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Abstract	
 
Introduction: Fear of crime is widely studied in the criminological field and refers to the 

individual’s perception and evaluation of a potential danger. Fear of crime holds both direct 

and indirect causes where direct causes refer to feelings of fear after previous victimization. 

Indirect causes refer to those who are frightened by the possibility to be victimized. Aim: This 

study aimed to explore the feelings of safety among the population in a middle-sized town in 

Sweden. Method: Data was collected using a replica of the National Safety Survey. This 

study used a simple randomized sample and the questionnaire was sent to 1010 participants, 

298 responded to the survey, which meant a response rate of 29.5%. Results: Most of the 

participants in the studied city (87%) reported concern about the criminality. The female 

gender and earlier victimization were associated with higher levels of concern. The majority 

of the respondents reported feeling safe in their own neighborhood, but almost half of them 

felt unsafe in another area; where the residential area Nacksta, bus station and train station 

were distinctive. The respondents felt quite big trust for the police and the authorities, but 

earlier victimization and higher levels of concern for criminality were associated with lower 

levels of trust. Discussion: A discussion of the results regarding the concern for criminality, 

unsafe feelings and trust in the police is provided. The differences and similarities were 

discussed from a theoretical perspective and a comparison with the National Safety Survey 

has been made. 
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Introduction	

Fear of crime has been widely studied in the criminological field. The general idea of fear of 

crime focuses on an individual’s perception and evaluation of a potential danger (Ferraro, 

1995; Fisher, Reyns & Sloan, 2016; Gabriel & Greve, 2003). This fear results in an emotional 

response of anxiety or dread that an individual associates with criminality (Clark, 2011; 

Ferraro, 1995; Fisher et al., 2016; Gabriel & Greve, 2003). Physiological changes in the body 

as increased heart rate, sweating and muscle contractions are some of the responses from the 

emotions that fear evokes (Clarke, 2011; Fisher et al., 2016). According to Ferraro (1995) and 

Fisher et al. (2016) there was a difference between fear of crime and perceived risk of 

victimization. Perceived risk of victimization differed from fear of crime since it refers to a 

subjective estimation of the likelihood to become a crime victim (Fisher et al., 2016), which is 

someone who had experienced loss, hardship or injury due to an illegal action of another 

individual, group or organization (Ferguson & Turvey, 2009). The link between perceived risk 

and fear of crime was that people who believed they were more likely to become victims 

showed a higher level of fear (Fisher et al., 2016; Gabriel & Greve, 2003). These concepts 

were also different from the term actual victimization risk, which referred to the objective 

probability that a person would be victimized. The purpose of this study was to explore the 

feelings of safety in relation to crime victimization among the population in a middle-sized 

town in Sweden. 

 

Fear of crime is a complex phenomenon and its causes can be both direct and indirect. 

According to Fisher et al. (2016) the direct causes included people that had been victimized 

and feared that it would happen again, while indirect causes include those who have not been 

victimized but are frightened by the possibility to become victims in the future. Gabriel and 

Greve (2003) on the other hand described dispositional and situational fear of crime where the 

dispositional meant the individual’s tendency to react fearfully. This manifestation was 

according to them changeable and influenced by personal conditions and attributes together 

with experiences of dangerous situations. They meant that when the dispositional fear 

increased, so did the possibility that certain situations could and would evoke fear. With 

situational fear of crime Gabriel and Greve (2003) meant that fear was a state with a 

beginning and an ending. One current situational fear of crime could increase or decrease the 

dispositional fear of crime, but it was all due to intrapersonal characteristics, for example how 

people coped with fearful situations.  
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There are different factors that could increase individual’s level of fear of crime. Media was 

often mentioned as a contributing factor that enhances the individual’s fear of crime (Brunton-

Smith & Sturgis, 2011; Ferraro, 1995; Heber, 2009). Heber (2009) supported this state by 

saying that when people got reminded about criminality, for example by media, their feelings 

of personal fear increased. Ferraro (1995) wrote that even if media played a significant role in 

people’s beliefs about fear, other factors could also contribute. Custers and Van (2011) and 

Jackson, Bradford, Hohl and Farrall (2009) on the other hand wrote that being exposed to 

criminal symbols in the surroundings such as graffiti increased the individual’s level of fear. 

Similar findings were reported in other studies where it was shown that residents living in 

neighborhoods with bad reputation and visible signs of disorder reported higher levels of fear 

(Brunton-Smith & Sturgis, 2011; Kullberg, Karlsson, Timpka & Lindqvist, 2009).  

 

Personal	Fear	and	Altruistic	Fear	

According to Heber (2009) there were different types of fear of crime, altruistic fear and 

personal fear. It was not clear how to separate the concepts from each other since they were 

not entirely independent of each other (Heber, 2009; Warr & Ellison, 2000). It was more 

common to feel altruistic fear of crime, i.e. fear of crime that was related to others safety, than 

to feel personal fear of crime i.e. to be the subject to crime oneself (Drakulich, 2015; Heber, 

2009; Warr & Ellison, 2000). According to previous findings from the National Safety 

Survey1 29% of the population in Sweden said that they often worried about someone close to 

them would end up as a victim of crime and this concern has increased every year from 2014 

(Brå2, 2016). This compared to that only 15% of the participants in the same study worried 

that they would be victim of assault and only 19% worried about becoming a victim of 

burglary (Brå, 2016). The same pattern was also found in Heber’s (2009) study where twenty 

people were interviewed about their general opinions about crime, fear and victimization. The 

result showed that the participants more usually feared that something would happen to their 

families or friends rather than feared that something would happen to them. Furthermore, 

Heber (2009) found that feelings of altruistic fear were reported irrespective of people's age 

and gender; but that the type of altruistic fear could change through life. Younger people 

                                                
1 Nationella Trygghetsundersökningen 
2 Brottsförebyggande rådet 
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primarily worried about their friends while adults more often feared that something would 

happen to their spouses, children or parents (Heber, 2009). Additionally, altruistic fear 

decreased with aging and slowly made room for more personal fear, which in turn became the 

dominant feeling when in contact with a criminal threat. This was unlike personal fear that did 

not decline with age (Warr & Ellison, 2000).  

 

Both personal fear and altruistic fear could be understood as fear that emerges from the 

uncontrollable (Heber, 2009). The uncontrollable referred to both situations and persons; 

unpredictable factors such as darkness, unfamiliar places and people under influence of drugs. 

In the study of Heber (2009) the interviewees themselves could ensure that they avoided such 

dangerous situations, whereas they did not have control over their close ones all the time and 

therefore felt altruistic fear more often than personal fear of crime.  

