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Abstract 

Children who are abused at home are at an increased risk of bullying perpetration and bullying 

victimization. Within that context, the purpose of the present study was to test Agnew’s general 

strain theory and the peer deviancy training hypothesis by utilizing structural equation modeling 

to empirically examine pathways linking punitive parenting to bullying perpetration and bullying 

victimization. This study adds to the literature in two important ways. First, potential mediating 

linkages between punitive parenting and bullying perpetration and bullying victimization were 

examined, including socially withdrawn behavior and deviant peer affiliation. Second, these 

relationships were considered in a longitudinal sample of South Korean adolescents, which is a 

novel examination given that parenting in South Korea is guided largely by Confucianism which 

reinforces parental control, restrictiveness, and a punitive nature. Results indicate that: (1) 

punitive parenting is directly related to bullying perpetration but not bullying victimization; (2) 

punitive parenting was found to have indirect effects only on bullying perpetration; (3) deviant 

peer affiliation increased the likelihood of bullying perpetration and victimization; and (4) 

socially withdrawn behavior only affected bullying perpetration via its effect on deviant peer 

affiliation. 

Keywords: bullying; general strain theory; parenting; peer deviance; victimization; South 

Korea 
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Since the publication and dissemination of Olweus’ (1978) research on bullying, there 

has been a growing amount of research interest on the subject (Smith, Cowie, Olafsson, & 

Liefooghe, 2002). Bullying has been widely defined in Western societies as a type of aggressive 

behavior, which is exhibited repeatedly towards a target who is unable to defend themselves 

(Olweus, 1999). Spreading from Western societies, research on this phenomenon has reached an 

international dimension (Smith et al., 1999). In South Korea, bullying is primarily 

conceptualized as jipdan-ttadolim (isolation by a group), jipdan-goeropim (harassed by a group), 

hakgyo pong’nyeok (school violence), or wang-tta (bullied individual; Lee, Smith, & Monks, 

2011). Over the years, scholars in South Korea have examined several antecedents that might 

increase the likelihood of some adolescents to be involved in school bullying, as either victims or 

perpetrators, with parenting style being one of the most frequently identified. The aim of the 

present study is to investigate both direct and indirect links between punitive parenting and 

adolescents’ involvement in bullying in South Korea. 

Unlike the case in most traditional Western countries, parenting styles in South Korea, as 

influenced by the traditional culture of Confucianism, are characterized as punitive (Park & Ko, 

2004). There is a growing consensus that children who are physically or verbally abused have a 

heightened risk of bullying (Dussich & Maekoya, 2007; Holt, Kantor, & Finkelhor, 2007; Wolfe 

et al., 2009). In South Korea, study findings also reveal that punitive parenting is positively 

related to children’s aggressive behaviors and involvement in bullying victimization (Choi, 2014; 

Doh & Kim, 2007; Hwang, Doh, & Shin, 2008; Park & Chae, 2011; Roh & Sim, 2004). 

Parenting has a profound impact on adolescent development, behavior, and socialization 

outside the home (Brown, Mounts, Lamborn, & Steinberg, 1993; Engels, Dekovic, & Meeus, 

2002), and adolescents tend to observe and model the behavior and socialization of their parents 
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in the home (see Bandura, 1977). Explanations of the link between punitive parenting and 

adolescents’ peer relations have been primarily derived from social learning theory or social 

control theory (Hollist, Hughes, & Schaible, 2009). Social learning theory postulates that after 

observing or experiencing abusive or aggressive behavior in the home or among peers, abused 

children may model such behavior when interacting with their peers (Bandura, 1977). Social 

control theory hypothesizes that adolescents’ involvement in bullying may emerge when their 

bonds or ties to social institutions (e.g., family) are diminished (Pittaro, 2007).  

