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ABSTRACT

The quality of life of people is ofien determined by how safe they feel fo engage in

activiies. We are living in a country where the moral order is being}decayed for Teasons
that can and'cannot be explained. Tnis re_search set out to investigate whether thereis an.
association (if ariy) between the fear of crime and various respondent characteristics and
what the impact of crime has on students’ social mobility in different settings. Another
reason for investigation was to determine what students’ perceptions of safety are in various
places. Taking a closer look at what students perceive as the important causes of fear of
moving around in Cape Town. A questionnaire was used to investigate these questions.
The final sample included 298 students from 4 tertiary institutions in the Western Cape

region.

The results of the research showed that there is a felaﬁonship between student
characteristics and fear of crime. It also showed that race was a strong predictor for the fear
of crime among students. The research results are similar to previous research that have
been carried out about the fear of crime. The research showed that students are affected
by the fear of crime and most students fear moving around Cape Town because of a lack of

police presence and fear for their personal safety.
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CHAPTER1

1. INTRODUCTION

This chapter introduces the topic of the research. It contains the mofivation for the study, the
aims of the study and the hypotheses. - |

1.1. Motivation for the study

The membess of the age group 21 - 35 years are the most victimized group in Cape Town
(Camerer, Louw, Shaw, Atz & Scharf, 1998). In a countty where democracy is only
beginning, each person should be free of feeling fearful, apprehensive or scared. Liviﬁg in
a province, namely the Western Cape, which has one of the highest crime rates, makes it

vitually impossible not to be aware of the impact thai crime has on people’s lives.

According to Camerer, et al. (1998) cértafn people were more at risk for specific crimes.
White peop!e living in Cape Town were more likely to be victimized by property crimes,
whilst Africans were more at risk for murder and coloured people were more at risk for
personal éssauit In South Africa, which has a diversity of people and varying economic
'status, people respond differently to the impact of crime. It is the intention of this research
to highlight the impact of crime and how i_tinﬁuences the mobility of students.

Being a female student and due to the prevalence of crime in the Westerh Cape, the
researcher has a personal interest to find out what other students are doing o protect
themselves against becoming vicims of crime. The researcher is interested to find out if
the mobility of students is in any way affected by the presence of crime.

Not much research been conducted on smdénts and the impact that crime has on their



social mobility. Students are a mobile group since they have to attend lectures, engage in
practical work, infemships and some even have part ime work. They are always travelling
and exposed fo the threat of crime. Students are at the brink of economic independence. It

is typical for students to frequent bars, discos, movies, theatres, efc.

When students are at the university or technikons they _have thé opportunity o develop in 3
dimensions | '

. develppment as aperson

- development as a student

- development in relation to some specific career.

Doe_s this presence of crime affect them or curb their socia or recreaional activiies? This

question will be explored in the research.

The foliowing serves as motivation for the study:
1) Students are the new leaders of the counfry. How does crime impact their lives on
campus and in their social world ? Not much research has focused on students and their

social mobility in terms of crime.

2) The Western Cape has recently been having bomb/ terrorist attacks at social and

leisure places.

It is for these reasons, the researcher is limiting the research to students. They are

developing young adults and they are the future economic backbone of the country. it is of

interest to know how crime affects their lives. The purpose of the study is to find out whether
student lifestyle, mobility or sociability has been influenced by the presence of crime.



1.2. Statement of the problem

1.2.1. What is the impact of crime on student’s sociability in the following setfings?
1.2.1.1. movement in the éhopping sefting

1.2.1.2. movement in the social setfing

1.2.1.3. movement in the recréaﬁonal seffing

1.2.1.4. movement in the insfitutional setting

1.22.1s {here arefationship between the fear of crime and the following respondent?
characteristics? |

1.2.2.1 gender

1.22.2race

1.22.3 age

1.2.2.4 urban rural dichotormy

1.2.3 Does the fear of crime influence students’ movement to the following seftings:
1.23.1. institutional | |
1.2.3.2. socia

1.2.3.3. recreational

1.2.3.4. shopping

1.2.4, How safe do students fee! in the following settings:
1.24.1. insfitutional | e

1.24.2. social

1.24.3 recreational

1.24.4 shopping



1.2.5. What are the reasons that students do not travel around in Cape Town ?
1.3 Aims of the study
In this study the following aims would like to be achieved.

1.3.1.To find out whether there is an association (if any) between the fear of crime
and respondent characteristics such as age, gender, race and place they

originate from.

1.3.2. To determine the impact of crime on students’ social mobility in different

seftings, namely instituional, recreational, social and shopping settings.

1.3.3.To determine students ﬁercepﬁon of safety in different setfings, namely:
1) institutional
2) sacial
3) recreational
4) shopping

1.3.4. To detemmine what students perceive are the ifnportant causes of fear for _

moving around in Cape Town.



1.4. Hypotheses

1.4.1. Thereis no re!éﬁonship between the fear of crime and the following'
respondent characteristics:
a) gender
b} race
c) age
d) rural-urban dichotomy

1.4.2 There is no difference between the fear of crime and students’ social mobility to the
following places: |
a) institutional
b} social
c) recreational

d) shopping

143 Tﬁere is no difference between how fearful students fee! and beinginthe
following places:
a) institutional
b) social
¢) recreational
d) shopping |

1.5. Operational definitions -
For the purposes of this study, it is imperative to define concepts that wil be used

 throughout the dissertation. In this paper these concepts will be explained and defined as

follows:



Impact, the term impact shall mean the effect or the influence that crime has.

Crime is an act of violence against peoﬁle, property or businesses, and is usually
pdnishab!e by law. Crime manifests in different forms, assault, personal theft, household
theft, sexual abuse, ef. For the purposes of this study we will only be concemed with
personal crime, (crime related to the individual) |

Fear is a response fo subjectively defined risk and pers‘dnall vulnerabifity. It is a
physiological state and an exprésed éttitude, some physical manifestations include rapid
heartbeat or the release of adfenaiine. ‘

Student in this study shall refer to a person who is studying at a tertiary institufion in order to
qualify for some occupation or devotion. The persdn is undertaking some form of learning
- or investigation under instru_‘cﬁon at a' university or other place of higher education or

technical training.
1.6. Delimitation of study

This study was limited to the 4 major tertiary institutions in the Cape metropole area in the
Western Cape Province. Stellenbosch University was excluded since they fall under
another municipality enfrely, yet the researcher admits it would have shed interesting light

to the research -
1.7. Organisation of the study

Chapter 1 infroduces the research topic and it contains the motivafion of the study, the
statement of the research problem, the aims of the study, hypotheses that were generated
and the operational definitions. Chapter 2 introduces the literature review. !t consists of
fiterature pertaining to the resear;:h topic. Fear, crime and more specifically the fear of

- crime.



Chapter 3 infroduces the r&éearch design and procedures. This chapter covers the study
sample, the sampling design, research instrument and the method of scoring. Chapter 4
consists of the results of the study. This chapter also discusses the resuits. The analysis of
the research hypotheses are also included in this chapter. Chapter 5 contains the summary,
recommendation and the limitations of the research. |

[

1.8 Summary

~ In this chapter the researcher introduced the subject matter. The motivation and reason for
erﬁbarking on this research was also outfined. -The aims of the research have been
postulated and the research rﬁethodology was highlighted. It is the intention of this research
that students studying at tertiary institufions be the focus of the research. The aim of the
research is to understand how crime impacts on student's mobility. The following chapter

reviews literature concerning the fear of cﬁme and the models of fear of crime.



CHAPTER 2: REVIEW OF LITERATURE
2.1. INTRODUCTION

Studies in the field of crime have focused on peoples’ perceplions of crime, the fear of
crime and people’s reactions to crime. Crime is rapidly increasing in South Africa and has
some of the highest rates of violent crime in the world (Camerer, Louw, Artz & Scharf,
1998). This chapter inﬁ*oducée the topic of the research. In section 2.2 the fear of crime
concept is infroduced. This is followed by the fear of crime models in section 23. In
section 24 we examine research that has been done in the field of fear of crime and
~ gender, age, race and residenfial abode. In section 25 studies on the relationship
between social mobility and the fear of crime is explored. In section 2.6 studies on safety
in different settings i exphred. The impact of crime s discussed in section 2.7.

2.2. FEAR OF CRIME CONCEPT

Fear of crime is defined as an “emofional response of dread or anxiety to crime or
symbols that a person associate_s with crime” (Ferraro, -1995:4). A distinction is made
between fear of crime and perceived risk. Perceiv_ed risk is the "recognition of a situation
as possessing potential danger, real or imagined® (Fesraro, 1985:8). He further maintains

. that “fear involves an emotiona, and physiclogical reaction to perceived danger”.

Perceived risk involves a cognitive judgment whereas fear is emofive in character. Fear of
- crime and the concern for crime has been used mten:hangeably and this has led fo
ambiguous or distorted results with regard to the fear of crime.

