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Bullying and Victimization in Relation
to Demographics Among Pre-Adolescents

Dr. P. Rckha* and Dr. K. Manikandan**

Asswracy

CEL\TC’O?‘* Is @ minianure socieny. Now a day’s teachers have

e opmion thar there are & number of " problems in our classrooms.

Swadent's distuptive behavior has become almost 2 password now
= é=vs. Indecsnt behaviorn distespect. sexual harassment. crime. |
&oe sbuse. robbing, suicidal stempis, atrocides and all kinds of }
lofztion e very commeon. Cyber violence, raceing etc. . are |
wed I schools of Kerala. Bullyving and vicimization are two
ot behavior problems of our classrooms which invites special
Ton by the we=chers of community. Bullving is an aggressive
| acz thet 1s carmeed out by 2 group or an individual repeatedly
znd overume Sg2InSt @ VICUm wWho cannot easiiv defend him or
herself The term vicumizziion extends the construct to account for
the measureble psychological or physical harm experiencad by the
victims of bullving. This smdy amms at bullving and vicumizauon
. relztion 1o demographics among Preadolescents. Survey method
. was zdopted to conduct the study among 251 smdents from 5=, 6=
znd 7* stzndard. The stedy found that bullying behavior is not much |
'~ eviden: zmong pre adolescents but is victimized 1o some extent. Sex |
. hzs zn infiuence on bullving and victimization with a higher score
for bovs, class of study influence the bullying behavior, the other
; &moé{apb_!cal variables viz, education of father and mother, job |

* 3 ssicrant Professor, Farook Training College, Kozhikode.
**Professor, D:p_m: 1 of Psychology University of Calicut.
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TRODUCTION s £
IN best cure for any problem that arises in the S0Cicy

Education is the ) ‘
te, “What 18 happening to OUr young peqpje

Centurics ago Plato Wro ' ) )
, disobey their parents, ignore the Jay,

[ ) [N d
They disrespect (heir elders, d1S ' :
they riot in the streets.... What 18 t0 become of them?” All agenci,

of education — family, school, Community, Society and nation shoy|
address the problems of the present generation at all times. The repoy
of Education Commission ( 1964-66) begins with the sentence “Indiy’
destiny is being shaped in her classrooms”. Hence the complete cducatim}
system from elementary to higher education is to be changed to bui|(
socially and morally strong minds.
. The aim of the society reflects in the educational process. Educatio
is .the fundamental right of all children. According to Gandhiji “fl
primary aim of education is character building and it prcparcq’ tl]t
Zt;llizrg(s) r:oaifzfse tlu? pr?blems of life. In contrary to this the prctzqc:t
) ‘
how to take degre;natﬁdletf)tueilr:er:’lz]:: mm:lthand peop']e t‘h ik sbou
Yijayakumar and Namasivayam (2005y . 0}1t C(.mSldcrmg valucs.
right kind of education deﬁnitel)’/ w ) explain, “if we ar given the
For example, take any tree when itebmay be 2'ln exemplary to others.
ores fruits it bows down to the

ground due to the wej
: ght of the frui
human beings can re the. fruits attached to the stem, so that the

will be appreciateq by the peopl
e’)

Miniatyre ge:
socie
re Y. Now a day’s teachers have

S o ar
tudents Violence apng crinel a number of problems j ]
n our classrooms:

Student’s d' € h
isrunt: ad recen .
Plve behayiqr has b tly recejveq much public attention-

» Sexual hay Imost 4 password now a day.
Ocities andz;slfm-ent’ crime, drug abus
kinds of exploitation &

n e
Hmber of unregorttcm are reported in schools
ed cases also. Studies als°

assroom ig
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the opinign that the
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0,..
showed ‘lmllyil‘lg and v‘iclimizmion cven in schools. Craig and Pepler
(1998) found from !hcn' study that bullying occurred regularly in the
plnygmund, approximately once every seven minutes and was of short
duration, 38 scu:nnds. The study discussed the results from an individual
difference, social, intellectual, and ecological perspective.

Bullying is an aggressive intentional act that is carried out by a group
or an individual repeatedly and overtime against a victim who cannot
rasily defend him or herself. On the other hand the term victimization
extends the construct to account for the measurable psychological or
physical harm experienced by the victims of bullying. Cyber bullying is
the recently emerged form of bullying in which the victim may continue
to receive text messages or e-mails where ever they are.