More recently, scholars have also begun to explore the relevance of Agnew’s (1992, 2006) 

general strain theory (GST) in understanding the link between punitive parenting and adolescents’ 

involvement in bullying. Unlike earlier macro-based strain theories, GST is a social-

psychological theory, which explains certain behaviors as a response to negative emotions that 

are elicited by adverse experiences or relationships (Hollist et al., 2009). GST proposes that 

exposure to negative relationships or circumstances (e.g., punitive parenting, parent-adolescent 

conflict) has the potential to produce negative emotional reactions (e.g., depression, anger), 

which can increase the risk of involvement in peer conflicts. Antisocial involvement or 

victimization may be outcomes of pressures or strains that are reinforced by negative 

interpersonal relations or negative experiences (Jang, Song, & Kim, 2014).  

In addition, the peer deviance training hypothesis can shed light on the association 

between punitive parenting and adolescents’ involvement in bullying. Deviancy training refers to 

social processes, which occur in peer interactions, that can influence subsequent involvement in 

antisocial behavior (Dishion, Spraklen, Andrews, & Patterson, 1996). Derived from social 

learning research, deviancy training occurs when adolescents affiliate with deviant and antisocial 

peers and hold discussions that positively respond to rule breaking and delinquent behaviors (e.g., 
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involvement in bullying; Levesque, 2011). Adolescents who are exposed to a negative home 

environment are unlikely to form secure attachment relationships with their caregivers. 

Consequently, they may learn to behave in ways that increase their risk of developing 

relationships with peers who engage in deviant activities (Cicchetti, Lynch, Shonk, & Manly, 

1992), subsequently increasing the risk of bullying involvement (Mouttapa, Valente, Gallaher, 

Rohrbach, & Unger, 2004; Poulin, Dishion, & Burraston, 2001; Weiss et al., 2005).  

Using a nationally representative sample of adolescents from South Korea, and informed 

by the theoretical insights of GST and the peer deviance training hypothesis, the present study 

uses structural equation modeling to examine some of the potential pathways linking punitive 

parenting to bullying perpetration and victimization. To further our understanding of the link 

between punitive parenting and adolescents’ bullying and victimization, we examine this 

association through the mediating roles of socially withdrawn behavior and deviant peer 

affiliation, controlling for age, sex, and family socioeconomic status. 

Prior Research 

 Parenting and Its Link to Involvement in Bullying in South Korea 

 A significant body of research in South Korea has examined the relevance of parenting in 

children and adolescents’ involvement in bullying over the years. Despite rapid industrialization 

and globalization, parenting practices in South Korea remain guided by Confucianism, which 

reinforces parental control, restrictiveness, and punitiveness (Chao & Tseng, 2002). A growing 

body of research in South Korea has found that the quality of parenting practices is significantly 

related to adolescents’ risk of involvement in bullying (Doh & Kim, 2007; Hwang et al., 2008; 

Park & Chae, 2011; Roh & Sim, 2004). For instance, Roh and Sim’s (2004) study, which 

collected data from 514 elementary school students in grades 1-6, reported that parenting 
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behaviors were significantly associated with bullying perpetration and victimization. Moreover, 

the study found that children identified as bully/victims reported the lowest parental warmth-

acceptance, and both victims and bully/victims showed the highest parental rejection-restriction. 

Hwang et al. (2008) examined the association between parents’ marital conflict, maternal 

parenting behavior, and children’s friendship quality in bully/victim groups. Their findings 

suggest that both bullies and victims perceived higher maternal rejection/maternal punishment 

than the non-involved groups.  

  Other Mechanisms Linking Parenting and Involvement in Bullying 

Several mechanisms underlie the association between punitive parenting and adolescents’ 

bullying and peer victimization. Children whose parents display punitive behaviors toward them 

may experience abuse across multiple developmental periods, which may impair their social 

functioning and they may internalize the experienced hostility in ways that might lead to socially 

withdrawn behavior (Alink, Cicchetti, Kim, & Rogosch, 2012; Elliott, Cunningham, Linder, 

Colangelo, & Lilly, 2006). Consequently, the child may be less likely to explore his or her 

environments and may be more likely to be socially isolated (Crittenden & Ainsworth, 1989) and 

to experience peer victimization as a result (see Kingery, Erdley, Marshall, Whitaker, & Reuter, 

2010). These children are likely to avoid peer interactions, which can limit their opportunities to 

develop and display their social skills (Kingery et al., 2010). Because of poor social skills, they 

are likely to be rejected by their peers and be victimized as a result (Dill, Vernberg, Fonagy, 

