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This study uses a preexisting dataset to analyze the 
effects of precautionary actions that students who 
live on college campuses may experience. College 
campuses can be crime generators and fear of 
crime producers. Though university campuses are 
perceived to be safe and relatively free of crime, 
research has suggested differently. The results of 
this study explore students’ personal and commu-
nity safety behaviors, defensive behaviors, avoid-
ance behaviors, police satisfaction, knowledge of 
conduct reporting and disciplinary actions, and 
knowledge of housing codes and violations. This 
study serves to inform and add to the conversation of 
fear of crime on college campuses bringing a differ-
ent perspective on how knowledge of precaution can 
contribute to fear of crime. The results show that 
students who participate in avoidance behaviors (α 

= .57; p= .001), students who participate in personal 
and community behaviors (α = .51; p= .03), and 
students who are satisfied with campus policing 
(α = .82; p= .03) were found to have higher levels 
of fear of crime at night. Also found was that those 
who have more knowledge of housing codes and 
violations experienced less fear of crime at night 
(α = .54; p= .03). 

University campuses are viewed as a major crime 
generator and fear of crime producer. Generally, 
university campuses are perceived to be safe and 
relatively free of crime, but research has suggested 
differently, indicating that many college students 
report to be fearful of crime (Fox et al., 2009).  
College campuses are diverse, and many students 
fear victimization (Boateng & Adjekum-Boateng, 
2017; Fox et al., 2009). Fear of crime is multi-di-
mensional and can vary depending on individuals 
and situations. To be able to make college campuses 
safer, we need to address various environmental and 
situational factors that impact student participation 
in campus activities. Current research investigates 
and attempts to understand what characteristics 

contribute to fear of crime in college students. Little 
is known about if a student’s precautionary actions 
and knowledge affect their levels of fear of crime. 
This research attempts to identify if precautionary 
behaviors contribute to fear of crime levels within 
university on-campus housing. 

Literature Review
Current literature has noted that past victimiza-

tion, perceptions of risk, gender, and race contrib-
ute to fear of crime (Boateng & Adjekum-Boateng, 
2017; Crowl & Battin, 2017; Fisher & May, 2009; 
Fox et al., 2009; Hibdon et al., 2016; Kyle et al., 
2017; Lee & Hilinski-Rosick, 2012; Patton & Greg-
ory, 2014; Steinmetz & Austin, 2013). Fear of crime 
can be conceptualized as the perception of risk and 
fear of victimization, directly and vicariously, that 
can be situational or personal in context (Fox et 
al., 2009; Kyle et al., 2017; Lee & Hilinski-Ros-
ick, 2012). An individual can experience fear of 
victimization through association of personal rela-
tions or media publicized victimization (Fox et al., 
2009). Universities and colleges are to counteract 
this with emergency responses, violence prevention, 
and threat assessment plans to ensure campus safety 
(Kyle et al., 2017; Patton & Gregory, 2014; Schafer 
et al., 2018; William et al., 2016). With the increas-
ing amount of media coverage of crime and injustice 
happening on campuses today, this topic is always 
evolving and pertinent. Administration and policy 
makers are leading in the prioritization of these 
issues. Many situations play a part in the forma-
tion of an individual’s fear of crime. The following 
discussion focuses on characteristics that generate 
fear of crime at universities and colleges.

Fear of Crime
College campuses are generally assumed to 

be safe and relatively crime free, but research has 
shown that college students display fear of victim-
ization and perceptions of perceived risk. This 
fear can be derived from many factors and can 
vary among individuals. Fear of victimization can 
come from personal or property circumstances, and 
entail personal interpretation of one’s environment, 
social ties, and emotional responses (Boateng & 
Adjekum-Boateng, 2017; Fox et al., 2009; Scha-
fer et al., 2018). Victimization is found to contrib-
ute to increased fear of crime and to the actual risk 
of future victimization (Fox et al., 2009; Kyle et 
al., 2017; Lee & Hilinski-Rosick, 2012; Schafer 
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et al., 2018). Research establishes that there is a 
relationship between victimization and levels of 
fear of crime. This relationship is also found to be 
a strong predictor of perceived risk and fear affect-
ing levels of fear of crime (Lee & Hilinski-Rosick, 
2011; Pritchard et al., 2012; Schafer et al., 2018). 