Bullies derive pleasure from inflicting injury and suffering on
others and defend their actions by saying that their victims provoked
them in some way. They can be characterized by impulsivity and a
strong need to dominate others. In contrast to prevailing myths bullies
appear with little anxiety and strong self-esteem. Victims are typically
anxious, insecure, and cautious and suffer from low self-esteem rarely
defending themselves the students who bully them. They may lack
social skills and friends and they are often socially isolated. They are
lonely and feel abandoned at school. The major physical characteristic
of victims is that they tend to be physically weaker than their peers,
and other characteristics such as weight, dress or wearing eyeglasses
do not appear to be significant factors that can be correlated with
victimization (Batsche & Knoff, 1994;0lweus, 1993). Many factors
are there as the causes of bullying and victimization. The causes of
bullying are categorized as individual, family dysfunction, mass media,
peer influence and other school factors...

Olweus (1993) pointed out that bullying peaks during the middle
school years and decreasing during the high school years. But it is
found that ragging, sexual harassment and cybercrimes have been
occurred among adolescents. Violence and bullying are more frequent
in middle school years than in high schools or in elementary schools.
This is the influence of the study by the U S Education Department’s
National Centre for education statistics, 2017. .

Gender is a significant variable in determining invol'vemenF in
victimization. Boys are much more likely than girls to engage in pl1y§1cal
and verbal aggression against others. In contrast girls tend to use indirect
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e ictot O : I victimizas

) < effecton pullying anc victimization,
. on gender differences in bullying
ents in jordan. From the study

- timization among 1d gigniﬁcallﬂ}-’ high .sc.orcs. than females
LS menie scales of bullying and victimization. FOI‘.bo)‘fs.
on each of the two SC on the Way home from schools while for
3§ ?ﬁct;fclassroom. Craig and Pepler (1999) .found
oirls and were more likely to bully victims
:ily target the same victim.

ky (1980) developed and tested a model

 and functional family characteristics

- adolesc

bullying most ©
oirls bullying occurs
that boys bullied more than
of the same S€X and repeate

Craig, Peters, and Konars

describing the effects of structura |
on bullying and victimization experiences. Parent's education and

:ncome or family demographics are oné of the factors they studied with
bullying and victimization. The results were that parenting and family
management practices interact with individual behavioral attributes

and contribute indirectly to bullying and victimization.
It is seen that all children experience some form of bullying as they

move through sghool and / college or even at home before they enter

igﬁltrli::oil gmfilc?s four}d that demographic variables are influencing

mcn)_mizgaﬁo \tlcnmlz.atlon. Thus the study is stated as “Bullying and
] n in relation to Demographics among Pre- Adoléscgzztv

RESEARCH QUESTIONS

While conducti
ucting the prese
. : nt . . :
answering certain questions study the investigator aims at

L. Isthere any influence of demo
among pre adolescentg?

2. Isthere any gender d
Pre adolescentg?

OBJECTIVES oF THE STypy

ifference j
inb i .
ullying and Victimization among

The object;
JECtives of the Study are a5 o)
S Tollowsg
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1. To find out the extent of bullying and victimizat:
adolescents ictimization among pre

2. To find out the influence of demographics on bullying and
victimization among pre adolescents el

4YPOTHESES OF THE STUDY

1. There exists significant difference in bullying and victimization
among preadolescents with respect to gender

2. There exists significant difference in bullying and victimization
between students of different class of study
3. There exists significant difference in bullying and victimization

among preadolescents based on education of parents, job of parents,
annual income of parents and birth order of child.

METHOD

Design

The present study is to find out the influence of certain demographic
variables on bullying and victimization among pre adolescents. The
demographical variables include sex, class of study, parent’s education,
occupation, and annual income and birth order of pre adolescents. The
participants are from 5%, 6%, and 7t standards. Survey method was

adopted for the conduct of the study.

Variables

In the study bullying and victimizati
demographics of pre adolescents which inc
order, education, job, and annual income of

the variables of the study.

on among pre adolescents and
lude sex, class of study, birth
parents are considered as

Participants

Population under study is pre
7" standards in schools of Kerala. In't
students of standard 5, 6, and 7 taken from

adolescents studying in 5t 6" and
his study the final sample is 251
a school of Calicut district.

