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ABSTRACT (250 words): 

Background 

Advance care planning has been shown to improve end of life decision-making for people with 

dementia. However, the impact of goals of care conversations between people with dementia and 

their caregivers has not been characterized. 

Objective 

In this study, we evaluate the association between goals of care conversations and advance care 

planning outcomes. 

Methods 

Retrospective advance care planning measures were collected via a questionnaire administered to 

166 caregivers after the death of the person with dementia for whom they provided care. 

Results 

At time of death, the majority of decedents with dementia had advance directives, health care 

agents, and previous goals of care conversations with their caregiver. Goals of care conversations 

were significantly associated with the perceived usefulness of advance directives, the perceived 

adherence to advance directives, and decedent dying at their desired place of death, but not with 

disagreements around end of life care. 

Conclusion 

Our findings suggest that goals of care conversations are an important component of advance 

care planning. These findings support the development of interventions that facilitate such 

conversations between people with dementia and their caregivers. 

KEY WORDS (4-10): advance care planning, dementia, Alzheimer’s disease, terminal care, 

patient preference 
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INTRODUCTION 

Despite significant research efforts, dementia remains a terminal illness that requires 

complex physical and psychosocial support that often intensifies near the end of life[1]. End of 

life medical care for people with dementia is more aggressive[2-5] and expensive[6–8] than for 

those without dementia, and caregivers are often dissatisfied with this care[9–11]. Progressive 

cognitive decline and associated changes in behavior and decision-making are especially 

pronounced features of dementia as compared to other terminal illnesses. Therefore, advance 

care planning early in the disease course is increasingly viewed as a critical palliative care 

intervention for people with dementia[12,13]. However, the components of effective advance care 

planning are not well characterized for people with dementia, caregivers, and clinicians. 

Advance care planning is defined as a process that supports adults in understanding and 

sharing their values, goals, and preferences regarding future medical care[14] . Studies have linked 

advance care planning with improved end of life outcomes for people with dementia[15,16] 

including less aggressive care at the end of life[17–19], fewer hospitalizations[20–23], and increased 

patient and caregiver satisfaction[24,25]. In the United States, advance care planning has often 

been narrowly conceived in terms of completing legal documents in the form of advance 

directives such as living wills and durable powers of attorney to designate health care agents. 

However, this conception has shifted in more recent literature to encompass a broader, ongoing 

process of communicating and planning for future care[26]. 

One important component of advance care planning that requires fuller characterization is 

the goals of care conversation between a person with dementia and their caregiver. 

Unfortunately, caregivers often serve as surrogate decision-makers without ever having 

discussed wishes and preferences for end of life medical care with the person with 
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dementia[27,28]. People with dementia and caregivers may avoid such conversations because of 

discomfort with the subject, denial, or lack of understanding of the disease course[29–32]. Those 

with dementia may discuss wishes with lawyers in the course of drafting directives, but such 

conversations and documents are not always revealed to caregivers, sometimes due to attorney-

client confidentiality[33]. As a result, surrogate decision-makers often poorly predict the 

preferences of people with dementia[34–36] and lack concordance with advance directives [37,38]. 

Goals of care conversations between people with dementia and their caregivers may help better 

prepare caregivers for their roles as surrogate decision-makers and improve end of life outcomes. 

Interventions that aim to support people with dementia across the disease spectrum might 

emphasize goals of care conversations as a key aspect of advance care planning. In this study, we 

evaluate the association between goals of care conversations and advance care planning 

outcomes. 

