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ABSTRACT 
 

This study aimed to develop the best-fit model of social vulnerability among marginalized sectors in Region XII. 

Specifically, it examined the levels of community policing, public safety and law enforcement, crime prevention strategies, 

and social vulnerability. The study employed a quantitative research design using the Structural Equation Modeling (SEM) 

approach. A total of 400 respondents from marginalized sectors in Region XII participated in the study. The findings 

revealed that the levels of community policing, public safety and law enforcement, crime prevention strategies, and social 

vulnerability were all high. The results also showed significant relationships between community policing and social 

vulnerability, public safety and law enforcement and social vulnerability, and crime prevention strategies and social 

vulnerability. Furthermore, community policing and crime prevention strategies significantly influenced social 

vulnerability, while public safety and law enforcement did not have a significant direct influence. Moreover, the best-fit 

model revealed that public safety and law enforcement significantly predicts community policing and crime prevention 

strategies. However, community policing did not significantly predict crime prevention strategies and social vulnerability. 

Crime prevention strategy emerged as the strongest factor influencing social vulnerability among marginalized sectors. This 

suggests that strengthening crime prevention programs and preventive community-based initiatives can help reduce 

vulnerability and improve the safety and well-being of marginalized populations. Finally, the best-fit model of social 

vulnerability among marginalized sectors was anchored on public safety and law enforcement and crime prevention 

strategies, with crime prevention strategy serving as the primary pathway influencing social vulnerability. 

 

Keywords: Social Vulnerability, Community Policing, Public Safety and Law Enforcement, Crime Prevention Strategy, 

Marginalized Sectors, Structural Equation Model, Philippines. 

 

SDG Indicator: #16 – Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions. 
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CHAPTER ONE 

INTRODUCTION 
 

Marginalized groups such as the urban poor, indigenous peoples, women, and informal workers face layered social 

vulnerabilities, poverty, crowded housing, limited transport access, discrimination, and weak access to services, that both increase 

their exposure to crime and reduce their capacity to prevent or recover from victimization, these conditions drive higher victimization 

risk, deepen mistrust of authorities, and worsen mental-health and livelihood outcomes (Siller & Aydin, 2022). Structural neglect 

and intersectional disadvantage mean marginalized victims often receive poorer protection, have less access to justice or social 

support, and may be further criminalized or pushed into survival strategies that elevate risk (Tadem, 2021). In short, social 

vulnerability operates as both a cause and multiplier of crime-related harm producing concentrated harms (health, economic, 
psychosocial) in communities least able to cope and if these problems are not addressed through equitable social protection, inclusive 

policing, and targeted services, victimization and social exclusion will become entrenched and intergenerational, perpetuating cycles 

of crime and deprivation (Ancheta et al., 2021). 

 

Studying Social vulnerability of crime is crucial for understanding victimization patterns and developing effective crime 

prevention strategies. Research demonstrates that social vulnerabilities and victimization results from complex interactions between 

biological, socio-cultural, and developmental factors, with ecological elements like physical environment and crowding significantly 

influencing community vulnerability (Dedović et al., 2018). Community engagement theory proves applicable to crime prevention, 

showing that psychological drivers at individual, community, and institutional levels influence citizens' willingness to report and 

intervene in criminal situations (Schreurs et al., 2019). Fear of crime research reveals how individuals respond to community social 

order and societal moral trajectory, highlighting the importance of understanding social vulnerability and social amplification 
processes (Jackson, 2006). Additionally, sense of community serves as both a protective and risk factor for criminal behavior among 

youth, with belonging, identity, and support networks acting as protective elements while their absence increases delinquency risk 

(Lizmar et al., 2025). 

 

Recent research has deepened understanding of how policing strategies intersect with social vulnerabilities and community 

outcomes. Lo, et al., (2022) test a mediation model in Taiwan showing that community policing increases social capital, which in 

turn improves residents’ feelings of safety. And Johnson (2024) examines situational crime prevention strategies, arguing that 

anticipating future forms of crime especially those enabled by digital and social changes can guide law enforcement to tailor 

strategies that mitigate risk before crime happens. Also Solar (2023) uses multilevel modelling across Brazilian cities to show that 

individual and city/state-level variables crime victimization, corruption experience, interpersonal trust are significant predictors of 

police confidence; this points to the importance of structural and social environment in shaping legitimacy and perceived 

vulnerability. Lastly, the meta-analysis by Chan et al., (2025) of procedural justice and legitimacy looks at how social identity and 
contexts moderate the effects of policing, reinforcing that trust, legitimacy, and procedural justice are not simply outcomes but part 

of causal chains involving social vulnerability. 

 

Other recent work has more explicitly focused on prevention, causal mechanisms, or implementation in vulnerable 

communities. Siegelaar & Ballard (2023) evaluate why community policing forums (CPFs) and social crime prevention approaches 

in Western Cape, South Africa, have not succeeded in reducing violent crime, concluding that failures in addressing underlying 

social risk factors (poverty, inequality, institutional weaknesses) are central. Muchow, 2023 studies the Los Angeles Community 

Safety Partnership and finds evidence that community-oriented policing reduces violent crime in targeted areas, especially when 

paired with deep local engagement and structural supports. (SAGE Journals) Finally, “Predictive Enforcement” (Che et al. 2024) 

investigates how predictive policing models risk reinforcing inequalities (“over-policing”) unless care is taken with how data and 

enforcement interact causally in communities. 
 

Community-oriented policing and problem-solving strategies are increasingly understood in the literature as upstream 

interventions that reshape social vulnerability through environmental and social changes. Braga et.,al (2024) explain that community 

policing (COP) and problem-oriented approaches (POP) extend beyond enforcement functions, emphasizing partnerships, local 

problem analysis, and shared responsibility in reducing community risks. In addition, they highlight how targeted initiatives 

addressing environmental conditions, such as vacant lots or poor lighting, can decrease the criminogenic opportunities that expose 

residents to victimization. Likewise, Nubani (2023) shows that community engagement and participatory approaches foster localized 

knowledge, enabling tailored prevention measures that strengthen social cohesion and collective efficacy mechanisms that directly 

mitigate community-level vulnerability. 

 

Furthermore, the evidence base on crime reduction effects of community policing demonstrates mixed outcomes, which 

complicates simple causal models. Ekici (2022) emphasizes that while community policing can generate modest reductions in crime, 
these results are highly context-dependent, often varying across crime types and implementation settings. Similarly, Weisburd 

(2024) argues that the effectiveness of community policing depends largely on the quality of implementation and the socio-structural 

conditions of a neighborhood. Besides pointing to the importance of trust and partnership, these findings reveal that community 

https://doi.org/10.38124/ijisrt/26jul279
http://www.ijisrt.com/


Volume 11, Issue 7, July– 2026                                 International Journal of Innovative Science and Research Technology 

ISSN No:-2456-2165                                                                                                                  https://doi.org/10.38124/ijisrt/26jul279 

 

 

IJISRT26JUL279                                                              www.ijisrt.com                     742 

policing alone cannot universally reduce vulnerability unless combined with structural supports that address poverty, housing 

instability, and unequal service provision. 

 

On the contrary, some scholars caution that policing may inadvertently contribute to vulnerability when not implemented 

equitably. Gaynor et al., (2020) contend that policing functions as a social determinant of health, sometimes exacerbating disparities 

for racialized and low-income populations. Smylie et al. (2023), examining policing during the COVID-19 pandemic, also found 

that aggressive enforcement tactics heightened community distrust and worsened vulnerabilities. Nevertheless, Dobson et al., (2025) 

demonstrate that transparency statements and improved accountability can strengthen perceptions of legitimacy, reducing the 
negative feedback loops that policing sometimes creates. Thus, causal models linking policing to social vulnerability must 

acknowledge both protective and harmful pathways. 

 

Moreover, researchers emphasize the critical role of multi-agency collaborations and non-police actors in reducing 

vulnerability. For instance, Koper et al. (2022) stress that partnerships with residents and local organizations create opportunities 

for responsive, place-based strategies in crime hot spots. Likewise, Petersen et al. (2023) show that police stops and place-

management strategies generate spillover benefits when coordinated with broader community safety interventions. Nubani (2023) 

also highlights that participatory urban planning, when integrated with policing, directly addresses upstream drivers of vulnerability, 

such as infrastructure deficits and service gaps. Besides reducing exposure to crime, such partnerships create resource linkages that 

enhance residents’ resilience to broader social risks. 

 
Nevertheless, the Philippine experience demonstrates the uneven application of these frameworks. Patalinghug et al. (2023) 

report that community policing activities, when tied to crime-prevention programs and consistent communication with barangay 

leaders, can enhance public trust and perceptions of safety. Similarly, a study published by Scientific Research (2025) notes that 

integrating community policing with local governance programs in the Philippines has led to improvements in neighborhood safety 

and collective participation. However, these same studies caution that resource constraints, uneven training, and politicization of 

policing sometimes limit the effectiveness of these strategies, leaving social vulnerabilities unaddressed. Therefore, causal models 

in contexts like the Philippines must account for governance capacity and cultural dynamics that shape implementation. 