Instruments

The instruments used in the study are as follows
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anikandan anc ,
. > and Victimization Inventory ( Mani {Ckhd,

1. Bullying ¢
2017)

' 1 Rekh:
 Information Schedule ( Manikandan and Rekha, 20]7)
2. Persona ¢

ND DISCUSSION : ictimizatj
RESULTk? : (he extent of the variables bullying and victimization the
TO 10W

e d Kurtosis .
edian. mode, standard deviation, Skewness, an it (r) fthege
’ . L )
1116?’11’);25 rere computed. The statistical values are presented in Tabje |
varia

Table-1: Details of Preliminary Analysis of Data.

Variable N | Mean | Median | Mode | SD | Skewness | Kurtogjq

1.411 651
Bullying 251 1.83 1.00 0 1.952

Victimization | 251 | 4.19 4.00 4 3.004 .536 -.436

Table 1 reveals that the values of mean for bullying and victimizatiop
are 1.83 and 4.19 respectively with the standard deviation of 1.95 for
bullying and 3.00 for victimization. The median and mode are 1.00
for bullying, 4.00 for victimization and zero for bullying and 4.00
for victimization respectively. The value of Skewness shows that the
distribution is slightly positively skewed for bullying. The value of
kurtosis shows that the distribution is leptokurtic to some extent. In

the case of victimization value of Skewness and Kurtosis show that
the distribution is almost normal,

t;;?epcy a.rei e!round four indicating ahigher chance of being victimized than
YIng. A higher valye of standard deviation a]gq shows the possibility

of large deviation among values. The datq reveals that thege upper primary

schoo] Students are 1 Ie Victimized
Climized more,
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difference for larpe independent gromps wasy performed and the ,_

are given i nbie 2, o) and the detzils

Table-2: Detalls of test of significance of sex difference in bulbying
and victimization

variables Group N Mean b1)) g
Boys 137 | 7”’/ llv | 77‘ bz % S
Bullying ““"*f; - 2A%LL* |

Girlg 114 1.50) 1.206

o Boys | 137 | 507 | 3.06]
Victimization 535707
Girls 114 313 | 2575 | |

*denotes P<. 05
*#* denotes P<. 01

From Table 2, it is found that boys have a mean score of 2.11
with a standard deviation of 2.03 and girls have a mean score of 1.50
with standard deviation of 1.81 for bullying. The t value obtained is
2.49 which is greater than 1.96, the value required for significance
at.05 level. Hence there is significant sex difference in bullying.
That is boys and girls differ significantly (P<.05)in their mean score
on bullying. Though the test :s two tailed, a close observation of
mean scores reveals that boys have higher mean score in bullying
behavior than girls.

For the variable victimization, boys have a mean score of 5.07
with a standard deviation of 3.06 and girls with mean score 3.13 and
standard deviation of 2.58. The t value s 5.35 which show significance
of mean difference at.01 level. Hence significant s€x difference exists
in victimization. The mean score of boys is higher than girls indicating
that victimization is higher in boy

Test of significance of difference
bullying and victimization of subgrou
students. , . "

One way ANOVA was used 10 find out the difference bcl\; e énea{?
of bullying and victimization with respect 10 blth order 0 DE er}:]’i.d

Data and results of ANOVA 0N the basis of birth order of the chl

is presented in table 3

s than girls.
between mean scores on

ps based on birth order of
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T f difference between
; st of significance o . :
Table-3: ])ct.allu:) 0:‘1:3],5 based on birth order in Bullying
L and Victimization

—
evek ol Sum of Df | Mean F
Variable Sou.. N R— Square

val lath —

Between groups 24.606 3 8.202

ithin gr 928.367 | 247 | 3.759 2.18
i Ips
w3 ;"Mtthlm s 952.972 | 250
- 3| 7519 |
Between groups 22.558 .
Victimization | Within groups 2233.641 | 247 | 9.043 832
Total . 2256.199 | 250
— 1]

Table 3 shows that F value for bullying is 2.182 and for victimization
15. 832. As the F value is Jess than the tabled value for significance gt
0.05 level with (3,247) degrees of freedom (2.65), the mean difference

1S not significant among subgroups based on Birth order for ejther
bullying or victimization.
That is birth order of students
victimization among pre adolescent
Comparison of mea
subgroups based op gr

T‘? kpow the influence of grade level (class of study) on Bullying
and Victimizatiop one way ANOVA was done. The result of one way
ANOVA ig given in table 4,

does not influence bullying and
S.

