
 
Cover Page 

  

  
 
DOI: http://ijmer.in.doi./2021/10.10.01 

            

 

ISSN:2277-7881; IMPACT FACTOR :7.816(2021); IC VALUE:5.16; ISI VALUE:2.286 
Peer Reviewed and Refereed Journal: VOLUME:10, ISSUE:10(1), October: 2021 

Online Copy of Article Publication Available: www.ijmer.in 
Digital certificate of publication: http://ijmer.in/pdf/e-Certificate%20of%20Publication-IJMER.pdf 

Scopus Review ID: A2B96D3ACF3FEA2A 
Article Received: 4th October  

 Publication Date:30th October 2021 

 

 
1 

 

A COMPARATIVE STUDY OF DIMENSIONS OF PHYSICAL BULLYING BEHAVIOUR BETWEEN 
GOVERNMENT-AIDED AND PRIVATE SECONDARY SCHOOL STUDENTS IN RELATION TO THEIR 

SIBLING POSITION 
 

1Dr.Anchal Pandey and 2Prof. Sanjay Sonker 
1&2Faculty of Education, Banaras Hindu University 

Varanasi, Uttar Pradesh, India 
 
Abstract 

Over the years, it has been viewed as being so commonplace in schools that it has been overlooked as a threat to students and 
reduced to a belief that bullying is a developmental stage that most youth will experience then get over. Oldest siblings are often 
thought of as “the responsible ones” and youngest siblings are often the free spirits or “the funny ones.” The Middle Child is typically 
shaped by the closest sibling relationship – i.e., how she relates to an older brother or younger sister. The present study aimed to 
compare dimensions of physical bullying behaviour (hitting, pushing, kicking, fighting and attack gestures) between government-
aided and private secondary school students in relation to their sibling position. 400 samples (200 government-aided and 200 private) 
were selected randomly studying in class 9th to 12th of Secondary Schools of Varanasi city. Self-made tool named Bullying 
Behaviour Assessment Questionnaire (BBAQ) was used for data collection. Mean, SD and F-value has been calculated for the 
analysis of the data. The major findings were as among government-aided there is no significant difference in dimensions of physical 
bullying behaviour among government-aided secondary school students according to their sibling position. On the basis of mean value 
hitting, pushing, kicking, fighting and attack gestures physical bullying behaviour are shown more when the sibling position is middle 
among government-aided secondary school students. There is no significant difference in dimensions of physical bullying behaviour 
among private secondary school students according to their sibling position. hitting, pushing, and fighting physical bullying behaviour 
are shown more when the sibling position is youngest, kicking physical bullying behaviour are shown more when the sibling position 
is eldest and attack gesture when the sibling position is middle among private secondary school students. 

 
Keywords: Physical Bullying Behaviour, Government-Aided, Private, Secondary School Students, Sibling Position. 
 
Introduction  

The unsafe impacts of bullying couldn't possibly be more significant. Reports of harassing during the 1990s show that, in 
outrageous cases, casualties might confront shooting or extreme beatings and may even go to self-destruction (Rigby and Slee, 1999). 
These reports have set off open activity, to such an extent that in excess of 20 states currently have laws that expect schools to give 
training and administrations coordinated toward the counteraction and end of harassing. Bullying and badgering are not new issues 
that understudies and schools face. Indeed, throughout the long term, it has been seen as being so typical in schools that it has been 
ignored as a danger to understudies and decreased to a conviction that bullying is a formative stage that most youth will encounter 
then, at that point get over (Ross, 2002, p. 107). However, not every person gets over the individual injury that can accompany 
harassing both for the person in question and the harasser. This is the reason it is seen occurring by grown-ups in work places, in 
homes, and locally. Consequently, this provocation isn't confined to schools alone. Watkins (2003) states that bullying is as yet 
considered by numerous individuals to be important for a normal flow of occasions or even an unchangeable piece of human instinct. 
Notwithstanding, research has uncovered that bullying is a typical and relentless issue in the public arena, especially in schools. 
Generally, countless youngsters and youth experience some sort of bullying during their instructive experience. As indicated by a few 
specialists, bullying has been distinguished as an issue in numerous nations, including the US, Canada, Japan, Australia, New Zealand, 
Germany, Belgium, Italy, Spain, Portugal, France, Switzerland, Britain, Ireland, and Finland and has taken a front seat in the 
examination field in a considerable lot of these nations (Smith, et al., 1999). 