 

Finally, scholars stress the need for rigorous causal modelling that incorporates intervention heterogeneity and structural 

conditions. Petersen et al., (2023) argue that policing interventions often generate diffusion-of-benefit effects, reducing crime in 

nearby areas, which causal models must account for. At the same time, Weisburd (2024) highlights that meta-analyses often 

underestimate long-term outcomes because they rarely measure broader indicators such as health, trust, and access to services. In 
sum, contemporary literature supports a systems-oriented framework: one that links community policing, law enforcement, and 

public safety strategies not only to reductions in crime but also to broader reductions in social vulnerability, while remaining 

attentive to both protective and harmful feedback loops. 

 

Despite increasing efforts in the Philippines to strengthen community policing and enhance crime prevention, there is still a 

noticeable gap in understanding how these combined initiatives influence social vulnerability, especially in Region XII. Most 

existing research looks at policing, public safety, or crime prevention as separate areas and often highlights issues such as operational 

processes or community trust. However, very few studies examine how these three components collectively reduce social risks like 

poverty, insecurity, and weak community resilience conditions that are evident in various communities across Region XII. In 

addition, local research usually relies on descriptive or qualitative findings, without establishing clear causal links between policing 

strategies and actual changes in social vulnerability. This lack of empirical evidence makes it difficult to determine whether 
community-oriented policing efforts in Region XII truly contribute to improving safety, strengthening resilience, and reducing social 

vulnerability. 

 

The urgency of this study arises from the increasing social and economic challenges affecting many Philippine communities, 

where crime and inequality continue to undermine public safety. In the Region XII where law enforcement faces difficulties in 

maintaining peace and gaining community trust. By developing a causal model that links community policing, public safety, and 

crime prevention strategies to social vulnerability, this study provides a timely and practical framework for strengthening community 

resilience. Its uniqueness lies in its integrated approach that not only fills a theoretical gap in criminology research but also supports 

evidence-based policymaking and community engagement for safer and more inclusive local governance. 

 

This study primarily aims to determine the level of community policing, public safety and law enforcement, and crime 

prevention strategies as a factor influencing social vulnerability among marginalized sectors in Region XII. Specifically, it seeks to 
assess: First the community policing in terms of patrol operations, traffic investigations, and crime investigation; Second evaluate 

public safety and law enforcement based on community involvement, safety, procedural justice, performance, and contact and 

satisfaction. Third examine crime prevention strategies through perceptions of safety and security, threats to physical safety and 

security against property and persons, and worries about crime and victimization. 

 

The study further aims to evaluate the Fourth objective, social vulnerabilities in terms of context-based worries, community 

affection, and both objective and objective dimensions and feeling of safety. Additionally, the Fifth objective intends to determine 
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the significant relationships between community policing, public safety and law enforcement, crime prevention strategies, and social 

vulnerabilities, as well as identify the; Sixth objective the singular and combined influence of these variables on social vulnerability. 

Ultimately, and the Seventh objective is to identify the best-fit model that explains how community policing, public safety and law 

enforcement, and crime prevention strategies impact social vulnerability. 

 

The following null hypothesis will be tested at 0.05 level of significance: First there is no significant relationships between 

community policing, public safety and law enforcement, crime prevention strategies, and social vulnerabilities.  Community 

policing, public safety and law enforcement, crime prevention strategies do not significantly influence the social vulnerabilities 
among the marginalized in Region XII.  Second, there is no best-fit model that explains how community policing, law enforcement, 

and crime prevention strategies shape social vulnerability. 

 

This study holds significant global and social value as it contributes to a deeper understanding of how community policing, 

public safety, and crime prevention strategies can reduce social vulnerability and promote inclusive security. Globally, the study 

aligns with modern criminological approaches that emphasize human centered policing, community partnership, and proactive 

prevention rather than reactive enforcement. Its findings may help policymakers and law enforcement institutions develop more 

empathetic, participatory, and data-driven models for peace and order. At the community level, it offers practical insights for local 

governments, police agencies, and civic organizations on how to strengthen social cohesion, trust, and safety thereby enhancing the 

collective well-being of citizens. The study will also benefit future researchers by serving as a foundation for further empirical 

studies on crime prevention and social resilience, especially in developing contexts similar to the Philippines. 
 

This research directly supports the realization of United Nations Sustainable Development Goal (UN SDG) No. 16: Peace, 

Justice, and Strong Institutions, as adopted by the Philippine government. By examining how integrated policing and crime 

prevention strategies influence community vulnerability, the study promotes the development of transparent, accountable, and 

community-oriented institutions. It encourages policies and practices that uphold justice, reduce inequalities, and ensure public 

safety through collaboration rather than coercion. Ultimately, the study contributes to building peaceful and resilient communities, 

where people can live free from fear and insecurity reflecting the global pursuit of sustainable peace and inclusive governance. 

 

The present study is anchored on Social Disorganization Theory by Shaw and McKay (1942), which posits that crime and 

social problems stem from the breakdown of social institutions such as family, school, and local organizations within communities. 

According to this theory, structural conditions like poverty, unemployment, residential mobility, and weak community ties lead to 

the disorganization of social control and the rise of social vulnerability. In the context of this study, community policing, public 
safety, and law enforcement strategies serve as exogenous variables that influence the degree of social vulnerability as an 

endogenous outcome. When law enforcement and community initiatives work effectively to strengthen social bonds, encourage 

civic participation, and maintain order, social vulnerability decreases. However, when policing is weak or perceived as unjust, 

community disorganization and vulnerability intensify (Shaw & McKay, 1942). 

 

Supporting this framework, the Routine Activity Theory by Cohen and Felson (1979) and the Collective Efficacy Theory by 

Sampson et al., (1997) provide deeper insights into how community interaction and policing strategies shape vulnerability levels. 

Routine Activity Theory explains that crime and victimization occur when motivated offenders encounter suitable targets in the 

absence of capable guardians. Community policing enhances guardianship and reduces opportunities for crime, thereby decreasing 

vulnerability among marginalized sectors (Cohen & Felson, 1979). Meanwhile, Collective Efficacy Theory emphasizes that mutual 

trust and cooperation among residents enable communities to regulate behavior and maintain order. Effective law enforcement that 
fosters collaboration and trust enhances collective efficacy, which reduces fear, disorder, and overall social vulnerability (Sampson 

et al., 1997). Together, these theories provide a strong causal foundation explaining how policing, law enforcement capacity, and 

preventive strategies influence social vulnerability within marginalized communities. 

 

This study is fastened on the relationship between community policing, public safety and law enforcement, and crime 

prevention strategy as the exogenous variables, and social vulnerability as the endogenous variable. The conceptual framework 

suggests that the effectiveness of community-based policing, the implementation of public safety initiatives, and proactive crime 

prevention strategies collectively influence the level of social vulnerability in communities. Together, these variables demonstrate 

how coordinated law enforcement efforts and community engagement can enhance safety and resilience against crime and social 

risks. 

 

Community Policing, as defined by Laru-an and Beup (2015), promotes collaboration between the police and the community 
to identify and solve local problems. In the adapted instrument, it includes patrol operations, traffic investigations, and crime 

investigations activities that rely on trust, shared responsibility, and active citizen participation. Meanwhile, Public Safety and Law 

Enforcement, based on the Community Oriented Policing Services (COPS, 2014), focuses on protecting citizens through ethical, 

transparent, and community-based practices. Its indicators include community involvement, safety, procedural justice, performance, 

and public satisfaction highlighting that genuine safety depends on public cooperation and confidence in the justice system, 

Furthermore, Crime Prevention Strategy, as presented by Patalinghug et al. (2022), consists of organized efforts to reduce crime 

through education, community programs, and preventive actions. It includes factors such as perceptions of safety, threats to property 
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and personal security, and fear of victimization. Lastly, the endogenous variable, Social Vulnerability, based on Valente et al. (2018), 

measures the susceptibility of individuals or groups to harm caused by social and economic risks. Indicators include worries about 

safety, community disaffection, and perceived security. Overall, this causal model assumes that strong community policing, effective 

law enforcement, and well-designed prevention strategies can collectively reduce social vulnerability, build trust, and promote 

sustainable peace and security. 

 

 Conceptual Framework of the Study 

 

 
Fig 1 Presents the Conceptual Paradigm of the Study 
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CHAPTER TWO 

METHOD 
 

This section outlined the steps and procedures employed in the structural equation model design of the study. It described the 

research respondents, materials and instruments, research design and procedures, data analysis techniques, and ethical 

considerations. 

 

 Research Respondents 

The target population of the study consisted of marginalized households in Region XII identified through the Department of 

Social Welfare and Development (DSWD) Listahanan database. These groups shared characteristics of socioeconomic vulnerability, 
limited access to basic services, unstable livelihood conditions, and heightened exposure to risks affecting safety and well-being—

factors directly relevant to examining community policing, public safety, and crime prevention strategies. Based on the most recent 

available DSWD Listahanan data, Region XII had an estimated 358,132 marginalized households, which served as the study’s total 

population. Using Slovin’s formula (n = N / [1 + Ne²]) with a 5% margin of error, the computed sample size was approximately 400 

respondents, a statistically acceptable number for large populations, as supported by sampling principles promoting adequate 

representativeness (Israel, 1992). The distribution of respondents was proportionally allocated across the provinces of North 

Cotabato, South Cotabato, Sultan Kudarat, Sarangani, and General Santos City according to their share of the marginalized 

population, thereby ensuring balanced representation of various sectors within Region XII. 

 

The study employed proportionate stratified random sampling, a technique appropriate for populations divided into identifiable 

subgroups, specifically provinces and marginalized sectors within Region XII. Stratification ensured that each subgroup was 
represented in the sample proportionate to its population size, thereby enhancing accuracy and reducing sampling error (Creswell 

& Creswell, 2018). 

