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An Analysis of the Airport Problem and the Damage incurred
by the Latency of Victimization zone—By using the Theory of

Victimization zone-Benefit zone

ABSTRACT

The theory of Victimization zone-Benefit zone is based on people’s common profit and

damage. But in the field, the damage is separated according to each person who suffers.

This article describes a method of estimating damage in a way which approximates the

field experience, by paying attention to the interaction between the separate damage and

the common damage of the zone.

A method used by the policy for compensation targeting the common noise-level

couldn’t protect a community. Though it seems to assure the freedom of choice, it was a

“structured choice” where responsibility can be shifted onto no one. The decision in the

community that is shared by many inhabitants couldn’t be carried out any more. There-

fore, it became very difficult when a victim began to complain about the rationale for the

compensation for damage. The community collapsed as a result.
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