 

Trust	in	the	Police	and	Authorities	

According to Skogan (2009) concern about crime was associated with people's trust in the 

police in the way that concern reduced when trust in the police increased. The main focus for 

the police, is to prevent crimes and increase the safety in the society (Polisen, 2017). They 

work with crime preventive strategies in a problem-oriented way by analyzing information 

and knowledge to employ the right resources. This crime preventive work is effective when it 

is adapted to local problems and needs (Polisen, 2017). Legitimacy is a necessity for the 

police for their ability to prevent and control crime (Jackson et al., 2009; Mazerolle, Bennett, 

Davis, Sargeant & Manning, 2013; Tyler, Goff & MacCoun, 2015). Legitimacy gives an 

organization a certain acting space of what they can do and to what extent (Kääriänen & 

Sirén, 2011; Linde & Svensson, 2013). It justifies the organization, its effects, tasks or results. 

The surrounding population is judging the organizations by their ability to achieve the norms 

and goals in the community, and less by the procedure and results (Linde & Svensson, 2013). 

Legitimacy is a way for the police and the legal system to enhance cooperation from the 

public, obtain compliance and satisfy the community. Jackson et al. (2009) wrote that there 

were two conceptions regarding what the public thought that the police should be doing. The 

first conception was that the police job is to provide safety while reducing crime. This means 

that people judge the police in terms of fear of crime, crime-rates and the risk of becoming a 

victim (Jackson et al., 2009). The other is that the public holds the police accountable for local 
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issues regarding social disorder, cohesion and other threats to the community structures. The 

first conception implied that the confidence in the police lies within personal worries about 

falling victim of crime, while the other implied that the confidence is rooted in concerns about 

the neighborhood (Jackson et al., 2009). Individuals have to see the police as right and proper 

(Mazerolle et al., 2013). Kääriänen (2007) wrote that citizen’s trust in the police was due to 

experiences at an individual level and that social disclusion and inequality contributed to 

distrust in both the police and other authorities. The police force which is a part of the 

government, gain trust if there is a general trust in the government. Kääriäinen (2007) found 

that Scandinavian countries showed a high degree of trust where Sweden was ranked fourth 

on the list.   

 

Different	perspectives	of	fear	of	crime	

From a theoretical point of view, fear of criminal victimization has different perspectives: the 

vulnerability perspective and the environmental perspective (Fisher et al., 2016). To begin 

with, the vulnerability perspective aims to explain fear of crime at an individual level. 

According to this perspective fear of crime is caused by the person's subjective perceived 

vulnerability of becoming a crime victim (Fisher et al., 2016). Furthermore, the subjective 

feeling of being vulnerable is affected by the person's characteristics (race and gender), 

previous experience of victimization and the person's daily routines. It exists two different 

types of vulnerability: physical and social (Fisher et al., 2016). With physical vulnerability, 

Fisher et al. (2016) mean a person's capacity to prevent occurrence of victimization and with 

social vulnerability the authors mean how social characteristics like race, income, education 

and social class are related to a person's ability to respond to victimization. Vulnerability also 

increases if the individual is a suitably target (for example possesses expensive things) and 

often gets exposed to risky situations (Fisher et al., 2016).  

 

On the other hand, the environmental perspective aims to explain fear of crime on levels 

beyond the individual and indicates that the environment gives cues about dangerous settings 

where victimization can occur (Fisher et al., 2016). The environmental perspective is 

grounded in for instance ”Broken Windows Theory” (Fisher et al., 2016). The key element of 

the theory is that if a house has one broken window that no one repairs, other windows on that 

house will also eventually be broken, because a damaged window signals that nobody cares 
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(Wilson & Kelling, 2013). According to the authors, when people had the impression that no 

one cares, vandalism began faster than it would if people had the impression that private 

property was looked after. Even people who normally would not do such mischievous things 

may engage in such behavior. Wilson and Kelling (2013) also suggested that untended 

behaviors lower the controls in the community and that many residents assumed that crime 

increases. They would therefore adjust their behaviors accordingly and for example go out 

less often, which then would make the area more sensitive for occurrences of crimes (Wilson 

& Kelling, 2013). Both potential offenders and potential victims pays attention to 

environments with physical disorder (for example trash and graffiti) and social disorder (for 

example panhandlers, drunks and high noises), which increase the individual's fear of crime 

(Fisher et al., 2016). Contrary, socially cohesive environments have a lower fear of 

victimization because the residents feel that the social integration gives them a collective 

security. 

 

Previous	research	on	the	area	

Earlier studies that have examined fear of crime have shown gender differences in the 

phenomena when females showed higher levels of fear of crime compared to males (Brunton-

Smith & Sturgis, 2011; Drakulich, 2015; Visser et al., 2013; Zhao et al., 2015). Reid and 

Konrad (2004) compared fear of crime between gender and perceived risk of victimization. 

They found that males feared crime more than females when the perceived risk was high, 

regarding crimes where males were more likely to become victims, robbery for example. For a 

gender-neutral crime like burglary, Reid and Konrad (2004) did not find any gender 

differences in levels of fear and for sexual assault, a crime that disproportionately affects 

females; females felt fear significantly more than males. Callanan and Teasdale (2009) also 

found gender differences regarding fear of crime, but meant that the biggest difference lied 

within female’s fear for physical harm, especially for sexual assault, and that the actual gender 

differences concerning fear of crime therefore were overestimated. Regarding fear of crime 

and age, Chadee and Ditton (2003) did not find any evidence that fear of crime increased with 

age, neither for property crime nor for personal crime. Also Ziegler and Mitchell (2003) found 

no evidence that older people experienced fear of crime to a higher level than younger people. 

In their study the older participants reported significantly less fear of crime than their younger 

participants. This in contrast to Visser et al. (2013) who meant that fear of crime and un-safety 
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were higher among older people. According to Heber (2009) altruistic fear was an alternative 

way of expressing the person's own fear of crime. According to Drakulich (2015) there had 

not been any empirical study made about the sources of altruistic fear. However he found in 

his study that a potential source of altruistic fear was personal experiences of victimization, 

which also led to higher personal fear. No study has been found that examines the relationship 

between having a relative or an acquainted that had been victimized and whether that was 

associated with the concern that a relative would be victimized. 

 

Many studies have explored the relationships between fear of crime and earlier victimization. 

