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ABSTRACT

This study investigates the relationship between perceptions of crime
prevention measures and fear of crime among police officers stationed in
Kidapawan City. Employing a descriptive-correlational design, the study
gathered data from 60 police officers using stratified random sampling and
analyzed their perceptions of three key crime prevention dimensions: police
visibility, community engagement, and surveillance technology. The findings
reveadl high levels of perception regarding crime prevention measures overall
mean = 4.34, with community engagement scoring the highest mean = 4.40.
Similarly, the level of fear of crime was also high overall mean = 4.32, with
victimization experiences receiving the highest mean score mean = 4.36. A
significant relationship was found between perceptions of crime prevention
measures and fear of crime r = 0.772, p < 0.05, indicating that improved
perceptions of crime prevention strategies correspond to reduced fear of crime.
These findings underscore the importance of strengthening visible police
presence, fostering community engagement, and leveraging surveillance
technology to enhance public safety and reduce fear. The study recommends
sustained efforts in community policing, investment in advanced surveillance
tools, and initiatives to improve neighborhood trust and victim support systems.
Future research could explore demographic-specific influences on the
relationship between crime prevention perceptions and fear of crime.
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INTRODUCTION

Globally, the relationship between perceptions of crime prevention
measures and fear of crime is a global concern that varies across different
regions and demographics. A 2021 global study highlighted that 65% of
respondents across 25 countries reported feeling safer when visible security
measures, such as surveillance cameras and increased police presence, were
implemented (UNODC, 2021). However, another global survey by the World
Justice Project (2020) found that while 58% of individuals reported that certain
preventative measures reduced their fear of crime, 40% noted that overly
restrictive or invasive measures, like aggressive policing, increased their anxiety
and eroded trust in law enforcement. This reflects a nuanced global pattern
where effective crime prevention can reduce fear, but only if such measures
are perceived as protective rather than oppressive (Smith et al., 2022).

Meanwhile, in the Philippines, the relationship between perceptions of
crime prevention measures and fear of crime has shown mixed results. A survey
conducted by the Social Weather Stations in 2020 revealed that 67% of Filipinos
felt safer due to visible police presence and local anti-crime initiatives (SWS,
2020). However, a contrasting 42% of respondents indicated that intensified
measures, such as checkpoints and community lockdowns, sometimes
increased their fear of potential confrontations or abuses (Cruz & Santos, 2021).
Similarly, a study by Gonzales and Reyes (2019) indicated that while 60% of
respondents appreciated crime prevention strategies like CCTV installations, 37%
expressed concerns about these measures being insufficient without robust
community engagement.

Studies and literature indicate that crime prevention measures play a
significant role in influencing public perception and mitigating fear of crime.
Research by Johnson and Davies (2020) highlighted that visible crime prevention
tactics, such as increased police patrols and neighborhood watch programs,



led to a 55% reduction in fear of crime among urban populations in their
comparative analysis of several global cities. Additionally, Martinez et al. (2021)
observed that when communities were equipped with street lighting and
surveillance cameras, 63% of residents reported feeling safer due to the
perceived deterrence of criminal activity. A systematic review by Chen and
Lopez (2019) found that community-oriented approaches, such as participatory
crime prevention strategies, not only reduced the fear of crime by 47% but also
improved trust in local authorities.

Despite the significant body of research examining the relationship
between perceptions of crime prevention measures and fear of crime, notable
gaps remain. Many studies focus primarily on the effectiveness of these
measures in reducing actual crime rates, yet fewer investigate the nuanced
perceptions that shape public fear (Martinez et al., 2021). For example, research
often overlooks how socio-economic and cultural contexts influence the public's
perception of crime prevention measures, which can vary significantly across
different communities (Chen & Lopez, 2019). Additionally, while
technology-driven initiatives such as surveillonce cameras have been analyzed
for their deterrent effects, there is limited exploration of how these measures
impact feelings of surveillance anxiety versus safety (Johnson & Davies, 2020).

