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1. Aol Ty A% BARNEG BF 229 FAVL b EBAQ 3

FH3}7ge] HERE Y AAY FET 4] ol F
o] A AN A7) HPE s Yl Age
ZEAESY AYHFNE FATIE F2 8910z U4
HolAm gitd. 58] Aol agoz A *A fiL
AZ £5 19919 o]F QY AR {47z T 7MY
2e &L AAsn Aok 2F 199739 AS AA
2 A F AHZF 6619, HAEAAAR 343%0)
olo} &84 dHo] 284"ow A WAZ BL A
g2  BAEAE] =2 (Korea Labor Welfare
Corporation, 1998), 1999dxcl= A= 115,7617
A7 gAA A 23S A7 2,713,240 9]
AR F AP fFad8A7E 1,794%01 3, ©)F 254
o] 1,056 (58.9%)e2 yehl AAY-E adzm
wkdetn glch(Ministry of Labor, 2000).

g0 R AT AHYHEAE vyt 2ZAEA ¢
o2 79 FRERAE ¢ oA &AL duee
Zolt(The council of medical professor, 2000).
258 93 @t A= FoH=(KOSHA, 1996), ©]
wg FEE g3 YA €n 3 ZErh ARk ok 7
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olgt & 4 ot AAA Suigt u)-2of wiE] AA
‘go] A7l wEo] HAZ o] &3}7] ol dFelolA
A Ahe <EEdst FdFHoz FxyEm o
(Ham. Lee, & Whang, 1999). #3-& #x37] 4
g AAAEQA A e A9 FAUL AW Y #&E
o] geht seA] 2 JAsn a2 QA= 58 7
5 e A% Yo 7heAde] ok  Uth

A AGF e AR A0 =29 22AE
o] HYHEYo] FE Tt UHS LSRR F
g A7 AdE =Ho gA ¥ F= UAT HHE
Z& A3 MRAEY A8 £ Fert W A 3
g gl doliz st olw 4fd U@ 224
Ee] Aa2e i e 4 2 iws} BHHe) givkm B
t}. 4 & 5] Rhee®} Yi(1996)9] AN = g2
4 22AEY] AHYEIFY AL vHE RAom
Uehgted 71 2 o|fE FYRET 2uiE 149
A4E 3 Urk Kim(1993)9 dPelMe 284 ¢
A {284 F 20% Ul g0 QA7 AHYHEHH o
3 wE 1At girka i}, ol27} AFEL A3F
A 22AEY A0 diF U € Hxo ddz 3
YEES 9 4zt Az AR Rin de
< vehlz vz £ 4 Uk &, H™EERE2E e 7t
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H(Kim, 1998).

A7 AR AR
A AEE A58 484 YAl
B d7eH(Oleru, 1980) HEEEZZ I g R
o] 1 FE& olFx: U2 (Moon et al., 1996:
Kwak et al.. 1997) &&4 W] ool g 4
o] 7V Rheest Yi(1996)9] HHRZS 3t o
e o]l A )= ¢4 L elxo] 3 g9l
Ham $(1999)9) 14 2 gz, 20¥Az Hg &4
A A dAHRe] d7sk AASAT 2y 94
AAG 2348 dAe Aol vEk dAE 2848
F 2EAEY Aol U A 2 eixs o al
& A7) v &3 Ao} wepr] 250 % 224
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288973 2249 289 P A4 B B} o
WY FEE stelr] 4@ AL zAaTeld,

2. ATCNY W HEAZ
e H A9 siE 39 348 3 28451700

sFehe 20 F4E Ml @ Ao 5@ 2z
A 1208€ dges 44T o F Weel W=
7 Holdn $H4T $9E 2 1658 Aden &
10438 33 d7ogoz Ay

AR £P& 20029 8URE 997 2744 2 A
Agon, T2 BRAE ol8F AN Wy
oz YAt 4 A2e WEe HoeA W]
Aal YAHoz 28 2R 22A 1599
AN 39, 2T TF 199 AES ol &2
3, BASTh £8 7194 24l wAS B
7] gal 2AHo] HEAT A4S 22A) g
ARl HBA AY A o Eabgel dis) g h

