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Table 1. Comparison of the Characteristics of the Subjects
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Adolescents of

fathers with

Adolescents of
fathers without

alcoholism alcoholism
n==61 Y n=122 % OR 95% C.1

Sex
Male 29 47.5 58 47.5 1.0 0.54—1.85
Female 32 52.5 64 52.5 1.0

Age
12— 14 y/o 11 18.0 22 18.0 1.0 0.43—2.32
15—17 y/o 19 31.2 38 31.2 1.0 043—2.32
18—22 y/o 31 50.8 62 50.8 1.0

Educational level
>9 years 42 68.9 100 82.0 0.49 0.24—1.00
<9 years 19 311 22 18.0 1.0

CHQ scores
High score (=3) 16 25.2 35 28.7 0.88 0.44—1.77
Low score (£2) 45 73.8 87 71.3 1.0

Father’s education
> 6 years 35 57.4 74 60.7 0.87 0.46—1.64
<6 years 26 42.6 48 39.3 1.0

Father’s occupation
Unemployed 7 11.5 2 1.7 6.15 1.21—31.35*
Officer, business 21 344 62 50.8 0.60 0.31—1.15
Farmer, labor 33 54.1 58 47.5 1.0

Family structure
Extended 8 13.1 26 21.3 0.56 0.24—1.32
Nuclear 53 86.9 96 78.7 1.0

Family function

(APGAR index score)
very poor (0—3) 24 393 47 38.5 1.1 0.48—2.50
poor (4—6) 24 39.3 47 38.5 1.1 048—2.50
good (7—10) 13 214 28 230 1.0

Attitude toward

parent’s drinking
Negative 37 60.7 36 29.5 3.68 1.93—7.02*
Non-negative 24 39.3 86 70.5 1.0

*P<0.05

CHQ: Chinese Health Questionnaire
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Table 2. Comparison of the Substance Use between Adolescnts of Fathers with and without Alcohol-

1sm

Adolescents of

fathers with

Adolescents of
fathers without

alcoholism alcoholism
n==61 % n=122 Y% OR 95% C.L
Drinking
Yes 41 67.2 72 59.1 1.42 0.74—2.71
No 20 37.8 50 409 1.0
Smoking .
Yes 12 19.7 44 36.1 0.43 0.21—0.90*
No 49 80.3 78 63.9 1.0
Betel-nut chewing
Yes 11 18.0 35 28.7 0.55 0.26—1.17
No 50 82.0 87 71.3 1.0
Drinking +smoking
Yes 12 19.7 39 319 0.52 0.25—1.09
No 49 80.3 83 68.1 1.0
Smoking+ betel-nut
chewing
Yes 8 13.1 31 25.4 2.26 0.97—5.20
No 53 86.9 91 74.6 1.0
Drinking + betel-nut
chewing
Yes 11 18.0 32 26.2 0.62 0.29—1.33
No 50 82.0 90 73.8 1.0
Drinking+ smoking+
betel-nut chewing
Yes 8 13.1 28 229 0.51 0.22—1.19
No 53 86.9 94 77.1 1.0
Drug use
Yes 0 0 6 49 — i
No 61 100.0 116 95.1 1.0
*P<0.05
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Table 3. Comparison of Circumstances of Alcohol Use between Adolescents of Fathers with and with-
out Alcoholism

Adolescents of Adolescents of
fathers with fathers without
alcoholism alcoholism
n==61 % n=122 % X2 P value
Categories
Beer 17 41.5 22 30.6 2.39 0.49
Liquor 12 29.3 22 30.6
Wine 4 9.7 13 18.0
Others 8 19.5 15 20.8
Quantity (drink of beer)
Less than 0.5 28 68.3 41 56.9 5.30 0.15
0.5—1 1 24 8 11.2
More than 1 1 2.4 5 6.9
Uncertain 11 269 18 25.0
Frequency
1—2/year 22 53.7 32 444 2.40 0.50
3—6/year 8 19.5 21 29.2
1—2/month 6 14.6 9 12.5
3—6/month 5 12.2 10 13.9
Time
Weekend or
holiday 8 19.5 26 36.1 2.87 0.09
Uncertain 33 80.5 46 63.9
Place
Home 14 34.1 33 45.8 0.81 0.67
Resturant 19 46.4 27 37.5
Both 8 19.5 12 16.7
Motivation
Social drinking 14 34.2 21 29.2 0.76 0.86
Family drinking 11 26.8 24 333
Personal drinking 7 17.1 11 15.3
Others 9 21.9 16 222
Drunk experience
Yes 7 17.1 16 22.2 0.48 0.49
No 34 82.9 56 77.8

1 drink=350 cc of beer
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Table 4. Personal Risk Factors Related to Adolescent Alcohol Use