Student Safety
For students to be considered safe, factors such 

as lighting, day versus night, security or police pres-
ence, and physical structures of the campus (open 
structures, lack of exits in an area, etc.) come into 
consideration. Campus safety has become a hot topic 
with media current events surrounding mass shoot-
ings and other criminal acts associated with college 
campuses (Crowl & Battin, 2017; Fox et al., 2009; 
Kyle et al., 2017; Patton & Gregory, 2014;). Policy 
and safety implications are an important contrib-
uting factor to fear of crime. College campuses 
provide varying levels of crime and safety related 
social support for students (Kyle et al., 2017; Scha-
fer et al., 2018; William et al., 2016). Commonly 
used within institutions are notification systems, 
evacuation protocols, law enforcement response 
policies, and student-related provisions intended to 
secure a campus; these ensure a formal safety and 
order on campus during critical events (Kyle et al., 
2017; Schafer et al., 2018; William et al., 2016). Due 
to being multidimensional, universities and colleges 
must recognize a range of formal requirements and 
informal expectations to promote campus crime 
awareness, education, reporting, and safety while 
also maintaining a positive and unrestricted college 
environment (Kyle et al., 2017; Patton & Gregory, 
2014). Research has also found that perceptions 
of conventional police crime-reduction strategies 
like increased presence, increased visibility, and 
increased staffing can prove to contribute to nega-
tive or positive views of police and levels of fear 
of crime  (Crowl & Battin, 2017; Kyle et al., 2017, 
Patton & Gregory, 2014). These perceptions affect 
views of satisfaction of whether the university’s 
policy, police, and safety implications function and 
succeed at what they should be doing. 

Student Attributes 
Current literature has found that males and 

females have different levels of fear of crime. 
Numerous studies have contributed to the docu-
mentation of these differences (see Boateng& Adje-
kum-Boateng, 2017; Crowl & Battin, 2017; Fisher 
& May, 2009; Fox et al., 2009; Lee & Hilinski-Ros-
ick, 2012; Mbuba, 2010; Steinmetz & Austin, 2013). 
Males have been found to have lower rates of fear 
of crime, though they are found to have higher 
rates of being victims to crime (Fox et al., 2009; 

Pritchard et al., 2015; Hibdon et al., 2016; Schafer 
et al., 2018). Females are found to be have higher 
risk of personal crime like stalking, sexual assault, 
and intimate partner violence (Fox et al., 2009; Kyle 
et al., 2016; Pritchard et al., 2015). It is shown that 
males are more fearful in risk of criminal assault 
where females are more fearful of sexual assault 
(Crowl & Battin, 2017; Fox et al., 2009; Hibdon et 
al., 2016; Pritchard et al., 2015).