 

The inclusion criteria required respondents to be residents of Region XII (SOCCSKSARGEN) who were officially classified 

under the DSWD Listahanan database as belonging to marginalized or low-income households. Eligible respondents were at least 

18 years old to ensure their capacity to provide informed consent, were currently employed or self-employed, and had resided in the 

study area for a minimum of six (6) months. Respondents were drawn from selected municipalities and cities with the highest 

recorded concentration of marginalized households based on DSWD Listahanan data. To ensure the reliability and relevance of 

responses, the household head or an authorized adult household representative, such as a spouse or primary decision-maker, served 

as the respondent and answered the questionnaire on behalf of the household. 

 

The exclusion criteria included individuals who were non-residents of Region XII, were not listed in the DSWD Listahanan 
database, were below 18 years of age, or were not recognized as the household head or authorized representative. Individuals who 

were unable to participate meaningfully due to serious health conditions, cognitive impairments, or language barriers that prevented 

comprehension of the survey instrument were also excluded. Likewise, individuals who declined or withdrew their informed consent 

were excluded from the study. Participants were informed that they could withdraw from the study at any time and for any reason 

without penalty or adverse consequences. In cases where a respondent withdrew or refused to answer the questionnaire, data 

collection was immediately discontinued, and any information collected from that participant was excluded from the analysis. 

Withdrawal did not affect the participant’s relationship with any institution or the researcher, and all decisions regarding 

participation were respected and treated confidentially. 

 

The study was conducted in Region XII (SOCCSKSARGEN), which comprised the provinces of North Cotabato, South 

Cotabato, Sultan Kudarat, and Sarangani, as well as General Santos City. Geographically, the region was characterized by a 
combination of upland indigenous communities, agricultural lowlands, coastal fishing areas, and expanding urban centers, making 

it socioeconomically diverse. This context was relevant to the study because variations in livelihood, geography, population density, 

and access to services contributed to differing experiences with policing, public safety, and social vulnerability across communities. 

 

 Materials and Instrument 

The study utilized an adapted questionnaire from the studies of Laruan and Beup (2015) on the effectiveness of community 

policing, COPS (2014) on public safety and law enforcement, Patalinghug et al. (2023) on crime prevention and perception of safety, 

and Valente et al. (2018) on the role of social vulnerability as a predictor of people’s feelings of unsafety. As an adapted instrument, 

it was subjected to validation by a panel of experts to ensure content accuracy, clarity, and contextual relevance. After incorporating 

their recommendations, the instrument underwent pilot testing with 30 respondents who possessed characteristics similar to those 

of the target population but were excluded from the final sample. The pilot test aimed to assess item clarity and determine the 

reliability of the instrument using Cronbach’s alpha. 
 

The instrument was divided into four major sections corresponding to the key variables of the study. The community policing 

scale consisted of Likert-type statements adapted from established police performance and community interaction surveys, covering 

patrol operations, traffic investigation, and crime investigation. The public safety and law enforcement scale was adapted from 
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procedural justice and community satisfaction instruments and contained items measuring community involvement, safety, 

procedural justice, police performance, and police-citizen contact. The crime prevention strategies scale was derived from crime 

perception and safety assessment instruments and measured perceptions of safety and security, threats against persons and property, 

and levels of fear or worry about victimization. Finally, the social vulnerability scale included items adapted from vulnerability and 

social risk assessment tools, focusing on social vulnerability indicators, context-based worries, community dissatisfaction, and both 

objective and subjective feelings of unsafety. All sections utilized a five-point Likert scale, making the instrument simple, 

measurable, and appropriate for quantitative analysis. 

 
Responses for the variables community policing, public safety and law enforcement, and crime prevention strategies were 

interpreted using a five-point Likert scale. Mean scores ranging from 4.20 to 5.00 were interpreted as Very High, indicating that the 

practices were always implemented. Scores from 3.40 to 4.19 were interpreted as High, indicating that the practices were oftentimes 

implemented. Mean scores ranging from 2.60 to 3.39 were interpreted as Moderate, indicating that the practices were sometimes 

implemented. Scores from 1.80 to 2.59 were interpreted as Low, indicating that the practices were seldom implemented. Lastly,  

scores from 1.00 to 1.79 were interpreted as Very Low, indicating that the practices were never implemented. 

 

Likewise, responses for the social vulnerability variable were interpreted using a five-point Likert scale. Mean scores ranging 

from 4.20 to 5.00 were interpreted as Very High, indicating that social vulnerability was always manifested. Scores from 3.40 to 

4.19 were interpreted as High, indicating that social vulnerability was oftentimes manifested. Mean scores ranging from 2.60 to 3.39 

were interpreted as Moderate, indicating that social vulnerability was sometimes manifested. Scores from 1.80 to 2.59 were 
interpreted as Low, indicating that social vulnerability was seldom manifested. Finally, scores ranging from 1.00 to 1.79 were 

interpreted as Very Low, indicating that social vulnerability was never manifested. 

 

 Design and Procedure 

The study employed a quantitative descriptive-predictive research design using Structural Equation Modeling (SEM). This 

design enabled the researcher to describe the levels of community policing, public safety and law enforcement, crime prevention 

strategies, and social vulnerability among marginalized groups in Region XII while simultaneously testing a theoretically grounded 

causal model linking these variables. Structural Equation Modeling was utilized because it allowed the analysis of multiple latent 

constructs, the estimation of direct and indirect causal effects, and the assessment of overall model fit, which are essential for 

understanding complex criminological and public safety phenomena (Kline, 2016; Byrne, 2013). Furthermore, goodness-of-fit 

measures were used to evaluate whether the proposed structural equation model adequately represented the relationships among 

community policing, public safety and law enforcement, crime prevention strategies, and social vulnerability among marginalized 
groups in Region XII. According to Schermelleh-Engel et al. (2003), model evaluation should be based on a combination of absolute, 

incremental, and error-based fit indices rather than a single statistic, as this provides a more reliable assessment of overall model 

adequacy. 

 

The data were analyzed using appropriate quantitative statistical techniques. Descriptive statistics, including frequency, 

percentage, mean, and standard deviation, were used to determine the levels of community policing, public safety and law 

enforcement, crime prevention strategies, and social vulnerability among marginalized sectors in Region XII. The reliability of the 

research instrument was assessed using Cronbach’s alpha. Pearson correlation analysis was employed to determine the relationships 

among the study variables, while multiple regression analysis was used to examine their influence on social vulnerability. Finally, 

Structural Equation Modeling (SEM) was applied to test the proposed causal model and identify the best-fitting model using standard 

goodness-of-fit indices. All statistical tests were conducted at the 0.05 level of significance. 
 

The study was conducted in strict adherence to established ethical standards and was approved by the university’s research 

ethics committee under UMERC Protocol No. 2026-117. It complied with ethical principles relating to voluntary participation, 

privacy, confidentiality, informed consent, risks, and benefits. All respondents belonging to marginalized groups participated 

voluntarily and were fully informed about the purpose of the study, the procedures involved, the time required to complete the 

questionnaire, and any potential consequences associated with their participation. Informed consent was obtained prior to data 

collection, and respondents were assured that their responses would be treated with honesty, respect, and confidentiality throughout 

the research process. 
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CHAPTER THREE 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
 

This section exhibited the results of the study as well as the discussions of the tabulated data treated statistically.  

 

 Level of the Community Policing among Marginalized Sectors 

Presented in Table 1 is the level of community policing among the marginalized sectors in Region XII, with an overall mean 

score of 3.93, described as high, and a standard deviation of 0.656, indicating clustered responses. This means that community 

policing was oftentimes manifested as perceived by the respondents. Among the three domains, patrol operations obtained the 

highest mean score of 3.96, described as high, indicating that police visibility and patrol activities were oftentimes manifested. This 
was followed by crime investigation with a mean score of 3.93, also described as high, showing that crime investigation efforts were 

oftentimes manifested. Meanwhile, traffic investigation obtained the lowest mean score of 3.88, but it was still described as high, 

indicating that traffic investigation activities were likewise oftentimes manifested. Overall, the findings suggest that all domains of 

community policing were oftentimes manifested, with patrol operations being the most evident among the respondents. 

 

Table 1 Level of Community Policing among Marginalized Sectors 

Indicators SD Mean Descriptive Level 

Patrol Operations 0.711 3.96 high 

Traffic Investigations 0.683 3.88 high 

Crime Investigation 0.718 3.93 high 

Overall 0.656 3.93 high 

 

The findings suggest that the high level of community policing in Region XII, as reflected in the favorable ratings of 

marginalized sectors on patrol operations, crime investigation, and traffic investigation, is associated with an enhanced feeling of 

safety among community members. Positive police visibility, responsiveness, and investigative effectiveness may strengthen 

perceptions of security, reduce fear of crime, and increase confidence in law enforcement, thereby contributing to a safer and more 

secure community environment as perceived by marginalized sectors. The findings are consistent with the study of Yesberg, et. al 
(2024) found that policing strategies emphasizing community policing are associated with stronger collective efficacy, social trust, 

and community confidence in safety. The study suggests that police visibility and cooperative relationships with residents improve 

public reassurance and strengthen perceptions that communities are protected, supporting your finding that community policing 

positively affects feelings of safety among marginalized sectors. 