 
We are on the whole acquainted with center youngster disorder. It's significant that inside Family Frameworks Hypothesis 

center kid disorder is made light of, consideration offered rather to whether one is more established or more youthful than others, and 
the sex blend of kin. Most established kin are frequently considered as "the mindful ones" and most youthful kin are regularly the 
nonconformists or "the entertaining ones." The Center Youngster is commonly molded by the nearest kin relationship – for example 
how she identifies with a more established sibling or more youthful sister. The Bowen acquired the possibility of Kin Position from 
Walter Toman's 1962 work, "Family Group of stars," perceiving that it addressed the missing part of Bowen's own hypothesis of 
people. We will investigate the standards that will in general emerge from kin position and how they advise our agreement regarding 
our own and others' working seeing someone and associations. For example, we can perceive any reason why somebody might give 
off an impression of being pushy, or another might be inconsistent, to some extent in view of the position they hold in their group of 
beginning. While this foundation doesn't pardon troublesome or pointless conduct, it can assist us with having getting, sympathy, and 
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a more prominent proportion of persistence and elegance toward others, and toward ourselves. It likewise explains the sort of practices 
we can examine to fortify our working on the planet. 

 
Statement of the Problem 

A comparative study of dimensions of physical bullying behaviour between government-aided and private 
secondary school students in relation to their sibling position 
 

Objectives 
1) To find out the difference in dimensions of physical bullying behaviour among government-aided secondary school students 

according to their sibling position. 
2) To find out the difference in dimensions of physical bullying behaviour among private secondary school students according to 

their sibling position. 
 
Null Hypothesis 
Ho.1: There is no significant difference in dimensions of physical bullying behaviour among government-aided secondary school 
students according to their sibling position. 
Ho.2: There is no significant difference in dimensions of physical bullying behaviour among private secondary school students 
according to their sibling position. 
 
Method of the study: Descriptive survey method has been used in the present study. 
 
Population: In the present study 9th to 12th class secondary school students of Government–aided and Private schools of Varanasi city 
constituted the population of the study. 
 
Sample: For the present study, the purposive sampling method was used for the selection of secondary schools (government –aided 
and private). At the second stage random sampling technique was used for the selection of secondary students. The breakup of the 
sample is being given in the following tables: 
        

Table 1: Distribution of total respondents from Varanasi city 
Type of school Government -aided Private 
No. of school selected 10 10 
No. of students from each school 20 20 
Total  200  200 
Total Secondary School Students                  400  

               
Table 2: Distribution of respondents according to their sibling position 

Sibling position Government-aided Private  
No. % No. % 

1.Eldest 55 27.5 82 41 
2.Middle  73 36.5 42 21 
3.Youngest 72 36 76 38 
Total  200 100 200 100 

 
Tool used: Self-made questionnaire as Bullying Behaviour Assessment Questionnaire (BBAQ) was used to assess Physical bullying 
behaviour among government-aided and private secondary students.  
 
Data collection: Bullying Behaviour Questionnaire for Secondary School Students was administered on 400 students (200 GASSS 
and 200 PSSS) to assess the level of physical bullying behaviour among them. 
 
Data analysis, result and discussion 

Mean, SD and F-value has been calculated for the analysis of the data. 
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Findings and Result 
Objective 1: To find out the difference in dimensions of physical bullying behaviour among government-aided secondary school 
students according to their sibling position. 
 
Ho.1: There is no significant difference in dimensions of physical bullying behaviour among government-aided secondary school 
students according to their sibling position. 
 
Table 3: Distribution of average (±SD) scores of various dimensions of physical bullying behaviour among government-aided 
secondary school students according to sibling position  

Dimensions of 
Physical BB 

                             Sibling position 
Eldest (55) Middle (73) Youngest (71) Total   
M SD M SD M SD M SD F  p 

Hitting 10.38 4.61 11.56 4.28 10.86 3.55 10.98 4.15 1.35 >0.05 
Pushing 4.38 1.99 4.55 1.86 4.08 1.48 4.34 1.78 1.25 >0.05 
Kicking 4.68 2.16 4.81 2.09 4.25 1.10 4.57 2.05 1.43 >0.05 
Fighting 16.89 5.47 17.49 5.75 17.52 5.01 17.33 5.40 0.26 >0.05 
Attack gesture 5.16 1.72 5.27 1.71 5.14 1.75 5.19 1.72 0.12 >0.05 

 
1(a) The obtained F-value for hitting physical bullying behaviour was found to be 1.35 which is less than the tabulated value to be 
significant at 0.05 level of significance. Thus, it can be said that there exists no significant difference on hitting physical bulling 
behaviour on the basis of sibling position among government-aided secondary school students. When the sibling position is middle the 
mean value obtained is 11.56. Thus, according to the mean value the hitting physical bullying behaviour is shown more when the child 
holds middle sibling position as compared to the eldest and youngest among government-aided secondary school students. 
 
