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Psychiatric distress and symptoms of
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ABSTRACT Distress and symptoms of Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder (PTSD) were investigated
among targets of experienced bullying ar work, that is, the exposure to persistent or recurrent
oppressive, offensive, abusive behaviour where the aggressor may be a superior or a colleague. The
participants in the present study were all recruited from rwo associations of bullied victims (n =102,
response rate =57%). A high level of distress and symptoms of PTSD was revealed in the sample,
both according to recommended cut point scores for HSCL-25, PTSS-10 and IES-R, and when
comparing the sample with traumatised samples. Three out of four victims reported an HSCL-25 level
higher than the recommended threshold for psychiatric disease. Sixry and 63% of the sample reported
a high level of IES wntrusion and IES avoidance, correspondingly. The level of bullying,
operationalised as the frequency of negative acts the individual had been exposed to at work, showed
a stronger interconnection with distress and PTSD than a more unspecified, subjective measure of
bullying, as well as the time since the bullying took place and the duration of the bullying episode.
Those sull being pestered reported a higher level of distress and PTSD than victims in which the
bullying episodes were terminated more than 1 year ago, but the findings were somewhat mixed.
Positive affectivity (PA) and especially negative affectivity (NA) contributed significantly to the
explained variance of distress and PTSD in various regression analysis models, but did not interact
with measures of bullying. Nor were mediator effects found between bullying, PA/NA and traumatic
stress reactions. Implications of the findings are discussed.

During the last decade there has been a growing awareness of the detrimental effects
on employee health and well-being caused by exposure to bullying and non-sexual
harassment in the workplace (Einarsen, 1999; Einarsen ez al., 2003; Hoel ez al.,
1999). Although studied by the use of many different concepts, such as ‘emotional
abuse at work’ (Keasly, 1998), ‘harassment at work’ (Brodsky, 1976; Einarsen &
Raknes, 1997), ‘bullying at work’ (Vartia, 1996), ‘mistreatment’ (Spratlen, 1995),
‘mobbing’ (Leymann, 1996; Zapf er al., 1996), ‘workplace aggression’ (Baron &
Neuman, 1996) or as ‘workplace incivility’ (Andersson & Pearson, 1999), compar-
able conclusions seem to be reached. Exposure to systematic and long-lasting
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verbal, non-physical, and non-sexual, abusive and aggressive behaviour at the
workplace may cause a host of negative health effects in the target. Although single
acts of aggression and harassment do occur fairly often in everyday interaction, they
seem to be associated with severe health problems when occurring on a regular basis
(Einarsen & Raknes, 1997; Leymann, 1987). Bullying at work is claimed to be an
extreme form of social stress at work (Zapf ez al., 1996). It is referred to as a more
crippling and devastating problem for employees than all other work-related stressors
put together (Wilson, 1991).

Bullying can be described as a certain subset of conflicts (Zapf & Gross, 2001),
and may be defined as the exposure to persistent or recurrent oppressive, offensive,
abusive, intimidating, malicious, or insulting behaviour by a superior or a colleague.
Feelings of being victimised from bullying at work seem to be associated with the
experience of (a) bullying behaviours being intentional, (b) a lack of opportunities to
evade it, and (c) these behaviours or sanctions as unfair or over-dimensioned
(Matthiesen et al., 2003). To be a victim of intentional and systematic psychological
harm by another person, real or perceived, seems to produce severe emotional
reactions such as fear, anxiety, helplessness, depression and shock (Mikkelsen &
Einarsen, 2002a,b). These reactions seem to be especially pronounced if the
perpetrator is in a position of power or the situation is an unavoidable or inescapable
one (Einarsen, 1999; Niedl, 1996). The workplace seems to be a setting where
people are especially vulnerable when facing aggression, abuse, or harassment
(Einarsen & Raknes, 1997). Victimisation, such as exposure to intense bullying at
work, may change the individual’s perceptions of their work-environment and life in
general to one of threat, danger, insecurity and self-questioning (cf. Janoff-Bulman,
1992), which may result in pervasive emotional, psychosomatic and psychiatric
problems (Leymann, 1990a).

In an interview study among 30 Irish victims, O’Moore and associates found
that all subjects reported anxiety, irritability, feelings of depression and paranoia as a
consequence of experiences of bullying at work (O’Moore et al., 1998). Also very
common were symptoms like mood swings, feelings of helplessness, a lowered self-
esteem, and a range of physical symptoms. Clinical observations of victims of
harassment at work have also shown other grave effects such as social isolation, social
maladjustment, psychosomatic illnesses, depressions, helplessness, anger, anxiety,
and despair (Leymann, 1990a). A study among a representative sample of
Norwegian assistant nurses showed a significant relationship between exposure to
on-going workplace harassment and an elevated level of burn-out, as well as a
lowered job satisfaction and a lowered psychological well-being (Einarsen ez al.,
1998).

On the basis of clinical observations and interviews with American victims of
work harassment, Brodsky (1976) identified three patterns of effects on the victims.
Some expressed their reaction by developing vague physical symptoms such as
weakness, loss of strength, chronic fatigue, pains and various aches. Others reacted
with depression and related symptoms such as impotence, lack of self-esteem, and
sleeplessness. A third group reacted with psychological symptoms such as hostility,
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hypersensitivity, memory problems, feelings of victimisation, nervousness, and the
avoidance of social contact.

In view of the particular symptom constellation presented above, it has been
argued that many victims of long term bullying at work may in fact suffer from Post-
Traumatic Stress Disorder (PTSD) (Bjorkqvist er al., 1994; Einarsen & Hellesay,
1998; Leymann, 1992). In a Finnish study of 350 university employees, 19 persons
subjected to victimisation by harassment were interviewed as a follow-up study
(Bjorkqvist ez al., 1994). The victims experienced high levels of insomnia, various
nervous symptoms such as anxiety, depression and aggression, melancholy, apathy,
lack of concentration and socio-phobia, leading the authors to conclude that these
victims portrayed symptoms reminiscent of PTSD. In his 1992 report, the Swedish
psychiatrist Heinz Leymann argued that PTSD probably was the correct diagnosis
for approximately 95% of a representative sample of 350 victims of bullying at work
(Leymann, 1992).

A host of studies (see e.g. Creamer, 2000) have suggested that victimisation
caused by the aggressive and violent behaviour of other fellow human beings
may produce high levels of distress and symptoms of post-traumatic stress even
long after the event actually happened. Studies also suggest that psychological or
physical abuse seems to be at least as traumatising as for example physical and
criminal forms of violence. Experiencing sexual assault made a larger impact on
PTSD symptomatology than combat exposure, according to a study of 160 army
women after returning from the Persian Gulf (Wolfe ez al., 1998). In another
investigation, 100 victims of harassment by stalking were interviewed to assess
the impact of the experience on their psychological, social, and interpersonal
functioning (Pathe & Mullen, 1997). The majority of the victims were subjected
to multiple forms of harassment such as being followed, repeatedly approached,
and bombarded with letters and telephone calls for periods varying from 1 month
to 20 years. Threats were perceived by 58%, whereas 34% were physically or
sexually assaulted. Increased levels of anxiety were reported by 83%. Intrusive
recollections and flashbacks were reported by 55%, while nightmares, appetite
disturbances, and depressed mood were commonly experienced. The criteria for a
diagnosis of Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder (PTSD) were fulfilled in 37% of the
cases.

