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& Aoz Yt B0 4gAAe A9)e 34
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53 A4E 9o 435 (5%F Likert scale), & =1y
(5% Likert scale), M) #3H(3%F Likert scale)dl
A3 8 R YA 2 A5 “éﬁ‘%k‘)i T A
a5 e 1034 FE 4934 o]2th,

Fd dEe 9 ASS AEE AN TR 9
A}g-2 F4d7H(Non-smoker), &% A 2(Former Smo-
ker), 28] &HA(Current Smoker)Z ¥ o]t}
o] e ‘AL B4l Mool A ) 100717 o] L
S 179 “FAe dA geE fgun 1Ty
5L FHAH EEUt ¥FE FF7Habstainer),
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HHANES #£& 7292 2&8 Ao] oh7ld] F
A% B4E 98 B2 715X (sample weight) S A4
A, BE AT RIS & &8, F$79 24H
old @& AZd 24 5 AFAA Y, F o]Re
FRo2 324 JQo] 44y AFHRE EFTh=
A& Bole Fold, £ d47v Z ddAY B8 7}

FAE ttojg} Aule] & Hit BR /I5AE UYrE
S BAAM A2e T EAE TG RS
H& FZ(variance estimation)o]y §9% AZ L 3
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&gkshe o2 MYEHAY. & 37 BE 7EAY
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A

2ol yigdh 7k FEA P5oe] #AE 1) Y8
EAHEA(ANOVA) & B8lA a7dAd. 2 354 3
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I 1. Means & Standard Deviations of Study Variables for Males and Females
W g 4 o4 4

N Mean s. d N Mean s. d
2353 1,436 25.46 10.01 1,823 25.55 7.57
2% 1,544 9.76 418 1,947 9.25 298
&5 1,439 5,935.39 5381.99 1,798 4,994.38 2,978.74
Sk 1,567 37.10 13.56 1,978 37.32 92.90




I 2. Proportion of Males and Females by Smoking Status

W = CRRC oq A4
5T N Percentage N Percentage
=97} 507 324% 629 61.6%
9 A4 397 25.4% 136 13.3%
F%71 662 42.3% 256 25.1%
E 3. ANOVA Test for Males and Females by Smoking Status
4 % ¢ A o A4

N df F value P N df F value P
353 1435 2 7.97 0004 1823 2 9.78 000
& 1,543 2 22,06 0001 1,946 2 96 385
25 1,438 2 531 0050 1,978 2 3.06 047
a7 1,567 2 34.05 0001 1,977 2 4.00 019
E 4. Mean of Variables for Significant Scheffe’s Test by Smoking Status
N A o 4
-7 1 2 3 Lk 1 2 3 vl A9
353 26.29 24.07 23.99 1:21:3 2383 25.14 2640 1:3
2% 1043 892 88 1:21:3 N. S.
25 6284090 60993 529419 1:3 N. S.
a4 3620 4385 4038 1:232:3 39.36 4201 3947 1:2
1=297, 2=%2 A4, 3=§24. N. S.= No Significant
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E 5. Proportion of Males and Females by Alcohol Use Behavior

53} ot fnishl g Bel 29, B
77k B27Age 237 v BahEs)
; AHsn o E37e |

X090 3
T E

ko] s x
Alt} s o] 2%% a4 se gus
FAlA Aolzt gidich #EAY &7
‘1‘71’ Ao HEjA Yolrt 4dd] E9th
oA H 5olM Hi uiel o] 64%9] of

)

7V L
=

g = ¢ 4 4 A
N Percentage N Percentage
a37k 210 15.8% 615 63.9%
8 &7 123 8.5% 30 3.2%
A 2371 354 26.5% 235 24.4%
B SF 386 30.6% 69 7.1%
0 5771 237 18.5% 12 1.3%
E 6. ANOVA Test for Males and Females by Alcohol Use Behavior
" T 4 q 4
g N df F value P N d F value P
33t 1,309 4 454 001 1,720 4 4340 000
& 1411 4 1641 000 1,841 4 53.60 000
25 1,315 4 543 000 1,696 4 30.64 000
S 1432 4 16.36 000 1,868 4 12.56 000
E 7. Mean of Variables for Significant Scheffe’s Test by Alcohol Behavior
y o o= g A o 4
3453} i A5 ik 7353 e A5 a3
1 2242 795 5,053.27 40.83 22.30 7.78 4,117.77 4158
2 2433 761 4,506.16 48.70 26.02 8.50 5,148.78 42.39
3 24.66 10.05 6,271.10 40.20 28.56 10.66 6,057.04 36.74
4 2545 9.88 5873.75 37.87 31.05 1127 7,242.50 36.22
5 26.09 9.59 6,733.19 38.99 31.29 10.13 5,214.39 35.70
vl 1:5 1:34&5 5:1&2 2:134&5 1:34&5 1:4 1:3&4 1:345
Ehis 1:4 2:34&5 2:3 2:3&4 2:4 2:345
1=5%7}, 2=7873 &F7 3=4 &F7}, 4=2% 337} 5=1 &F7}
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E 8. Proportion of Males and Females by Marijuana Use Behavior