Research i the fear of crime has basically been investigated in two ways, namely
formless fear and concrete fear (Keane, 1998). Formless fear is identified as peopie’s



perceptions of fear; whereas concrete fear assesses the likelihood of 'becoming a victim of
a criminal act Some research studies done by Skogan and Maxfield (1981), based on the
formless fear dimension, have shown that older black women of a lower socio-economic
class, who are unmarried, urban dwellers fend to be more fearful. Research studies have
shown that young black woman, urban dwellers and educated people tend to express

concrete fear.

Fear of crime impinges on the well being of people (Skogan, 1987). Fear of crime, as a
 subjective state could be a reaction to pact victimization, or the anticipation of being a
vicim (Mawby, 1987:103). Fear of crime has also been viewed as a political problem
(Pantazis, 2000: 741 4). Attempts af reducing the fear of crime have also featured in British
government proposals and consulfation documents (Pantazis, 2000:414). According to
Keane (1998:40), the research on fear of cime has been considerable but not much
attenfion has been' paid to the behavioural consequences of fear. 'Constrained behaviour
| and fear are 2 likely outcomes when perceived risk is high. Constrained behaviour
heightens the fear of prime (Liska, Sanchirico & Réed, 1988). According to Macguire and
Pointing (1987: 171) the problem with the fear of crime, is formulated as a relationship
- between high crime rate (objective fact) and fear of crime (subjective atfitud).

It is rather difficult to separate formless fear and concrete fear from each other since
people who are fearful believe that they are at nsk of being victims of crime. Concrete fear

is indeed an assessment of_ paotential fear of the person of being a potential victim.

Killas (1990} has idenﬁﬁed 3 key factors to explain the emergence of the fear of crime.



~ These are:

1) the exposure to the risk,
2) tack of effective defence, protective measures,

3) and the anticipation of serious consequences.

Research on the fear of crime has also moved away from using only individua
characteristics and investigated the impact of structural and environmental inhibitors or
predictors, e.g. public transporf, neighbourhood incivility, etc. This trend of research has
emerged in the late 1980's. Joseph (198Pin her research refers to the interaction between

the person and his/her environment and how it influences people’s fear for crime. Looking

at structural factors is as imeﬁant as the individual diflerences. Often there are places

which are identified as hot spofs and this is a thriving place for crime.
2.3. MODELS OF FEAR OF CRIME.

There are basically 5 models that have been used by researchers to explain and describe
the emergence of fear of crime.‘ Reseérchers have used these models to show why
people fear crime.

1) the irational model, |

2)  cognitive model these two madels come from the victimization perspective,

- 3) social control model which comes from social control theory,

4) social psychological model

5) Lifestyle mode! proposed by Hindelang, Gottfredsen and Garofalo (1978).

A brief outiine of these models will be given.

10



2.3.1. Irrational model

Some researchers believe that the fear of crime is an irrafional response to a perceived
situation. Research has also shown that the fear of crime is disproportionate to actual risk of
victmization (Skogan, 1987; Liska, Lawrence & Sanchirico, 1982). According to Mawby
- (1987:103) fear of crime is a response to media distortion, an frrafional response or a

relativistic assessment of crime.
2.3.2. Cognitive model

These theorists mainia‘n that fear is a rational response to a perceived threat or harm
(Baumer, 1985:241). People who are physically or socially vulnerable, e.g. women and the
poor, have a greater fear of crime. This model uses the concept of vulnerability to explain
why women, the young, the elderly and the poor are parﬁcularly fearful of crime. The
cognitive model sees past victimization experience as contributing fo the individual's level

of fear of crime.
2.3.3. Social control mode! -

These fesearchers atiribute the fear of crime as a consequence of perceived erosion of
social control that is evident in many urban areas Glanz {1989), e.g. the incivif’rﬁes in the
neighbourhood. Incivilities are defined as: "low level breaches of community standards that
signa erosion of conventionally accepted norms and values® (Lagrange, Ferraro,
Suspancic 1992312). People are fearful as a result of their perceptions of the decline of
moral order in society. People who perceive their neighbourhoods or areas of residence
as unsafe tend to be more fearful as was shown in the Cape Town survey {Camerer, etal,

1998) as well as research by May and Dunaway (2000).



2.3.4. A social psychological model
in this mode! the fear of crime is associated with 4 social psychological components.

1) attractwty how people see themselves or their possesslons as atfractive targets
for cnnunai activities.

2) Evil intent of the perpertator

3) power, the degree of self-assurance and feeling of control that a person has with
respect o pbssible threat or assault by another. One’s own power and the power

of the other person. - - | ' '

4) Criminalizable space refers to the situation in which a crime may take place, the
time and presence of others (Farral, Bannister, Dition, & Gilchrist, 2000:400).

The main reason 'for constructing this model .was that previous models locked at

sociological variables and ignored social psychological and psychological factors that may

be important to explain the fear of crime (Farral, et al 2000:400).

Social psychological research suggests that there are important differences in what -

produces fear for men and women.
2.3.5. Lifestyle model proposed by Hindelang, Gotiredson and Garofalo in (1978).

Lifestyle refers to how people involve themselves in daly activities and special events on
a predictable basis. It encompasses how people spend their tme and monéy at work as
wel as at leisure (Karmen, 1989). Reseasnhérs'who have utiized this mode! for their
research include Baldassare. (1986) and Mawby (1987).

The likelihood of an indidual becoming a vicim depends on their lfestyle. Peaple have
different lifestyles and some are more exposed to situations of crime and have a higher

12



risk of becoming victims of ¢rime, e.g. people who travel by means of public transport
have greater risk than those people who have their own transport.

in the present reseamh, the researcher does not-use any particular mode! but has used an
eclectic approach in understan&ing the fear of crime. The researcher believes that a
person’s fear of crime is seen as a rational response to neighbo’&rhood inciviliies and the
knowiedge that crime exists in his/her neighbourhood. Saciological and psychological
factors also plays a role in the person’s fear of crimé'and this needs o be accounted for. A
person’s Iiféstyle, which is often associated,wiﬂl- socio economic status does fo a certain

degree add to a person’s fear of crime.

2.4. STUDIES ON THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN RESPONDENT
CHARACTERISTICS AND THE FEAR OF CRIME.

In most research the fear of crime was only meésured by 1 question. This has been a
centre of debate, as some researchers maintain that the use of 1 question does not
accurately measure the fear of crime. The use of 1 question fo measure the fear of crime
might be insufficient, since it is not clear whether the response to the question is as a result
of an emotional reaction or as a result of perceived risk (Pantazis, 2000). It is
recommended to use more than 1 quesfion to measure the fear of crime. It would also be
more appropriate fo use a mulfivariate approach in assessing the determinants of fear of

crime, as itis statistically more useful.

The question used to measure the fear of crime was, "How safe the do you feel when
walking &lone in your neighboﬁmood after dark” (Pantazis, 2000; Baldassare, 1986; Liska,
L awrence & Sanchirico 1982). This question has been asked in most of the crime surveys
as well as in the Brifish Crime Surveys of 1982 and 1994.

13



24.1. Gender and fear of crime.

Gender has proven to be the most consistent predictor of fear of crime (Ferraro, 1996).
Women have ideniified rape as the most important fear provoking activity when it comes to
their personal safety. | | |

Research findings from Clemente and Kleinman (1977) showed that gender had more
. predictive power than any of the other independent variables. Sixty one percent of females
were afraid to wak alone inAthe-ir neighbourhood at night. The research done by Pantazis
-(2000) explores vulnerabiiity-and the fear of crime ‘among poor people in Great Britain. In
order fo understand the fear of crime of poor people, one should look at other issues such
as job loss, debt and unemployment. The research of Pantazis (2000) used the data
andlysis of the British Crime Survey done in 1894. The question to measure the fear of
crime was:"How safe do you feel when walking alone in your local area after dark". Results
showed that 33% of al people feel unsafe when walking alone in their neighbourhood.
Sixty seven percent of poor women felt unsafe compared to 34 % of poor men. The
research findings -found that the impact of._gender on safety perceptions was less
significant in poor households.

Women's fear of crime is perceived by seeing themselves as potential victims, whilst men

find distrustful people fear provoking (Pantazis, 2000:401). According to Pantazis (2000)

women fear crime more than men, and this is ascribed to women’s vulnerability.

14



2.4.2 Race and fear of crime studies

A research done by Liska, Lawrence and Sanchiﬁgo (1982) explores the fear of crime as a
social fact, which varies acrass s@aﬁons and the structural characteristics of cities. Fear of
crime was measured by the question "How safe do you feel or would you feel being out

alone in your neighbourhood at night (during the day)".

