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e= 80°lz & wEE I AA A==
Cronbach” a= 859 &H, & AFdr s Jdut=d
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(Table 1> Tendency to bully and to be a bully victim by education grade

Tendency to bully Tendency to be a bully victim
Alienation Language Physical Alienation Language Physical
type type damage Total type type damage Total
type type

Mean(SD) Mean(SD) Mean(SD) Mean(SD) Mean(SD) Mean(SD) Mean(SD) Mean(SD)
Elementary 1.92(0.72) 1.76(0.73) 1.25(0.49) 1.64(0.564) 1.36(0.59) 1.52(0.65) 1.21(0.50) 1.36(0.49)
school

Middle school 1.87(0.57) 2.04(0.79) 1.40(0.50) 1.77(0.51) 1.51(0.84) 1.78(0.78) 1.36(0.53) 1.55(0.61)
High school  1.94(0.70) 1.85(0.82) 1.24(0.49) 1.68(0.56) 1.29(0.51) 1.48(0.71) 1.15(0.42) 1.31(0.46)
ISR BT AP (M=1.78, SD=0.78: M 3.93, p.05, & F=19.87, p.001)e2, I8lx
=1.48, SD=0.71)¢] 7} =7 UestKTable 1). Al wet fo3 zel7t e AR t= 8.87,
p¢.01, I3 £t=9.22, p(.01) o= Yepgt} =3 3

2. Yutd EMof| w2 FehrEg] T, mlsH #Ho 2 wile AAA FE(F=5.34, p{.01)% 3
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(Table 2) Differences of tendency to bully and to be a bully victim by characteristics

Tendency to bully Tendency to be a bully

Characteristics Category victim
Mean(SD) torF Mean(SD) torF
Elementary school 1.64(0.54) 1.36(0.49)
Education grade Middle school 1.77(0.50) 3.93* 1.55(0.61) 19.87***
High school 1.68(0.56) 1.31(0.46)
Male 1.76(0.58) . 1.46(0.57) .
Gender Female 1.65(0.49) 8.87 1.35(0.50) 9.22
Economic High 1.73(0.71) 1.39(0.59)
status(subjective) Moderate 1.70(0.52) 0.15 1.39(0.49) 5.34**
Low 1.71(0.44) 1.60(0.80)
Parent all 1.71(0.55) 1.40(0.53)
. Father only 1.74(0.40) 1.60(0.70)
Parents composition Mother only 1.69(0.34) 0.23 1.58(0.54) 152
Parent abscent 1.40(0.37) 1.10(0.14)
With parents 1.71(0.55) 1.40(0.54)
L ) Without parents 1.62(0.37) 1.27(0.43)
Living with parents With father 1.63(0.40) 0.37 1.55(0.38) 1.93
With mother 1.74(0.37) 1.54(0.55)
First 1.67(0.54) 1.36(0.48)
Middle 1.70(0.43) 1.42(0.47)
Sibling order Last 1.72(0.54) 1.61 1.41(0.54) 4,78
Only 1.82(0.65) 1.56(0.82)
Other 1.90(0.40) 1.90(0.65)
Very poor 1.71(0.71) 1.42(0.68)
Below middle 1.77(0.49) 1.49(0.60)
Academic performance  Middle 1.71(0.63) 2.45* 1.38(0.51) 1.59
Above middle 1.64(0.51) 1.37(0.50)
Very well 1.80(0.60) 1.40(0.48)

* pC.05 **pd.0T ***p(.001
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2 22y (5.49%)7F 7P Bk O e & Aom, T, L] A= BF oFF o §l
#Hohe "oy PFe o EHTOH (3.66%) <c°I R AA"Y PFF(9.82%: 10.32%) TheoZ F
pem, T, neYel B BT He k¥ 718l 7hre] 9 (5.65%: 5.64%) 02 33t
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(Table 3) Reasons to be a bully victim (double check)

oz 823t

Elementary

Middle school High school Total
school

ltem N % N % N % N %

2= ojo|E0| 7| WE 2 1.22 31 9.23 30 7.35 63 6.94
ZTFES B8 HFX Zsp| WE 5 3.07 28 8.33 26 6.37 59 6.50
et Mot Uo|ut WSS st WE 6 3.66 21 6.25 22 5.40 49 5.40
m=g gsts ol 22Zict 9 5.49 17 5.06 21 5.15 47 5.18
dZo|ut 2/=7} o] AsiA 4 2.44 17 5.06 12 2.94 33 3.63
ZAFES FAISP| w2 1 0.61 16 4.76 14 3.43 31 3.42
AZo|Lt 2mE7} ZAET{A 1 0.61 2 0.60 10 2.45 13 1.43
MM | AlZLE FRIXSH| w2 1 0.61 0 0 8 1.96 9 0.99
S Mo|7| E 0 0 0 0 9 2.21 9 0.99