METHODS 

Study design 

We used data from the Care Ecosystem randomized controlled trial, a telephone and web-

based support intervention which provides people with dementia and their caregivers with 

trained care team navigators and clinicians with dementia expertise[39,40]. A total of 804 dyads of 

people with dementia and their caregivers were enrolled from March 2015 to May 2019. As of 

October 2020, 270 participants with dementia were deceased and 166 caregivers completed a 

planned post-mortem survey. This study was approved by the University of California, San 

Francisco (UCSF) and the University of Nebraska Medical Center (UPMC) Institutional Review 

Boards. Dyads provided written informed consent. A legally authorized representative provided 

written informed consent for participants with dementia who lacked capacity. 
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Study participants 

Inclusion criteria for participants with dementia included dementia diagnosis, age ≥45, 

Medicare- or Medicaid-enrolled or pending, the presence of an unpaid family caregiver, 

residence in California, Nebraska, or Iowa, and death at the time of the study. Additional 

inclusion criteria for caregiver participants included having primary responsibility for the 

enrolled person with dementia, being a legal adult, and survey completion. People with dementia 

were excluded from initial Care Ecosystem trial enrollment if they had a life expectancy of less 

than 3 months or were living in a nursing home. 

Measures 

During the postmortem survey, we asked caregivers retrospectively whether the person 

with dementia possessed an advance directive, designated a health care agent, and had a prior 

conversation with them about goals of care at the end of life. Caregivers were also asked whether 

they found the advance directive useful, whether the wishes in the advance directive were 

followed, whether the decedents died where they wanted to die, and whether there were 

disagreements among the family or medical team about end of life care decisions. Decedent and 

caregiver demographic characteristics, dementia severity using the Quick Dementia Rating 

System (QDRS)[41], and decedent comorbidities were collected upon study enrollment. 

Analysis 

We used nested univariable and multivariable logistic regression to evaluate the 

associations between goals of care conversations and the four outcomes of interest: perceived 

usefulness of advance directives, perceived adherence to advance directives, death at desired 

location, and disagreements around end of life decisions. 
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Decedent and caregiver predictors were selected based on literature on advance care 

planning in dementia. Decedent race and ethnicity variables were combined and dichotomized 

(‘non-white and/or Hispanic’ and ‘white and non-Hispanic’) to avoid model estimation errors 

due to small cell counts. Caregiver race and ethnicity were not included given collinearity with 

decedent race and ethnicity. Caregiver relationship to decedent was also dichotomized (‘spouse 

and/or partner’ and ‘not spouse or partner’). Predictor variables for age, education, and dementia 

severity were mean centered for analysis. 

We developed three nested logistic models for each of the four outcomes of interest. The 

first model applied univariable logistic regression to assess isolated associations of prior goals of 

care conversations between decedents and their caregivers with the model outcomes. The second 

model applied multivariable logistic regression to assess associations with prior goals of care 

conversations alongside decedent characteristics. Finally, the third model applied multivariable 

logistic regression to assess associations with prior goals of care conversations alongside both 

decedent and caregiver characteristics. Decedent characteristics included age at death, gender, 

race/ethnicity, education, dementia severity at enrollment, and number of comorbidities. 

Caregiver characteristics included caregiver age at decedent death, gender, education, and 

relationship to decedent. Both multivariable models also controlled for randomization to the 

study intervention arm after no association was detected. 

Odds ratios and confidence intervals were calculated from the logistic regression 

coefficients. Model selection was performed using ANOVA sequentially to test whether each 

more complex model significantly explained more deviance than the next simplest model. All 

statistical analyses were conducted using R Studio; a two-tailed p value of <0.05 was considered 

statistically significant. 
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RESULTS 

Study population characteristics 

166 of 270 eligible caregivers completed the postmortem survey after the death of the 

person with dementia by the time of this analysis. Characteristics of the decedents and their 

caregivers are summarized in Table 1. 

Advance care planning at time of decedent death as reported by caregivers is also 

summarized in Table 1. The great majority of decedents participated in advance care planning 

prior to death. Among the 166 caregiver respondents, 130 caregivers (78.3%) reported having at 

least one goals of care conversation with the decedent and 155 (93.4%) reported that the 

decedent had an advance directive. Out of the 155 decedents reported to have advance directives, 

149 decedents (96.1%) designated a health care agent as part of the advance directive. 143 of the 

149 designated health care agents (96.0%) were the caregiver participants enrolled in this study. 