Rühs, Greve and Kappes (2017) wrote that earlier victimization was associated with higher 

fear of crime. They found however, that an accommodative coping ability serves as a 

protective factor between victimization and fear. Zhao, Lawton and Longmire (2015) 

discovered that individuals who had been victimized or knew someone who had been 

victimized within a year reported higher levels of fear of crime in a survey. This was also 

supported by Drakulich (2015), who concluded that experiences of violent victimization led to 

higher concern to be victimized again. Also Visser, Scholte and Scheepers (2013) study, 

which compared European countries, found a strong relationship between victimization and 

fear of crime. Reid and Konrad (2004) also concluded that recent victimization was 

significantly associated with higher levels of fear for sexual assault, burglary and robbery. 

 

Fear of crime has also been studied in relation to environmental factors. Kanan and Pruitt 

(2002) found that the perception of decline in neighborhoods was associated with higher level 

of fear of crime in both personal and in general ways. This was also found in another study, 

which explored how the neighborhood generated fear of crime among citizens using a British 

Crime Survey (Brunton-Smith & Sturgis, 2011). The results implied that areas with more 

reported crimes were associated with higher fear; also the visible disorder of the place had a 

significant importance for the individual fear. This finding was also supported by a study of 

Roccato, Russo and Vieno (2011), which concluded that perceived disorder, both social 

disorder like public drug use or sales, begging and lingerers and physical disorder like 

vandalism, graffiti and trash promoted fear of crime. Brunton-Smith and Sturgis (2011) found 

that weak social and organizational neighborhoods were a predictor for higher levels of fear of 

crime. However, the levels of fear decreased when individuals were more familiar with their 

neighbors.  
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Kääriänen and Sirén (2011) made a study about the trust in the police in a Finnish context and 

discovered that even if people trusted the police, they were not more likely to report crimes. 

The people that reported crimes did trust neither the police nor their fellow citizens. 

According to Jackson et al. (2009) increased crime rate in connection with visible signs of 

crime and disorder affected the confidence in the police. They also wrote that when people are 

worried about falling victims of crime it had an effect on the levels of confidence they felt. 

Visser et al. (2013) concluded that in countries with high levels of criminality, non-victims 

generally express higher levels of trust in the police than those who had been victimized. 

Jackson et al. (2009) wrote that the public turns to the police to protect them but their fear of 

crime made them believe that the police was ineffective and therefore failed to fulfill their 

purpose. According to Visser et al. (2013) people with low trust in the police generally shows 

higher fear of crime and unsafe feelings, than people who have higher trust in the police. 

Jackson et al. (2009) on the other hand found in their results that fear of crime does not affect 

the public confidence in police.  

Relevance	of	this	study	

Fear of criminal victimization is an important field, since the amount of people who are afraid 

of becoming a victim is much larger than the actual number of crime victims (Ferraro, 1995; 

Fisher et al., 2016). Even though criminality declines, fear of crime does not. The more 

tendency one individual has to react fearfully, the more situations will evoke fear (Gabriel & 

Greve, 2003). Although, according to Fisher et al. (2016) fear of crime can be helpful since it 

makes people aware of danger and therefore protects themselves from harmful situations, and 

by warning their close ones about perceived danger (Heber, 2009). It can also lead to more 

tangible consequences like parents providing their children with cellphones to have better 

control over them, accompanying close one’s home at late evenings or asking them to take a 

taxi (Heber, 2009).  

 

The problem arises when fear of crime and the actual victimization risk is not at the same 

level (Fisher et al., 2016). If a person underestimates the risk of becoming a victim they might 

not protect themselves enough from victimization (Fisher et al., 2016). On the other hand, the 

risk of becoming victimized can be overestimated which may affect the life-quality negatively 

(Butler & Cunningham, 2010; Fisher et al., 2016). This leads the individuals to limit their life 

or change their daily routines in order to feel safe. Ferraro (1995) wrote that the risk for 
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potential victimization leads to two reactions: fear and constrained behavior. When people 

adjust their lives due to fear of crime it is called constrained behaviors and those behaviors 

can be avoidance, protection or both (Ferraro, 1995; Fisher et al., 2016). The meaning with 

avoidance is that a person changes his or her daily routines by evading specific places, people 

or situations (Fisher et al., 2016). Protective behaviors on the other hand are actions used to 

prevent being victimized, like carrying defense weapons, buy security systems or practicing 

self-defense techniques (Fisher et al., 2016).  

 

Warr and Ellison (2000) compared precautionary behaviors among personal fear and altruistic 

fear of crime and concluded that many personal and social consequences of fear of crime were 

connected to altruistic fear rather than personal fear of crime. They concluded that regarding 

personal fear of crime, consequences were not going out alone, especially not at night and not 

answering the door at home. However, not answering the door was also a consequence of 

altruistic fear, since it both can be a precaution to protect oneself and other people in the 

household. Protective behaviors associated with altruistic fear were installation of dead bolts, 

door chains, security fence and windows locks, purchase of firearm and/or dog for protection, 

joined community crime watch program, carried weapon (including spray) outside the house 

and to lock car doors while driving (Warr & Ellison, 2000).  

 

Research	Question	and	Objectives		

This study aimed to explore the feelings of safety among the population with the research 

question being: How safe does the population in a middle-sized town in Sweden feel in 

relation to crime victimization? 

The research question was addressed through following objectives: 

1. To identify differences in the general concern about criminality between age and 

gender groups. 

2. To identify what else is associated with concern – previous victimization, trust in the 

police or places? 



 
 

Petra Löfdahl & Johanna Rovio 

 
 

13 

Method	

Research	Design	

This study had a cross-sectional design, assessed as the most appropriate design for this 

study’s research question since it analyzes data from the population at one point in time 

(Davies & Hughes, 2014). This study was a non-experimental study as it does not have a 

control group, and the conditions of the participants were not manipulated in some sort of 

way. This study had a quantitative design for the ability to draw estimations from one sample 

to the bigger population and to handle a larger amount of data (Davies & Hughes, 2014).   

 

Sampling	Procedures	and	Ethical	considerations	

This study used a simple randomized sample meaning that every element in the population 

and each combination had an equal chance of being selected (Davies & Hughes, 2014; 

Fitzgerald & Fitzgerald, 2014). The sampling frame of this study was originally achieved 

from The Swedish Tax Agency 3 and contained 80.000 residents in a middle-sized town in 

Sweden from ages 16 and up. The sampling frame was ordered by the head of research who 

also made the randomization process and presented the authors with 1010 individuals that 

were to be part of this study. Out of the 1010 questionnaires that were sent out, there were 298 

valid responses generating a response rate of 29.5%.  