The research findings showed that there is an association between the racial composifion
and fear of crime. The Cape Town survey showed similar results. The different racial groups
experienced different types of victimization, e.g. whites experienced more property crime

and Africans experignced more violent crime (Camerer, et. a., 1998).

A research by Joseph (1997) set out to examine the nature and cause of fear of crime
among the elderly, paying specia attention to ehvironmentd factors and the percepfion of
vulnerability. This research was interested in the interaction between the person and his/her

environment and how it influences the fear of crime in the elderly person.

Environmental factors were measured by a 10 item index and it-assessed issues such as
safety around their neighbourhoods, safety of certain areas, perceived safety at homes and
perceived safety of public fransport Pgrce’ption of vulnerability was measured on a 4-tem
index. Fear of crime was r_neasured on two dimensions. Firstly concrete fear of crime,
which ascertzined the fear of four major crimes, e.g. assautl, robbery, burglary, and
'r_nurder. The second dimension was formless fear, the percepﬁon of threat fo one's
 security, which included fear of being alone, fear of strangers, fear of going outside, and
fear for their personal safety. The results showed that 70% of the respondents had high
levels of fear of crime. The elderly were also more proned to formless feaf of crime than to
concrete fear of crime. Seventy three percent of the respondents said that they have

‘aoided going out at nights due to their fear of crime. To combat the fear of becarming

15



victims, 70 % of the eldery noted that they had taken precaufions against becommg

victims, e.g. bemg more cautlous acquiring a weapon or having a guard dog.

Research done by Parker and McMonis {1993} was carried out on Hispanics and African
Americans. The research was undertaken because of lack of research on ethnic minorifies
and fear of crime. The researchers wished to determine the fear of crime and the likelthood

of victimization in Hispanics and black ethnic minorities in the USA.

A questionnaire was used to assess'the subway {underground train) rider’s percepfions of
crime on the subway after dark. Also to assess the subway rider's atfitudes toward the

guardian angels (peace ke_e'pers or protectors). Fear and vicimization was measured in -

this research. Fear was measured by the question "M:en nb’ing the subway after dark, how
worried are you about being robbed, threatened, beaten up, or anything of that sort”

The likefihood of victimization was an index of the respondents’ anxiety about criminal
vicﬁniization. This was measured by four items. A reliability index of Cronbach’s alpha, =

0.790 was obtained on the four-item scale.

The résearch findings showed that gender and \;ictimizaﬁon were sfrong correlates for fear
of crime for the pooled sample of black and Hispanic respondents. Gender and age were
the strongest predictors of fear of crime. Blacks {(women and elderly) who reported greatest
risk of vicimization were more ﬁa@l of crime than those who reported the least likelihood
of being victimised in the future.

Women, the elderly, and individuals who reported the greatest fkelihood of future
victimization were more fearful than men. Younger {es;_zcnd'ents and individuals who

reported the least risk of future victimization. These findings are consistent with previous
studies (Skogan & Maxfield, 1981). The researchers have offered the following

16



explanations for the consistent findings. Firstly, wOmen, glderly people, and individuals
who have been victimized feel less capable of defending themselves, (vulnerability) and
secondly, women, the elderly, and people who have experienced victimization tend to live

close to areas or in areas with high levels of crime.

Blacks are more likely to be victims of crime against their person‘_ihan whites (Clemente &
Kleinman, 1977). Africans in South African cifies were greater at risk of experiencing violent
crimes than in the other race groups (Camerer, et al., 1998). Results from the 1994 Brifish
Crime Survéy has indicated that somé poputation groups may feel less safe than others
Which could be due to ﬂ!eir‘social economic position or their physical inabiifies (Péntazis,
2000:414).

2.4.3 Age and fear of crime studies

The elderly are vulnerable due to the age and their -agiiity. A study by May and Dunaway
{2000) looked at the predictors of fear of crime among adolescents and whether it differs
from the predictors of adult fear of crime. The study was carried out at school and the
results showed that perceived neighbourhood inciviity was the best predictor for
adolescent fear of crime. Perceived safety at school was the second best predictor of
adolescent fear of crime. The results also showed that adolescent fear of crime was

different to adult fear of crime. The predictors for adult fear of crime are gender, race and

age. This has been consistent with most research on the fear of crime (Ferraro)‘|995; 7

Pantazis, 2000; Keane, 1998).

Pupis who perceived their school as an unsafe environment tend fo be more fearful. The

grade level of the pupils was also significant Pupils in the lower grades were more fearful

17



than the ones in the higher grades. When the researchers controlled gender they found that
" black male adolescents were more fearful of crime at school. Perceptions of safety were

found to be an importént factor in the female fear of crime but not male fear of crime.

A research done by Baldassare (1986) explored the fear of crime _émong the elderly. Fear
of crime was measured by the following question:"Would you say it is safe to go out walking
at night where you live?” The results showed that women were more fearful than men.
Research findings showed that income had a significant relationship between age and the
fear of crime. Income is used as a measure of lif_estyle and also an indicator of the amount

of socialising people do outside of the home environment.

According fo Williams and Singh (1994) the youth not only have to cope with growing up,
they have to contend with crime.-Research héve 'shown, that youth that are fearful are likely
to have lower grades, lower,'seif esteem and fewef friends than those who are not fearful.
Research done by Wiliams and Singh (1994) looked at some of the defensive actions
taken by the youth to protect themselves. The results showed that schbo!—going youth
employed strategies to defend or protect themselves against becoming victims of crime.

According to May and Dunaway (2000) pupils who exhibited low fevels of safety at school
or in their neighbourhoods, were more likely to be fearful of crimina victimization. The
phencmena. underlying the fear of crime in adults and adolescents is different Fearful
adults adopt avoidance techniqués and' adaptive strategies when travelling at night {Hale,

1996; Ferraro,1 995).
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244 Urban - rural and fear of crime studies.

Research done by Shweilzer, Kim and Mackin (1999) explored the relationship between

the environment and the fear of crime in urban neighbourhoods. The perceived crime level
was measured by thfee items. The results showed that fear of cﬁme is strongly related to
low sense of community than to actual crime. This means if people have a strong sense of
community, in being able to. combat crime, they were less fearful. The residents living on
the blocks with high crime were more likely to be renters, black, lower income, and new fo
~ the block. |

According to research findings people living in urban areas have greater fear of crime

because of high crime levels in these areas (Skogan & Maxfield, 1981; Ferraro 1995);
2.4.5 Other predictors and fear of crime

Another predictof for fear of cnme is wéa!th. The available research shows that poor people
- are much more fearful than the rest of the pcpulatidn (Pantazis, 2000:416). Poor people are
less fikely to have their homes protected; no insurance and they are exposed to potential
threatening situations because they rely on public transport. Another factor is that poor
people live in places which has high levels of crime and this also leads to increased

anxiety for their safety.

Another predictor for fear of crime is that of preﬁous victimization. Previous victimization
and greatér perceptioh of risk for victimization, by the individual, has been positively finked
to the fear of crime (Femraro, 1995). V‘u.lnerfabiﬁty, the powerlessness fo resist attack, e.g.
lacking physical.strengm, has also bee'n proven to be a predictor for fear of crime.
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Neiéhbourhccd incivilities have also been proven a predictor for fear of crime (May &
Dunawayjz(}OO; Pantazis 200{_); Hartnage,1979).

2.5. STUDIES ON THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SOCIAL MOBILITY
AND THE FEAR OF CRIME

Mobilty gives people access 1o services (Ferreira & Mostert, 1986). People have to travel
- fo work, schod and acfivities. If they do not own their own transport they have to make use
- of public transport People who spend more time in vulnerable locations, deserted areas,

derelict buildings, bars, or leave their property unguarded are more likely to be victimized.

.Rasearch done by Keane {1998) explored how the fear of crime influences the behaviour
and mobility of women. The résulis showed that women who felt worried were fikely to
restrict their behaviour. According to the results, 67 % of women reported they would walk
in their neiéhbourhoods if they felt safer, The reéearch showed that the women under used
parking garages and their néighbourhobd. Results also ﬁldicated that if fear was decreased
~ the overall mobility of women who are fearful, would have more freedom fo moving around.
However this is in contrast to research done by Liska, Sanchirico and Reed (1988) who

maintain that reducing crime does not necessarily lead to the reduction of fear by people.
Research by Keane (1998)., did not look at factors that would increase women's mobility or
what the causes are for lack of mobility. In our present study we explore what students think

are factors or reasons for not walking or moving around in Cape Town.

According fo research by Liska, Sanchiico and Reed (1988) fear constrains behaviour,
which in turn increases fear. People who fear crime tend to constrain their behaviour to safe
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areas. This research looked at the reciprocal effects of fear of crime and constrained

behaviour for different age groups.

