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ABSTRACT

This study tries to find the possibility to prevent crime by improving urban spatial
environment through the analysis of spatial environment property that mutually
coincides or differs by comparing the place where crime actually occurs and the place
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where citizen is afraid of crime. The method of study is as follows. First, the contents
scope and method of study was established by theoretic investigation of case study
related to crime. Second, as crime cannot be prevented by police power only,
CPSCP (Citizen Participation System for Crime Prevention) was developed so that all
citizen can cooperatively participate in the crime prevention anytime and anywhere.
Third, the data on the place where people feel fear in the region was collected by
directly indicating the place where citizen is afraid of crime in the space by utilizing
CPSCP. Fourth, the place where crime actually occurs and the place where citizen is
afraid of crime are redundantly analyzed for comparative analysis of 2 places. The
result shows that environmental design improving physical environment of urban space
is necessary to prevent crime and to eliminate the fear of crime. The CPSCP developed
by this study which will be advanced to U—crime prevention system will contribute to
making citizen's own neighborhood a smart safety city autonomously.

KEYWORDS : Fear of Crime, Citizen Participation, Crime Prevention, Participation System,
Spatial Data Analysis, Hot Spot
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