 

The ethical criterion that involves individual protection was in this study considered met 

(Swedish Research Council, 2011), this due to information-, consent- and confidentiality 

requirements. The participants in this study were informed through an information sheet that 

was attached to the questionnaires. The sheet contained information about the study, its 

purpose and also that the answers will be treated confidentially, meaning that no other than the 

authors would be able to identify the participant (Swedish Research Council, 2011), and that it 

will be impossible for third parties to derive answers to a specific person. The information 

sheet also stated that participation was completely voluntarily, that sent in answers were 

considered as giving consent to participation and that it was possible to withdraw answers by 

stating their name and address. The sheet further contained information about how to answer 

the questionnaire, either by sending it back or by using a supplied web-link for the option to 
                                                
3 Skatteverket 
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answer the questionnaire through Internet. Each participant was assigned an individual code, 

which was removed when the answers were collected.  

 

Participants	Characteristics	

The sample consisted of 48.9% (n = 146) females and 50% (n = 149) males, one participant 

who did not define oneself as neither female nor male and two participants who did not want 

to answer. All of the participants had ages that ranged between 16-79, which was an inclusion 

criterion for this study. Forty nine point three percent (n = 147) of the participants in the data 

were seniors. 

 

For the living situation, 69.7% (n = 208) reported that they lived with a spouse or a partner. 

Fifty percent (n = 149) of the participants lived in a house, 7.3% (n = 22) lived in a row house 

and 41.2% (n = 123) of the participants reported living in an apartment. For the highest 

finished education, 26.2% (n = 78) reported that they had an university education longer than 

three years, 17.1% (n = 51) reported a student degree, 16.1% (n = 48) had gone to a vocational 

school or upper high school in one or two years, 13.4% (n = 40) had gone to an elementary 

school, 5.4% (n = 16) had gone to a public school, 1% (n = 3) was a post graduate and 8.3% 

(n = 25) had a different education, no finished education or did not know. 

 

For the main occupation, 38.9% (n = 115) reported that they had a salaried employment, 

46.6% (n = 139) were retired, 3.4% (n = 10) were students, 2.7% (n = 8) reported an early 

retirement, the same amount were unemployed and the rest of the participants (5.7%, n = 13) 

worked at home or had a different occupation.  

 

Measures	

Data collection was carried out using a questionnaire. The questionnaire used in this study is a 

replica of The Swedish National Council for Crime Prevention4 (Brå) National Safety Survey 

(please see Appendix B) (Brå, 2017). To adapt the study to a middle-sized town in Sweden 

and answer some objectives of the research question, some additional questions were added to 

the questionnaire; (1) Are you female or male? (2) Where has this happened? (3) Is there 
                                                
4 Brottsförebyggande rådet 
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another area where you feel unsafe? In what area? (4) Do you feel like media has affected 

your perception of safety?. The questionnaire was divided into five parts with a total of 42 

questions. Part one contained four background questions, part two contained twelve questions 

about victimization, the third part had eight questions about crime report to the police, the 

fourth part contained two questions about trust on law enforcement and authorities and the last 

measured fear of crime with sixteen questions. This study analyzed the last two parts since the 

other part is the focus of another study. All the questions were answered at nominal or ordinal 

level. 

 

The	National	Safety	Survey		

The Swedish National Council for Crime Prevention (Brå) provide assistance to the criminal 

justice with their research to improve knowledge and develop methods for crime prevention 

and combat (Andersson, 2005). The agency is working under the Ministry of Justice and their 

work serves as a basis for decision makers within the government and parliament. The agency 

is acting in four areas: they are contributing to improve knowledge in the area of crime policy, 

they evaluate the effects of adopted reforms that takes place in relation to the justice system, 

they are developing the justice system statistics while ensuring high quality and provide 

support to the local crime prevention council by knowledge and improvements (Andersson, 

2005). In 2005, the agency received a letter of regulation which stated that they were 

supposed to plan and implement a victim and safety survey together with other agencies 

within the legal system (Brå, 2017). The National Safety Survey has been sent out every year 

from 2006 (Brå, 2017). The survey aims to complement the view of criminality together with 

criminal statistics of reported crimes. An other important element of this survey was to get an 

overall knowledge about the general sense of safety, victimization and victim’s experiences of 

and confidence in authorities (Brå, 2017). The survey is sent to a randomized sample of 

20.000 individuals between the ages of 16-79 every year. It contains questions to achieve 

background information, information about previous victimization, victim’s contacts with the 

legal system, and the confidence in the legal system and questions about feelings of safety 

(Brå, 2017). Data collection in the National Safety Survey consists of telephone interviews 

complemented with mail and web surveys for those who declines telephone interviews or 

those who cannot be reached by telephone. 
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	 Independent	Variables	

The independent variables in this study was conceptualized using  (1) Gender, (2) Seniors and 

the rest of the participants, (3) Previous victimization, (4) Previous victimization of relative 

and (5) Trust in the Police. (1) Gender was conceptualized by asking the respondents to report 

if they were male, female or other. They also had the option to not answer. Only males and 

females were used in statistical tests. (2) Seniors were distinguished from the sample using the 

main occupation of the participants. Hereafter in the study when test will be made to see 

differences between groups, the age groups will be divided between seniors and those that are 

not seniors. The variable age is missing in the study due to a mistake during data collection. 

(3) Previous victimization was conceptualized by asking if the respondent had been victim of 

car theft, bike theft, burglary, robbery, assault, harassment, threat, fraud or other crimes during 

the past year. These variables were grouped into a nominal variable: Previous victimization 

(yes, no, do not know). (4) Previous victimization of relatives was conceptualized by asking if 

the respondent knew someone close or acquainted had been victim of a serious crime during 

the past year. (5) Trust in the Police was conceptualized by asking the respondents about what 

trust they have in the way the police are conducting their work. For the answering alternatives, 

please see Appendix B.  

	 Dependent	Variables	

The dependent variables used in this study were different types of concern about criminality, 

which was the subject of interest. The variables were nominal or ordinal and conceptualized 

by asking about (i) the concern about the criminality in the society, (ii) concern that someone 

close could be victimized, (iii) safety feelings when going out alone at night in their own 

neighborhood and (iv) not going out alone at night because not feeling safe. For the answering 

alternatives, please see Appendix B.  

