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Brief Overview of My
Research
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Caregiver Care Recipient Dyadic Analysis

Significanpredictors ofPotentiallyharmful CG
behavior (Psychological and physighlise; MCTS)
as reported byCR



Predictor OddsRatio (95% CI)
CR physicaimpairment 1.12(1.031.22)**

Spouse CG 8.00(1.72-37.47)***
CG cognitivestatus (worse) 1.20(1.04-1.38)*

CG physicadymptoms 1.07(1.02-1.13)*
CGCESD (16+) 3.47(1.587.62)**

Beach et al. (2005JAGS, 5355261
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Results: Feasibility: A-CASI (n = 224)
A 123 completed with headphones (54.9%)

A 62 read guestions w/o headphones (27.6%)
A 38 asked interviewer to read questions (17.9%)

A Only 1 participant refused to answer mistreatment
guestions

Beach et al. (2010) Journal of Official Statistics, 26, 507-533



Results: Feasibilitv: IVR (n = 227)
A 188 completed no problems (82.8%)

A 25 touchtone phone issues, interviewer read
guestions (11.0%)

A 7 asked interviewer to read questions (3.1%)

A 2 IVR break-offs, interviewer completed
abuse questions on callback (0.9%)

A 5 IVR not complete, refused remainder of
mistreatment questions (2.2%)

Beach et al. (2010) Journal of Official Statistics, 26, 507-533



