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o ABSTRACT O

Our research aims to understand the real perspective of smoking phenomena, Study the
causes and the economic effects of this phenomena on the life of families in the
Governorate of Latakia.

We studded a simple probability sample of 385 adults from Leticia Governorate to test
proposed hypothesizes. The results of our study indicate the following:

1. The percent of Smokers of cigarette in the governorate of Latakia is 40.7% in opposite
38.8% of smoking hookah.

2. There is a significant deference in smoking cigarette according to Gender. Female are
the less smoking of cigarettes.

3. There is no significant deference in smoking hookah according to Gender.

4. There is a significant deference in smoking cigarette according to education level.
Persons in secondary education level are less smoking than essential level.

5. There is no significant deference in smoking hookah according to education level.

6. There is a significant deference in smoking cigarette according to person's age.
Smoking cigarette has a positive correlation with person's age.

7. There are a significant deference in smoking hookah according to person's age.
Smoking hookah has a negative correlation with person's age.

8. Tabaco expenditure of families in the Sample is 20.6% of families income.

9. Smoking hookah or cigarette separately or both hookah and cigarette together has a
significant impact on the Family’s life level.

Keywords: Smoking hookah, Smoking cigarettes, Smoking expenditure, The influence of
smoking on family.
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D opdal) B adetl) g giua 1.2
t Alad) (AN b adetl) ggina ) -
Dilandl i b adedll ggid Aglas) AN 53 Bl aag YV — Hp axall duad
Al 0% A el (sl Adloas) AV 53 aag = Hyp Aol Gl
Slaudl Ay el e One Way ANOVA  Llayl salal oulill las) Ll Loyl o34 lgay
(13) Jsaall b Auall i) e Uliasd aeil ggisd) Cann

olad¥) (gala) bl LA qeits —(13) Jsaad

Sl Ay
Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 2.804 4 701 2.854 .024
Within Groups 93.336 380 .246
Total 96.140 384

SPSS iy alaaiuly Al @lily (e alill 1 jaadll

35 0=0.05 izl AV g5ise e S a5 Sig =0.024 dlaa¥) dedll of HLEAY) dagy Cpfy Cus
il AN A adeil) sgid Alan) AN 3 1 asae AN Alad) dpua @l Jiis adell A jh iy

Al saledl) lala 338 G jilad) (A 3 osie (38 3sas LSD dysieadl cliy @l i las) (e Loy
(14) Jsaall 8 (e 58 LS Lyl saleil) el 3385 Jif ]
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b)) ggiauall cua slaad) Gdall LSD Ayginal) cilbg dl) jLad) milis — (14) Jeaad)

Dependent Variable: yilaw i
LSD
Mean 95% Confidence Interval
Difference
(I) Apadall Al (I—J) Std. Error Sig. Lower Bound Upper Bound

i dlae) sl .229° .080 .004 .07 .39
L ia 3gxa .084 .084 319 -.08 25

s 207 .080 010 .05 .36

Lle ciluly 218 .163 182 -.10 .54

SPSS zaliy aladinly dill lily (e Caldl : jaadll
Sig=0.0425 5 (S ap (o el 32l lala G dpsinadl Cligal Adlaa) dedll culS Cua
A2 5d (58 dsmss ALY ALl A il) Qs aael) dumjd by iy 0=0.05 adieall AV (gise (ga Ji
g aan Voo S Alae V) salell) Gsleay e Ayl saledl) el G cual) & dglias)
@la o S and O5S] dgry anll geimall Gl 13 Jaly dpadedll lgiaall A (o Al (8 dygiee
Ome sn LS JN) e Al bdgd cpavl A culS Gl Lealad) Auball dlage B Al salgal

(15) dsaadl
dpadl) Adlal) Lua jilaadd) CAY pitie laugia — (15) Jsaad

Total PSR Jaala Laiisia dgae il Ji  dalae) | dalenl) A0S

0.52 0.45 0.47 0.59 0.44 0.67 Mean

385 11 116 85 115 58 N

0.5 0.522 0.501 0.495 0.499 0.473 Std. Deviation

SPSS galiys alasinly dial) il o aaldl 1 jaadll
Ll Jlie Ji f dalacy) 25l 0.68 eV (0.5 4wslia Jausgia ilai) ilawdl (AN ke augie Cim
Vgl saledll 4l 0.44 JaY)
ALY L) B adatl) gt B o
AN g il 8 el gl Aglas) NS 53 i aag Y — Hy aaell 4
ALY i il b caldail) (ggiuall dilias) AV 53 A ang = Hy dladl Gl
AN pay sl e One Way ANOVA  olai) alal ool L) Lol duzadl) o34 LadY

