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ABSTRACT KEYW ORD

Purpose: The aim of this study was to analyze the elementary schoolchildren's the fear of crime in pedestrian B Z|

. s . . . B x| 2otz
environment of elementary school for providing the basic design resource. Method:In order to deal with that, the 2 i

. . . . . . oy LA
questionnaire survey on the elementary schoolchildren's the fear of crime were conducted in 5 elementary schoolsin <=4
Py |

Ilsan new town. The results of the 293 questionnaires survey were analyzed through SPSS program. Result: The main w2 &3}
results were as follows. The level of fear of crime in pedestrian environment differed in these 5 elementary schools )
because of the width of pedestrian path, the concealed place around pedestrian path, the nearness of park, the EE?FTD

height/shape/interval of trees, the number of car and the closure-watching in the school caused by fence and trees and the Fear of Crime
so on. The level of fear of crime in pedestrian environment differed between that of boy groups and that of girls groups  Elementary School
because of the number of emergency bell/telephon, the shape of pedestrian path, the number of security office, the ~ Pedestrian Environment

number of car and the concealed place around pedestrian path and so on.
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Table 1. General Characteristics of Elementary School & Pedestrian
Environment around Elementary School
*]:nearness in the main gate 2:nearness in the back gate

Division J S Y D B

Year of School’s
Foundation 1995 1995 1995 1995 1994

Number of Boy | Girl | Boy | Girl | Boy | Girl | Boy | Girl | Boy | Girl
Students (2014.4) | 167 | 152 | 336 | 284 | 241 | 267 | 369 | 356 | 402 |334
School Area (m)/

Number of 59.2 226 24.1 162 149
Students
Total Respondents 41 61 68 61 62
Cronbach alpha 4) 0.976
Whether school
faced the park or X O @) O O
not
Location of 1 2 2 1 2

night-duty office*

Main | Back | Main | Back | Main | Back | Main | Back [Main|Back
Si%e?%llk(?fl) Gate | Gate | Gate | Gate | Gate | Gate | Gate | Gate | Gate | Gate
106 | 100 | 164 | 102 | 97 | 87 | 118 | 94 | 111|113
ped\:;ﬁ't:nogath 20m| 5m | 3m | Sm |28m| 6m |1.7m| 6m |1.5m| 8m
Average the
interval between |33.3m|38.3m|(42.5m|33.3m| 50m |42.5m|62.5m|14.3m| - |40m
lightings
Average the
interval between | Sm | 7m | Sm | - | S5m [ 5Sm | - | 7m | - | 7m
trees
0(1-
Number of CCTV| 5 | 0 [ 0 | 0 | 5 | 5 | 5|50
street)
Number of security] 0 0 0 0 | 0 1 0 1 1o
office
Number of
emergency bell 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 110
Average the
interval between | Sm | 7m | Sm | - | 5m [ 5Sm | - | 7m | - | 7m
trees
Number of car | 0 9 0 - 1 10 0 7 511

4) U5HA 0 2 cronbach-a AI57F0.6014] 0.701d0] E|H A FEE <] A=/ o] Hlw A
E0H TRl 0] &9, 2008



Table 2. Space supporting of natural surveillance & Maintenance of pedestrian path

Division J S

Whether to
separate
between

pedestrians

and moving
vehicles
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Table 3. The questionnaire contents

PEEEREERSE:

of the fear of crime

pedestrian environment of main gate / back gate

The detailed questionnaire contents

‘ a basic principle of CPTED

Division| """ reason of the fear of crime Surveill access ferri
lance | control
by the shape of pedestrian path | O
by the width of pedestrian path
by the concealed place around 0

