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Abstract

The aim of this study is to compare the identity styles of students with
bully, victim and normal behavior. The statistical population of the present
study included all male students studying at secondary studies in Tabriz
during the academic year 1993-1994. The statistical sample of the study
included 372 male students with an average age of 16 years who were
selected through a multistage cluster sampling and screening methods. To
carry out the study, the samples were identified and tested through teachers’
nomination and completing the Victim-Bully questionnaire of Olweus and
the Identity Styles questionnaire of Berzonsky. To analyze the data, a
multivariate variance analysis was used. The findings showed that there is a
significant difference between the identity styles of students with bully,
victim and normal behaviors, and that the bully students have an avoidant
and confused identity, the victim students have normative/ informative
identity styles, and finally, the ordinary students have normative identity
styles. There was 'not significant difference between the identity
commitments of the three groups. The results of this study highlighted the
affection of the bullying and victim characteristics in the identity style.
Therefore, it can open the ways for further research on the cause and effect
relationship between the bully behavior and identity styles.

Keywords: identity styles (informative, normative, avoidance /
confused), bully, victim, students
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Table 1
Descriptive indicators of the research variables
Variables Group Mean Standard deviation ~ Number
s yuiio 09,5 5Ske 3kl Calyzsl Slass
Informative style Bullying 38.95 6.94 124
Sl S <8 : ’
Victim
13 41.29 5.89 124
P
Uninvolved
39.88 5.91 124
ke
Normative style Bullying
Sl S ©8 31.91 548 124
Victim
L 33.94 4.84 124
w2
Uninvolved
wole 33.90 4.48 124
Avoidante style Bullying
: 28.56 5.94 124
] S 8
Victim
0 27.08 5.64 124
WP
Uninvolved
25.95 5.97 124
wole
Idomntity cmitment Bullying
. = 34.62 6.51 124
R B
Victim
e 36.16 6.25 124
WP
Uninvolved
36.53 6.51 124
wole
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Table 2

Univariate analysis of variance between groups in the research variables

Variables Sum of squares df mean squares F Sig Partial Eta
YV Slygiome ggazme  @3lilanyy  ohgioe Sile Frpgejl g jblinogaw  Squared
bl Gy
Informative style 345.69 2 172.84 4.39 0.01 0.02
Sl S
Normative style 332.102 2 166.05 6.75 0.001 0.03
S)lxin S
Avoidance style 42317 2 211.58 6.16 0.002 0.03
el S
Commitment 253.23 2 126.62 3.07 0.05 0.02
25
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Table 3
Paired comparisons
Variables Compared groups Mean Standard Sig.
[PYVEN L duglio cla 09,8 difference deviation ol e o
OSle AMB! lusliwl Gl ol
Bully Victim -2.34% 0.79 0.01
s by
[nfiormation style Normal -0.89 0.79 0.8
Sl S dle
Victim Normal 1.45 0.79 0.21
SbB &l
Bully Victim -2.02% 0.63 0.004
s Shp
Normative style Normal -1.98 0.63 0.005
&b S wdle
Victim Normal 0.04 0.63 1
S wole
Bully Victim 1.48 0.74 0.14
s s
Avoidant style Normal 2.605% 0.74 0.002
! S wole
Victim Normal 1.13 0.74 0.39
S il
Bully Victim -1.54 0.80 0.18
$B SbS
Identity Normal -1.91 0.80 0.06
commitment ke
Cagh ol
Victim Normal -0.36 0.80 1
S e
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2 . Baumeister
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