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The Influence on the Crime Rate according to Proliferation of Convenience
Store
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Abstract

This paper aims to study on the investigation of factors arising the crime rate. Crime rates
are affected by many factors. Generally, the social demographic characteristics such as
population density, proportion of foreigner, income level of local resident, education degree
of local resident are regarded as main factors. But the characteristics of trading area have an
effect on the crime occurrence, too. Especially stores that lead to the nighttime movement
are seriously affect the increase of crime. From this aspect, this study strenuously insist on
the convenience store that causing curfew. In accordance with this hypothesis, this study
consider the tendency to proliferation of convenience store and analyze the influence on the
crime rate. Analytical result shows that the convenience store bring out the increasing crime
rate.
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Table 1. Trend of Expansion : Convenience Store
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Figure 1. The Proportion of Customer Access

Time : Convenience Store
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Table 2. Trend of Research : Environmental Criminology
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Table 4. Results of Analysis
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