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Abstract

This study aims to present practical tasks which young people can perform to create a safe community.
To this end, it conducted a survey on recognition and awareness on community safety among adults and
youths residing in a district in South Korea during October 2019. The data collected from 2,544 adolescents
and 364 adults were used for the analysis. The results of this study are as follows. First, the adults recognized
that the community was not safe for the youths, more seriously than did the youths themselves. Female
youths were more concerned about the issue of security in a community than male youths. Second, both
adults and youths recognized home as the most secure but traffic safety as the most vulnerable. Third,
both adults and youths were most aware of a safety net for helping them to cope with school violence.
Fourth, the level of safety awareness among youths was higher than that in adults. Some suggestions
for community safety in this study include enhancing community environment., expanding support for female
youths, reinforcing transportation safety, promoting a community safety net, and offering safety education
to improve safety awareness.

Key words: community, safe, safety awareness
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Table 1. Safety consciousness sub-factors

Division

Sub-factor

Safety accident response Situational knowledge

Knowledge of the outcome or signs of an accident and basic procedures required to solve
problems in the event of a safety accident.

knowledge

Tool utilization knowledge | Basic knowledge of the use of safety tools.

Information gathering power

Technology for collecting information related to safety accidents (ex. evacuation charts,
safety regulations, etc.).

Safety accident response

value orientation Risk sensitivity

An attitude to observe changes in the surrounding environment carefully and to avoid
danger actively.

Recognizing the safety
importance

The attitude of placing safety before the value of life.

Normative compliance

An attitude to abide by established safety rules and procedures under the strain.

Safety accident response

hearing Situational optimism

An active attitude to prevent or resolve an accident and to persevere in difficult situations
and overcome failures or setbacks.

o Situation determination power
Troubleshooting in response

A technique for making timely and prioritized judgments of analyzed information and
knowledge

to safety accidents
problem-response

Technology that solves problems according to safety procedures or utilizes knowledge
of safety tools bowing
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Table 3. General characteristics

1 2 At

. Responses
Division n(%)
Male 1,378(54.2)
Gender Female 1,154(45.4)
No response 12(0.5)
Youth
(2,544) Elementary 808(31.8)
Middle school 592(23.3)
School
High school 1,135(44.6)
No response 9(0.4)
Male 82(22.5)
Gender Female 273(75.0)
No response 9(2.5)
20s 30(8.2)
30s 59(16.2)
Adult 40s 94(25.8)
Age
(364) 50s 78(21.4)
Over 60s 93(25.5)
No response 10(2.7)
With or Yes 123(33.8)
without No 226(62.1)
children No response 15(4.1)

Division Responses(%) Safety
Very safe 334(13.3) Safe

Safe 1,704(68.0) (81.3%)

Not safe 389(15.6) Not safe

Dangers 78(3.1) (18.7%)
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Table 5. Community safety according to the characteristics of youth

Division m(sd) t/F Scheffe
male 2.97(.670) e
Gender 4.807
Female 2.85(.589)

Elementary(a) 3.05(.560)
School | Middle school(b) 2.94(.620) | 33.918™ | a>b>c
High school(c) 2.81(.677)

p<.05 “p<.01 p<.001
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Table 6. Community safety of youth
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Division Responses(%) Safety
Very safe 15(4.2) Safe
Safe 230(64.2) (68.4%)
Not safe 103(28.8) Not safe
Dangers 10(2.8) (31.6%)
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Table 7. Community safety between adults and youth

Division m(sd) t
Youth 2.92(.637) .
6.090
Adult 2.70(.593)
p<.05 Tp<.01 "p<.001
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Table 8. Perception of ambient environmental safety

L youth adult
Division m(sd) m(sd) t

traffic safety 270(785) | 240(711) | 6978
School-classroom 3.03(.676) 2.57(.674) 12.088"™
home 337(665) | 275(608) | 16374
leisure- activities 2.90(.771) 2.42(.694) 11.033™
work a part-time job 2.97(.678) 2.50(.667 12.125™

p<.05 “p<.01 "p<.001
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Table 9. Recognizing the crisis response method and expectations of support (%)
Support request agency
Division Youth Adult
I know I don’t know I know I don’t know
Domestic violence and neglect 1,862(77.6) 536(22.4) 213(66.4) 108(33.6)
School violence 2,031(85.5) 345(14.5) 226(70.8) 93(29.2)
Internet addiction 1,613(67.8) 765(32.2) 166(52.0) 153(48.0)
Disappearance from home 1,607(68.0) 755(32.0) 186(58.5) 132(41.5)
Depression and despair 1,767(74.8) 596(25.2) 182(57.4) 135(42.6)
66.4%, 7}&38te] oEEe Ae Aade] e W 10>3} 2t Aaid o] i old e 2.97(sd=436)
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Table 10. Safety consciousness for youth and adults

o youth adult
Division m(sd) m(sd) t

A sense of safety 2.97(.436) 2.81(.340) 21.521™
Safety accident response knowledge 2.96(.514) 2.74(451) 10.710™
Safety sensitivity 3.10(.463) 3.15(:420) 6.854™
Psychological ability to respond to safety accidents 2.91(.528) 2.77(.443) 4,027
Ability to determine the safety accident situation 2.95(.528) 2.66(.438) 4,648
Ability to respond to safety accidents 2.88(.538) 2.65(.474) 4607

p<.05 “p<.01 "p<.001
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Table 11. Safety consciousness according to the characteristics
of youth

Division m(sd) t/F Scheffe
Male 2.99(.456) o
Gender 2.807
Female 2.94(.409)
Elementary(a) 2.92(.440)
School | Middle school(b) 3.03(.458) 10.789™" | b>c>a
High school(c) 2.97(.417)

p<.05 “p<.01 p<.001
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Table 12. Safety consciousness according to the characteristics
of adults

Division m(sd) t/F
Male 2.96(.370) "
Gender 4.023
Female 2.77(.324)
20s 2.93(.374)
30s 2.79(.335)
Age 40s 2.73(.359) 2.795"
50s 2.87(.336)
Over 60s 2.83(.287)
With or without Yes 2.77(361) 148
children No 2.83(330) '

Hok

p<.05 Tp<.01 "p<.001
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