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Abstract  Keywords 

The purpose of this study is to develop a structural equation model 
that explains the mediating roles of deviant friends in the 
relationship between high school students’ risk behaviors and their 
childhood abuse experiences, peer bullying and also psychological 
resilience levels. For this purpose, data were collected from 562 
students who attend Anatolian High Schools in Burdur city center. 
Ego Resilience Questionnaire, Peer Bullying Detection 
Questionnaire, Childhood Experience of Abuse Questionnaire, 
Deviant Friends Questionnaire and Risky Behavior Questionnaire 
were used as data collection tools in the study. The findings 
obtained within the framework of structural equation modeling 
revealed that deviant friends assumed a mediatory role on the 
relationship between adolescents’ childhood abuse experiences, 
peer bullying, psychological resilience levels and adolescents’ risk 
behaviors. It was asserted that, while deviant friends exhibited 
complete mediatory role between the relationship between 
childhood abuse experiences and risk behaviors, deviant friends 
assumed partial mediatory role on the relationship between peer 
bullying, psychological resilience and risk behaviors. Findings of 
the study were discussed in context of the literature, and some 
suggestions were made for future studies. 
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Introduction 

Adolescent risk behaviors is that threaten the wellbeing of adolescents and prevent them from 
becoming responsible adults (Lindberg, Boggess, Porter, & Williams, 2000). The main risk behaviors 
are; early-period active sexual life, alcohol, smoking and drug use, dropout, suicide and antisocial 
behaviours, (Gençtanırım Kuru, 2010). As individuals are likely to show risky behaviors in different 
lifetimes, the adolescent youth is more likely to turn to risky behaviors due to the search for excitement 
and innovation (Steinberg, 2004). In Turkey in a study by Karakaş (2006), it has been determined that 
12.2% of students enrolled in high school smoke, 23.5% of them drink alcohol and 2.3% of them use 
drugs at least once. Akça and Selen (2016) stated in their study that 48.5% of male students attending 
vocational high school are at the risk group. In another study conducted on students who have been to 
high school, smoking rate of students was determined as 28.1% (Çavuş, Çavuş, & Görpelioğlu, 2017). 
Detected rates suggest that risky behaviors are common among adolescents. 

The Problem Behavior Theory grouped the risk factors and protective factors into factors that 
prevented the adolescents from being a healthy adult and caused the risk behaviors observed 
significantly in young people. According to this model, factors that increase the probability of the 
individual exhibiting problem behaviors are risk factors, and the factors that decrease the possibility of 
problem behaviors are protective factors (Jessor, 1984; Siyez & Aysan, 2007). Risk factors that increase 
the likelihood of adolescents exhibiting risky behaviors; alcohol history of parents, poverty, parent and 
friend models exhibiting deviant behavior, lack of self-confidence, risk taking tendency, and low 
academic success. Protective factors that reduce the likelihood of adolescents exhibiting risky behaviors 
are high intelligence, school quality, concerned family, compromising models, value of success, 
intolerance of deviance, school belonging and religious belief (Jessor, 1991). 

In addition to the factors mentioned above, even being in adolescence can be a risk factor for 
risky behaviors. As a matter of fact, adolescence is a period of heightened vulnerability to risk behaviors 
because of a disjunction between novelty and sensation seeking and the development of self-regulatory 
competence (Steinberg, 2004). However, not every adolescent lives in this period in a similar way. 
However, not every teenager lives in this period in a similar way. Some of them are able to protect 
themselves from risky behaviors while the others lead to in risky behaviors with sensation seeking 
impulse of adolescence. Psychological resilience is expressed as the ability of the individual to adapt to 
the risk factors and to maintain normal functioning (Masten, 2001). It has been determined in the 
literature that individuals with high psychologica resilience have less risky behaviors during 
adolescence and can protect themselves from risky behaviors (Arslan & Balkıs, 2016; Karimi et al., 2015). 
In addition to this, adolescents who are trying to adapt to physical, emotional and social changes seen 
in adolescence can overcome this process more healthily and compatible with family and friends 
support (Kurt & Ergene, 2017; Sadock & Sadock, 2012; Siyez, 2012; Uludağlı & Sayıl, 2009). 

On the other hand, it is difficult for an adolescence who is treated negatively by his family or 
friends to complete the puberty in a healthy way. In fact, studies conducted in Turkey are shows that 
domestic abuse or bullying by schoolmates at school is at a high rate among children and adolescents. 
According to United Nations Children's Fund (UNICEF, 2010) records, 25% of children between 7 and 
18 ages were neglected by their families, 51% of them are emotionally and 45% of them physically 
abused. Likewise, bullying rates exposured by high school students to their peers vary between 11-50% 
(Pişkin, 2005). Studies have shown that childhood abuse experiences are associated with substance use 
(Danielson et al., 2009; Mason, Russo, Chmelka, Herrenkohl, & Herrenkohl, 2017), anger and violence 
tendencies during adolescence (Chapple, Tyler, & Bersani, 2005; Şimşek & Cenkseven Önder, 2011), 
smoke (Lewis et al., 2011; Özen, Antar, & Özkan, 2007; Topitzes, Mersky, & Reynolds, 2010), 
problematic alcohol use (Shin, Edwards, & Heeren, 2009; Smith, Smith, & Grekin, 2014), eating problems 
(Dworkin, Javadani, Verona, & Campbell, 2014) and suicide attempts (Taussig, Harpin, & Maguire, 
2014; Yanık & Özmen, 2002). In addition, children or adolescents who are constantly being bullied by 
their peers at school may also become more prone to such risky behaviors such as alcohol and substance 
abuse (Hong et al., 2014; Kıran, 2006; Radlif, Wheaton, Robinson, & Morris, 2012; Weiss, Mouttapa, Cen, 
Johnson, & Unger, 2011) and suicidal thoughts and suicide attempts (Bannink, Broeren, Van de Looij-
Jansen, De Waart, & Raat, 2014; Mayes et al., 2014),  
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At the same time another risky factor for the adolescent risky behavior is deviant friends group. 
Friends who are more likely to commit crime (smoking, alcohol use, damage to property, theft) are 
defined as deviant friends (Sayıl et al., 2012). Many studies have shown that deviant friends are a very 
important factor in the adolescent risk behaviors (Cattelino et al., 2014; Çavuş et al., 2017; De Matos, 
2012; Lee, Padilla-Walker, & Memmott-Elison, 2016; Negriff, Brensilver, & Trickett, 2015; Pesola et al., 
2015; Wongtongkam, Ward, Day, & Winefield, 2014). In this context, it is thought that knowing the role 
played by deviant friends in influencing risky behaviors will contribute to prevention and intervention 
programs of risky behaviors. Research conducted in recent years has examined the mediator role of 
deviant friends in relationships between parental monitoring (Goldstein, Davis-Kean, & Eccles, 2005; 
Kim & Neff, 2010), parenting style (Janssen, Eichelsheim, Dekovic, & Bruinsma, 2015), abuse experiences 
(Negriff et al., 2015), depression (Pesola et al., 2015) peer bullying (Jiang, Yu, Zhang, Bao, & Zhu, 2016; 
Zhu et al., 2016) and risky behaviors. It is expected that this research will provide a holistic view for 
mediator effect of deviant friends in the relationship between peer bullying, psychological resilience 
and childhood abuse experiences and risky behaviours unlike to the previous researches (see Figure 1). 