WaRtel dwA
&e4gy 279,
ggolgion, HHud

Heelsl &, ¢ 39,

"y o2 F 57w, FYRIT 23
ol £8E 542 AR AYd Uy m8o
Ho} wEU-ga d3 523 o},

g oiE Q1 2 =, AU 2FETE Rhee
< Yi(1996) 9 HHEES 91T i) FBS vlX
t 94 2 3 BAE A8 e =18 ol gdlyrt
F 30T Q4 2 H= 26830 oJuags] 4850
2 F4gslo] ok b £94-L Likert 58 HE£2 "Ad
23R b 13, "EE g% gk 27, "BEelty 3
A, "EE a9 44, "$ a%¥o” 58 HAFE A
skt QA F eHzelde HA 267-A #Hxz 130
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ZEEA =7e B8-S AFs] Hal ukEw
E 7% (Bartlett’s test of sphericity)S AAlsle
1456.15125(p<0.01) 2 &t34<& Ade Aoz ue
ol 2 dFolxMel =79 AFE(Cronbach’s alpha
= 642 Uehsitt

4. HEEA

3" A8 e SPSS Win 10.0 4 Z2aYE o]
gok) AuA stk el dud 54 2 3

oW 54, JYNET B B4e 45 uRe, BT,
EEUAZ TRED. old@ 540 ME 2% Uy

Mse 540

KX
o

94 2 Bt dgaslel Aol 2%
w2 t-test® ANOVAZ BH3ISICH

m. o7 Zot
1. etd 4ol o2 Aol it ol ¥ Eix,
ol E Aol

oz e

gl duk 54 3 HEAWL 35.9:4.94, B
g 3ZE0|3l7} 8878(84.6%)°1U 1, 829 (78.8%)
N AR o2 Vst AsAdeIMel A 2
ZHELe B}y 39159802 65%(62.5%)NA4 2%
AR 2RE Fol glglem, 2eAYPe BA 2

B HF 7.2:49d02 5-10d9 2FYS R 2

AN AAL SRS &3 A A168 A1

2A7} 54%(51.9%) 2.2 71 Bt

2AAAA Y HA 2FEL g Ui I
oM Aolrt gl eyt ddageie A 2L
AdAd A 253 AYe] g 2224 2o Aol gl
222ke] Uy AAEs =gk (t=4.087,
p=.046). A TFHoME 280 tFl 2 2 HE
A zole YRS VHF=4.707, p=.004) =gl
A9l Aole gle Aoz Uehdr} (Table 1)
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2. Hema

ot 3 9

FEHA B F AEPA AT 89%
(85.6%), F¥ 4K HzolA 3 ole] 929(88.5%).
$ole] 907 (86.5%)°1 FdoInth Folde] wWH
el 967 (92.3%)°] fiv Aoz Uehdth TV AlA
Al &% Zrle BRIEG A AHske Ao 79
H)53 A58 Z3se 390t 4 528 (50%) & A
A5kt

oleigt g ol @ Aol Wit 94 2 H
9 dutele JY¥wy A¥(F=3.641, p=.030)2
Sole] Y HEe) uh of Wi Ud4 F "=
(F=5.310, p=.002)¢4 /3 Ao]E B2} 4
wapelel ole gich. Foldel HEd wE Age]
A4 9 elx, oM 25 Ao|rt glilo,
TV A% Al &3] Z7lol wbet g it 94 %

od B4

LA By

=2 ]
2 &g

{Table 1) Difference of knowledge, attitude and preventive behavior in the nose by general

characteristics (N=104)
. . knowledge & attitude preventive behavior
[+
character classification N(%) MSD oF 5 MSD /F 5
Age(yrs) < 35 56(53.8) 3.25t.26 1949 332 3.50+.52 1.268 .263
> 36 48(46.2) 3.362.34 © 3.60+.59
Education level < High 88(84.6) 3.30+.31 .093 761 3.56+.56 1.459 .230
> College 16(15.4) 3.26+.29 3.12+.50
Marriage Married 82(78.8) 3.35%.33 1.028 313 3.59+.54 000 1993
Not marriage 22(21.2) 3.27+.22 3.41+.58
Working duration’s experienced 39(37.5) 3.29+.30 047 829 3.63+.63 4.087 .046"
carrier in the past not experience  65(62.5) 3.30+.31 3.50+.49
Working duration’s (5 31(29.8) 3.28+.27 4707 004"  3.59+.47 1.716 .169
carrier in the present 5-10 54(51.9) 3.30£.29 3.502.62
11-15 13(12.5) 3.17+.33 3.46% 41
> 16 6( 5.8) 3.70£.32 4.00+.32