Table 1. Characteristics of the 166 PWD-caregiver dyads 

Variable by participant category 

Decedents with dementia n = 166 

Age at death, mean (SD) 80.9 (10.0) 

Female (%) 89 (53.6) 

Care Ecosystem intervention (%) 114 (68.7) 

State of residence (%) 

California 104 (62.7) 

Nebraska 58 (34.9) 

Iowa 4 (2.4) 

Race (%) 

White 138 (83.1) 

Asian 15 (9.0) 

Black 6 (3.6) 

Other or mixed 7 (4.2) 
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Hispanic ethnicity (%) 11 (6.6) 

Education (%) 

<High school 10 (6.0) 

High school graduate 36 (21.7) 

Some college 30 (18.1) 

College degree or higher 90 (54.2) 

Dementia severity at enrollment (%) 

Mild (QDRS score <12) 55 (33.1) 

Moderate (QDRS score 13-20) 67 (40.4) 

Advanced (QDRS score 20-30) 44 (26.5) 

# of comorbidities, mean (SD) 2.4 (1.8) 

Caregivers n = 166 

Age at decedent death, mean (SD) 66.8 (10.8) 

Female (%) 126 (75.9) 

Race (%) 

White 140 (84.3) 

Asian 12 (7.2) 

Black 8 (4.8) 

Other or mixed 6 (3.6) 

Hispanic ethnicity (%) 10 (6.1) 

Education (%) 

<High school 2 (1.2) 

High school graduate 11 (6.6) 

Some college 33 (19.9) 

College degree or higher 120 (72.3) 

Relationship to decedent (%) 

Spouse or partner 96 (57.8) 

Daughter 55 (33.1) 

Son 10 (6.0) 

Other family 3 (1.8) 

Other 2 (1.2) 
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Advance care planning n = 166 

Caregiver had a goals of care conversation 

with decedent (%) 

130 (78.3) 

Decedent had an advance directive (%) 155 (93.4) 

Decedent’s advance directive 

designated a health care agent (%)* 

149 (96.1) 

Enrolled caregiver was the decedent’s 
designated health care agent (%)** 

143 (96.0) 

*Responses out of the 155 decedents who had an advance directive. 

**Responses out of the 149 decedents who had designated a health care agent. 

Associations of goals of care conversations with advance care planning outcomes 

Table 2 displays the logistic regression models which analyze the associations of goals of 

care conversations with the advance care planning outcomes of interest. For the association of 

goals of care conversations with the perceived usefulness of the advance directives, the preferred 

model included decedent but not caregiver characteristics as predictors. In this model, goals of 

care conversations were strongly associated with the perceived usefulness of advance directives. 

Decedent age (OR 1.17, 95% CI 1.09 – 1.29) and decedent educational attainment (OR 2.23, 

95% CI 1.27 - 4.30) were also positively associated with the perceived usefulness of advance 

directives. For the association of goals of care conversations with the perceived adherence to 

advance directives, the preferred model also included decedent but not caregiver characteristics 

as predictors. In this model, goals of care conversations were strongly associated with the 

perceived adherence to advance directives. Non-white and/or Hispanic race/ethnicity (OR -1.88, 

95% CI 0.66 – (-2.83)) was negatively associated with perceived adherence to the advance 

directive while decedent educational attainment (OR 0.68, 95% CI 0.33 - 2.03) was positively 

associated. The univariable model was the preferred model for the association of goals of care 

conversations with decedent dying at their desired location. Finally, goals of care conversations 

were not significantly associated with disagreements around end of life care in the univariable or 
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multivariable models. Of note, the Care Ecosystem intervention had no association in any of the 

models with the four outcomes of interest. 