Studying the relationship between perceptions of crime prevention
measures and fear of crime is significant for both policy makers and community
leaders aiming to enhance public safety and quality of life. Understanding this
relationship helps identify which preventive strategies effectively reassure the
public and reduce anxiety, thereby fostering greater frust in law enforcement
and government initiatives. Insight into public perception allows for more
targeted, community-specific approaches that can address unique cultural,
economic, and social factors influencing fear levels. This knowledge not only
aids in developing balanced measures that deter crime without exacerbating
fear but also informs communication strategies that help the public understand
and support safety efforts. Ultimately, this research contributes to safer, more
cohesive communities by aligning crime prevention inifiatives with the
psychological and social needs of residents.

METHODS
Research Design



The study was employed a descriptive-correlational research design,
which was particularly suited for exploring relationships between variables
without manipulating them. This research design was intended to describe and
measure the natural characteristics of a phenomenon and examine how
different variables were related to each other. In the context of this study, the
goal was to understand how individuals' perceptions of crime prevention
measures such as community policing, neighborhood watch programs, and
environmental design related to their reported levels of fear of crime.

Descriptive-correlational research allowed researchers to observe the
variables in their natural setting and measure their associations without
introducing experimental controls. This approach was useful when studying the
natural relationships between variables that could not be ethically or practically
manipulated. For example, it would not have been feasible or ethical to directly
manipulate the level of fear of crime in individuals or force specific crime
prevention strategies upon them to observe their effects. Instead, this design
gathered data on how individuals perceived crime prevention efforts and
correlated those perceptions with their levels of fear, as they naturally occurred.
According to Creswell (2014), descriptive-correlational research was employed
when the purpose was to identify and understand relationships between
variables without altering the environment or variables. This was especially
important in social science research, where manipulation of variables (such as
altering crime prevention methods or inducing fear) could have been unethical
or impractical. By using this approach, the study aimed to provide insights into
how the effectiveness of crime prevention strategies, as perceived by
individuals, influenced their levels of fear of crime.

Research Participants

This study involved a sample size of 60 police officers from the Kidapawan
City Police Station. The sample size was determined using Slovin's Formula (1960),
a widely used method for calculating an appropriate sample size from a given



population. Slovin's Formula ensured that the sample was statistically meaningful
while remaining feasible in terms of fime and resources. The formula, n =

1+N(e)’
where n is the required sample size, N is the total population, and e is the margin
of error (typically set at 0.05 for a 95% confidence level), was applied to the total
population of police officers in the Kidapawan City Police Station. For instance, if
the total population is 150 police officers, the formula would yield approximately
109 respondents. However, for this study, the sample size is set at 60 police
officers, balancing statistical adequacy with practical considerations such as
time and resource constraints.

Stratified random sampling was a method used in the research to ensure
that specific subgroups within a population were adequately represented in the
sample. This technique divided the population into distinct strata, or subgroups,
based on relevant characteristics such as age, gender, occupation, or years of
service. A random sample was then taken from each stratum, proportional to its
size in the overall population, ensuring that the sample reflected the diversity of
the population while maintaining randomness. This method enhanced the
accuracy and generalizability of the research findings, particularly when
different subgroups were likely to exhibit variations in the variable of interest.
According to Creswell (2014), stratified sampling was particularly beneficial
when the researcher aimed to capture differences among subgroups, ensuring
that these differences were accounted for in the analysis while reducing
sampling bias. By employing stratified random sampling, researchers improved
the representativeness of the sample and increased the reliability of the results.
In support of Creswell's statement, stratified sampling was a widely recognized
method that allowed researchers to divide a population into homogeneous
subgroups, known as strata, based on shared characteristics that were relevant
to the study. These characteristics included race, gender identity, geographic
location, educational background, or professional roles. The stratification
process ensured that the population was categorized intfo mutually exclusive
subgroups, meaning that each individual belonged to one, and only one,
stratum. This sampling method was particularly advantageous in research
studies where the population was diverse, and the researcher aimed to ensure
that specific subgroups were proportionally represented. For instance, if a study
examined job satisfaction across various ranks within a police department,
strafified sampling allowed researchers to divide the population into strata
based on rank (e.g., officers, sergeants, and captains) and then select samples



proportionally from each subgroup. This approach enhanced the
representativeness of the sample by ensuring that all relevant subgroups were
included in the study.

