DEBris

Korean Journal of Clinical Psychology
2017. Vol. 36, No. 1, 64-77

Original Article

© 2017 Korean Clinical Psychology Association
https://doi.org/10.15842/kjcp.2017.36.1.007
eISSN 2733-4538

The Influence of Bully’s Psychopathic Tendency on the
Level of Empathy in Middle & High School: Focusing on
the Change after Exclusive Experience

Yunjung Eo'

Young-Ho Lee*

'Department of Child and Adolescent Psychiatry, Seoul National University Children’s Hospital, Seoul; *Department of Psychology, the Catholic
University of Korea, Bucheon, Korea

The purpose of this study is to examine the effects of psychopathy on empathy levels among the adolescent-bully group. In
particular, we highlighted whether the exclusion experience changed the empathy levels of participants. The study data was
collected from a self-reported questionnaire conducted by 1,794 adolescents. The data was divided into three groups: The
bully-psychopathy group, bully-non psychopathy group and normal group. During this experiment, subjects participated in
the Cyberball Game. The exclusion experience was manipulated by the game, and the empathy levels regarding the exclusive
scenarios were measured before and after of Cyberball Game. As a result, before subjects were excluded from the Cyberball
Game, both the bully-psychopathy and bully-non psychopathy groups did not demonstrate any significant differences in the
empathy level of victims. After the exclusion experience, both groups showed meaningful differences with respect to the
change of empathy level. Although the bully-psychopathy group did not show any drastic change of the empathy level before
and after the exclusion experience, the bully-non psychopathy group showed a significant increase in the empathy level.
Herein, the significance and limitation of this study are discussed and a future research direction is proposed.
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21 A AE Qs Tk Feo] 5
S0 oue s 5
QA7 7 ko] o]l EAS 4T 9lo
E AR E Bolth= Ao] R EATHCicchetti &
Rogosch, 1996; Moffitt, 1993). & 7}af| <} Aehe] EAS vl=2 7| o}
oFsh] SIS Zha Aeto] A o IAS eiat Ba st g)
L olth B3] 22 Aol Al Fhshaist BAE

ol 7251191 520 o} 8 A 558 50 48
Sl= A7) o] F0Z] 3L QJtk(Fanti, Frick, & Georgiou, 2009;
Frick, 1998; Frick, O'Brien, Wootton, & McBurnett, 1994). & &%
M= EHFD Y 7HeiAt HekS HAEE gkl whet i
S, 2} 5h9f Adko] A2 thE 34 S4E =R e Fl
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LA Ses A ojnjei, o213t R A Q] e AlAIA o
o2 &9 gl QI 7], B’ A|AA, ] #=e)7], FekofA
2QA7)7] S & 50 2 LERGTHKim & Lee, 2000).
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7R 7] 870 skl A2 AR e o] Sl ARl
HIAIE Ao HH 2 7010 Al &2 AlA|of a7} 2 - of
Uz 7iq1e] et 9 oA paie et HEI QR
HAzo] ofgk-S- u]al 4= QJtH(Kim, Son, & Lim, 2014). £-2H(Bau-
meister, & Tice, 1990) 5-2] F %0l AAE op7|a 4= ¢loH, ¢
FAZ]9] 3= (Catanese, & Tice, 2005; Gaertner, & Iuzzini, 2005;
Twenge, 2005; Twenge, Baumeister, Tice, & Stucke, 2001)-& EQIc}
A, A7 w22 5ol 717; A5l 385 (Twenge, Catanese, &
Baumeister, 2002)- 517 WH&7| % gt} T3t Baumeister, Twenge
€} Nuss (2002)2] 1o w2, ALs] 2] HijA] Hele ok AFES
TR 92 AbEol vfsl] HARH =] ZAIU 428t A Folof
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T =Ith(Lee, Yoon, Kim, & Hur, 2012). 7}3[A}} st 7| & &
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o1 o] S P EHE A3k 2SI bk
FAHo|n Walel $H02 43S 2701 5o A2l
7HA] a1 Q)22 H 118}31 9JtH(Chon, Lee, Yoo, & Lee, 2004;
Kang et al., 2002; Kim, 2005; Kim & Lee, 2000; Lee et al., 2012;
Sutton & Smith, 1999). ¢]2]o]| = =3 1A 7, =2 E}o] 7|)
oF e, Teiold S& % ] 2 FHH(Kim & Lee, 2000). 27
W A2 o3t B2 2 Qg ZhelAbEo] thE FlHol vl
3f o= Bile] gt 34s=o] Bold s/l = A
O =2 o3k
& (empathy)o| s 7id2 @8 JARS 7HA]AL Qlek 71 7]
Aristotler}] &2 &epho], o] v]atofol 4 AHEHE ‘Ein-
fihlung S 22} elabAe] ofs] elo] H8aieA Aeos
Sl Aelte] A7) AlAFsl3itk(Sharma, 1993). 23 HAL
£ 71 1 el SlojHE Sl arsil A8 sigte.
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Sz A T T B A0 R WS 3o
ot AN Go ek AelsloltH(Davis, 1980;
Hoffman, 1984). QA4 4= ERRIQ| A& 2st= 2L & &
o) S Sujshs Aoz 28, nhEolE(theory of
mind)®] & 45 A, YAA S ERIL| Ao Al =
S ol Ao B A Rl 15o] ofo] HECHCo-
hen & Strayer, 1996; Davis, 1980).
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Fremouw, & Schwartz, 2011).