Fontana and Rosenheck (1998) studied the relative impact of stress
from military duty and exposure to sexual harassment on the development of
PTSD among 327 female veterans. Sexual abuse and harassment were almost
four times as influential in the development of PTSD compared to other kinds
of duty-related stress. Using a liberal cutoff score, Vitanza ez al. (1995) diagnosed
73% of a group of psychological abused women as having severe symptoms of PTSD.
A Swedish study of PTSD in a group of 64 victims attending a rehabilitation
programme for victims of bullying at work revealed that most of these victims
were troubled with intrusive thoughts and avoidance reactions (Leymann &
Gustavson, 1996). A Danish study of 118 bullied victims found that 76% portrayed
symptoms indicating post-traumatic disorder (Mikkelsen & Einarsen, 2002a).
Interpersonal conflicts in general may also be linked to PTSD symptoms. In a
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Canadian study of 51 emergency personnel, a significant relationship was found
between the level of interpersonal conflicts, and symptoms of PTSD (Laposa et al.,
2003).

Only a few studies (Leymann & Gustavson, 1996; Mikkelsen & Einarsen,
2002a) have been published on the relationship between exposure to bullying and
symptoms of PTSD using a community sample. The aim of community studies is to
assess specific disorders, in this case symptoms of post-traumatic stress, among a
specified population, regardless of whether they have sought treatment or not
(Schlenger et al., 1997). The aim of the present study is therefore to examine the
level of psychiatric symptoms and symptoms of PTSD among former and current
victims of bullying at work, who has not necessarily sought medical or psychological
treatment.

The literature on post-traumatic stress focus primarily on factors such as
life-threatening menaces, object loss, physical harm and how hideous the critical
incident turned out to be, as the main risk elements in development of PTSD
(Davidson & Foa, 1993). This notion is however somewhat different from Dahl and
his colleagues (Dahl ez al., 1994), who claim that Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder
evolves if an event is perceived as threatening, scaring or awful, beyond a certain
level. The risk of PTSD is claimed to increase if the incident(s) are prolonged,
especially if adequate leadership is non-existent or social connections are lacking.
Traumatic episodes connected to man-made aggressive acts (injustice, assaults,
harassment) are argued to pose a greater risk than to incidents caused by accidents or
disasters (Dahl ez al., 1994). A study of post-traumatic stress among women abused
by their husbands concluded that psychological abuse even in rather subtle forms
seems to produce clear cut symptoms of PTSD (Vitanza et al., 1995). On the basis of
case studies, Scott and Stradling (1994) argue that enduring psychosocial stress in
the absence of one single acute and dramatic trauma may produce full symptoma-
tology of PTSD.

In a theoretical framework of trauma at work, Williams (1993) argues that
individual variables in personality and coping styles may have some overlap with
PTSD as in regard to emotional distress. Although the causal relationship between
individual differences and victimisation from bullying is a debatable one (Einarsen,
1999, 2000; Leymann, 1990a, 1996), victims of bullying at work do differ from non-
bullied workers on a range of factors. For instance, Vartia (1996) found a high level
of negative affectivity among a group of Finnish victims of bullying at work, while
Zapf (1999) found German victims of bullying to be high on negative and low on
positive affectivity compared to a control group. Experiences of negative social
interactions in general seems to be associated with an increase in negative affectivity
as well as low self-esteem and many dysfunctional attitudes (Lakey ez al., 1994).
While Zapf (1999) argues that these characteristic may have caused bullying in the
first place, other researchers (Mikkelsen & Einarsen, 2002b) claim that negative
affectivity acts as a mediator and thus accounts for the relation between the
victimisation and symptomatology by explaining how bullying takes on a psycholo-
gical meaning. In a study of battered women the relationship between exposure to
abuse and PTSD to a certain degree depended on vulnerability factors of
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psychological dysfunctions such as cognitive failure and private self-consciousness
(Saunders, 1994). The former is defined as the tendency to have perception and
memory failures as well as engaging in misdirected action, while the latter refers to
people who tend toward a self-analysis manner, focusing on their own perceptions,
feelings and thoughts. Both concepts are considered to result from the excessive
worry and anxiety caused by a highly threatening situation, hence they may be seen
as partial mediators of the relationship between the experience of abuse and the
evolving post-traumatic stress symptoms.

In the present study we will include the concepts of negative and positive
affectivity as such possible mediating factors. Research has demonstrated those two
independent dispositional variables to comprise the dominant factors of emotional
experience (Watson, 1988). Negative affectivity (NA) is seen as a general factor of
subjective distress and comprises a broad range of aversive mood states, including
distress, nervousness, fear, anger and guilt. Individuals high in negative affectivity
often focus on the negative sides of life and tend to have negative views of themselves,
other people and the world in general. Positive affectivity (PA) reflects one’s level of
pleasurable engagement with the environment. High PA is composed of terms
reflecting enthusiasm, energy, mental alertness and determination (e.g. excited,
active, attentive, determined). Low PA is best defined by descriptors reflecting
fatigue and depression (e.g. sluggish, sad). Positive and negative affectivity
correspond roughly with the dominant factors extraversion and anxiety/neuroticism
(Watson et al., 1988).

The idea followed in many studies of work-related stress is that the tendency to
experience positive and negative affect represents a stable, dispositional trait which
may confound relationships between stressors and strain (Watson & Clark, 1984).
However, exposure to bullying may also justify, enhance or even create a negative
world-view and a negative emotional state, as proposed by the framework presented
by Janoff-Bulman (1992). The core problem of bullying at work is that it undermines
the target’s sense of being a valuable and competent person living in a safe and caring
environment (Keasly ez al., 1997; Leymann, 1990a). Distressed and dissatisfied with
themselves, victims may focus on and magnify potential threats from their
surroundings. Enhanced levels of state negative affectivity, as well as a lowered state
of positive affect, may then initiate increased use of maladaptive coping strategies in
turn causing higher levels of reported psychological symptoms and psychosomatic
complaints (Costa & McCrae, 1980). Evidence that major stressful life events may
increase symptomatology by increasing negative evaluations of others and self has
been presented by Lakey and Edmundson (1993) and may easily be derived from the
work of Janoff-Bulman (1992) as proposed by Mikkelsen and Einarsen (2002a). The
aim of this study is to examine the level of psychiatric symptoms and symptoms of
PTSD among current and former victims of bullying at work using a community
sample. Second, we inquire how the PTSD symptoms relate to the kinds of bullying
experienced by the victim and the duration of and time since the termination of the
bullying. And third, we examine the role of state negative and positive affectivity as
possible mediators or moderators in this stressor—strain relationship.
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Method
Procedure

The 102 participants in the study were recruited among members of two Norwegian
national associations against bullying at work. In total, 180 victims of on-going or
prior exposure to bullying at work were members of these associations, by the onset
of the survey. They all got a survey questionnaire, distributed by the two associations
(by mail). Attached to the questionnaire was a letter of recommendation from the
heads of the associations. The questionnaires were anonymously returned directly to
the researchers.

Subjects

Mean age of the sample was 51.6 years (range 30—74 years). Seventy-four percent of
the sample were women. The major part of the participants worked or had worked in
administrative or clerical jobs (38%), health services (28%), or education (13%).
Only a limited part of the sample were in fact still employed (33%), whereas 17%
were on sick-leave, 12% were unemployed (the unemployment rate in Norway was
only some 3% at that particular time) and 10% had retired. In addition, one out of
four (26%) were disabled pensioners. The sample had a high educational level,
where 60% had a university degrees or college degree, mostly on an undergraduate
level. Sixty-three percent of the respondents had been exposed to bullying for a
period of 2 years or more. Almost one in four (22%) were still exposed to bullying, or
the bullying took place less than 6 years ago (6%) when the survey was carried out.
Almost one in three (30%) were hit by bullying more than 5 years ago. The most
frequent kinds of bullying reported were ostracism (social isolation), being
devaluated, holding back information, calumniation, and frequent attacks or
criticism against one’s person.

