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Abstract

This study investigated the relation between participation in bullying, peer relationship and children’s social status.
We examined the classified types of social status among 700 fifth and sixth grade elementary schools students. The
data were obtained by administering a self-reported questionnaire. Differences were identified with participation in
bullying behavior, intimacy friendship and peer support as peer relationship. The collected data were subjected to a
descriptive and F-test analysis using the SPSS software program. The results conveyed that social status was different
according to the gender difference. Rejected boys presented more bully, reinforce, assistant and victim behaviors.
Neglected boys were more victims of bullying. Defensive behavior was more apparent in popular and neglected
boys. Furthermore, such boys had high intimate friendships. Popular boys presented distinctively more peer support.
Rejected boys represented less intimate friendship and peer support. On the other hand, popular girls portrayed
more defensive behavior. However, rejected girls and neglected girls had less defensive behaviors. Victim behaviors
were less coherent in popular and neglected girls. Intimate friendship and peer support were mostly apparent in
popular girls. Rejected boys represented less intimate friendship and peer support.

ZFHIo(Keywords) : AF3] 4] 2] $(social status), &2 2|53 o] 35 (participation in bullying), 217]oHpopular child),
A oHneglected child), 7 %-oHrejected child), %% 2] #l(intimacy friendship)

.M =2 & Awol wet obgo] Ab|A A 9)7h AR 1 AR

o AAH OB A& S Wl 16]. EdEol =

OFEES Sh7} HuA Algolelel ASH BAS 1 SIS ot ARG FARE of5e AFY /)%
SHA 2 7127} wolxitt, 3] St A Eefjete] @ g = 55 7|97} AofAn| AEYAE gl ARA
& ol Aoide] HEolt Blelutel kgt %741?’3 R AAEE 282 A ek o]efdt AeE 3 ofs olF
A5ed & ABoP Hu, ol5L oliR AR u o] ol el $ASE Aushn wAslA Wl
o2 A1) BAG ARG B SANE, o Eel  SIRIASIE olofl 4 sici22) o weEeAe] A
Aol S7ishaA E T SAsk= Alte] B o o4 A9z okl ARl ) ARl ASof dFE T
A7) A o5e] A1 o] malgEie] Rk F Tk, b ofsEol g A etk ATE e A
o alo] woleh, ol UnolA] ofol 4-RE A ANE  BER ZARE Alsld A9 AR LR ok Eal

Corresponding Author : Youn-Hwa Kim, Department of Child Welfare, Chungbuk National University, 52 Naesudong-ro, Heungdeok-gu, Cheongju,
Chungbuk, 361-763, Korea Tel: +82-10-9162-3511, Fax: +82-43-261-2793, E-mail: kyh3511@daum.net

Copyright © 2013, The Korean Home Economics Association. All rights reserved.

- 187 -



2 oigpgetER] w51 25, 2013

A3 A g

EE
A HHXlL %
l

o, ofgo] EEo]

MG A2 of =

o0& o St %
L AP A e 25epe)

S AT Fe ol 201, A - 43
# 9rere ofSojof 3 Bf]of Lpehit: el

& SAo|ch. Hodges 91 Eef2 £E0]
o] ¢j&Helo g AFR5lo] Eajj]Ee]S Gk
A7 4= glekan Bastel[17), Eeel] AREsHE ofL
2 Q07| olo] H 4 9LSL Al e

oA 715 OFEES A4S FAHHOR QA A1)
AFB1| S52jolut w5 B7te] o 7|7t stol2), A4l
of Thgt ANEAIL Q14jo] A KIS o 4 gk, B AR
opg-e wefete] AolA HAHH HEE-2 o ol B
of EefjollAl sl -1, Eeeke] et HAg

Ko] ofels B ofje} b2 EeubolE 4342 BES
b ok 2] EHERNE ARG Ao o= o
SfolEe 12 QIs) HARAN 2340l B A =
T et CARIS AU 71902 e B
2 A% B Aolehn2), olefat Ao Eefote]
Wk ARA Z1E Aol FolEA Hol BABES
Ol 5 9SS ol 4 ek, EefEiE o] AR oy

Aoz A% 7AREE A A$E 7HA, AlRte] Al $
ol 7| Hopse Al A Robs o Wkl ARl 917}
sl et A Rols-E EeEolA Tﬁﬂﬂ Eahe EAS
RGHT. b EARRE YAl AP el WS
R EYS Yol Aeskdn13], EfEY daforsS
E A CNA S AB|A X9 ARkl A4 ]
EHARE FHsLI9], oFs AFElA A 9let E ¥ E