Thus, it is aimed that the developed model will lead the way while conducting preventive 
studies for risky behaviours for teachers and school counsellors and designing intervention programs 
for risky behaviours. Besides, it is aimed to guide families to protect their children against risky 
behaviors. To this end, in this research the question which is “Is there any mediator effect of deviant 
friends in the relationship between peer bullying, childhood abuse experiences and psychological 
resilience among adolescent risky behaviours?” has been attempted to be answered. The model to be 
tested is presented visually as follows. 

 

Figure 1. Recommended Structural Model 

Hypotheses described below have been formed for testing the model shown in Figure 1. 

• Being victim of peer bullying, childhood abuse experiences, psychological resilience is directly 
associated with adolescent’s risky behaviours. 

• There is a mediator effect of deviant friends in the relationship between peer bullying, 
childhood abuse experiences and psychological resilience among adolescent’s risky behaviours. 
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Method 

Research Model  
This research is a relational study designed to examine the relationship between childhood 

abuse experiences, peer bullying, psychological resilience, deviant friends and adolescent’s risky 
behaviours. The independent variables of the study are psychological resilience, peer violence 
victimization and childhood abuse experiences. The dependent variable of the study is risky behaviours. 
Deviant friends are identified as mediator variable. 

Population and Sample  
Adolescence is a period, when students are more prone to risky behaviors than other ages 

(Steinberg, 2004). For this reason, the research has been conducted on the students attending high 
school. The number of students who continue to the Anatolian High School from the Provincial 
Directorate of National Education and the permission to practice these students were requested. Once 
the required application permissions have been granted, the application process is passed. The 
population of the research consists of 2675 students enrolled at Anatolian High Schools in central district 
of Burdur province in spring term of 2014-2015 education year. The numbers of 9th, 10th, 11th and 12th 
classes of each high school were determined and the classes were selected randomly through random 
sampling method according to their class levels. The designated schools and classes have been 
implemented within a course hour (usually in the course of painting, music, physical education classes) 
which the school administration considers appropriate. One hour of course time allowed by teachers 
was enough to survey. During the surveys, all the classes are explained one by one so that the work 
done is not an evaluation and the information will not be shared with anybody. In this way, students 
are encouraged to answer questions about risky behaviors evenhandedly. The questions asked by 
students were answered instantly by the researcher, so it is tried to prevent errors that may arise from 
misunderstanding. 

Thus, 680 students in total were reached in five High Schools. Despite all preventions, the 
analyses were maintained on totally 643 data set, without taking into account the missing forms (passing 
without filling a scale) and the forms filled with sloppy (all the same markers). Mahalanobis distance 
was calculated and 81 data which is multiple extreme value determined was deducted from data set 
and 562 data were included in the analysis. 62.3% (350 persons) of the students of the sampling are 
female while 37.5% (211 persons) are male. One student did not explain his/her gender. According to 
class levels, it is seen that 166 persons (29.5%) are first graders, 179 persons (31.9%) are second graders, 
102 persons (18.1%) third graders, 114 persons (20.3%) are fourth graders. 

Data Collection Tools  
Personal Information Form: There are demographical questions about students’ gender and 

class level in this form.  

Risky Behaviour Questionnaire (RBQ) 
RBQ has been developed by Gençtanırım Kuru (2010) in order to determine risky behaviours of 

secondary school’s students. This scale provides information on six subscales of risky behaviors: 
antisocial behaviors, nutritional habits, suicide attempt, drop-out, alcohol and smoking. The five-point 
self-narrative type questionnaire consists of 36 items. High marks display the density of risky 
behaviours while low marks show low level of risky behaviours. Cronbach Alpha internal consistency 
coefficient of the total point of the questionnaire is .91, and test-retest reliability coefficient is .85 
(Gençtanırım Kuru, 2010). In this research, Cronbach Alpha internal consistency coefficient of the 
questionnaire has been found as .89. In addition, confirmatory factor analysis of the questionnaire has 
been done. On examining RBQ’s fit indexes, (x2 = 1401.59, N = 562, df = 579, x2/df = 2.42 p = .00; RMSEA 
= .052, NNFI = .96, CFI = .96, SRMR = .059) it has been found that it has a reasonable fit index (Çokluk, 
Şekercioğlu, & Büyüköztürk, 2010; Tabachnick & Fidell, 2007). 

  



Education and Science 2018, Vol 43, No 195, 223-239 S. Özdemir 

 

227 

Ego Resilience Questionnaire (ERQ) 
The scale was developed by Block and Kremen (1996) to determine the ego resilience 

(psychological resilience) levels of individuals. Karaırmak (2007) carried out adaptation studies to 
Turkish. Total variance of the questionnaire consisting of three factors, which are insight regarding 
interpersonal relations, individual strong strengths for recovery and being open to new ideas has been 
found as 47%. The four-point Likert type questionnaire consists of 14 items. High marks collected from 
the scale indicate high levels of psychological resilience. Cronbach Alpha internal consistency coefficient 
of the questionnaire has been found as .80 and test-retest reliability coefficient .76 in validity and 
reliability study in Turkey (Karaırmak, 2007). In this research, Cronbach Alpha internal consistency 
coefficient has been found as .81, fit indexes of Ego Resilience Questionnaire (x2 = 287.93, N = 562, df = 
77, x2/df = 3.73, p = .00; RMSEA = .072, NNFI = .93, CFI = .94, SRMR = .055) have proved good fit and the 
questionnaire has been found to be appropriate for the sampling (Çokluk et al., 2010; Tabachnick & 
Fidell, 2007).  

Childhood Experience of Abuse Questionnaire (CEAQ) 
CEAQ is a questionnaire developed in order to determine childhood abuse experiences by 

Bernstein, Ahluvalia, Pogge, and Handelsman (1997). Validity and reliability studies of the 
questionnaire in Turkey were conducted by Aslan and Alparslan (1999). It has been determined the 
questionnaire is composed of three sub-scales which are emotional abuse and negligence, physical 
abuse and sexual abuse. Five-point Likert type questionnaire composed of 40 items. Cronbach Alpha 
internal consistency coefficient of the scale was found as .96 as a result of the fitting study Cronbach 
Alpha internal consistency coefficients of three sub-scales were found between .94 and .96 (Aslan & 
Alparslan, 1999). Cronbach Alpha internal consistency coefficient of the questionnaire in this research 
has been found as .85. It has been found as a result of confirmatory factor analysis that fit indexes of 
Childhood Experience of Abuse Questionnaire (x2 = 4770.45, N = 562, df = 737, x2/df = 6.47, p = 0.00; 
RMSEA = .09, NNFI = .90, CFI = .91, SRMR = .089) have proved sufficient fit for the relevant sampling 
(Çokluk et al., 2010; Tabachnick & Fidell, 2007). 

