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z-proso

‘The best way to make children good is 

to make them happy’

Oscar Wilde
(1854-1900)



Victimization and educational outcomes: Can the 

bond with teachers make a difference?

1) Whether different types of victimization at age 13 can predict 

school achievement, school commitment, self-perceived 

academic problems and truancy at age 17? 

2) Does the bond with teachers at age 15 mediate or moderate the 

links found?

working papers

Erasmus+ 

‘Schools Against Victimization 

from an Early age’
to improve teachers’ and school staff members’ 

ability to detect children and adolescents that 

might be going through victimization and help 

them in their every-day school life



Dating violence

‘It would perhaps be nice to be alternately 

the victim and the executioner’

Charles Baudelaire
(1821-1867)



Are Different Typologies of Teen Dating Violence 

Predicted by the Same Factors?

1) To establish the prevalence of dating violence victimization, 

perpetration, and victimization and perpetration in adolescents at 

age 17.

2) To examine if the same early factors (e.g., other victimization 

experiences, anger, anxiety, depression, aggression against 

peers, grade point average) predict teen dating violence 

victimization, perpetration, and the overlap of these experiences.

working papers
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Our first study

‘When the times are a crucible, when 

the air is full of crisis, those who are the 

most themselves are the victims’

Gregory Maguire
(1954)



(e.g., Fry et al, 2018)



n = 1448 

(51.6% boys)

M = 17.4 (SD = 0.4)



Conventional crimes

Sexual victimisation

Neglect

Emotional

Bullying

Corporal punishment

(Wave 5)

Maths achievement

German achievement

Truancy

Academic problems

Commitment

(Wave 7)

(Wave 6)



Mediation Moderation

Y ~ X1+X2+X3...Xn

X ~ M

Y ~ X+M

Y ~ X+M+(X*M)



• Continous variables: age, achievement, commitment

and self-perceived problems, bullying, corporal 

punishment, yelling, relationship with teachers.

• Dichotomic variables: gender, truancy, parental highest

level of education, conventional crimes and neglect.

• Categorical variables: sexual victimization.



Outcomes were significantly different in wave 5 and 7.

T-test (achievement, commitment and problems) and 

McNemar test (truancy)



Maths achievement

Predictors:

• Bullying  β(SE) = -0.26(0.09), p>.01

• Sexual victimization β(SE) = 0.65(0.17),

p<.001 for the category “serious sexual   

victims”

No mediation nor moderator effects found.



Language achievement

Predictors:

• Bullying  β(SE) = -0.18(0.08), p >.05

Predictor ~ mediator:

• Relationship with the teacher has a 

significant effect (β(SE)= -0.09(0.03), p 

>.01) on bullying

Full model

• The effect of bullying was no longer 

significant once the mediator was added 

to the equation, but no significant indirect 

effect was found



Self-perceived academic 

problems

Predictor:

• Bullying  β(SE) = 0.06(0.01), p >.01

Mediation effect:

• Relationship with the teacher β(SE) 

= -0.07(0.02), p >.001

• Bullying  β(SE) = 0.05(0.01), p >.01



Truancy

Victimization was not a significant predictor 

but the relationship with the teacher was:

β(SE) = -0.28(0.08), p >.001



Predictors:

• Corporal punishment β(SE) = 0.11(0.04), 

p >.01

• Bullying  β(SE) = -0.05(0.02), p >.01

• Yelling β(SE) = -0.06(0.01), p >.001

Predictor ~ Mediator:

• Relationship with the teacher predicted 

yelling β(SE) = -0.08(0.03), p >.05 

and bullying

Full model:

• Bullying  β(SE) = -0.04(0.01), p >.05

• Yelling β(SE) = -0.03(0.01), p >.05

• Relationship with the teacher 

β(SE) = 0.15(0.02), p >.001

Commitment



Conclusions

• Sexual victimization on maths

achievement: potential effect of 

dissociative amnesia (Hardner et al., 

2018).

• Corporal punishment could have a 

negative effect in early ages (Font & 

Cage, 2018) but in adolescence seems to 

be different.



• Truancy could not be predicted by violence 

but it could be predicted by the relationship 

with the teacher.

• Relationship with the teacher can 

mediate the effect of yelling and bullying in 

commitment and the effect of bullying in 

self-perceived academic problems.

• Commitment predicts achievement so 

further research in this regard could 

develop a model to understand these 

complex relationships.

Conclusions



Further questions 
and next steps

Include co-variables:

- Nationality.

- Language spoken at home.

- Parents highest level of education.

Define a way to include:

- Achievement as categorical.

- Poly-victimization.

Ideas on more complex models

Bond with
the teacher

Commitment

Truancy Achievement

Victimization
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