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Notes. Standardized regression coefficients are presented. Only significant paths (p<.05) are shown.

Adolescent risk taking was assessed with the Risk Taking

adolescent substance use? Oustiotnaite (Busen 1961) » In contrast, paternal substance dependence had significant B PIesEn Ao RUIRDses colTeliiiis e o oM BB ATe/ AL Inc IHac
_ _ _ : : o : : Indirect eff_e_cts on all of the adolescent substance use measures.
Does adolescent risk taking further mediate this relationship’ Py e s More specifically, adolescents who had substance dependent Coreliiie
fathers had significantly higher levels of disinhibition than those
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model of vulnerability in predicting alcohol use behaviors and re&ponses to these questions, participants weré classified aé follows dependent fathers had significantly lower levels of Moreover, adolescent risk taking further mediated these relations.
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pased on Phase 1 data collected between 1993-1998 and Phase 2 O=have not begun to drink regularly O=never used variables significantly predicted higher levels of risk taking earlier regular drinking and marijuana use. These results point to the
data collected between 1998-2003) 1=19-22 years of age 1=19-22 years of age (B=-.23, p<.001; B=.47, p<.001; B=.12, p<.05, respectively), usefulness of using an epigenetic approach when examining the
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