Emphasized in research is the part that lifestyle 
activities, environmental, and situational factors 
contribute to fear of crime. Varying characteristics 
can elicit different responses and behaviors from 
individuals. A student’s lifestyle activities and 
personal characteristics can contribute to fear of 
crime (Crowl and Battin, 2017; Kyleet al., 2017; 
Schafer et al., 2016). Lifestyle-exposure and life-
style theories suggest that some lifestyle choices 
can be considered dangerous and increase risk of 
victimization (Crowl & Battin, 2017; Boateng & 
Adjekum-Boateng, 2017; Lee & Hilinski-Rosick, 
2012).  During college, for example, many people 
use the time to explore life by participating in drink-
ing, smoking, attending parties, or associating with 
individuals who may have criminal intent (Crowl & 
Battin, 2017; Boateng & Adjekum-Boateng, 2017; 
Hibdon et al., 2016; Williams et al., 2016). The life-
style exposure theory reveals that lifestyle attributes 
can enhance or reduce victimization experiences. 
Lifestyle choices like walking alone or attending a 
party can heighten fear in individuals but traveling 
in groups might lower their fear (Crowl & Battin, 
2017; Boateng & Adjekum-Boateng, 2017; Kyle 
et al., 2017; Pritchard et al., 2012). Differences in 
life choices are evident and play an important role 
in levels of fear of crime. Individuals may self-im-
pose behavioral restrictions or modifications to 
avoid engaging in activities that might be deemed 
risky, potentially dangerous, or if they feel more 
vulnerable to crime and victimization (Crowl & 
Battin, 2017; Boateng & Adjekum-Boateng, 2017; 
Hibdon et al., 2016; Williams et al., 2016). Avoid-
ance is a component of the lifestyle theories. If 
individuals perceive certain risks, they are likely 
to avoid those behaviors, areas, or activities. This 
may also enable efforts to avoid and defend them-
selves against the possible perceived risks (defen-
sive behaviors) (Crowl & Battin, 2017; Hibdon et al., 
2016; Lee & Hilinski-Rosick, 2012; Pritchard et al., 
2012; Schafer et al., 2016). Participating in avoid-
ance and defensive behaviors have been shown to 
decrease fear of theft, aggravated assault, and rape 
(Crowl & Battin, 2017; Lee & Hilinski-Rosick, 
2012; Pritchard et al., 2012; Schafer et al., 2016). 
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Current Study 
Research has examined fear of crime and percep-

tion of risk on college campuses, however, not 
much is known about how precautionary factors 
affect a student’s level of fear and perception of 
risk. Thus, the current study investigates precau-
tionary factors that contribute to a student’s level 
of fear and perceived risk. Precautionary factors 
can be described as avoidance behaviors, defensive 
behaviors, comprehensiveness of campus policy, 
perceptions of public safety, and personal safety. 
By investigating this topic, we can obtain a better 
understanding of the characteristics of fear of crime 
and perceived risk among college students living on 
campus. The following are the hypothesized rela-
tionships.

Hypothesis 1: The more knowledge of student 
conduct reporting and disciplinary actions 
increases students’ fear of crime.

Hypothesis 2:  The more knowledge of hous-
ing codes and violations increases students’ 
fear of crime.

Hypothesis 3: Students who participate in avoid-
ance behavior increase students’ fear of 
crime.

Hypothesis 4: Students who participate in defen-
sive behavior involving property increase 
students’ fear of crime.

Hypothesis 5: Students who participate in defen-
sive behavior involving weapons increase 
students’ fear of crime.

Hypothesis 6: Students who participate in 
personal and community safety behavior 
increase students’ fear of crime. 

Hypothesis 7: Students who are satisfied with 
campus policing have a lower level of fear.

The rationale behind these hypotheses is from 
previous research indicating that individuals with 
more awareness of their vulnerability to crime are 
more likely to participate in avoidance and defen-
sive behaviors (Hibdon et al., 2016; Lee & Hilins-
ki-Rosick, 2012). Having an enhanced awareness 
of perceived risk brings attention to the potenti-
ality of victimization, which can then create more 
reason to have fear. As individuals utilize protective 
behaviors and knowledge of possible risk, they may 
increase the level of fear of crime they experience. 
Thus, the more an individual perceives they are at 
risk, the more fear they are likely to have (Hibdon 
et al., 2016; Lee & Hilinski-Rosick, 2012; Crowl 
& Battin, 2017). The perceived presence and effec-
tiveness of police in a community can affect levels 
of fear of crime (Crowl & Battin, 2017; Kyle et 
al., 2017; Patton & Gregory, 2014). The improve-
ment of police presence has been something spoken 

about and suggested to reduce fear of crime (Kyle 
et al., 2017, Patton & Gregory, 2014; Schafer et al., 
2016). Therefore, having better interactions and 
police involvement in the community can increase 
the overall satisfaction of police presence, which 
then would help decrease levels of fear of crime. 