 

Furthermore increased police presence through intensified patrol, especially in disadvantaged or vulnerable neighborhoods, is 

associated with stronger public support because citizens often perceive police patrol as preventive and reassuring. This supports the 

result that favorable ratings on patrol operations and police responsiveness may contribute to marginalized sectors feeling safer, 

since visible police patrols reduce uncertainty and fear of victimization (Metcalfe & Bolaji, 2024) 

 

In addition, citizens’ perception of police roles and fear of crime reported that positive perceptions of police functions are 
linked to lower fear of crime and higher perceived community safety. When residents perceive police as effective in crime control, 

investigation, and public-order maintenance, they are more likely to feel secure (Mark and Kim, 2024). This aligns closely with 

your findings that high ratings in patrol, crime investigation, and traffic investigation correspond to a positive perception of 

community policing and a heightened feeling of safety among marginalized sectors. 

 

The study is further supported by literature emphasizing that traffic safety enforcement constitutes a key public safety 

mechanism. According to Mofijur et al. (2024), proactive traffic enforcement enhances road safety and public order, thereby 

contributing to greater public confidence and perceptions of security among community members. 

 

 Level of Public Safety and Law Enforcement among Marginalized Sectors 

Presented in table 2 the data on the level of public safety and law enforcement among marginalized sectors. The results revealed 

an overall mean score of 3.91 with a standard deviation of 0.651, described as high. This indicates that public safety and law 
enforcement are highly observed or experienced by marginalized sectors. Among the indicators, community involvement obtained 

the highest mean score of 3.97 with a standard deviation of 0.722, interpreted as high. This means that respondents perceived law 

enforcement as actively engaging and involving the community. This was followed by safety, which obtained a mean score of 3.95 

with a standard deviation of 0.712, also interpreted as high, indicating that respondents generally feel safe and secure. Moreover, 

procedural justice and performance both obtained a mean score of 3.90, with standard deviations of 0.737 and 0.735, respectively, 

and were interpreted as high. This shows that respondents generally perceived law enforcement officers as fair and effective in 

carrying out their duties. Lastly, contact and satisfaction obtained the lowest mean score of 3.82 with a standard deviation of 0.729, 

although still interpreted as high. This suggests that respondents generally had positive experiences and satisfaction with law 

enforcement services. Overall, the findings indicate that marginalized sectors have a high perception of public safety and law 

enforcement in their community. 
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Table 2 Level of Public Safety and Law Enforcement Among Marginalized Sectors 

Indicators SD Mean Descriptive Level 

Community Involvement 0.722 3.97 high 

Safety 0.712 3.95 high 

Procedural Justice 0.737 3.90 high 

Performance 0.735 3.90 high 

Contact and Satisfaction 0.729 3.82 high 

Overall 0.651 3.91 high 

 

The high level of public safety and law enforcement among marginalized sectors is attributed to the high ratings of respondents 

on community involvement, safety, procedural justice, performance, and contact and satisfaction. Data imply that marginalized 

sectors perceive law enforcement agencies as actively engaging with communities and contributing to the maintenance of peace and 

public order. The findings further suggest that respondents generally feel safe and secure due to the presence and actions of law 

enforcement personnel. In addition, respondents perceive police officers as fair, respectful, and effective in the performance of their 

duties. Positive ratings on contact and satisfaction also indicate generally favorable experiences and interactions with law 

enforcement personnel, reflecting confidence in the services provided. Overall, the findings imply that marginalized sectors have 
favorable perceptions of public safety and law enforcement within their communities. 

 

In addition, the high level of community involvement can be explained by active police engagement and collaboration with 

communities. In the study of O’Reilly (2023), effective community policing improves public confidence when police demonstrate 

shared values and meaningful engagement with community members. The study emphasized that positive police-community 

interaction strengthens trust and cooperation, which may explain why marginalized sectors perceived community involvement to 

be high. Similarly, Yesberg and Bradford (2021) reported that visible policing and community engagement contribute to stronger 

collective efficacy and citizen participation in maintaining peace and order. 

 

Moreover, the high level of safety suggests that respondents generally perceived their environment as secure due to police 

presence and public safety efforts. According to Basco-Galangco and Chinayo (2022), citizens’ trust and satisfaction in police 
performance are associated with stronger perceptions of security and safety within communities. Likewise, Tamayo (2025) 

explained that perceived safety significantly contributes to satisfaction with police services because citizens who feel protected are 

more likely to trust police effectiveness in maintaining peace and order. 

 

Likewise, the high level of procedural justice indicates that respondents generally perceived police officers as fair and 

respectful in carrying out their duties. According to Chan, et.al (2025), procedural justice plays an important role in police legitimacy 

because citizens are more likely to trust law enforcement when officers act fairly, respectfully, and transparently. In the same way, 

Gold (2022) emphasized that improving procedural fairness strengthens police-community relations and increases public confidence 

in law enforcement. 

 

Also, the high level of performance indicates that marginalized sectors generally perceived law enforcement as effective in 
carrying out their functions and responsibilities. Lum & Koper (2025), stressed that public confidence in police agencies is 

influenced by perceptions of police effectiveness and service delivery, particularly in maintaining order and responding to 

community concerns. Similarly, Basco-Galangco & Chinayo (2022) found that satisfaction with police performance strengthens 

police legitimacy and public confidence. 

 

Finally, the high level of contact and satisfaction suggests that respondents generally experienced positive interactions with 

law enforcement. Agreeing to Merenda, et., al (2021), direct and indirect contact with police significantly affects public satisfaction, 

particularly when encounters are perceived as respectful and procedurally fair. Likewise, Wolfe et.,al, (2022) emphasized that 

citizens’ satisfaction with police services influences cooperation and confidence in law enforcement. 

 

 Level of Crime Prevention Strategy among Marginalized Sectors 

Shown in Table 3 are the data on the level of crime prevention strategy among marginalized sectors. Computations yielded an 
overall mean of 3.96 with a standard deviation of 0.683, described as high, indicating that crime prevention strategies are highly 

observed and perceived among marginalized sectors. Data show that the indicator which yielded the highest mean score, as shown 

in Table 3, is threats to physical safety and security against a person, with a mean score of 4.00 and a standard deviation of 0.751, 

interpreted as high. This was followed by crime prevention strategies, with a mean score of 3.98 and a standard deviation of 0.719, 

and feeling of worry about crime victimization, with a mean score of 3.96 and a standard deviation of 0.739, both interpreted as 

high. Next is threats to physical safety and security against property, which obtained a mean score of 3.95 and a standard deviation 

of 0.754, also described as high. Lastly, the lowest indicator, albeit still interpreted as high, is perceptions of safety and security in 

the province, which gained a mean score of 3.90 and a standard deviation of 0.731. 
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The high level of crime prevention strategy among marginalized sectors is due to the high ratings of respondents on crime 

prevention strategies, perceptions of safety and security in the province, threats to physical safety and security against property, 

threats to physical safety and security against a person, and feeling of worry about crime victimization. Data imply that marginalized 

sectors generally perceive crime prevention efforts as present and effective in maintaining peace and order within their communities. 

The findings further suggest that respondents are aware of safety and security concerns involving both persons and property while 

still recognizing the importance of crime prevention measures in reducing risks and promoting security. Moreover, respondents 

generally reported concerns about crime victimization, indicating awareness of possible threats while maintaining positive 

perceptions regarding safety and crime prevention efforts in their communities. Overall, the findings indicate that crime prevention 
strategies are highly perceived among marginalized sectors and contribute to maintaining a sense of safety and security. 

 

Table 3 Level of Crime Prevention Strategy among Marginalized Sectors 

Indicators SD Mean Descriptive Level 

Crime Prevention Strategies 0.719 3.98 High 

Perceptions of safety and security in the Province 0.731 3.90 High 

Threats to physical safety and security against property 0.754 3.95 High 

Threats to physical safety and security against a person 0.751 4.00 High 

Feeling of worry about crime victimization 0.739 3.96 High 

Overall 0.683 3.96 High 

 

Furthermore, the high level of crime prevention strategies may be explained by the perceived presence of crime prevention 

initiatives and collaboration between law enforcement and communities. According to Amante et. al., (2021), community-based 

crime prevention strategies strengthen local safety by encouraging cooperation among police, local governments, and residents in 

reducing crime risks and promoting peace and order. Their findings emphasized that crime prevention programs improve perceptions 

of safety and community protection, supporting the result that marginalized sectors perceived crime prevention strategies as highly 

evident. 

 

Also, the high level of perceptions of safety and security in the province suggests that respondents generally perceive their 
surroundings as safe and secure. In the study of Yesberg & Bradford (2021), policing strategies that strengthen collective efficacy 

and visible law enforcement contribute to improved perceptions of community safety and public confidence. Their findings suggest 

that citizens are more likely to feel secure when law enforcement is perceived as active and responsive in maintaining order. 

 

Moreover high level of threats to physical safety and security against property indicates that respondents are aware of risks 

involving property-related crimes while remaining conscious of security measures. Doyle et. al., (2021) explained that perceptions 

of property crime influence citizens’ feelings of unsafety and fear of crime, particularly when individuals perceive threats to homes, 

possessions, and neighborhood security. Their findings indicate that property-related risks shape public evaluation of safety and 

crime prevention efforts. 