71 deﬂ‘ 5 7} U= 04@1“&‘%01 FﬂETH Hiﬁu% o

it

kA1), 270) Ho] & ol Eo] ZfaAE-S tol 3}
oiciiog), v qmu asfolg-e WA ol vl

7Fejoke-E 1?“47414 é‘O] WA Atk $1H4, 22, 2415
Sl mER el Q17] = obsEol TlsldES T =
05 2 2 glol W79l W WAl Eielg o1
gy B89 2l HAH o] ogkn 2z} 4= )t} o}E9)
AL 21912k A7 A ek AATE Aolo s}
7] gk AkE: Bol 3t 9lo, oo] thaIpele] $4e]
3} w2l 250 HRHASl A919) AA A7) ofEEe) A)
&)%) 2|9l webii= of w3t Xjo]2 Hol=xlo] T3t &1
7b By, wt wetio] ofstyol ula) EelAERE ¢
o] g1 (3, 14] HehAS Al

o

A2 TAN} o A A Ko

-1 0 THTT W

FAS AL ofsPh e EepACIA 2Pl 7%
AstcH23), ol Bl et ofsAbol

EeolA TR S 1ol 4 9192 gl 4 glon
gl of Sl Rk A5Re] R do] A F e
AFBI 1919} B2l Bt el ARolE

& eItk AT, 1210 Q7] EA o4 34

_E-:L:. r
2 5ol A18 A)9le] uteb EehuEYe) W G
% 9hee 9 & gl e orOA A2 9 o

2} o}z o] L9 E3] oA L} ALTAE S Al
A7t B wiel lmweo}m 245 9lrk,

webA] B QAo A ot g AEehs EeE] A
S0l whE AEH 2915 SASIAL 1 A8 A9l mhe
) 5310) 2ol R WA} oW Aol S Holis
A etopu i} g}, ofo] AATEAN: TRt e,

QATEA 1, oFE0] AEIH A9lo] Tk Eeu)ET Hola
52 Hol7} QA

A7EA) 2 obg0] ALSA A gle] whE AT
Q=712

#ol7}

I. A7

1. Sche "
A i Tl 3727(53.1%), o1 328
(46.9%)013L, 53hd 378 (54%)1} 631d 3227(46.0%)
oLt & At AR FAEAG) 37) 25 taef A
AL, AEAlE AFAPE SR ZPA7E A EE
7 %*EM SHES MU EESE flsf 2 vkl &
AYEES] Ystel] etEe] dEs sk dEAl
2 & W Rl gol Bt AR Atk A e
O*TZP ofFgA AE HiAl= sl =AY At
F7F HA 42 obsae AlAA F T0077) Al
*P%ﬂ‘iiik

Xt

°‘ rlo n

rlr u9 m

2. AT

IREERT

AF2]A] /‘H - Coie 9|[719] HEE ALl & 25-8)
O 9k A5 FollA Folshs S} dolshs 54
A= 31 /]O‘OH—Ei atolom 7t ”Emﬂ ok 2
FollAlE 1S Folstal 137 ¢k 952 038

sto] ghakstct, A1E] A A5 (Social Preference SP= A

- 188 -



:rLPcf’E})Q} H1A S 0P dolst
ZF R E F3ofsto] ARg-Sh

AF8) 2] 8KSocial Impact: SDE A E A 40} A EHSS

Hiteto] EEafelA] ARESICE, ARD]A ‘H—E— ‘17]"}%, 7

Kol -r*]O}E—OF TEE, Q7o SPR4=7F 1.

o} Am, AXoks2 SPH47F —1k T} 4 OU% HAjobE-2-
SIA47F —1R} xh;}

2) BRI FY ol

I EE HolFd2 Salmivalli @7} A&3t
Participant Role Questionnaire (PRQ)E ARE-3IATH25].
2 Ae= AAA FA8E UEEE £ 7S Hst
7] 18 A3 AR o E Aol AAIsHITE Al
PRQS! 4958 Salmivalli £]7} AF&-3F S0k Q1 15538
ALY 0 M[26], Schwartz £]9] ¢l tolA] Eej2 &3] <]
93| E 2Aek= 320&3 Frketel[27] & 18832 ok A
Alo] Balshe WAl o & Jgsgiet, wefu)53le) old)
ol et 7hafEls, 70§P B, Foldls, sx2-s, vl
s W Ao R R, 47 Likert A2 S48
1,7 Y tg A1Z %= Cronbach's 0= 7}l |71, 7%} .69, ¥
o] .74, &% 70, 98l 75, W 700},

=

55

ob50| ZFHAE dotrr] 8l 4o At LA

Z7g5k9iet, 49 A2 ofsof THZIEeke] 23
ot 7] 913 A eojm] ZIGEA| A= ofs-9f ANl %
OB A|Zel=AlE AT 913 S
9] A2 Sharabany[28]%] Intimate Friendship
5hal 24510 ARG Kim 9J[19]2] ¢+t %
a8t} 15132 ARESESITh AR 22 Bl 9l 5o T
TS 1R Adeisto] 71 Zteke] IAES Al E e 2o
2 AR obso] AEgl ofgo] thE FRTE &
AZTEE Aol Fsh, 47t l'Z‘E = 5
=55 ou|gte}, 4% Likert =R S48,
Cronbach’ s 0= 860}, ZIGEA| Al= ok 11| W= %1+t
5ol Kol AR, Leel21]9] HEE 4245t AMES
Hal15]9] 155 3harsto] 44530 & S/98kiet. Likert 47

