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There are some interesting patterns in Table 12.5c. For example, more females 
report being the victim of bullying than males (1,297 versus 577). Of those who report 
being victims of bullying, females are much more likely to feel hopeless (801 or 61.8% 
of females reporting bullying versus 49.7% of males). Converted to RRs, of those stu-
dents reporting being the victims of electronic bullying, females are about 24% more 
likely to report feeling hopeless. Thus, females are either disproportionately impacted 
by e-bullying or are more likely to report negative effects of it.

Table 12.5d is equally concerning. Females seem much more likely to report feel-
ing hopeless than males (2,582 of 6,571 females [39.3%] versus 1,486 of 6,878 males 
[21.6%]). This is not new to the psychological literature; however, what would be 
concerning to me (if I did substantive research in this area) is that of those who report 
feeling hopeless, females seem more likely to have suicidal thoughts than boys (1,174 
[45.5%] versus 559 [37.6%]). In other words, for those who feel hopeless, the RR for 
females reporting suicidal thoughts is 1.21 compared with males (i.e., females are 
about 21% more likely to have suicidal thoughts if they reported feeling hopeless).8

Can We Replicate These Results in Logistic Regression?

This question is not quite as simple as it might first appear; we must remember that 
there is no DV in log-linear analysis, whereas we have to identify one in logistic regres-
sion. Let us start with a few analyses that replicate the spirit of what we were trying 
to do in the prior analysis. First, let us replicate the four-way analysis that was not 
significant (which, in logistic regression, would be a three-way interaction predicting 
the outcome DV).

8	 Of course, as with every other chapter, none of these results should be interpreted substantively, because I did 
not do the appropriate weighting and accounting for cluster sampling in these data. These results are merely 
to introduce the concepts.

Table 12.5d  Frequency Counts for SEX*HOPELESS12*SUICIDE Interaction

SEX HOPELESS12 SUICIDE Observed

Count %

0 Female

0 No
0 No 3,696.500 27.5

1 Yes 293.500 2.2

1 Yes
0 No 1,408.500 10.5

1 Yes 1,174.500 8.7

1 Male

0 No
0 No 5,166.500 38.4

1 Yes 226.500 1.7

1 Yes
0 No 927.500 6.9

1 Yes 559.500 4.2




