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The Influence of the Classroom Climate in Elementary School on the
Onlooker Attitude in Bullying
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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to investigate the influence of the classroom climate perceived by
children on the onlooker type in bullying. The data were collected from 236 elementary school children.
The results of this study were as follows; First, the classroom climate that influence onlooker type was
personal development dimension and among of the all,, competition had important positive effect on
onlooker type. Second, the classroom climate that influence onlooker type was interpersonal relation
dimension and among of the all,, the democratic climate had important negative effect on onlooker type.
Third, the democratic classroom climate influenced negative effect on self-defense and indifference and
positive effect on mutual fault among the onlooker types.
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<Table 1> Mean and Standard Deviation of classroom climate and onlooker attitude

M SD
affection 3.65 57
democratism 3.64 .55
Dimension of interpersonal relation 3.65 52
independence 3.69 .64
competition 3.09 .67
Classroom rule clearness 3.67 .63
Climate Dimension of personal development 3.49 A48
task oriented 3.62 .70
order system 3.68 .73
variety 3.90 .68
Dimension of syustem sustaining 3.75 53
Total 3.62 44
self defense 1.84 .63
attgtlllclizotzf)ut indifference 2.12 74
. mutual fault 2.70 78
bullying
Total 2.25 .54
2 SIZZEr} FohEalof cfsh Rk 29 2
Ef=oll D|xl= P& = SFEE AAEY ARtEYe] oje g
Eol vXE 9 A ghgleh el SREEY A Aee
WAL AWAQ e dohms] siste) a0 IHO] ML, pe0l). e A
SEES ARTEYe) U gy g ge o) HE WA HRS S8 sad )y
AAPEAS ANFT 1 AT old <Table = OEeE A F, gl BAAR (=203,

<Table 2 > Correlation between Classroom climate and Onlooker Attitude about Bullying

self defense indifference mutual fault Total

affection - 151%* -.078 233%* -.026

democratism -236%* -.125% 162%* -115

Dimension of interpersonal relation -.203%* -.107 223%* -.069

independence -.145% -.129%* 202%* -.058
competition 203%* 183%* .128* 231%*

rule clearness -.028 .108 248%* 115

Dimension of personal development .005 061 257%* 120

task oriented -121 - 191 114 -.105

order system -.088 -.096 174%* -.020

variety - 189%* -.164%* 176%* -.100

Dimension of syustem sustaining - 181%* -.196** 210%* -.098

*p<.05, **p<.01
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<Table 3> Regression Analysis of Onlooker Attitude about Bullying by Classroom Climate
B SE B t
(constant) 2.158 274 7.887
affection 118 .091 126 1.304
democratism -232 .089 -239 -2.607%*
Dimension of interpersonal relation -.197 .098 -.189 -2.013%*
independence -.030 .091 -.036 -335
competition 201 .054 251 3.741%**
rule clearness 144 .061 .170 2.338*
Dimension of personal development 349 .091 314 3.817***
task oriented -.089 .053 -115 -1.680
order system 103 .054 140 1.913
variety -.114 .068 -.146 -1.677
Dimension of syustem sustaining -.135 .082 -.134 -1.644

R2 =064, F= 5708

*p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<.001
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<Table 4> Regression Analysis of Self Defense about Bullying by Classroom Climate
B SE B t
(constant) 2.495 318 7.841
Affection .032 .106 .029 302
Democratism -.336 .104 -.294 -3.244%%*
Dimension of interpersonal relation -.369 114 -.302 -3.248***
independence .010 .106 .010 .093
competition 271 .063 287 4.321%%*
rule clearness .030 .072 .031 425
Dimension of personal development 348 .106 .266 3.270%**
task oriented -.050 .061 -.055 -815
rule system .073 .063 .085 1.167
variety -.105 .079 -114 -1.318
Dimension of syustem sustaining -.140 .096 -118 -1.460

R? =084, F=7693%* *xp<00]
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<Table 5> Regression Analysis of Indifference about Bullying by Classroom Climate

B SE [§] t
(constant) 2.624 373 7.041(5.820)
Affection 141 124 .109 1.134
Democratism -.181 121 -.136 -1.487
Dimension of interpersonal relation -.166 133 - 117 -1.249
independence -077 124 -.067 -.621
competition 197 .074 179 2.664%*
rule clearness 241 .084 207 2.856%*
Dimension of personal development 409 124 269 3.292%**
task oriented -.198 .072 -.188 -2.7751%*
rule system .096 .074 .095 1.300
variety -224 .093 -.209 -2.410%
Dimension of syustem sustaining -.354 A12 -.256 -3.159%*

R2 =079, F=7.174%

*p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<.001

o Eht AN T BRAel ¥24%,  FFEE 290 ARnEY U Buy o
9] AT o] WesE AT HE £ a9l eqlel 4 Beol At dBL of
7 oobde o 4 vk Z AAM, 7H WE @ <Table 6>°] LERE uhe} o] el
A, AR, el RIS et W = UEht AAuweaele] £85m, AARA%
APS & 5 Utk do] WL5E o] BolHE AFT + 9
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F

<Table 6> Regression Analysis of mutual fault about Bullying by Classroom Climate

B SE [§] t
(constant) 952 395 2412
affection 240 133 176 1.799
democratism -121 131 -.086 -.926
Dimension of interpersonal relation .066 141 .044 468
independence -011 134 -.009 -.081
conpetition .061 .079 .052 763
rule clearness 255 .091 207 2.807**
Dimension of personal development 295 132 183 2.238%*
task oriented -011 .077 -.010 -.145
rule system .147 079 138 1.855
variety -.023 .100 -.020 -231
Dimension of syustem sustaining 128 119 .088 1.079

R?2 =075, F = 6805+

*p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<.001
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