* p¢0.05 **p¢0.005
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(Table 2) Difference of knowledge, attitude and preventive behavior in the noise by

characteristics related to the hearing (N=104)
. . knowledge & attitude preventive behavior
g,
character classification N(%) M=SD UF o MZSD F 0
result of A 89(85.6) 3.27+29 3.641 .030® 3.53+.54 .375 .688
hearing tested Cl 10( 9.6) 3.53+.33 3.58+.66
C2 5(4.8) 3.38+.42 3.75+.50
Lt's hearing(4K) 0-20 (dB) 92(88.5) 3.28+.29 1296 .280 3.53+54 519 .670
21-40 (dB) 4(3.8) 3.56+.59 3.50+.98
41-60 (dB) 6( 5.8) 3.40+.31 3.79+.43
61-80 (dB) 2( 1. 9) 3.31.27 3.75%.35
Rt’s hearing(4K) 0-20 (dB) 90(86.5) 3.26x.29 5.310 002°* 3.56:.54 884 473
21-40 (dB) (7.7 3.41+.18 3.31%.46
41-60 (dB) 5(4.8) 3.67+.80 3.70+.86
61-80 (dB) 1(1.0) 3.93£.00 4.00+.00
otitis media’s Yes 8(7.7) 3.48t21 1782 .078 3.66x.42 577 .565
history No 96(92.3) 3.28+.31 3.54+.56
TV audition’s louder than the other person 52(50.0) 3.35t.34 1.585 .116 3.66+50 2.274 .025°
volume the almost alike the other person 52(50.0) 3.25¢.26 3.43+ 58
* p¢0.05 **p<0.005
Hxe zole glglonu) dieQ(F=2.274, p=.025) AYWFFE= 1039(99.0%) 0.2 tlFFo] 28319
dA zol7} e Aoz Ueldct (Table 2) on, Zgolfo il 66%(64.1%)0A AL A3l
Aggdn sjgont 349 (33%)dx e Forldoezw
3. HeHEsF —t%J-} n2E EMol|l mE 230 Aggdn gt AFRITY HF Ho FHEL
cist o4 of ez, okl xio| 7.5¢1.32A17t 0.2 979 (94.2%) N A 443 o] #H&

(Table 3) Difference of knowledge, attitude and preventive behavior in the nose by characteristics
related to wearing the personal protective devices for the hearing conservation (N=104)

knowledge & attitude

preventive behavior

1 1 0,
character classification N(%) MESD F > MZSD UF >
wearing status of not wearing (1.0) 3.30+£31 -.663 .509 3.55+.55 543 588
protective device wearing 103(99.0)  3.50+.00 3.25+.00
wearing reason for the health 66(64.1)  3.31£.30 128 .880 3.58+.56 2.117 126
as the law 3(2.9) 3.23:.13 2.97+.14
automatically 34(33.0) 3.28+.33 3.55+.54
wearing hours (4 6(5.8) 3.14+.28 -1.290 .200 3.04+.25 -2.383 .019*
>4 97(94.2) 3.31+.31 3.58%.55
tactile quality coarse 26(25.2)  3.28+.27 769 466 3.66%.47 3.602 .031*
medium 44(42.7)  3.27+.36 3.39+.61
fine 33(32.0) 3.35+.25 3.68+.48
adhesion quality bad 19(18.4)  3.19+.31 2.010 139 3.43+.55 3.919 .023*
medium 49(47.6) 3.29+.33 3.45+.62
good 35(34.0) 3.36:.25 3.76%.38

*p¢0.05
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ot AERI T F34d] g 44™(42.7%), B3
Aol el 497 (47.6%)NH =% ‘2A a¥cidn §
Hatict.