1(b) The obtained F-value for pushing physical bullying behaviour was found to be 1.25 which is less than the tabulated value to be 
significant at 0.05 level of significance. Thus, it can be said that there exists no significant difference on pushing physical bullying 
behaviour on the basis of sibling position among government-aided secondary school students. When the sibling position is middle the 
mean value obtained is 4.55. Thus, according to the mean value the pushing physical bullying behaviour is shown more when the child 
holds middle sibling position as compared to the eldest and youngest among government-aided secondary school students. 
 
1(c) The obtained F-value for kicking physical bullying behaviour was found to be 1.43 which is less than the tabulated value to be 
significant at 0.05 level of significance. Thus, it can be said that there exists no significant difference on kicking physical bullying 
behaviour on the basis of sibling position among government-aided secondary school students. When the sibling position is middle the 
mean value obtained is 4.81. Thus, according to the mean value the kicking bullying behaviour is shown more when the child holds 
middle sibling position as compared to the eldest and youngest among government-aided secondary school students. 
 
1(d) The obtained F-value for fighting physical bullying behaviour was found to be 0.26 which is less than the tabulated value to be 
significant at 0.05 level of significance. Thus, it can be said that there exists no significant difference on fighting physical bullying 
behaviour on the basis of sibling position among government-aided secondary school students. When the sibling position is middle the 
mean value obtained is 17.49. Thus, according to the mean value the fighting physical bullying behaviour is shown more when the 
child holds middle sibling position as compared to the eldest and youngest among government-aided secondary school students. 
 
1(e) The obtained F-value for attack gesture physical bullying behaviour was found to be 0.12 which is less than the tabulated value to 
be significant at 0.05 level of significance. Thus, it can be said that there exists no significant difference on attack gesture physical 
bullying behaviour on the basis of sibling position among government-aided secondary school students. When the sibling position is 
middle the mean value obtained is 5.27. Thus, according to the mean value the attack gesture physical bullying behaviour is shown 
more when the child holds middle sibling position as compared to the eldest and youngest among government-aided secondary school 
students. 
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Thus, the null hypothesis that states, ‘there is no significant difference in dimensions of physical bullying behaviour among 
government-aided secondary school students according to their sibling position’ has been accepted. So, it can be said that, there exists 
no significant difference on dimensions of physical bullying behaviour on the basis of sibling position among government-aided 
secondary school students. On the basis of mean value hitting, pushing, kicking, fighting and attack gestures physical bullying 
behaviour are shown more when the sibling position is middle among government-aided secondary school students. 
 
Objective 2: To find out the difference in dimensions of physical bullying behaviour among private secondary school students 
according to their sibling position. 
 
Ho.2: There is no significant difference in dimensions of physical bullying behaviour among private secondary school students 
according to their sibling position. 
 
Table 4: Distribution of average (±SD) scores of various dimensions of physical bullying behaviour among private secondary school 
students according to their sibling position 

Dimensions of 
Physical BB 

                             Sibling position 
Eldest (82) Middle (42) Youngest (76) Total   
M SD M SD M SD M SD F  p 

Hitting 10.60 4.97 11.26 4.10 11.78 4.77 11.18 4.75 1.24 >0.05 
Pushing 3.96 2.26 3.71 1.48 4.22 1.85 4.01 1.96 0.95 >0.05 
Kicking 3.94 2.35 3.50 1.70 3.74 1.83 3.77 2.03 0.66 >0.05 
Fighting 15.83 6.56 16.14 4.11 16.41 6.03 16.12 5.81 0.19 >0.05 
Attack gesture 4.99 2.47 5.10 2.06 4.63 1.98 4.87 2.20 0.78 >0.05 

 
2(a) The obtained F-value for hitting physical bullying behaviour was found to be 1.24 which is less than the tabulated value to be 
significant at 0.05 level of significance. Thus, it can be said that there exists no significant difference on hitting physical bulling 
behaviour on the basis of sibling position among private secondary school students. When the sibling position is youngest the mean 
value obtained is 11.78. Thus, according to the mean value the hitting physical bullying behaviour is shown more when the child holds 
middle youngest position as compared to the eldest and middle among private secondary school students. 
 
