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Objective: The present study examined the effects of school violence victimization and self-control
on cyberbullying perpetration in middle school students and investigated whether self-control
moderated the relationship between school violence victimization and cyberbullying perpetration.
Methods: The participants of this study were 315 middle school students (172 boys; 143 girls) from
three middle schools in Seoul and Incheon. To measure the level of cyberbullying perpetration, the
Bullying/Victimization Questionnaire was used. School violence victimization and self-control
were measured via the School Violence Victimization Scale and the Self-Control Scale, respectively.
The data were analyzed by means of descriptive statistics and hierarchical regressions.

Results and Conclusion: The results indicated that school bullying victimization level increased
cyberbullying perpetration level whereas self-control level decreased cyberbullying perpetration.
In addition, self-control moderated the effect of school violence victimization on cyberbullying
perpetration. That is, the influence of school bullying victimization on cyberbullying perpetration
was greater when self-control was low, compared to when it was high.
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Table 1
General Characteristics of Responding
Variables Scale M (SD)
Amount of time using internet per day (min.) 0-840 145.5 (131.6)
Frequency (n) Percentage (%)
Purpose of using internet
Messenger 41 13.0
Community 7 2.2
SNS 82 26.0
E-mail 3 1.0
Game 82 26.0
Video 37 11.7
Music 15 4.8
News/search 10 3.2
Online learning 14 4.4
Shopping 1 0.3
Others 23 6.3
Degree of satisfaction with school life
Very dissatisfied 0 0
Dissatisfied 12 4.8
Neutral 74 23.5
Satisfied 143 45.4
Very satisfied 86 27.3
Job of father
Professional 52 16.5
Clerical worker 152 48.3
Sales worker 14 4.4
Production worker 33 10.5
Unemployed 9 2.8
Others 55 17.5
Job of mother
Professional 40 12.7
Clerical worker 47 14.9
Sales worker 31 9.8
Production worker 6 1.9
Unemployed 141 44.8
Others 50 15.9
Note. N = 315.
S 08-70%0)0] W7} BLES Aol B AHWES  sholH BT G, 47Y U 4B, Ao|uEY 5
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Table 2
Means and Standard Deviations of the Variables

Variables Score range M (SD) Mean of item score (SD)
Cyberbullying perpetration 0- 70 2.25 (3.80) 0.16 (0.27)
School violence victimization 12 - 60 15.25 (5.76) 1.27 (0.48)
Self-control 20 —100 71.39 (8.74) 3.51 (0.44)

Note. N = 315.
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Table 3
Correlation Coefficients Among the Variables
Variables 1 2
1. Cyberbullying perpetration -
2. School violence victimization 25%* -
3. Self-control -.28** -23%%
Note. N=315.
**p<.0l.
Table 4
Hierarchical Regression Analyses: Effects of School Violence Victimization and Self-Control on Cyberbullying Perpetration by Middle School
Students
Step 1 Step 2
Variables B B
Gender® -.04 -.02
Amount of time using internet per day 25 22
School violence victimization 19**
Self-control -.23%x
RZ ‘06*** ‘17***
AR? 1
F 9.96*** 15.23%**
Note. N = 315.

%0 = male, 1 = female.
**p<.01. ***p<.001.
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Figure 1. Moderating effects of self-control on the relationship between
school bullying victimization and cyberbullying perpetration.

Hierarchical Regression Analyses: Moderating Effects of Self-Control on the Relationship Between School Violence Victimization and

Cyberbullying Perpetration

Step 1 Step 2 Step 3
Variables B B B

Gender* -.04 -.02 -.03
Amount of time using internet per day 25 22 25
School violence victimization 19** 14
Self-control -3 S22%
School violence victimization x Self-control S0
R2 .06*** .17*** .21***
AR? Bk Q4%+
F 9.96*** 15.23*** 15.87***
Note. N = 315.

%0 = male, 1 = female.
**p<.01. ***p <.001.
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Table 6

Park and Park 46

Regression Coefficients of School Bullying Victimization on Cyberbullying Perpetration and Means of Cyberbullying Perpetration for Low-

and High Self-Control Groups

Regression coefficients of school bullying

Self-control victimization and cyberbullying perpetration Means of cyberbullying perpetration
High group (7 = 155) B=-03 1.47
Low group (7 =160) B = .33%* 3.00
Note. N = 315.
x5 < 001.
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