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ABSTRACT
Background and Objectives: Few family physicians treating patients with life-
limiting illness report regularly initiating advance care planning (ACP) conversa-
tions about illness understanding, values, or care preferences. To better understand
how family medicine training contributes to this gap in clinical care, we asked how
family medicine residents learn to engage in ACP in the workplace.

Methods: We coded semistructured interviews with family medicine residents
(n=9), reflective memos (n=9), and autoethnographic field notes (n=37) using a
constructivist-grounded theory approach. We next used the constant comparative
method of grounded theory to develop two composite narratives describing
participants’ experiences that we thenmember-checked with participants.

Results: We identified six core categories of social process to describe how
participants were taught to engage in advance care planning. These social processes
included previously unidentified barriers to ACP that were specific to their role
as learners. These barriers appeared to lead to cultural avoidance of prognosis,
conflation of ACP and goals of care (GOC) conversations, and deferral of difficult
conversations to nonprimary care settings.

Conclusions: Family medicine educators should consider developing interventions
such as flexible clinic schedules, dedicated ACP time, deliberate observed practice,
and structured teaching to address potential barriers identified in this exploratory
research. Family medicine leaders may wish to consider directly teaching residents
and preceptors about crucial differences between ACP andGOC discussions. Shifting
curricular focus toward eliciting values and illness understanding during ACP could
help resolve a cultural avoidance of prognosis that limits familymedicine residents’
attempts to engage in ACP.

INTRODUCTION
Family doctors are ideally positioned to initiate advance care
planning (ACP) to help patients with serious illness ensure
that the medical care they receive is concordant with their
values and wishes. 1 Patients with serious illness engaging
in ACP with their doctors benefit from better knowledge of
disease,2 mood,3,4 positive family outcomes,4,5 documented
goals,4,5 and shared decision-making,6 and may benefit from
care that is more concordant with their goals5,7 and location
preferences8; additionally, they experience less decisional
conflict,9 nonbeneficial medical care near death, and lower
overall health care expenditure. 3–5,8,10,11 Unfortunately, while
family physicians play the most central role in assessing
and treating patients at the end of life, 12 fewer than one in
10 patients have conversations about their values and care
preferences with their family physician, 13 despite an interest

from patients in initiation of such conversations. 14,15

Physicians attempting to engage their patients in ACP
encounter a multitude of logistical, cultural, and educational
resistive forces. Logistical barriers, such as insufficient time
and poor electronic medical information transfer, appear to
impedephysicians’ ability tohave frequent, iterative, andwell-
informed ACP conversations.8,11,16–18 Social barriers, including
a perceived aversion to death and dying from both patients
and providers, also appear to play an important role. 11,19–21

Physicians have reported low confidence in their ability to
overcome these barriers.22 Recent efforts to address this
confidence gap have focused primarily on the use of struc-
tured communication guides23,24 to facilitate ACP.25 But this
combination of communication guides and workplace edu-
cation have found limited success. 3,26 This lack of success
might be explained by cultural resistance hampering effective
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implementation of such interventions outside of the education
research setting.6,18,22,27 More recently, though, a new line of
ACP scholarship has suggested that this incomplete traction for
current communication guidesmay stem from lack of scholarly
attention to innovations that support learners toaddress illness
understandingandelicit patient values inACP rather than focus
purely on having better goals of care (GOC) decisions about
potential interventions.28

Rethinking advance care planning would benefit from a
deeper understanding of workplace practice. Despite low clin-
ician confidence and engagement with ACP, few studies have
deliberately examinedhowpostgraduates approachACPduring
workplace-based learning. 11,29,30 Despite formal expectations
that residents graduate with individual competence in facil-
itating advance care planning, 31 family medicine researchers
remain unclear on how residents approach ACP conversations
in clinical encounters, experience role-modeling of ACP, or
encounter barriers to their learning and skill development. 30,32

Future efforts at systemic improvement of ACP face risk
of continual failure if proceeding with ongoing attempts at
intervention without deep understanding of the cultural and
educational issues at play.28,33

To meet this call, our research team deeply explored how
familymedicine residents learn to approachadvance care plan-
ning during their residencies.We focused on eliciting the social
processes family medicine residents encounter in their efforts
in the hope that a rich understanding of the sociocultural
aspects of this problem can inform future research, teaching,
and curriculum development.