Instruments

Bullying was measured in two ways. First, the following definition of workplace
bullying was introduced to the respondents:

‘Bullying takes place when one or more persons systematically and over
time feel that they have been subjected to negative treatment on the part of
one or more persons, in a situation in which the person(s) exposed to the
treatment have difficulty in defending themselves against them. It is not
bullying when two equal strong opponents are in conflict with each other’
(Einarsen et al., 1994).

Following this, the respondents were asked, ‘Have you been exposed to bullying at
work?’ with three response alternatives (no, yes to some extent, and yes to a great
extent). A quantitative measure of bullying, the Norwegian version of the 22-item
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Negative Acts Questionnaire (NAQ; Einarsen & Raknes, 1997; Einarsen et al.,
1994), was also used. The NAQ consists of 22 items referring to specific kinds of
bullying behaviours, such as exposure to excessive teasing, insulting remarks, social
exclusion, verbal abuse, threats of being fired or redundant, and slanders or rumours
about oneself. The respondents were asked if they had been exposed to any of these
behaviours during the time they were targets of bullying, with the following response
alternatives: never, occasionally, weekly, or daily.

Factor analysis has earlier revealed that the NAQ scale consists of two
distinct subfactors, which were labelled ‘personal derogation’ and ‘work-related
harassment’ (Einarsen & Raknes, 1997). In the present study, however, the
NAQ score of each person was summed up to a single total measure of the intensity
of the experienced bullying behaviours. Cronbach’s alpha for NAQ was found to be
0.85.

Symptoms of post-traumatic stress were measured by the Impact of Event Scale,
IES-R, the 22-item version (Weiss & Marmar, 1997), and the Post-Traumatic Stress
Scale, PTSS-10 (Raphael et al., 1989). The Impact of Event Scale Revised is a 22-
item scale assessing three dimensions of symptoms often reported after trauma. The
intrusion dimension consists of symptoms like intrusive memories, thoughts and
emotions. The avoidance dimension measures symptoms related to avoiding
memories and places, as well as denial. The newly added third dimension of the
scale reflects hyperarousal, a strong kind of mental and bodily alertness. The four
categories of IES was scored as 0, 1, 3, 5 according to standard scoring procedures
(Horowitz, 1979; Weiss & Marmar, 1997). Cronbach alpha for the three subscales
was found to be 0.81, 0.90 and 0.82, respectively. Horowitz (1979) divides the scores
of IES (both intrusion and avoidance subscales) into three groups, with low,
moderate and high level of post-traumatic stress (with respectively 0—9 points, 9—-19
points, and 20 or more stress points). The cut point scoring procedures for the IES
were applied, since IES-R does not have established separate cut point scores for the
three subscales. In addition, the three subscales of IES were summed up to a single
measure of post-traumatic stress. Here, a cut point threshold of 35 was applied, in
line with Neal and associates (Neal er al., 1994). Cronbach’s alpha for the overall
summed up scale was 0.94.

The PTSS-10 is a questionnaire assessing 10 common symptoms of PTSD
(Raphael et al., 1989). The measure range is from 1 (never/seldom) to 7 (very often).
Cronbach’s alpha was found to be 0.91 in the present study. Raphael ez al.
operationalise PTSD to be a PTSS-10 score of four or more on at least four items.

Psychiatric symptoms was measured by the Hopkins Symptom Checklist,
HSCL (25-item version) originally developed by Derogatis and his co-workers
(Derogatis et al., 1974). The scale measures psychological symptoms of anxiety,
depression and somatisation and was used as a measurement for psychiatric distress
in the present study. The items in this scale are scored on a 4-point scale ranging
from not at all, a little bit, quite a bit and very much. The scale had a very high
internal stability in the present study with a Cronbach’s alpha of 0.96. A convention
is to use 1.75 as the cut point threshold of ‘cases’, indicating severe psychological
distress (Winokur et al., 1984).
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Positive and negative affect was investigated by the use of the Positive and
Negative Affectivity Scale (PANAS), which consist of respectively 10+ 10 items to
measure the two affect concepts (Watson ez al., 1988). Both of the two affectivity
scales had a Cronbach’s alpha of 0.90. The respondents were asked about their
reactions for the last couple of weeks. Hence, the inventory measured a state
condition of positive and negative affectivity.

Comparison groups

The level of post-traumatic stress and psychiatric symptoms among victims of
bullying was compared with several other contrast samples, by the means of IES and
HSCL. The contrast samples were:

a. A contrast group of medical students, exposed to a high level of temporary stress
(their first autopsy); 96 students (58% female) participated (Eid ez al., 1999).
Eid and his associates conducted their study to establish a Norwegian control
group which can be contrasted against other groups. They argue that their
sample is stressed, but not traumatised.

b. Postal employees (n =144, 88% female), all affected by a organisational
downsising process (Myrvang & Stokke, 1997).

c. Recently divorced persons living in five different counties in Norway received a
six pages questionnaire along with their official divorce decree during a period of
4 months. In total, 658 separated persons (58% female) participated (Thuen,
2000).

d. A population study, in which 2,015 individuals were personally interviewed
(53% female) from a borough in Oslo and the islands of Lofoten in northern
Norway (Sandanger er al., 1998). Out of these, 797 (40%) were classified as
‘possible psychiatric cases’, after a HSCL-25 recommendation of 1.55+
(Richels et al., 1976). Of these, 617 participated in a follow-up study. Thus,
the follow-up study comprise the comparison group for the present study.

e. Thirty-six parents (50% female) of children in a major bus disaster, in which 12
school children and three accompanying parents died (Winje, 1996). The post-
traumatic stress responses of these parents 1 year after the accident will be
compared with the victims of bullying.

f. War zone personnel (=213, United Nation observers/medical helpers), all
from Norway, interviewed about 1 year after their service in the Bosnia conflict
(Andersen & Tysland, 1998).

The bullied victims were compared to group (a) on PTSS-10, groups (b)—(d) on
HSCL-25, and to groups (e)—(f) by the use of IES-R.
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Statistics

The statistical analyses were conducted by the use of SPSS, version 8. The following
statistical procedures were used: frequency, one way ANOVA, correlation and partial
correlation analysis, and multiple linear regression.

Results

Mean PTSS item stress scores of the bullied victims is compared with the
comparison group of medical students (Fig. 1, part A). The bullied victims score
markedly higher on all items (p <0.001 for all z-test comparisons). It is also
worthwhile to note that post-traumatic symptoms with the highest scores are
depressive thoughts, isolation tendencies, fluctuating feelings, fear for reminding
situations and general bodily tension.

Level of psychiatric distress in the bullied sample, as measured by the HSCL-25,
was then compared with postal employees experiencing organisational transition, a
sample of separated/divorced persons, and a group of possible psychiatric cases
(Myrvang & Stokke, 1997; Raphael ez al., 1989; Sandanger ez al., 1998). Bullied
victims reported higher levels of psychiatric distress than the three contrast groups
(part B of Fig. 1). The bullied group reported a mean HSCL-25 level of 2.25,
whereas the mean scores for the other three groups were 1.51, 1.43 and 1.30,
correspondingly. Parts C and D of Fig. 1 comprises mean post-traumatic stress
scores for Impact of Event Scale (intrusion and avoidance sub-indexes). The victims
of bullying were compared with the parents of school children involved in a bus
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FiGg. 1. PTSD symptoms (PTSS-10, IES intrusion IES avoidance) and psychiatric symptoms (HSCL-
25) among bullied victims, as compared with several other Norwegian samples.
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accident, United Nation personnel 1 year after returning from war zone, and the
group of medical students (Andersen & Tysland, 1998; Eid er al., 1999; Winje,
1996). Bullied victims report a mean intrusion and avoidance level of 24.16 and
21.05, respectively. The post-traumatic stress scores among victims of bullying were
higher than for all the other three groups.

