








Unit 3.16

Should schools protect kids

from cyberbullying?
Debating the Issue

1. Get ready...

Pick one of these positions (or create your own).

O!

Schools should only be concerned with

student learning. If they are responsible for Be a strong participant by using phrases like these.
disciplining cyberbullies, teachers and

principals may not have time to do their job *

of helping students learn.

Even though cyberbullying might not ...because...
happen at school, it affects the students.

Students need help from schools to

address out-of-school problems that may -

affect their learning.

Parents are the only people who can actually | disag ree with part of that...
stop cyberbullying. They need to limit their

messages.

a crime. Cyberbullying is serious and convince me. Can yOU
cyberbullies should face serious

consequences. exam ple’?

.

children’s computer time and monitor their —
Schools should not discipline cyberbullies, An examp|e m|ght h |p
the police should. Cyberbullying should be _

Ive |

P

hat part of the pgssage
makes you think that?
2. Get set...

Be ready to provide evidence to back up your position
during your class discussion or debate. Jot down a few
quick notes:
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schools protect kids from wecky oremd o use i |
: Sometimes th orcs,
d
cyberbullying? On Rl resarcty g s>
° ° . S ou nev, b ’ .
Science Activity e or facpyyy - < "Sidered

Professor Lexie Kahn and Professor Paul E. Seemy suspect that teens are

more likely to harass their classmates online than face to face because the internet
gives bullies the capacity to be anonymous.Teens who bully this way cannot see
their victim’s reaction to their hurtful words. Some people think that without seeing the
victim’s reaction, bullies don’t get adequate feedback about when they should stop
bullying.

The following experiment aims to explore the underlying causes of persistent
cyberbullying.

Question:
Are people more likely to hurt others when they cannot see the victim?

Hypothesis:
People are more likely to hurt others when they cannot see the victim.

Materials:
» Fake electric shock device
» Actor
» 2 rooms
» Subject (person who is being experimented upon)
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Procedure:

Unseen victim

1. Bring subject into a room containing a fake shock device. Tell the subject this device
1s connected to a person in another room.

2. Instruct the subject to give a shock to the other person.

3. When the subject presses the button, the actor will scream to pretend he is in pain.

4. Instruct the subject to increase the intensity of the shock. Do this until the subject has
given five shocks altogether or until he refuses to give any more. With each shock the
actor will scream louder.

5. Record the number of shocks the subject agrees to give.

Visible victim
Repeat the steps above with the actor in the room with the subject. The subject will be
able to see the actor’s face.

Shocker | # of shocks given Shocker | # of shocks given
A 5 A 2
B 5 B 1
C 4 C 3
D 5 D 5
E 5 E 4
Conclusion:

Is the hypothesis supported or not by the data?

What evidence supports your conclusion?

How would you make this a better experiment?
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Support your position with clear reasons and specific

Writing Prompt

from cyberbullying?

examples. Try to use relevant words from the Word
Generation list in your response.

Focus Words

anonymous | underlying | capacity |

adequately | harassment

A tool to help you think about your
- own writing!

. Remember you can use focus words from any of

Should schools protect kids

. Check off what you accomplished:

the WG Units.

[ staked My owi position
O 1ncluded 1 focus word

[ stated my owh position clearly
: Includead 1-2 arquments

: 0O luded 9 k

[0 Included 1-2 focus words

O staked my own position clearly
O 1ncluded 1-2 arquments

[ 1ncluded 1 counterargument
[ Used 2-5 focus words
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