Furthermore, stratified sampling minimized sampling bias by reducing the
likelihood of under- or over-representing specific subgroups, thereby improving
the accuracy and generalizability of the study's findings. This method was
particularly useful in studies with heterogeneous populations, as it ensured a
balanced representation across the different strata. By dividing the population
into clear and well-defined subgroups, stratified sampling provided a structured
framework for collecting data, resulting in more precise and reliable insights
(Thomas, 2023). The study used stratified random sampling to select the
respondents, ensuring that various subgroups, such as those based on years of
service or rank, were adequately represented. This method enhanced the
generalizability of the findings and ensured a balanced and diverse sample for
analysis. By focusing exclusively on police officers stationed in Kidapawan City,
the study ensured a homogeneous sample that reflected the unique
operational and organizational context of this police station. Officers stationed
outside of Kidapawan City were excluded to maintain the study's relevance to
the specific area. This approach allowed for a targeted examination of the
influence of crime prevention measures on fear of crime within this localized
setting, providing insights that were directly applicable to the local law
enforcement context.

Slovin's Formula was widely recognized as an appropriate tool for
determining sample size in research where the population was known,
especially when resources and time were limited. According to Tejada and
Punzalan (2012), Slovin's Formula was a practical and efficient method for
calculating a sample size that ensured sufficient representation of the
population while maintaining feasibility. This method was particularly useful when
researchers needed to balance statistical reliability with constraints on resources
and time. By applying Slovin's Formula in this study, the researcher ensured that
the chosen sample size of 60 police officers was both statistically sound and
practical. The formula accommodated the research's focus on understanding
the relationship between perceptions of crime prevention measures and fear of
crime, allowing for meaningful data analysis without requiring the participation
of the entire population of police officers in Kidapawan City. Tejada and



Punzalan’s endorsement of Slovin's Formula further validated its appropriateness
in studies like this, where ensuring representativeness and feasibility were key
considerations.

Research Materials

This study investigated the influence of the perception of crime prevention
measures on the fear of crime, utilizihg two adopted survey questionnaires to
gather comprehensive and reliable data. These instruments were designed to
measure key variables in a structured and systematic manner, ensuring that the
insights gathered were relevant and robust.

The first part of the questionnaire focused on the perception of crime
prevention measures among police officers. It included three core indicators:
Police Visibility, Community Engagement, and Surveillance Technology. These
indicators reflected the various dimensions of crime prevention efforts as
perceived by the respondents. This part of the survey was adapted from the
work of Farrington, D. P., & Welsh, B. C. (2020), which had a high reliability
coefficient of 0.911, indicating strong internal consistency. The questionnaire
utiized a 5-point Likert scale, where respondents rated their agreement with
statements ranging from 1 (Strongly Disagree) to 5 (Strongly Agree). This scale
allowed for nuanced responses, enabling the study to assess the extent to which
police officers perceived and engaged with crime prevention measures
comprehensively.

The second part of the questionnaire measured the fear of crime among

police officers. This section was structured around three indicators: Personal
Safety Concerns, Neighborhood Trust Levels, and Victimization Experiences. It
was adapted from Ferraro, K. F. (2019) and had a reliability coefficient of 0.832,
indicating a good level of reliability. Like the first part, this section employed a
5-point Likert scale, where responses ranged from 5 - Strongly Agree to 1 -
Strongly Disagree. By using these indicators, the study aimed to capture officers'
experiences and perceptions of fear of crime, contributing valuable insights into
how these perceptions influenced their attitudes and behaviors.
To analyze the data effectively, the study employed a range of means to
describe and interpret the responses. The table below outlined the range of
means, the corresponding descriptions, and their interpretations for both parts of
the questionnaire.