Table 1 constitutes an estimate of how many of the bullied victims who are
troubled with psychiatric distress and PTSD, according to critical cut point scores.
The overall picture given by HSCL-25, PTSS-10 and IES-R is quite the same. A
majority of the sample, between 60% and 77%, score above the cut point threshold,
indicating severe psychiatric distress and PTSD (scores of distress indicating PTSD).
Using IES as an overall measure (the three subscales added together) revealed that
72% of the respondents exceeded the recommended cut point threshold.

The second aim of this article was to investigate the association between
characteristics of the bullying experience, and the level of reported psychiatric
distress and PTSD (Table 2).

Weak interrelationships were found between the subjective feeling of being
victimised, number of reported bullies, if one were bullied by a leader or not, the
length of the bullying episode and the chosen post-traumatic stress indicators (r =
varies between 0.19 and 0.05, p =ns for all of the correlations). However, the amount
and kind of specific behaviours experienced in connection with bullying (summed up
to an index) showed stronger interrelationship with psychiatric distress and PTSD.
Victims reporting the highest exposure to specific negative acts during the bullying
episode reported more post-traumatic stress and psychiatric distress than respon-
dents exposed to fewer negative acts (all rs are significant, and varied between 0.28
and 0.41). Victims with the longest time interval since the bullying occurred were
troubled the least (r= —0.24, p <0.05).

Exposure to negative acts was more thoroughly investigated, correlating each of
the 22 specific negative acts with psychiatric distress and PTSD (Table 3). Seven of
the negative acts correlated significantly with the stress indices. Ridiculing, hostile or
dismissive attitude, ignoring, downgrading or declaring the person incapable due to
age or gender, exploitation and sanctions due to working style (working to much or

TaBLE 1. Estimated PTSD and psychological distress among bullied victims; conventional cut
point scores for IES-R, PTSS-10 and HSCL-25

Scales n %
HSCL-25 Low 23 23.5
High 75 76.5
PTSS-10 Not PTSD 26 25.5
PTSD 76 74.5
IES intrusion Low 12 12.0
Moderate 25 25.0
High 63 63.0
IES avoidance Low 14 14.0
Moderate 26 26.0

High 60 60.0
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TaBLE 2. The relationship between bulling, post-traumatic stress and mental distress (Pearson’s r

correlations)
PTSS-10 IES IES IES HSCL-25
intrusion avoidance hyperarousal
Feeling of being bullied® 0.15 0.19 0.12 0.16 0.12
Negative acts® 0.39%** 0.41*%** 0.36** 0.35** 0.28*
Number who bullied 0.20 0.14 0.15 0.19 0.08
Bullied by leader(s)® 0.15 0.06 0.05 0.09 0.09
Length of bullying 0.08 0.09 0.16 0.09 0.05
Time period since bullying —0.21 —0.24% —0.14 —0.29% —0.21

Note: *p <0.05, **p <0.01, ***p <0.001.

1) Feeling of being bullied is a dummy-variable, and comprises two levels: bullied to a certain
extent, and strongly bullied.

2) Negative acts consists of 22 negative acts, summed to an index.

3) Dicotimised variable (bullied exclusively by leader(s) vs. bullied by others).

to little) were the only negative acts that were significantly linked to the psychiatric
distress and PTSD (rs varied between 0.21 and 0.37). Downgrading or declaring the
person incapable due to gender had the most consistent relation with the measures of
psychiatric distress and PTSD (p <0.01 for all of the correlations).

Time passing by

The possible effect of the passing of time is an interesting one in relation to PTSD.
Only one in five (22%) of the sample reported to be bullied at present. This group
was compared with victims exposed to bullying more than 1 year ago (66%). The
group in between (bullied less than 1 year ago but not being bullied at present) was
excluded from this analysis.

Those bullied at present reported a higher level of IES intrusion and IES
hyperarousal than those bullied more than 1 year ago (p <0.05 for the two z-tests).
No significant differences were found in PTSS-10, HSCL-25 or IES avoidance
(Table 4). An interesting point is that the mean levels of psychiatric distress and
PTSD pass the critical cut point score for both the dichotomised groups of bullied
victims (HSCL-25, IES intrusion, IES avoidance). Multivariate analyses were also
conducted, to achieve an overall picture of the association between PTSD symptoms
and the time variable (consisting of six categories, not dichotomised). The three IES
measures were added as dependent variables. The overall association was not found
to be significant (p >0.05).

The final issue addressed in this study is whether positive and negative affectivity
(state PA and state NA) may moderate or mediate the association between bullying
and psychiatric distress/PTSD. The possible moderating effects of state PA and state
NA were investigated by the use of multiple regression, whereas the mediator effects
were examined by partial correlation analysis. Table 5 gives an overview of a series of
regression models, in which psychiatric distress and PTSD were applied as
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dependent variables. Time since bullying and negative acts is stepwise entered into
various regression models as predictors, followed by PA and NA.

Time since bullying occurred and the specific negative acts explain between 8%
and 12% of the variance in the criteria variables. Positive and especially negative
affectivity gives substantial contribution to the regression models (all beta values for
NA were in the range 0.34 to 0.57, the amount of explained variance increased
between 13 and 53%, when PA and NA was added to the models). Reversed multiple
regression models were also conducted, that is, with positive and negative affectivity
entered into the models as step 1 and the two bullying variables as step 2. Controlled
for the positive and negative affect, the variable combination amount of bullying and
time since bullying took place gave a significant increase in the regression models
predicting post-traumatic stress symptoms: IES (p <0.05, R? change, all three
subscales) and PTSS. Bullying did not, however, predict psychiatric distress
measured by HSCL-25. At most, the two bullying predictors added 9% increase
to the models (IES avoidance). All five regression models were tested for an
interaction between PA and NA and the two measures on bullying (all combina-
tions). Only one interaction turned out to give a significant contribution to explain
variance. The interaction effect between PA and time since bullying occurred gave a
2% increase in the explained variance of psychiatric distress.

Zero-order and second-order partial correlation analysis (pr), respectively, were
conducted to examine possible mediator effects of PA or NA related to the link
between bullying and traumatic stress reactions. The partial control thus consists of
the PA and NA variables in the second-order partial analysis. A considerable
difference between the two correlation coefficients may be interpreted as mediator
effects of PA and NA. The difference between zero-order and second-order
correlations were found to be modest, however: PTSS (r=0.27, pr=0.23), IES
avoidance (r=0.31, pr=0.28), IES intrusion (r=0.24, pr =0.19), IES hyperarousal
(r=0.26, pr=0.22) and HSCL-25 (r=0.20, pr =0.14). Thus, in sum our study does

TaBLE 3. The relationship between various negative acts, psychological functioning and post-
traumatic stress; zero-order correlations (Pearson’s r)

PTSS-10 IES IES IES HSCL-25
intrusion avoidance hyperarousal
Ridiculing 0.33** 0.12 0.09 0.15 0.31**
Hostile/dismissive 0.21* 0.23* 0.20 0.28** 0.07
attitude
Ignoring 0.15 0.20 0.11 0.24* 0.10
Downgrading 0.20 0.20 0.10 0.08 0.23*
due to age
Downgrading 0.32%* 0.33%** (. 37***x 0.27** 0.37**
due to gender
Exploiting 0.26** 0.22* 0.21%* 0.21* 0.36**
Negative reactions because 0.28** 0.21* 0.05 0.18 0.22%

of working too much/too little

Note: *p <0.05, **p <0.01, ***p <0.001; n varies between 90 and 100.
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TaABLE 4. Post-traumatic stress and psychological distress; comparison of victims bullied at present
vs. victims bullied one year ago or later (Student’s ¢ tests)

