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The PACT represents a strengths-based approach to documenting communicative ability, developed in close partnership with

“Testing reminds me that I'm clients, care partners, Clinicians, nd researchers
degenerating.” - PwWPPA

INTRODUCTION METHOD RESU LTS 31 PACT items evaluate strengths-based performance from CONCLUS'ONS

the listener perspective

“I loved 1t. A conversation was what | needed.” - PwPPA
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Finalizec
An assessment of communicative PACT

competence, based on a mutually-
beneficial and minimally burdensome« Data were collected between May 7th, 2024, and

* 8/9 PwWPPA and 6/6 care partners rated the PACT as superior
to traditional neuropsychological assessment.
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