- B 4 4

1% N Percentage N Percentage
H A&7} 79 51.4% 790 779%
AP A 250 16.2% 91 9.0%
a A7t 160 10.3% 53 52%
HE A7) 126 43 4.2%
o A4} 216 14.0% 37 3.7%

0 =t] Ag7L, 1~20=48H A7l 3~10=2 AHE7), 11~9W=2% A&7} 1008 o)F=1 AH§7}

E 9. ANOVA Test for Males and Females by Marijuana Use Behavior

~ 04 "_;)‘é .

g 4
4 %
N df F value P N df F value P
2£31&3 1417 4 5209 000 1812 4 75.03 000
R 1,524 4 46.09 000 1,934 4 65.97 000
A5 1421 4 393 003 1,798 4 6.61 000
ay 1,546 4 98.17 000 1,963 4 75.10 000
I 10. Mean of Variables for Significant Scheffe’s Test by Marijuana Use
= g A o 4
2T gsEs w4 A5 43 Emes  @% a5 99
1 2291 83 5,337.60 4553 22.80 8.10 462327 4228
2 25.27 9.7 6,302.96 36.90 3130 11.60 5,582.58 3243
3 27.88 109 6,259.01 3350 3361 12.24 6,367.64 2834
4 3043 116 6,808.25 30.71 34.90 12.04 5,899.50 26.52
5 31.29 116 6,475.40 29.69 36.34 11.93 546194 2657
H] & 1:others 1: others N. S 1:others 1:others 1: others 1:3 1: others

g 2:4&5 2:4&5

1=4] AH87}h, 2=49H Ag7t, 3=4 AH47L, 4=HF AH&7h, 5=d) AHE7h
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E 11. Correlation Coefficients Among Addictive Behaviors

N % 4 o 4

B 1 2 3 1 2 3
&4
o .181* 290*
L 062 267 197 382+

* Coefficients are significant at .05 level.
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{Abstract)

Relationships between Socioeconomic and Cultural Variables and Smoking, Alcohol,
Marijuana Use Behavior

Young Ran Kim

It is necessary to understand the relationship between socio-cultural elements and smoking, alcohol, and marijuana
use behaviors in order to plan public health policy or health promotion program of Mexican Americans. Demographic,
socioeconomic status, and acculturation are variables which reflect mechanisms socialization influences these behavior
patterns among this population. Thus, this study investigates the prevalence of addictive behaviors and individual differe-
nces on addictive behaviors related to variables of acculturation, age, gender, education, and income. And the inter-
relations among addictive behaviors are also examined. The analyses used data for Mexican Americans from the U.S.
Hispanic Health and Nutrition Examination Survey conducted from July 1982 through December 1984 by the National
Center for Health Statistics. ANOVA and correlation coefficients were used for this study. This study found that there
are gender differences among addictive behaviors in their prevalence. Both males’ and females’ alcohol and marijuana
use behaviors are positively related to the acculturation. Females” smoking behavior is positively related to acculturation
while males’ smoking is negatively related to it. Income and education are negatively related to males’ smoking and
positively related to males’ alcohol behavior. However, males’ marijuana behavior is not related to‘income. Females’
smoking behaviors is not significantly related income and education. Education and income are positively related to
marijuana behavior among females. Age is related to all three addictive behaviors among both gender. Age is negatively
related to both males’ and females’ marijuana use behavior. Interrelation between smoking and marijuana use behavior
is not significant among males. However, interrelations between alcohol and marijuana use behavior and between alcohol
and smoking are significant among both genders. Females’ smoking and marijuana use behavior is also significantly
related.
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