Twemlow, & Gammm, 2004). Because they are rejected or victimized by their conventional 

peers, they might consequently become ‘loners’ or join deviant and delinquent peer groups (see 

Fergusson & Horwood, 1999).  
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Deviant and delinquent peer groups may serve as a “surrogate family” to adolescents who 

are from an abusive or hostile home environment (Brunson & Miller, 2001). Deviancy training 

within adolescent peer groups can increase youths’ likelihood of bullying (Mouttapa et al., 2004; 

Poulin et al., 2001; Weiss et al., 2005). As studies have demonstrated, adolescents who engage in 

bullying spend time with peers with similar levels of deviant and aggressive behaviors (Espelage, 

Holt, & Henkel, 2003; McPherson, Smith-Lovin, & Cook, 2001). They model their behavior 

after those of their deviant peers, which are reinforced and rewarded by social acceptance into 

their peer group (Akers, 1998; McEvoy & Welker, 2000). Relatively few studies have 

investigated whether deviant peer group affiliation can increase an adolescents’ risk of bullying 

victimization. However, it is possible that adolescents who associate with deviant peer groups 

are exposed to deviant subculture in a high-risk location, which can place them at risk of being 

victimized by their peers (see, e.g., Whitbeck, Hoyt, Yoder, Cauce, & Paradise, 2001). Further, 

deviant peer affiliation can increase an adolescent’s likelihood of being victimized or alienated 

by their mainstream peer groups.    

It is rare that adolescents who experience punitive parenting immediately engage in 

bullying or are victimized by their peers; rather, they follow complex pathways during 

adolescence, experiencing behavioral or relationship problems before being involved in bullying 

of some sort. These pathways can be considered through the lens of Agnew’s (1992, 2006) GST, 

which proposes that a variety of different strains or stressors may increase the likelihood of 

delinquent behavior, such as involvement in bullying, sometimes directly and other times by 

increasing the likelihood of experiencing negative emotional reactions to the stressors. As 

postulated by the peer deviancy training hypothesis, adolescents whose parents are characterized 

as punitive are also likely to be exposed to deviant peer influence which can also increase the 
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chances of bullying perpetration and victimization. Thus, the present study hypothesizes that 

punitive parenting would lead to an increase in bullying perpetration and victimization in South 

Korean adolescents as it operates through both socially withdrawn behavior and deviant peer 

affiliation.  

Method 

  Sample and Procedure 

 Data were derived from the Korea Children and Youth Panel Study (KCYPS), a 

longitudinal study of a nationally representative sample of South Korean adolescents. Data were 

collected by the National Youth Policy Institute, which was sponsored by the South Korean 

government. The KCYPS is an annual longitudinal panel survey conducted since 2010 that 

utilizes proportional systematic stratified cluster sampling to select a representative sample of 

students in South Korea. The 78 middle schools selected for this study were randomly sampled 

by calculating the population rate in 12 national areas in a stratified multi-stage cluster sampling 

(NYPI, 2010). Analyses for the present study were based on three waves, which consisted of 

2,219 adolescents from 2011 to 2013. KCYPS collected information on students’ education and 

training; attitude towards vocation; part-time employment; leisure and activities; relationships 

with parents, teachers, and friends; self-concept; deviant behavior; and historical events. 

Information was also collected from parents on their educational level, employment and earnings, 

and housing circumstances.  

Data were collected from students who responded to a self-reported questionnaire with an 

interviewer and parents who responded to a telephone interview annually. Interviews at the first 

wave were conducted in 2011 when the children were in grade 5 in elementary school, and 

interviews were conducted at the third wave in 2013 when the children were in the first year of 
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middle school. The total sample used for the analysis included the 2,168 subjects who responded 

to at least two survey administrations.  