 

In addition the high level of threats to physical safety and security against a person suggests that respondents are highly aware 
of risks to personal safety and victimization.  Langton & Planty (2025), emphasized that threats of violent victimization significantly 

affect perceptions of safety because experiences and awareness of violence contribute to emotional, physical, and psychological 

concerns regarding personal security. Their findings suggest that threats against persons strongly shape citizens’ perceptions of 

crime risks and security. 

 

Lastly, the high level of feeling of worry about crime victimization indicates that respondents experience concern about 

becoming victims of crime despite perceiving crime prevention efforts positively. Choi, et. al., (2021) found that fear of victimization 

influences people’s perceptions of safety, particularly when individuals perceive themselves as vulnerable to criminal activities. 

Likewise, McGrath et. al., (2025) emphasized that experiences of crime and perceptions of police effectiveness affect fear of crime 

and feelings of safety among citizens. 

 

 Level of Social Vulnerability among Marginalized Sectors 
Shown in Table 4 are the data on the level of social vulnerability among marginalized sectors. Computations yielded a overall 

mean of 3.98 with a standard deviation of 0.648, described as high, and this indicates that social vulnerability among marginalized 

sectors is highly manifested. From this result, the indicator of social vulnerability among marginalized sectors that yielded the 

highest mean score, as shown in Table 4, is social vulnerability with a mean score of 4.05 and a standard deviation of 0.718, 

interpreted as high, followed by subjective feelings of safety, which ranked as the second-highest indicator with a mean score of 

4.01 and a standard deviation of 0.753, also interpreted as high. This is followed by objective dimension, which gained a mean score 

of 3.97 and a standard deviation of 0.727, and community affection, which obtained a mean score of 3.94 and a standard deviation 

of 0.740, both interpreted as high. Lastly, context-based worries obtained the lowest mean score of 3.93 with a standard deviation 

of 0.736, although still interpreted as high. The findings suggest that respondents have perceptions and experiences related to 

community conditions, personal safety, and environmental risks, which influence how they view their sense of security and 
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vulnerability. Moreover, respondents generally expressed awareness of worries and concerns within their surroundings while 

maintaining positive perceptions regarding community belonging and personal safety. 

 

Table 4 Level of Social Vulnerability among Marginalized Sectors 

Indicators SD Mean Descriptive level 

Social Vulnerability 0.718 4.05 High 

Context-based Worries 0.736 3.93 High 

Community Affection 0.740 3.94 High 

Objective Dimension 0.727 3.97 High 

Subjective Feelings of Safety 0.753 4.01 High 

Overall 0.648 3.98 High 

 

The high level of social vulnerability is supported by literature explaining that vulnerability is influenced by socioeconomic 

conditions, inequality, and limited access to resources. Conferring to Cutter et. al., (2021), social vulnerability reflects the degree to 

which communities are exposed to risks and have limited capacity to cope with hazards, including crime and insecurity. Similarly, 

Flanagan et al. (2021) highlighted that marginalized populations are more vulnerable due to structural inequalities such as poverty, 
limited services, and reduced access to protection, which shape their overall perception of vulnerability. 

 

Moreover, the high level of context-based worries is supported by research showing that environmental conditions, crime 

exposure, and neighborhood disorder influence fear and worry about safety. According to Hale et. al., (2022), contextual factors 

such as crime prevalence and neighborhood instability significantly increase individuals’ fear and worry about victimization. 

Similarly, Franklin et al. (2023) found that perceived neighborhood disorder and environmental stressors strongly affect residents’ 

feelings of insecurity. 

 

In addition the high level of community affection is emphasize that strong community ties improve resilience and reduce 

feelings of insecurity. Sampson (2021), discussed the social cohesion and collective efficacy strengthen emotional attachment to the 

community and improve perceptions of safety. Likewise, Forrester et al. (2022) found that individuals who feel connected to their 
community tend to report higher trust and lower fear of crime. 

 

Also the high level of the objective dimension is supported by the study of Birkmann et al. (2022), objective indicators of 

vulnerability such as exposure to hazards and environmental risks significantly shape how communities assess their level of safety. 

Similarly, Ranjan & Sharma (2023) noted that objective conditions like crime incidence and service availability directly influence 

public perception of security. 

 

Likewise, the high level of subjective feelings of safety is supported by literature stating that perceived safety is influenced by 

personal experiences, trust in authorities, and environmental conditions. In the study of Jackson & Gray (2021), subjective safety is 

strongly linked to trust in police and perceived effectiveness of crime prevention strategies. Likewise, Lorenc et al. (2022) found 

that individuals’ emotional perceptions of safety are shaped more by fear and experience than by actual crime statistics. 
 

 Significance of the Relationship Between Community Policing and Social Vulnerability among Marginalized Sectors 

Presented in Table 5 the relationship between community policing and social vulnerability among marginalized sectors. The 

findings revealed a significant positive relationship between community policing and social vulnerability, with an overall correlation 

coefficient of r = 0.764 and p < 0.05. This indicates that community policing is significantly associated with social vulnerability 

among marginalized sectors. Thus, the null hypothesis was rejected. 

 

Table 5 Significance of the Relationship Between Community Policing and Social Vulnerability among Marginalized Sectors 

Community 

Policing 

Social Vulnerability 

Social 

Vulnerability 

Context-based 

Worries 

Community 

Affection 

Objective 

Dimension 

Subjective Feelings 

of Safety 
Overall 

Patrol 

Operations 

.694* 

(0.000) 

.674* 

(0.000) 

.633* 

(0.000) 

.620* 

(0.001) 

.577* 

(0.000) 
.724* 

(0.000) 

Traffic 

Investigation 

.681* 

(0.000) 

.627* 

(0.000) 

.585* 

(0.000) 

.602* 

(0.000) 

.542* 

(0.000) 
.688* 

(0.000) 

Crime 

Investigation 

.700* 

(0.000) 

.644* 

(0.000) 

.632* 

(0.000) 

.610* 

(0.000) 

.599* 

(0.000) 
.721* 

(0.000) 

Overall 
.743* 

(0.000) 

.696* 

(0.000) 

.663* 

(0.000) 

.656* 

(0.000) 

.615* 

(0.000) 

.764* 

(0.000) 

 

Among the domains of community policing, patrol operations obtained the highest correlation with overall social vulnerability 

(r = 0.724, p < 0.05), followed by crime investigation (r = 0.721, p < 0.05) and traffic investigations (r = 0.688, p < 0.05). Overall, 
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the results indicate that all domains of community policing were significantly related to social vulnerability among marginalized 

sectors. 

 

The significant relationship between community policing and social vulnerability among marginalized sectors is supported by 

literature showing that police visibility, community engagement, and policing practices influence how vulnerable groups perceive 

safety, risks, and security in their communities. Previous studies suggest that effective community policing helps reduce fear of 

crime, strengthens trust in law enforcement, and improves feelings of safety among socially vulnerable populations. Yesberg & 

Bradford (2021), community policing and police engagement strengthen collective efficacy and improve citizens’ perceptions of 
safety, particularly in communities experiencing social disadvantage and vulnerability. Their findings emphasized that police-

community partnerships increase trust, cooperation, and social cohesion, which influence how communities perceive safety and 

vulnerability. This supports the finding that community policing is significantly related to social vulnerability among marginalized 

sectors. 

 

 Significance of the Relationship between Public Safety and Law Enforcement and Social Vulnerability Among Marginalized 

Sectors 

Presented in Table 6 presents the relationship between public safety and law enforcement and social vulnerability among 

marginalized sectors. The findings revealed a significant positive relationship between public safety and law enforcement and social 

vulnerability, with an overall correlation coefficient of r = 0.774 and p < 0.05. This indicates that changes in the level of public 

safety and law enforcement are significantly associated with changes in the level of social vulnerability among marginalized sectors. 
Thus, the null hypothesis was rejected. 

 

Among the domains of public safety and law enforcement, safety obtained the highest correlation with overall social 

vulnerability (r = 0.721, p < 0.05), followed by procedural justice (r = 0.700, p < 0.05), performance (r = 0.699, p < 0.05), community 

involvement (r = 0.697, p < 0.05), and contact and satisfaction (r = 0.662, p < 0.05). Overall, the results indicate that all domains of 

public safety and law enforcement were significantly related to social vulnerability among marginalized sectors. 

 

Table 6 Significance of the Relationship between Public Safety and Law Enforcement and Social  

Vulnerability among Marginalized Sectors 

Public Safety and  

Law Enforcement 

Social Vulnerability 

Social 

Vulnerability 

Context-based 

Worries 

Community 

Affection 

Objective 

Dimension 

Subjective 

Feelings of Safety 
Overall 

Community 

Involvement 

.690* 

(0.000) 

.631* 

(0.000) 

.616* 

(0.000) 

.589* 

(0.001) 

.550* 

(0.000) 
.697* 

(0.000) 

Safety .707* 

(0.000) 

.670* 

(0.000) 

.605* 

(0.000) 

.606* 

(0.000) 

.594* 

(0.000) 
.721* 

(0.000) 

Procedural Justice 
 

.684* 
(0.000) 

.642* 
(0.000) 

.625* 
(0.000) 

.586* 
(0.000) 

.555* 
(0.000) 

.700* 

(0.000) 

Performance 

 

.684* 

(0.000) 

.644* 

(0.000) 

.609* 

(0.000) 

.601* 

(0.000) 

.551* 

(0.000) 
.699* 

(0.000) 

Contact and 

Satisfaction 

.616* 

(0.000) 

.620* 

(0.000) 

.589* 

(0.000) 

.593* 

(0.000) 

.505* 

(0.000) 
.662* 

(0.000) 

Overall 
.753* 

(0.000) 

.714* 

(0.000) 

.678* 

(0.000) 

.662* 

(0.000) 

.613* 

(0.000) 

.774* 

(0.000) 

 

The significant relationship between public safety and law enforcement and social vulnerability among marginalized sectors 

is supported by literature showing that law enforcement effectiveness, safety measures, procedural fairness, and police-community 

interaction influence how vulnerable populations perceive risks, security, and well-being. Previous studies suggest that public safety 

and effective law enforcement shape perceptions of vulnerability, fear of crime, trust in authorities, and feelings of safety in 

communities. In line with this Bradford, et.al., (2022) stress that public trust in police, procedural justice, and police effectiveness 

significantly influence perceptions of safety and social vulnerability. Their findings emphasized that communities with stronger 

confidence in law enforcement tend to report greater feelings of security and lower perceived vulnerability to crime and disorder. 
 

