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Next-of-Kin:
: R .  Family members and supervisors reported bullying events in the month prior
* The suicide rate among US Army Soldiers increased dramatically after the - Soldiers who had allegations made against them in the month prior to death were 4.6 times as likely to die o deayth of suicide decegents Speci?ically info}rlmgnts reported the frequ%ncy
Iraq and Afghanistan wars in 2012 and continues to be a concern. Despite by suicide (OR = 4.6 [95% CI = (1.5, 13.7)]) than propensity-score matched (PS) controls. | ’

of allegations made against suicide decedents prior to death.

increased and ongoing research efforts, an understanding of risk and
protective factors for suicidal behavior among Soldiers is far from

« Soldiers who experienced bullying events by either military peers, superiors, suboordinates, friends, or

complete. family members were 3.7 times as likely to die by suicide (OR = 3.7 [95% CI = (1.6, 8.7)]) than PS controls. « Reporting which and how many groups (military peers, subordinates,
— : : — supervisors, friends, and/or family members) engaged in bullying behaviors
. . . Table 1: Multivariable Analyses of Next-of- Kin Reports of Bullying Events amd Suicide Risk b . rtant t t for int ti d th ti f icid
* Recent research reported bullying events that occurred in the month prior oo Cortiol E— may be an important target for intervention and the prevention of suicide.
to death by informants (e.g. allegations made against decedents, {12:Month Ideatlon) (Propensity) S _ _ _
unnecessary tasks, being ignored/excluded, persistent criticism, and being Characteristic n= 61. . n=108 . n=128 . One of the major limitations of the study is the relatlvely.small ngple Size,
reminded of mistakes) were correlated with higher likelihood of death by o |Welghted | | Welghted | opt | @scn | | WO or | (es% i limiting our power to detect smaller effects or to test for interactions.
. . 1,2 0 (1) 0
suicide. Had allegations made against him/her . Fut hi ded to d | h . f bullvi .
Weekly or more often 1 3.96 5 4.87 0.6 (0.0,12.3) 3 3.20 21 (0.4,11.6) q_ure researc ] IS nzee €d 1o develop comprenhensive measures ot bullying In
» The objective of this study is to identify the extent to which the presence of Less than weekly, but at least once 11 19.65 9 8.20 18 | (0.2,13.2) 6 426 | 4.6* | (1.5,13.7) military populations.
bullying from military peers, superiors, subordinates, friends or family Never 45 76.39 89 86.92 | REF REF 115 92.54 | REF | REF
members are risk factors in US Army active component soldiers as X’ p-value 0.51,0.7762 7.45, 0.0242” =X
reported by informants Experienced bullying behavior by any of the following:
) military peers, superiors, subordinates, friends, or [ |
family members?
0 24 37.45 59 55.05 REF REF 75 61.53 REF REF
M ETHODS 1 15 31.00 18 19.35 1.8 (0.3,9.9) 15 10.48 3.7 | (1.6,8.7)
2 7 13.39 16 17.82 0.8 (0.1,5.2) 23 20.44 0.7 (0.3,2.1) E
3+ 10 18.17 9 7.78 1.8 (0.2,14.0) 10 7.55 2.5 (0.9,7.0)
Sample X2, p-value 1.05, 0.7882 14.6, 0.0021*
Data were Obtalned from the SOIdIer Health OUtcomeS StUdy (SHOS-B)’ a ;pé\:;aalll:eev;?i.a(l)slécviizfevf ;ginnttrci);sg)]iven for each of the following types of individuals that bullied the soldier: peers, superiors, subordinates, friends, and family members
component of the StUdy to Assess Risk and Resilience in Servicemembers Table 2: Multivariable Analyses of Supervisor Reports of Bullying Events amd Suicide Risk RE F E RE N CES
(STARRS-LS).3 SHOS-B is a case-control psychological autopsy study of Cases Controls Controls
suicide.* Cases consisted of suicide decedents (n = 135) who were compared e ontsestion (Propensity)

o s — : Characteristic n =107 n=73 n =80 1. Dhanraj, N., Griffith, L.M., Dempsey, C.L., Benedek, D.M., Nock, M.K., Zuromski, K., Ao, J., Georg, M.W., Haller, K., Aliaga,
foa prObab!“ty sample of living controls (n 2_36) weighted to be _ Weighted Weighted PA., Brent, D., Heeringa, S.G., Kessler, R.C., Stein, M.B.. Ursano, R.J. (2023, May). Bullying from military peers, superiors,
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Measures X2, p-value 0.05, 0.819 1.83, 0.1756 3. Ursano, R. J., Colpe, L. J., Heeringa, S. G., Kessler, R. C., Schoenbaum, M. and Stein, M. B. (2014). The Army Study to
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