Bullied now Bullied before t df P

M SD M SD
HSCL-25 2.45 0.49 2.15 0.69 1.79 1/83 ns
PTSS-10 45.81 14.74 39.00 16.27 1.74 1/86  ns
IES intrusion 27.04 6.44 20.76 10.90 2.55 1/85 <0.05
IES avoidance 22.61 9.24 19.52 10.12 1.24 1/85 ns
IES hyperarousal 25.07 7.72 18.97 11.01 2.35 1/85 <0.05

TABLE 5. Multiple regression models with time since bullying occurred, negative acts, positive
affectivity (PA) and negative affective (NA) as predictors, and with measures of psychological
distress and post-traumatic stress as criteria variables; strongest (if significant) interactional term is
included in each model

beta R2 RZ Change FChange
PTSS-10
Time —0.23 0.05 0.05 5.73%
Amount of bullying 0.29 0.12 0.07 9.61**
PA —0.43 0.30 0.18 26.06***
NA 0.50 0.49 0.19 37.66%**
IES intrusion
Time —0.17 0.02 0.02 2.96
Amount of bullying 0.33 0.12 0.10 12.31%**
PA —0.20 0.16 0.04 4.58*
NA 0.35 0.24 0.08 11.74%**
IES avoidance
Time —0.38 0.06 0.06 7.72%%
Amount of bullying 0.11 0.11 0.05 6.13*
PA —0.11 0.21 0.10 13.96***
NA 0.34 0.43 0.22 37.66%*%
IES hyperarousal
Time —0.25 0.05 0.05 6.87*%
Amount of bullying 0.28 0.12 0.07 8.92**
PA —0.34 0.24 0.10 15.09***
NA 0.57 0.48 0.24 46.63%**
HSCL-25
Time —0.24 0.05 0.05 6.09%
Amount of bullying —0.20 0.09 0.04 4.37%
PA —0.57 0.36 0.27 44.24%**
NA 0.57 0.61 0.25 62.44%*%
PA x time —0.44 0.64 0.03 6.69*

*p <0.05, **p <0.01, ***p <0.001.
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not confirm moderating or mediating effect of state PA and state NA regarding the
bullying—traumatic stress connection.

Discussion

Information about the prevalence of PTSD among victims of bullying may be useful
in order to inform health care professionals as well as the legal system of the possible
extreme consequences of such experiences. The description of specific symptoms
may also benefit victims directly by informing them of symptoms experienced by
others. In itself this may reduce any anxiety and fear of ‘going crazy’ (Saunders,
1994). Practitioners also need to be informed of the symptoms displayed by victims
of bullying, thus preventing the misdiagnosis that often seems to occur when victims
seek medical or psychological treatment (Einarsen, 2000; Leymann & Gustavson,
1996). Many victims may be incorrectly diagnosed by professionals receiving
diagnoses such as paranoia, manic depression, or character disturbance (Leymann
& Gustavson, 1996) which may give rise to further stigmatisation. The frequency
and intensity of post-trauma symptoms diminish gradually over time, although the
symptoms may never completely disappear (Foa & Riggs, 1995). This decline was
demonstrated in two research studies examining changes in the prevalence of PTSD
following assault (Foa & Riggs, 1995; Rothbaum ez al., 1992). In both studies female
victims of rape and non-sexual assault were assessed repeatedly over a period of 3
months, with the onset of assessment starting about 14 days after the traumatic
event. It was found that 94% of rape victims and 76% of non-sexual assault victims
met symptom criteria for PTSD at the initial assessment, diminishing to,
respectively, 47% and 22% after 11 weeks.

Several studies have demonstrated that bullying at work poses a serious threat to
the health and well-being of those at the receiving end (Einarsen ez al., 1996; Zapf ez
al., 1996). Delayed injuries of bullying, in which the victim perhaps has retired from
active work, has been investigated to a very limited extent so far. The notion that
victims of bullying are exposed to such health hazards causing Post-Traumatic Stress
Disorder has, with a few exceptions (see e.g. Leymann & Gustavson, 1996;
Mikkelsen & Einarsen, 2002a), not been investigated. The present study indicates
that psychiatric distress and PTSD may be widespread among victims of bullying at
work. Some three out of four respondents scored above the recommended IES and
PTSS threshold for PTSD. Comparison with a host of other samples, like separated
or divorced people, war zone personnel, postal employees after an organisational
downsize, and a sample of possible psychiatric cases, indicates that our sample of
bullied victims portrays an especially high level of stress. The findings should not be
interpreted as indicating that exposure to bullying is worse than the aftermath of
losing your kids in a bus accident, or being traumatised in a war zone.

According to Janoff-Bulman (1992), post-traumatic stress following victimisa-
tion is largely due to the shattering of basic assumptions victims hold about
themselves and the world, in which the feeling of personal invulnerability constitutes
an important part. The sense of invulnerability is tied to the three core beliefs: (a) the
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world as benevolent, (b) the world as meaningful, and (c) the self as worthy. Also, the
just world hypothesis (Lerner, 1980), that is, our need to believe that we live in a
world where people get what they deserve and deserve what they get, seems to be
shattered by the experience of being bullied. The belief in a just world and the three
core beliefs enables the individual to confront the physical and social environment as
if it were stable, orderly, coherent, safe and friendly. A traumatic event presents
information that is incompatible with these existing mental models, or schemas
(Horowitz, 1975, 1979).

This incongruity gives rise to stress responses requiring reappraisal and revision
of the schemas. The person tends to use avoidance strategies in order to ward off
distressing thoughts, images and feelings caused by the incident, thus giving the
control system tolerable doses of information. Phases of intrusion and avoidance
occur as the person attempts to process or ‘work through’ the experience (Horowitz,
1975). The bullied victim may repeatedly re-experience the most humiliating or
frustrating aggressive events for his/her ‘inner eye’, or the person may systematically
avoid certain work situations, be it lunch breaks, meetings or other people while at
work. They may even experience it as difficult to approach or pass a former
workplace, as described in one particular case study (Einarsen & Hellesoy, 1998). A
traumatised and stigmatised person may, due to excessive bullying at work, have a
strong shattered experience of the world as not being a just, meaningful and
benevolent place, with a strong anticipation of future misfortune to come. These
experiences can be induced later on, for instance, after the person has ended his/her
job or even the job career. Following may be a state of extreme anxiety and
hyperarousal, in the long run causing a breakdown of basic psycho-biological
systems.

It is tempting to assume that the bullied victims are particularly hit by the
shattering of the world as not being a benevolent place, and poor self-esteem after the
devastating incidents. Another important assumption is the just world hypothesis
(Lerner, 1980). People have a need to believe that they live in a world where people
get what they deserve and deserve what they get. The belief in a just world enables
the individual to confront the physical and social environment as if it were stable and
orderly. A traumatised person experiencing bullying at work may have a strong
shattered experience of the world as not being a just place, with a strong anticipation
of future misfortune to come (Mikkelsen & Einarsen, 2002a). Traditionally, PTSD is
regarded as a postponed negative health effect after the exposure to one shocking,
stultifying stressor, e.g. an accident. The traumatic event can usually not be
predicted, with natural disasters, mechanical failures or human errors typically
being the triggering factors.

Bullying, at work or at school, is a somewhat different phenomenon, since it is a
cumulative trauma (type 2 trauma). Jarring personal chemistry, escalating conflict
episodes and dismissive interpersonal behaviour may gradually turn into mortifying
bullying (Einarsen, 1999). The disaster is socially created, and at least on the
psychologically level the victim feels that s/he cannot escape from this devastating
traumatic situation. Other studies have demonstrated that being forced to stay in a
life situation filled with traumatic episodes for a long time may result in PTSD, e.g.
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study findings from concentration camp survivors (Eitinger & Strem, 1973).
Learned helplessness (Seligman, 1975), a sense of being unable to cope with
destiny, may be a reaction bullied victims and concentration camp prisoners have in
common, with PTSD as a negative health after effect.