Measures 

Bullying perpetration was measured at wave 3 with the School Violence Perpetration 

Questionnaire developed by the Korean National Youth Policy Institute (NYPI, 2010). These 

scales have been widely used to measure bullying among South Korean children and adolescents 

and have demonstrated construct validity and high internal consistency with South Korean 

samples (Kim, Sung, & Kim, 2015; Lee, Oh, & Lee, 2014). The scale contained five items in 

which adolescents responded to the following statements, “I tease or make fun of others”, “I 

socially exclude others from a group”, “I hit my peers severely”, “I threaten my peers”, and “I 

extorted peers’ money or goods”. The response options for each of the items were “yes” (1) and 

“no” (0). A composite score was calculated, with higher scores indicating higher levels of 

bullying perpetration (α = .70). 

Bullying victimization was measured at wave 3 with the School Violence Victimization 

Questionnaire developed by the Korean National Youth Policy Institute (NYPI, 2010). These 

scales have been widely used to measure bullying victimization among South Korean children 

and adolescents and have demonstrated construct validity and high internal consistency with 

South Korean samples (Kim, Sung, & Kim, 2015; Lee, Oh, & Lee, 2014). The scale contained 

six items in which adolescents responded to the following statements, “I am teased or made fun 

of”, “I am socially excluded from a group”, “I get hit severely by my peers”, “I get threatened by 

my peers”, “I experienced extortion of my goods or money from my peers”, and “I have been 

severely sworn at from my peers”. The response options for each of the items were “yes” (1) and 
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“no” (0). A composite score was calculated, with higher scores indicating higher levels of 

bullying victimization (α = .69). 

Punitive parenting was measured at wave 1, based on the Parenting Behavior Inventory 

developed by Huh (2004). The Parenting Behavior Inventory for South Korea children and 

adolescents demonstrated good construct validity (An, Son, & Nam, 2014; Kwon, Lee, & Nho, 

2013; Woo, 2013). The scale contained four items in which adolescents responded to the 

following statements, “When I really do something wrong, my parents yell at me”, “When I do 

something wrong, my parents (or guardians) hit me”, “There have been several instances where 

my parents (or guardians) hit me so severely, bruises and marks were left on my body”, and “My 

parents (or guardians) either yell at me or swear at me”. Each item was rated on a four-point 

Likert scale (1 = “not at all true”, 2 = “not too true”, 3 = “somewhat true”, 4 = “very true”). A 

composite score was calculated, with higher scores indicating higher levels of punitive parenting 

(α = .84). 

Socially withdrawn behavior was measured at wave 2 with the translated and modified 

Korean version of the Child Behavior Checklist Youth Self-Report (Oh, Lee, Hong, & Ha, 

1998). The K-YSR’s concurrent validity is well established by high correlations with the Korean 

Child Behavior Checklist (Ha, 2005). The scale contained five items in which adolescents 

responded to the following statements, “I feel really awkward when I’m in front of many people”, 

“I feel embarrassed on many occasions”, “I have difficulty expressing myself in front of others”, 

“I feel shy”, and “I don’t like to assert myself in front of people”. The response options for each 

of the items were based on a four-point Likert scale (1 = “not at all true”, 2 = “not too true”, 3 = 

“somewhat true”, 4 = “very true”). A composite score was calculated, with higher scores 

indicating higher levels of social withdrawal (α = .89). 
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Deviant peer affiliation was measured at wave 2 by summing the number of friends 

categorized by ten delinquent acts: “Among your close friends, how many did the following acts 

during the last year? (1) smoking cigarette, (2) drinking alcohol, (3) school truancy, (4) teasing 

or calling names, (5) physical fighting, (6) hitting someone severely, (7) threatening someone, (8) 

taking away someone’s money or things, (9) stealing someone’s money or things, (10) engaging 

in online gambling with money. The response for each item was the number of friends involved 

with each delinquent behavior. A composite score was calculated, with higher scores indicating 

higher levels of deviant peer affiliation.  

Covariates for the model included child’s sex (1 = male, 0 = female), child’s age, and 

family socioeconomic status based on the parents’ self-report (1= living very well, 7 = living 

very poorly), all of which were measured at wave 1. 