Fear and constrained behaviour was measured by the following questlons

*How often do you go out in the evening for enterfainment such as restaurants, theatres
efc?" "Have you limited or changed your aclivities in the past year because of crime?” Fear
of crime was measured by the following question for both day and night

*How safe do you feel or would you feel out alone in your neighbourhood at night (day).”

The researchers assumed that the level of educaﬁon was an indicator of lifestyle and affects
the level of socialising outs:de of the home The findings of the research showed that age
was an important predictor for constrained behaviow. Fear was also affected by
constrained behaviour and gender, however constrained behaviour was affected by fear

and age. The results also showed that constrained behaviour increases fear.

Research done by Femeira and Mostert (1986) explored the problems that the eldery
experienced in getting around in the c"rty of Durbah. Thirty four percent of elderly expressed

fear of being mugged or pick pocketed. From the results it showed that gender and age

were important variables in explaining the fear of Mmimﬁon in the elderly (Ferreira &

Mostert, 1986:36). Results also 'showed that frequent use of buses was the second most

important predictor in the caée of being mugged and fear of becoming a victm of crime. It
has dso been shown that perceptud barriers, emotions such as anxety, fear and

apprehension have inhibited the mobility of the agéd. Being mobile and fravefling to places

requires that the person feef safe and the free of being attacked.
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2.6. STUDIES ON SAFETY IN DIFFERENT SETTINGS.

Most of the researchers exploring the fear of crime have fried to identify how safe people
felt in various places. As with most research, fear of crime was measured by asking the
respondents how safe they felt or would feel in certain areas, g.g., their neighbourhood.
According to Nasar and Jones (1997) safely in public p!a.ces~are influenced by two
inferrelated physical cues which may produce fear. This being 1) enfrapment, barriers that
prohibit easy escape, and 2) concealment The time of day has also been found to be
related to fear of crime, the evening creates. more fear than during the day (Canerer, etad
1998). .

The Cape Town crime survey explored the nature and the extent of crime within Cape
Town. In this research, the variable race was used in analysing the results because race is

said to correspond to socio economic patterns in s_ociety (Camerer, et. al., 1998).

The results showed that vicms of violent crimes were at risk when visiting places or
engaging in entertainment Fear was highest at night when respondents showed they feit
very unsafe. Fifty pércent of Africans and 56% of coloured people felt very unsafe after
dark. According to the findings coloured peaple were the most fearful group in Cape Town.
Coloured and Africans said ﬂ1ey felt very unsafe where they lived. People who perceived
their neighbourhoods as unsafe places ae more fearful. Results of the Pretoria crime
_éurvey showed that 43% of the respondents felt vefy safe, while 38% felt fairly safe walking
in their neighbourhood during the day. However at night 50% felt very unsafe and 19% felt a
bit safe. Fifty seven percent of elderly péopie_ felt very unsafe waking in ther
neighbourhoads at night. Forty nine percent of the respondents indicated that the inner city

of Preforia was an unsafe area at night.
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A research study done by Noaks and Noaks (2000) wanted to determine the impact of
crime at schools. How crime affected school pupils whie they were traveliing to school
and when at school. The results of their research showed that gils were more worried
about becoming victims of crime. When at school both girls and boys expressed a
concem f& crime a.nd not adequately being pfotected at school.. 56% of school pupils
made use of profecting deviées, iike knives or whisﬂes.'A third of‘the students expressed
not feeling safe at school. | | |

A research study by Killas and Clerici (2000) explored measures of vulnerability in relation
to fear of crime in Switzerland. Fear of crime waé measured in 3 contexts, How safe or
unsafe do you feel after 10pm, while: |

a} walking in your neighbourhood

a) riding in public transport (train, bus, tram)

a)  walking home from the frain, ranV/ bus stop

The results showed that roughly 25% admitted feeling somewhat unsafe, while 30%
avoided places or people while walking at night in their neighbourhood.

According to _Felson (1994:56) modern society has 3 settings that produce crowds and are
places for crime to thrive. These are the shopping_ malls, college campuses and nightiime
activities. All 3 pIacés have high densities of people and high levels of crime. These three
seftings will be discusséd briefly.

Shopping malls are fast becoming the new centres for entertainment Al people need to
buy basic goods and services and these are readily available to the public at the shopping
mals. People frequent these places and unbeknown fo them there are many nooks were

criminal activifies occur.



At university campuses there are high density of people. Students, lecturers, administrators
and visitors. It is hardly.possible to know who belongs there or not Also most colleges
form part of the community or the city and the bulldings are located within the city, e.g.
Cape Technikon and the University of Cape Town. Felson (1994) maintain it is easy for
criminals to thrive .on campuses, since access is easily oMned. Recently tertiary
institufions have sfarted to protect their institutions with visible secuﬁty and security checks.
At the University of the Westem Cape, and (_:apé Technikon students have to produce their
student cards in order to g'ain access to .the premises and buildings. The erection ﬁf
fences, more visible security personnel, acceés bonh”ol are some measures that have

been employed to keep crime out

Night time activities also create ppportuniﬁes for crime to take place. People frequent bars,
restaurants, theatres, movies, nightclubs, etc. People are often in relaxed moods and may
not be aware of the dangers around them. Felson (1994) believes that places of
entertainment at night are associated with criminal activity. _ '

In the literature of fear of crime, the concept of hot spot crime arises. Hot spots refer to
certain places that evoke hj‘ghér levelé of fear among . people than other places. These
could be places that are ¢oncea!ed, poorly fit areas, bus stops or derelict buildings.
' Accdrding to Nasar and Jones (1997) hot spots of fear have been looked at in two ways,
namely distal and proximate levels. The distal level refers to persons that may experience
a concern about the chance of becoming a victim, e.g. the park being an unsafe place fo
be at night The 'proximate level refers to cues that evoke site-specific fears, e.g. areas
with derelict buildings or gang-invested areas (Nasar & Jones, 1997).

- The research by Nasar and Jones (1997) explored the concept of hot sfaots and looked at
3 areas on a university campus to see how safe females felt walking alone at night Safety

. - was associated with lighting, an unobstructed view and activity. Seventy seven percent of
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respondents associated welit areas with safety. Thirty eight percent of respondents
associated safely with the presence of people around and 34.6% of respondents
associated safety with the openness and ability to see across the area. This research may
not be generalised fo the other groups but "rt does highlight some of the issues of what
causes fear.armng. sfudents when walking around, e.g. conceaieﬁ places, ﬁot being able

fo see ahead or unlit areas and other factors':'.

Most research done on how safe people feel have been about places such as their
immediate neighbourhood, schools and universiies. The general pattern that has been
followed by researchers have been to see ‘whether people are avoiding sites and
situaions associated with crime and how they go about protecting themselves while in sités

or situations associated with crime.
2.7.IMPACT OF CRIME

The present study is concemed with how the fear of crime impacts on students’ social
mobility. The researcher therefore explores how fear has impacted on people’s lives,
According to Skogan and Maxfield (1981:p13) "what people do about crime would be the
best barometer 6f its impact upon people’s I_ives-". According to Glanz (1994) the impact of
crir_rie is generally measured in terms of financial loss that has been incurred and the
negative effect it has on the quality of life of the members of sociely. People who have
been victims of personal crimes are more likely to do things to protect themselves
(Skogan and Maxfield, 1981).

Crime is debilitaing and causes fear, anxiety, resentment, mistrust and dissatisfaction with

fife (Liska, Lawrence & Sanchirico,' 1982). It makes people loose the impetus or motivation

to discover their environments and what it has fo offer. Pecople tend to avoid places, limit
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themselves fo ther homes and not frequent areas, especially at night. In so doing they are
changing ordinary daily living to cope with the omnipresence of crime. People start to

become suspicious, mistrust others and are afraid of strangers.

Avoidance behaviour or constrained behaviour‘is some of the ways that people use to
protect themselves against becoming: victims. This in itself reduces people’s mobilty
There are mixed findings about the refationship between the fear of crime and constrained
behaviour {Liska, Sanchirico & Reed, 1988). Their research showed that constrained
 pehaviour has heightened the fear of crime among people and hot vice versa. Fear and
social behaviour may be rg’ciprocd; fear constrains behaviour and leads to protectivé

behaviour, which in turn reduces fear.

According to Hartnagel (1979) the fear of crime causes residential dissatisfaction and
psychological distress among the eldery. The use of avoidance behaviour as
precautionary behaviour is a predictor in avoidirig specific places, €.9. using public places
(Keane, 1998). |

People’s reactions to the threat of crime are generally aimed at reducing the risk of
becoming victims. They curtal their normal activiies and somefimes isolate themselves.
This could have a negative effiect on the quality of therr fives, since they do not engage in
activities, ¥ avoid exposure to crime. The fear of crime leads to avoidance behaviour;
people isolating themselves and erecting bamiers (Glanz 1994; Liska, Sanchirico & Reed
1988). In research done by Glanz (1991) people indicated that they had_chahged their
behaviour because of the fear of crime. People who did not have a fear of crime did not
change their behaviour. Accarding to Cankiin (1975) the public's fear of crime in an area
may reduce patronage of local businesses, especially after dark. Crime reduces
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interpersona frust and erects barriers between pebp!e just to reduce the risk of becoming

victims of ¢rime.