2(b) The obtained F-value for pushing physical bullying behaviour was found to be 0.95 which is less than the tabulated value to be 
significant at 0.05 level of significance. Thus, it can be said that there exists no significant difference on pushing physical bullying 
behaviour on the basis of sibling position among private secondary school students. When the sibling position is youngest the mean 
value obtained is 4.22. Thus, according to the mean value the pushing physical bullying behaviour is shown more when the child holds 
youngest sibling position as compared to the eldest and middle among private secondary school students. 
 
2(c) The obtained F-value for kicking physical bullying behaviour was found to be 0.66 which is less than the tabulated value to be 
significant at 0.05 level of significance. Thus, it can be said that there exists no significant difference on kicking physical bullying 
behaviour on the basis of sibling position among private secondary school students. When the sibling position is eldest the mean value 
obtained is 3.94. Thus, according to the mean value the kicking bullying behaviour is shown more when the child holds eldest sibling 
position as compared to the middle and youngest among private secondary school students. 
 
2(d) The obtained F-value for fighting physical bullying behaviour was found to be 0.19 which is less than the tabulated value to be 
significant at 0.05 level of significance. Thus, it can be said that there exists no significant difference on fighting physical bullying 
behaviour on the basis of sibling position among private secondary school students. When the sibling position is youngest the mean 
value obtained is 16.41. Thus, according to the mean value the fighting physical bullying behaviour is shown more when the child 
holds youngest sibling position as compared to the eldest and middle among private secondary school students. 
 
2(e) The obtained F-value for attack gesture physical bullying behaviour was found to be 0.78 which is less than the tabulated value to 
be significant at 0.05 level of significance. Thus, it can be said that there exists no significant difference on attack gesture physical 
bullying behaviour on the basis of sibling position among private secondary school students. When the sibling position is middle the 
mean value obtained is 5.10. Thus, according to the mean value the attack gesture physical bullying behaviour is shown more when 
the child holds middle sibling position as compared to the eldest and youngest among private secondary school students. 
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Thus, the null hypothesis that states, ‘there is no significant difference in dimensions of physical bullying behaviour among 
private secondary school students according to their sibling position’ has been accepted. So, it can be said that, there exists no 
significant difference on dimensions of physical bullying behaviour on the basis of sibling position among private secondary school 
students. On the basis of mean value hitting, pushing, and fighting physical bullying behaviour are shown more when the sibling 
position is youngest, kicking physical bullying behaviour are shown more when the sibling position is eldest and attack gesture when 
the sibling position is middle among private secondary school students. 
 
Conclusion 

1. There is no significant difference in dimensions of physical bullying behaviour among government-aided secondary school 
students according to their sibling position. Thus, it can be said that, whether the sibling position is eldest, middle or youngest 
it does not make any difference in the dimensions of physical bullying behaviour among government-aided secondary school 
students.  

2. Besides on the t-value, on the basis of mean value hitting, pushing, kicking, fighting and attack gestures physical bullying 
behaviour are shown more when the sibling position is middle among government-aided secondary school students. 

3. There is no significant difference in dimensions of physical bullying behaviour among private secondary school students 
according to their sibling position. Thus, it can be said that, whether the sibling position is eldest, middle or youngest it does 
not make any difference in the dimensions of physical bullying behaviour among private secondary school students.      

4. Besides on the t-value, on the basis of mean value hitting, pushing, fighting physical bullying behaviour are shown more when 
the sibling position is youngest, kicking physical bullying behaviour are shown more when the sibling position is eldest and 
attack gesture when the sibling position is middle among private secondary school students. 

 
Ma, X. (2001). The reason for this review was to look at the casualty menace cycle in center school and to recognize understudy and 
school attributes that added to the pattern of harassing, utilizing cross-sectional information from the New Brunswick School 
Environment Study (N = 6,883 in grade 6 and N = 6,868 in grade 8). The after effects of a multivariate, staggered examination 
unmistakably demonstrated that the relationship of menace to casualty was corresponding. At the understudy level, sex, emotional 
condition, and state of being added to the casualty menace cycle in the two grades. The quantity of kin added to the pattern of 
tormenting in grade 8. Sex, emotional condition, and the quantity of kin were a greater number of attributes of menaces than 
casualties, though state of being was more a trait of casualties than menaces. The casualty menace cycle at the school level has seldom 
been accounted for in the writing. This review recommends that the pattern of tormenting was available in a few parts of school life. 
School size and discipline environment added to the casualty menace cycle in the two grades. Parental association added to the pattern 
of harassing in grade 6, though scholarly press added to the pattern of tormenting in grade 8. Despite the fact that discipline 
environment both aided casualties and debilitate menaces, parental association and scholastic press debilitate menaces more than 
helped casualties. 
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