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Abstract

In November 2012, the Japanese Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Science and
Technology reported that the number of cyber-bullying cases was 1,726 and 2,390 at elementary
school and junior high school, respectively. Cyberbullying studies have typically concentrated only
on the bully and victim, and on prevention programs; few have studied those witnesses to
cyberbullying. The purpose of this study was to investigate what witnesses do when a bully is
harassing a victim on a web site. In study 1, participants were asked to consider what they might
do when witnesses to cyberbullying. The children’s psychological features were found to be related
to their participant roles as witnesses to cyberbullying.
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