Range Mean Description Interpretation

Strong agreement; highly evident or
strongly perceived.

Agreement; moderately evident or

4.21 -5.00 Very High

3.41 - 4.20 High

perceived.

2.61-3.40 Moderate  Neutral; somewhat evident or perceived.

1.81-2.60 Low Disagreement; minimally evident or
perceived.

1.00-1.80 Very Low S rong. disagreement; not evident or
perceived.

Data Gathering Procedure

The data gathering procedure for this study on the relationship between
perceptions of crime prevention measures and fear of crime began with
obtaining approval from the dean and research committee, ensuring that the
research complied with ethical guidelines and institutional requirements. Once
approval was granted, the researcher proceeded with securing informed
consent from respondents, which included residents of Kidapawan City and
local law enforcement personnel. Data were collected through surveys and
questionnaires designed to assess perceptions of crime prevention measures,
such as police visibility, community policing, and neighborhood watch
programs, as well as the respondents' levels of fear of crime. The survey was
administered in person or electronically, depending on the availability and
preference of the respondents. Afterward, the collected data were coded and
analyzed using statistical methods to explore the relationships between the
variables, and findings were interpreted in the context of the local community.

Data Analysis

The study on the influence of perception of crime prevention measures on
fear of crime employed several statistical analyses to examine the relationships
and frends.



Mean was calculated to provide a summary of the central tendency for
perception of crime prevention measures and fear of crime variables. This
helped establish the average levels of these variables among the respondents.

Standard Deviation was used to assess the variability in the data, offering
insights info how much individual responses deviated from the mean. This
provided a clearer picture of the dispersion and consistency within the data.

Pearson Product Moment Correlation was utilized to determine the
strength and direction of the linear relationship between perception of crime
prevention measures and fear of crime. This analysis revealed whether and how
strongly these variables were related. These statfistical methods, when
combined, provided a comprehensive understanding of the interplay between
perception of crime prevention measures and fear of crime within the police

force.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

This chapter contains the presentation of the gathered data in tabular
forms and their corresponding discussions and interpretations. The first part
discussed the levels of perception of crime prevention and fear of crime. The
second part shows the relationship of the independent variables between the
dependent variable. The third part, presents whether perception of crime

prevention best predict fear of crime.

Level of Perception of crime prevention

Table 1 shows the level of perception of crime prevention with three
indicators namely Police visibility, Community Engagement, and Surveillance
Technology with the overall mean 4.33 and with the standard deviation of 0.55
with the description of Very High.
Table 1: Level of Crime prevention measure



Mean Std.

Deviation n

Indicators Interpretatio

A. Police visibility

1. | feel confident in my patrol Very High
o P 4.400 494 Y i
visibility.

2. | believe police presence Very High

'p. P o 4.400 527 Y g
deters criminal activity.

3. | think frequent patrols improve Very High

, d P P 4.433 563 Y e
public safety.

4. | trust my visibility positivel Very High
) Y ) P _ Y 4317 469 Y e
impacts crime prevention.

5. | perceive my visibility as Very High
peTesive Y YRR 4.350 547 Y9
effective in policing.

6. | believe regular patrols Very High

° p. 4,283 613 Vg
enhance community trust.

7. 1 think visible officers reduce

) 4.350 .547 )
fear of crime. Very High

8. | feel that patrols promote a
safer environment. 4.400 927 Very High

Category Mean 4.367 0.536 Very High

B. Community engagement

1. | believe community Very High
engagement reduces crime 4.533 623
rates.

2. | feelinvolved in building

4.500 .504

community trust.

Very High



3. | see community partnerships

improves police efficiency.

