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Abstract

In order to understand the current level of college students’ safety awareness and find out the
specific ways to improve their safety awareness, the questionnaire method was used to investi-
gate the safety awareness of college students. According to the principle of compiling psycho-
logical survey questionnaire and the occurrence law of college students’ personal accidents, the
goal of compiling the questionnaire is determined. A detailed questionnaire of college students’
campus safety consciousness is compiled, which includes five dimensions: personal safety, dor-
mitory safety, network safety, traffic safety and life safety, totaling 30 subjects. A university is
randomly selected to conduct an online survey. The data analysis shows that the overall aware-
ness level of college students is not high, and the safety awareness level of female students is
worse than that of male students. College students’ awareness of network security and traffic
safety is relatively low, which needs to be improved. The awareness of dormitory security, per-
sonal safety and life safety also needs to be improved continuously. Combining the characteris-
tics of college students’ campus life, two specific ways to strengthen safety education and in-
crease safety knowledge are put forward to improve college students’ safety awareness.
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Table 1. Investigation target and topic setting
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Figure 1. Proportion of safety awareness level
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Figure 2. Contrast of safety awareness level between male and female college students
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Table 3. Personal safety answers
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Table 4. Safety answers in dormitories
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Table 6. Answers to traffic safety questions
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