Statistical	Analysis		

The collected data was analyzed using IBM Statistical Package for the Social Sciences version 

24 (SPSS). As this study contained variables that mostly were on ordinal and nominal level, 

non-parametric tests were used although the different variables could be considered to be 

normally distributed following the sample size in this study and the central limit theorem 

(Fitzgerald & Fitzgerald, 2014). Chi-squared tests for independence were used to evaluate 

differences between gender and seniors regarding their concern about criminality. This test 

was also conducted to see associations between gender and previously victimized relatives, 
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regarding concern about relatives being victimized. Since a Chi-square test for previous 

victimization contained expected cell frequencies less than five, only a contingency table was 

conducted to see associations with concern for criminality. Correlation among variables was 

tested using Spearman’s Rank Order Correlation (rho). Mann-Whitney U Tests were used to 

find differences between people who have been victimized and people who have not been 

victimized and their trust in the police. A p-value < 0.05 was considered as statistically 

significant. In some questions, the alternative “do not know” or “have no opinion” were 

removed as they were considered missing values and therefore the total sum of participants 

may differ among different tests. The effect sizes in the tests used were examined using Phi 

and Cramer’s V and were assessed according to Cohen’s (1988) criteria: .1=small effect, 

.3=medium effect, .5=large effect (Pallant, 2013). 

Results	

Concern	for	Criminality	

	 Gender	and	Age	

A large proportion of the sample reported being concerned about the criminality in the 

society; a large number of those reported being concerned to a large or to some extent. The 

participants were also asked if they believed that the number of crimes had increased during 

the last three years, and almost three quarters (73.8%) of the sample reported that they 

believed that it had increased. Only 4% of the sample believed that crimes had decreased. 

As can be seen in Table 1 there was no big difference regarding concern about criminality in 

the society between the genders. Although, previous research has concluded that females were 

concerned to a higher extent than males, therefore a Chi-square test for independence was 

made to see if there was an association between gender and concern about criminality in the 

society. The test indicated a significant association between gender and concern about 

criminality χ2 (2, n = 288) = 13.7, p = .001, Cramer’s V = .218. This result was because a 

larger proportion of the females reported heavily concern compared to the males, while males 

reported no concern to a wider extent than females. When differences in age were considered, 

there were no significant association found between seniors and the rest of the participants, χ2 

(2, n = 291) = 5.04, p = .08, Cramer’s V = .132. However, seniors reported heavily concern to 

a larger extent than the rest of the participants, and no concern to a smaller extent. 
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Table 1.  

Different concerns between gender, age, previous victimization and trust in the police. 

 Concerned 

about the 

criminality in 

the society 

(heavily/to 

some extent) 

n (%a) 

Concerned about 

relatives being 

victimized 

 

 

 

n (%) 

 

Unsafe when 

going out at 

night 

(very unsafe/ 

quite unsafe) 

 

n (%) 

Never going out 

alone because of 

feeling unsafe 

 

 

 

n (%) 

Female 

Male 

 

137 (95.1) 

119 (82.6) 

80 (54.8) 

65 (43.6) 

 

26 (17.8) 

13 (8.8) 

17 (58.6) 

3 (25) 

Seniors 

Rest of the 

participants 

 

132 (91.7) 

127 (86.4) 

61 (41.5) 

86 (57) 

14 (68.7) 

115 (76.2) 

13 (40.6) 

7(63.6) 

Victimized past 12 

months 

Not victimized 

 

34 (97.1) 

 

224 (86.2) 

22 (62.9) 

 

125 (48.1) 

 11 (31.4) 

 

27 (10.4) 

5 (83.3) 

 

15 (40.5) 

Having a 

victimized relative 

No victimized 

relative 

 

25 (67.5) 

 

224 (85.8) 

31 (83.7) 

 

116 (44.4) 

12 (32.4) 

 

27 (10.3) 

2 (100) 

 

18 (43.9) 

Very/quite big trust 

in the police 

Very/quite small 

trust in the police 

119 (83.2) 

 

53 (98.1) 

70 (48.9) 

 

35 (63.8) 

10 (7) 

 

14 (25.9) 

5 (25) 

 

6 (30) 

Total 259 (86.9) 147 (49.3) 39 (13) 20 (6.7) 

Note: The total refers the whole sample of the study. 
a Percent within independent groups 
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Previous	Victimization	

The association between having been victimized and being concerned about the criminality in 

the society was examined in this study. The result showed that almost everyone that reported 

having been victimized during the past year reported concern about the criminality in the 

society, with 42.9% of them reported being concerned to a large extent. In comparison, only 

28.8% in the non-victimized group showed high levels of concern. About half of the 

participants in this study were concerned that a relative would be victimized, and 12.4% 

reported that they had a relative who had been victimized during the past year. According to 

Heber (2009) and Warr and Ellison (2000) it was not clear how to separate altruistic fear from 

personal fear because they were not independent from each other. Therefore, Spearman’s rho 

was used to find out how and to what level one’s own concern about criminality and concern 

about close ones being victimized were related. There test showed that there was a positive 

correlation between the two variables, ρ = .32, n = 298, p < .000. The strength of the 

relationship was medium according to Cohen’s (1988) criteria. Meaning that there was a 

significant correlation between being concerned about the criminality and being concerned 

that someone close would be victimized. As can be seen in Table 1, a large proportion of 

those who had a relative that had been victimized reported higher concern for them to be 

victimized in the future. A chi-square test for independence was made to see if there was any 

significant associations between having a relative and/or an acquainted that had been victim of 

a serious crime during the year previous to the survey (2016) and whether the respondents 

were concerned that a relative would be victimized. The test indicated a significant association 

between the two variables, χ2 (1, n = 298) = 18.5, p = .000, phi = .259. The effect size was 

small according to Cohen’s (1988) criteria. Meaning that respondents that knew someone who 

had been victim of serious crime during the past year were significantly more concerned that 

something would happen to their relatives.  

 

Places	of	concern	and	Trust	in	the	Police	

Almost three quarters of the sample (72.5%) reported feeling very safe or much safe when 

they go outside alone in their neighborhood and only 9.7% of the sample felt quite unsafe in 

the same situation. However, an interesting amount of the participants reported that they never 

go outside alone at night in their neighborhood because they were feeling unsafe. Among 

these participants, 85% were females. Females also showed a bigger tendency to not go 

outside in the evening in their neighborhood compared to the males. Although so many of the 
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participants felt safe in their own neighborhood when going out alone at night, they got the 

question if they were feeling unsafe in another area of the city. Interestingly, 52% reported 

that they felt unsafe in another area. There was not a big difference between the genders 

regarding these unsafe feelings, just slightly more females (56%). When the respondents were 

asked about where they were feeling unsafe, the bus station was reported to a much greater 

extent than the other areas, with 74.6% reporting this area, please see Figure 1. The second 

unsafe area was the train station. Although this was the second most reported area, it was only 

a quarter (26.6) of the respondents that felt unsafe there, which indicates a big difference 

between the bus station and the other areas. Nacksta was the residential area where the 

participants felt most unsafe. Generally, the central part of Sundsvall (bus station, harbor, 

town square, train station & Vängåvan) was reported unsafe to a higher level than the 

residential areas.  