Table 2. Odds ratios and 95% confidence intervals of nested logistic regressions with goals of 

care conversations as a predictor of advance care planning outcomes 

Variable Proportion Univariable With decedent predictors With decedent and caregiver 
predictors 

OR (95% CI) p OR (95% CI) p OR (95% CI) p 

Perceived usefulness of 
advance directives 

125/154 (81.2%) 8.8   (3.5 – 22.9) <.001 19.1 (5.9 – 75.2) <.001 17.7 (5.2 – 75.2) <.001 

Perceived adherence to 
advance directives 

140/155 (90.3%) 3.4 (1.1 - 10.5) .033 3.7 (1.0 - 14.2) .049 3.3 (0.8 - 13.4) .101 

Decedent dying at their 
desired location 

88/165 (53.3%) 2.7 (1.3 - 6.2) .012 2.7 (1.2 - 6.1) .016 2.9 (1.3 - 7.0) .012 

Disagreements around end 
of life care 

32/165 (19.4%) 1.2 (0.5 - 3.4) .768 1.2 (0.44 - 3.7) .733 1.1 (0.4 - 3.9) .828 

Parameters for the preferred models from ANOVA comparison are presented in bold text. 

DISCUSSION 

In this sample of community-dwelling decedents with dementia and their caregivers in 

the United States, we found that goals of care conversations between people with dementia and 

their caregivers independently predict the perceived usefulness of advance directives, the 

perceived adherence to advance directives, and decedent dying at their desired location. This 

association was observed in univariable models and multivariable models that adjusted for 

decedent and caregiver demographic factors. Goals of care conversations were not found to 

predict disagreements over end-of-life care. Overall, these findings suggest that goals of care 

conversations provide important guidance on the preferences of people with dementia and 

augment existing advance care planning documents that may not be sufficient in isolation to 

guide treatment decisions. These findings also support the development of advance care planning 

interventions for people with dementia that promote effective goals of care conversations. 
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Recently, there have been increasing criticisms on the focus of advance directives in the 

United States.  One major criticism of advance directives is that people cannot accurately predict 

what medical decisions they would want in the future; also, a previous study found that advance 

directives typically address issues that arise near the end of life such as life-sustaining 

treatments, but often do not account for the complex and individual care decisions that can arise 

in a gradually progressive dementia[42]. Our study found that 81.2% of surrogate decision makers 

reported the advance directive to be useful. These findings indicate that advance directives can 

be an important component of advance care planning. 

Our study found high rates of advance care planning. 93.4% of were reported by their 

caregivers to have an advance directive and 96.1% of decedents with advance directives were 

reported to have assigned a health care agent. Our high rates of advance directive possession and 

health care agent designation are concordant with recent studies in community-dwelling 

populations of people with dementia in the United States[27,37,38]. To our knowledge, there have 

been two previous studies assessing goals of care conversations between people with dementia 

and their caregivers[27,28]. Both studies report similar rates of such conversations and also found 

that caregivers want more information about the disease course of dementia and end of life 

health care options. Our study further identifies a significant gap in that some decedents with 

dementia never had goals of care conversations with their designated health care agent, which 

was associated with poorer end of life outcomes. 

This study adds to our understanding of advance care planning in people with dementia 

by evaluating associations between goals of care conversations and key planning outcomes. 

Focusing on community-dwelling people with dementia also allows our study to better examine 

the unique and challenging roles assumed by caregivers. Our findings contribute towards 
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literature around what constitutes effective advance care planning and provides further support 

for newer conceptions of advance care planning as a continual process of communication that 

goes beyond the completion of medical-legal documents. Advance care planning is especially 

critical for people with mild to moderate dementia who can meaningfully engage in their care for 

a limited time. Additional research is needed to evaluate how long people with dementia can 

meaningfully engage in advance care planning and what opportunities there are to engage people 

with dementia who have more advanced disease. 

Limitations 

This study has several limitations. Our sample draws participants from the Care 

Ecosystem randomized control trial and is subject to selection bias. Caregivers recruited from 

clinics often report greater caregiver burden than in the general population so recruited dyads 

may have had more unmet needs than otherwise expected[43]. Another limitation is that the 

advance care planning data was collected from caregivers who may not have been privy to all of 

the advance care planning activities of the decedent. Finally, while our study sample was drawn 

from a larger study of 804 dyads, the sample of decedents included is relatively small, and 

generalizability is limited given underrepresentation of racial and ethnic minorities and 

overrepresentation of people with higher educational attainment. Evaluation of the impact of the 

Care Ecosystem intervention may also have been limited by small cell counts. 

