6 The Second Generation Responds

The scope of the impact

Jack Danielian asserts that, “Trauma is contagious and the
contagion is likely to be insidious. All who come in contact
with it can come away marked, including victim, victim
families and progeny, observers, bystander witnesses,
advocates, researchers, and yes, perpetrators.”¢ Further
corroboration comes from Ervin Staub. Writing about the
impact of genocidal violence on survivors and its relevance to
Armenians today, he suggests that “trauma can be transmitted
by survivors to children and grandchildren and on to later
generations.”” Second-generation survivors are thus danger-
ously “marked” by the trauma their parents experienced.
Levon Boyajian and Haigaz Grigorian believed that not
enough psychological research had been done on second-
generation Armenian survivors to afford a clear picture of
their mental and emotional status as related to the nation’s
past. They were among the first to study this aspect through
research and interviews with the offspring of Genocide
survivors in the 1980s.8 They noted that in their own research
they had learned quite a bit from the numerous research
studies on survivors of the Jewish Holocaust and found it
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