 

 
Figure 1. Other areas (except their neighborhood) where people reported feeling unsafe. 

 

Of the total sample, 24.8% reported that they during the past year had been concerned that 

they would be victims of assault. Of those that reported being concerned, almost half of the 

sample (48.7%) reported being it very or quite often. As seen in Figure 2, there were similar 

findings as previously mentioned regarding where people felt unsafe. The bus station was 

exclusively reported as the place where most of the participants felt that they could be victims 
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of assault. The second most reported place was also the train station, as 25.6% of the 

participants reported this place. However, a quarter of those who were concerned of becoming 

victims of assault felt that it did not have to be a specific area where this would happen. 

Similar to unsafe places, Nacksta was the residential area where the participants felt afraid of 

being victims of assault.  

 

 
Figure 2. Places where people feel like they can be victims of assault. 

 

As concern about crime and trust in the police is associated (Skogan, 2009), the participants in 

the study answered a question about their trust in the legal system and the police. The results 

showed that half of the participants in the study felt very, or quite big trust in the legal system. 

However, 15.8% showed quite small or very small trust in the legal system. Similar to the 

previous findings about the legal system and shown in Figure 3, 48% of the participants 

reported very or quite big trust in the police. Almost a fifth (18.1%) of the sample had a quite 

small or very small trust in the police. The relationship between trust in the police and concern 

about the criminality in the society was investigated using Spearman’s rho. There was a 

negative correlation between the two variables, ρ = -.36, n = 274, p < .000. The strength of the 

relationship was medium according to Cohen’s (1988) criteria. This result implied that low 

levels of trust in the police were associated with high levels of concern for criminality in the 

society. The result also showed that those who felt lower levels of trust for the police felt 

unsafe to a greater extent regarding going out alone at night in their neighborhood.  
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As previously mentioned, concern for criminality was higher among those who had been 

previously victimized, and those with higher levels of concern had lower trust in the police. 

Therefore, it was of interest to see if there was an association between previous victimization 

and levels of trust. A Mann-Whitney U showed that previous victimization police (Md = 3.00, 

n = 34) was different from not being victimized (Md = 2.00, n = 242), (U = 2716.5, z = -3.36, 

p = .001, r = .2). The result implied that having been victimized was associated with lower 

levels of trust in the police. 

 

 

 
Figure 3. The participants reported trust in the police. 

Discussion	

Summary	of	results	

The main focus of this study was to examine the safety in a middle-sized town in Sweden by 

identifying differences in the general concern about criminality between age and gender, and 

also to identify what else is associated with concern. The results implied that almost 87% 

were concerned about the criminality to either a large or to some extent. Regarding fear 

between different groups, females showed higher levels of fear than males, but no evidence 
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that seniors feared crime more than the rest of the participants were found. The results in this 

study also implied that earlier victimization was associated with concern for criminality. A 

statistical test also showed that there was an association between being concerned about 

criminality and/or having an acquainted or relative that had been victim of a serious crime 

during the past year. The majority of the respondents reported feeling safe in their 

neighborhood when going out alone at night, but almost half of the sample reported feeling 

unsafe in another area of the city that was not their own neighborhood. People mostly felt 

unsafe and were concerned that they would be assaulted mainly in three places; the residential 

area Nacksta, the bus station and the train station. The results further implied that there was a 

quite big trust in the police and the legal system but showed that high levels of concern for 

criminality in the society were significantly associated with lower trust in the police. 

  

Concern	for	Criminality		

Gender	and	Age	

A finding of this study suggests that females were more concerned about the criminality in the 

society compared to males. These finding goes in line with previous studies (Brunton-Smith 

& Sturgis, 2011; Callanan & Teasdale, 2009; Drakulich, 2015; Visser et al., 2013; Zhao et al., 

2015). Previous research has given various explanations regarding females and males different 

concern about criminality in the society. According to Sutton and Farrall (2005) males felt 

social pressure to minimize their feelings of fear of crime. As previously mentioned in the 

introduction, Callnan and Teasdale (2009) argued that gender differences in fear of crime 

mostly depended on female’s fear for sexual assault. When just asking generally for people's 

fear of crime, fear of sexual assault could be an explanation why so many studies and also this 

study reported that females fear crime more than males. Seniors reported heavily concern for 

criminality to a great extent but there were no significant difference among the older and the 

younger participants. An explanation to why the result in this study were not significant can 

be due to the fact that the categories were separated through main occupation and not age, 

which means that people presented as seniors could be from the age 65 and upwards. From a 

theoretical point of view, Fisher et al. (2016) suggest that a person's capacity to prevent 

occurrence of victimization affects feelings of fear. He also meant that physical vulnerability, 

the capacity to prevent victimization, might affect feelings of fear, as those people think that 

they are easy targets. This provides a possible explanation for why females and seniors were 
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more likely to report their fear of crime. For women, their physical appearance are often 

smaller than for males, and they may see themselves not being able to protect themselves in a 

threatful situation where they may be victimized. For seniors, since they often have poorer 

physical health, their capacity to prevent victimization can be expected to be worse than 

younger people’s, and therefore offers a possible explanation why they were more concerned. 

 

Previous	Victimization	

Moreover, according to this study all people that previously been victimized reported that they 

were concerned about the criminality in the society. This is consistent with previous work 

(Drakulich, 2015; Reid & Konrad, 2004; Visser et al., 2013; Zhao et al., 2015). This finding 

can also be explained from the vulnerability perspective of the previous mentioned 

victimization theory that explains that fear of crime can be caused by previous experiences of 

victimization (Fisher et al., 2016).  

 

Since both previous research and this study found an association between previously having 

been victimized and concern about criminality, it is reasonable to assume that this part of the 

theory also can be used to explain that the fear that a relative will be victimized is caused by a 

previous victimized relative. Considering this, the victimization theory can be used to explain 

how the concern for relatives associates with a previous victimized relative. Also, perceived 

risk of victimization generates higher levels of fear of crime (Ferraro, 1995; Fisher et al., 

2016). If the participants in this study projected their subjective likelihood of becoming a 

victim onto their relatives, it could offer a possible explanation to why they felt concern that 

their relatives would be victimized. This may offer a possible explanation for why so many 

showed higher levels of concern for criminality, even if they had not been victimized. A 

possible explanation for why so many reported concern for criminality to heavy or some 

extent, even if they had not been victimized, could depend on the fact that this study only 

counted previous victimization that occurred during the past year. Therefore, people who had 

been victimized before the past year could have had an impact on the results.  