Methodology
The current study utilizes survey data collected 

at a large Midwestern university constructed by 
Hibdon et al. (2016).  This was part of a larger initia-
tive in understanding and addressing campus life 
and safety issues for students, faculty, and staff. The 
survey examined several factors (e.g., fear of crime) 
related to students living in campus housing to 
figure out how those factors may influence students’ 
perceptions of and behaviors living in campus hous-
ing. At the time of data collection, the university 
had about 20,000 students enrolled, with one-third 
being considered a racial or ethnic minority group. 
The campus is located in a rural area, in one of the 
larger cities in the region. The students came from 
diverse backgrounds, geographically and ethnically. 

The survey targeted students specifically living 
on campus; this was to capture the housing environ-
ment to better understand the fear, safety, victim-
ization, and protective behaviors by residents. To 
obtain a representative sample, randomized strat-
ified sampling procedures were utilized to obtain 
participants. The university dormitories are located 
on the east and west sides of campus, with various 
floor accommodations (only male/female, co-ed, 
living learning communities for specific majors, 
honors, etc.). The survey was distributed over a 
two-week period in April 2013. The university Resi-
dent Assistants (RA) to the corresponding floors 
were given the survey packets to distribute to all 
residents on the floor. The packets consisted of a 
consent form and an unmarked return envelope. 
Participation was voluntary and anonymous. RAs 
and graduate research assistants followed up with 
potential participants during the two-week period. 
There were 844 students selected for participation; 
569 submitted a completed or partially completed 
survey. After being examined for possible bias and 
addressing the missing data, the sample was reduced 
to 490 completed responses. 

Measures

Independent Variables
This study includes six independent variables: 

student knowledge of conduct reporting and disci-
plinary actions, student knowledge of housing 
codes and violations, avoidance behaviors, defen-
sive behaviors, students’ efforts to personal and 
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community safety, and satisfaction of campus 
policing. Student knowledge of conduct reporting 
and disciplinary actions (α = .80) is measured by 
three statements, on a 1 to 5 scale. The scale ranged 
from “strongly agree” to “strongly disagree”, with 
a “neither agree nor disagree” option. These three 
items were summed into one variable. The scale 
ranged from 3 – 15. I understand the disciplinary 
process for violations for University Housing rules 
and codes,” “students caught violating University 
Housing rules and codes are usually treated fairly,” 
and “students caught violating University Housing 
rules and codes are usually given appropriate sanc-
tions or punishments.” 

Student knowledge of housing codes and viola-
tions (α = .54) includes five statements pertaining to 
student conduct and write up violations that students 
may be aware of. It was measured on a 1 to 5 scale. 
The scale ranged from “strongly agree” to “strongly 
disagree”, with a “neither agree nor disagree” option. 
These five items were summed into one variable. 
The scale ranged from 5 – 25. Some examples are 

“non-residents can easily find ways to get into my 
residence hall without having to check in at the 
front desk” and “residents can easily get a friend 
into the hall without having to check in at the front 
desk.” Both variables include the response options 
of “strongly agree,” “agree,” “neither agree nor 
disagree,” “disagree,” and “strongly disagree.” 

Avoidance (α = .54) behavior is measured by 
the statements “[I] avoid certain parts of univer-
sity housing I consider dangerous or unsafe,” “[I] 
attempt to walk in groups as much as possible,” 
and “[I] ask someone to watch my property while I 
leave it unattended in my residence hall (i.e., going 
to the restroom or your room).” These statements 
were measured on a 0 or 1 scale, then summed into 
one variable that ranged from 0 – 3. The response 
options were either yes or no. 

