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ABSTRACT

Running smoking, no-smoking area in restaurants(n=>546) in 25 districts in Seoul area was surveyed
and evaluated, No-smoking restaurants were evaluated as A(2.0 points). Restaurants running no-smoking
area with guidance to the customers were evaluated as B(1.7 points), and those without guidance as C(1.4
points). In case of the distinction of smoking or no-smoking area are not clear, it was evaluated as D(1.1
points). Restaurants which are not running no-smoking area were scored E(08 points), Western style
restaurants scored average of 155 points, which was significantly higher than that of Korean, Chinese or
Japanese style ones(average of 1.24~127 points). The highest mean score for restaurants was 1.625 points
in Songpa-gu(district).
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Table 1. Survey number of restaurants in each district

District Symbol n
1. Dobong-gu DB 8
2. Dongdaemoon-gu 3]} 22
3. Dongjak-gu DJ 8
4. Eunpyeong-gu EP 14
5. Gwanak-gu GA 18
6. Gangbook-gu GB 10
7. Geumcheon-gu GC 12
8. Gangdong-gu GD 16
9. Gwangjin-gu GJ 18
10. Gangnam-gu GN 58
11. Gooro-gu GR 22
12. Gangseo-gu GS 18
13. Joong-gu JG 42
14, Jongno-gu JL 28
15, Joongrang-gu JR 16
16. Mapo-gu MP 34
17. Noweon-gu NW 18
18. Seongbook-gu SB 14
19. Seocho-gu SC 42
20. Seongdong-gu sD 12
21. Seodaemoon-gu SM 20
22. Songpa-gu SP 32
23. Yangchon-gu YC 20
24. Yeongdeungpo-gu YD 28
25. Yongsan-gu YS 16

Total 546
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Table 2. Evaluation on running smoking area in restaurants
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Table 3. Mean values for restaurants

Restaurants Mean"
Korean 1.27°
Chinese 1.24°
Japanese 1.27°
Western 1.55°

" The same letters are not significantly different at the 5% level

Evaluation”
Restaurant n
A B C D E

Korean 292 15( 5.1%) 31(10.6%) 105(36.0%) 100(34.3%) 41(14.0%)
Chinese 46 0 7(15.2%) 19(41.3%) 9(19.6%) 11(23.9%)
Japanese 114 5( 4.4%) 14(12.3%) 41(35.9%) 35(30.7%) 19(16.7%)
Western 94 29(30.9%) 15(16.0%) 32(34.0%) 12(12.7%) 6( 6.4%)

Total 546 49( 9.0%) 67(12.2%) 197(36.1%) 156(28.6%) T7(14.1%)

¥ A=No-smoking restaurant(20 points), B=Running no-smoking area, with guidance to the customers(1.7points), C=Running no-
smoking area, without guidance to the customers(i4 points), D=Running no-smoking area, but not distinct(1.1 points), E=Not

running no-smoking area(0.8 points)
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Table 4. Frequency, mean score and Duncan grouping of restaurants in different districts

) Frequency .

District n Mean Duncan grouping®
A" B C D E

SP 32 5 16 9 2 0 1.625 a

JL 28 6 7 10 5 0 1.550 ab

MP 34 4 5 24 1 0 1.505 abe

GJ 18 2 4 10 2 0 1.500 abed

DJ 8 2 0 5 0 1 1.475 abcde

GC 12 0 4 7 1 0 1475 abcde

SD 12 3 0 5 4 0 1.450 abcdetf

GS 18 4 3 5 5 3 1.433 abcdefg

SM 20 0 2 17 1 0 1.415 abcdefgh

GN 58 6 12 22 13 5 1.405 bedefgh

EP 14 0 1 10 2 1 1.335 bedefghi

sC 42 4 2 15 19 2 1.307 cdefghij

JR 16 2 0 7 4 3 1.287 defghij

GD 16 2 3 1 6 4 1.268 efghij

DB 8 0 0 4 4 0 1.250 etghij

YC 20 3 2 3 5 7 1.235 fghij

JG 42 0 2 18 17 5 1.221 ghijk

GA 18 3 0 3 6 6 1.200 hijk

DD 22 0 0 9 10 3 1.181 ik

SB 14 0 0 4 8 2 1.142 ikl

YD 28 2 1 5 9 11 1.121 ijkl

YS 16 0 0 2 13 1 1.118 ikl

GR 22 0 3 2 9 8 1.110 jkl

GB 10 0 0 0 7 3 1.010 ki

NW 18 1 0 0 5 12 0.950 |

¥ Refer to the footnote in Table 2
? The same letters are not significantly different at the 5% levet
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