Conclusion 

In this study, we identified a significant association of goals of care conversations 

between people with dementia and their caregivers with increased advance directive perceived 

usefulness, advance directive perceived adherence, and decedent death at desired location. These 

findings highlight the value of goals of care conversations between people with dementia and 
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their caregivers in advance care planning. We also found lower rates of goals of care 

conversations compared to other advance care planning activities such as advance directive 

completion and health care agent designation within the advance directive. These findings 

support the development of interventions that facilitate goals of care discussions between people 

with dementia and their caregivers early in the disease process. 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 

This project was funded by the Department of Health and Human Services, Centers for Medicare 

& Medicaid Services (1C1CMS331346), Global Brain Health Institute, and the National Institute 

on Aging (R01AG056715, R01AG058817, R01AG022983). 

Authors’ disclosures available online (https://www.j-alz.com/manuscript-disclosures/21-

0720r1). 

CONFLICT OF INTEREST 

The authors have no conflict of interest to report. 

REFERENCES 

[1] Mitchell SL, Teno JM, Kiely DK, Shaffer ML, Jones RN, Prigerson HG, Volicer L, Givens 

JL, Hamel MB (2009). The Clinical Course of Advanced Dementia. N Engl J Med 

361(16):1529-1538. doi:10.1056/NEJMoa0902234 

[2] Richardson SS, Sullivan G, Hill A, Yu W (2007). Use of aggressive medical treatments 

near the end of life: differences between patients with and without dementia. Health Serv 

Res 42(1p1):183-200. doi: 10.1111/j.1475-6773.2006.00608.x 

[3] Li Q, Zheng NT, Temkin-Greener H (2013). End of life quality of care among long-term 

nursing home decedent residents with and without dementia. J Am Geriatr Soc 61(7):1066. 

doi: 10.1111/jgs.12330 

[4] Gozalo P, Teno JM, Mitchell SL, Skinner J, Bynum J, Tyler D, Mor V (2011). End-of-Life 

Transitions among Nursing Home Residents with Cognitive Issues. N Engl J Med 

365(13):1212-1221. doi:10.1056/NEJMsa1100347 

https://www.j-alz.com/manuscript-disclosures/21-0720r1
https://www.j-alz.com/manuscript-disclosures/21-0720r1


14 

[5] Teno JM, Gozalo P, Khandelwal N, Curtis JR, Meltzer D, Engelberg R, Mor V (2016). 

Association of Increasing Use of Mechanical Ventilation Among Nursing Home Residents 

With Advanced Dementia and Intensive Care Unit Beds. JAMA Intern Med. 

2016;176(12):1809. doi:10.1001/jamainternmed.2016.5964 

[6] Deb A, Thornton JD, Sambamoorthi U, Innes K (2017). Direct and indirect cost of 

managing alzheimer’s disease and related dementias in the United States. Expert Rev 

Pharmacoecon Outcomes Res 17(2):189-202. doi:10.1080/14737167.2017.1313118 

[7] Kelley AS, McGarry K, Gorges R, Skinner JS (2015). The Burden of Health Care Costs for 

Patients With Dementia in the Last 5 Years of Life. Ann Intern Med 163(10):729-736. 

doi:10.7326/M15-0381 

[8] Jutkowitz E, Kane RL, Gaugler JE, MacLehose RF, Dowd B, Kuntz KM (2017). Societal 

and Family Lifetime Cost of Dementia: Implications for Policy. J Am Geriatr Soc 

65(10):2169-2175. doi:10.1111/jgs.15043 

[9] Engel SE, Kiely DK, Mitchell SL (2006). Satisfaction with End-of-Life Care for Nursing 

