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An Analysis of Regional Noise Reaction for the Intemational Standardized
Noise Annovance modifiers
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ABSTRACT

Recently a number of social surveys on community response tfo environmental noisecs have been conducted.
Since  standardized noise annovance scales were needed to compare the results from  various areas,
1ICBEN{International  Commission on Biological of Noise) Team 6 planmmed a international joint study and
constructed comparable standardized noise annoyance scales using the samc method. In Korea the survey was
conducted in four areas such as Seoul, Tacjon, Tacgu and Kwangiu. About 100 subjects participated in cach
arca approximatcly., The 21 adverbs were first in the carly survey, and five verbal annoyance modificrs were
finally constructed as follows:. 1 (Jeonhyo), 2 (Jokm), 3 (Bikvojerk), 4 (Ajoo), 5 (Umcheongnage)
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Table 1 The codes and words for the standard noise
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Table 2 distribution of Korean subjects by age and area
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Figure 8 Comparison between result and suitability test
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Table 9 Standard sentence proposed by ICBEN Teeam 6

Thinking about the last (.12 months or s0.), when
you are at home, how much does noise from{.noise
1 sources.) bother, disturbor annoy you: Extremely,
Very, Moderately, Slightly, or Not at ali?

Next is a zero fo ten opinion scale for how
much{..source..) noise bothers, disturbs, or annoys you
when you are at home. If you are not at all annoyed
choose zero, if you are extremely annoyed choose
ten, if you are somewhere in between choose a
number belween zero to ten. Thinking aboul the
last(..12months or s0..), what number from zero o ten
best shows how you are bothered, disturbed, or
annoyed by (.source.) noise ?
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Table 10 Korean Standard sentence
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