Space
structure
& use

pedestrian path

by the difference between the height
of road and the height of pedestrian
path

by the number of shop

by the number of house

o

by the presence or absence
the existence of park

Landsca

by the height, shape & interval
between trees in pedestrian path

by be thickly wooded in fence

o

ping/Fen
ce

by the closure-watching pedestrian
path in the school
caused by fence

o

Lighting

by the lighting covered by trees

by the number of lighting

by the brightness of lighting

Security
facility

by the number of security office

o|0|0|O

by the number of Emergency
bell/telephon

by the number of CCTV

o

Public
facility

by the umber of car

by the number of bench or rest stop

by the rail between road and
pedestrian path

by the number of big facilities as
Clothing bin

by the number of safety sign panel

Cleaning|by the disarranged ambience caused

by the damaged and polluted fence
and column in entrance

& by trash, leaflets &
maintena a banners for advertising
0CC by the disarranged ambience caused
by the the damaged and polluted
pavement
fe
Passerby by few passerby

by numerous passerby

o




g ol 8ot 4714 o] 827}
ff MEH ZAF BIHESER), K
Fell= o 11 o JE} °“§ Ol of=

P
Bl
B
o
B
gL
kl
i
1o
offt
JSE
o
)
rlo
)
Jz
iy
H—]
i
o
%@
k]

=

A
=
7

o

flo rlo o mo mx

J‘Blo Rl
L,
r
Y
L
elpell)

5 O 1

S

>,
B
1o,
o
u
rir
)
j}_u‘

o o o
)

5 I_H
rOIl
bot=)
Xog
IO
pacl
_V,L
EL
oL
il
o
rlo r

do
gl
ox
Bt

)
ol
o

SN

2
iu)

2
El
14
ot
o
oZ
w4
2
oE
W
i=h
o
i
119
flo
$l_,
Y.
i
o,
olt
o
l
PH
i

ol
o
)

2
(o]
H o

Table 4. Transportation mode of Respondents Frequency (%)

Sehoal(N) J S Y D B
Division 1) (61) (69) (61) (62)
Bicycle 38.1) | 17283) | 3(44) | 5@83) | 11(18.0)
Walking | 33(89.2) | 38(63.3) | 61(89.7) | 49(82) | 43(70.5)
Car 127 | 583) | 229 | 60.1) | 609.8)
Bus 0 0 1(1.5) 0 1(1.6)
Other 0 0 1(1.5) 0 0
All 37(100) | 60(100) | 68(100) | 60(100) | 61(100)

Table 5. Type of damaged crime victim - overlapping answer
Frequency (%)

Division One's own damaged crime victim | Others damaged crime victim

Girl Boy Girl Boy
Extorting 2(1.4) 1(0.7) 5(3.4) 32.3)
Assault 0(0.0) 2(1.5) 1(0.7) 43.0)
Threat 1(0.7) 3(22) 42.7) 5(3.8)
Sexual 100.7) 322) 32.0) 3(23)
Kidnapping|  0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1(0.7) 0(0.0)
Etc. 42.7) 0(0.0) 8(5.4) 0(0.0)

ijgmfg‘)m 139(93.9) 127(92.7) 127(85.2) 115(87.1)

All 148(100.0) 137(100.0) | 149(100.0) | 132(100.0)

Table 6. Whether to worry crime victim
*p<.05,**p<.005,***p<.001 Frequency (%)

chool(N) | J S Y D B |Chi-Square
Division 1) (61) ©) | 6) | ©2) | -value
Wwo 25(61.0) | 27(443) | 42(61.8) | 45(763) | 36(58.1

rry (610 | 27643 | 420618) | 450763) |3638D|

Don't worry | 16(39.0) | 34(55.7) | 26(38.2) | 14(23.7) |26(41.9)

All 41(100.0)| 61(100.0) | 68(100.0) | 59(100.0) [62(100.0)
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Table 8. Type of worrying crime victim - overlapping answer
*p<.05,**p<.005,***p<.001 Frequency (%)