In South Africa vigilante action groups have been established as a direct response to the
governments ineffectiveness to curb the increase of crime. [n_'the Western Cape the
vigilante group People Against Gangsterism And Drugs (PAGAD) waé formed. In
Johannesburg the Masingafi (let us not die) was established to fight the tsosis. Kangardo
courts are springing up in parts of South Africa because the communities are fed up with the
inefficient _protecﬁon and pdﬁdx{g. These groups however have also resorted to violent

measures to meet out justice to perpetrators.

\ﬁcﬁmblogist and criminologist have identified concepts or terms to describe the ways in
which .peopie try to reduce the risk of becoming victms. Furstenburg (1972) idenfifies 4
such ferms:
1) crime prevention measure - personal protection
2) avoi dance strategies - actions that people take that would limit or
reduée their personal exposure to situations e.g. staying at home at
nights ' ' |
J) risk management tactics - they minimize their chances of being
harmed, when expoéure is unavoidable, e.g. camying a weapon, or
) travelling in groups | | | |
* 4) crime prevention through environmental design (CPTED) creéﬁng
defensive space, erecﬁng fences, having guard dogs, etz.

According to Glanz {1994} there are basicdly 3 factors which determines an individuals

response to crime:
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a) the perception of crime in the environment
b) psychological factors e.g. fear, anxiety

¢) personal circumstances e.g. gender, age or race.
2.8. SUMMARY

This chapter has looked af the literature surrbunding the fear of crime. It has attempted to
show the link between certain personal characteristics of the individual in refation to the fear
of crime. An overview of previous research done in the field of research was given with ﬂ1e
research designs that were used as well as the results of previous researches. The chapter
also reviewed models of fear of crime that other researchers used to explain the
emergence of fear of crime. Since this study is interested in determining the impact of
crime on students’ social morbility it was important to lock at the impact that crime has on
people’s lives. To reiterate Skogan and Maxfield (1981:p13) "what people do about crime
would be the best barometer of its impact upon people’s lives®. This chapter has served
as an introduction into the research topic. The concept of students, mobilty and the fear of
crime have héen introduced. This chapter @imed at acquainting the reader with the research

topic, namely the fear of crime.”
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CHAPTER 3: RESEARCH DESIGN AND PROCEDURES

3.1.INTRODUCTION

This chapter deals with the method of the research design and how the research instrument
was administered. The research approach that has been adopted in this study is explanatory
and descriptive in nature.- Explanatory to gain information about the impact of crime on students’
mobility. Descripfive because there is a wealth of information on the fear of crime in the world
as well as in South Africa.

32. THE STUDY SAMPLE

The study sample consists of tertiary students in the Cape region. The students ére from the
University of Cape Town, the University of the Western Cape, Peninsula Technikon and Cape
Technikon. The study employed the cluster sampling design. Thé researcher did not make use
ofa sampﬁrig frame. The names. of all the faculﬁés of the teriiary institutions were placed in a
bowl. A Taculty name was then drawn. Afterward the researcher placed the names of all the
 departments in that facutty in the bowl. The name of a department was then drawn. In this
department the students were selected for thé research. The sarhp!e therefore consisted of
students from the following departments: | |

UCT - Sociology department (Humanities)

UWC- Philosophy and Foreign languages (Arts)

Peninsula Technikon - Public health (Science)

Cape Technikon - Information technology (Commerce).

- These students form the "parficipant pool”. They may not be representafive of the larger
student population, but for the purposes of this research the selected students were a sample
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of all the posshle subjects avallable for the research, (Leong & Ausfin, 1996:101). 360
questionnaires were administered and 324 weve refuned, only 298 were filed in correctly
(N=298).

3.3. RESEARCH INSTRUMENT

-

- A questionnaire was used bécause this was the best pdssibie way to obtain information from
the students. The questionnaire was divided into 4 sections:

Section 1 was used to get biographical data of the respondents.

Section 2 asked 21 questions about how worried the respondents were in various places, and
they had to rate their evel of worry. Very wotried = 4, worried = 3, somewhat worried = 2 and
not wor_riéd = 1. Non response was coded 0. A copy of the questionnaire is found in the

appendice.

Section 3 of the questionnaire asked 9 questions in which the respondents had to rate how
safe they felt in various seffings. Very unsafe = 4, unsafe = 3, safe = 2, very safe = 1. Non

response was coded 0.

In section 4 an open-ended question was asked i get responses from students, which they

felt were the reasons for lack of mobility in Cape Tovin.

3.4 METHOD OF SCORING
The reépondents had to indcate by means of an X in a box whether he/she was very worried,
woiried, somewhat worried or not worried in relation to a particular question. The respondents

also had to rate how safe they felt in certain places. A open ended question in which the
respondents had to list 5 reasons which they thought were the main cause of fear of moving
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around in Cape Town.

The categories were: scored by assigning values 4,3,2,1. Very worried = 4, somewhat woried
= 3, worried = 2 and not worried = 1. No response was coded 0.

A maximum score of 84 could be obtained for section 2 and a mlmmum of 0. ngh total scores
indicated a very worried student when it comes to the fear of crime. Low total scores indicated
that the student was not worried about their mobility and the fear of crime.

" In section 3 the cateéori&s were scored by assigning values 4, 3, 2,1. Very uﬁsafe =4, unsafe
=3, safe = 2, very safe = 1. Non response was coded 0. _

A maximum of 36 could be obtained and a minimum of 0. High total scores in this section
indicated a respondent who did not feel very safe. A low total score therefore indicated a
student who felt very éaf_e.

3.5 DATA ANALYSIS OF THE RESEARCH INSTRUMENT
Reiteration of the aims of the research are:

35170 ﬁnd out whether there is an association (if any} between the fear of crime and

respondent characteristics such as age, gender, race and place of abode.

3.5.2. To determine the impact of crime on students’ social mobility in different sethngs
namely institutional, recreatonal social and shoppmg setfings.

- 3.5.3. To determine students perception of safety in different setfings, namely:

i} institutional
ii) social
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iii) recreational -

iv) shopping

3.5.4To determine what students perceive are the important causes of fear for moving

around in Cape Town.

To analysis the first aim, chi square will be calculated to determine the relationship between the
fear of crime and respondent characteristics. Cross tabulations between the respondent
characteristics will also be done. The reason for 'choosing this stafistical test is because we
have frequencies. To analysis the second aim, analysis of variance will be used to determine
- the impact that crime has on studenis" social mobility. |

For the third aim, the analysis of variance will also be used. The fourth aim the frequencies of
the al the statements will be done and also be ranked in order to determine the important

causes for not moving around in Cape Town.
3.6 PROCEDURES ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE INSTRUMENT'

Simiar research had been done by Keane (1998) and Wiliams and Singh (1994). The
researcher with the help of the supervisor developed the research instrument.

Permission had to be gained from the various institutions. The University of Cape Town and the
University of the Western Cape wanted to have an ethics statement, a copy of the research
proposal and a copy of the research instrument before permission was given to camry out
research on their instituions. After these were given to the various institutions, access to the
students given. The researcher made prior amangements with the four insfitutions about
administeﬁng the questionnaires. In most cases the researcher administered the instrument. In
ofher instances the lecturers administered the questionnaires. The research topic was
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infroduced to the students and participation was voluntary.

The researcher visited the insfitutions at the beginnfng of September till mid October 2001. The
researcher found the timing perhaps not conducive since most of the students were preparing
for university holidays and for exams. Nonetheless | visited the inéﬁtrﬁons and was helped by
the various deparments and the staff whilst doing the research. At Cape Technikon, the Head
of department asked me to address the staff of the Information technology and tell them about

my research.
The major problem that the researcher experienced, while doing the fieldwork was not having a

support system. The far distances between the researcher and the supenvisor made

communication very difficult. it was frustrating as it was a first time for the researcher.

3.7 CONCLUSION

This chapter 'covered the research design and procedures that were folowed whilst carrying

out the research. The following chapter presents the analysis and the results of the research.
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CHAPTER 4: PRESENTATION AND ANALYSIS OF DATA

This chapter deals with the presentation of the data and data analysis followed by the results of the
research. | :

4.1. ADMINISTRATION OF THE SCALE.

The scale comprising a questionnaire was administered to 360 terfiary students. There were 298
usable questionnaires and these were used for data analysis.

42. ANALYSIS OF DATA
Hypothesis 1: There is no refationship between the fear of crime and gender. The formula below
can be used to test the relationship between 2 categorical variables which are castina 2 x 2

contingency table.