Peer Bullying Detection Questionnaire (PBDQ) 
Peer Bullying Detection Questionnaire was developed by Gültekin and Sayıl (2005) in order to 

determine the level of exposure to peer violence by students who attend secondary school and high 
school. In the development of the scale, the item pool of the Peer Bullying Victims Scale was utilized 
which was developed by Mynard and Joseph (2000). It was determined that the questionnaire has a-
five-factor structure which are terrorizing/suppression, mocking, aggression, relational aggression and 
aggression towards personal belongings. The three-point self-narrative type questionnaire consists of 
27 items. Cronbach Alpha internal consistency coefficient of the scale was found as .86. (Gültekin & 
Sayıl, 2005). Cronbach Alpha internal consistency coefficient of the questionnaire in this research was 
found as .84. As a result of confirmative factor analysis, fit indexes of the questionnaire (x2 = 1044.62, N 
= 562, df = 314, x2/df = 3.32, p = .00; RMSEA = .064, NNFI = .89, CFI = .90, SRMR = .066) proved sufficient 
fit (Çokluk et al., 2010; Tabachnick & Fidell, 2007). 

Deviant Friends Questionnaire (DFQ) 
Adaptation study of the questionnaire developed by Galambos and Maggs (1991) to Turkish 

culture was carried out by Sayıl et al. (2012). The five-point questionnaire consists of 7 items. Cronbach 
Alpha internal consistency coefficient was found as .82 (Sayıl et al., 2012). Cronbach Alpha internal 
consistency coefficient of the questionnaire in this research was found as. 78. Fit indexes obtained as a 
result of the confirmative factor analysis of the questionnaire indicated that the model does not 
sufficiently fit (x2 = 237.48, N = 562, df = 14, x2/df = 16.96, p = .00; RMSEA = .17, NNFI = .81, CFI = .87, 
SRMR = .070). Upon examination of the modifications generated by the program as a result of the 
analysis, error covariance of item 1 and 2 were found to be associated. Since this relationship affect fit 
indexes of the model in a negative way, relationships regarding error covariance of the specified items 
were added to the model. Thus, fit indexes obtained (x2 = 32.98, N = 562, df = 13, x2/df = 2.53, p = .00; 
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RMSEA = .052, NNFI = .98, CFI = .99, SRMR = .032) indicate sufficient fit (Çokluk et al., 2010; Tabachnick 
& Fidell, 2007). 

Data Analysis  
Structural Equation Modelling (SEM) was used in order to test theoretical model regarding the 

research hypothesis. Structural equation model is the whole set of techniques that allow us to examine 
latent constructs through observable variables (Jöreskog & Sörbom, 1996). SEM was found to be ideal 
for the relationship analysis between the latent variables and all the indicator variables included in the 
model as well as for the analysis of error variances. Data obtained as a result of the delivered 
questionnaires were transferred to electronical medium via SPSS package program in accordance with 
the aim of the study. Descriptive statistics regarding variables, correlation and variance analyses were 
conducted in SPSS 17.0 program, and the model was tested in LISREL program. "Maximum Likelihood 
(ML)" and "Covariance Matrix" are used as parameter estimation methods. 

Initially, it is examined whether the data obtained meet the necessary hypotheses in order to 
enable the structural equation modelling to be established. End values were examined in order to enable 
univariate normality. The data whose z value ranges from +3 to -3 among end values (Çokluk et al., 
2010) were extracted from the analysis. Mahalanobis distances were calculated in order to see 
multivariate end values. As a result of these two examinations, 81 data were excluded from analysis 
and normality hypotheses were met. Hence, 562 observations were left in the data set. In addition, 
coefficient of skewness and kurtosis coefficients of total points were examined in order to see univariate 
normalities (Table 1). It is stated in the literature the fact that coefficient of skewness and kurtosis 
coefficient range from -2 to +2 is sufficient for normal distribution in social sciences (Bryne, 2010; Hair, 
Black, Babin, & Anderson, 2010) Thus, it is accepted that the data meet hypothesis of normality. 

Table 1. Skewness, Kurtosis, Average and Standard Deviation Values of Latent Variables 
 N Average Standard Deviation Skewness Value  Kurtosis Value 
Risky behaviours 562 67,9485 18,13868 1,139 1,127  
Psychological resilience  562 40,0984 7,04224 ,056 -,371  
Deviant friends 562 9,9469 3,30070 1,544 2,312  
Abuse experiences 562 68,4218 15,40344 1,388 1,726  
Peer bullying  562 31,2000 5,14773 1,504 2,101  

The existence of relationships among variables (see Table 2) and scatter graphics were examined 
for multiple linearity hypothesis. It is detected that the data indicate multiple linearity. Lastly, 
correlations among variables were re-examined in order to see multiple connection error (see Table 2). 
It was found that none of the correlation values among variables is at .80 or over and the data does not 
prove any multiple connection problem (Çokluk et al., 2010). Thus, it is seen that necessary hypotheses 
were enabled for data analysis. 

Table 2. Latent Variables’ Average and Standard Deviation Values and Binary Correlations 
  M  SSS  2  3  4  5 
(1) Risky behaviours  67.9485 18.13868 .368** .323** .615** .160** 
(2) Peer bullying 31.2000 5.14773  .406** .290** -.018 
(3) Abuse  68.4218 15.40344   .261** -.045 
(4) Deviant friends 9.9469 3.30070    .180** 
(5) Psychological resilience 40.0984 7.04224     
** p<.01  
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Artificial observed variables were formed through item parcelling in order to decrease the 
number of parameters of latent variables displaying single factor structure before analysis of structural 
equation modelling. Psychological Resilience Questionnaire, in a single factor structure, was 
determined in three parcels according to the number of the items while Deviant Friends Questionnaire 
was determined in two parcels due to lower number of items. Since childhood abuse experiences, peer 
bullying and risky behaviours are sub-dimensions of latent variables, these sub-dimensions were 
determined as observed variable. Thus, in the established model, totally five latent and 19 observed 
variables were determined. In Table 3, numbers and names of latent and observed variables are 
specified below. 

Table 3. Numbers and names of observed variables and names of the latent variables included in the 
model 
Latent Variables Number of Observed Variables Observed Variables 
Childhood abuse experiences 
(abuse) 

3 emotional, physical, sexual 

Peer Bullying (bully) 5 
aggression, terrorizing, mocking, 
relational, property 

Risky behaviours (risk) 6 
antisocial, alcohol, smoking, 
suicide, feeding, drop-out 

Psychological Resilience (ego) 3 egopar1, egopar2, egopar3 
Deviant Friends (deviant) 2 devipar1, devipar2 
*egopar1 = ego parcel 1, egopar2 = ego parcel 2, egopar3 = ego parcel 3, devipar1 = deviant parcel1,  
devipar2 = deviant parcel 2 

Baron and Kenny (1986) talked about three basic steps for the mediated structural model test. 
Since the aim of this study was to measure the mediating effect of deviant friends, the conditions taken 
by Baron and Kenny (1986) were followed in order. These steps are as follows; 1) The effect of 
independent variables (psychological resilience, victim of peer bullying, experience of childhood abuse) 
over dependent variable (adolescence risky behaviour) must be significant. 2) The effect of independent 
variables (psychological resilience, victim of peer bullying, experience of childhood abuse) on mediator 
variable (deviant friends) must be significant. 3) Mediator variable (deviant friends) must predict 
dependent variable (adolescence risky behaviour) as significant. When all these criteria are met, it is 
expected if the mediator variable is included in the analyse, it is expected that there must be a significant 
decrease in the amount of relationship between independent variables and dependent variable or this 
relationship must finally be insignificant. The fact that the relationship disappears means that only one 
mediator variable (full mediator effect); on the other side, when it falls but maintain the significance it 
points out partial mediator effect. 