Division Girl Boy Chi-Square -value
Extorting 63(23.4) 33(22.6) 7.371*
Assault 47(17.5) 37(25.3) 0.027
Threat 47(17.5) 31(21.2) 0.717
Sexual violence 54(20.1) 17(11.6) 17.501*%*
Kidnapping 58(21.6) 28(19.2) 7.533*
All 269(100.0) 146(100.0)
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Table 8. Main Gate - Mean Differences in Perceptions of Safety

Note: 1. Not at all safe, 2. Unsafe, 3. Neutral, 4. Safe, 5.Very Safe *p<.05,**p<.005,***p<.001

Division School Gender
The fear of crime J S Y D B F-value Boy Girl T-value
by the shape of pedestrian path 451 4.16 3.79 3.85 4.24 4.794** 4.22 394 2420*
by the width of pedestrian path 4.20 423 3.24 3.66 344 8.119*+* 3.84 3.58 1781
by the concealed place around pedestrian path 3.65 4.07 343 321 361 4.079** 3.79 339 2.680*
by the difference between the height of road and
the height of pedestrian path 412 4.08 3.66 3.68 4.00 2315 396 3.83 1.033
by the number of shop 395 3.80 319 3.75 4.05 4.845** 3.96 354 2.924**
by the number of house 4.20 4.05 3.65 3.72 4.08 2.792* 4.09 3.76 2.624*
by the nearness of park 403 4.07 357 372 3.94 2.015 4.04 3.68 2.618*
by the height, shape & interval between trees in 445 46 387 379 415 3.762* 422 393 2311
pedestrian path
by be thickly wooded in fence 446 4.20 3.59 377 4.02 5.580*** 411 384 2113*
by the closure-watching pedestrian path in the 429 417 344 361 413 7.254%%% 403 375 2101*
school caused by fence ) ) ) ) ) - ’ ) ’
by the lighting covered by trees 371 3.72 3.13 3.38 3.56 2.247 3.68 3.28 2.619*
by the number of lighting 3.76 3.65 2.94 3.07 374 5.551*** 3.56 324 2.072*
by the brightness of lighting 3.90 375 3.01 3.26 3.66 5.159** 3.64 333 2.091*
by the number of security office 438 397 3.94 413 4.29 1.676 4.26 3.99 2.076*
by the number of Emergency bell/telephon 3.05 3.60 247 2.82 313 5.936*** 317 2.83 2.016*
by the number of CCTV 339 348 281 3.05 361 4.088** 347 3.05 2.735*
by the number of car 3.83 3.60 2.85 316 3.29 4.501** 3.55 3.07 3.001**
by the number of bench or rest stop 361 3.90 3.26 3.62 379 2.382 3.76 353 1.523
by the rail between road and pedestrian path 3.88 3.77 3.04 3.03 340 5.750*** 3.68 311 3.961***
by the number of big facilities as clothing bin 4.07 4.07 3.75 3.66 4.03 1.726 4.06 3.77 2.137*
by the number of safety sign panel 3.90 3.82 3.31 348 3.68 2.326 3.81 343 2.707*
by the damaged and polluted fence and column | 457 | 389 | 357 | 380 | 358 2812+ 383 | 373 0728
in entrance
by the disarranged ambience caused by wash, | 395 | 367 | 350 | 362 | 358 0.495 369 | 355 0.891
leaflets & banners for advertising ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) )
by the disarranged ambience caused by the the | 393 | 395 | 380 | 377 | 373 0372 396 | 372 1684
damaged and polluted pavement
by few passerby 344 3.66 2.88 351 3.58 3.522* 3.64 3.16 3.010**
by numerous passerby 446 4.39 4.17 3.88 440 3.906** 440 413 2.534*
in the main gate pedestrian environment 418 3.90 3.64 3.80 415 2310 413 371 3.213*
The satisfaction with security in the main gate
pedestrian environment 3.76 348 2.87 318 345 5.844*** 352 311 3.279**
o] eizte] the stiLe] vl ket 23} 44 Bo i B Y2 ESm)e] 7§l R HE 2 ol
A AT HP oA HH Etdel Zol7t A=AE AT =t 2 Dot sH o] E¢tgto] v shae] Hlsf &9kt D
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A5 AT}, <3 99} 2T} 25l Qe Aol ol & Holal I3to = st USHA|E 29 &
B2 e 9ls Botzte o2 st sHAjof H] 5] Bl Yol g7| g o 7 o Hot vl g3 str = Qg &<F
A o] Bolzto] 744 rofch Hala Z o & olat Botzhe pata 4, CCTVE =2 1%t &9k, A5t 2 It &b st
814 0] Botzto] T2 ha S0 H]al 7HA rori=t] @A ZA}F ' Zpo|7F QAT Aot P Ao HRho = QIgh Zekg2 Y,
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Table 9. Back Gate - Mean Differences in Perceptions of Safety
Note: 1. Not at all safe, 2. Unsafe, 3. Neutral, 4. Safe, 5.Very Safe *p<.05,**p<.005,***p<.001