Respondents who reported exposure to many different kinds of specific negative
acts are troubled the most with post-traumatic stress. A somewhat surprising finding
was the modest relationship between ‘being bullied by leaders’ and post-traumatic
stress. Other studies have found that individuals to a great extent are struck by health
complaints when bullied by their superiors (Bjorkqvist ez al., 1994). Leaders are
influential and possess more power than colleagues, which means that they can exert
sanctions against the victim as part of a conflict process. Bullying by superiors seems
to be widespread among the participants of this study. It is possible that modest
interrelationships between leadership harassment and post-traumatic stress was due
to a relatively homogenous sample. Length of bullying was not associated with post-
traumatic stress, which could be explained with a homogeneous sample, with low
between subject variance.

Victimisation from bullying comprises a subjective experience. All types of
situations can in principle be experienced as conflict episodes, according to Thomas’
(1976) conflict definition. Most kinds of behaviours perceived as negative and
directed at a person with a perceived aim to be hurtful may also lead to a perception
of being bullied, at least if they are exhibited over a prolonged period of time
(Einarsen et al., 2003). Irrespective of this is it of crucial importance to gather
information about negative acts that causes perceptions of being bullied, and PTSD
in the next round. In his work Leymann (1990b) lists 47 negative acts potentially to
perceived as precursors of bullying, whereas this survey maps 22 negative acts (the
measure of NAQ), chosen from clinical and empirical experience. It is possible,
however, that certain kinds of negative acts are experienced as more stressful than
others. In the present study downgrading or incapasiting due to gender correlates
quite strongly with post-traumatic stress. An adjacent finding is the revealed link
between working style and traumatic stress. Downgrading due to gender and bullying
because of working style could be seen as different expressions of tension between
male and female employees at work.

Post-traumatic stress implies that the health weakening symptoms persist, or
emerge with new intensity long after the actual trauma has ceased. Although this
survey revealed that symptoms weakened somewhat as time goes by, the effect of
time relationship was moderate. The small differences between victims exposed to
present bullying and victims in which the bullying ceased more than a year ago
support a notion that time only to a limited extent heals all wounds. The relationship
between bullying and positive and negative affectivity has been demonstrated in
previous research (Mikkelsen & Einarsen, 2002a). Negative affectivity has been seen
as an important source of ‘emotional dissonance’ in organisations, and is linked to
role conflict (Abraham, 1998). It has been found, furthermore, that negative
affectivity also co-varies with interpersonal conflicts (Spector & O’Connell, 1994).
Positive affectivity corresponds with, for example, organisational commitment
(Cropanzano et al., 1993) and prosocial behaviour (Lawton et al., 1997). It has
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been argued that negative affectivity should be applied as a control variable within
stress research, because NA could reveal spurious relationship between strain and
stress reactions, as stated by Watson and Clark (1984) in their seminal work. An
example of such interrelationships could be the perception of exposure to negative
acts at work, as seen in bullying. In this study it was unveiled that weak (non-
significant) interaction effects between all combinations of PA, NA and the most
important bullying predictors related to post-traumatic stress. The mediator effects
of PA and NA were also modest. These findings stultify the notion that NA modifies
most interconnections between strain and reaction measures, and is in line with
Mikkelsen and Einarsen (2002b).

Still, NA seems to have a stronger direct effect on the PTSD-indicators than
does PA. These findings support previous research, where NA co-varies the most
with stress and health indicators, and PA with satisfaction and well-being indicators
(Watson, 1988). Also found is a stronger interrelationship between post-traumatic
avoidance and hyperarousal reactions, compared with post-traumatic intrusional
thoughts and flashbacks. This could indicate that it is particularly bullied victims
characterised by an evasive behaviour, and strong stress arousal, who are struck by
PTSD problems.

Conclusion

Using established tests of PTSD, a very high level of post-traumatic stress symptoms
was revealed in the present study. This finding corresponds with previous research
(Leymann & Gustavson, 1996; Mikkelsen & Einarsen, 2002a). A majority of the
respondents exceed recommended threshold-values indicating PTSD. It is important
to underline that our findings are only indicators of PTSD problems among the
victims, since we did not undertake diagnostic interviews with the respondents. It
remains a debatable question whether PTSD is an appropriate psychiatric diagnosis
in the case of bullying at work, at least according to the criteria of DSM-IV. In our
opinion, one should evaluate this aspect in an open-minded manner, since the PTSD
diagnosis and DSM have undergone several revisions over the course of time.
Other methodological constraints must also be considered in the interpretation
of the present findings. The participants comprise a selected group: they have all
been recruited from two associations of bullied victims. The sample could consist of
more injured people than what is typical for victims of bullying. It is reasonable, on
the other hand, to assume that many individuals exposed to bullying at work do not
have sufficient go-ahead spirit or strength to seek allies, e.g. by forming or contacting
a bullying association. Many bullied victims express feelings of emotional constric-
tion after being a victim of bullying. They refuse to confide in someone what they
experience at work, male victims in particular (Einarsen ez al., 1994). The present
sample consists on average of quite educated people, most women, working in white
collar professions. However, an other study revealed that blue collar workers are
more exposed to bullying than others (Einarsen & Skogstad, 1996). Hence, the
participants of this study may not comprise a representative sample. Social
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desirability (Crowne & Marlowe, 1964) represents another issue to be taken into
consideration. Sceptics may claim that it is reasonable to assume that the participants
in the present study, being members of bullied victims associations, consciously or
unconsciously will express their feelings in a particularly negative light, in order to
finally gain the attention their problems deserve.

As illuminated by this article, PTSD related to bullying at work constitutes a
research field with scarce research attention so far. The field deserves follow-up
studies. Longitudinal research should be conducted in particular, since the time
factor is essential for our understanding of the progress of PTSD. A suggestion for
follow-up studies, also, is that diagnostic interviews are implemented as part of the
research design, as, for instance, performed by Dyregrov and associates in their
studies among war children (Dyregrov ez al., 2000, 2002).

Irrespective of PTSD, the topic of bullying at work lacks longitudinal research
designs, which should be applied during the forthcoming years. Particularly,
personality issues should be investigated. Some victims of bullying may be more
vulnerable than others, as indicated in a previous study (Matthiesen & Einarsen,
2001). Correspondingly, the strong direct link found between negative affectivity and
PTSD symptoms in this study may indicate that there is a strong personality
component in the phenomenology of bullying.

Acknowledgements

The authors want to thank the respondents who participated in the study, and the
members of two bullying associations in Norway. We also owe appreciation to Atle
Dyregrov, Michael Sheehan, and two anonymous reviewers for helpful suggestions
and comments, and Jarle Eid for providing some of the contrast group data.

References

ABraHAM, R. (1998). Emotional dissonance in organizations: antecedents, consequences, and
moderators. Genetic, Social and General Psychology Monographs, 124 (2), 229-246.

ANDERSEN, A. & TysrLaND, I. (1998). Krigens skjulte ofre—hvem er de? (The hidden victims of the
war—who are they?) Unpublished report, University of Bergen, Norway.

ANDERSsSON, L.M. & Pearson, C.M. (1999). Tit for tat? The spiraling effect of incivility in the
workplace. Academy of Management Review, 24, 452—-471.

BaronN, R A. & NEumaN, J.H. (1996). Workplace violence and workplace aggression: evidence on their
relative frequency and potential causes. Aggressive Behavior, 22, 161-173.

BjorkQvisT, K., OsTERMAN, K. & HJELT BACK, M. (1994). Aggression among university employees.
Aggressive Behavior, 20 (3), 173-184.