Table 4.2.1. Relationship between gender and the fear of crime.

Fear of crime
Gender | Fearful Not Fearful | Total
Mde | 39 75 114
Female v | & 184
| Totds 135 162 298
Df=1apha=005
5 R(AD - BC)?

K T4 LBXC +D)A +CYB +D)
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A x2 of 9.72 was obtained. This value is greater than the critical value and therefore

significant at alpha = 0.05 and alpha = 0.01. We therefore reject the null hypothesis and retain -

~ the atemate hypothesis, which states that there is a relationship between the fear of crime
~and gender. - '

To test for the degree of association (if any) between variables gender and fear, we use the
following formula, also called the contingency coefficient. This is the correlation coefficient
that is appropriate to use for data in an r x ¢ contingency table. '

2
o= f X
N +X .
C= } 9.72
" 298 +9.72

= 017—
The maximum value of the conﬁngenéy coeficient is not 1 as would be expected. The
estimate for the maximum value of C is computed by the following formula:

_Cmax= E_:_l.,
uk

where k = the number of categories of the variable that has the fewest categories. In this case
we substitute the k=2 and C nax = 1. Therefore a correlation coefficient of 0.17 is very low.

INTEPRETATION

The hypothesis that there is no relationship between the fear of crime and gender has not

~ been confirmed by this study.

Hypothesis 2: There is no relationship between the fear of crime and race. To test this
hypothesis, the chi square (x?) test for independent samples, will be used.
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Table 42.2. Relaﬁonship between race and the fear of crime.

| .-Fealjofcri_me'

Race | Fearful Not féarful ~ Totals
White 24 (43.8) 72 (52.2) 96
African 67 (47.0) 36 56 | 103
Coloured | 34 (37.0) 47 (44 81
Indian&dmer 11 (8;2) 7 (9.8) 18
Totals 132 162 298

Df= (1) (c-1) = &; alpha= 0.05. :

Aof X2 of 33. 95 was obtained. It is greater than the critical value alpha = 0.05 and

alpha = 0.01 and therefore it is statistically significant. We reject the null hypothesis and retain
the alternate hypothesis, which states that there is a difference between the fear of crime and
race. '

- To test for the degree of association (if any) between variables race and fear, we use the
following formula, also called the contingency coefficient

2
C= !/———%
N +X
C= , 3395
298 +33 .95
= 32— .
A contingenicy coefficient of 0,32 was obtained and this is a weak correlation.
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INTEPRETATION
The hypothesis that there is no relationship between the fear of crime and race has not been
confirmed by this study. There is a difference in race and the fear of crime.

Hypothesis 3: There is no relationship between the fear of crime and age.

Table 4.2.3. Age and the fear of crime.

Fearof crime
Age  [Fearful | Notfearful Totals
17-19 40 1 om 93
0-2 | 5 72 125
B35 | 2 | a0 | 4
%6+ 14 14 28
Totals 136 162 298

 Df=(r1) {c-1) = 3: dpha= 0.05.

 The obtained X2= 4.55 is smaller than the crifical value at alpha = 0.05. We therefore retain
the null hypothesis.

" INTEPRETATION

The hypothesis that there is no relationship between the fear of crime and age has been
confirmed by this study. ' '
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Hypothesis 4: There is no relaﬁonéhip between the fear of crime and place of abode.

Table 4.2 4 Place of abode and fear of crime.

Fear of crime
Place of Abode Fearful Not fearfut Totals
Urban Area : 82 125 207
Semi urban | 32 24 56
Semi rural and rural 2 3 5
Other 20 SRR R
Total 136 162 298

Df = {r-1){c-1) = 4, alpha= 0.05.

The calculated ¥2is 11,52 Itis greater than the critical value of 9,49 at alpha = 0.05 and we
therefore reject the null hypothesis. There are significant results and there is a relationship
between the fear of crime and the place of residence.

To test for the degree of association (tf any) between the variables race and fear, we use the
following formula, also called the contingency coefficient.

_ —
C= _5_._1.
: J N +Y
C=0.19—
A contingency coefficient of 0,19 was obtained and this is a weak comelation.

INTEPRETATION
The hypothesis that there is no re!aﬁonshfﬁ between the fear of crime and place of abode has

not been confirmed by this study. There is a relationship between the fear of crime and place
of abode of students. ' ' o |
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Hypothesis 5: There is no difference between the fear of crime and students’ social mobility
to the following places:

a) insfitutional setting

b) social setting

¢) recreational setfing

d) shopping setting

ASSUMPTIONS OF ANOVA _

1) The samples are randomly distributed and are indepéndent 2) The dependent variable is
measured on an interval scale. 3) The dependent variable is nomally distributed in the
population and 4) that the population variances are equal.

- The data does not conform to a normal distribution and therefore distribution free tests are
used to test this hypothesis. The Kruskal Wallis test is the non-parametric equivalent of the
one-way ané!ysis of variance. !t tests whether several independent samples are fram the
* same population. The only requirement of this test is that the dependeni variable is measured
on an ordinal level. This test is run in SPSS 10.0 and is found in Statistics, Non parametric
* Tests, K Independent Samples.. Each setting is analysed separately and a look at where
the differences were in the various seftings is also analysed.

a) institutional sefiing

A Kruskal Wallis chi square of 95.333 is obtained for students going to the university. This
statistic is significant beyond p < 0.001. This means that the levels of fear in students are not
the same when fravelling to universities or technikons. The null hypothesis that there is no
difference between the fear of crime and students’ social mobility to the institutional setting is
then rejected. '

A further investigation, using the Kruskal Wallis H statistic, to determine where these
differences fie, showed that there were no significant difference between males and females
when going to the universities or technikons, (2= 0.618 df = 3, p > 0.892).
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Similar results were found for age, (y2 =7.299, df = 3, p > 0.063). Significant results were

found for race and residence. Forrace (x2=11.400, df = 3, p < 0.001) and for place of abode
{(x2=11.2989, df = 3, p < 0.010).

INTERPRETATION | .

The results show that males and females students with different ages do not feel any different

with regards to their leve! of fear whilst travelfing to and from the universifies.

- b) social setting

A chi square of 150.384 at df equalling 3, is significant beyond p < 0.001, when students are

going to and from social activities. This means that the levels of fear of students are not the
same when fravelling fo places of social activifies. The null hypothesis that there is no
difference between the fear of crime and students’ social mobility to the social setfing is then
rejected. | '

Thé Kruskal Wallis H, test was also used fo further invesfigate where the difference lies. The
results were significant for the place of abode and gender {x2=13.440, df=3,p<0.010 and
X2=11.439, df = 3, p < 0.010). Race and age were not significant for students travelling to
social activities (2= 6.240, df = 3, p > 0.101; y2=6.744, df = 3, p > 0.081).

INTERPRETATION
Gender influences the studenf's fear of crime in relation to travelling to social activities. The

different races and the ages of the students do not influence the fear of crime levels in refation
 fo travelling fo social activities.
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¢) recreafional setfing

The result of y2 = 122.738 is significant beyond p < 0.001. This means that the levels of fear
of crime of students are not the same when travelling to places of recreational activities. The
null hypothesis that there is no difierence between the fear of crime and students’ social
mobility to the recreational setfing is rejected.

Further examination using the Kruskal Waﬂié H staﬁsﬁc yielded that age was the only
'variable not significant (2= 6.244, df = 3, p > 0.100). Gender, race and place of abode were
' all significant. {2=7.948, df = 3, p < 0.047; x2=16.253, df = 3, p < 0.001; x2=10.844, df =3, p
<0.013). |

INTERPRETATION |
Factors that influenced the fear of crime whilst fravelling to recreational activiies .were
students’ background, gender and place of residence.

'd) shopping setling

The result of X = 144.660is signiﬁcant beyond p < 0.001. This means that the levels of fear
of crime of students when travelling to shopping centres or malls are not the same. The null
hypothesis that there is no difference between the fear of crime and students’ social mobility
to shopping centres is rejected. Further investigation shows that gender was the only variable
which was not significant, (%= 1.001, df= 3, p > 0.801), whilst race, age and place of abode.
were all significant, (}2=15.359, df = 3, p < 0.002; = 9.874, df = 3, p < 0.002; y2= 12.906, df
=3,p<0.005).