Division School Gender
The fear of crime J S Y D B F-value Boy Girl T-value
by the shape of pedestrian path 4.17 4.12 3.34 3.54 4.18 6.918*** 4.04 3.66 2.656*
by the width of pedestrian path 434 437 3.78 3.39 4.56 12.547%%* 4.28 3.88 3.014%*
by the concealed place around pedestrian path 4.00 3.92 3.38 3.15 3.95 5.383%%* 3.87 3.46 2.689*
Eé;ﬁf gﬁigﬁg&gﬁﬁzﬁhﬂ the height of road and the | 417 | 450 | 372 | 367 | 412 3.088¢ | 416 | 379 | 2842
by the number of shop 3.98 4.00 3.52 3.38 397 3.361* 4.00 3.54 3.216%*
by the number of house 422 4.08 321 3.53 4.12 8.495%+* 3.99 3.63 2.503*
by the nearness of park 3.95 3.90 3.67 3.58 4.02 1.432 4.08 3.60 3.505%*
EZdet?tfia};leiﬁge}:ttﬁ shape & interval between frees in |45y | 418 | 358 | 382 | 413 3799 | 415 | 380 | 2.691%
by be thickly wooded in fence 4.12 4.10 3.61 3.64 4.05 2.492% 4.07 3.73 2.313*
'S’Cyhog}ecagls‘g“fg;wﬁgﬁgng pedestrian path in the | 445 | 400 | 35 358 | 413 3694 | 405 | 368 | 2466*
by the lighting covered by trees 3.83 3.87 3.07 3.60 3.78 4.246%* 3,81 342 2.557*
by the number of lighting 3.80 3.56 3.19 3.33 3.78 2.353 3.76 3.31 2.822%
by the brightness of lighting 3.71 3.68 3.03 3.55 3.77 3.292% 3.80 327 3.430%*
by the number of security office 3.56 3.93 2.49 2.70 331 11.603*** 3.34 297 2.176*
by the number of Emergency bell/telephon 3.27 3.57 2.75 2.89 3.25 3.448* 329 2.99 1.800
by the number of CCTV 3.29 3.48 2.64 2.85 3.13 3.780* 324 2.88 2.176*
by the number of car 3.61 397 3.13 3.36 3.52 3.387* 3.74 3.29 2.895%*
by the number of bench or rest stop 3.71 3.95 3.49 3.51 3.92 1.922 3.85 3.60 1.718
by the rail between road and pedestrian path 4.15 4.15 3.33 3.35 3.98 7.252%%* 4.05 3.50 3.912%%x*
by the number of big facilities as clothing bin 3.80 4.20 3.61 3.36 4.03 4.246%* 4.05 3.60 3.087**
