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Risk Perception Associated with Noise Exposure on Pilots
& Ground-crews in the Korean Air Force

s e BRI o' o
Yoon-Sung Kang® * Sang-Kyu Park™

ABSTRACT

This study is to evaluate the risk perception of noise of the ground-crews in
the Korean airbases who exposed to noise of jet plane. 1148 ground-crews and
231 pilots of 2 airbases participated in this study. The questionnaires of risk
perception with visual analogue scale were completed by the participants. For
comparison, the perception of other risks such as beef contaminated with dioxin,
AIDS, lung cancer, otitis media, shigellosis, driving, drinking, and smoking were
also included in the questionnaire of risk perception. The results of this study
suggested the necessity of risk communication about noise and activation of

effective hearing conservation program in the Korean air-force.
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<Table 1> Response to the questionnaire with respect to noise and hearing protection
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Fig. 3 Risk perception of ground-crews
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Fig. 5 Risk perception by the recognition of noise

environment
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