Moreover, Doyle et. al., (2021), highlighted that neighborhood safety, police presence, and crime conditions significantly 

influence perceived vulnerability and fear of victimization. Their study found that perceived unsafety and fear of crime are strongly 

associated with environmental conditions and public safety experiences, indicating that law enforcement and safety conditions affect 

how vulnerable sectors perceive risks and security. This supports the finding that public safety and law enforcement are significantly 

related to social vulnerability among marginalized sectors. 
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 Significance of the Relationship Between Crime Prevention Strategy and Social Vulnerability Among Marginalized Sectors 

Presented in Table the relationship between crime prevention strategy and social vulnerability among marginalized sectors. 

The findings revealed a significant positive relationship between crime prevention strategy and social vulnerability, with an overall 

correlation coefficient of r = 0.830 and p < 0.05. This indicates that crime prevention strategy is significantly associated with social 

vulnerability among marginalized sectors. Thus, the null hypothesis was rejected. Among the domains of crime prevention strategy, 

feeling of worry about crime victimization obtained the highest correlation with overall social vulnerability (r = 0.811, p < 0.05), 

followed by threats to physical safety and security against property (r = 0.767, p < 0.05), perceptions of safety and security in the 

province (r = 0.757, p < 0.05), threats to physical safety and security against a person (r = 0.752, p < 0.05), and crime prevention 
strategies (r = 0.749, p < 0.05). Overall, the results indicate that all domains of crime prevention strategy were significantly related 

to social vulnerability among marginalized sectors. 

 

The significant relationship between crime prevention strategy and social vulnerability among marginalized sectors is 

supported by literature showing that crime prevention measures, public safety initiatives, and risk reduction strategies influence how 

vulnerable populations perceive safety, security, and exposure to crime. Previous studies suggest that effective prevention efforts 

reduce vulnerability to crime, strengthen community resilience, and improve perceptions  of safety among socially disadvantaged 

groups. In addition Amante, et. al., (2021), cited that local crime prevention initiatives and safety partnerships significantly influence 

community resilience and public perceptions of security. Their study emphasized that coordinated crime prevention strategies 

involving law enforcement and communities help reduce social risks and improve local safety conditions, particularly among 

vulnerable populations. Similarly, Taylor & Covington (2022) reported that crime prevention efforts and neighborhood safety 
interventions are associated with reduced perceptions of disorder, victimization risk, and social vulnerability. Their findings suggest 

that stronger preventive measures influence how residents assess safety and insecurity within communities. 

 

Table 7 Significance of the Relationship Between Crime Prevention Strategy and Social Vulnerability  

Among Marginalized Sectors 

Crime Prevention Strategy 

Social Vulnerability 

Social 

Vulnerability 

Context-based 

Worries 

Community 

Affection 

Objective 

Dimension 

Subjective Feelings 

of Safety 
Overall 

Crime Prevention 

Strategies 

.737* 

(0.000) 

.680* 

(0.000) 

.628* 

(0.000) 

.657* 

(0.001) 

.605* 

(0.000) 
.749* 

(0.000) 

Perceptions of safety and 

security in the Province 

.755* 

(0.000) 

.724* 

(0.000) 

.631* 

(0.000) 

.635* 

(0.000) 

.597* 

(0.000) 
.757* 

(0.000) 

Threats to physical safety 

and security against 

property 

.766* 

(0.000) 

.753* 

(0.000) 

.636* 

(0.000) 

.619* 

(0.000) 

.612* 

(0.000) 
.767* 

(0.000) 

Threats to physical safety 

and security against a 

person 

.755* 

(0.000) 

.728* 

(0.000) 

.613* 

(0.000) 

.621* 

(0.000) 

.606* 

(0.000) 
.752* 

(0.000) 

Feeling of worry about 

crime victimization 

.769* 

(0.000) 

.759* 

(0.000) 

.686* 

(0.000) 

.684* 

(0.000) 

.685* 

(0.000) 
.811* 

(0.000) 

Overall 
.819* 

(0.000) 

.789* 

(0.000) 

.691* 

(0.000) 

.696* 

(0.000) 

.672* 

(0.000) 

.830* 

(0.000) 

 

 Significance of the Influence of Community Policing, Public Safety and Law Enforcement and Crime Prevention Strategy on the 

Social Vulnerability Among Marginalized Sectors 

Presented in Table 8 the significant influence of community policing, public safety and law enforcement, and crime prevention 

strategy on social vulnerability among marginalized sectors. The results showed that the regression model was statistically 

significant (F = 311, p = 0.000) and explained 70.2% (R² = 0.702) of the variation in social vulnerability. Thus, the null hypothesis 

was rejected. Among the predictor variables, crime prevention strategy emerged as the strongest predictor of social vulnerability (β 

= 0.576, t = 9.76, p = 0.000), followed by community policing (β = 0.153, t = 2.53, p = 0.012), both of which significantly influenced 

social vulnerability among marginalized sectors. On the other hand, public safety and law enforcement did not significantly 

influence social vulnerability (β = 0.103, t = 1.55, p = 0.123). Overall, the findings indicate that community policing and crime 
prevention strategy significantly influence social vulnerability among marginalized sectors, with crime prevention strategy emerging 

as the strongest predictor, while public safety and law enforcement did not significantly predict social vulnerability when analyzed 

together with the other variables. 

 

The results of Table 7, which show that community policing and crime prevention strategy significantly influence social 

vulnerability while public safety and law enforcement is not significant, are supported by several recent studies explaining how 

policing practices and prevention strategies shape vulnerability, safety perceptions, and community resilience. The significant 

influence of community policing on social vulnerability is supported by literature showing that police-community engagement 

affects trust, fear of crime, and perceived safety among vulnerable populations. Jackson, et. al., (2022), community policing and 
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procedural justice improve perceptions of legitimacy and safety, particularly in disadvantaged communities. Moreover, finding that 

crime prevention strategy is the strongest predictor is supported by research showing that prevention-based approaches significantly 

reduce perceived risk and vulnerability. Weisburd & Lum (2021), focused crime prevention strategies such as hot-spot policing and 

situational prevention effectively reduce crime and improve perceptions of safety in high-risk communities. Similarly, Clarke, 

(2022) emphasized that situational crime prevention reduces opportunities for crime and directly lowers community fear and 

vulnerability, especially in marginalized areas. Their study found that stronger police-community relationships reduce perceived 

vulnerability by increasing trust and cooperation. 

 
Table 8 Significance of the Influence of Community Policing, Public Safety and Law Enforcement and Crime Prevention  

Strategy on the Social Vulnerability among Marginalized Sectors 

 Standard Coefficient Beta t p-value Remarks 

Community Policing 0.153 2.53 .012 Significant 

Public Safety and Law Enforcement 0.103 1.55 .123 Not Significant 

Crime Prevention Strategy 0.576 9.76 .000 Significant 

R2 0.702    

F 311    

p-value 0.000    

Remarks Significant    

 

The finding that public safety and law enforcement is not a significant predictor is consistent with literature suggesting that 

general perceptions of policing and safety do not always translate into measurable reductions in vulnerability when other variables 

are considered. According to Papachristos & Wildeman (2021), structural inequality and neighborhood disadvantage often outweigh 

general policing measures in explaining vulnerability outcomes. Their findings suggest that broader social conditions, rather than 

general law enforcement presence alone, are stronger predictors of social vulnerability in marginalized communities. Likewise, 

Sampson (2021) explained that concentrated disadvantage and structural conditions have stronger effects on vulnerability than 

routine public safety perceptions, which may explain why law enforcement was not a significant predictor in the model. 

 

 Hypothesized Model 
The hypothesized model showed the direct relationships among Community Policing (CPol), Public Safety Law Enforcement 

(PSLE), and Crime Prevention Strategy (CPS) on Social Vulnerability among Marginalized Sectors (SVul). The results revealed 

that the model explained 69% of the variance in social vulnerability, indicating a strong explanatory power, while the remaining 

31% may be due to other factors not included in the study. Among the predictors, Crime Prevention Strategy (β = 0.81) had the 

strongest influence on social vulnerability, followed by Public Safety Law Enforcement (β = 0.16), while Community Policing (β = 

0.10) had the least influence. Overall, the findings indicate that although all three variables contribute to social vulnerability, crime 

prevention strategy is the most dominant predictor among marginalized sectors. 