) _ 4.200 .605 )
as crime prevention. Very High
4. | think community outreach Very High
] 4.250 .508
improves safety awareness.
5. | believe working with residents Very High
) 4.317 567
prevents crime.
6. | feel connected with the
) 4.433 563 )
community | serve. Very High
7. | trust community engagement
, 4.500 567 )
strengthens public safety. Very High
8. | think my interaction with
. ) 4.433 563 )
citizens prevents crime. Very High
Category Mean 4.396 0.572 Very High
C. Surveillance technology
9. I believe surveillance High
technology enhances crime 4.167 557
prevention efforts.
10.1 feel surveillance systems Very High
) _ 4.283 .585
improve public safety.
11.1 trust surveillance technology High
) 4.167 .557
helps solve crimes.
12.1 think surveillance cameras High
o o 4.167 557
deter criminal activity.
13.1 feel more secure with Very High
) 4.300 561
surveillance technology.
14.1 believe surveillance tools aid Very High
o , 4.200 480
in crime detection.
15.1 think surveillance technolo Very High
% 4.333 572 Y9



16.1 tfrust surveillance data for Very High
) o 4.417 .530
accurate investigations.

Category Mean 4.254 0.554 Very High

Overall Mean 4.339 0.557 Very High

The variable Perception of crime prevention contains three indicators
namely police visibility, community engagement, and surveillance technology.
Among the eight statements on the indicator police visibility, the statement *“I
think frequent patrols improve public safety” got the highest mean of 4.43
described as high, while the statement “l believe regular patrols enhance
community trust” got the lowest mean 4.28 of described as high. The overall
mean of the indicator police visibility is 4.37 and is high.

The high mean score for police visibility suggests that individuals strongly
perceive frequent patrols as an effective way to enhance public safety,
contributing to a sense of security. This aligns with previous research showing
that visible police presence can improve perceptions of safety and reduce fear
of crime (Roberts, 2024). In support, other studies highlight that while police
visibility positively influences public frust, it can sometimes have a more
moderate impact on trust levels compared to safety perceptions (Harris, 2018).
This indicates that while patrols are seen as beneficial for safety, their role in
fostering community trust may be more complex.

Among the eight statements on the indicator community engagement,
the statement I believe community engagement reduces crime rates” got the
highest mean of 4.53 described as high, while the statement | see community
partnerships as crime prevention” got the lowest mean 4.2 of described as high.
The overall mean of the indicator community engagement is 4.40 and is high.



The high mean score for community engagement suggests that
individuals perceive active involvement in the community as a strong tool for
reducing crime. This supports the view that community engagement initiatives,
such as neighborhood watch programs or community policing, can foster a
sense of collective responsibility, leading to lower crime rates (Sullivan, 2024). In
support, other studies have similarly found that community partnerships are
effective in crime prevention, although the perceived impact on crime rates
may vary depending on the type and intensity of engagement (Green, 2018).

Among the eight statements on the indicator surveillance technology, the
statement "I trust surveillance data for accurate investigations” got the highest
mean of 4.42 described as high, while the statement “| believe surveillance
technology enhances crime prevention efforts; | trust surveillance technology
helps solve crimes; and | think surveillance cameras deter criminal activity” got
the lowest mean 4.17 of described as high. The overall mean of the indicator
surveillance technology is 4.25 and is high.

The high mean score for surveillance technology suggests that individuals
generally trust its role in supporting accurate investigations, although their
perception of its broader impact on crime prevention is slightly more moderate.
This indicates that while surveillance is considered valuable for solving crimes, its
perceived effectiveness in preventing criminal activity might be less clear
(Jackson, 2024). Similarly, other research suggests that while surveillance
technology aids law enforcement, its ability to deter crime is not universally
accepted, with its impact varying based on public awareness and perceived
omnipresence (Martinez, 2018).

The overall mean of the variable Perception of crime prevention is 4.34 and
high. This means that individuals generally have a strong belief in the
effectiveness of crime prevention measures, particularly in areas such as
surveillance technology. While they ftrust surveillonce data for accurate
investigations, there is a slightly lower belief in its ability to prevent crime or deter



criminal activity. This suggests that while surveillance is seen as a valuable tool
for solving crimes, its perceived role in preventing them may not be as strongly
emphasized (Jones, 2024). Similarly, research has shown that while surveillance
technology is trusted for investigative purposes, its deterrent effect on crime is
often questioned, with varying opinions based on community context and
awareness (Adams, 2018).