BroDsKkyY, C.M. (1976). The Harassed Worker. Toronto: Lexington Books.
Costa, PT. & McCRAE, RR. (1980). Influences of extraversion and neuroticism on subjective well-
being: happy and unhappy people. Fournal of Personality and Social Psychology, 38, 668—678.
CREAMER, M. (2000). Posttraumatic stress disorder following violence and aggression. Aggression and
Violent Behavior, 5 (5), 431-449.

CroranzaNo, R, James, K. & KoNnovsky, M.A. (1993). Dispositional affectivity as a predictor of work
attitudes and job performance. Journal of Organizational Behavior, 14 (6), 595—-606.

CROWNE, D. & MARLOWE, D. (1964). The Approval Motive: Studies in Evaluative Dependence . New York:
John Wiley.



Bullying and PTSD 353

DanHL, A A, EITINGER, L., MALT, UF. & RETTERSTOL, N. (1994). Leerebook i psykiatri (Textbook in
Psychiatry) . Oslo: Universitetsforlaget.

DavipsoN, JTJ. & Foa, EB. (1993). Posttraumatic Stress Disorder. Washington, DC: American
Psychiatric Press.

DEeroaartis, LR, Lirman, RS, Rickers, K., UnLEnHUTH, EH. & Covr, L. (1974). The Hopkins
symptom checklist: a self report inventory. Behavioral Science, 19, 1-15.

DyreGroOV, A, Gurta, L, GjEstap, R. & MuranoHELL, E. (2000). Trauma exposure and
pscychological reactions to genocide among Rwandan children. Journal of Trauwmatic stress, 13,
3-21.

DyREGROV, A., GJESTAD, R. & RAUNDALEN, M. (2002). Children exposed to warfare: a longitudinal
study. Fournal of Traumatic stress, 15, 59—68.

Eip, J., THAYER, J.F. & JoHNSEN, B.H. (1999). Measuring post-traumatic stress: a psychometric
evaluation of symptom and coping questionnaires based on a Norwegian sample. Fournal of
Scandinavian Psychology, 40, 101-108.

EmARSEN, S. (1999). The nature and causes of bullying at work. International Fournal of Manpower, 20
(1/2), 16-27.

EINARSEN, S. (2000). Harassment and bullying at work: a review of the Scandinavian approach.
Aggression and Violent Behavior, 4 (5), 379—401.

EmNARSEN, S. & HELLESoY, O.H. (1998). Ndr samhandling gar pa helsen los: helsemessige konsekvenser av
mobbing 1 arbeidsliver (When Social Interaction Weakens Your Health— Health Consequences of Workplace
Bullying) . Oslo: Norsk Leegeforening.

EmarseN, S. & Raknes, BI (1997). Harassment in the workplace and the victimization of men.
Violence and Victims, 12, 247—-263.

EmARSEN, S. & SKOGSTAD, S. (1996). Bullying at work: epidemiological findings in public and private
organizations. European Journal of Work and Organizational Psychology, 5 (2), 185-201.

EmvarseN, S., Raknes, BI, MarTHiEsEN, S.B. & Heriresey, O.H. (1994). Mobbing og harde
personkonflikter. Helsefarlig samspill pa arbeidsplassen (Bullying and Tough Interpersonal Conflicts.
Health Injourious Interaction ar the Work Place) . Bergen: Sigma Forlag.

EINARSEN, S., RAKNES, B.I., MATTHIESEN, S.B. & HELLEsoY, O.H. (1996). Bullying at work and its
relationships with health complaints—moderating effects of social support and personality. Nordisk
Psykologi, 48, 116—137.

EINARSEN, S., MATTHIESEN, S.B. & SKOGsTAD, A. (1998). Bullying, burnout and well-being among
assistant nurses. Journal of Occupational Health and Safety—Australia and New Zealand, 14, 263—
268.

EmNARsEN, S., HoEeL, H., ZapPF, D. & CooPER, C.L.. (2003). The concept of bullying at work: the
European tradition. In: EmNaARsEN, S., HoEer, H., Zarr, D. & Coorer, C.L. (Eds), Bullying and
Emotional Abuse in the Workplace (pp. 3—30). London: Taylor & Francis.

EITINGER, L. & STROM, A. (1973). Mortality and Mobidity after Excessive Stress: a Follow up Investigation of
Norwegian Concentration Camp Survivors. Oslo: Humanities Press/Universitetsforlaget.

Foa, EB. & RigGs, D.S. (1995). Posttraumatic stress disorder following assault: theoretical considera-
tions and empirical findings. Current directions in psychological science, 4 (2), 61—-65.

FonTANA, A. & ROSENHECK, R. (1998). Duty-related and sexual stress in the etiology of PTSD among
women veterans who seek treatment. Psychiatric Services, 49 (5), 658—-662.

HogEL, H., RAYNER, C. & CoOOPER, C.L. (1999). Workplace bullying. In: COOPER, C.L.. & ROBERTSON,
LT. (Eds), International Review of Industrial and Organizational Psychology, Volume 14 (pp. 195—
230). London: John Wiley.

Horowrrz, M.J. (1975). Intrusive and repetitive thoughts after stress. Archives of General Psychiatry, 32,
1457—-1463.

Horowrrz, MJ. (1979). Psychological responses to serious life events. In: Hamirton, V. &
WARBURTON, D.M. (Eds), Human Stress and Cognition: an Information Processing Approach. New
York: Wiley.

JANOFF-BuLMAN, R. (1992). Shattered Assumptions: towards a New Psychology of Trauma. New York: The
Free Press.



354 Stig Berge Maithiesen & Stale Einarsen

KeansLy, L. (1998). Emotional abuse in the workplace: conceptual and empirical issues. Fournal of
Emotional Abuse, 1 (1), 85-117.

KeaHsLy, L., HUNTER, S. & HARVEY, S. (1997). Abusive interaction and role state stressors: relative
impact on student residence assistant stress and work attitudes. Work and Stress, 11, 175—185.

LakEy, B. & EDMUNDsON, D.D. (1993). Role evaluations and stressful life events: aggregate versus
domain-specific predictors. Cognitive Therapy and Research, 17, 249-267.

LAKEY, B., TARDIFF, T A. & DREW, J.B. (1994). Negative social interactions: assessment and relations to
social support, cognition and psychological distress. Fournal of Chnical and Social Psychology, 13,
42-62.

Larosa, ] M., ALpEN, LE. & FuLLERTON, L. M. (2003). Journal of Emergency Nursing, 20 (1), 23—28.

LawTOoN, R, PARKER, D., MANSTEAD, A.SR. & STRADLING, S.G. (1997). The role of affect in
predicting social behaviors: the case of road traffic violations. Journal of Applied Social Psychology, 27
(14), 1258-1276.

LERNER, M.]. (1980). The Belief in a Fust World. New York: Plenum Press.

Leymann, H. (1987). Sjalvmord til foljd av forhallanden i arbetsmiljen (Suicide due to work
conditions). Arbete, Menneska, Milj, 3, 155—-160.

LeEymManN, H. (1990a). Mobbing and psychological terror at workplaces. Violence and Victims, 5 (2),
119-126.

LEYyMANN, H. (1990b). Presentation av LIPT-formularet. Konstuktion, validering, utfall (Presentation of the
LIPT-Questionnaire. Construction, Validation, Measurement) . Stockholm: Violen Praktikertjanst.
LEyMaNN, H. (1992). Psykiatriska halsoproblem i samband med vuxenmobbning. En rikstackende under-
sokning med 2428 intervjuer (Psychiatric Problems after Mobbing— a Study of 2428 Individuals) (Report

no. 3). Stockholm: Arbetarskyddsstyrelsen.

Leymann, H. (1996). The content and development of bullying at work. European Fournal of Work and
Organizational Psychology, 5, 165—184.