Results 

The findings of the research are presented in accordance with the conditions developed by 
Baron and Kenny (1986) for the analysis of mediator through structural equation modelling. According 
to this, it is examined in the correlation table displayed in Table 2 whether the correlation between 
independent variables, mediator variable and dependent variable in the suggested model is significant 
or not. It is found that all relationships are statistically significant. Thus, it is likely to state that the initial 
three conditions needed for Baron and Kenny’s (1986) mediation test are met. After the preconditions 
was provided, a two-stage way for mediation analysis for the structural equation model was followed 
(Anderson & Gerbing, 1988). In the first stage, it was tested through confirmative factor analysis if there 
is a reasonable fit between the measurement and the data. In the second stage, structural relations 
among latent structures were tested through structural model. 
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To begin with, measurement model was determined in order to identify the relationship 
between latent and observed variables. The measurement model where such variables as adolescent’s 
risky behaviours, childhood abuse experiences, peer bullying, psychological resilience and deviant 
friends take place was tested through confirmative factor analysis. As a result of confirmative factor 
analysis, chi-square regarding the model was found significant as χ2 = 542.20, df = 142, p < .0001 on 
examining goodness of fit of the measurement model. Other model goodness of fit values were also 
found sufficient (χ2/sd = 3.81, NNFI =.92, GFI = .91, CFI = .94, SRMR = .06, RMSEA = .07) (Çokluk et al., 
2010; Tabachnick & Fidell, 2007). Therefore, it is likely to state measurement model has a good fit, in 
other words, it can be said that the observed variables represent the latent variables in a meaningful 
way.  

Following verification of the measurement model, structural model analysis, which is the 
second step, has been undertaken. In this step, first of all, the model data compatibility of the structural 
equation model explaining the relation between dependent and independent variables is examined and 
then stepped through the testing of the mediated structural model. The path diagram for the structural 
model explaining the effects of childhood abuse experiences, peer bullying and psychological well-
being on adolescent risk behaviors is presented in Figure 2. 

 

Figure 2. Path Diagram of Direct Relationships between Independent and Dependent Variables 

As seen in Figure 2, the structural model describing the relationship between abuse experiences, 
peer bullying and psychological resilience and adolescent risk behaviors is statistically significant. Chi- 
square regarding the model was found significant as χ2 = 486.74, df = 113, p = < .0000. Among fit 
goodness indexes of the structural model (χ2/sd = 4.3, RMSEA = .077, SRMR = .06, NNFI = .90, GFI = .91 
and CFI = .92) are seen sufficient for model fit (Çokluk et al., 2010; Tabachnick & Fidell, 2007). Thus, it 
is likely to mention that abuse experiences (β = 0.24, t = 4.29, p < 0.05), peer bullying (β = 0.28, t = 3.77, p 
< 0.05) and psychological resilience (β = 0.26, t = 5.03, p < 0.05) variables predict adolescent’s risky 
behaviours in a positive way.  

As a final step, the structural model in which relations between dependent and independent 
variables are verified that deviant friends were included as a mediation variable and the level of 
significance of the mediated structural model was tested. The path diagram of the model with mediator 
established for this aim is displayed in Figure 3. 
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Figure 3. Path Diagram of Model with Mediator 

According to the model shown in Figure 3, Chi-square regarding the model was found 
significant as χ2 = 542.20, df = 142, p < .0001. Fit goodness indexes of the structural model, (χ2/sd = 3.81, 
RMSEA = .071, SRMR = .065, NNFI = .92, GFI = .91, CFI = .94) are found to be at reasonable level (Çokluk 
et al., 2010; Tabachnick & Fidell, 2007). These values indicate that the structural model has a good fit. 
Thus, the hypothesis which claims deviant friends have a mediator effect on the relationship between 
abuse experiences, peer bullying and psychological resilience and risky behaviours is confirmed. 
According to this result, childhood abuse experiences, peer bullying, psychological resilence and 
deviant friends account for 63% of total adolecence risk behaviors. 

After deviant friends were included in the model as mediator variable, it is seen that the 
correlation coefficient (β) of traumatic experiences with risky behaviors decreased from 0.24 to 0.9. 
Similarly, the coefficient of correlation between peer bullying and risky behaviors decreased from 0.28 
to 0.13. The coefficient of correlation between psychological resilience and risky behaviors decreased 
from 0.26 to 0.10. After deviant friends were included in the model as mediator variable, the t values 
have been examined in order to test the meaningfulness of relations between dependent and 
independent variables (Figure 4). 

 

Figure 4. Path Diagram of Mediator Model’s t Values 
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According to the model shown in Figure 4, peer bullying (t = 2,49 p< 0,05) and psychological 
resilience (t = 3,79 p< 0,05) have still significant correlation with risky behaviours. However, upon 
including deviant friends in the analysis as mediator variable, the correlation between abuse 
experiences and risky behaviours are not significant (t = 1, 74 p> 0,05). In this case, it is likely to state 
that deviant friends have “partly mediator effect” in the relationship between peer bullying and risky 
behaviours. Similarly, it can be said that the relationship between psychological resilience and 
adolescence risky behaviors is partly mediated by the deviant friends. On the other hand, deviant 
friends have “fully mediator effect” in the relationship between childhood abuse experiences and risky 
behaviours (Baron & Kenny, 1986). 

Discussion and Conclusion 

According to research findings, there is a direct relationship between peer bullying 
victimization, childhood abuse experiences, psychological resilience and adolescent risk behaviors. 
These relations are positive and meaningful. Many research findings support this relationship. Other 
findings support the relationship between peer bullying victimization and suicide attempt (Bannink et 
al., 2014; Mayes et al., 2014), smoking, alcohol and drug-use (Hong et al., 2014; Kıran, 2002; Radliff, 
Wheaton, Robinson, & Morris, 2012; Topper, Castellanos-Ryan, Mackie, & Conrod, 2011; Weiss et al., 
2011). This relationship may be due to adolescent bullying victim turn to risky behavior as an ineffective 
coping strategy (eg, alcohol or substance abuse, suicide, drop-out). 

The positive relationship between childhood abuse experiences and risky behaviors is also 
supported by different research findings. Researches have put forward the fact that there is a significant 
relationship between smoking (Lewis et al., 2011; Özen et al., 2007; Topitzes et al., 2010), alcohol use 
(Jones et al., 2010; Shin et al., 2009; Smith et al., 2014), nutritional habits (Dworkin et al., 2014), drug-use 
(Danielson et al., 2009; Mason et al., 2017; Simpson & Miller, 2002), suicide (Miller & Esposito-Smythers, 
2013; Saçarçelik, 2009; Taussig et al., 2014; Yanık & Özmen, 2002) and antisocial behavior (Sousa et al., 
2011) among risky behaviours and childhood abuse experiences. Likewise, in the recent studies of Ateş 
and Çeçen Eroğlu (2017), they found a positive relationship between physical abuse and risky behaviors, 
but they did not find any relationship between emotional abuse and risky behaviors. On the contrary, 
Arslan and Balkıs (2014) stated that emotional abuse, perceived from the family, has a significant 
relationship with risky behaviors. According to Ecological Theory, family and friends constitute two 
important microsystems of the individual and have direct influence on the behavior of the child 
(Bronfenbrenner, 1979). Based on all these findings, it is expected that the levels of social support 
perceived by parents or friends of adolescents abused by their parents in their childhood or bullied by 
their peers in school years are expected to be low. Kurt and Ergene (2017) found that the decrease in the 
level of social support they perceive from friends and family of adolescents increases the likelihood of 
risky behaviors. In this context, it can be said that each of the traumatic experiences (family or friends) 
exposed during childhood has increased the possibility that the adolescents tend to risk behaviors. 