N scores of bullying anq victimization among
ade level

ased on grade level of
Students jp Bullying and Victimizatlon
Variapje Sources of Sum of Df | Mea F
ree an
Variation Squareg Square
Bullying l\i;ailt;\{een groupg 24,926 2 12463 | |
B | 928 0as | ' '
' . 48| 3742 3330
— | Eotlal 952,972 250 :
Climizar: . | SEWeen gron
V]CllmIYallOH Withip group 2;29843157 24218 g 9
FF ‘ * ”3
rors Otal 2256.199 | s, e :
N\\——’J
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y Table 4 shows that IF value for bullying is 3.330, which js gres
(he table valuc of I for significance at0.05 level with (2.24
of freedom, as the table value being 3.04. Hence me
pullying among fifth, sixth and seventh standar students are significant,
That is significant difTerence exist jn the mean scoreg of bullying among
fifth, sixth and seventh standar students,

In the case of victimization, the |7 value is. 933 which ig less than
the table value of T for (2,248) deprees of freedom. This indicates that
the difference in mean score on victimization among fifth, sixth and
seventh standard students is not significant ( P>.05).

The results of one way ANOVA in Bullying with respect to different
grades (Class of study) shows significant mean difference and hence

was subjected to Post Hoc Analysis. The result of Post Hoc Analysis
is shown in Table 5.

mization in Relation 63

e

iter than
8) degrees
an difference in

Table-5: Result of Scheffe’s Test of multiple comparisons of mean
scores of bullying with respect to different
grades (class of study).

Mean | Standard Deviation Subset for alpha= 0.05
Class | N 1 2
5 77 1.42
6 92 1.85 1.85
7 82 2.21
Sig 355

Table 5 shows that among preadolescents the students of 5 and 7t
Standards differ significantly in their bullying mean score but between
fifth and sixth and between sixth and seventh class students no difterence
in bullying was observed.

Influence of bullying and victimization among preadolescents
With respect (o education of father

Tofind out the difTerence in Bullying and victimization with respect
10 education of father among preadolescents one way ANOVA was
Used. The data and results of ANOVA is shown in Table 6.

e
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d Results of ANOVA to find out the dj
Table-6: Data annving and Victimization based op
B Education of Father.

)

fferean .

| Variable e Squares Square

| variation

]

, 36458 | S | 7295 |
! Between

groups 916.514 245 | 3741 1.949
Bullying Within groups | 952.972 250

Total

; Between 82.632 5 16526 Rl
'\rois .. | groups 2173.567 | 245 | 887> 1.863
VICHMIZton | \yrinin groups | 2256.199 | 250

Total \J\}

Table 6 shows that F value for bullying is 1.949 and for victimization
it is 1.863. The table value of F for sjeni i

: I educat :
i)eull_:'mg and vxctimlzation, one vlv(z;r Zf;\lmother i " Daptanenea o
sults of ANQ is Presented ip, tab] 7OVA as used. The data and
/.
’ and Reg)) '
b;l, It‘:stfANOVA on bullym and victimization
- = Ucatlon Omether 8 and victimiza
Nahle SOur s
Ces of [ el
[ Variagjy, Sum of TNM(’ |
: an
Ly m Squareg
Wlying thm“j Broupyg m\ Square |
\ Totg, El‘()uDS 939' 723 S 2.650
Vigiio | Ba 957, 245 | 3.836 | 691
Climuau(m “Z::;en €roupy - 972 250 3
Al gr A \-___ |
2256% 323 | 9.076 | 716
| le it s
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Table 7 reveals that I value of bullying is. 691and that of
,-~ﬁnli7ﬂii0n is. 716. The values of F are less than the value for
vit cance for (5,245) degrees of freedom (2.26). This shows that
ation of mother has no significant influence on bullying and

._,u,z

sig“

edue '
victimization.
The difference in the mean scores of bullying and victimization

pased on job of fn?hc.- =
Based on the job of father the participants are classified into
four groups- To find o‘ut whether there is any difference in bullying
as well 0 victimization among the four groups based on job of
father, one Way ANOVA was used. Details of one way ANOVA is

prcscntcd in table 8.