INTERPREATION -
* Results shows that gender does not influence the level of fear of crime for students when
going to shopping centres or malls. The level of fear of crime is however influenced by factors
such as the race of the student, age and place of residence of the student.
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~ Hypothesis 6: There is ne difference in the safety of students and being in the following
places: .
a) institutional setiing
- b) social seffing
¢) recreational setfing
d) shopping setting

A non-parametric fest, the Kruskal Wallis H stafistic was used to test this hypothesis. Each
setfing was analysed separately and analysis were done to determine where the differences
occur (if any).

a) institutional setfing

The result of 2 = 54.520 is significant beyond p < 0.001. This means that the level of safety
of students at their institution differs. The degrees of freedom {df) are equal to the number of
groups minus 1, in this case (4-1=3). The null hypothesis that there is no difference between
the safety of students and being in an institutional setting is rejected. Further investigation
showed that gender, race and age were not significant. (2=7.149, df = 3, p > 0.067;
y2=1.644, df = 3,p > 0.650; ¥2=1.783, df =3, p > 0.619).

b} Socid setting

Theresultof 2 = 100.397 is significant beyond p < 0._001. This means that the level of safety

of students at various social settings differs. The null hypothesis that there is no difference
between the safety of students and being in a social setting is rejected. Gender was not a

significant factor for students feefing safe at social activities (y2= 6.199, df = 3, p > 0.102).

Race, age and place of abode were significant though, (x?=16.551, df = 3, p < 0.001; x=
16,225 df= 3, p <0.001; 2= 11.573, df = 3,p < 0.009).

42



INTEPRETATION

When students are atrspcial setfings, gender did not make a difference in how safe they felt
being there. Confrary to this, race age and the place of residence of the students did
determine whether they felt safe being at social settings. -

c) Recreaﬁonél sefing

The result of ¥2 =134.850 is significant beyond p < 0.001. This means that the levels of fear
of crime of students at recreational settings are not the same. The null hypothesis that there is
no difference between the safety of students and being in a social setiing is rejected. A further
investigation shows that gender, race and age were not significant, whereas place of
residence was indeed significant (= 8.866, df = 3,p < 0.031).

* INTERPRETATION
This result shows that the place of residence of the student determines how safe the student
feels being at recreational setlzngs

d) shopping setting

The result of X2 = 165.826 is significant beyond p < 0.001. This means that the levels of fear
of students at the shdpping setfings differ. The null hypothesis that there is no difference
between the safety of students and being in the shopping setfing is rejected.

Further analysis showed, that gender was not significant (x2= 2.325, df = 3, p > 0.508),
whereas race, age and place of abode were significant. (2=13.417, df =3, p < 0.004; )(.E 04,
df =3, p<0.035; y>=10.665, df = 3,p < 0.01_4).-

INTEPRETATION

Again we see that gender does not play arole in how safe students feel when at the shopping
malls. However for race, age and place of abode, this is difierent. The racial background of
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the student, the age and where the student resides will determine how safe the student feels
at the shopping mall.

Aim 4: Determine the reasons why students’ fear walking around in Cape Town.

Table 4.2.5 Rank arder of fear producing situations and cirsumstances.

Statement Frequency Percentage  Rank
Fear of using public ransport 143 -11.64 2
Adraid for their personal safety 633 51.56 1
Rape and sexual assauft 124 10.1 4
Fearof gangs & gang related activiies 95 = 77 5
Lack of police presence 14 115 3
Poverty, streetkids and homeless 32 26 7
Racism, racial tension -5 20 8
Other, women drivers, flying saucers 35 29 6
Totd ' 1228 100
INTERPRETATION

Students have indicated that they were afraid of moving around in Cape Town for various
reasons. The most important reason with 51,56%, is that sfudents’ fear for their personal
safety. Thisis followed by fear of using public transport.

4.3.OTHER STATISTICAL ANALYSIS

Regression ana!ysié was performed in order to see which independent variables were strong
predictors for the fear and safety of students. Categorical data s often found in the social
science, survey research and research in the behaviowral sciences (Muelman & Heiser,
1999:1). In this research the responses to the questions are categorical data and to analyse
the data we need to use the appropriate data analysis techniques for categorical data. This
statistical test is found in SPSS, Analyse, Regression, Optimal Scaling. The goal of
categorical regression is to describe the relationship between a dependent variable and a set
of predic’mrs. When you ’do a categorical regression analysis with gender, race, age and
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' residence as predictor variables and fear as the independent variable, we observe the .

following results. Only 24% of Qari_ance is explained by the predictor variables. Standardised
coefficients indicate the importance of the prediétor variables.

Table 4.3.1 Categorical regression analysis.

Model Summary

Multiple R

R Square

Adjusted
R Square

496

.246

236

Table 4.3.2 Anova table of categorical regression analysis

~ ANOVA
Sum of : :
Squares df IMean Square F Sig.
Regression 73.358 - 4 18.340 23.920 .000
Residual 224.642 203 767
Total 298.000 297

Table 4.3.3 Coeefficients of categorical regression analysis.

Coefficients
Standardized Coefficients
Beta Std. Error F :
GENDE .234 052 20.354
RACE 322 053 - 36,971
AGE - 145 053 -1.524
residenc 184 052

12.547

In table 4.3.3 race explains more of the variance with 32%, gender has only 23%. Another
categorical analysis with gender, race, age and residence as predictor variablesand safety as
independent variables we observe the following resufts.
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Table 4.3.4 Categorical regression analysis.

Model Smmmary

Multiple R

R Square

Adjusted
R Square

346

-120

.108

Table 4.3.5 Coefficients of categorical regression analysis.

Coefficients
Standardized Coefficients
1 Beta Sud. Error F-
GENDER .145 058 ] 6.295
RACE - .189 .059 - 10,407
AGE 146 058 6.265
residence 167 058 8.356

In table 4.3.4 you see that only 12% of variance is explained by the predictor variables (these
variables being gender, race, age and place of abode). All the coefficients are extremely low.

Horhogeneity analysis was also performed. When you do a homogeneity analysis in SPSS
10, Analyse, Data reduction, Optimal Scaling on all the questions we get a unidimensional
solufion. This means that there is only one trait or characteristic that is being measured, in
this case fear. One can therefore assume that fear of crime of fear is what is being measured
in the first half of the quesﬁonnaire. In the second half of the questionnaire the same picture is
found and this relates to the safety of the students. The a@im of homogeneity analysis is to
describe the relationship between two or more nominal variables in a low dimensional space.
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Figure 4.1 Hdma!s plot of category quantifications.

When you get a horseshoe picture, as in figure 4.1, this indicates that there is a dominant first
dimension in which the items are ordered. We can thus assume that fear is the construct,
which is being measured. The people that have scored T's are less fearful and the
respondents who scored 4's were more fearful. '

- SUMMARY

This chapter presentéd the analyses of the data and testing of the hypotheses. The results
will be discussed in the following chapter. The implications of the research will also be
presented as well as the recommendations for future research.
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CHAPTER 5
51 DISCUSSION

The researcher embarked on this research to determine whether a relafionship existed
between the characteristics of a student and fear of crime. Also to determine whether
students’ social mobility was affected by crirne.'Most of the results obtained was as
 expected yet some results were startling to the researcher. |

The first 4 hypotheses showed that a relaﬁonémp existed between the demographic
composition of the students and fear of crime. These findings are consistent with previous
research. Women are referred to as the fairer sex. Women's nature is that of the care giver,
the submissive one and the weaker sex. Women are socidlised in this way and society
entrenches it Men on the other hand are expected to be the provider, the protector and
the macho man. It stands fo reason that women are more vulnerable than men. They are
ot easily able to defend themselves. Wormen are more fearful than men when it comes to

_ fheir personal safety anq the presence of danger, whether real or imagined.

" From previous research (Camerer, etal,1998) the different race groups experience
different types of crimes. In townships where there are continuous gang warfare one would
expect the people to feel more fearful in their neighbourhood since they five in unsafe
areas. In this present research travelﬁng' to places was significant for the different races. f
people perceive their neighbourhoods to be unsafe then they would act accordingly. This
could mean not walking alone, _ndt venmring out af night or even protecting themselves with
2 weapon. Race was an important factor in determining how safe or fearfu the student felt
when travelling to various places. Although the researcher did not examine which places
created more anxiety among the different races, it can be assumed it is finked to the
distances the students have to travel to get there. In most of the African and Coloured

| fownships there is a' serious shoriage of recreafiond, sporfing and leisure places
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especially for the youth. This is also viewed as a reason why the youth opt tdjoin gangs.
Students then have to frave! to places to attend and practise their chosen activity. if there
are adequate recreational facilies avaliable to the students and youth they would less likely

to join a gang.

The hypothesis to test whether there Was a relafionship between age and fear of crime
using the total fear score was not significant. This could result from the small class intervaié
in the age group. When we ipoked at the individual setfings and fear of crime, we see that
age was significant when students went to their academic instituions and the shopping
centres. The average age of the students in the sample was 23 years old. Students feel a
fot less inhibited o fravel or go places, yet the ominipresence of crime is mere. Students
are young and have just found their economic and social independence and‘ are ready to
"conquer” the weorld. Students are affected by crime and this was evident from the results of

this research.