7tshixtet HAEA
AR 7L Clecklyo] 18] 1976'd0] SlA|ef] 2223 A A]
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Table 1. Mean Differences of YPI, Bully Scale and IRI between Three Groups

Bully group
Normal (n=40) F(2,110) Post hoc (Scheffe)
Psychopathy (n=34) Non-psychopathy (1 =39)
Bully scale 51.97 (9.92) 43.27 (6.86) 19.43 (2.63) 210.06*** a>b>c
YPI 135.85 (15.33) 105.62 (11.16) 85.03 (8.09) 174.21%* a>b>c
IRI 85.13 (9.67) 89.49 (12.82) 108.48 (10.05) 48.21%%* a=b>c
IRI-cognitive empathy 42.78 (5.70) 45.64 (8.41) 56.20 (6.04) 39,91+ a=b>c
IRI-emotional empathy 42.39 (5.06) 43.85 (6.09) 52.28 (5.66) 33.90%%* a=b>c

Note. YPI=Youth Psychopathic Traits Inventory; IRI = Interpersonal Reactivity Index.
a=bully-psychopathy group; b =bully-nonpsychopathy group; c =normal group.

oetp < 001
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Figure 1. Experimental procedures.
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312 2] & (Faces Pain Scale—Revised)—L,f EY e A5}
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Kim} Lee (2003)7} 19} {1 2 &5 AFE-5131T}: 5 2022 & ]

Figure 2. Faces pain scale-revised (FPS-R).

02 YA 0 F2 el 27 3 AR RS, ol 2 Q18 B A AH§E

70

Fo&] §lom, 7¥7+0] Lo AHAlof|A| sz A& Likert 5
H A2 PEES slof itk AsaelA 2k WA B
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A o] 221 321nie0] eSS ki) 99 2
A% 0 VHE S AR AL S AAJS BE R SPSS

_'Qr

#(55")=10.02, p<.001, HI| 2 F-2 i

t}; #(55)=5.99, p<.001. ©]3= ALo|H & 7
o] 4 Ho|9kE-& AN

d
ge) 7} maz(uﬂxﬂ B, Bujol U BU4E USRPE
=A% Al A ehd APARE 3314 Wit W F5 A= Table
33}tk

HiAA 2] 2.0 79, kX Al7]9] AdoAl-go] frofm|shA| Lt
EPhe-2 2018k 22 9JT), F2, 110)=5.02, p < .01 ¥ 7HAIR}=o.
2 AR 2 AU L, F2, 110)=0.12, ns, @ H1= AL 2,
F2, 110)=0.88, ns, S|4, 5k A17]0] AH52-80] §olulsp

Table 2. Mean Difference of Positive/Negative Affect between Pre and
Post

Pre Post t(55)
Positive affect 2.85(0.74) 1.96 (0.66) 10.02**
Negative affect 1.54 (0.55) 2.02(0.71) 5.99%*
*p<.001.