Table-8: Dectails of ANOVA on bullying and victimization

by job of Father.
Variable Sources of Sumof | df | Mean F
variation squares square

Between groups 19.078 4 | 4.769

Bullying Within groups 933.894 | 246 | 3.796 | 1.256
Total 952.972 | 250

Between groups 59.591 4 | 14.898
Victimization | Within groups 2196.608 | 246 | 8.929 | 1.668
Total 2256.199 | 250

Table 8 shows that F value for bullying is 1.256 and victimization
is 1.668. the F values of Bullying and victimization are less than the
table value (2.41) for significance at 0.05 level for 2,246 degrees of
freedom. This shows that Job of Father has no significant influence
on bullying and victimization among pre adolescents.

Difference in the mean scores of bullying and victimization
based on job of mother

The participants are classified into four groups based on the job
0'l"molhcr. One way ANOVA was used to know whether there is any
difference in bullying or victimization with respect to Job of mother.
The details of one way ANOVA is shown in Table 9.

A



Ty

€66 Adolescerce Fﬁ‘w&:::/k |
5 A _ : i q
o balfiymZ Fnd ViCtEmiz oy "

PR

NOVA
Table-9: Details of A {;; ob of sasther

& 48 5“:{

4 i . i .

, ~ | Semof | Of Meaz
?"— é ” " E . § i A £
' Variahle | 5"“:’ Ei‘” | jquares | Wmars
f | variation P : ——
; [ g 376 | £ 3.365
b : ,. Lo i S P : B i
| Betwezn Zroup ! 925446 (2460 3777 g4

; Withm groups
Bullying Tota!
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Table 9 reveals thet F velue for bullying 457 znd g o
victimization is 2.783. The F values of bullying znd victimizeiy ..

-
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less than the table value for (3,245) degrees of freedom (2.25) Tx,
indicates that job of mother hzs no significan: mfiuence oo by
or victimization among the prezdolescents.

Difference in the mean scores of bullying and victimizsting
with respect to annual income

The participants were classifi=d o four groups besed on &
annuzl income of paremts. One vy AN OVA wizs M 10 o =
mean difference in bullying zs well 2< victimization with resoec

the anmual income of paremis. The detzils zr= presemtad in txble 10

el e LUl

N

[ Y

)

Table-10: Details of ANOVA gp bullyving and victimizatioz
based by Anpgaj mcome

 Sotrces of

.  Som of .
variation e df "‘ Mean F
Stvies i nare
ggtv«em groups 1.1 T i s;q-w- _
Bt ‘ . 7 P X YA 3 u 72
Tgizmgm P2 | 941799 247 | ‘i%?: | 978
= 9291 [ 259 | T |7
Ween groups | porm—t—
b 6_7 R . -
Wfiﬁm g"’“?fi peri po 3 236

2 i
Total =249.491 | 945 9107 | 24

' [ 61 | ospfs .
fable 10 s, —

. YisthatF .
than the (2 Value of p for ggjéz&} of the variable bullying is 125

§7€es o freedom, The F yalue 77
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victimization is. 246 which is less than the table value for significance.

This indicates that annual income of parents has no significant influence
on bullying and victimization among pre adolescents.

MAJOR FINDINGS

The present study was to find out the influence of Demographic
variables on bullying and victimization among pre adolescents. The
demographic variables were sex of the participants, class of study, birth
order, education of parents, job of parents, and annual income of the
parents. From the study it was found that among the demographics
sex of the sample influences bullying and victimization among pre
adolescents. This shows sex difference in bullying and victimization.
The mean scores of boys both for bullying and victimization are higher
than girls which show that bullying and victimization are hi gher in boys.

The results of ANOVA for the subsample Class of study showed
that bullying is different in different classes of students. The students
are showing differences in bullying between the classes of 5 and
7. But no differences in bullying were found between 5® and 6=
standard students, and 6* and 7 standard students. But in the case of
victimization there showed no difference between different classes of

upper primary school students.
Birth order was found to be not influencing bullying and victimization

among pre adolescents.
From the analysis it was found that education of father was not

influencing bullying and victimization of pre adolescents. Education
of mother was found to be not influencing bullving and victimization
among pre- adolescents.

Results show that job of father has no influence on bullving and
victimization among pre- adolescents. Job of mother was found to be
not influencing bullyving and victimization among pre adolescents.

Analvsis shows that annual income of parents 1s not influencing
bullying and victimization among pre- adolescents.

CONCLUSION
The study reveals that bullying behavior is not much evident

among pre adolescents but is victimized to some extent. Sex has an
influence on bullying and victimization with a higher score for bc"}'S,
class of study influence the bullying behavior, the other demographical
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