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ABSTRACT

Purpose: This study examined the levels of and the associations between middle school students’ attachments
to parents, peers, and teachers, truancy, and school bullying. Methods: Data on middle school student were ob-
tained from the Korea National Children and Youth Survey 2010 (N=2,968). The independent t-test and
Kruskal-Wallis test were conducted to examine the differences in truancy and school bullying according to the
characteristics of students. Multiple stepwise regression analysis was conducted to identify the factors influencing
school bullying. Results: The magnitude of the correlation between truancy and bullying was r=.34 (p<.001). Two
types of attachment(to parents and to teachers) were associated with school bullying, with the magnitude of r=-.06
(p=.003) and r=-.09 (p<.001), respectively. Truancy and all three types of attachment (to parents, peers, and
teachers) predicted school bullying significantly (F=27.84, p<.001). Conclusion: In this study, truancy had more
influence on bullying behavior than attachments to parents, teachers and peers among middle school students.
These results suggest there is need to develop and provide programs to prevent or early intervene in truancy,
an important predictor of school bullying, to reduce school bullying among middle school students.
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Table 1. Characteristics of the Subjects (N=2,968)
Characteristics Categories n (%)
Grade 1st year student 954 (32.1)

2nd year student 1,034 (34.8)
3rd year student 980 (33.0)
Gender Male 1,479 (49.8)
Female 1,489 (50.2)
Total grade Very good 194 (6.5)
Good 645 (21.7)
Average 1,300 (43.8)
Bad 603 (22.3)
Very bad 165 (5.6)
Economic state " Very rich 111 (3.7)
Rich 1,247 (42.0)
Moderate 1,183 (39.9)
Poor 308 (12.4)
Very poor 24 (0.8)
Satisfaction of Very good 448 (15.1)
family life " Good 1,343 (45.2)
Average 618 (20.8)
Bad 415 (14.0)
Very bad 56 (1.9)
Truancy (frequency) None 2,642 (89.0)
1 173 (5.8)
2~3 88 (3.0)
4~5 28(0.9)
6~9 15 (0.5)
>10 22(0.7)
Attachment to teachers  <3.0 1,621 (54.6)
>30 1,347 (45.4)
Attachment to friends <33 1,425 (48.0)
>33 1,543 (52.0)
Attachment to parents <36 1,462 (49.3)
>36 1,503 (50.6)

f Missing.

=
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Table 2. Means and Standard Deviations for Truancy, Types

of Attachment, and School Bullying (N=2,968)
Variables n (%) M+SD  Range
Truancy 326 (11.0) 285+118 2~6
Attachment to teachers 2,968 3.03£097 1~5
Attachment to friends 2,968 332£072 1~5
Attachment to parents 2,968 3.65£080 1~5
School Bullying 422 (142) 297127 2~6
A ke st E L) shnEe] Aol we Ao 2 ek

TH*=14.93, p=.005). 7PEABRZElME 7R T
W3R oA wike- WHEehA] ok SHE el sk

o] A Yo M(x’=17.99, p=.001), Bt FHAM o]
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Table 3. Differences in School Bullying by Characteristics of the Subjects (N=2,968)
School bullying
Characteristics Categories 2
M=£SD X ort p
Grade 1st year student 1.29+0.82 827" 016
2nd year student® 1.32+0.93 (a>h)
3rd year student” 1.22+0.75
Gender Male 1.38+0.97 6.79 <.001
Female 1.18+0.67
Total grade Very good" 134+1.02 24747 <.001
Good® 1.21+0.73 (a<b)
Average” 1.25%+0.79
Bad® 1.33£0.88
Very bad” 153+1.13
Economic state Very rich” 1.57+1.29 1493" .005
Rich” 1.28+0.81 @@>b)
Moderate” 1.22+0.74
Poor” 1324092
Very poorb 1.38+0.92
Satisfaction of family life Very good® 1.23+0.83 17.99Jr 001
Good® 1.23+0.72 (a<b)
Average® 1.28+0.83
Bad” 141+1.03
Very bad” 1.38+0.95
Truancy (frequency) None 1.20%0.71 319427 <.001
1° 1.49+0.97 (a<b<c<d)
2~3 2.06+1.23
4~5° 271+1.84
6~9° 2.73%1.79
>10" 3.18+1.89
Attachment to teachers <30 1.17£0.37 414 < .001
>30 1.11£0.32
Attachment to friends <33 1.14+0.35 -0.06 949
>33 1.14+0.40
Attachment to parents <36 1.16%0.36 2.04 041
>36 1.13+0.34
TKruskal-Wallis test; Post-Hoc: Duncan test,
Table 4. Correlations of Truancy, Types of Attachment, and School Bullying (N=2,968)
Attachment to Attachment to Attachment to School
Truancy . .
Variables teachers friends parents bullying
r(p) r(p) r(p) r(p) r(p)
Truancy 1
Attachment to teachers -.09 (< .001) 1
Attachment to friends -.06 (.002) 35 (< .001) 1
Attachment to parents -.09 (<.001) 32 (<.001) .29 (<.001) 1
School bullying 34 (<.001) -.09 (<.001) 01 (.678) -.06 (.003) 1
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Table 5. Influencing Factors on School Bullying (N=2,968)
Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
Variables Categories
B t p B t p B t p
(Constant) 1.90 14.30 <.001 191 12.16 <.001 1.06 6.82 <.001
Grade 2nd year 0.06 1.60 110 0.05 1.30 195 0.01 0.13 894
(ref=1st year) 3rd year -0.03 -0.67 .503 -0.05 -1.27 204 -0.08 -2.17 030
Gender (ref=Male) Female -0.21 -6.79 <.001 -0.23 -7.39  <.001 -0.24 -8.18 < .001
Total grade Bad -0.11 -1.53 125 -0.12 -1.71 088 <.001  0.004 997
(ref=Very bad) Average -0.17 -2.65 008  -0.18 -2.78 005 -0.003 -0.04 966
Good 021 293 005 021 300 003 -0007 011 914
Very good -0.12 -1.38 166 -0.12 -1.42 156 0.06 0.67 506
Economic state Poor -0.23 -1.98 .048 -0.21 -1.77 077 -0.15 -1.34 181
(ref=Very poor) Moderate -0.27 -2.43 015 -0.26 -2.38 017 -0.18 -1.75 .080
Rich -0.19 -1.69 .091 -0.19 -1.75 .080 -0.15 -1.40 162
Very rich 0.05 0.39 701 0.03 0.25 .800 0.07 0.51 009
Satisfaction of Bad -0.01 -0.12 909  -003 -0.31 756 0.09 1.20 230
family life Average -0.14 -1.86 004 -0.14 -1.77 077 003 -0.47 038
(ref=Very bad) Good -0.21 -2.83 005 019  -256 010 006  -0.82 415
Very good -0.24 -2.99 .003 -0.21 -2.47 014 -0.08 -0.98 327
Attachment to teachers -0.08 -480 <.001 -0.07 -433 <.001
Attachment to friends 0.09 389 <.001 0.09 4.03 < .001
Attachment to parents -0.01 -0.56 577 -0.00 -0.16 872
Truancy 040 1897 <.001
F(p) 7.92 (<.001) 8.39 (<.001) 27.84 (<.001)
Adj. R 03 04 14.7
Adj. R? change 04 01 .10
Durbin-Watson 195 1.95 1.95
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