Level of Fear of crime

Table 2 shows the level of fear of crime. The variable fear of crime
contains three indicators namely personal safety concerns, neighborhood trust
levels, and victimization experiences. With the overall mean of 4.31 and with the
standard deviation of 0.55 and with the description of Very High.

Table 2; Level of Fear of crime

Indicators Mean Std. Interpretatio
Deviation n

A. Personal safety concerns

1. I feel safe during my police Very High
. amyp 4.416 561 Vg
duties.
2. | trust my tfraining to handle
4.216 490 ,
threats. Very High
3. | believe my safety is
4.266 578 ,
well-protected. Very High
4. | feel confident when Very High
_ 4.200 443
responding to calls.
5. | think my department supports Very High
) yaep PP 4316 536 Vg
officer safety.
6. | believe | am prepared for
) . 4.333 572 .
dangerous situations. Very High

7. | feel secure while on patrol. 4,233 592



Very High

8. I trust my equipment ensures Very High
v eauip 4.333 .509 Y9
personal safety.
Category Mean 4.289 0.538 Very High
B. Neighborhood trust levels
9. ltrust the community | serve Very High
_ 4.466 595
daily.
10.1 believe the neighborhood
4.366 551 _
supports law enforcement. Very High
11.1 feel residents are cooperative
, ) 4.366 551 ,
with police. Very High
12.1 trust local residents report Very High
o o 4.400 .558
suspicious activities.
13.1 believe community trust Very High
improves crime prevention 4.200 576
efforts.
14.1 think neighborhood
relationships help reduce 4.333 .542 Very High
crime.
15.1 feel respected by the local High
) 4.116 .584
community.
16.1 believe local residents value
) 4.100 .602 )
police presence. High
Category Mean 4.293 0.580 Very High

C. Victimization experiences




17.1 feel confident handling Very High

victimization situations 4.400 527
effectively.
18.1 believe my experience helps
'y. .p , P 4.200 632 ,
prevent victimization. Very High
19.1 feel prepared for handlin
o p p ° 4316 .536 ,
victimization cases. Very High
20.1 think victimization incidents Very High
o _ 4.366 581
strengthen my policing skills.
21.1 tfrust my fraining in victim Very High
Y ° 4.450 534 Y9
support.
22.1 believe my experience aids
. ) 4.316 .536 .
crime prevention efforts. Very High
23.1 feel equipped to prevent
) q. F?p. . P 4.400 .558 .
officer victimization. Very High
24.1 tfrust my department supports Very High
o Y p. PP 4.450 501 Y9
victims effectively.
Category Mean 4.362 0.553 Very High
Overall Mean 4.315 0.553 Very High

Among the eight statements on the indicator personal safety concerns,
the statement “| feel safe during my police duties” got the highest mean of 4.42
described as high, while the statement “| feel confident when responding to
calls” got the lowest mean 4.20 of described as high. The overall mean of the
indicator personal safety concerns is 4.29 and is high.

This means that individuals generally perceive a high level of safety in their
roles, particularly during police duties, although there is a slightly lower sense of



confidence when responding to calls. This suggests that while officers may feel
secure in their routine tasks, the uncertainty and risks associated with responding
to incidents can affect their confidence (Roberts, 2024). Similarly, studies have
shown that while officers report high levels of safety in confrolled environments,
external threats encountered during active policing can influence their overall
sense of confidence (Taylor, 2018).

Among the eight statements on the indicator neighborhood trust levels,
the statement “| frust the community | serve daily” got the highest mean of 4.47
described as high, while the statement I believe local residents value police
presence” got the lowest mean 4.1 of described as high. The overall mean of
the indicator neighborhood trust levels is 4.29 and is high.