Defensive behaviors were measured by eight 
questions pertaining to actions that include possess-
ing a weapon for safety or defensive behaviors 
towards personal property. Each was measured on 
a scale of 0 or 1 but was then summed into one vari-
able each. Each scale ranged from 0 – 4. Some state-
ments that are included are “[I] shut the door when I 
am leaving my room,” “[I] lock the door when I am 
leaving my room,” “[I] carry a personal protection 
device with me, such as a knife (with a blade longer 
than 3 inches), club, or gun, even though they are 
not allowed in university housing,” and “[I] keep 
a personal protection device in my residence hall 
room, such as a firearm, mace, or club, even though 
they are not allowed in university housing.” These 
questions have a yes or no option for their response. 
The variables of defensive behaviors involving 

property (α = .66) and weapons (α = .76) were not 
supported to be significant.

To measure a student’s efforts to personal and 
community safety (α = .51), this study looks at 12 
statements pertaining to acts of self and community 
safety, measured on 0 or 1 scale with the response 
options being either yes or no. It was then summed 
into one variable using a 0 – 6 scale. For example, 
it includes “[I] closed an outside door someone else 
had propped open,” “[I] asked someone you did 
not recognize whether they were a resident of your 
building,” “[I] keep my personal property (keys, 
phone, wallet or purse, etc.) with me when leaving 
my room,” and “[I] reported suspicious or poten-
tially criminal behavior to university housing staff.” 

Satisfaction of campus policing (α = .82) is 
measured by three questions, on a 1 to 5 scale that 
ranged from “very satisfied” to “very dissatisfied”, 
with a “don’t know” option. It was then summed 
into one variable with a scale of 3 – 15. “keeping 
university housing safe and orderly?” “Being visi-
ble in and around university housing?” “The over-
all quality of the campus police department?” The 
response options are “very satisfied,” “satisfied,” 

“dis-satisfied,” “very dissatisfied,” and “don’t know.”

Dependent Variable   
The dependent variable is the level of fear of 

crime night (α = .96). This is measured by one broad 
question and varying amounts of sub-questions. The 
first question is “how would you rate your fear of 
the following incidents happening to you while 
you are in university housing during the night?” 
Some of the sub-questions include “having a text-
book stolen at night?” “Having an electronic item 
stolen at night (for example, a cell phone, laptop, 
or tablet)?” ‘’Having your wallet or purse stolen at 
night?” “Having your property vandalized at night?” 
and “Being stalked at night?” The response option 
is a Likert scale of 1 (not at all fearful) to 10 (very 
fearful). The third question is “how would you rate 
your safety at each of the following locations around 
university housing when alone during the night?” 
The response was a 10-point Likert scale, 1 being 
they felt very unsafe and 10 being they felt very 
safe. The sub-questions included locations on-cam-
pus, some examples are “Behind Schneider Hall,” 

“Between Schneider Hall and Mae Smith Hall”, and 
“Between Mae Smith and Grinnell.” These questions 
were used to assess personal safety and fear of crime 
of students while in university housing. The overall 
variable of fear of night at crime was then summed 
into one variable with the scale of 0 – 1. 

Control Variables
The controls variables are race, gender, age, 
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and location of campus. For race, the survey gave 
the options of “White, African- American/Black, 
Hispanic/Latino/Latina, Asian/Asian-American, 
Native American/ Alaska Native, Multi-racial, and 
other.” Gender was recorded by male or female. 
The age variable was formatted as a fill in the blank 
response. And location of campus was recorded by 
how many respondents came from the west or east 
campus, as the received responses were separated 
by each campus.   

Analysis
To analyze the data, this study will utilize univar-

iate and multivariate analysis.  Univariate analysis 
will be used to assess each variable. This creates a 
descriptive table that summarizes the data and indi-
cates possible patterns for each variable. Multivari-
ate analysis will be used to assess potential patterns 
and relationships across independent variables. This 
allows for the dependent variable to be simulta-
neously analyzed with the independent variables, 
producing a prediction of the effect of change in one 
variable will have on other variables.