by the number of safety sign panel 3.63 4.00 312 331 3.77 4.593%* 3.66 345 1.341
by the damaged and polluted fence and columnin | =400 | 370 | 346 | 350 | 365 1.231 375 | 354 1318
by he Jdisamanged ambience caused by trash. | 398 | 385 | 345 | 340 | 375 1.904 388 | 348 | 2495
eaflets & banners for advertising
by the disamanged ambience cauwsed by the the | 410 | 39 | 361 335 | 383 2820« | 382 | 369 0.840
amaged and polluted pavement
by few passerby 3.73 4.00 322 3.62 3.75 3.138* 3.79 3.52 1.740
by numerous passerby 4.49 4.32 391 4.09 4.15 2.596* 4.37 3.99 3.220%*
in the main gate pedestrian environment 3.95 3.88 3.28 3.36 3.90 3.940%* 3.88 345 2.824%
gggesﬁggfﬁi‘i’?om‘;’l‘;‘t secuity in the main gate | 355 | 369 | 316 | 311 342 | 381w | 367 | 315 | 40750
Dot o] EQtgtol A e g w3t o/ s AR T E U & = AR 2e 245H7] sl 2l AR F stepwise F AT,
of SI3H HOI, QP Gh| BAIW RRE QT B TERH < 10> <EI1>3 T,
T b A F o] o ARt R 917 = QIR S, B =S A vttt 4ol ¢, stwd =z EAsH vt Zt B shlof A
U AR 52 Qg 2ekge skl 2ol 7k 9lgick. AHA R Qg Belzto] AR BalRe A o] AuEel WA
A AL HP R Ao H A Bt Zol7t =A1E 24 Eorzto] 9 n A= W42 vebgth S-S A uA
St A¥ F, ot Zpol= /Il A8 Zel 7t Qs A doti Fr7E HE S ml B2 92 e e & 4 A
A o2 ot o sy O] B, TR FEe 2P o= Qe oF. Z1Htof yet o] A9, ' U ol A o & QIjt EqtE ol
=M, 2 O] = QIRE B, BA /A2 7] 5 A A2 4w Bz oA o] ubA ol W2 Eotade] e nA= My
E91712 15k Betzto] datage] ule) o 82 & 4 99t 2 Upehgth B4 U7 9714 4 SHL Uil 4 ma o] A
T8RRI WA RIS Y AOLE RY FE op}rhelH Be] 4 F7] RO fEc setu e
H = P vhE = of s o] EotAof Hls iAo o 785, Aot B R Afo] ko 2 QIgh Ebgo] ANAQl ¥ X
pls Bl FF2 vl = MR YeRth Yot o] 9, B
FE = QIRE B¢tz o] A a7 ol A o] MdubA{ Q] W 2] Bt
3.6. BE/FTE HPRA ] W Bt dFS vX= 7ol Jge AL Mg Uehgth JREPRE dZ o]
AR Bz o AEuaRet dAE Bazo] Ge7t L AEA 4
of glofA HAR Fu|2 A5t Bzl JFL M AR 45