 

This study’s result showed an overall trust in the police and authorities among the 

respondents. However, findings in this study showed that people who had been victimized 

during the past year had significantly lower trust in the police than non-victims and that little 

trust in the police was associated with higher levels of concern for criminality in the society. 
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Both of these findings goes in line with Visser et al. (2013). It has also been found that 

increased crime rate in connection with visible signs of crime and disorder affected the 

confidence in the police (Jackson et al., 2009; Skogan, 2009), because the public considered 

the police failing in maintaining order. It was also found that victimization was associated 

with higher levels of concern for criminality. Concern, victimization and trust in the police 

were connected to each other; high concern was connected to both low trust in the police and 

previous victimization. A plausible explanation is shown below. 

 

High Concern 

 

 

 

Low trust in       Previously 

 the Police      Victimized 

 

Neighborhood	
A large amount (72.5%) of the participants reported feeling safe while walking outside alone 

at night in their own neighborhood, but 6.7% of the whole sample reported never going 

outside alone in their neighborhood because they felt unsafe. What is noteworthy is that of 

those who never go outside alone because they felt unsafe, 85% were females. According to 

Ferraro (1995), reactions to fear of crime could be either avoidance or protection. It is 

possible that males use protective behaviors as self-defense and females due to their size 

rather choose avoiding behavior by not going out alone at night, which may explain the 

difference among the genders. The one residential area that was reported to be most unsafe in 

this study was Nacksta. It is a residential area that includes panhandlers and physical disorder. 

According to the Broken Windows theory people can adjust their behaviors and go out less 

often if the environment is messy (Wilson & Kelling, 2013). Fisher et al. (2016) suggest in the 

victimization theory, that environments with physical and social disorder have an increasing 

effect on individual’s fear of crime, a connection that also had been found in previous studies 

(Brunton-Smith & Sturgis, 2011; Kanan & Pruitt, 2002). This provides a possible explanation 

to why so many of the respondents reported feeling unsafe in Nacksta. Another explanation to 

why Nacksta were the most reported in the study could be due to the high amount of residents 

with foreign background. According to Sundsvalls kommun (2016), 39.8% of those living in 
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Nacksta are foreign or born in Sweden with foreign parents. According to Ekbom, Engström 

and Göransson (2011) it is not another ethnic background itself that makes people commit 

more crimes, rather because people from other countries more often have low socioeconomic 

status, and it is shown that people living under those conditions were more prone to commit 

crimes. It is reasonable to assume that ethnical background have some implication on fear of 

crime in this study since the second most reported area was Skönsberg, and that area is 

according to Sundsvalls kommun (2016) also shown to have one of the highest numbers of 

people with foreign backgrounds with 26% born in another country or having foreign parents. 

 

Another	area	in	the	city	

There was many (52%) that reported feeling unsafe in another area in the city (besides their 

own neighborhood), 56% of those were females. There were two places that were distinctive 

in this study: the bus station and the train station. These areas were also mostly reported 

regarding the question where the respondents felt most afraid to be assaulted. The bus station 

was highly reported as unsafe compared to the other areas, and it is a notorious place in the 

studied city where alcoholics and drug addicts usually meet, loaf and take drugs (Harström, 

2016, 30 November). Furthermore, drug sales are ongoing everyday. According to the local 

media this place is a messy area with an escalation of the number of open drug users and an 

escalating threat and violence situation (Sellen, 2016, 30 November; Östemark, 2016, 30 

November). Social disorder, described in the environmental perspective of the victimization 

theory can be one explanation to why people feel unsafe at the bus station since it explains 

that social disorder like for instance drunks, increases feelings of fear of crime (Fisher et al., 

2016), this was also strengthened by Roccato et al. (2011) who reported that public drug use 

or sales fosters fear of crime. Another possible explanation for not feeling safe at the bus 

station may be the physical disorder. At the bus station litter, cigarette-butts and graffiti is 

present and according to the environmental perspective of the victimization theory physical 

disorder like trash and graffiti increases fear of crime (Fisher et al., 2016), which was also 

found in a previous study (Roccato et al., 2011). According to the Broken Windows theory, 

environments with physical disorder lowers the perception of control in the community, 

which leads to the assumptions that crime increases (Wilson & Kelling, 2013), which can 

explain why so many reports feeling unsafe at the bus station. A visual inspection of the train 

station revealed that both panhandlers and graffiti were apparent. Due to that, the reason that a 

quarter of the sample reported the train station can be explained in the same way as fear of 
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crime at the bus station; through social disorder in the environmental perspective, since that 

theory consider that panhandlers contributes to fear of crime and also through physical 

disorder since graffiti was apparent (Fisher et al., 2016). Roccato et al. (2011) also 

strengthened that panhandlers and graffiti could increase feelings of fear of crime. 

Similarities	between	Conducted	Study	and	the	National	Safety	Survey	

The study that has been conducted has had similar findings as the National Safety Survey 

when comparing the results to those obtained for the national level. Concern about the 

criminality in the society showed that 86.4% in this study were concerned to a large or some 

extent. This is similar to Brå’s (2016) findings, which concluded that 79% were of the 

population were concerned to a large or some extent. Brå (2016) wrote that 29% of the 

participants in their study were concerned to a large or some extent that their relatives would 

be victimized, compared to 28.8% reporting the same in this study. Both studies concluded 

that females showed more concern compared to males. Brå (2016) presented that almost 

everyone in their sample (81%) felt safe when going out alone in their neighborhood and as 

for this study, 72.5% reported the same feeling. Interestingly, 9.7% of the participants in both 

studies reported feeling quite unsafe in the same situation. When comparing the studies, there 

were 6.7% in this study and 7% in Brå’s study that did not want to go outside because they 

were feeling unsafe. The majority of these were females.  

