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Discussion on defense safety design of typical semi-gated residential

community in Changchun in view of weakening fear of crime

WANG Keqi ,\WANG Jiayi
(School of Architecture and City Plan,Jilin Jianzhu University, Changchun 130118, China)

Abstract; Morbid spatial environment is the main factor that causes residents’ fear of crime. Supported by the
CPTED and “Vulnerable to crime” theories, the paper proposes that spatial position, spatial form and spatial
atmosphere are three physical spatial attributes that have important influences on residents’ fear of crime in the
outer environment of residential community. Through on-the-spot observation and questionnaire survey of Fuhao
Garden, a typical semi-gated residential community in Changchun, based on analysis of the survey datum using
Logistic regression analysis of SPSS, the paper teasts out the defense safety problems related to spatial position,
spatial morphology and spatial atmosphere that have adverse influences on residents’ fear of crime. On this basis,
the paper analyses the environmental characters that influence residents’ fear of crime, such as accessibility,
identifiability, visibility, territoriality, imagery and positivity of space. Through the analysis mentioned above, four
defense safety design strategies, namely the design strategies aiming at spatial visibility, the design strategies in
view of spatial accessibility, the design strategies in allusion to spatial identifiability, and the design strategies
directing at spatial imagery are proposed to weaken residents’ fear of crime of outer environment in Fuhao Garden

residential community.
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Fig. 1 The diagram of environmental factors impacting

on fear of crime

(D WAE 5UEHER T B 2 8. &
AL A AR LRI BOR WS WS, 2 8] 3R 35 B )
Wik, BXA, BESE5HENHREEE NG,
W RIS 5

(23R, R ) B2 ) B35 b A B IR iR
SE LR 5 B bR IR AR GE, i DA )2 THT 0SB 35 4 1A
B, IRBIE S, RS A g R
A ;

(3) ikt KPS N H RGBT AR R Aii
. L. BE. ESEREMR. dmkEdE,
ETF AR R B 0 4k H bR AR SR )5 0%, A
B, EsmEER, REZE5ENSE5EMR, AR
WL, wH RMEEGR

(4) G, U P J 0} 25 6] IR 58 BT g 5% &



540

ERbE, S R E BB UUA T ARG T B A X BT T A B 557

BT , A R 25 ) PR 58 3 1] A9 o0 B SR E S
23 () 120 5 B 2% 1e) DX g ) Rl 7. AU P g ) 25 ) 3R
XL AR B BB B AR, AR T S T IR 5
ZHEMBENEET, ARTIEROH LA
JRRS, s H Al F R

(5) B, BRIEIZE S M E G Ty, 2
WIS 22 5 H i)W 51 T RIBESR . BUR A
7 ) PR 358 0] AT S oW 51 3858 22 5 R, e
BEATHLAEAE, AT 980355 1 3 R

(6)FBRME. BRVESE 2 B IR 45 A\l R i 38
W BRSO EL 22 SR %, BRIEZEN S
[ PRBE, TETE WS 7R 1% 25 () PR G Bk = 80 B, St AL
REMEE . B, KEERME, RZIEEE N
FUBESE J1, WT LU 2008055 b 5 RMRUE.

2 REREFHAEXKEDEXTH

MBS R B Bk, K&ETEX EZEG =Fh
A RFFRAE XL 3 b SR DX 1 A X
SRERPRES S H N EERMEEAN. i
PR XA BR 58 1 2 1) J 1 B B 55 4 M A 0 i e
RUHE I IR B 23, SRR 40 A7 R 35 R g %
TR E R
2.1 REUFHAFERMFEREDIEBRSF

AR R RSN ) A B R, B T X AR R
PR, kA, AR . EAE AR, 5
BE . FEXERNEHFHMER, XEERNLF
16, AMUS 0 fE B3R5 00 A Jn, o £ 52 i i
ELREN LRI R, X H b, (XA & B
L S0 OO RR B I A X b R R S
B B3¢ 4 R AU B &

3 DX 3 ) R S i A XA B A B M L R
LA L. T 23 () BB e N B AR SR R R
R 2 5 35 6 25 W) 8 0l ULk . R, 52
R IR 25 #F B AEAL SR &) X H bR if 32238 P A
WP, X A R AL SR AL & AR k. A0
EEPOE°E 3 i i N U 9 =B Bl | R U | ESd S g
HE RSN, AR RS PR AR 2 5 i) g i RV IE R 55
a3 P A DX F P R B A T O A DR A A X
Z0a), T3 Bk 0 A0 R G 43 a) B 5 AR M R
A H MR, T H 2 R

B2, T =R 200 48 X A #2800 58 H AR
MXESREE . M XMERT. KRS 5E 2 HN
ABBE ST MAAELER, o5 IR E R0
VR . AU ERME Y S AN ], T AR A0 5B SC it A0
SRS F A R, Bk, CPTED (i) 5 A5

RGO SR A . T3 EX, BIELE
BRI ERNEEAN, KRS 555 2. #
XA EER 1 — M, HAMREP Pkl BA —
E IR

KH T E SR AE X AT 1990 45 R KA
FX, ArilkX., MEX, Z2REXKHEZX, #
B2 b B, (HRE A B R R, EREA
BINL, #rdis B R, XEDARERKET
HA—E MR, EHE AWM. 5Lk
77 RN AT 2R EVT . AR, &K 100 4y i
B, 32 L850 0 Pl R ER N A G I &R R
FREE, JADESr 4 AT, AFETAEH . R
TAERS B B AR G BEAT, FEE X B 4763 H
A HERT IR RAFE ANRZAE NSEFT, 5 Lok i 5
ARIAET, Lk 52 ¢ 48, b B 4 9 X B 4
(R 22 TR L TR R A 5 ) 2 4 ) 2 ) B 8 A
FA PR, BT N S ORI B AR IS B 3R ON Bk
RUPERA S M, i) 5 0 AR IS N R R g i, 4
BN 2 proR.

13%

24%
16% [N
0 - - ke
W i&ﬁ%%wp 019 ARt 0%
AR 224

RV
= RARZ40% = A 0%

100%
90%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%

30%

s I I

10%

o | m

M S WO OGRS MR e
=z

58 15 38 28 34 32 10
wORY T S EX om RS SR
N TS WOERGEAT W HA

B2 =&, HEE. BWEARIH
Fig. 2 Analysis on sense of safety, satisfaction and

impacting factors
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