The finding that appears differently in the study from the literature is the positive relationship 
between psychological resilience and risky behaviors. However, the findings of the literature have put 
forward that this relationship is negative (Arslan & Balkıs, 2016; Karimi et al., 2015; Lee & Cranford, 
2008). On the other hand, these studies has focused on different dimensions of psychological resilience 
(attachment among family members, social skills, self-esteem, personality traits, religious beliefs). It is 
believed that the reason for the differentiation of findings from the literature is due to the measured 
qualities of the Ego Stability Scale used to determine the psychological resilience level. As a matter of 
fact, the measurement tool used to determine the level of psychological resilience in this research has 
focused on internal protective factors of psychological resilience. These are such personal characteristics 
as being being open to new ideas, aware of personal strengths and insight into interpersonal 
relationships (Karaırmak, 2007). When the findings are interpreted in this context, it is seen that the 
characteristics of adolescents showing risky behaviors overlap with those of innovation and excitement 
search impulse and psychological resilience being open to innovations. 
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Another finding of the study is that, the hypothesis which claims deviant friends have a 
mediator effect on the relationship between abuse experiences, peer bullying and psychological 
resilience among risky behaviours is confirmed. In other words, deviant friends reinforce the 
relationship between peer bullying, childhood abuse experiences, psychological resilience and risky 
behaviours. If these relationships were examined one by one, it could be seen deviant friends act as a 
partial mediator in the relationship between peer bullying victimization and adolescent’s risky 
behaviours. Namely, relationships with deviant friends reinforce the relationship between peer bullying 
victimization and risky behaviours. In two recent studies (Jiang et al., 2016; Zhu et al., 2016) examining 
these three variables together in the literature, it has been detected that deviant friends have mediator’s 
role in the relationship between peer bullying victimization and risky behaviours. The adolescents tend 
to choose people who are similar to themselves as life and ideas as friends (Veenstra & Dijkstra, 2011). 
In this context, bullying victims can become spontaneously connected to deviant peers who do not have 
a school affiliation (Rudolph et al., 2014; Zhu, Zhang, Yu, & Bao, 2015). As a further factor, due to low 
peer recognition, victims may only have a chance to be accepted among deviant friends. Bullying 
victims can be expected to prevent certain characteristics (eg, aggression) of a deviant friends from 
protecting the victim (Gifford-Smith & Brownell, 2003; Rudolph et al., 2014). These relationships, 
established with deviant friends, can make the bullying victim more vulnerable to risky behaviour. 

According the another finding of the study, deviant friends have a partial mediator effect on 
the relationship between psychological resilience and adolescent’s risky behaviours. In other words, it 
is probable to mention that deviant friends reinforce the relationship between psychological resilience 
and risky behaviours. No similar research finding examining these three variables together has been 
encountered in the literature. On the contrary, there are researches that show that adolescents with high 
psychological resilience are less affected than their peers (Nicholls, Morley, & Perry, 2016). If the 
findings obtained differently from the literature are interpreted, it can be said that deviant friend 
environment may be a function of normalizing risky behaviors. For example, even an adolescent with 
healthy development may be influenced by a peer easily in a social environment where alcohol is 
accepted (Purdie & Downey, 2000) since s/he may perceive this as a natural element of development 
not as a risk. Bao, Li, Zhang, and Wang (2015), similarly, set forth significant relationship between school 
environment and risky behaviours. In light of these findings, it can be said that although the adolescent 
has a high level of psychological resilience being in a deviant friend environment has increased the 
tendency to show risky behaviors. 

Another remarkable finding of the study, deviant friends act as a full mediator in the 
relationship between childhood abuse experiences and adolescent’s risky behaviours. This finding sets 
forth the relationship between childhood abuse experiences and risky behaviours stem from deviant 
friends. Similarly, Van Ryzin, Fosco, and Dishion (2012) found that parental follow-up and family 
relationships indirectly explain adolescent’s substance use through deviant friends. on the adolescent 
similar finding was found. According to Ellis and Wolfe’s (2009) research the research, the willing to 
become popular among the adolescent and peer group command reinforce the relationship between 
physical abuse and risky behaviours. Research findings indicate that individuals who have experienced 
physical and emotional abuse generally develop unhealthy peer relationships (Bolger & Patterson, 2001; 
Holt, Buckley, & Whelan, 2008). Abused children mostly make friendships which are low quality and 
unsatisfactory (Wolfe, Wekerle, Reitzel-Jaffe, & Lefebvre, 1998), based on aggression and pressure 
(Parker & Herrera, 1996). In other words, the level of the relationship the child has established within 
the family affects the choice of friends in a similar way. At this point, the experience of childhood abuse 
becomes a threat to risky behaviors, even if the adolescent does not pose a direct threat to risky 
behaviors, but because the adolescent increases his tendency to make friends with risky behavior. As a 
matter of fact, deviant friends play a major role in orienting adolescents to risky behaviors (Çavuş et al., 
2017; Lee et al., 2016; Negriff et al., 2015; Pesola et al., 2015; Wongtongkam et al., 2014).  
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This research shows that the risk factors such as the parental relationship with the child and the 
exposure of the adolescent to bullying by their peers do not really affect the adolescent's risky behaviors 
alone. These factors bring the student one step closer to group of deviant friends, one of the greatest 
risks for risky behaviors, which increases the likelihood of risky behavior. Similarly, adolescents with 
high levels of psychological resilience can present this power in the form of risky behaviors in a deviant 
friend environment. 

Suggestions 

Findings of this research are limited to the data obtained from students of general Anatolian 
High Schools in the central province of Burdur. As a result of the research, it was determined that the 
students at these schools do not have highly risky behaviours. In this sense, the model designed can be 
repeated in various high schools such as Anatolian Technical and Vocational High Schools where risky 
behaviours of adolescents are encountered more (Akça & Selen, 2016), which may make the model 
stronger. In addition to this, only students with risky behaviors can be identified and the model can re-
tested on students already presenting risky behaviors. Another suggestion is to expand the model 
further by adding new innovations to the variables being investigated. For example, other risk factors 
and preventive factors (such as poverty, family ties, family-friend communication, self-esteem, 
personality traits, leisure activities, beliefs, culture, membership in school activities, etc.) can be added 
as a variable to make the model more comprehensive. 

Another limitation of the research is that the variables that are taken into the research are limited 
to qualities that measure the means of measurement used. As mentioned before, there is a positive 
relationship between psychological resilience and risky behaviors in the study. It may be another 
suggestion for further research, retesting this relationship with different measurement tools that focus 
on different dimensions of psychological resilience.  