(16) Jsadl b Al i) e Uloani ool (s5iea) o
paladl) (g giana uun pdlaad) cpdail slad¥) galal bl L) mdlid —(16) Jeaad)

Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups .923 4 231 .926 .449
Within Groups 94.703 380 .249
Total 95.626 384

SPSS i alaaiuly duall cilily (e Galll 1 jaadll
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Jiv il 0=0,05 AN ssise (e Ji a5 Sig=0.449 LllaaV) gl o V) dagiy cpy Cua
ALY i 8 ailal) sgial Aglian) AND o3 1 asag adey AL aoal) dia

5 d S Apalac ) saledll (yslany ey Al el A 8 il giaal Aplas) AND 3 S sag
ALY i b adetl) gl Aglias) AN 3 i asay aae

opdal) JLa B e 5.3
5\ PO IOYERE. g VOS [ IE

el a5 (8 seall ANs 53 B aag ¥ = Hy paal) B

Sladl A5 4 peall dflan ANs 53 T aag = Hy Alad) Ga )

Slad) (ayy pendl e One Way ANOVA i) sala) cplall ladl lieadin) dpcajdll oda lody
(17) Jsaall b Aupal i) e Uliasd yeall Caa

sl s ilad) cpdail slad¥l galal culil) JLas) milE— (17) Jeaad)

Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 5.977 4 1.494 6.297 .000
Within Groups 90.164 380 237
Total 96.140 384

SPSS zaliy alainly duall ilily (e Caalll @ jaadl)
dnj miy G 0=0.05 adiedl AV ssise o B a5 Sig =0.0 ddlaa¥) dedll of G aai Gia
Dilaad) (A 8 peall Aplan) AVS g3 T sm g AL ALl Apua dll iy anell
Langd LSD dysinal) culisall Jo loaly L o)a¥) il ge jilad) i led Caliny ) culil) ddjd]
sl s ilad) aadil LSD dyginal) cilbg il HLas) gl — (18) Jsand)

95% Confidence Interval
Mean Difference
(1) e (-J) Std. Error Sig. Lower Bound Upper Bound
-25 45-55 -.337-° 072 .000 -.48 -.20
55 - -.312-° 151 .039 -.61 -.02
25-35 | 45-55 -.229-° .066 .001 -.36 -.10
35-45 | 45-55 -.198-° 072 .006 -.34 -.06

*_ The mean difference is significant at the (0.05 level.
SPSS iy alaaiuly Al @ilily (e bl 1 jradll
L 25 e Jil jeall 258 G (020,05 2dinall AN soie o S Allaial) dagl) ) (gsine @l OIS Cam
25-35, 35-45 ol e IS On sime @l OIS i 8 (55 D) Gsb edlls 45-55) o) ol

L s 45-55 4l
.(19) Jsaall (8 e o LS dgpeall bl 3 jpeal) Jassgie L guasll (0 el
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) s il iy e Bugia — (19) Jsiad

el -25 25-35 | 35-45| 45-55 55- Total
Mean 0.54 0.45 0.38 0.5 0.08 0.46

N 79 108 79 107 12 385

Std. Deviation | 0.501 0.5 0.488 | 0.502 0.289 0.499

SPSS galiy aladily disll il (e Eaaldl 2 jaadl
oAy il e O Cum sitad) e el oSy s IS8 LSl el iland) i of La gy Cua
AU 13 add o Al (e aall Al o) 385 0) g Ny aall i ek I 5 plad)

Bl oy palia¥) e e JS0 aalad) i
ALY AN 8 edl B -
A 0 3 seall AN 33 i ang ¥ = Hy aoall duad
ALY a5 (& eall flas) ANs 53 1 aag = Hy dlad) Gl
ASH Ay el e One Way ANOVA laiyl salal cplall [laa) Leadind dpa i) oda laaY
(20) Jsaall & dusall il e Ulasd jeall o
) aa ALY Al slas¥) galal cplall JLES) @il — (20) Jgaad

Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 5.977 4 1.494 6.297 .000
Within Groups 90.164 380 237
Total 96.140 384

SPSS maliy aladiuly dall clily (0 Saldl 2 jaadll
Aiag by iy 0=0.05 saiedll AN siine o B a5 Sig =00 Adlial) dadll of & aai
ALEN GRS 3 eall Ailanl NS 53 i 2 gaps AN ALad) L il Jiiiy p2al
langd LSD ysinl cliy,dl il LAl Ui (gAY clidl e ALY (pasi led Calidy ) i) ddjedd

) cuaa ALY cpanil LSD Ajgiaall cldg il Ll milis — (21) Jgaad)

95% Confidence Interval
Mean
(1) s Difference (1-J) Std. Error Sig. Lower Bound Upper Bound
Upto25 | 35-45 165 079 .037 .01 32
55- .461° 153 .003 .16 .76
25-35 55- .370° 150 .014 .07 .67
*. The mean difference is significant at the 0.05 level.

SPSS zaliy aladiuly digell clily (e aald) 1 jaadll
L 25 e Jil jeall 358 G (020,05 2dinall ANV e o B Adlaial) dagdl) ) gsine @l OIS Cam
25-35, 35-45 ol e IS om gsine @A OIS i 8 (55 1 38 enlls 45-55) sl ol
i 3w 45-55 aadl
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(22) Jsaadl & e 98 LS Apanl) LN 8 asal) Jasgie Liis = guasll (e 2ials
sl qua pilad) cpadai jate haugia — (22) Jeaad)

ezl -25 25-35 35-45 45-55 55- Total
Mean 0.54 0.45 0.38 0.5 0.08 0.46

N 79 108 79 107 12 385
Std. Deviation 0.501 0.5 0.488 0.502 0.289 0.499

SPSS zaliy aladiuly diall cilily e Caaldl 1 jaadl
A i) hagie 5 Cus Bl el dey ol o) i) A ey ST 0pas of U gy i
e bl il dppeall S e Al e sl Al 6 5850 O cang iy peall i bl ALSHY)
b JS 3yalhall o2a
By) Bla B cpdatl) AT -1
LFE sLall alic 48 o ) WY dad) Jaall sy Wd ) sla & cpaxdl) 51 4l
Auall A5y R e pdl) s o Uaily el
Do ALSYI5 ilandl 4o sty il o gl Jawsiag ¢ Al 2l sl Jas lawgie (23) dsaad o
tob LS s Auad) ud G LSV )l Gitae aaey dgyeal) ciblll YL

LeBliily ) JA0 @lily - (23) Jgaad)
Percent Std. Deviation Mean Sum
0.4357 1.549 1.98 762 Sl sase s
0.2842 1.320 1.29 497 A i 2
1.496 4.54 1749 ¥l Al 2ae
41.960 62.23 23960 @l Jaal
0.1248 7.364 7.77 2991 Dilad) A dds
0.0812 5.488 5.05 1946 A cpax 4
0.794 41.02653 49.4117 19023.50 By G3lasl

Se syl Gl 5,05 Jilie dgyem 8yl ) 7277 5 o0k i) cpas e ) Bl Jaugie G ol Cua
s call 12,83 (AL, V1y i) 48s) cpall e 5300 el Y Jassio meuay Jlls LS
Al A5 Jas bugie (30 20.6% Jalay e 58y Agsm

S ¥ 125 Jllls 2009 ale saaid) asY) asadic) @il @l ) aad) laeY) gey sl 16
Cipa srus Lall s 4.54 58 5,u9) 2bil dae Jawgie oy Wed Ve 37.5 dalay Lo 1 [10] a5
A Glhadl sl i [11] dgysm 5 438 58 2018 alall (grpul) (Al Cipaall Chhli v Y50l
s 3 74570 a5

oo S s 40 70000 oo el lelan Ji duad) sul e 68.8% (O (5) Jsaad) & Laag IS
las g 20.60%  Llaasy 365 Gl ey Glladl El as e gyedl) Wiy Jiy duadl ) e 68.8%
Jas Alle das Ay Al e
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Lassd Factorial ANOVA lial lieaivd oY of Lgiee 5u¥) 3lal e cpanl) a0 G 13 Lad 4d el
(24) Jsaall 8 Annall Akl