BE/SE BPR oA o Al HH =<k
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Girl
3628
357
203**

0.657
0.649

Gender
Boy
270
20078
317
0.597
0.587

S92k
252%
0.611
0.59

<05, #¥p<. 005, ***p<.001
336%*
.300*
0.286*
0.645
0.623

Standardized Coefficients Beta

317
277%
0.354%*
0.587
0.567

School

87
875

339
65.403%* | 18.588*** |28 94T** | 28 507#* | 41 582%%* | 58.748*+* | 86,82 1*++*

784

O76%*

Note 1: &

772

468%+
494ex

of
of

Division
jable

:The fear of cri

disarranged
caused by

the  width
pedestrian path

the  number

the
ambience

by the concealed place
security office

around pedestrian path
by the height, shape &

interval between trees in

pedestrian path
by the closure-watching

pedestrian path in the
school caused by fence
trash, leaflets & banners
for advertising

by the umber of car

by the nearness of park
Adjusted R-square

Dependent
R-square

by
by

Table 11. Back Gate - Multiple Regression Analyses Predicting The
by

fear of crime in pedestrian environment and the reason of the fear

of crime: by Stepwise Method)

Girl
238%*
'469***
195%*
0.568
0.558

Gender
Boy

A81%
338k
AL

0.578

0.567

267
3399

420w
0593
0570

<05, %4p<.005, ***5p<.00]

P
465***
0561
0545

Standardized Coefficients Beta

School
292
538
0.548
0.532

Note 1: &
STk
356%**

669

656

0.640

26.717%% | 52.591%%* | 35.132%%% | 34.508%** |25.708%** | 55.605%** | 56.882***
0.616

ABO*H*

A45x*

Division
iable
‘The fear of cri
of
number  of
number  of
bell/

shape

the
emergency
telephone

the
security office

by the concealed place
around pedestrian path
by the number of house
by the height, shape &
by be thickly wooded in
by the rail between road
and pedestrian path

fence
by

Dependent

by the

pedestrian path

interval between trees in
pedestrian path
R-square

Adjusted R-square

by

Table 10. Main Gate - Multiple Regression Analyses Predicting The
fear of crime in pedestrian environment and the reason of the fear

of crime: by Stepwise Method)
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5ot FH BASHO| Oist 25t M Sotd A A
Lttt o Fo] g ol glolth ¥R FE B AHeAE
ZAFG Avbe st EE P B K ass 2AE A
4. HE|oue 23t H3lEA JjMaLr SF FAFSEE. shell A AFet N8 258 Al 9lshal ofshgo]
Gt ET SHEe] E2 MM aARE HYR FH T3} AlF
BT8R oA o] W F|dHrS 95 sHSo] Aztate Zo]7]¢}t b T hy A | A4 =717 U SITh
BT AN QA4S BAT At ohe ) 7ok TE YA 45 AR Aihs stu AR A et
St AR Bk AR AS ZAR 2(E 12 Z ), o AREAEAY B F HE 2P A AE ARG Aatet &
BB TV S8, v S 24 S A4 Sa)v), s AT m=tA CCTVARS: 597], v, S843 74 &4
5971 97, k2 As S0, AN As sl e 7L 7ERS E7 EE) kRS vie s =], ARl d Al SR
Strgo] kolth 74t D, BEt o] SHISL B o] E 51at of tiet-SHEE] EUT dollA a2 4F A efstal o
o thet S tgol STl AFRAAT, AA Bz Hojpg  WESHEN ANE wole AdRLRE ARSI T
3okl ulo £2 21 7m, LSm)y& & 5 Aieh ael A g AR EE 2 ALEE Folvlsel Al
MAQAES A l5tT st STEo] 2fo]2 Kol HAa 59], dezAtddold g2 aE0] Adesz A&t
ARE TUo| A &4 vho] Hol= A La)y], 97 FH o CCTVZl 5271, 28 e H7] SHAIZI7], =82 = 5871 &

Table 12. Main Gate - The alternatives of CPTED elements in pedestrian environment for crime prevention

- overlapping answer
Frequency (%)