Since risky behaviors are often observed during high school years, research findings may 
contribute to school psychological counsellors in providing preventive services against risky behaviors. 
In this context, based on the finding that adolescents abused by family are more prone to risky 
behaviors, it can be said that it is important for school psychological counsellors to inform parents about 
the effects of abuse and effects on children. In fact, families may not be aware of the negative effects of 
their behaviors on the child. Another problem associated with adolescent risky behaviors was found to 
be peer bulling in schools. Detection of groups involved in peer bullying at schools and conducting 
preventive studies to dissolve the groups can avoid occurrence of risky behaviours. Encouraging 
students with tendency to bullying and risky behaviours about diverse sport, social and cultural 
activities at schools may be an essential precaution. In addition, students can be taught to improve their 
communication skills, conflict and problem solving abilities, coping skills, and to solve their problems 
effectively instead of risky behaviors. Given the influence of the deviant friends, it can be said that 
intervention programs, which include peers beyond the cooperation of school management, teachers, 
family and psychological counsellors, may be more effective in prevention efforts. 

  



Education and Science 2018, Vol 43, No 195, 223-239 S. Özdemir 

 

235 

References 

Akça, S. O., & Selen, F. (2016). Erkek ergenlerde riskli davranışlar: Bir lise örneği. TAF Preventive 
Medicine Bulletin, 15(3), 206-212. 

Anderson, J. C., & Gerbing, D. W. (1988). Structural equation modeling in practice: A review and 
recommended two-step approach. Psychological Bulletin, 103(3), 411-423. 

Arslan, G., & Balkıs, M. (2014). Ergenlikte görülen problem davranışlar ve aile sorunları arasındaki 
ilişkilerin incelenmesi. Süleyman Demirel Üniversitesi Uluslararası Eğitim Çalışmaları Dergisi, 1(1), 11-
23. 

Arslan, G., & Balkıs, M. (2016). Ergenlerde duygusal istismar, problem davranışlar, öz-yeterlik ve 
psikolojik sağlamlık arasındaki ilişki. Sakarya University Journal of Education, 6(1), 8-22. 

Aslan, H., & Alparslan, N. (1999). Çocukluk örselenme yaşantıları ölçeği’nin bir üniversite öğrencisi 
örnekleminde geçerlik, güvenirlik ve faktör yapısı. Türk Psikiyatri Dergisi, 10(4), 275-285. 

Ateş, F. B., & Çeçen Eroğlu, A. R. (2017). Ergenlerde görülen kuraldışı davranışların yordanmasında 
anne-baba evlilik çatışması ve çocukluk örselenme yaşantılarının rolü. Çukurova Üniversitesi Sosyal 
Bilimler Enstitüsü Dergisi, 26(3), 171-183. 

Bannink, R., Broeren, S., Van de Looij-Jansen, P. M., De Waart, F. G., & Raat, H. (2014). Cyber and 
traditional bullying victimization as a risk factor for mental health problems and suicidal ideation 
in adolescents. PloS One, 9(4), 1-7. 

Bao, Z., Li, D., Zhang, W., & Wang, Y. (2015). School climate and delinquency among Chinese 
adolescents: Analyses of effortful control as a moderator and deviant peer affiliation as a mediator. 
Journal of Abnormal Child Psychology, 43(1), 81-93. 

Baron, R. M., & Kenny, D. A. (1986). The moderator–mediator variable distinction in social 
psychological research: Conceptual, strategic, and statistical considerations. Journal of Personality 
and Social Psychology, 51(6), 1173-1182. 

Bernstein, D. P., Ahluvalia, T., Pogge, D., & Handelsman, L. (1997). Validity of the Childhood Trauma 
Questionnaire in an adolescent psychiatric population. Journal of the American Academy of Child & 
Adolescent Psychiatry, 36(3), 340-348. 

Block, J., & Kremen, A. M. (1996). IQ and ego-resiliency: Conceptual and empirical connections and 
separateness. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 70(2), 349-361. 

Bolger, K., & Patterson, C. (2001). Developmental pathways from child maltreatment to peer rejection. 
Child Development, 72, 549-568. 

Bronfenbrenner, U. (1979). The ecology of human development: Experiments by nature and design. Cambridge, 
MA: Harvard University Press. 

Bryne, B. M. (2010) Structural equation modelling with AMOS: Basic concepts, applications and programming 
(2nd ed.). New York: Routledge, Taylor and Francis Group.  

Cattelino, E., Glowacz, F., Born, M., Testa, S., Bina, M., & Calandri, E. (2014). Adolescent risk behaviours 
and protective factors against peer influence. Journal of Adolescence, 37(8), 1353-1362. 

Chapple, C. L., Tyler, K. A., & Bersani, B. E. (2005). Child neglect and adolescent violence: Examining 
the effects of self-control and peer rejection. Violence and Victims, 20(1), 39-53. 

Çavuş, F. Ö., Çavuş, U. Y., & Görpelioğlu, S. (2017). Ankara ilindeki ergenlerde riskli davranışların 
sıklığı, dağılımı. Türkiye Aile Hekimliği Dergisi, 21(1), 2-16. 

Çokluk, Ö., Şekercioğlu, G., & Büyüköztürk, Ş. (2010). Sosyal bilimler için çok değişkenli istatistik SPSS ve 
LISREL uygulamaları. Ankara: Pegem Akademi. 

Danielson, C. K., Amstadter, A. B., Dangelmaier, R. E., Resnick, H. S., Saunders, B. E., & Kilpatrick, D. 
G. (2009). Does typography of substance abuse and dependence differ as a function of exposure to 
child maltreatment?. Journal of Child & Adolescent Substance Abuse, 18(4), 323-342. 



Education and Science 2018, Vol 43, No 195, 223-239 S. Özdemir 

 

236 

De Matos, M. G. (2012). How can peer group influence the behavior of adolescents: Explanatory 
model. Global Journal of Health Science, 4(2), 26-35. 

Dworkin, E., Javdani, S., Verona, E., & Campbell, R. (2014). Child sexual abuse and disordered eating: 
The mediating role of impulsive and compulsive tendencies. Psychology of Violence, 4(1), 21-36. 

Ellis, W. E., & Wolfe, D. A. (2009). Understanding the association between maltreatment history and 
adolescent risk behavior by examining popularity motivations and peer group control. Journal of 
Youth and Adolescence, 38(9), 1253-1263. 

Galambos, N. L. & Maggs, J. L. (1991). Out-of-school care of young adolescents and self-reported 
behavior. Developmental Psychology, 27(4), 644-655. 

Gençtanırım Kuru, D. (2010). Ergenlerde riskli davranışların yordanması (Unpublished doctoral 
dissertation). Hacettepe University, Institute of Social Sciences, Ankara. 

Gifford-Smith, M. E., & Brownell, C. A. (2003). Childhood peer relationships: Social acceptance, 
friendships, and peer networks. Journal of school psychology, 41(4), 235-284. 

Goldstein, S. E., Davis-Kean, P. E., & Eccles, J. S. (2005). Parents, peers and problem behavior: A 
longitudinal investigation of the impact of relationship perceptions and characteristics on the 
development of adolescent problem behavior. Developmental Psychology, 41(2), 401-413. 

Gültekin, Z., & Sayıl, M. (2005). Akran zorbalığını belirleme ölçeği geliştirme çalışması. Türk Psikoloji 
Yazıları, 15, 47-61. 

Hair, J. F., Black, W. C., Babin, B. J., & Anderson, R. E. (2010). Multivariate data analysis (7th ed.). 
Englewood Cliffs: Prentice Hall. 