Home Residents with Advanced Dementia. J Am Geriatr Soc 54(10):1567-1572. 

doi:10.1111/j.1532-5415.2006.00900.x 

[10] Thompson GN, McClement SE, Menec VH, Chochinov HM (2012). Understanding 

Bereaved Family Members’ Dissatisfaction with End-of-Life Care in Nursing Homes. J 

Gerontol Nurs 38(10):49-60. doi:10.3928/00989134-20120906-94 

[11] Givens JL, Lopez RP, Mazor KM, Mitchell SL (2012). Sources of Stress for Family 

Members of Nursing Home Residents with Advanced Dementia. Alzheimer Dis Assoc 

Disord 26(3):254-259. doi:10.1097/WAD.0b013e31823899e4 

[12] van der Steen JT, Radbruch L, Hertogh CM, de Boer ME, Hughes JC, Larkin P, Francke 

AL, Junger S, Gove D, Firth P, Koopmans RT, Volicer L, European Association for 

Palliative Care (2014). White paper defining optimal palliative care in older people with 

dementia: A Delphi study and recommendations from the European Association for 

Palliative Care. Palliat Med 28(3):197-209. doi:10.1177/0269216313493685 

[13] Harrison Dening K, Sampson EL, De Vries K (2019). Advance care planning in dementia: 

recommendations for healthcare professionals. Palliat Care 12. 

doi:10.1177/1178224219826579 

[14] Sudore RL, Lum HD, You JJ, Hanson LC, Meier DE, Pantilat SZ, Matlock DD, Rietjens 

JA, Korfage IJ, Ritchie CS, Kutner JS, Teno JM, Thomas J, McMahan RD, Heyland DK 

(2017). Defining advance care planning for adults: A consensus definition from a 

multidisciplinary Delphi panel (S740). J Pain and Symptom Manage 53(2):431-432. 

doi:10.1016/j.jpainsymmaan.2016.12.331 

[15] Dixon J, Karagiannidou M, Knapp M (2017). The Effectiveness of Advance Care Planning 

in Improving End-of-Life Outcomes for People With Dementia and Their Carers: A 



15 

Systematic Review and Critical Discussion. J Pain and Symptom Manage 55(1):132-

150.e1. doi:10.1016/j.jpainsymman.2017.04.009 

[16] Brinkman-Stoppelenburg A, Rietjens JA, van der Heide A (2014). The effects of advance 

care planning on end-of-life care: A systematic review. Palliat Med 28(8):1000-1025. 

doi:10.1177/0269216314526272 

[17] Mitchell SL, Teno JM, Roy J, Kabumoto G, Mor V (2013). Clinical and organizational 

factors associated with feeding tube use among nursing home residents with advanced 

cognitive impairment. JAMA 290(1):73-80. doi:10.1001/jaama.290.1.73 

[18] Ahronheim JC, Mulvihill M, Sieger C, Park P, Fries BE (2001). State Practice Variations in 

the Use of Tube Feeding for Nursing Home Residents with Severe Cognitive Impairment. J 

Am Geriatr Soc 49(2):148-152. doi:https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1532-5415.2001.49035.x 

[19] Nicholas LH, Bynum JPW, Iwashyna TJ, Weir DR, Langa KM (2014). Advance Directives 

And Nursing Home Stays Associated With Less Aggressive End-Of-Life Care For Patients 

With Severe Dementia. Health Aff 33(4):667-674. doi:10.1377/hlthaff.2013.1258 

[20] Garden G, Green S, Pieniak S, Gladman J (2016). The Bromhead Care Home Service: the 

impact of a service for care home residents with dementia on hospital admission and dying 

in preferred place of care. Clin Med (Lond) 16(2):114-118. doi:10.7861/clinmedicine.16-2-

114 

[21] Caplan GA, Meller A, Squires B, Chan S, Willett W (2006). Advance care planning and 

hospital in the nursing home. Age Ageing 35(6):581-585. doi:10.1093/ageing/afl063 

[22] Molloy DW, Guyatt GH, Russo R, Goeree R, O’Brien BK, Medard M, Willan A, Watson J, 

Pattersn C, Harrison C, Standish T, Strang D, Darzins PJ, Smith S, Dubois S (2000). 