 

 
Fig 2 Hypothesized Model 
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The direct effect of community policing on social vulnerability among marginalized sectors highlights the role of police-

community partnerships in addressing local concerns through collaboration, trust-building, information sharing, and problem-

solving. Although its influence was relatively modest, the positive relationship suggests that community policing contributes to 

shaping vulnerability outcomes by encouraging citizen participation and strengthening relationships between residents and 

authorities. This allows marginalized groups to express concerns, access support systems, and engage in community safety efforts. 

In support of this, Yesberg & Bradford (2021) found that community policing enhances collective efficacy and social cohesion by 

promoting cooperation between police and communities, leading to greater trust in law enforcement and improved perceptions of 

safety, which can help reduce social vulnerability. Likewise, Nix et al. (2022) reported that positive police-community interactions 
increase public trust and willingness to cooperate with authorities, thereby strengthening community resilience and improving the 

ability of vulnerable groups to respond to social challenges. Moreover, Gill et al. (2021) emphasized that community-oriented 

policing strategies contribute to crime reduction, improved public satisfaction, and stronger perceptions of safety. They found that 

sustained partnerships between police and community stakeholders provide marginalized groups with opportunities to express 

concerns, access resources, and participate in decisions related to community safety, which helps reduce social vulnerability and 

strengthen community resilience. 

 

The direct effect of public safety and law enforcement on social vulnerability among marginalized sectors highlights the role 

of security and law enforcement in promoting community well-being through maintaining public order, deterring crime, and 

protecting vulnerable groups. The positive relationship suggests that law enforcement remains an important factor in reducing 

vulnerability; however, the relatively smaller effect indicates that policing alone is not enough to address the complex and 
multidimensional nature of social vulnerability. In support of this, Tyler and Jackson (2021) found that public trust in law 

enforcement and perceptions of police effectiveness are linked to greater feelings of safety and lower vulnerability, emphasizing 

that law enforcement is most effective when combined with procedural fairness and community cooperation. Similarly, Kochel & 

Skogan (2021) reported that effective and visible policing increases public confidence, reduces fear of crime, and improves safety 

perceptions, although they stressed that long term vulnerability reduction requires broader social and economic interventions. 

Likewise, Tankebe et al. (2023) noted that perceptions of police effectiveness and legitimacy enhance public security and social 

well-being, but emphasized that social vulnerability is also shaped by factors such as poverty, exclusion, and limited access to 

resources, which may explain the weaker influence of law enforcement compared to other predictors. 

 

The most notable finding of the model is the strong direct effect of crime prevention strategy on social vulnerability among 

marginalized sectors, with a standardized coefficient of β = .81, making it the most influential predictor. This indicates that 

preventive approaches play a crucial role in reducing vulnerability, as they focus on proactive interventions such as community 
education, youth programs, situational crime prevention, stakeholder collaboration, and awareness campaigns that address risks 

before crimes occur. The strength of this relationship suggests that prevention strategies are more effective in influencing 

vulnerability outcomes compared to reactive law enforcement approaches, highlighting the importance of investing in 

comprehensive crime prevention programs to enhance community resilience and reduce exposure to crime-related risks. Supporting 

this, Welsh & Farrington (2021) found that crime prevention programs reduce criminal opportunities and risk factors, improve 

community safety, and promote long-term social stability and well-being. Similarly, Sidebottom & Tilley (2022) emphasized that 

situational crime prevention reduces crime risks by limiting opportunities for offending and increasing community guardianship, 

thereby lowering fear of crime and strengthening resilience, especially among vulnerable populations. Likewise, Braga et al. (2023) 

reported that evidence-based, problem-oriented crime prevention strategies involving community partnerships and collaboration 

among stakeholders significantly improve public safety and reduce crime-related harms, reinforcing that prevention-focused 

approaches are most effective when implemented through coordinated community efforts. 
 

 Goodness of Fit Indices of the Hypothesized Model 

In terms of model fit, Table 7 shows that the hypothesized model did not achieve acceptable goodness-of-fit based on several 

established fit indices. Specifically, the obtained value of CMIN/DF = 13.789 exceeded the recommended threshold of less than 

3.0, indicating a substantial discrepancy between the observed covariance matrix and the covariance matrix implied by the model. 

Likewise, the Tucker-Lewis Index (TLI = .772) and Comparative Fit Index (CFI = .803) fell below the recommended criterion of 

.95, suggesting that the hypothesized model did not adequately reproduce the relationships observed in the data. 

 

Furthermore, the Root Mean Square Error of Approximation (RMSEA = .179) substantially exceeded the acceptable threshold 

of .08 and was far from the criterion for close fit (< .05), indicating a poor approximation of the model to the population covariance 

matrix. Similarly, the p-close value of .000 was lower than the recommended value of .05, providing additional evidence that the 

model failed to achieve a close fit to the data. 
 

Table 9 Goodness of Fit Indices of the Hypothesized Model 

Index Criteria Model Fit Value 

CMIN/DF < 3.0 13.789 

TLI > 0.95 .772 

CFI > 0.95 .803 

RMSEA < 0.05 0.179 
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p-close > 0.05 0.000 

 

 Legend: 

 

 CMIN/DF - Conformity to Masculine Norms Inventory/Degrees of Freedom 

 TLI – Tucker Lewis Index 

 CFI – Comparative Fit Index 

 RMSEA – Root Mean Square of Error Approximation 

 p-CLOSE – p of Close Fit 

 
The results indicate that the hypothesized model was not adequately supported by the empirical data. The poor fit statistics 

suggest that the specified relationships among the latent variables and their indicators may not sufficiently explain the covariance 

structure of the observed variables. Consequently, model re-specification was deemed necessary to identify a more parsimonious 

and theoretically meaningful model that better represents the underlying relationships among Community Policing, Public Safety 

Law Enforcement, Crime Prevention Strategy, and Social Vulnerability among Marginalized Sectors. 

 

 Best Fit Model of Social Vulnerability among Marginalized Sectors 

A model re-specification procedure was conducted to determine the best-fit model of Social Vulnerability among marginalized 

sectors by removing non-significant paths and applying theoretically justified modifications based on modification indices. The 

resulting model showed improved fit and provided a more parsimonious explanation of the relationships among Community 

Policing, Public Safety Law Enforcement, Crime Prevention Strategy, and Social Vulnerability. The final model revealed that Public 
Safety Law Enforcement significantly predicted Community Policing (β = .940, p < .001) and Crime Prevention Strategy (β = .867, 

p < .001), indicating that effective law enforcement strengthens both community policing and crime prevention efforts. 

 

This suggests that law enforcement agencies play a key role in supporting community engagement and preventive initiatives. 

Supporting this, Gill et al. (2021) emphasized that effective law enforcement enhances community policing through stronger 

partnerships, problem-solving activities, and community engagement, leading to greater public trust and increased citizen 

participation in addressing local safety concerns. Likewise, Yesberg & Bradford (2021) found that police legitimacy and effective 

law enforcement strengthen collective efficacy and community cooperation, as communities are more likely to engage in community 

policing when they view law enforcement as fair, responsive, and effective, leading to stronger collaboration and improved 

community-based safety initiatives. Similarly, Braga et al. (2022) emphasized that law enforcement agencies are key drivers of 

crime prevention through problem-oriented policing, strategic partnerships, and preventive interventions, as they help coordinate 

stakeholders, mobilize resources, and address underlying crime conditions. Overall, their findings support the strong influence of 
Public Safety Law Enforcement on Crime Prevention Strategy observed in the best-fit model. 

 

 
Fig 3 The Best Fit Model of Social Vulnerability among Marginalized Sectors 
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However, the path from Community Policing (CPol) to Crime Prevention Strategy (CPS) was found to be non-significant (β 

= .082, p = .442), indicating that community policing does not directly influence crime prevention strategies when public safety law 

enforcement is included in the model. This suggests that while community policing is important in building trust, cooperation, and 

positive police-community relations, it does not independently drive crime prevention outcomes. 

 

In support of this, Bullock & Johnson (2021) noted that community policing mainly strengthens social relationships and citizen 

participation but has limited and inconsistent direct effects on crime prevention and reduction. Similarly, Terpstra & Salet (2022) 

found that although community policing improves information sharing, trust, and cooperation, effective crime prevention depends 
more on organizational capacity, formal law enforcement support, and interagency coordination. Likewise, Cordner & Scarborough 

(2023) emphasized that community policing is more effective in enhancing legitimacy and trust than directly producing crime 

prevention results, as its impact varies depending on how well it is integrated with formal prevention programs. 

 

Similarly, the direct path from Community Policing (CPol) to Social Vulnerability (SVul) among marginalized sectors was 

found to be non-significant (β = .120, p = .079), indicating that community policing does not directly reduce vulnerability conditions 

in marginalized communities. This suggests that although community policing promotes trust, cooperation, and engagement 

between police and residents, its effect on social vulnerability is more likely indirect rather than direct. Supporting this, Renauer & 

Covelli (2021) found that community policing strengthens police legitimacy, public trust, and social cohesion but has limited direct 

impact on broader social issues such as vulnerability and inequality, as it is more effective in building relationships than addressing 

structural problems. Similarly, Bolger (2022) reported that while community policing improves citizen participation and perceptions 
of fairness, its influence on social conditions is often mediated by other factors such as socioeconomic status, access to resources, 

and neighborhood conditions, suggesting that reducing vulnerability requires broader institutional and social interventions beyond 

community policing alone. 