Holt, S., Buckley, H., & Whelan, S. (2008). The impact of exposure to domestic violence on children and 
young people: A review of the literature. Child Abuse & Neglect, 32(8), 797-810. 

Hong, J. S., Davis, J. P., Sterzing, P. R., Yoon, J., Choi, S., & Smith, D. C. (2014). A conceptual framework 
for understanding the association between school bullying victimization and substance misuse. 
American Journal of Orthopsychiatry, 84(6), 696-710. 

Janssen, H. J., Eichelsheim, V. I., Dekovic, M., & Bruinsma, G. J. (2015). How is parenting related to 
adolescent delinquency? A between-and within-person analysis of the mediating role of self-
control, delinquent attitudes, peer delinquency and time spent in criminogenic settings. European 
Journal of Criminology, 1-26. 

Jessor, R. (1984). Adolescent development and behavioral health. In J. D. Matarazzo, S. M. Weiss, J. A. 
Herd, & N. E. Miller (Eds.), Behavioral health: A handbook of health enhancement and disease prevention. 
New York: Wiley.  

Jessor, R. (1991). Risk behavior in adolescence: A psychosocial framework for understanding and 
action. Journal of Adolescent Health, 12(8), 597-605. 

Jiang, Y., Yu, C., Zhang, W., Bao, Z., & Zhu, J. (2016). Peer victimization and substance use in early 
adolescence: Influences of deviant peer affiliation and parental knowledge. Journal of Child and 
Family Studies, 1-11. 

Jones, D. J., Runyan, D. K., Lewis, T., Litrownik, A. J., Black, M. M., & Wiley, T. (2010). Trajectories of 
childhood sexual abuse and early adolescent HIV/AIDS risk behaviors: The role of other 
maltreatment, witnessed violence and child gender. Journal of Clinical Child & Adolescent Psychology, 
39(5), 667-680. 

Jöreskog, K., & Sörbom, D. (1996). LISREL 8: User's reference guide. Chicago, DL: Scientific Software 
International. 

Karaırmak, Ö. (2007). Deprem yaşamış bireylerde psikolojik sağlamlığa etki eden kişisel faktörlerin incelenmesi: 
Bir model test etme çalışması (Unpublished doctoral dissertation). Middle East Technical University, 
Institute of Social Sciences, Ankara. 



Education and Science 2018, Vol 43, No 195, 223-239 S. Özdemir 

 

237 

Karakaş, Ö. (2006). Ergenlerde tütün, alkol ve madde kullanımı ile ilişkili psikolojik faktörler (Unpublished 
master’s thesis). Middle East Technical University, Institute of Social Sciences, Ankara.  

Karimi, S. A., Rafiee, H., Mohamadi, F., Hossaini, M., Zamiran, B., Ahmadi, S., … Paykani, T. (2015). 
Resiliency experiences of the youth against substance abuse: A qualitative study. Journal of 
Kermanshah University of Medical Sciences, 19(4), 222-230. 

Kıran, B. (2002). Akran baskı düzeyi farklı olan öğrencilerin risk alma, sigara içme davranışı ve okul başarılarının 
incelenmesi (Unpublished doctoral dissertation). Gazi University, Institute of Educational Sciences, 
Ankara. 

Kim, Y. M., & Neff, J. A. (2010). Direct and indirect effects of parental influence upon adolescent alcohol 
use: A structural equation modeling analysis. Journal of Child & Adolescent Substance Abuse, 19(3), 
244-260. 

Kurt, D. G., & Ergene, T. (2017). Türk ergenlerde riskli davranışların yordanması. Eğitim ve 
Bilim, 42(189), 137-152. 

Lee, C. T., Padilla-Walker, L. M., & Memmott-Elison, M. K. (2016). The role of parents and peers on 
adolescents’ prosocial behavior and substance use. Journal of Social and Personal Relationships, 34(7), 
1053-1069. 

Lee, H. H., & Cranford, J. A. (2008). Does resilience moderate the associations between parental problem 
drinking and adolescents’ internalizing and externalizing behaviors?: A study of Korean 
adolescents. Drug and Alcohol Dependence, 96(3), 213-221. 

Lewis, T. L., Kotch, J., Wiley, T. R., Litrownik, A. J., English, D. J., Thompson, R., … Dubowitz, H. (2011). 
Internalizing problems: A potential pathway from childhood maltreatment to adolescent smoking. 
Journal of Adolescent Health, 48(3), 247-252. 

Lindberg, L. D., Boggess, S., Porter, L., & Williams, S. (2000). Teen risk-taking: A statistical portrait. 
Washington, DC: The Urban Institute. 

Mason, W. A., Russo, M. J., Chmelka, M. B., Herrenkohl, R. C., & Herrenkohl, T. I. (2017). Parent and 
peer pathways linking childhood experiences of abuse with marijuana use in adolescence and 
adulthood. Addictive Behaviors, 66, 70-75. 

Masten, A. S. (2001). Ordinary magic: Resilience processes in development. American Psychologist, 56(3), 
227-238. 

Mayes, S., Baweja, R., Calhoun, S. L., Syed, E., Mahr, F., & Siddiqui, F. (2014). Suicide ideation and 
attempts and bullying in children and adolescents: Psychiatric and general population 
samples. Crisis: The Journal of Crisis Intervention and Suicide Prevention, 35(5), 301-309. 

Miller, A. B., & Esposito-Smythers, C. (2013). How do cognitive distortions and substance-related 
problems affect the relationship between child maltreatment and adolescent suicidal ideation? 
Psychology of Violence, 3(4), 340-353. 

Mynard, H. ve Joseph, S. (2000). Development of the multidimensional peer-victimization 
scale. Aggressive Behavior: Official Journal of the International Society for Research on Aggression, 26(2), 
169-178. 

Negriff, S., Brensilver, M., & Trickett, P. K. (2015). Elucidating the mechanisms linking early pubertal 
timing, sexual activity and substance use for maltreated versus nonmaltreated adolescents. Journal 
of Adolescent Health, 56(6), 625-631. 

Nicholls, A. R., Morley, D., & Perry, J. L. (2016). The model of motivational dynamics in sport: Resistance 
to peer influence, behavioral engagement and disaffection, dispositional coping, and 
resilience. Frontiers in Psychology, 6, 2010. 

Özen, Ş. Antar, S., & Özkan, M. (2007). Çocukluk çağı travmalarının umutsuzluk, sigara ve alkol 
kullanımı üzerine etkisi, üniversite son sınıf öğrencilerini inceleyen bir çalışma. Düşünen Adam: 
Psikiyatri ve Nörolojik Bilimler Dergisi, 20(2), 79-87. 



Education and Science 2018, Vol 43, No 195, 223-239 S. Özdemir 

 

238 

Parker, J. G., & Herrera, C. (1996). Interpersonal processes in friendship: A comparison of abused and 
non-abused children’s experiences. Developmental Psychology, 32, 1025-1038. 

Pesola, F., Shelton, K. H., Heron, J., Munafò, M., Hickman, M., & Van Den Bree, M. B. (2015). The 
developmental relationship between depressive symptoms in adolescence and harmful drinking 
in emerging adulthood: The role of peers and parents. Journal of Youth and Adolescence, 44(9), 1752-
1766. 

