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1  |  INTRODUC TION

How to build positive and conflict- resilient relationships between 
different social groups has been the research focus for decades in 
the field of social sciences. This question is relevant for any soci-
ety. Evidently, it is relevant for conflict and post- conflict societies. 
However, the demand to understand intergroup relations in increas-
ingly multicultural and globalised world is applicable even for socie-
ties that have not been in conflict for a substantial amount of time. 
Such reasoning is embedded in the assumption that no country, no 
society and hence no social group are immune to threats of conflict. 
Consequently, understanding processes that could facilitate either 
sustainability of positive intergroup relations or re- building of bro-
ken relations constitutes an important scientific and social demand.

Furthermore, it is important to note that intergroup conflicts 
amongst races, cultures, religions and nations flourish around the 
globe.1 Importantly, one- fifth of children and youths are negatively 
affected by conflict2 and 60% of conflicts in early 2000s have 

relapsed within 5 years.3 Even for countries such as Sweden, which 
has marked 200 years of peace in 2014,4 the demand to understand 
how to maintain positive intergroup relations has been accelerated 
by the recent immigration wavemaking Sweden a more diversified 
and culturally heterogenous society.

2  |  WHAT IS INTERGROUP 
RECONCILIATION?

Achieving reconciliation between social groups in conflict or main-
taining positive intergroup relations in the face of conflict threat 
is indeed a strenuous, demanding and complex process involving 
both structural and psychological changes.5 From a psychological 
perspective, understanding intergroup reconciliation has been ap-
proached from several angles. Even though these outlooks on rec-
onciliation are not exclusive of each other, each of them emphasises 
a specific social- psychological process as being the key ingredient at 
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both conceptual and empirical levels. Some scholars conceptualise 
intergroup reconciliation as a process of establishing cooperative 
relations.6 Other scholars view reconciliation primarily as a process 
of identity change7 or satisfaction of specific needs.8 Each of these 
approaches has received empirical support pointing to the validity of 
each of these perspectives but also to the complexity and intricacy 
of this process.

Our understanding of intergroup reconciliation is grounded in re-
search demonstrating and accentuating the importance of emotions 
in conflict and post- conflict societies. Research has shown that peo-
ples' emotions towards social outgroups powerfully shape peoples' 
responses to conflict- related events.9 Additionally, such intergroup 
emotions influence the formation of intergroup attitudes towards 
reconciliation,10 motivate support for certain policies11 and thus 
can undermine or support important reconciliation- oriented pro-
cesses.12 Furthermore, research indicates that the effects of emo-
tions are independent of other prominent factors such as ideology10 
and socioeconomic conditions.13 Our own research also shows that 
the presence of negative intergroup emotions amongst youth under-
mines intergroup reconciliation efforts.14

For example, the consequences of intergroup hatred, as a more 
specific and negative intergroup emotion, have been extensively 
studied. Empirical research has identified that intergroup hatred 
can propel people to violence and lead them to obstruct any pos-
itive change in post- conflict societies.15 Furthermore, in an inter-
group context, hatred is often directed at harming or destroying an 
outgroup and acts as a major barrier to peace and reconciliation- 
oriented processes.10,15 Living in contexts affected or threatened 
by conflict can also shape children's identities16 and their emotions 
towards social outgroups making them less likely to share resources 
with an outgroup member in an intergroup conflict setting.17

Based on the above, we conceptualised intergroup reconciliation 
as an emotion regulation process18 with the aim to understand con-
ditions and processes which would enable the regulation of negative 
and destructive emotions such as hatred and promotion of more 
positive and reconciliation- functional emotions (Figure 1).

3  |  THE PROCESS OF REGUL ATING 
EMOTIONS TOWARDS SOCIAL OUTGROUPS

Conceptualising intergroup reconciliation as an emotion regulation 
process draws upon the process model of emotion regulation and its 
subsequent implementation to intergroup emotions.19 According to 
the process model of emotion regulation, emotions can be regulated 
at any point of the emotion generation process: situation selection 
or modification; attention deployment; cognitive appraisal or emo-
tion response. Research on emotions in reconciliation processes 
has primarily focused on cognitive change or appraisal as a way of 
regulating emotions between social groups. Furthermore, Halperin 
et al. have made an important distinction between direct and indi-
rect emotion regulation processes10,15 outlining a path process in fa-
cilitating indirect emotion regulation in intergroup conflict contexts.