: Division School Gender
The alternatives ] S Y D B F-value Boy Girl T-value
Irereasing the - mumber of - securlty | 15576 | 3069@ | 40B0@ | 296.DO | 1639) | 21.690% | 6163 | M0GHE | 1046
In a straight line ch f the shay
of gefie;‘]%gn ;‘;‘:hc ange of the shape | - 113 g) 8(1.9) 16(3.2) 9(1.6) 6(1.4) 8.063 25(2.6) 25(2.1) 0.141
Stretching the width of pedestrian path | 15(33)® | 19(44) 3162)® | 2G50 | 3482® | 9.710¢ | R264)® | 68(5.6)® 0.001
Decreasing the number of the
concealed place around pedestrian path | S29) 92.1) 10(2.0) 1522.7) 8(1.9) 3.871 25(2.6) 25(2.1) 0.141
Improve the openness -watching
pedestrian path in the school caused | 8(2.8) 92.1) 16(3.2) 264.6) | 17(41) | 13.969%* | 28(2.9) 48(4.0) 4.767*
by fence
Pruning the branches of tree in fence | 7(2.5) 12(2.8) 112.2) 2(39) | 1434 8.962 26(2.7) 40(3.3) 2.299
ﬁ;ﬂ;‘g the branches of tree in | 36 | 5@ | 1632) | 25@4) | 1434) | 7439 | 3637) | 54(44) 3011
Adjusting the height, shape & interval
between trees in pedestrian path 5(1.8) 5(1.2) 8(1.6) 11(1.9) 5(1.2) 3921 15(1.5) 19(1.6) 0.186
Maintenance of the damaged and
polluted fence and colunm in_entrance | 92 14(3.2) 8(1.6) 24(42) | 11Q7) | 15226™ | 29(3.0) 37(3.0) 0456
Decreasing the number of car 7(2.5) 173.9) 173.4) 2544) | 2365@ | 9.111 27(2.8) 61(5.0) | 14.474%*
Increasing the number of lighting 207.D)® | 25(5.8)® 33(6.6)0® | 32(5.7)® | 24(5.8)® 3.266 575.99® | 76(6.3)@ 2.203
Increasing the brightness of lighting | 23(82)®@ | 27(63)® | 4385® | 2849® | 297.00® | 6682 | 697.)® | 81(6.73 0313
{;ﬁ;@i‘;%o;he number of emergency | 507 g | 358.1@ | 51(10.)@ | 407.)® | 367D | 9220 | 8082@ | 10284@ | 2582
Increasing the number of CCTV 2609.3)D | 410.5® | 56(11.DD | 458.0@ | 3584 | 11.618* | 950.8)D | 107(8.8)D | 0.083
g;‘;fglasmg the number of safety sign | 1434 | 1739) 183.6) | 19G4) | 1434) | 1312 | 2829) | 50@41) | 5845
ft‘g;easmg the number of bench or rest | 543 | 15 1326) | 2035 | 1843)@ | 5694 | 4142) | 3327 2435
Adjusting the number of park 4(1.4) 11(2.5) 7(1.4) 10(1.8) 61.4) 3421 20(2.1) 18(1.5) 0.446
ing th f big faciliti
%ﬁiﬁi bfn mumber of big facilities | o 1y 11(2.5) 9(1.8) 20(3.5) 133.1) 8.885 27(2.8) 32(2.6) 0.117
Eliminati f trash, leaflet
ba;fl‘gr‘: ‘E;‘f a(;’ve nisinsg’ caflets & | 11309) | 2763)® | 256.00@ | 25(44) | 2663 | 3733 | 496.0@ | 64(53)D 1.324
Maint f the damaged and
po‘i‘{gtgaggsmfem ¢ damaged and | 1450)@ | 19(4.4) 193.8) | 274.8)® | 18(4.3) 4838 42(4.3) 54(4.4) 0.847
Decreasing the difference between the
height of road and the height of | 5(1.8) 8(1.9) 10(2.0) 16(2.8) 7(1.7) 6.760 23(24) 23(1.9) 0.128
pedestrian path
Eliminating of the rail betw d
an‘(f‘;‘;g;t‘b’ﬁa‘r’l paf{l rail between roa 8(2.8) 11(2.5) 8(1.6) 193.4) 14(3.4) 7.850 25(2.6) 34(2.8) 0.807
Increasing the number of passerby 14(5.0) 20(4.6) 22(4.4) 25(4.4) 16(3.9) 3.241 42(4.3) 55(4.5) 1.074
Decreasing the number of passerby 3(1.1) 4(0.9) 1(0.2) 40.7) 1(0.2) 4673 10(1.0) 3(02) 4.696*
1(100. 0) | 5 0) |5 0) | 415(100. 74(100, 5(100.
All 281(100.0) | 432(100.0) | 503(100.0) | 566(100.0) | 415(100.0 974(100.0) | 1215(100.0
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