  Analyses 

Univariate analyses were conducted to describe the overall sample. Next, bivariate 

analyses were computed to examine the relationships among all study variables. Finally, 

structural path analyses with Mplus 7.0 (Muthén & Muthén 2012) was used to test the 

hypothesized path model including mediating variables after controlling for sex, age, and family 

socioeconomic status (see Figure 1). For all model testing, we used full information maximum 

likelihood procedures (FIML) to deal with missing data. FIML has been evaluated as being the 

most efficient and least biased method, even when data are not missing at random or completely 

at random (Little & Rubin, 2014).  

The current data also contain non-normally distributed variables, such as peer 

victimization (skewness = 4.97, kurtosis = 31.03), bullying victimization (skewness = 6.61, 

kurtosis = 56.49), and deviant peer affiliation (skewness = 6.46, kurtosis = 57.27). Therefore, the 
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robust maximum likelihood estimator (MLR) was used because it does not require the 

assumption of normality. It provides mean- and variance-adjusted chi-square test statistics and 

corrected standard errors (Muthén & Muthén, 2012). Tests of indirect effects based on 

Mplus estimation assessed the strength of mediated relationships (Muthén & Muthén, 2012). 

Multiple indices were used to assess model fit, including chi-square tests, Root Mean 

Squared Error of Approximation (RMSEA), Standardized Root Square Mean Residual (SRMR), 

Comparative Fit Index (CFI), and Tucker-Lewis Index (TLI). Although the chi-square test has 

been used as one of many other indices of model fit, it is important to note that the chi-square 

values are highly sensitive to sample size and other biases (Bentler, 1990). Therefore, a 

significant chi-square is not a reason by itself to modify a model if other fit indices can provide a 

good fit (Kline, 1998). Thus, this study relied on a standard cutoff recommendation for RMSEA, 

SRMR, CFI, and TLI (see Hu & Bentler, 1999). For RMSEA and the SRMR, values less than 

.05 indicated a good fit. For TLI and CFI, values greater than or equal to .90 indicated an 

acceptable model fit. 

Results 

Descriptive Statistics 

Socio-demographic characteristics of the study participants are presented in Table 1. 

Among the 2,168 adolescents, 52.4% were male and 47.6% were female, and the mean age was 

almost 11 years old (SD = .25, range 10-11). The mean for the family socioeconomic status was 

4.2 (SD = 2.19, range 1-7). The mean for the punitive parenting was 7.1 (SD = 2.58, range 4-16), 

for bullying perpetration it was 0.1 (SD = 0.43, range 0-6), for bulling victimization it was 0.1 

(SD = 0.49, range 0-5), for socially withdrawn behavior it was 10.2 (SD = 3.77, range 5-20), and 

for deviant peer affiliation it was 0.9 (SD = 3.14, range 0-5).  
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<<Insert Table 1, about here>> 

Correlation analyses among the study variables are displayed in Table 2, which indicated 

that most of the variables were significantly related to one another as anticipated. For example, 

punitive parenting at wave 1 was associated with more socially withdrawn behavior and deviant 

peer affiliation at wave 2, and also with more bullying perpetration and bullying victimization at 

wave 3. We also calculated the tolerance and VIF for each independent variable in the model. All 

variables indicated a value of less than 10, implying little concern over multicollinearity.  

<<Insert Table 2, about here>> 

  Path Analysis 

Structural equation modeling was estimated with bullying perpetration and victimization 

as the key outcome variables. In the model’s initial estimation, the model did not fit the data well 

and modification indices indicated a possibility of an improved fit of the model to the data by 

adding two correlations: (1) between sex and socially withdrawn behavior, and (2) between sex 

and bullying victimization. Incorporation of these paths does have some support, as previous 

studies have demonstrated a significant association between sex and social withdrawal (Rubin & 

Asenndorpf, 2014; Rubin, Coplan, & Bowker, 2009). In addition, several previous studies have 

demonstrated that boys are more involved in bullying (Oh, 2014; Shin & Kim, 2014). Thus, two 

correlations between sex and social withdrawal, and sex and bullying victimization were 

incorporated into the model and the model achieved a much more improved fit, one that also 

provided a good fit of the model to the data:    (12) =17.207, p = .142, CFI = .972, TLI = .941, 

RMSEA = .014 (90% CI = .000 to .029), and SRMR = .013. 