The first step in facilitating indirect emotion regulation is to iden-
tify the desired outcome associated with intergroup reconciliation 
such as facilitating higher levels of intergroup forgiveness. The next 
step would be the identification of the discrete emotion associated 
with the desired outcome such as trust. After identifying the target 
emotion, the next step would entail the identification of a concrete 
message or content that would enable the regulation of that spe-
cific emotion. In other words, the goal would be to search for the 
emotion's core appraisal theme20 which constitutes the basis for its 
motivational and behavioural implications. The emotion regulation 
perspective on intergroup reconciliation assumes that by changing 
the core appraisal theme, the associated emotion can be regulated, 
leading to transformation in action tendencies related to intergroup 
reconciliation.18 The question that remains largely untapped is what 
social- psychological interventions have the capacity to change core 
appraisal themes associated with a range of negative emotions in 
intergroup conflict contexts and in that way facilitate positive inter-
group reconciliation processes. In particular, changing perceptions 
of outgroups as being homogenous,21 unchangeable10 and im-
moral22 has been identified as one of the core appraisal themes as-
sociated with intergroup reconciliation. Below I will review evidence 
of a novel social- psychological intervention aimed at changing a 
specific perception of outgroups, namely perceptions of outgroups' 
immorality.

4  |  THE MOR AL E XEMPL AR 
INTERVENTION: A NE W APPROACH 
TOWARDS CRE ATING POSITIVE 
INTERGROUP EMOTIONS

The starting assumption behind the moral exemplar intervention is 
that morality judgements are fundamental in the evaluation of so-
cial groups with an impact on intergroup behaviour.23 We proposed 
that learning about moral exemplars is an effective approach for 
changing biased beliefs about group morality. People tend to be-
lieve that their own group is more moral than other social groups.24 
Additionally, in intergroup conflict situations, outgroups' immoral 
behaviour can promote inferences that they, outgroups, cannot be 

Key Notes

• Intergroup conflicts affect young people worldwide.
• This review presents social- psychological research on 

the importance and ways of creating positive intergroup 
emotions and in that way contributing to conflict resolu-
tion and intergroup reconciliation.

• Recent evidence suggests that the moral exemplar in-
tervention can create positive emotions towards social 
outgroups and in that way facilitate the creation of posi-
tive and conflict- resilient intergroup relations.
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moral and that we, the ingroup, are morally superior.24 Such attribu-
tions further feed into the vicious cycle of destructive emotions and 
discriminatory behavioural tendencies. In our work, we argued that 
changing judgements about group morality is one important way to 
change negative and destructive intergroup emotions and ultimately 
contribute to the development of more positive intergroup rela-
tions.25 We proposed that learning about moral exemplars could be 
an effective way of changing judgements about outgroups' morality 
and in that way contribute to improved intergroup relations.

Moral exemplars are individuals who have risked some import-
ant aspects of their life to save the lives of outgroup members.22,25 
The moral behaviour exhibited by these individuals which is some-
times referred to as heroic behaviour simultaneously includes two 
elements: outgroup helping and risk- taking. Work by Franco et al.26 
on heroism is relevant to research on moral exemplars as both forms 
of behaviour simultaneously include elements of helping and risk- 
taking. However, important differences between these two lines of 
work ought to be mentioned. First, their approach26 to understand-
ing conditions and implications of heroic behaviour is more univer-
salistic bridging across a range of different fields and contexts. Work 
on moral exemplars is primarily set in contexts which have been 
either affected or threatened by the prospect of intergroup con-
flict. Furthermore, and unlike Franco's work on heroism, research 
on moral exemplars is explicitly concerned with understanding and 
changing relationships between specific social groups in conflict. In 
conclusion, context specificity, intergroup dimension and relevance 
of social groups constitute an inherent aspect of research on moral 
exemplars, whereas work on heroism is more concerned with uni-
versal processes bridging across a wide range of contexts.

