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Study on criteria of the mental damage of the court in noise lawsuit
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*Hikaru Ikeda?, Katsuo Inoue!

Request for the life space of the people, the city is diversified due to the development. As a person involved in architectonics related
to the life space, we must respond to these requirements. It demands invisible that the sound has been emphasized, the word “noise”
is widely diffused, the people become words to everyday use, disputes such as noise lawsuit is generally caused.

Now;, Table 1 shows judicial example of noise lawsuit. A case is that harm by noise has been observed but it was dismissed, a case
which the fact is presumed, a case the plaintiff’s claim is rejected because it is ambiguous, from three cases, in court, to establish the
facts about the noise, it is necessary to consider what is needed. In this paper, to examine the clarification of the criteria that court in
noise lawsuit admit the plaintiff and the defendant’s claim.
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Table 1. Judicial examples of noise lawsuit for plaintiff side.
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Figure 1. Plaintiff’s claims.
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Figure 2. Defendant’s claims.

Table 4. Details of the dispute between local residents and the
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Figure 3. Criteria of the court in the mental damage