Users

Nonusers

L))
n=113 n=70 OR 95% CI

Sex
Male 64 23 2.67 1.43—4.98*
Female 49 47 1.0

Religious activity
Yes 27 18 0.90 045—1.79
No 85 51 1.0

Age
=18 y/o 73 50 0.73 0.38—1.39
<18 y/o 40 20 1.0

Education (years)
29 89 53 1.19 0.59—2.42
<9 24 17 1.0

CHQ score
High score (23) 39 12 2.55 1.22—5.30*
Low score (£2) 74 58 1.0

Smoking
User 25 1 26.21 3.45—199.33*
Ex-user 26 4 6.82 2.25—20.65*
Nonuser 62 65 1.0

Betel-nut chewing
User 8 0 - -
Ex-user 35 3 11.17 3.28—38.04*
Nonuser 70 67 1.0

Behavioral problem
Yes 86 28 478 2.55—8.95*
No 27 42 1.0

*P<0.05
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Table 5. Family Risk Factors Related to Adolescent Alcohol Use

Users Nonusers o
n=113 n=10 OR 95% CI

Alcoholic fathers
Yes 41 20 1.42 0.75—2.171
No 72 50 1.0

Father smoking
Yes 84 44 1.71 0.90—3.26
No 29 26 1.0

Father betel-nut chewing
Yes 60 31 1.42 0.78—2.60
No 53 39 1.0

Mother drinking
Yes 31 12 1.83 0.87—3.85
No 82 58 1.0

Attitude toward parent’s

drinking
Negative 38 35 0.51 0.28—0.93*
Nonnegative 75 35 1.0

Father’'s education
Primary school 67 40 1.12 0.64—2.15
Above primary school 43 30 1.0

Health status of father
Poor 83 60 0.46 0.21—1.01
Well 30 10 1.0

Family function

(APGAR index)
Very poor (0—3) 50 21 227 1.02—5.03*
Moderate poor (4—6) 42 29 1.38 0.64—2.99
Good (7—10) 21 20 1.0

*P<0.05
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Table 6. Environmental Risk Factors Related to Adolescent Alcohol Use

Users

Nonusers

0
n=113 n=70 OR 95% €1
Smoking among
classmates or friends
Yes 98 39 5.19 2.53—10.67*
No 15 31 1.0
Chewing betel-nut among
classmates or friends
Yes .70 17 5.08 2.61—9.87*
No 43 53 1.0
Drinking among
classmates or friends
Yes 96 32 6.71 3.34—13.48*
No 17 38 1.0
Supervision of teacher
Severe 32 23 0.81 0.42—1.54
Lax 81 47 1.0
Expectation of teacher
High 20 34 1.26 0.65—2.45
Low 41 88 1.0

*P<0.05
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Table 7. The Risk Factors Related to Adolescent Alcohol Use by Logistic Regression

Users

Nonusers Adjusted

0
n=113 n=70 odds ratio 95% CIL.
Sex
Male 64 23 2.15 1.06—4.62*
Female 49 47 1.0
CHQ score
High score (23) 39 12 2.69 1.16—6.23*
Low score (£2) 74 58 1.0
Behavior problems
Yes 86 28 3.42 1.62—7.17*
No 27 42 1.0
Fathers with alcoholism
Yes 41 20 2.12 0.93—4.82
No 72 50 1.0
Attitude toward parent’s
drinking
Negative 38 35 0.49 0.09—1.09
Non-negative 75 35 1.0
Drinking among
classmates or friends
Yes 96 32 5.05
No 17 38 1.0 2.32—11.02*

*P<0.05
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RISK FACTORS RELATED TO ALCOHOL USE AMONG
ADOLESCENTS OF FATHERS WITH ALCOHOLISM

Mei-Sang Yang, Fang-Tzu Chang, Hsin-Hsin Chung,
Shun-Sheng Chen* and Ying-Chin Ko*

The purposes of this study were: 1) to in-
vestigate the risk factors related to alcohol use
among adolescents of fathers with alcoholism.
2) to compare their drinking behaviors with the
adolescents whose fathers were non-alcoholics.
Sixty-one adolescents, including 29 males and
32 females, aged from 12 to 22 whose fathers
were alcoholics formed the case group. 122 age
and sex matched adolescents in a ratio of 1:2
whose fathers were not-alcoholics were recruited
as the comparison group (normal/control).
Data were collected by interview during home
visits or by mailing questionnaires to patients.
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ng Medical College, Kaohsiung, Taiwan, Republic of
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The prevalence rates of drinking, smoking and
betel-nut chewing among the adolescents of fa-
thers with alcoholism were 67.2%, 19.7%, 18%.
There was no significant difference in drinking
behavior between the two groups. Beer was the
most popular drink in adolescents’ drinking ha-
bits. The most popular motivation of drinking
was the peer pressure by friends. The significant
risk factors of alcohol use among the adolesc-
ents included male.poor mental health status.
adolescents with behavioral problems and alco-
hol use amongst classmates or friends.
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