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The most conmonly experienced behaviowrs...
Bilat One.
1. Experiencing negative clique groups
2. Being excluded from growp work. or social
ocutings
Having opinions belittied
Experiencing cruel looks
Being the target of nasty jokes

Bilot Twe:
Experiencing negative clique
groups
Being the target of nasty jokes
Being shouted at
Bting threatened or intimidated
Being made fun of

Summary and Next Steps
The two small samples surveved so far report very litde bullying experienced at university. The
newly ereated “Bullying at University Scale” will next be included in a larger questionnaire, which
also seeks to measure other factors of the ‘student’ experience. The online questionnaire will be
distributed to as many UK universities as possible i order to gain a larger sample; this will help

us achieve a more representative prevalence rate of student bullying and associated elfects.