Leymann, H. & GusTtavsoN, A. (1996). Mobbing at work and the development of Post-Traumatic
Stress Disorders. European Fournal of Work and Organizational Psychology, 5 (2), 251-275.

MATTHIESEN, S.B. & EINARSEN, S. (2001). MMPI-2 configurations after persistent bullying at work.
European Fournal of Work and Organizational Psychology, 10 (4), 467—484.

MATTHIESEN, S.B., AAsSeN, E., HoLsT, G., WIE, K. & EINARSEN, S. (2003). The escalation of conflict: A
case study of bullying at work. International Fournal of Management and Decision making, 4 (1), 96—
112.

MIKKELSEN, E.G. & EINARSEN, S. (2002a). Basic assumptions and post-traumatic stress among victims
of workplace bullying. European Fournal of Work and Organizational Psychology, 11 (1), 87—111.

MIKKELSEN, E.G. & EINARSEN, S. (2002b). Relationships between exposure to bullying at work and
psychological and psychosomatic health complaints: the role of state negative affectivity and
generalized self-efficacy. Scandinavian Fournal of Psychology, 43 (5), 397—405.

MyYRVANG, R. & STOKKE, T. (1997). Organisatorisk tilknytning i en omstillingstid. Kartlegging av
omstillingsreaksjoner hos postansatte i forbindelse med nedleggelse av postkontorer (Organizational
commitment in connection with organizational transition: a survey of individual reactions),
unpublished report, University of Bergen.

Near, LA, Busurti, W, RoLLINs, ], HEREPATH, R, STRIKE, P. & TURNBULL, G. (1994).
Convergent validity of measures of Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder in a mixed military and civilian
population. Journal of Traumatic Stress, 7, 447—455.

NiepL, K. (1996). Mobbing and well-being: economic and personnel development implications.
European Fournal of Work and Organizational Psychology, 5, 203—-214.

O’MOORE, M., SEIGNE, M., MCGUIRE, L. & SmrTH, M. (1998). Victims of bullying at work in Ireland.
Fournal of Occupational Health and Safety— Australia and New Zealand, 14 (6), 569—574.

PaTHE, M. & MULLEN, PE. (1997). The impact of stalkers on their victims. Brizish Journal of Psychiatry,
170, 12—17.

RAPHAEL, B., LunDIN, T. & WaRISETH, L. (1989). A research method for the study of psychological and
psychiatric aspects of disaster. Acta Psychiatrica Scandinavica Supplementum, 353, 1-75.



Bullying and PTSD 355

RicHELs, K., Garcia, C.R, LirmaN, R.S., DEroGgaTis, L.R. & FisHER, E.L. (1976). The Hopkins
symptom checklist: assessing emotional distress in obstetric-gynecological practice. Primary Care,
3, 751-764.

RoTHBAUM, B.O,, Foa, E.B., MURDOCH, T., RiGGs, D. & WaLsH, W. (1992). A prospective examination
of Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder in rape victims. Fournal of Traumatic stress, 5, 455—-475.

SANDANGER, 1., MouM, T., INGEBRETSEN, G., DALGARD, O.S., SorRENSEN, T. & BRUUSGAARD, D.
(1998). Concordance between symptom screening and diagnostic procedure: the Hopkins
Symptom Checklist-25 and the Composite International Interview 1. Social Psychiatry and
Psychiatric epidemiology, 33, 345—-354.

SAUNDERS, D.G. (1994). Posttraumatic stress symptom profiles of battered women: a comparison of
survivors in two settings. Violence and Victims, 9 (1), 31—-44.

SCHLENGER, W.E., FAIRBANK, J.A., JorDAN, K.B. & CADDELL, ].M. (1997). Epidemiological methods
for assessing trauma and posttraumatic stress disorder. In: WiLson,, J.P. & Keang, T.]M. (Eds),
Assessing Psychological Trauma and PTSD (pp. 139-159). New York: Guilford Press.

ScoTrT, M]. & STRADLING, S.G. (1994). Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder without the trauma. British
Fournal of Clinical Psychology, 33 (1), 71-74.

SELIGMAN, M.E.P. (1975). Helplessness: on Depression, Development and Death. San Francisco: Freeman
Publishers.

SPECTOR, PE. & O’'coNNELL, B.J. (1994). The contribution of personality traits, negative affectivity,
locus of control and Type A to the subsequent reports of job stressors and job strains. Journal of
Occupational and Organizational Psychology, 67 (1), 1-12.

SprATLEN, L.P. (1995). Interpersonnel conflict which includes mistreatment in a university workplace.
Violence and Victims, 10, 285—-297.

TaoMAS, KW. (1976). Conflict and conflict management. In: DUNNETTE, M. D. (Ed.), Handbook of
Industrial and Organizational Psychology (pp. 889-935). Chicago: Rand McNally.

THUEN, F. (2000). Psychiatric symptoms and perceived need for psychiatric care after divorce. Fournal of
Divorce and Remarriage, 2000 (1), 61-76.

VARTIA, M. (1996). The sources of bullying—psychological work environment and organizational
climate. European Fournal of Work and Organizational Psychology, 5, 203—-205.

VITaNZA, S., VOGEL, L.C.M. & MARSHALL, L. L. (1995). Distress and symptoms of posttraumatic stress
disorder in abused women. Violence and Victims, 10 (1), 23—34.

WatsonN, D. (1988). Intraindividual and interindividual analyses of positive and negative affect: their
relation to health complaints, perceived stress and daily activities. Fournal of Personality and Social
Psychology, 54 (6), 1020—1030.

WaTtson, D. & CLaARK, L.A. (1984). Negative affectivity: the disposition to experience aversive emotional
states. Psychological Bulletin, 96 (3), 465—490.

WaTtsonN, D., CLark, L.A. & TELLEGEN, A. (1988). Development and validation of brief measures of
positive and negative affect: the PANAS scales. Fournal of Personality and Social Psychology, 54 (6),

1063-1070.
WeErss, D.S. & MarmMaRr, C.R. (Eds) (1997). The Impact of Event Scale— Revised. New York: Guilford
Press.

WiLrLiams, T. (1993). Trauma in the workplace. In: WiLson, J.P. & RaprHaEL, B. (Eds), International
Handbook of Traumatic Stress Syndrome (pp. 925-933). New York: Plenum Press.

WiLson, C.B. (1991). U.S. businesses suffers from workplace trauma. Personnel Fournal, July, 47-50.

WiNE, D. (1996). Long term outcome of trauma in adults: the psychological impact of a fatal bus
accident. Fournal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology, 64 (5), 1037—1043.

WINOKUR, A., WINOKUR, D.F,, RickeLs, K. & Cox, D.S. (1984). Symptoms of emotional distress in
family planning service. British Fournal of Psychiatry, 144, 395-399.

WOLFE, J., SHARRANSKY, E.J., READ, J.P., DAwsON, R., MARTIN, J.A. & OUIMETTE, P.C. (1998). Sexual
harassment and assault as predictors of PTSD symptomatology among U.S. female Persian Gulf
War military personnel. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 13 (1), 40—57.

ZAPF, D. (1999). Organisational, work group related and personal causes of mobbing/bullying at work.
International Journal of Manpower, 20 (1/2), 70—85.



356 Stig Berge Maithiesen & Stale Einarsen

ZAPF, D. & Gross, C. (2001). Conflict escalation and coping with workplace bullying: a replication and
extension. European Journal of Work and Organizational Psychology, 10 (4), 497-522.

ZapF, D., Knorz, C. & Kurra, M. (1996). On the relationship between mobbing factors, and job
content, social work environment and health outcomes. European Fournal of Work and Organizational
Psychology, 5 (2), 215-237.

(Accepred 9 April 2004)