Figure 1 presents the standardized path estimates for the final model. After adjusting for 

the covariates, punitive parenting was found to be positively related to socially withdrawn 
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behavior (β = .197, p < .001). Punitive parenting was also directly related to bullying 

perpetration (β = .064, p < .05). However, the direct path from punitive parenting to bullying 

victimization was not significant (β = .050, ns). Higher levels of socially withdrawn behavior 

were positively related to higher levels of deviant peer affiliation (β = .063, p < .01). However, 

socially withdrawn behavior was not directly related to either bullying victimization (β = .019, 

ns) or bullying perpetration (β = .008, ns). Deviant peer affiliation was positively related to both 

bullying victimization (β = .099, p < .01) and bullying perpetration (β = .102, p < .01).  

The indirect paths between punitive parenting and bullying perpetration and victimization 

were also estimated. The results showed that only one significant indirect path between punitive 

parenting and bullying perpetration was indicated: punitive parenting → socially withdrawn 

behavior → deviant peer affiliation → bullying perpetration (indirect β = .001, p < .05). 

However, there were no significant indirect effects between punitive parenting and bullying 

victimization (indirect β = .001, ns).  

<<Insert Figure 1, about here>> 

Discussion  

Informed by General Strain Theory and the peer deviancy training hypothesis, the aim of 

the present study was to examine the relationships between punitive parenting and bullying 

perpetration and bullying victimization. The study also examined the extent to which either, 

neither, or both socially withdrawn behavior and deviant peer affiliation mediated that 

relationship in a longitudinal sample of South Korean adolescents. Unlike past research, which 

suggested that parenting was associated with both bullying perpetration and victimization 

(Hwang et al., 2008; Roh & Sim, 2004), the present study findings showed that punitive 

parenting was positively associated with bullying perpetration only. It is conceivable that 
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adolescents who are consistently exposed to punitive parenting at home may learn that acting out 

aggressively towards their peers is an appropriate response when they have conflicts with their 

peers. And with respect to indirect effects, results showed that punitive parenting was indirectly 

related to bullying perpetration but not bullying victimization.  

Findings also indicate that deviant peer affiliation is related to both bullying perpetration 

and victimization, which also supports the peer deviancy training hypothesis as well as past 

research findings (Mouttapa et al., 2004; Poulin et al., 2001; Weiss et al., 2005; Whitbeck et al., 

2001). When adolescents associate with deviant peers, they are likely exposed to delinquent 

behaviors, which could increase their risk of being involved in such behaviors. Also, since 

adolescents often find themselves in under-supervised and/or high-risk situations, they may 

increase their likelihood of being vulnerable to bullying victimization. Moreover, higher levels of 

socially withdrawn behavior were found to be positively linked to higher levels of bullying 

perpetration indirectly through deviant peer affiliation in the current study.  

Limitations 

 The present study is not without any limitations. Conceptually, the items for bullying 

perpetration and victimization in the present study do not assess bullying in the formal sense as 

only one item measures physical aggression, while the remaining items assess relational and 

indirect aggression. The items do not assess power imbalances or repeated harassment, which are 

related components of bullying. Measures of bullying perpetration and victimization were 

derived from youth self-reports to specific behaviors, which may not sufficiently encompass all 

potential experiences in bullying. For example, the mean level of bullying perpetration and 

victimization in this study was relatively low, less than 1 in the range of 0 to 4. Future studies 

might consider reports for peers and teachers, in addition to self-reports which could enhance the 
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validity of the findings. Another limitation of the bullying measure is the response options for 

each of the items, which were dichotomized, making it difficult to determine discrete categories.  