 

In contrast, Crime Prevention Strategy (CPS) emerged as the most important predictor of Social Vulnerability (SVul) among 

marginalized sectors (β = .745, p < .001), indicating that proactive and preventive interventions play a key role in addressing the 

conditions that contribute to vulnerability. This finding highlights the importance of preventive programs, awareness campaigns, 

stakeholder collaboration, and community-based safety initiatives in improving the welfare and protection of marginalized 

populations, suggesting that crime prevention efforts are more impactful than relying solely on traditional reactive policing. 

Supporting this, Cozens & Love (2022) found that crime prevention strategies reduce opportunities for crime and improve 

perceptions of safety, emphasizing that community participation and environmental design strengthen protective factors that lessen 

vulnerability among disadvantaged groups, and that preventive approaches are more sustainable than reactive responses. Likewise, 
Santos et al. (2023) reported that community-based crime prevention programs and collaborative safety initiatives enhance resilience 

and reduce social risks by addressing both immediate safety concerns and underlying social conditions, stressing that partnerships 

among government agencies, law enforcement, and communities are essential for achieving long-term reductions in vulnerability. 

 

 Standardized Path Estimates of the Best Fit Model 

Table 9 presents the standardized path estimates of the best-fit model, showing both significant and non-significant 

relationships among the variables. The results revealed that Public Safety Law Enforcement (PSLE) had strong and significant 

effects on Community Policing (CPol) (β = .940, p < .001) and Crime Prevention Strategy (CPS) (β = .867, p < .001), indicating 

that effective law enforcement strengthens both community policing efforts and crime prevention initiatives. In turn, CPS 

significantly predicted Social Vulnerability (SVul) (β = .745, p < .001), making it the strongest direct predictor of vulnerability, 

while CPol did not significantly predict CPS (β = .082, p = .442) and had no significant direct effect on SVul (β = .120, p = .079). 
 

These findings suggest that community policing influences social vulnerability only indirectly, mainly through other structural 

mechanisms, while crime prevention strategy plays the central role in reducing vulnerability. All indicator loadings for the constructs 

were also significant (p < .001), confirming strong measurement validity for PSLE, CPol, CPS, and SVul dimensions. Overall, the 

model demonstrates that public safety law enforcement operates as a key driver of both community policing and crime prevention 

strategy, while crime prevention strategy is the most important determinant of social vulnerability among marginalized sectors. 

 

Table 10 Standardized Path Estimates of the Best Fit Model 

   Estimate P Label 

CPol <--- PSLE .940 0.000 Significant 

CPS <--- PSLE .867 0.000 Significant 

CPS <--- CPol .082 0.442 No Significant 

SVul <--- CPS .745 0.000 Significant 

SVul <--- CPol .120 0.079 Not Significant 

TE <--- CPol .910 0.000 Significant 

CI <--- CPol .938 0.000 Significant 

Perf <--- PSLE .871 0.000 Significant 

PJ <--- PSLE .854 0.000 Significant 
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Safe <--- PSLE .896 0.000 Significant 

CInv <--- PSLE .883 0.000 Significant 

CV <--- CPS .920 0.000 Significant 

PER <--- CPS .882 0.000 Significant 

PSS <--- CPS .872 0.000 Significant 

PS <--- CPS .924 0.000 Significant 

CBW <--- SVul .901 0.000 Significant 

CA <--- SVul .865 0.000 Significant 

OD <--- SVul .845 0.000 Significant 

SFU <--- SVul .805 0.000 Significant 

 

 Summary of Goodness of Fit of the Structural Equation Model 

Table 10 presents the goodness-of-fit indices of the re-specified structural model, which collectively indicate an excellent 

model fit. The results showed that all fit indices met the recommended standards, with CMIN/DF = 1.53 indicating minimal 

discrepancy between the model and the observed data. In addition, the TLI = 0.987 and CFI = 0.990 both exceeded the 0.95 criterion, 

suggesting an excellent fit of the model. The RMSEA value of 0.028 also fell below the 0.05 threshold, indicating a close fit to the 

population data, while the PCLOSE value of 0.841 further confirmed a strong model fit. Overall, these results demonstrate that the 

re-specified structural model fits the data well and can be considered the best-fit model for explaining Social Vulnerability among 
marginalized sectors. 

 

Table 11 Summary of Goodness of Fit of the Structural Equation Model 

Index Criteria Model Fit Value 

CMIN/DF < 3.0 1.53 

TLI > 0.95 0.987 

CFI > 0.95 0.990 

RMSEA < 0.05 0.028 

p-close > 0.05 0.841 

 

 Legend: 

 

 CMIN/DF - Conformity to Masculine Norms Inventory/Degrees of Freedom 

 TLI – Tucker Lewis Index 

 CFI – Comparative Fit Index 

 RMSEA – Root Mean Square of Error Approximation 

 p-CLOSE – p of Close Fit 

 
The goodness-of-fit thresholds used in this study are supported by established SEM literature. Arbuckle and Wothke (1999) 

recommended that a well-fitting model should have a CMIN/DF below 3.0, while CFI and TLI values should approach or exceed 

0.95. In addition, MacCallum, Browne, and Sugawara (1996) stated that RMSEA values below 0.05 indicate close model fit, and 

PCLOSE values above 0.05 support a good approximation of the population model. These criteria are further reinforced by Wang 

& Wang (2020), Schumacker & Lomax (2016), & Byrne (2016), who emphasized that CFI, TLI, and RMSEA remain key indicators 

of structural model adequacy across different research contexts. 

 

Based on the best-fit model, Public Safety Law Enforcement influences Social Vulnerability indirectly through Crime 

Prevention Strategy, which serves as the main pathway affecting vulnerability among marginalized sectors. Community Policing 

showed no significant direct effects, suggesting it plays a more supportive or indirect role rather than a primary determinant. 

Supporting this, Braga & Weisburd (2022) found that crime prevention is most effective when backed by strong law enforcement 

systems and collaborative structures, while Foster & Hope (2021) emphasized that public safety institutions reduce vulnerability 
mainly through preventive programs and risk-reduction initiatives. Overall, the findings indicate that strengthening crime prevention 

strategies supported by effective law enforcement is more impactful in reducing social vulnerability than relying solely on traditional 

policing approaches. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://doi.org/10.38124/ijisrt/26jul279
http://www.ijisrt.com/


Volume 11, Issue 7, July– 2026                                 International Journal of Innovative Science and Research Technology 

ISSN No:-2456-2165                                                                                                                  https://doi.org/10.38124/ijisrt/26jul279 

 

 

IJISRT26JUL279                                                              www.ijisrt.com                     758 

CHAPTER FOUR 

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 

Results showed that the levels of community policing, public safety and law enforcement, crime prevention strategies, and 

social vulnerability among marginalized sectors in Region XII were all high. It is therefore recommended to enhance these levels 

from high to very high by strengthening patrol operations, traffic investigations, crime investigations, community involvement, 

procedural justice, and law enforcement performance. This may be achieved through continuous capacity building programs, 

enhanced police community partnerships, regular community consultations, and the adoption of innovative and evidence based 

policing practices. Likewise, crime prevention initiatives should be intensified through awareness campaigns, community-based 

programs, stakeholder collaboration, and preventive interventions that address the safety concerns of marginalized sectors. 
 

The test of correlation showed that community policing, public safety and law enforcement, and crime prevention strategies 

were significantly related to social vulnerability among marginalized sectors. Furthermore, the regression analysis revealed that 

community policing and crime prevention strategy significantly influence social vulnerability, while public safety and law 

enforcement did not significantly influence social vulnerability when analyzed together with the other predictors. Among the 

variables, crime prevention strategy emerged as the strongest predictor of social vulnerability, highlighting the importance of 

preventive approaches in addressing the challenges faced by marginalized communities. 

 

Lastly, the best-fit model revealed that Public Safety and Law Enforcement significantly predicts Community Policing and 

Crime Prevention Strategy, while Crime Prevention Strategy serves as the primary mechanism influencing Social Vulnerability 

among Marginalized Sectors. The model further showed that the direct effects of Community Policing on Crime Prevention Strategy 
and Social Vulnerability were not significant, suggesting that community policing plays a complementary role in enhancing 

preventive interventions rather than directly reducing vulnerability. Moreover, this suggests that law enforcement agencies, local 

government units, and community stakeholders should focus on strengthening crime prevention programs anchored on effective 

public safety and law enforcement systems. Specifically, greater emphasis should be placed on preventive and proactive 

interventions such as community safety education, youth development programs, crime awareness campaigns, stakeholder 

collaboration, environmental crime prevention measures, and other community-based initiatives that promote resilience and reduce 

vulnerability among marginalized sectors. 

 

The findings of the study support the Social Disorganization Theory of Shaw and McKay (1942), which explains that 

communities with weak social connections and limited community involvement are more likely to experience crime and 

vulnerability. The significant influence of crime prevention strategies on social vulnerability suggests that strengthening community 

participation, cooperation, and support systems can help reduce the challenges faced by marginalized sectors. Likewise, the findings 
support the Routine Activity Theory of Cohen and Felson (1979), which states that crime is more likely to occur when there is an 

opportunity for it and insufficient protection or guardianship. The strong influence of crime prevention strategies indicates that 

preventive programs, community awareness, public participation, and effective safety measures can help reduce crime opportunities 

and protect vulnerable groups. 
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