We designed the moral exemplar intervention with the goal to 
challenge peoples' beliefs about outgroup's immorality by exposing 
them to stories of outgroup moral exemplars. Development of the 
moral exemplar intervention was also inspired by research in educa-
tion27 demonstrating that stories can serve as models for behaviour 
change. Furthermore, learning about others' morally admirable be-
haviour has the tendency to elicit inspiration and awe, an emotional 
response termed as moral elevation28 as well as other positive and 
outgroup directed emotions such as warmth and trust.22 As argued 
by the emotion regulation perspective on intergroup reconciliation, 
induction of positive intergroup emotions is an important step to-
wards the creation of positive and prosocial intergroup relations. 
Furthermore, induction of moral elevation through exposure to 

moral exemplars is important because it minimises the potential risk 
of psychological tension which can be triggered when peoples' be-
liefs are challenged. Indeed, our recent evidence is suggesting that 
learning about morally admirable behaviours performed by relevant 
outgroup members does indeed elicit a sense of moral elevation 
whilst having no significant effects on reported tension.

5  |  YOUTHS AND INTERGROUP 
RECONCILIATION

Research on intergroup reconciliation reviewed above has mainly 
been conducted with youths living in contexts affected by conflict. 
Focusing on intergroup attitudes and behaviours amongst youth 
populations is important for at least two reasons. From a develop-
mental perspective, influencing attitudes and associated behaviours 
is a more likely occurrence at specific developmental age. In this 
way, both children and youths are understood as active contributors 
and important carries of positive social changes such as reconcilia-
tion.29 Approaching children and youths as potential contributors to 
reconciliation expands the understanding of children's and youths' 
role from mere recipients to potential contributors. Typically, psy-
chological research has studied children and youth attitudes includ-
ing behaviour more at the interpersonal level. If and how children's 
and youths' attitudes and behaviour can impact intergroup pro-
cesses has been less examined. Recently, Taylor30 proposed a novel 
Developmental Peacebuilding Model which places the developmen-
tal perspective into a larger peacebuilding paradigm viewing children 
and youths as potential contributors to peacebuilding, social cohe-
sion and reconciliation. Such an expanded understanding recognises 
the potential children and youths can have in contributing to positive 
social changes including peace and reconciliation.

6  |  CONCLUSION

The goal of this review was to argue and demonstrate the central-
ity of emotions for research on intergroup relations. In particular, 
social situations characterised by intergroup conflict and a demand 
for improved intergroup relations call for a focus on understand-
ing peoples' emotions towards social outgroups. The research re-
viewed above demonstrates an important impact of emotions on 

F I G U R E  1  Intergroup reconciliation as 
an emotion regulation process
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intergroup attitudes and behaviours. Specifically, research denotes 
that in intergroup conflict situations, the role of negative intergroup 
emotions becomes central to understanding and predicting peo-
ples' behaviour towards others. A range of negative emotions rang-
ing from anger to hatred can undermine attempts and success of 
rebuilding positive intergroup relations and consequently feed into 
cycles of intergroup avoidance and discrimination. Building on the 
existing body of evidence on the centrality of emotions in intergroup 
relations research, we conceptualised intergroup reconciliation as a 
process of regulating negative intergroup emotions and creation of 
more relationship functional emotions. A growing field of research 
on social- psychological interventions aimed at establishing inter-
group reconciliation suggests that a route to developing more posi-
tive emotions towards social outgroups might be precisely through 
stories about morally admirable behaviours performed by others.

CONFLIC T OF INTERE S T
The author declares no conflict of interest in terms of the production 
or publication of the article.

ORCID
Sabina Čehajić- Clancy  https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6822-843X 

R E FE R E N C E S
 1. Deutsch M, Coleman PT, Markus EC. The Handbook of Conflict 

Resolution. Jossey- Bass; 2011.
 2. Save the Children. Stop the War on Children— Protecting Children 

in 21st Century Conflict. Save the Children; 2019. Accessed March 
23, 2022. https://www.savet hechi ldren.org.uk/conte nt/dam/gb/
repor ts/stop_the_war_on_child ren_report_2019.pdf

 3. Hegre H, Nygård HM. Governance and conflict relapse. J Confl 
Resolut. 2015;59(6):984- 1016. doi:10.1177/0022002713520591

 4. Bodensten E, Ljungberg J, Östlund J. Den svenska fredens tidig-
moderna rÖtter: En litteraturöversikt och ett forskningsuppslag. 
Hist Tidskr. 2019;139(3):567- 580.