 

Similar findings were also found in both studies regarding their trust in the police and 

authorities. Brå (2016) found that 61% of the population felt big or quite big trust in the legal 

system and 14% felt quite or very small trust. For the trust in the police, the results were the 

same as for the legal system. For this study, the results showed that the levels of trust for the 

legal system were a little bit lower with 50.7% reported having a big or quite big trust, while 

14% reported quite or very small trust. For the police, 48% in this study reported big or quite 

big trust while 18.1% reported quite or very small trust in the police. Brå (2016) wrote that the 

similarities between the results for the legal system and the police might be due to the fact that 

the participants are thinking about the police when being asked about the legal system as a 

whole, since it is the authority that most of the people have knowledge about. This may be an 

explanation for the results in this study as well. Although this study has been conducted in a 

middle-sized town in Sweden, it has found similar results as for national level.  
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Conclusion	

The research question for this study was; how safe does the population in a middle-sized town 

in Sweden feel in relation to crime victimization? The conclusion for this study was that 

concern for criminality was high and females showed more concern than the males. Previous 

victimization, having a victimized relative and low trust in the police was found associated 

with concern for criminality. The population feels that they were mostly safe in their 

neighborhood, but 6.7% of the sample reports not going out alone because they were not 

feeling safe. About a half of the sample reported that they were feeling unsafe in other areas in 

the city where the residential area Nacksta, the bus station and the train station is mostly 

reported as unsafe places.  

 

Strengths	and	Limitations		

Certain limitations and strengths in this study are to be discussed. Many of the respondents 

chose to answer the questionnaires by hand. It could be a limitation to the study when those 

questionnaires were transferred into Qualtrics5 since some of the respondents had not filled in 

all questions they were obliged to. This may have affected the results, as almost every 

question required an answer, which was then set as “do not know” or “no” by the researchers. 

 

This study did not have a high response rate, with only 29.5% valid responses. Also, 49.3% of 

the sample consisted of seniors and it would be desirable to have younger participants in the 

sample. It is also reasonable to assume that it may have affected the result since the seniors’ 

daily routines often differ from routines of younger people, and maybe that the concern about 

criminality would have been a bit different. 

 

This study was carried out in a middle-sized town in Sweden and the questionnaires were 

therefore handed out in Swedish. The questionnaires in this study used a Swedish word with a 

meaning lying between ”fear” and ”concern”. The authors translated the word into ”concern” 

as there is no better English word for it. The Swedish word used might be somewhat closer in 

meaning actual fear, than the English word concern. However, as the term concern may evoke 

a different emotion than the term fear, it may cause problems for the reader when interpreting 

the results. Also, the questionnaire had a question about one’s concern about the criminality in 
                                                
5 Qualtrics Research Core - https://www.qualtrics.com/homepage/  
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the society; this is a general question, which can have different meanings for every person. As 

one may interpret it as concern for one’s own safety, others may interpret it as more general 

concern about society as a whole. The question may also reflect to what people see in the 

media. As this could have influenced the results, it is seen as a limitation. In the way the 

question was phrased in this study, it is reasonable to assume that most respondents thought of 

it as general concern or a more altruistic type of fear rather than perceived risk of 

victimization. This was supported by Drakulich (2015), Heber (2009) and Warr and Ellison 

(2000), who stated that altruistic fear was more common than personal fears, which could 

suggest an explanation to why respondents more often would make an altruistic interpretation 

of the open question. 

 

On the other hand, strengthening in this study is that the questionnaire used is a replica of The 

Swedish National Council for Crime Prevention (Brå) National Safety Survey that usually is 

used at national level. The results are therefore possible to compare with the national statistics, 

since the same measurement instrument was used when conducting this study. Another 

strength in this study is that an additional question was added to the questionnaire regarding 

where the respondents were afraid of being victimized. This provides information that can 

contribute to future implementation of actions to prevent the general population’s fear of 

crime. Although, the geographical area for each place was not specified, and therefore a 

possible impact on the result is that everyone had a subjective opinion about an area's extent. 

The methodical procedure of this study makes it capable to generalize to the overall 

population. The randomized sample in this study is strengthening as it offers the possibility to 

draw generalized conclusions about the population (Davies & Hughes, 2014). 

 

Future	Research	

First, this study did not include demographics as age or the respondent’s ethnical background, 

which could be interesting for the ability to draw conclusions about different groups and their 

fear of crime and trust in the police and authorities. Doing this would open up for the 

opportunity to implement right interventions for the right group of people, and enhance the 

feelings of safety for the whole population. Secondly, future studies should address a more 

concrete question about being concerned of the respondent’s own victimization. As for now, 

the questions were about being concerned of the criminality in the society and being victim of 
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assault, burglary and/or property damage. Thirdly, as this study did not report any findings 

about why the respondents were concerned for the criminality in the society, and why they felt 

unsafe, it lacks deeper understanding of the phenomenon. This would be something that future 

research can address with a qualitative approach; together with the quantitative statistics 

would contribute to an overall knowledge about fear of crime. Fourthly, since all tests with a 

significant result also had a small or medium effect size there are indicators that other aspects 

contribute to the relationships found in this study. Therefore future studies can explore for 

example what makes females fear crime more than males and why those who do not have a 

relative or an acquainted that had been victimized still worries about their relatives; is it 

because of media? Gender? Something else? Fifthly, there has been no similar study made in 

this middle-sized town in Sweden, which makes it difficult to see if the feelings of safety had 

increased, decreased or stayed the same. Future research can replicate this study for the ability 

to compare the results and see if future interventions by the police made any difference. 
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Appendix	A	

Tables of Frequency and Statistical Tests 
 
Table A.  
The participants concern for the criminality.  
 

 
 
Table B.  
The participants’ apprehension about the crime rates for the last three years. 
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Table C.  
Gender and concern about the criminality in the society. 

 
 

 
 
Table D.  
Seniors and other people and concern about the criminality in the society. 
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Table E.  
Victimization and concern about the criminality in the society. 
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Table F.  
The participants concern that a relative will be victimized. 

 
 
Table G. 
Gender and concern that a relative will be victimized. 
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Table H.  
Concern about criminality in the society and concern that a relative will be victimized. 
 

 
 
 
Table I. 
Having a relative that had been victimized and concern that a relative would be victimized. 
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Table J. 
The participants’ safety late at night in their own neighborhood. 
 

 
 
Table K. 
The participants concern to be victim of assault. 
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Table L. 
The participants’ trust in the legal system. 

 
 
 
Table M.  
Trust in the police and previous victimization. 
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Table N.  
Trust in the police and concern about criminality in the society. 
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Appendix	B	

Questionnaire, only the questions that has been analyzed in this study has been enclosed. 

 
 



 
 

Petra Löfdahl & Johanna Rovio 

 
 

45 

 



 
 

 
Feelings of Safety in a Middle-Sized Town in Sweden 

 46 

 



 
 

Petra Löfdahl & Johanna Rovio 

 
 

47 

 


