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Investigation into the relationships between Inter-peer group status and
victimization/bullying among Japanese middle school students

Kumpei MIZUNO (Graduate School of Education, Hokkaido University)
Hiromichi KATO (Graduate School of Education, Hokkaido University)
Masayoshi OTA (Faculty of Education, Tokoha University)

Some Japanese educational critics point out that “School caste” (i.e., the status hierarchy among peer groups in
a classroom) causes school bullying. However, we have few empirical studies about “School caste”. The aim of this
study was to examine the relationships between “School caste” and school bullying, considering inter-group status
as centricity within a classroom. Participants of this study were Japanese middle school students (N=2384). We
used self-report questionnaires to measure inter-peer group status, bullying, and victimization. The result showed
that inter-peer group status significantly linked with school bullying, but the magnitude of effect was very low.
Contrary to the views held by some Japanese educational critics, the findings showed little relationship between
“school caste” and school bullying when we consider status among “School caste” as intergroup status centricity
within a classroom. The discussion deals with the several possible reasons for why “School caste” hardly linked to
school bullying.

Keywords: school bullying, middle school student, “School caste”, peer status
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