Tests of Between-Subjects Effects
Dependent Variable: Fam_Expend
Source Type Il Sum of df Mean Square F Sig.
Squares
Corrected Model 210253.245% 70 3003.618 2.107 .000
Intercept 373795.328 1 373795.328 262.178 .000
FSC 78760.416 11 7160.038 5.022 .000
FAC 36061.744 11 3278.340 2.299 .010
FSC * FAC 97301.644 48 2027.118 1.422 .042
Error 447678.771 314 1425.729
Total 1919307.000 385
Corrected Total 657932.016 384

AN gsise (0 S a5 Sig=0.0 & ( FSC) s & Jilasd) o Gyl 5Y dllaa¥l dedll aai Cum
dao b pilaadl gl goine 1 2 gy AL ALl dpa dll Jiiig paadl dpa i iad s g 0=0.05 izl
)

adinal) AN sgise (e el a5 Sig=0.744 & (Arkiler) AN il Lilaa¥) dedl aai LS
Syl Jio A ALY panl goine S dgag adey AL aaall dumj Jiis Sl 0=0.05

Ji a5 Sig=0.041 _a ( Smoker * Arkiler) ALS Y1 (a5 ae yilaaad) i 31 Alaal) dadll (<1
G osina 1 3gm g0 AL ALl dpcajdll Jiig adall dpiad iy Gllily 0=0.05 aaixad)l ANV (s5iue (1
) J2 8 lee LS Silandl i

00 o 2l geill 3y laugie a3 4.54 s Al 8 5 2bd dae asgie i) o s 1Y)
Gy Loy Jally e d 1710 8 lasd) i o 3dll ()¢l BlaY) Jasins good 1110 58 2SSV
Lsin (e d 33870 Jobey Lo 5l Tpeid 0aJ 2820 2 il e 480U dlsdlas b 2jill (5l

YY) e sl Gag ) il sl e Ay el bl bl il i Wl miti iy skl (e
Caba) oda Aallae o Ayyedl bl cillle Ll (3yats dabiaal) Ll ) (bl dyp ol
sa lgdyig ) Al Apnlaiy) Ul A gis syalall i AadlCal Lad Lidas lasind callaly g3 )
s Jae ash Bla Al

tGluagilly claliiiuy)

relaliiied)

siaad 38.8%  Awa Jlie AADU Abdlae B QW g0 40.7% o o il Sdae A ]
ALY

GRS L 0a s IS0 8 sluall A Aad ilandl A 8 gl Aglas) AN ) A a2
) R e aall Alea o B el e 3G S o) g @llaly S
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0 e aall Al ol 4 S o) g Ay ALSY) A gl Afliaal AN 5 T aan V.3

e Yy L83 ) ALSSY)

On el G B (ggiee (38 dam Cum ilad) A el ggidd Afliaal AN 0 i e 4

A S alae W saledl) ¢ slany (e g gl Baledll dlea

ALY (A b adail) ggisdd Aglas) ANS 53 e ¥ L5

seall i sk IS w5 land) Sdse Gt flaad) R (8 eell Adleas) AN 53 aag 6

AV Appeall 4 e Lo Aypenl) colial) 28 3 aaa uitaal el Qs ey o3 )

G Y1 peall ai el ALK i8ae dawid ALSY) s 8 el Aflias) ANY 53 i 0y 7

WSy palls ) gl ae Jsating Bpmall dpeall bl G L) ek apllall ol oS ) i

Agpeal) il oda 1) aallsals Ales dagi ol Lo jiladl i

20.6% I s amsiy Ayl V) aled ledian ) dplaid) dsilall Jla 6 ol el sl .8

ol o Gl Lelas (e

B Aliaa (g5 (b (gina 1 ALY S el i e 5] 3WY 35 .9

Bpul) Alma (st g AT e G e laad) i e Y @8 s 10
tluagll)

ol sall 5 85N s Al

s bl sl e cpaxl) e 3yl duhy bl sla®y) 8 gl 5w o

cseshll i) e syghad JBY ) gl i) sala ) dlaaY) aas —

coadl sl e aall dugalay Argye Glehiay A Sall cileall dasl -

saalyad)
Aoyl Adla Sl dgn e cpill Gaball i 1 Al delanV) delsal) e Laa S5 el -1
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