Systematic Implementation of an Advance Directive Program in Nursing Homes: A 

Randomized Controlled Trial. JAMA. 283(11):1437. doi:10.1001/jama.283.11.1437 

[23] Volicer L, Hurley AC, Blasi ZV (2003). Characteristics of dementia end-of-life care across 

care settings. Am J Hosp Palliat Care 20(3):191-200. doi:10.1177/104990910302000307 

[24] Vandervoort A, Houttekier D, Stichele RV, Steen JT van der, Block LV den (2014). Quality 

of Dying in Nursing Home Residents Dying with Dementia: Does Advanced Care Planning 

Matter? A Nationwide Postmortem Study. PLOS ONE 9(3):e91130. 

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0091130 

[25] Livingston G, Lewis-Holmes E, Pitfield C, Manela M, Chan D, Constant E, Jacobs H, Wills 

G, Carson N, Morris J (2013). Improving the end-of-life for people with dementia living in 

a care home: an intervention study. Int Psychogeriatr 25(11):1849-1858. 

doi:10.1017/S1041610213001221 

[26] Singer PA, Martin DK, Lavery JV, Thiel EC, Kelner M, Mendelssohn DC (1998). 

Reconceptualizing Advance Care Planning From the Patient’s Perspective. Arch Intern Med 

158(8):879. doi:10.1001/archinte.158.8.879 

https://doi:https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1532-5415.2001.49035.x


16 

[27] Pettigrew C, Brichko R, Black B, O’Connor MK, Austrom MG, Robinson MT, Lindauer A, 

Shah RC, Peavy GM, Meyer K, Schmitt FA, Lingler JK, Domoto-Reilly K, Farraar-

Edwaards D, Albert M (2020). Attitudes toward advance care planning among persons with 

dementia and their caregivers. Int Psychogeriatr. 2020;32(5):585-599. 

doi:10.1017/S1041610219000784 

[28] Givens JL, Sudore RL, Marshall GA, Dufour AB, Kopits I, Mitchell SL (2018). Advance 

Care Planning in Community-Dwelling Patients With Dementia. J Pain Symptom Manage 

55(4):1105-1112. doi:10.1016/j.jpainsymman.2017.12.473 

[29] van der Steen JT, van Soest-Poortvliet MC, Hallie-Heierman M, Onwuteaka-Philipsen BD, 

Deliens L, de Boer ME, van den Block L, van Uden N, Hertogh CM, de Vet HC (2014). 

Factors associated with initiation of advance care planning in dementia: a systematic 

review. J Alzheimers Dis 40(3):743-757. doi:10.3233/JAD-131967 

[30] Van Rickstal R, De Vleminck A, Aldridge MD, Morrison SR, Koopmans RT, van der Steen 

JT, Engelborghs S, van den Block L (2019). Limited engagement in, yet clear preferences 

for advance care planning in young-onset dementia: An exploratory interview-study with 

family caregivers. Palliat Med 33(9):1166-1175. doi:10.1177/0269216319864777 

[31] Hirschman KB, Kapo JM, Karlawish JHT (2008). Identifying the Factors That Facilitate or 

Hinder Advance Planning by Persons With Dementia. Alzheimer Dis Assoc Disord 

22(3):293-298. doi:10.1097/WAD.0b013e318169d669 

[32] Sellars M, Chung O, Nolte L, Tong A, Pond D, Fetherstonhaugh D, McInerney F, Sinclair 

C, Detering K (2019). Perspectives of people with dementia and carers on advance care 

planning and end-of-life care: A systematic review and thematic synthesis of qualitative 

studies. Palliat Med 33(3):274-290. doi:10.1177/0269216318809571 

[33] Hooper S, Sabatino CP, Sudore RL (2020). Improving Medical-Legal Advance Care 