Results
 Table 1 shows the univariate results for the 

measures in the current study. It details the ques-
tions used for each variable’s summed scale created. 
It also includes descriptive statistics of the sample. 
The dependent variable, fear of crime at night, is 
shown with each percentage of having some type 
of fear of crime at night. The control variables show 
that almost half of the sample was 20 years old 
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(41.30%) and over half identified as female (52.0%). 
The participant results of race showed that minori-
ties (44.6%) displayed lower levels of fear of crime 
at night compared to white students (55.4%). And 
half of the students were located at the west campus 
(50.1%).

Table 2 shows the results for the logistic regres-
sion. Model 1 presents the control variables only. 
Model one indicates that the control variable White 
is significant (p= .001) compared to other minority 
groups. Within the full model, White remains a 
significant relationship (p= .001). In addition, the 
full model results indicate that the students’ knowl-
edge of housing codes and violations has a signif-
icant relationship (p= .03), signifying the more 
knowledge the less fearful of crime at night a 
student is. The avoidance behavior variable also 
showed significance (p= .001), indicating the more 
a student participates in avoidance behaviors the 
more likely they are to have a higher level of fear 
of crime at night. Students’ efforts to personal and 
community safety resulted in a significant relation-
ship (p= .003) and the satisfaction of campus polic-
ing (p= .03).

The results for the independent variable of the 
second hypothesis involving the variable of knowl-
edge of housing codes and violations (α = .54) has a 
significant relationship (p = .03). Not supportive of 
the hypothesis, the finding indicates that the more 
knowledge a student has on housing codes and viola-
tions were less fearful of crime at night. The third 
hypothesis, the effect of avoidance behaviors on fear 
of crime at night (α = .57), was also supported (p= 
.001), in that the relationship of participating in more 
avoidance behaviors increases the students’ fear of 
crime at night.  The sixth hypothesis that examined 
the knowledge of students’ participation in personal 
and community safety (α = .51) resulted in a signif-
icant relationship (p = .003). The findings support 
the hypothesis that the higher level of participa-
tion a student has in personal and community safety 
increases their fear of crime at night. The seventh 
hypothesis was also supported – the more a student 
is satisfied with campus policing the lower the fear 
of crime at night they would have (α = .82; p= .03). 
The control variable of race was the only significant 
relationship (p = .001), white versus nonwhite. The 
result suggests that whites are two times more likely 
to have fear of crime at night. 

Discussion
This study took into account predicting factors 

that may contribute to the levels of fear of crime at 
night within college campus housing populations. 
While current literature explores similar topics, this 
study adds a different perspective, looking at precau-

tionary measures. This conversation has continued 
for a long time, and this study contributes to its 
development. This study’s factors are significant 
in the discussion of fear of crime, it supports that 
the awareness of potential crime and perceived risk 
has been found to increase fear, which agrees with 
others such as… Boateng and Adjekum-Boateng 
(2017), Crowl and Battin (2017), Fox et al. (2009), 
and  Lee and Hilinski-Rosick (2012). Research by 
Lee and Hilinski-Rosick (2011), Pritchard et al. 
(2011), and Schafer et al. (2018) have established 
that there is a relationship between victimization 
and levels of fear of crime. Precautionary attributes 
have not solely been a basis of current research but 
more on individual characteristics such as social 
ties, emotional responses, and situational charac-
teristics; this study introduces the different aspects 
that contribute to students’ precautionary behaviors 
(Boateng & Adjekum-Boateng, 2017; Fisher & May, 
2009; Fox et al., 2009; Hibdon et al., 2016; Scha-
fer et al., 2018). Avoidance and defensive behav-
iors have been seen to contribute to the levels of 
perceived risk (Crowl & Battin, 2017; Hibdon et al., 
2016; Lee & Hilinski-Rosick, 2012; Pritchard et al., 
2012; Schafer et al., 2016). 