Z-golfrol] wE &g g I 3 HE, e
o] ztele AT v AEAIRR(t=-2.383, p=
.019), &8 A F2(F=3.602, p=.031), Z& A &
A7 (F=3.919, p=.023) B T LTl digt A4
2 eEelMe] Aozt giiort «HRadME Fld
Aol g UehlUth(Table 3)

HHB a7 E LS 699 (66.3%) 004 S
Qeon, m&e e hgate] 66%(94.2%) AhY <

ALARE A, el 39(5.8%)& At ATag Al
L& WE RoE uedth @ WE 3 AYus
T gy, fABPE, Agel o] o

. 457 (65.2%), 567(81.2%)NA w&
°] ”3*]5]91% ¢ F ARy &S T2 ddAtet
vbr] @2 tdAzke] A4 2 EE, dwaiele] Aole

e

© 2 e} (Table 4)

v. = <
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2 A7 287% SRS £ dB 947
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BaAEs B 9Pe 35942 15L
oz B 717l
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[
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AR Qle] ogasiste) BAag)
g seteled Aoz W] Mol o ¢

V=S

9y dpel slzAag cRisa

2 on

o
o =
€

3ol
=
=l

P el

&ﬂ

g 7137} Gohe A% o|9) tel AR T
#Be)7t e @e omske Rol7IE St}

A agagd 2Rl Je diaAE 399
(37.5%), 9= WA= 69%H(62.5%)% Aoz et
W}, o]59] AL W A4 I HEE AT 2o
7t oy dasidNe R Aols Uehide
ul(t=4.087, p=.048), T/ A&AYR 28| ¢
E 2uAe A% 289 dF mgoz A YA
23 Alo] Uehte Aolrt obdzishe mElE o M3t
o} o9j2 FPRE 7RG UF mGol TE Aol
ge Aoz ueidt. weA oldd Fde HURs
7o #gste o7t TAW ste Ao FelHe
2 gt e SHAE BRex 22 Hos By A
o 2 AR A AN £ e B, B 24 5
o) wjdelMel stz Jehte et drlgRg
HAY & ele) Mg AAsE AU, AdM R
3 Agolale ek oE 4} Agd, 2ad 42

flo e 2

(Table 4> Difference of knowledge, attitude and preventive behavior in the nose by characteristics
related to education of the personal protective devices for the hearing conservation
(N=104)

character classification N(%)

knowledge & attitude

preventive behavior

M+SD t/F p M=SD t/F P
Education not received 35(33.7) 3.34+.29 1.983 050 3.53£.55 -.401 .689
received 69(66.3)  3.22¢£.32 3.58+.56
host within company 66(94.2)  3.34+.29 321 749 3.55+.55 1.167  .248
outside company 3( 5.8) 3.28+.37 3.17+.58
contents wearing methode
not received 5( 7.2) 3.34£.29 013 991 3.56t.55  1.589 175
received 64(92.8) 3.34£.29 3.20+.48
maintain & management
not received 24(34.8)  3.32£.31 -630 .531 3.54+.58 258  .798
received 45(65.2) 3.37+.25 3.51+.49
cut off the sound’s effect
not received 13(18.8) 3.32+.31 -1.192 244 3.52+.56 -.300 768
received 56(81.2) 3.41+.21 3.58%.53
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A28 2 (Yoon et al., 2003) A9 AU
A e A¥el e TEAL gle ZRACNAA
wAg 22 A g e g gl vshide
59| oz BT}