Regarding covariates, we did not control for previous bullying perpetration and 

victimization due to limitations in the data. Future studies might consider including previous 

experiences in bullying. Further, the measure of family socioeconomic status may be subject to 

some level of scrutiny. The measure was obtained through self-report of parents and the results 

might be different from what may be considered to be more typical measures of family 

socioeconomic status, such as parents’ educational attainment and income level. Additionally, 

the present study did not consider other types of parenting practices, such as parental 

permissiveness, and how they might be associated with adolescents’ bullying involvement. For 

instance, one study in South Korea had reported that bullying victims showed the highest 

paternal permissiveness and both victims and bully/victims reported the highest maternal 

permissiveness (Roh & Sim, 2004). Future studies might, for example, investigate whether high 

levels of parental permissiveness are positively related to adolescents’ bullying perpetration and 

victimization and the possible mediators linking this association. Finally, other potentially 

relevant mediators of the link between punitive parenting and bullying perpetration and 

victimization, such as depression, emotion dysregulation, and anger were not considered in the 

present study. Incorporation of these measures may better flesh out how Agnew’s GST 

framework may be relevant for understanding bullying perpetration and victimization among 

South Korean youth.   

Implications for Practice  

 Findings from the present study underscore the importance of considering the quality of 

parent-youth relationships and parenting behaviors and how they may influence adolescent 
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behavioral outcomes in assessment and intervention programs in South Korea. Parenting is an 

important component for child socialization in general (Piquero et al., 2009, 2016), and in 

interventions designed to reduce adolescents’ involvement in bullying (see Shetgiri, Lin, Avila, 

& Flores, 2012; Ttofi & Farrington, 2011). As such, it is imperative that practitioners working 

with adolescents thoroughly assess parenting behaviors and attend to any potential adverse 

experiences. In addition to parenting, practitioners in South Korea need to identify and assess 

adolescents’ internalizing problems, and more specifically, socially withdrawn behavior, which 

may stem, in part, from punitive parenting in the home. For adolescents who are socially 

withdrawn, practitioners might consider an intervention or a treatment plan that increases their 

sense of connectedness and decreases their feeling of social isolation.  

Furthermore, the quality of peer relationships in adolescents who are involved in 

bullying, as perpetrators or as victims, also needs to be seriously considered in the assessment. 

Because of the turbulence of adolescent years (Morris & Steinberg, 2001), youth increasingly 

turn to their peers for social support. Those youth whose parents are characterized as punitive or 

neglectful may increasingly turn to non-conventional peers, which, in turn, can increase their risk 

of bullying perpetration and victimization. Peers have a profound influence during the adolescent 

time period, and the importance of social inclusion—and in particular exclusion—may alter the 

risk of an adolescent engaging in and/or being subject to bullying behavior (see Abou-ezzeddine 

et al., 2007). Thus, practitioners working with adolescents might consider interventions that are 

designed to promote positive peer relationships. And for the specific cultural context of South 

Korea where parenting practices remain guided by parental control, restrictiveness, and 

punitiveness, reduction of bullying perpetration and victimization in South Korea requires 
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additional research that can inform culturally-based prevention and intervention programs and 

services.      
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Figure 1. Standardized Path Estimates for the Final Path Model Controlling for Sex, Age, and 

SES 

Note: Correlations between sex and socially withdrawn behavior and sex and peer victimization 

in this model are not shown. 

*p < .05; ** p < .01; ***p < .001 
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Table 1. Descriptive Statistics for the Study Variables at Baseline (N = 2,168) 

Variables 
Wave 1 Wave 2 Wave 3 

%/M(SD) M(SD) M(SD) 

Sex    

     Boy 52.4%   

     Girl 47.6%   

Age (range 10-11) 10.94(0.23)   

Family SES (range 1-7) 4.23(2.19)   

Punitive parenting (range 4-16) 7.06(2.58)   

Socially withdrawn behavior (range 5-20)  10.20(3.77)  

Deviant peer affiliation (range 0-5)  0.89(3.14)  

Bullying perpetration (range 0-6)   0.09(0.43) 

Bullying victimization (range 0-5)   0.13(0.49) 

5. Table(s)
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Table 2. Bivariate Correlations of the Main Study Variables (N = 2,168) 

 1 2 3 4 5 

1. Punitive parenting -     

2. Bullying perpetration .061** -    

3. Bullying victimization .069** .183*** -   

4. Socially withdrawn behavior .178*** .043* .040* -  

5. Deviant peer affiliation .080*** .115*** .106*** .069** - 

*p < .05; ** p < .01; ***p < .001 