(Table 4) Behaviors and coping methods after be a bully victim (double check)
Elementary \vidie school  High school Total
school

Behaviors item N % N % N % N %
OfF ¢ eiolH AN siset 17 10.69 33 9.82 42 10.32 92 10.20
27|15t 71oks| S 0 0 19 5.65 23 5.64 42 4.65
O}F3I1T LS SHX| 22 5 3.14 16 4.76 18 4.41 39 4.32
Uz ofg & 3 1.89 14 417 10 2.45 27 2.99
m=g Ao 71X kS 3 1.89 10 2.98 8 1.96 21 2.33
I7HE =0|2 che 1 0.63 8 2.38 10 2.45 19 2.10
ZAZE EX HE 0 0 2 0.60 9 2.21 11 1.22
22 =Xt uig & 0 0 2 0.60 7 1.72 9 1.00
stuof| 7HX| 42 1 0.63 3 0.89 4 0.98 8 0.89
Coping methods item N % N % N % N %
EXM 555 &S 7 4.52 26 7.74 30 7.41 63 7.03
m=2|l= ofo|& FAIE 4 2.56 22 6.55 23 5.69 49 5.47
FoH olopr| & 10 6.41 8 2.38 16 3.95 34 3.79
m=2l= ofololA & Zolzq1 =HF 4 2.56 14 417 5 1.23 23 2.57
Zo| chEd 0 0 10 2.98 8 1.98 18 2.01
=2 getx| v|9fsl Rt S0z 2 1.29 6 1.79 8 1.98 16 1.79
MM Aol & 4 2.56 8 2.38 4 0.99 16 1.78
ZEMo|| Al g 0 0 8 2.38 4 0.99 12 1.34
CIE stz Mk 2+ 0 0 4 1.19 5 1.23 9 1.00
a2 & 0 0 0 0 5 1.23 5 0.56
CtE ofo|E2 =8l 0 0 4 1.19 1 0.25 5 0.56
AEA =8 QF & 1 0.64 0 0 0 0 1 0.11




o wsdEAe] B 2Eehgel A9t HEdA YTk able 6).
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A%E At Ak T2 A7E RASE ol

A1%) e R EAA A5 (4.52%)

ToR SR, T, e Aee '

A BF(1.14%: 1.41%) thro & mEde ool (60.78%)", ‘o] AT A Al AZA FE= ol
FAIZF(6.55%: 5.69%) w22 SHelATKTable 4). (52.94%), FFH TE 9ol Sy o]
AenEy sleiN BE E4 seA Ee B Wl (48.37%), W% WE olo|(48.37%) 59 wo=

Uehdon], Fe4el ZSols Ay s be 2l
£ $AIsHe o}l (56.29%)", W ol ofd]

ol sheAld Bl 2L 3-89 o2 AT
A F(12.80%)°] 71 Bk vhee '1-24e] g
A 3 g (10.37%)°] U o2 JERe (54.49%)', ‘A 18l o] (44.01%),
F3hy, neee] A$= 3-89 tE yH o] okaf Hol& o}o](43.71%) T o= YEht
F(10.48%; 16.34%) tho 2 '1-299] 43} ¢ 3, 2] AeE Ad Hilau b2 AFE A
7 &'(10.18%: 6.68%)°-2 YERJTtKTable 5). e ©10](64.99%), MAAHTE nAEsE ol

AdmEde 78 olf & Fol wid] IFE o (8.29%)", ‘o] AT A A HIA TE ol
S| eAo F 25 A g FHake Wol (37.53%)", oFdste ©}0](36.78%) 59 «o 7 2
U @5S 5] wl'el'(24.70%)7F 7P Bska v ‘%ﬁb;f/KTable 7.

& FATEL TS WE(13.86%) &7
stgon, FEAe A FHale Tolu PFg 3] . = L]
w0’ (14.29%) TReo2 ‘ol 9rrt o)itsls
A (6.55%) To2 SR8l a, nEAe] A4+ 2 AT dRbd B F 2 -5 - 25 o}
£ A3 Hae golu %S 3] W e'(21.78%) g AmER 7k, AP 2o fstA Alelrt sle
Fog TS FA] W ol (11.39%) w22 Aoz Yelya, I 3 Jdusde] 7is) € Fs) 3
(Table 5) Numbers of bullying children
Elementary v 4ie school  High school Total
school
[tem N % N % N % N %