A 22 A el 3} @Az 5
o] 80%°ldo F - A7) &g =3 U=
F gk A 2SR 273 Ao
Ham $(1999)8] @FclMe 4d olgte] 224
< Q2 g Hx, Gugslrt 2% AFHeA R
#2 Jehigled & dpdxe FEd 02 &5
g <14 grde #9498 Helrb Aot
(F=4.707, p=.004) <I'¥PAlEe /I ol7t 81
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2ad42 Ha s de AP Fo 25 A
x2 [y FRE =7e Alzte] AW WF
o 914 @ Hzde FIL AT, JPd= BT
3 otage] Axdew JdAHRA Eihe AL ZEAE
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Aoz Alggc. & 224 WA £4E AYE
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AAYYE RFT U HARLET A&
Byo] 4A7t olgo 2 JeR} 2% Alte] A
o] gt B ANEL RAFYY. EF A
Hp 5o FEAIRHE=-2.383, p=.019), ¥§ A &
HF=3.602, p=.031), #& A LAZHF=3.919,
p=.023)50] lasle} o8 AlolB BAEH, ol&
dugsel ANES ZMlE dE FHe) HETY
52 Dgte] Fow ZTEAE] BIT FHgo2 <l
& st BURS AP oW, oz HYR
s7o Ao Z7lel dEs] AMEL F7HA
2 4 e shiel F& whfelgtn @ & ok ‘mhEky
RpzTel AF Ade FadMATY 9 39
2 slToln AFE Pakm PR vlAS Y5F BET
AR RARYA} e RET 3% o4 A
Bl Feud ZEATA FeAZ o B4,
Wit So dal AYASY Hede BUF WL B
ojuol 22l /M Foa Wrkd HETE AAske
Qo] a3} (Yoon et al., 2003).

697 (66.3%) 9 NAAFSo] AHRE T UY BF
wston], o]Z 2 667 (94.2%)0] Ahl FARAm
A BH meE we Aoz Yshd we g
Aoy 22AE WA FPRET 8o dF 2%
o] ANHZ YL AAkEtT YTt ol ASWAE 9
& IYBA A0 A FAE) 44 gx FYR
=7 ASAE Belst 284 ¢ dAlgle BREL
Ax e Sehtet AR A%S adz wedtn
2 2 gJtH(KAOHN, 2003). S m&g we g
Aeh ux) G Tzt A¢ 94 B HE, o
goke Aol7t g Aoz uUehted, ok FPuE
7 Ago) U 28 Al AAAT @& UGl 73
T oolEE & UES YA Al AAG FHAAE )
22 3t AYANA At ANY BAZA AHE ¢
Hzol 2aa 222 ojdel FYAAATS vate
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o2 Ho Fg.
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A7 ddae 4ol H A 2233 25
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SPSS Win 10.0 57 Zza3g o83y
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S dA 2582 HE 7.2d0% 5-1089
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914 2 HEdAE o7l o duaddre
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A8 5 53R Al6d AT
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FoAL g2 S, wEdF
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A 2SFHYFIN 2FF 2EAL] B ol
W3t dgEgoa, A SAYFAN ZHIe
S22 A% ] L HmoA {3 Aol B
o} wEy 2EAEY A2 U 94 ¢ gt
dptallgls olold £ gl AAZHQ BAF ke
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2 249 1 53 JYER ge A0j2E A&H
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Purpose: This study was to investigate
attitude and the

behaviour of noise of workers exposed to

knowledge, preventive
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harmful noise and to provide primary data for
noise-exposed workers’ hearing conservation and
the prevention of noise induced hearing loss.
Method: The subjects were 104 workers who
participated voluntarily in the questionnaire.
The instrument wused in this study was
knowledge, attitude and practice on noise-
induced hearing loss tool by Rhee & Yi(1996).
The data were collected from August to
September, 2002 with a self-administered
guestionnaire. Data were analyzed by SPSS 10.0
win program for finding frequency, percentage,
mean, standard deviation, t-test, and ANOVA.
Results: The average age of workers was 35.9
and the current average year of working at the
noise place was 5~10 years. In the group of
previous noise-exposed workers, they showed
significant difference in preventive behaviors
(t=4.087, p=.048). In the group of current
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noise-exposed workers, they showed significant
difference in recognition and attitude of
noise(F=4.707, p=.004). Also, the duration of
wearing ear protection equipment(t=2.383.
p=.019). the feeling of wearing ear protection
equipment(F=3.602, p=.031) and comfortable
sense of wearing ear protection (F=3.919,
p=.023) was significant in the preventive
behaviour of noise. Conclusion: Considering the
results above, we can recognize that there are
close relations among the knowledge, attitude
and the preventive behaviour of noise.

Therefore, it is necessary to develop education

.programs for noise-exposed workers’ Dbetter

understanding of noise and preventive behaviors

Key words : Noise, Knowledge, Attitude,
Preventive behavior