This study found four significant relationships. 
First, a student’s knowledge of housing codes and 
violations increases their fear of crime at night. Past 
research, like that of Kyle et al. (2017) and Patton 
and Gregory (2014), has indicated that students’ 
perceptions of safety can be affected by campus 
policies, security measures, and incident. This is 
an important topic of discussion because it allows 
colleges and universities to offer some type of aid 
to students to feel more comfortable with their 
safety on campus. Establishing a well-supported 
network for students to rely on when it comes to 
their safety can be beneficial for overall safety and 
security of the campus and student body (Kyle et 
al., 2017; Mbuba, 2010; Patton & Gregory, 2014; 
Schafer et al., 2018; William et al., 2016). Students’ 
participation in avoidance behaviors was shown 
to increase fear of crime at night. Students tend to 
avoid behaviors, areas, or activities that they deem 
risky. This action has been shown to decrease fear of 
theft, aggravated assault, and rape (Crowl & Battin, 
2017; Lee & Hilinski-Rosick, 2012; Pritchard et 
al., 2012; Schafer et al., 2016). Although it shows a 
decrease, more fear may occur due to the acknowl-
edgement of how much perceived risk an individual 
may be in when in a certain area or situation. They 
may feed into each other as fear of crime has been 
shown to increase individual engagement in avoid-
ance behaviors. 

The third relationship found is that student 
participation in efforts of personal and community 
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safety increases fear of crime at night. This works 
with student knowledge of housing codes and viola-
tions, as the more an individual is aware the more 
fear may occur. Surrounding environment and 
social spaces contribute to the perception of student 
safety and risk (Kyle et al., 2017; Patton & Gregory, 
2014). Being aware of open doors, taking personal 
items when leaving an area, or keeping the campus 
community area orderly can impact an individu-
al’s perception of safety. Taking this into consid-
eration, campus communities can invest in what 
does help students feel safer and create an effective 
safety approach. For the last significant relationship, 
students who are satisfied with campus policing 
have decreased fear of crime at night. It is known 
that police provide an important service to commu-
nities, and police presence can serve to decrease 
fear of crime (Boateng & Adjekum-Boateng, 2017; 
Fisher & May, 2009; Kyle et al., 2017; Steinmetz 
& Austin, 2013; Mbuba, 2010). Past research has 
shown that police visibility has decreased fear of 
crime (Boatent & Adjekum-Boatneng, 2017; Crowl 
& Battin, 2017; Fisher & May, 2009). College and 
university campuses working to improve interac-
tions and police involvement in the community can 
promote increased safety perceptions. Also found 
was that females were less likely to experience 
fear of crime at night, though not significant. Past 
research has established that males and females 
have different levels of fear of crime (Boateng & 
Adjekum-Boateng, 2017; Crowl & Battin, 2017; 
Fisher & May, 2009; Fox et al., 2009; Lee & Hilins-
ki-Rosick, 2012; Mbuba, 2010; Steinmetz & Austin, 
2013). Past research has shown that there is a signif-
icant relationship between racial composition and 
higher levels of fear of crime. Non-white minority 
groups are seen as a vulnerable population in soci-
ety, which can contribute to their fear (Boateng & 
Adjekum-Boateng, 2017; Mbuba, 2010; Steinmetz 
& Austin, 2013). In this study the results indicated 
that Whites were more likely to be more fearful; this 
may be due to the area of the Midwestern universi-
ties or campus environment. 

While this study provides significant insight, 
there are also limitations that should be considered. 
This study uses secondary data. Also, the data were 
collected from a Midwestern university, creating 
limits to the generalizability of the results. 

Conclusion
Findings show that student knowledge of 

housing codes and conduct, avoidance behaviors, 
students’ efforts to personal and community safety, 
and satisfaction of campus policing significantly 
impacts fear of crime at night. The results indicated 
that there is no relationship between student knowl-

edge of conduct reporting and disciplinary actions 
and defensive behaviors (property and weapon). 
Limitations may have affected the results, like 
impacting the generalizability. Furthermore, the 
preexisting literature and the results of the study 
topic shows that there is a relationship between 
precautionary behaviors and fear of crime.  
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