 5. Nadler A, Malloy TE, Fisher JD. The Social Psychology of Intergroup 
Reconciliation. Oxford University Press; 2008.

 6. van Zomeren M. Beyond individual reconciliation and emotion reg-
ulation: toward an essentially relational perspective. Psychol Inq. 
2016;27(2):133- 135. doi:10.1080/1047840X.2016.1160761

 7. Kelman HC. The Israeli- Palestinian peace process and its vicissi-
tudes: insights from attitude theory. Am Psychol. 2007;62(4):287- 
303. doi:10.1037/0003- 066X.62.4.287

 8. Shnabel N, Nadler A, Ullrich J, Dovidio JF, Carmi D. Promoting rec-
onciliation through the satisfaction of the emotional needs of vic-
timized and perpetrating group members: the needs- based model 
of reconciliation. Pers Soc Psychol Bull. 2009;35(8):1021- 1030. 
doi:10.1177/0146167209336610

 9. Bar- Tal D. Sociopsychological foundations of intracta-
ble conflicts. Am Behav Sci. 2007;50(11):1430- 1453. 
doi:10.1177/0002764207302462

 10. Halperin E, Russell AG, Trzesniewski KH, Gross J, Dweck CS. 
Promoting the Middle East peace process by changing beliefs 
about group malleability. Science. 2011;333(6050):1767- 1769. 
doi:10.1126/science.1202925

 11. Cole S, Balcetis E, Dunning D. Affective signals of threat in-
crease perceived proximity. Psychol Sci. 2013;24(1):34- 40. 
doi:10.1177/0956797612446953

 12. Cohen- Chen S, Crisp RJ, Halperin E. Perceptions of a changing world 
induce Hope and promote peace in intractable conflicts. Pers Soc 
Psychol Bull. 2015;41(4):498- 512. doi:10.1177/0146167215573210

 13. Maoz I, McCauley C. Threat, dehumanization, and support for re-
taliatory aggressive policies in asymmetric conflict. J Confl Resolut. 
2008;52(1):93- 116. doi:10.1177/0022002707308597

 14. Čehajić- Clancy S, Bilewicz M. Fostering reconciliation through 
historical moral exemplars in a postconflict society. Peace Confl J 
Peace Psychol. 2017;23(3):288- 296. doi:10.1037/pac0000210

 15. Halperin E. Group- based hatred in intractable conflict in Israel. J Confl 
Resolut. 2008;52(5):713- 736. doi:10.1177/0022002708314665

 16. Merrilees CE, Taylor LK, Goeke- Morey MC, Shirlow P, Cummings 
E, Cairns E. The protective role of group identity: sectarian an-
tisocial behavior and adolescent emotion problems. Child Dev. 
2014;85:412- 420. doi:10.1111/cdev.12125

 17. O'Driscoll D, Taylor LK, Dautel JB. Intergroup resource distribu-
tion among children living in segregated neighborhoods amid pro-
tracted conflict. Peace Confl J Peace Psychol. 2018;24:464- 474. 
doi:10.1037/pac0000348

 18. Čehajić- Clancy S, Goldenberg A, Gross J, Halperin E. Social- 
psychological interventions for intergroup reconciliation: an emo-
tion regulation perspective. Psychol Inq. 2016;27(2):73- 88. doi:10.
1080/1047840X.2016.1153945

 19. Goldenberg A, Halperin E, van Zomeren M, Gross JJ. The pro-
cess model of group- based emotion: integrating intergroup emo-
tion and emotion regulation perspectives. Pers Soc Psychol Rev. 
2016;20(2):118- 141.

