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Abstract welsiud!

The study aimed to verify the structure of the MACH Ma-
chiavellian personality scale to assess attitudes toward hu-
man nature and trust in interpersonal connections and use it
as an indicator for diagnosing bullying. An available sample
was 156 young people who use social networking sites. The
study relied on the design of cross-sectional studies to verify
the study hypotheses. The study analyzed the Machiavellian
Personality Scale by (Dahling et al., 2009) and the lllinois
Bullying Behavior Scale for its ability to diagnose bullying.
The study verified the theoretical opinions of the scale struc-
ture for several factors, namely the four, the three, and the
two-factors model, then the four-factor model was superior
to its goodness of fit within the sample data. The study used
discrimination validity, and the scale’s ability to differentiate
between high and low levels of bullying increased. The ROC
Curve method could use Machiavellian bullying as a contin-
uous variable and the lllinois scale as a binary variable (0,1).
The cutoff point for bullying trait is equal to the median of
28 scores. The diagnostic ability of the scale showed 79.6%,
which is a high percentage, while the sensitivity reached
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97.5%, which means the scale can sort out cases of bullying,
while the specificity of the scale was 81.8%, and the fairness
of lying-in diagnosing cases was 18.2%, which is a low per-
centage. The study recommends that media campaigns to
raise awareness of the dangers of the Machiavellian person-
ality, and how to overcome its characteristics regarding its
presence in a particular person, and conducting counseling
sessions, especially in secondary schools and universities, to
improve the social self-image of those who suffer post-trau-
matic stress, as the aggravation of the personality with its Ma-
chiavellian traits may push the individual to the point of crime.
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Table 5- Upper and lower differences of bullying in MACH scale.

gessslipes WA Lpllisyy cdad gkt Gl buogdtl O dcgand!
10.07 001.> 154 6.79 12.08 4705 79 Jli>Y =dise
24730 746 36.10 77 Jlis (Adsin
I eill> 5,40 uldll &Moo tpuasi JI Joogll (Say ade
" Skme § QS Jame o oS &SI dpasuid] o8 ¢po yaid
989 %18.2 = %81.8 -%100 J! oy dwly)l sda @ dogas|
08| N> p0 Jamo
> °° sl .4
% dpasedd] Guldl ddolell eliafll dwly JI dwlall coan
B o4 85l Al oyl yaidd] danunsy dpargsedd)] aiddle § &Sl
HCAM (bl dsyl J1 8yaa] olis Wl paseialy .day ol &gled
02 @308y dpwndid| Oleolydl § el 3] 1 AdSIGL dpasidl ulid)
oy asiaf J] BLEYY cdpasial) dldlll ool 358 e
%o 0z 0s 06 08 10 dlolell 4l el jisly gaise wldy o (o & regSew

1 - Specificity
Diagonal segments are produced by ties.
dpasid| yuldl ROC Curve dpasicd| 83l Lisuis - 5 JKab
Aol

Fig 5 - ROC Curve of Machiavellian personality
scale.
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