A 5:(n=57)2H AP (N =147k Q51 -
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Table 3. Mean Difference of Pre/Post Empathy Level between Three Groups

Bully group
Normal (1n=40) .
Psychopathy (1 =34) Non-psychopathy (1 =39) Fgroup x time
Pre Post Pre Post Pre Post
Exclusion scenario 4.68 (2.35) 4.82(2.77) 4.71 (2.10) 5.84 (2.40) 5.96 (1.63) 6.63 (2.03) 5.02%*
Fear scenario 5.76 (3.38) 6.44 (3.61) 5.95(3.49) 7.03 (3.40) 7.65 (2.52) 8.53 (1.71) 0.12
Anger scenario 5.47 (2.57) 5.57 (3.00) 5.97 (2.22) 5.95 (2.53) 5.59 (2.15) 6.28 (2.15) 0.88
“p< 01
-+ - Bully-psychopathy Table 4. Mean Difference of Empathy Level between Pre and Post
Bully-nonpsychopathy " Pre Post ;
%+ Normal
7 Bully group
Psychopathy 34 468(2.35) 4.82(277) 0.6l
X663 Non-psychopathy 39 471 (2.10) 5.84(2.40) 6.16"*
Normal group 40 5.96 (1.63) 6.63(2.03)  3.00**
61 gex S84 #p< 01, **p< 001,
Table 5. Choice Frequencies of Go or Stop Next 3Round between
Three Groups
5 -
471 et 482 Bully group Linear
468 Non- Normal X by linear
Psycfiog?;athy psychopathy (n=32) (2, N=74) association
) | . (n=23) (n=19) (1, N=74)
Pre Post Go 18 (78.3) 10(52.6) 16 (50.0) 4.93* 4.10%*

Stop  5(21.7) 9(47.4) 16 (50.0)

Figure 3. Pre/post empathy level about exclusion scenario between

three groups. Note. Go = going next 3round; Stop = not going next 3round.
Some data (n=39) was missing because of programming error.
*p<.10. **p<.05.

LERA] Q9L ol= AbolHE AlUE S1 viAI7E o] ek

Azl o e uiA] AlupE] ool digt ko WskE o7t oS EAEIeH, o & eIt A= Table 59t Utk 244
o, Feko] whet thE P HY o e AR IR 27l AT Hlee] 2fol= AN el A frefdt
HiA] A2l eof g Fehd Sgtee] Wek S Figure 3 IO 2 LERATE (2, N=74)=4.93, p<.10. R 71 Al
l ArBHRLT, 7hs-g A Hdko] 2 ko] vlel 35 HlEe FAIA SR v, T e 78.3%, 71
ol ddiHez o Yol JsieS A Ark TR S-uEalgE ATk 52.6%, A A 50.0%2 LERATE Al A
W AR OISR tHSS AR s Table 49F 2k 7el- ©Ro] Al Hae(YP) S| Fatol] whet MA(Hel-EAlgE A
A A sdsE WarE fofulshA goted,  >7Rsl-ugAEE A>3 Aol EAshE Ao Kl Al

t(33)=0.61, ns., 7F3ll-H|HAIHZA ek 1(38)=6.16, p<.001, L & g o] A& A3 (linear by linear association) w41 #13§5}31 31, 71
A A 139)=300,p< 01, & T HSPF ROllE ACR ekt ATk A A ek ATEGo) Afolo] S elolat Akl
0 2 71 A MR TS S A BER T EAhS Shels 4 9ok (L N=T4)=410,p<.05,
Aol thet B0l Heh2 WIskE: oA ko Rul  ZRhulEANE ek 4 e Alolo] 7o A vl
A AR 9 R4 AR AR ofF Wolo] et B o] AL HekE Aol el Qiskehs ol 26
2ol fJulabl Asisick 0] 1) ARA7HE HA 1B by vs B34
WIS A R F ke 2 o] 7o
HiA| Aol 2 ZTHE TshaE ME o 24 AT Hlg-of] Zfo] 7k Ueh=A] A5 dT) 7 A Table 6
A8 o % A 32kt AR AdE o, S Zhe et e I o] AR A(n=23)3 B4 Hk(n=51) Aol
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Table 6. Choice Frequencies of Go or Stop Next 3Round between Psy-
chopathy and Non-Psychopathy Group

Psychopathy Non-psychopathy

(n=23) (n=51) X (LN=74)
Go 18 (78.3%) 26 (51.0%) 4.89*
Stop 5(21.7%) 25 (49.0%)

Note. Go = going next 3round; Stop = not going next 3round.
Some data (n=39) was missing because of programming error.
%

p<.05.

g-oJujgk xfo|7} ZANFATE (1, N=74)=4.89, p < .05.
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