E?l
un o

e

ATE T
e A

12

E

rlﬂ rz
rﬁ i)
H—I

or52| M2 X|2lof e E2niEelel Fo@ST TITEA 3

g 2L A7 w805 A7 =58 9
o]t} AlF] % Cronbach s 0= ,900]t},

3. A=A

Al AR SPSS 18,0 TR IS o] §ato] HAlakgl
o}, 7 S Ee] AR 7181 84 Cronbach’ s a
ASE 5 :Fﬁﬂ 0}5—4 AF21A 7\] 14 TEE; Qo 7]

i

=
‘ﬂ

2
lo
£
4;
2
_i',L
_2
offt
L
_,>:
tolr
o
R
4
2
a "
)
H

1. OFSQ ALEIH x| 2m

ob5-0] AR A 2|91 LA E Ao wheh A E Table
12} 2ok, o] 49 lrjobsol 40.0%: 7Hg Wate.
o] AXolEo] 32.0%, FAoFEo] 28.0%= Lyttt o]t
e Ql7]ofEo] 43,092 71 Wekow 7 RolEol
29.6%, +Aloks0] 27.4% =0 & VeI,

2. OF52| Al3l X|Qlofl 2 E2HlEE Hofsls

ob5-o] ALB|A 2|91 Eeu]EY % 04 52| 2folE A
B2 Table 29} At} HoAe 7| Hloligo] ¢l7jopso|L)
HAobg et B 15319 Zhells-2 v Wol shalom(F
=15.74, p €.001), AFobso] Eefj 53] Aol s W
o] HAATHF = 6.39, p €.05). = F3S Folsh= B5
Q7]jobgoLt FAJobgo] AXobg k) wo] aF¢laL(F =
311, p €.05), ®eHE 5ol Wes TE0h Ve 7
Holiro] 74 =9lt(F = 8,89, p <.001), 3t A FolF2
HAjoFgo Q17|obg ol vlsl Ee v 532 TeeleS W
o] Helal, FAJolg-2 l7]oks et TafjaiEo] o W A
o & VEPITHF = 21.15, p <.001).

ofg}ge- Ql7]oks o] AKlobgolu FrAloks T} Hro
&< o wol aFlem (=613, p €.0D, 7K-olg-2 2d7]of
SOl Aol Tt TelaiE-S v wWol HIThE = 11.28,

Table 1.
Distribution of social status N (%)
Social status Boys Girls Total
Popular 149(40.0) 141(43.0) 290(41.4)
Rejected 119(32.0) 97(29.6) 216(30.9)
Neglected 104(28.0) 90(27.4) 194(27.7)
Total 372(100.0) 328(100.0) 700(100.0)
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E?fkf)é?ezn.ce in bullying participation among children according to social status M (SD)/Duncan
Social status Popular Rejected Neglected F
Bully 1.60(.56)/ 1.96(.65)/1, 1.57(.54)/, 15747
Reinforce 202(55)/, 220(54)/, 2.06(51)/, 6.39"
biﬁ;ﬁgﬁgﬁgﬁr Defensive 250(65)/, 231(75)/, 248(58)/, 3.11*
(boys) Assistant 171(58)/, 2.01(.67)/, 1.71(65)/, 8.89™
Victim 1.48(559)/, 2.04(.80)/ 1.75(.74) [, 21.15*
Outsider 2.90(.61) 2.38(58) 2.44(.64) L79
Bully 1.47(48) 1.55(.55) 1.43(49) 1.38
Reinforce 1.98(.53) 2.01(.55) 1.87(.52) 1.80
Participation in Defensive 2.58(.61)/, 2.30(.68)/, 2.39(.63)/, 6.13™
bullying (girls) Assistant 161(60) 161(57) 155(58) 040
Victim 1.39(49)/, 1.73(.65) /5 147(54)/, 11.28™*
Outsider 2.49(.62) 2.33(.74) 2.49(.68) 2.03
*p < .05. *p < .01 **p < 00L.
Table 3.
Difference in peer relationship of children according to social status M (SD)/Duncan
Social status Popular Rejected Neglected IF
Boys Intimate friendship 3.02(57)/p 2.75(.70)/, 291(61)/, 626
Peer support 3.59(.55)/ . 3.24(.76)/ 3.41(.69)/ 8.98"**
Girls Intimate friendship 3.25(47) /4 3.03(57)/, 3.01(57)/, 7.54*
Peer support 3.65(48)/y, 3.38(.64)/, 3.51(.52)/ 7.15™*

*p <.01. **p <.001.
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