Pişkin, M. (2005). Okulda akran zorbalığı. Ankara Valiliği İl Milli Eğitim Müdürlüğü Özel Eğitim 
Rehberlik ve Psikolojik Danışma Hizmetleri Bölümü Okullarda Şiddet Paneli, Ankara. 

Purdie, V., & Downey, G. (2000). Rejection sensitivity and adolescent girls’ vulnerability to relationship-
centered difficulties. Child Maltreatment, 5(4), 338-349. 

Radliff, K. M., Wheaton, J. E., Robinson, K., & Morris, J. (2012). Illuminating the relationship between 
bullying and substance use among middle and high school youth. Addictive Behaviors, 37, 569-572. 

Rudolph, K. D., Lansford, J. E., Agoston, A. M., Sugimura, N., Schwartz, D., Dodge, K. A., ...  Bates, J. E. 
(2014). Peer victimization and social alienation: Predicting deviant peer affiliation in middle 
school. Child Development, 85(1), 124-139. 

Saçarçelik, G. G. (2009). Kasıtlı kendine zarar verme davranışı olan ergen ve genç erişkin hastalarda çocukluk 
çağı travmaları (Dissertation). Bakırköy Prof. Dr. Mazhar Osman Ruh Sağlığı ve Sinir Hastalıkları 
Eğitim ve Araştırma Hastanesi 13. Psikiyatri Birimi, İstanbul. 

Sadock, B. J., & Sadock, V. A. (2012). Kaplan ve Sadock çocuk ve ergen psikiyatrisi kısaltılmış temel kitabı (T. 
Türkbay, Trans.). Ankara: Güneş Tıp Kitabevleri. 

Sayıl, M., Kındap, Y., Bayar, Y., Bayraktar, F., Kurt, D., Tığrak, A., & Yaban, E. H. (2012). Ergenlik 
döneminde ebeveynlik ve ergenin psikososyal uyumu. Ankara: Hacettepe University Publishing. 

Shin, S. H., Edwards, E. M., & Heeren, T. (2009). Child abuse and neglect: relations to adolescent binge 
drinking in the national longitudinal study of adolescent health (AddHealth) study. Addictive 
Behaviors, 34(3), 277-280. 

Simpson, T. L., & Miller, W. R. (2002). Concomitance between childhood sexual and physical abuse and 
substance use problems: A review. Clinical Psychology Review, 22(1), 27-77. 

Siyez, D. M. (2012). Ergenlerde problem davranışlar: okul temelli önleme çalışmaları ile ilgili uygulama örnekleri. 
(1. Baskı), Ankara: Pegem Akademi. 

Siyez, D. M., & Aysan, F. (2007). Ergenlerde görülen problem davranışların psiko-sosyal risk faktörleri 
ve koruyucu faktörler açısından yordanması. Uludağ Üniversitesi Eğitim Fakültesi Dergisi, 20(1), 145-
171. 

Smith, K. Z., Smith, P. H., & Grekin, E. R. (2014). Childhood sexual abuse, distress, and alcohol-related 
problems: Moderation by drinking to cope. Psychology of Addictive Behaviors, 28(2), 532-537. 

Sousa, C., Herrenkohl, T. I., Moylan, C. A., Tajima, E. A., Klika, J. B., Herrenkohl, R. C., & Russo, M. J. 
(2011). Longitudinal study on the effects of child abuse and children’s exposure to domestic 
violence, parent-child attachments, and antisocial behavior in adolescence. Journal of Interpersonal 
Violence, 26(1), 111-136. 

Steinberg, L. (2004). Risk-taking in adolescence: What changes, and why?. Annals of the New York 
Academy of Sciences, 1021, 51-58. 

Şimşek, S., & Cenkseven Önder, F. (2011). Ergenlerde davranış problemlerinin, anne-babadan ve 
öğretmenlerden algılanan duygusal istismar açısından incelenmesi. İlköğretim Online, 10(3), 1124-
1137. 

Tabachnick, B. G., & Fidell, L. S. (2007). Using multivariate statistics (5th ed.). New York: Allyn and Bacon. 
Taussig, H. N., Harpin, S. B., & Maguire, S. A. (2014). Suicidality among preadolescent maltreated 

children in foster care. Child Maltreatment, 19(1), 17-26. 



Education and Science 2018, Vol 43, No 195, 223-239 S. Özdemir 

 

239 

Topitzes, J., Mersky, J. P., & Reynolds, A. J. (2010). Child maltreatment and adult cigarette smoking: A 
long-term developmental model. Journal of Pediatric Psychology, 35(5), 484-498. 

Topper, L. R., Castellanos-Ryan, N., Mackie, C., & Conrod, P. J. (2011). Adolescent bullying 
victimization and alcohol-related problem behavior mediated by coping drinking motives over a 
12 month period. Addictive Behaviors, 36, 6-13. 

Uludağlı, N. P., & Sayıl, M. (2009). Orta ve ileri ergenlik döneminde risk alma davranışı: Ebeveyn ve 
akranların rolü. Türk Psikoloji Yazıları, 12(23), 14-24. 

UNICEF. (2010). Türkiye’de çocuk istismarı ve aile içi şiddet araştırması özet raporu. Retrieved from 
http://www.unicef.org.tr/files/bilgimerkezi/doc/cocuk-istismari-raporu-tr.pdf  

Van Ryzin, M. J., Fosco, G. M., & Dishion, T. J. (2012). Family and peer predictors of substance use from 
early adolescence to early adulthood: An 11-year prospective analysis. Addictive Behaviors, 37(12), 
1314-1324. 

Veenstra, R., & Dijkstra, J. K. (2011). Transformations in peer networks. In B. Laursen, & W. A. Collins 
(Eds.), Relationship pathways: From adolescence to young adulthood. New York: Sage. 

Weiss, J. W., Mouttapa, M., Cen, S., Johnson, C. A., & Unger, J. (2011). Longitudinal effects of hostility, 
depression and bullying on adolescent smoking initiation. Journal of Adolescent Health, 48, 591-596. 

Wolfe, D. A., Wekerle, C., Reitzel-Jaffe, D., & Lefebvre, L. (1998). Factors associated with abusive 
relationships among maltreated and nonmaltreated youth. Development and Psychopathology, 10, 61-
85. 

Wongtongkam, N., Ward, P. R., Day, A., & Winefield, A. H. (2014). The influence of protective and risk 
factors in individual, peer and school domains on Thai adolescents' alcohol and illicit drug use: A 
survey. Addictive Behaviors, 39(10), 1447-1451. 

Yanık, M., & Özmen, M. (2002). Psikiyatri polikliniğine başvuran hastalarda çocukluk çağı kötüye 
kullanımı/ihmal yaşantıları ile intihar, kendine fiziksel zarar verme ve dissosiyatif belirtiler 
arasındaki ilişki. Anadolu Psikiyatri Dergisi, 3(3), 140-146. 

Zhu, J., Zhang, W., Yu, C., & Bao, Z. (2015). Early adolescent Internet game addiction in context: How 
parents, school, and peers impact youth. Computers in Human Behavior, 50, 159-168. 

Zhu, J., Yu, C., Zhang, W., Bao, Z., Jiang, Y., Chen, Y., & Zhen, S. (2016). Peer victimization, deviant peer 
affiliation and impulsivity: Predicting adolescent problem behaviors. Child Abuse & Neglect, 58, 39-
50. 



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