Planning. J Pain and Symptom Manage 60(2):487-494. 

doi:10.1016/j.jpainsymman.2020.03.004 

[34] Harrison Dening K, King M, Jones L, Vickestaff V, Sampson EL (2016). Advance Care 

Planning in Dementia: Do Family Carers Know the Treatment Preferences of People with 

Early Dementia? PLoS One 11(7). doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0159056 

[35] Shalowitz DI, Garrett-Mayer E, Wendler D (2006). The accuracy of surrogate decision 

makers: a systematic review. Arch Intern Med 166(5):493-497. 

doi:10.1001/archinte.166.5.493 

[36] Ayalon L, Bachner YG, Dwolatzky T, Heinik J (2012). Preferences for end-of-life 

treatment: concordance between older adults with dementia or mild cognitive impairment 

and their spouses. Int psychogeriatr 24(11):1798. doi:10.1017/S1041610212000877 

[37] Bravo G, Sene M, Arcand M (2018). Making medical decisions for an incompetent older 

adult when both a proxy and an advance directive are available: which is more likely to 



17 

reflect the older adult’s preferences? J Me Ethics 44(7):498-503. doi:10.1136/medethics-

2017-104203 

[38] Cohen SM, Volandes AE, Shaffer ML, Hanson LC, Habtemariam D, Mitchell SL (2019). 

Concordance Between Proxy Level of Care Preference and Advance Directives Among 

Nursing Home Residents With Advanced Dementia: A Cluster Randomized Clinical Trial. 

J Pain and Symptom Manage 57(1):37-46.e1. doi:10.1016/j.jpainsymman.2018.09.018 

[39] Possin KL, Merrilees JJ, Dulaney S, (2019). Effect of Collaborative Dementia Care via 

Telephone and Internet on Quality of Life, Caregiver Well-being, and Health Care Use: The 

Care Ecosystem Randomized Clinical Trial. JAMA Intern Me 179(12):1658-1667. 

doi:10.1001/jamainternmed.2019.4101 

[40] Possin KL, Merrilees J, Bonasera SJ, Chiong W, Lee K, Hooper SM, Allen IE, Braley T, 

Berstein A, Rosa TD, Harrison K, Hegert-Hellings H, Kornak J, Lahn JG, Naasan G, 

Lanata S, Clark AM, Chodos A, Gearhart R, Ritchie C, Miller BL (2017). Development of 

an adaptive, personalized, and scalable dementia care program: Early findings from the 

Care Ecosystem. PLOS Medicine 14(3):e1002260. doi:10.1371/journal.pmed.1002260 

[41] Galvin JE (2015). The Quick Dementia Rating System (QDRS): A rapid dementia 

staging tool. Alzheimers Demtet (Amst) 1(2):249-259. doi:10.1016/j.dadm.2015.03.003 

[42] Triplett P, Black BS, Phillips H, Richardson Fahrendorf S, Schwartz J, Angelino AF, 

Anderson D, Rabins PV (2008). Content of Advance Directives for Individuals with 

Advanced Dementia. J Aging Health 20(5):583-596. doi:10.1177/0898264308317822 

[43] Roth DL, Fredman L, Haley WE (2015). Informal caregiving and its impact on health: a 

reappraisal from population-based studies. Gerontologist 55(2):309-319. 

doi:10.1093/geront/gnu177 


	CORRSPONDING AUTHOR: 
	ABSTRACT (250 words): 
	Background 
	Objective 
	Methods 
	Results 
	Conclusion 
	INTRODUCTION 
	METHODS 
	Study design 
	Study participants 
	Measures 
	Analysis 
	RESULTS 
	Study population characteristics 
	Associations of goals of care conversations with advance care planning outcomes 
	DISCUSSION 
	Limitations 
	Conclusion 
	ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 
	CONFLICT OF INTEREST 
	REFERENCES 

