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Objectives : The current study was conducted in order to investigate teachers’recognition of school bullying using a nationwide

database of adolescents in middle and high school in Korea.

Methods : Students in the 7th to 12th grades at 23 secondary schools participated in the current study during the fall of 2009. Sub-
jects completed the self-report form of the Adolescent Mental Health and Problem Behavior Screening Questionnaire-IT (AMPQ-
1) and Symptom Checklist-90 Revised (SCL-90-R). In addition, relevant teachers used the teachers’ rating scale of the AMPQ-II
to report their students’ status. Differences in the number of bullied students between teachers’ recognition and students’ report were

explored.

Results : A total of 2270 subjects provided relevant responses to the questionnaire. While the one-month prevalence of victim-

ization according to students’ self-reports was 28.9%, the recognized prevalence by teachers was only 10.6%. For prediction of the
presence of school bullying according to students’ self reports on the AMPQ-II, item 7 of the teachers’ report on the AMPQ-II showed
a sensitivity of 16%, a specificity of 92%, a positive predictability of 44%, a negative predictability of 72%, a false positive rate of
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8%, a false negative rate of 84%, and an accuracy of 69%, respectively. No significant differences in subscores of students’ self re-

ports of the AMPQ-II and SCL-90-R were observed between bullied students who were recognized by teachers and those who

were not recognized. In stepwise discriminant analysis, classification of teachers’ item 2 and item 7 on the AMPQ-II with respect

to school bullying according to students’ reports showed an accuracy of 63.4%. Using this model, 75.2% of non-victimized sub-

jects were classified correctly, while only 35.2% of victimized subjects were classified correctly.

Conclusion : Despite the high prevalence in Korea, teachers’ recognition of school violence among their students remains low.

Pre-professional and continuing education to improve teachers’ understanding of school bullying and knowledge of effective class-

room-based prevention activities should be encouraged.

KEY WORDS : Bullying Victim - Prevalence - Teachers’ Recognition.
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Table 1. Demographic variables of the participants
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Boys Girls
N % N % Total
Grade
Middle school
Tst 218 47.0 246 53.0 464
2nd 226 49.5 231 50.5 457
3rd 149 48.9 156 51.1 305
High school
Tst 250 63.1 146 36.9 396
2nd 136 40.7 198 59.3 334
3rd 169 53.5 147 46.5 316
Area
Seoul 176 50.7 171 493 347
Gyeonggi-do 257 44.4 322 55.6 579
Metropolitan city 207 66.8 103 33.2 310
Other area 508 49.0 528 51.0 1036
Total 1148 50.5 1124 49.5 2272
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Table 2. Differences in the number of bullied students between
teachers’ recognition and students’ report

Students’
self-report Total
Not 5 lied
bullied
Teachers’ recognition* Not bullied 1455 558 2013
Bullied 133 106 239
Total 1588 664 2252

# . for predicting the presence of school bullying by students’ self
report, the item 7 of teachers’ report in the Adolescents' Mental
Health and Problem Behavior Screening Questionnaire-Il had a
sensitivity of 16%, a specificity of 92%, a positive predictability of
44%, a negative predictability of 72%, a false positive rate of 8%,
a false negative rate of 84%, and an accuracy of 69%, respec-
fively
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Table 3. Differences in total score and subscale score of the AMPQ-Il and symptom dimension score of the SCL-90-R according fo

teachers’ recognition and students’ report

Not Bullied, not recognized Bullied, recognized
bullied” by teacher? by teacher? F p* Post-hoc
Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD Scheffe fest
AMPQ-II
Total score (students) 11.20 8.58 20.95 11.60 21.47 1222  246.48 <.001 1)<2), 3)
Factor 1 (worry and thougnt) 3.01 3.17 5.49 4.13 5.94 438 12710 <.001 1)<2),3)
Factor 2 (mood and suicide) 3.59 3.45 5.69 4.08 5.92 4.30 81.12 <.001 1)<2),3)
Factor 3 (academic and 2.87 2.05 4.02 2.33 3.81 2.57 64.85 <.001 1)<2),3)
internet related problems)
Factor 5 (rule violation) 0.24 0.76 0.66 1.40 0.48 1.12 38.22 <.001 1)<2)
Total score (teachers) 2.57 3.00 2.72 2.95 6.25 3.88 73.70  <.001 1),2)<3)
SCL-90-R

Somatization 3.60 4.65 5.48 5.58 5.78 5.76 35.41 <.001 1)<2), 3)
Obsessive-compulsive 5.86 5.35 8.73 6.40 8.61 5.91 59.33  <.001 1)<2),3)
Interpersonal sensitivity 4.42 4.61 7.57 5.97 7.20 5.59 88.31 <.001 1)<2),3)
Depression 19.71 24.48 36.89 32.92 37.92 30.98 95.56 <.001 1)<2), 3)
Anxiety 2.61 4.16 4.95 5.58 4.72 5.17 58.59 <.001 1)<2), 3)
Hostility 2.13 2.83 3.91 3.88 4.09 4.27 75.53 <.001 1)<2), 3)
Phobic anxiety 0.87 1.89 1.83 2.69 1.64 3.1 4294 <001 1)<2),3)
Paranoid ideation 1.58 2.61 3.53 3.73 4.18 4.32 109.67 <.001 1)<2),3)
Psychoticism 1.66 3.38 4.10 5.58 4.47 5.66 85.02 <.001 1)<2), 3)

# . ANOVA with post-hoc Scheffé test. AMPQ-II

. the Adolescents' Mental Health and Problem Behavior Screening Questionnaire-

II, SCL-90-R : Symptom Checklist-90-Revision, SD : standard deviation
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Table 4. Classification matrix*

Predicted

roup membershi

) NOF: Bulliedp o
bullied

Students’ report  Not bullied 1194 394 1588

% 75.2 24.8
Bullied 430 234 664

% 64.8 35.2
Total 2204 48 2252

# . the classification of teachers’ item 2 and item 7 in the Ado-
lescents’ Mental Health and Problem Behavior Screening Ques-
tionnaire-Il with respect to school bullying by students’ report
has been calculated by stepwise discriminant analysis
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