 20. Scherer KR. What are emotions? And how can they be measured? 
Soc Sci Inf. 2005;44(4):695- 729.

 21. Čehajić S, Brown R, Castano E. Forgive and forget? 
Antecedents and consequences of intergroup forgiveness in 
Bosnia and Herzegovina. Polit Psychol. 2008;29(3):351- 367. 
doi:10.1111/j.1467- 9221.2008.00634.x

 22. Čehajić- Clancy S, Bilewicz M. Appealing to moral exemplars: shared 
perceptions of morality as a key dimension of intergroup reconcili-
ation. Soc Issues Policy Rev. 2020;14(1):217- 243.

 23. Brambilla M, Leach CW. On the importance of being moral: the 
distinctive role of morality in social judgment. Soc Cognition. 
2014;32(4):397- 408.

 24. Leach CW, Bilali R, Pagliaro S. Groups and morality. In: Mikulincer 
M, Shaver PR, Dovidio JF, Simpson JA, eds. APA Handbook of 
Personality and Social Psychology: Group processes. Vol 2. 
American Psychological Association: 2015:123- 149.

 25. Čehajić- Clancy S, Bilewicz M. Moral exemplar intervention: a new 
paradigm for conflict resolution and intergroup reconciliation. Curr 
Dir Psychol Sci. 2021;30(4):335- 342.

 26. Franco ZE, Allison ST, Kinsella EL, Kohen A, Langdon M, Zimbardo 
PG. Heroism research: a review of theories, methods, chal-
lenges, and trends. J Humanist Psychol. 2018;58(4):382- 396. 
doi:10.1177/0022167816681232

 27. Han H, Kim J, Jeong C, Cohen GL. Attainable and relevant moral 
exemplars are more effective than extraordinary exemplars in pro-
moting voluntary service engagement. Front Psychol. 2017;8:283.

 28. Haidt, J. The Positive Emotion of Elevation, Prevention and 
Treatment. 2000;3(1). doi:10.1037/1522- 3736.3.1.33c

 29. McEvoy- Levy S. Troublemakers or Peacemakers? Youth and Post- 
Accord Peace Building. Notre Dame Press; 2006.

 30. Taylor LK. The developmental peacebuilding model (DPM) of 
Children's prosocial behaviors in settings of intergroup conflict. 
Child Dev Perspect. 2020;14:127- 134. doi:10.1111/cdep.12377

How to cite this article: Čehajić- Clancy S. Development of 
positive intergroup emotions amongst youth in contexts 
affected or threatened by conflict. Acta Paediatr. 
2022;111:1862–1865. https://doi.org/10.1111/apa.16404

https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6822-843X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6822-843X
https://www.savethechildren.org.uk/content/dam/gb/reports/stop_the_war_on_children_report_2019.pdf
https://www.savethechildren.org.uk/content/dam/gb/reports/stop_the_war_on_children_report_2019.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022002713520591
https://doi.org/10.1080/1047840X.2016.1160761
https://doi.org/10.1037/0003-066X.62.4.287
https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167209336610
https://doi.org/10.1177/0002764207302462
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1202925
https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797612446953
https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167215573210
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022002707308597
https://doi.org/10.1037/pac0000210
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022002708314665
https://doi.org/10.1111/cdev.12125
https://doi.org/10.1037/pac0000348
https://doi.org/10.1080/1047840X.2016.1153945
https://doi.org/10.1080/1047840X.2016.1153945
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9221.2008.00634.x
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022167816681232
https://doi.org/10.1037/1522-3736.3.1.33c
https://doi.org/10.1111/cdep.12377
https://doi.org/10.1111/apa.16404

	Development of positive intergroup emotions amongst youth in contexts affected or threatened by conflict
	Abstract
	1|INTRODUCTION
	2|WHAT IS INTERGROUP RECONCILIATION?
	3|THE PROCESS OF REGULATING EMOTIONS TOWARDS SOCIAL OUTGROUPS
	4|THE MORAL EXEMPLAR INTERVENTION: A NEW APPROACH TOWARDS CREATING POSITIVE INTERGROUP EMOTIONS
	5|YOUTHS AND INTERGROUP RECONCILIATION
	6|CONCLUSION
	CONFLICT OF INTEREST
	REFERENCES


