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ABSTRACT

Studies of community annoyance caused by civil aircraft noise exposure were carried out in fifteen areas near
Gimpo and Gimhae international airports, Korea, to accumulate social survey data in Korea and to assess the
relationship between aircraft noise level and degree of annoyance. Aircraft noise levels were measured automatically
by airport noise monitoring system, B&K type 3597. A social survey was carried out people living within 100 meters
of noise measurement points, as a rule. Questionnaires were only aggregated face-to—face interviews using various

questions which concemed with demographic, degree of noise annoyance, interference with daily activities and "

health-related symptoms. The questions of noise annoyance were answered on an l1l-point numerical scale. The
respondents, from 18 to 70 years of age, were randomly selected and completed the questionnaire themselves. The

total number of respondents for the questionnaires was 554.
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2. Field Survey
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