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Abstract

Most of the social-psychological literature assumes that prosocial behavior is part of the basic human repertoire and only when certain conditions become unfavorable, will the natural prosocial tendency fail (Latane & Darley, 1970). Only few researchers have addressed the general tendency toward bystanding behavior
, its relation to perpetrating behavior, trying to overcome it in victimizing scenes by activating the bystander and thereby reducing the potential for victimization (Staub, 1996). The present analysis suggests several psychosocial constructs that can account for bystanding behavior. Several factors (such as length of exposure, fragmentation of the planning and execution of the crime) are highlighted - in order to differentiate between low, middle range and high-level bystanding behavior. Finally, ten examples of bystanding behavior during the Holocaust are presnted, suggesting that only a careful analysis of the context and its interaction with the persons involved may help us work through and perhaps prevent the potential negative aspects of bystanding behavior in future criminal acts.
�  - Though the term witnessing has been used as well (Levine, 1999), I tend to agree with Felman & Laub (1992) that witnessing should be restricted to those who bear witness (testimony) who would usually be the survivors of man-made calamities. I prefer the term bystander, and even more specifically - bystanding behavior, as we do not discuss here a personality syndrom but behaviors that are mostly contextual and situational.