HE X 6 3.66 18 5.39 10 2.48 34 3.77

1-2Ee| ct2 stMal &H| 17 10.37 34 10.18 27 6.68 78 8.65

3-8He| Ct= stdinl Syl 21 12.80 35 10.48 66 16.34 122 13.53

83 o|Ale| C}Z st} & 13 7.93 8 2.40 25 6.19 46 5.10

(Table 6) Reasons to bully (double check)

Elementary v 446 school  High school Total
school
Iltem N % N % N % N %
Tt H3l= Lolt HES 3 41 24.70 48 14.29 88 21.78 177 19.54
ATES RABY| o2 23 13.86 12 3.57 46 11.39 81 893
AZo|L} 227} 0 AtsHA 15 9.04 22 655 36  8.89 73 8.05
TS 27|12 oEx| 2517| mje 18 10.84 18 5.36 36  8.89 72 7.94
=2 3= olf 2act 5  3.01 18 5.36 10 2.47 33 364
2= ofo|S0| 7| W 1 061 7 2.08 15 3.70 23 254
HE 2XES WA 2 1.20 2 0.60 13 3.21 17 1.87
MMl Alte EXR|51| e 6 361 4 119 4 0.99 14 154
dZo|L} 9|2Ib A 4 2.41 4 119 5 1.23 13 1.43
Thcksl 20| oH3HORA 4 2.41 2 0.60 4 0.99 10 1.10
2HMO|7| e 1 061 4 119 4 0.99 9  0.99
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(Table 7> Children’s characteristics to be bully victim (double check)

® AT 3R] #1214 A25 @

E'ir:ﬁ;‘;?ry Middle school  High school Total
(N<166) (N=336) (N=409) (N=911)
ltem N % N % N % N %
Ft Mald CIZ &7 2ABH= ofo] 93 60.78 188 56.29 268 6499 539  60.97
MM DRE k= ofol 70 4575 147 4401 152 3829 369 41.74
%A = ofol 81 52.94 120 3593 149 3753 350 39.59
o3| Hol= ofol 54 3529 182 5449 111 27.96 347 39.25
A2, 9@y} S| A7l oo 66 43.14 133 39.82 138 34.76 337 3812
2FY, X Qe ofo] 74 48.37 89 26.65 109 27.46 272 30.77
glo| 2 2ol ofo] 39 2566 146  43.71 83 2091 268 30.35
Uiz me ofol 74 4837 63 18.86 120 30.23 257 29.07
AxEoz Zato| e ofof 59  38.56 97  29.04 83 2091 239 27.04
ofE3H= ofo] 37  24.18 42 12.61 146 36.78 225 25.48
utsoz x7(at s ofol 27 17.65 75 22.46 50 1259 152 17.19
oft w2 o}o] 34 22.22 34 10.18 82  20.71 150 16.99
278 Hol< ofol 25 16.34 66 19.76 35 882 126 14.25
CHEIA| Y3t CHEHS SHe ofo] 28 18.30 40 11.98 57 1436 1256 14.14
+0IA| YEB OIS st oo 20 13.07 19  5.69 50 12.59 89  10.07
MM aks Zo|Z0|E £ ofo] 18 11.76 27  8.08 32 8.06 77 8.71
MM Alzt Exix|5HE ofo 30 19.61 16 4.70 24 6.05 70 7.92
£ B/ FOM w0 ekt ol AemEY 9 49 AEeliE Wb, sk mE Qojdol
o] 258w WHE Irlske 7] glon, F3huol 7 A deigth, JduEolA Uil At
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ABSTRACT

Analysis on Bullying Tendencies Among Elementary,
Middle, and High School Students*

Yoon, Young Mi(Department of Nursing, Seoil College)

Purpose: To identify bullying tendencies among elementary, middle, and high school
students. Method: A descriptive study was conducted with 911 participating students. Data
were collected using three, self-administered questionnaires that had been modified by the
investigator. The data were analyzed by the SPSS Win 10.0 program using descriptive
statistics, ANOVA. Result: The level of bullying was significantly different among
elementary school, middle school and high school students. Middle school students were
higher than elementary and high school students. In subtypes of bullying, language type was
higher than alienation and physical damage types in elementary, middle and high school
students. The methods to resolve a bullying situation are for the victim to ‘speak to parents
in elementary school students, but ‘bear alone in middle school and high school students.
The answer to the question how many of your friends have been the victim of bullying was
3-8 friends”. The reason for being a bully victim was because they pretend to be a superior
man. Conclusion: Although much research has been conducted in this area, further study
among elementary, middle and high school students needs to be conducted. Furthermore, a
variety of programs for preventing bullying among elementary, middle and high school

students should be developed.

Key words : Bullying, Elementary school, Middle school, High school students

* This study was supported by Seoil college
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