The re!atonsmp between the place of residence and fear of crime was aso significant. This
means that people from diﬂ’erent residential areas expenence fear of crime differently. For
the individual setings, resutts showed that residence was sngmﬁcant for all setiings.

The results obtained are consistent with research findings that the fear of crime is influenced
by factors such as gender, race and age. Low economic areas are usually crime infested,
high unemployment rates and have high crime levels. Students who live in these areas will
‘dso be exposed o these elements and fear for their personal safety. These places are
unsafe and neighbourhood incivilites are rife. The perception that crime is all around you
makes you feel unsafe and unprotected if students Eve in more affivent areas they would
be exposed fo different types of crime, for eg their personal safety and persond
belongings being stolen.

- Studies showed that female, blacks with low edmatcn and low income and who reside in
urban areas have an increased level of fear of crime (Ferra'o 1995; Hdle, 1996 { agrange,
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Femaro & Suspanici 1992). A reason that has shown why certain people are fearful of crime
is that of vulnerability. Women, the elderly and children proved to be move vulnerable to
fear of crime. In this research we were not able to see this because students were the
target population. 'According to Camerer et al. {1998) African people were more fearful of
violent crimes whereas white people were fearful of property crime. People were also
more fearful if they perceived their neighbourhood as places of incivilities.

The main reason which students named for not moving around in Cape Town was fear for
their personal safety. Crime is a serious matter. Students perceive their personal safety as
the number 1 reason for not moving or traveling around in Cape Town. South Africa has
staggering crime rates and features aﬁong the highest in the world. The Cape Rats in the
Western Cape is noforious for being infested with gangs and gang warfare. it is therefore
not surprising that students feel unsafe in their neighbourhoods. This brings us to the
concept of neighbourhood incivilities. Students perception of their personal safety is
affected by their unsafe neighbourhoods and lack of safety and security that the police
should offer. | '

Using public transport s also a prohibiting fact_dr for students to move around. Public
| msport is fairly reg'-ular and consistent in Cape Town. Most trains lack visible security and
- safe guarding for the commuters. Trains and mini bus taxis have been known to be criminal
havens where people are being mugged and even killed Taxi warfare and gang warfare
have claimed the lives of many innocent bystanders. It is not suprising that students would
feel unsafe using these fransport mediums.

The fourth reason that prohibﬁs_moving aound in Cape Town is sexual assault and rape
Women are usudly the targets for these crimes. Cape Town has been renamed Rape
Town. Women have shown that they feel more threatened than males. When women are in
these situations they are VLiInerable and easy fargets.
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Mobility is an everday fact, whether you are walking to school, going to the supermarket or
just sirolling in your neighbourhood. People everywhere should be able to feel free and
safe to walk out their front door and not have to worry about becoming another statistic of

crime.

The regression analysis was caried out to see which independent variable was the
strongest predictor of fear of crime and safety. In the analysis for the fear of crime only
24% of the variance is explained by the combination of the 4 predictors. The results show
that race is the stronger predictor for fear of crime. This confirms some of the previous
analyses, which showed that race, was certainly a factor in how fearful students felt going to
certain places. The results for the analysis with safety and the predictor variables showed
that only 12% of the variance was explained by the combined weight of the predictors.
Once again race was the stronger predictor for how safe students felt being at the various

places.

The results of the homogeneity analysxs showed a uni-dimensional graph, figure 4. 1, which
tels us that thére was only one factor that was measured, in this case fear. The results of
the research have shown that students do feel fearful when traveiling to certain places.
From the research we have seen that the demographic background of the student
especially their race was a signiﬁcant factor. Réce was an important reason on how fearful

the student felt going to places. Gender did not play as an important role as expected.

~ In conclusion the research attempted to gauge an idea of the social mobility of students in
various setlings as well as how safe they felt going to these places. Students are affected
by the fear of crime and moving around. The question whether their movement has been

curbed by fear has not been answered.
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5.2 LIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY

A limitation the researcher had limited access to SPSS and time constraints to have caried
out more data analyées to get a cleare picture of where exactly fears bf going to places
were. Also which race group feared going to whirch places, whemgf recreational or social. |
instead these were lumped together. This research overlooked other factofs that play a
role in the fear of crime, like the safety of the places, whether students were fravelling alone

and environmental factors.
5.3 RECOMMENDATIONS

The researcher undertook the study because she found the topic of interest fo see whether
fear of crime affects students mobility in and around Cape Town. Since it was the first ime
to undertake such a research, the researcher did not have a close support network in
assisting in research. For first time researqhers it is important o always have a support
network around fo assist in broblems that crop up. When doing research at insfitutions it is
imperative to plan well in advance and to make contact with the various instituions to
facilitate research progress. ' '

5.4 SUMMARY

This was the final chapter of the research paper on the fear of crime and students’ social
'mobiﬁty. The research had clear aims and ideas to be pursued. However some of the
important reasons why students felt f.eafu!. in certain places were not highlighted. The
research showed that students felt fearful in- pim but which places were not really clear.
In this final chapter the researcher attempted to give reasons for the re_su!ts that were
obtzined. This chapter also highlighted some of the limitations of the research as well as

recommendations for future research.
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FEAR OF CRIME AND YOUR MOBILITY

This is a study of crime and the extent to which crime hinders your movements from
place to place. Please complete the questionnaire. Information will be kept strictly
confidential. Your responses are for research purposes only. The questionnaire will
not take more than 10 minutes of your time.

A. PLEASE MARK WITH AN XD IN ONE BOX WHICH BEST APPLIES TO
- YOUu. :

1. Gender:

{1. Male [2.Female |
2. Race: |

1. White | 2. African | 3.Coloured _|!4. Indian ||.5.0thcr ................ I
3. Age:

1. (17-10 years) | 2. (20-22 years) | 3. (23-25 years) | 4. 26+ |

4. Please indicate where you stay while studying:

1. Urban { 2. Semi 3.Semi rural | 4.Rural 5.0ther: Specify
area urban area area area  J..oeiiiiiiiiiiieeen.

5. Please name the place and province where you reside when not studying.

6. At which institution are you studying?

§1.UCT J2.UWC J3.CapeTech }4.PenTech §5.0ther........... |

7. Areyoua:

§ 1. Full time student || 2. Part time student I




B. PLEASE INDICATE BY I\IEANS OF ANX D INABOXNEXTTO EACH

STATEMENT.

TO WHAT EXTENT WILL THE FEAR
OF CRIME WORRY YOU WHEN:

1. Travelling from where you stay to the
campus of your institution. '

2. Walking around at the stadium for a
_ soccer/rugby match.

3. Walking alone in your neigﬁbourhood.
4. Going to the cinema at night. |

5. Visiting your girl/boyfriend at nights.
6. Going to discos or ﬂjghtclubé.

7. Visiting yvour family or friends.

8. Attending lectures after hours on your
campus. :

9. Going to a recreational activity.

10. When engaging in a sporting activity e.g.

running, soccer, eic.

11. Walking alone after dark in your
_neighbourhood.

12. Roaming around the campus of your
institution.

'13. You are at the cinema.
_ 14. Going to the shopping malls/centres.

15. You are at the theatre.

Very
worried

Worried

Somewhat
worried

Not
Worrted

0000 OO0 00 000000 O

0000 00 00 oooooo O™

Q00D 00 00 000000 O

OO0 0 OO0 00 oOooooo o

™~




Very Worried | Somewhat | Not

| o worried wortied | Worried
TO WHAT EXTENT WILL THE FEAR -'
OF CRIME WORRY YOU WHEN:
O aniip, Shorch, masets wemele, O 0O 0O
17. Walking around in the local shopping malls. [ | ] ]
18. Travelling tol parties or social gatherings. [ ] [] [] []
19. Youare at the discos or nightclubs. - (1 [ ] (]
20. When you are atpartis or social getherings. [ [] []  []
21. Traveﬁing to restaurants. 1 O ] ]

Very  |Unsafe | Safe | Very
unsafe safe
HOW SAFE DO YOU FEEL WHEN YOU
ARE AT THE FOLLOWING PLACES:
22. The campus of your institution. il ] L] []

' 23. Your home during the day. O Ll ]
24. The local shopping malls. 0O [] ]
25. The comer/local shop. ] L] L] (]
26. The park nearest your home. L] ] L] L]
27 Home with friends and familics. ] ] L] L]
28. Discos and nightclubs. ] ] L] []
29. Restaurants. 1 O L] [

30, Internet cafes. 0 0O ] ]



C. LIST IN ORDER OF IMPORTANCE TO YOU, FIVE THINGS WHICH ARE
THE MAIN CAUSE OF FEAR FOR MOVING AROUND IN CAPE TOWN.

bl o

~ THANK YOU FOR YOUR COOPERATION. YOUR RESPONSES WILL BE
STRICTLY CONFIDENTIAL AND FOR RESEARCH PURPOSES ONLY.
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