This means that individuals generally have a strong sense of trust in the

community they serve, although there is a slightly lower belief in the value
residents place on police presence. This suggests that while officers feel
confident in their relationships with the community, the perceived support for
police efforts may vary (Johnson, 2024). Similarly, research has shown that while
trust in local communities is often high, the level of support for police presence
can fluctuate depending on community dynamics and previous interactions
(Brown, 2018).
Among the eight statements on the indicator victimization experiences, the
statement “| frust my training in victim support; and | trust my department
supports victims effectively” got the highest mean of 4.45 described as high,
while the statement “| believe my experience helps prevent victimization” got
the lowest mean 4.2 of described as high. The overall mean of the indicator
victimization experiences is 4.37 and is high.

This means that individuals generally have a high level of tfrust in their
training and their department’s support for victims, although there is slightly less
confidence in their ability to personally prevent victimization. This suggests that
while officers feel equipped to support victims, they may perceive their



individual role in crime prevention as less impactful (Smith, 2024). Similarly, studies
show that while police officers are confident in the training provided for victim
support, they often face challenges in translating this into preventive measures
due to external factors like community dynamics and the nature of specific
crimes (Miller, 2018).

The overall mean of the variable fear of crime is 4.32 and high. This means that
individuals generally have a heightened sense of fear regarding crime,
indicating that concerns about personal safety and community security are
prevalent. This aligns with research showing that fear of crime often influences
people's perceptions and behaviors, even if they have not personally
experienced victimization (Garcia, 2024). Similarly, studies suggest that fear is
shaped by a combination of personal experiences, media portrayals, and
community factors, which can heighten the perceived threat of crime (Keller,
2018).

Relationship between perception of crime prevention and fear of crime

Table 4 presents the results of correlational analysis of the variables which
its purpose is to show if the variable particularly the Perception of crime
prevention does have a significant relationship on Fear of crime. From the result
presented, it shows that the correlation between Perception of crime prevention
and Fear of crime revealed a p value of .000 which is less than the value of 0.05
level of confidence which indicates that there is a relationship that can be
drawn from the two variables indicated. Thus, the null hypothesis which states
that “There is no significant relationship between Perception of crime prevention
and Fear of crime” is therefore rejected with a weak degree of correlation
(r=.772).

Table 3: Relationship between the Variables

VARIABLES R p-value Remarks




Perception of crime prevention and J72 .000 Highly
fear of crime Significant

*Significant at .01 level

The results indicate that there is a significant relationship between the
perception of crime prevention measures and fear of crime, as evidenced by
the p-value being less than the 0.05 level of confidence. This suggests that the
way individuals perceive crime prevention measures, such as police visibility or
community engagement, can influence their level of fear regarding crime.
However, the weak degree of correlation indicates that while there is a
connection, other factors may also play a role in shaping individuals' fear of
crime. In support, research has shown that effective crime prevention strategies
can reduce fear, but their impact can vary based on personal experiences and
neighborhood characteristics (Jones, 2024). Similarly, studies have suggested
that while perceptions of safety measures are important, fear of crime is also
influenced by individual and contextual factors beyond crime prevention
(Taylor, 2018).

CONCLUSION

In the light of the study, the following conclusion were drawn:

1. The results indicate that individuals have a generally positive
perception of crime prevention measures, with high mean values for
police visibility, community engagement, and surveillance technology.
This suggests that these measures are seen as effective in reducing
crime, fostering a sense of security among the public.

2. The findings on fear of crime show that individuals have substantial
concerns about personal safety, trust within their neighborhoods, and
the impact of past victimization. These concerns are reflected in high



mean values, indicating that fear of crime remains a significant issue
for many people.

3. The significant relationship between perceptions of crime prevention
and fear of crime suggests that as individuals perceive crime
prevention measures as effective, their fear of crime tends to
decrease. This highlights the importance of public confidence in crime
prevention strategies in reducing overall fear within communities.
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