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A Comparative Study on Before and After Building Dureu
Resident-Centered Safe Community from Crime
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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to find out the effects of the pilot project
“resident-centered safe community from crime”, focusing on residents’ perceptions and
behaviors to safety and sense of community in Dalseogu, Daegu. Survey questionnaires
were designed to compare before and after the project and total 92 surveys were collected
for analyses. Paired t-test results show that residents’ perceptions and behaviors have been
changed in five aspects; First, the perception in relationship among residents become
strengthen. Second, residents perceived police patrol activity by walk at nighttime much
more frequently. Third, residents’ participation on crime prevention activity was increased.
Forth, interests in community and other residents were also increased. Finally, satisfaction to
community safety were increased. Results showed that making “resident-centered safe
community from crime” is helpful to build safe community and to strengthen sense of
community. This study will be useful source for urban policy makers to apply
“resident-centered safe community from crime” to other communities.
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Figure 1. Location of Study Area
Source: Shin & Choi(2013)
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Figure 2. Conditions of Study Area
Source: Daegu City(2015)
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Source: Daegu City(2015)
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Table 1. Survey Questionnaires & Hypotheses
Questionnaires Hypothesis
Patrol by car in daytime
Patrol the Patrol by walk in daytime
compound Patrol by car in nighttime Positive
Patrol by walk in nighttime relationship
Participation in crime prevention activity after doing
Relationship b/w  Provided information about crime prevention from Polices works
residents and Co-work with police (+)
Police Increase Intimacy b/w police and residents
Patrol intensity
Fear to walk alone in daytime
Fear to walk alone in nighttime
Fear to stay at home in daytime Negative
Perceptions to Fear to stay at home in nighttime relationship
community Fear to be stolen at home by thief after doing
safety Fear to be stolen around home by thief works
Fear to be assaulted at/around home )
Fear to meet robber at/around home
Fear to be raped at/around home
L Intervention in disorderly student crime
Act in crime C— ; :
I Intervent!on !n strange.rs Yvanderlng
Intervention in peer rejection phenomenon
Degree of Acquaintance w/residents
. . Residents’ coming and going
Relationship - - p
amiang redidenis Talking about community affair
Help each other .
Trust each other Po‘smve‘
Friend society relatlons‘hlp
. - - - after doing
Neighborhood Community service society B,
organization Profit promotion society +)

Political society

Long-time resident

. Owner spirit
Interest in : "
K Like the community
community and :
: Reputation
residents
Law and order
Common goal
22 [ T=EAE, H513 2z (2016)
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Table 2. Respondents Characteristics

Characteristics Frequency(%) |
Gender Male 38(41.3)
Female 54(58.7)
20s 4(4.3)
30s 12(13.0)
Age 40s 13(14.1)
50s 28(30.4)
Over 60 35(38.0)
Marriage Married 77(83.7)
Others 15(16.3)
Edlcatian Under College 75(81.5)
Equal or Over College 17(18.5)
Service 35(38.0)
None 13(14.1)

Job -

Housewife 13(14.1)
Others 31(33.8)
None 15(16.3)
'\gﬂy Less than IMkw 22(239)
—— 100~200Mkw 24(26.1)
Over 2Mkw 31(33.7)
Residence | Equal or Over 15 yrs 46(50.0)
Period Less than 15 yrs 46(50.0)
Housing Single Family 41(44.6)
Type Others 51(55.4)
Housing Own 56(60.9)
Ownership Others 36(39.1)
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Table 3. Patrol the compound

Questionnaire >core

Before | After | t-value
(1) Patrol by car in daytime | 259] 244| 1261
(2) Patrol by walk in 1.88| 1.98| -0.699
daytime
(@) Patiol byar in 248| 239| 06656
nighttime
(4) PaFroI by walk in 171 196! -1604
nighttime

X **: p<0.05; * : p<0.10
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Table 4. Relationship between residents and
Police
Questionnaire SE0rE

Before| After | t-value
1) Part!apatlo‘nlln Crime 155 | 1.90 |-2.996+
prevention activity
(2) Provided information
about crime prevention from [ 1.80 | 197 (-1.241
Polices
(3) Co-work with police 212 | 2.26 |-1.156
[G)] ‘Increase InFlmacy b/w 519 | 234 |-10m
police and residents
(5) Patrol intensity 236 | 229 | 0.581

X ** : p<0.05; * : p<0.10
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Table 5. Perceptions to community safety

Questionnaire e

Before| After | t-value
1 Eear to walk alone in 178 | 171 10695
daytime
(2‘) Fefar to walk alone in 228 | 200 |2.280%
nighttime
() Fear to stay at home in | | o/ | ;25 |50
daytime
(4?) Fefar to stay at home in 216 | 1.87 |2.204*
nighttime
(5) Fear to !)e stolen at 249 | 216 2387+
home by thief
(6) Fear to be stoler\ 252 | 203 |4.210*
around home by thief
(7) Fear to be assaulted 236 | 201 |2.944*
at/around home
(8) Fear to meet robber 246 | 205 |3.226**
at/around home
(9) Fear to be raped 224 | 201 |1816*
at/around home

X ¥ p<005; *: p<0.10
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Table 6. Act in crime occurrence situation
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Table 7. Relationship among residents

Quest X Score
e Before | After | t-value
1) Intewehtlon in disorderly s51l 237 1194
student crime

2 Inte‘wentlon in strangers 261|250 0.883
wandering

(3? InFeNentlon in peer 276 257| 1567
rejection phenomenon

X * : p<005; *: p<0.10

s . Score
et Before| After | t-value
1 D?gree of Acquaintance 505 287] 0818
w/residents

(2)‘Re5|o|ents coming and 252| 267] -1393
going

3 Talklng about community 578! 279| -0.097
affair

(4) Help each other 276 279 -0332
(5) Trust each other 2.88| 285 0.340

X ** : p<0.05; *: p<0.10

Journal of Korea Planning Association Vol51 No.2 (2016) | 25



Table 8. Neighborhood organization

. . Score
Qistennane Before | After | t-value
(1) Friend society 2.08 2.08 0.000
2 ‘Communlty service 180 176 0323
society
(3) Profit promotion society | 1.70 155 1175
(4) Political society 161 1.54 0.524

X **: p<0.05 * : p<0.10
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Table 9. Interest in community and residents

. X Score

Questionale Before| After | t-value
(1) Long-time resident 2.83| 2.94|-1.000
(2) Owner spirit 2.76] 2.95(-1916*
(3) Like the community 2.72| 2.94|-2.201**
(4) Reputation 260 291|-3.311**
(5) Law and order 2.63| 2.83|-2.021**
(6) Common goal 2.78| 2.99(-2.241**

X * : p<005; *: p<0.10
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