METHODS
Design, Recruitment, and Ethics
We designed this study of social processes based on a
constructivist-grounded theory approach and aspects of
autoethnography to frame the analysis. 34–36We recruited from
a large urban site (80-90 residents) comprised of two academic
family medicine clinics (38 residents each) and a few smaller
distributed clinics from a single university in Ontario, Canada.
The study was approved by the Hamilton Integrated Research
Ethics Board (HiREB #8320).

Data Collection and Analysis
The data included in the study consisted of nine semistructured
interviews conducted from August 2020 to March 2021 with
a convenience sample of family medicine residents (three
year-1 and six year-2 postgraduates); reflective memos that
focusedon the interviewer’s experienceof receivingeach inter-
view; 37 autoethnographic field notes; and member-checking
feedback from five of the nine participants. The interviews
were semistructured in nature, telephone-based, 35.6 minutes
in mean duration, audiorecorded, and transcribed verbatim.
We used NVivo (Lumivero) qualitative analysis software to
facilitate coding.We beganwith collecting three interviews and
then analyzing the interviews, memos, and field notes using
sentence-by-sentence open coding to create a preliminary
framework that we then refined as an analytic team. We then

collected and analyzed three more interviews using focused
coding to explore gaps in the initial analysis. The primary
author (T.A.) then synthesized two composite narratives 37

of participant experiences using the detailed open-coding
categories and emergent focused-coding categories. Finally,
we ended data collection after three additional interviews
exploring lingering questions in the analysis through theoret-
ical coding. Our approach to the completion of data collection
and analysis relied on saturation of the theoretical framework
to the satisfaction of the research team and member-checking
feedback 38 (five of the nine participants responded) to ensure
participants’ lived experience had been richly and sufficiently
represented. 35,39,40

Reflexivity and Rigor

Our team consists of a departmental research associate (O.V.);
a family doctor and palliative care specialist working at one
of the academic clinics in the study (E.G.); the senior author,
who is a palliative care scientist (M.H.); and the lead author,
who is a medical education researcher and was a resident
physician in one of the academic clinics included in the study
(T.A.). Our analysis is based on the constructivist premise
that the findings of the study are inextricable from the per-
spective of the researchers.41 So, rather than focusing on
generalizability and reproducibility of analysis and coding, we
chose an autoethnography-informed approach to grounded
theory that uses the narrative influence of the authorship team
to crystalize the lived experience of the participants through
their stories.42–44 The lead author’s lived experience as a
resident in the program under study inextricably shaped the
content and tone of the analysis. Through stepwise, repeated,
and thorough collaborative analysis, we brought the analytic
perspectives of the research team and the lived experience
of the participants themselves to the data to ensure that
the narratives resonated with the participants’ experiences of
advance careplanning.This constructivist approach to rigorous
qualitative inquiry focuses on ensuring credibility through
richly detailed storytelling and situational resonance of the
findings rather than on positivist criteria of rigor such as
generalizability and reproducibility.45,46

RESULTS
Our findings detail the sociocultural and logistical complexity
family medicine residents face when they attempt to engage
patients in advance care planning. At the core of our findings lie
two composite narratives depicting a process our participants
characterized primarily using the language of struggle and
conflict. While the narratives stand as the primary analytic
contribution,47 in support of the narratives, we also have
included an analytic description of the coding structure as well
as additional representative quotes as supplemental material.

Composite Narratives

The composite narratives tell the story of learners struggling
to initiate advance care planning conversations and encoun-
tering cultural and logistical obstacles. In the first narrative,
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FIGURE 1. Composite Narrative 1: Logistical Barriers

about Phillip and Anna (Figure 1), residency training-specific
logistical barriers act as rate-limiting factors, including lack of
control over schedules, truncated relationships with patients,
lack of deliberate practice, and fractured service blocks. In
the second narrative, about Suzanna and Robert (Figure 2),
unspoken cultural norms regarding the care of patients with
life-limiting illness, such as supervisory aversion to prognosis,
lack of autonomy in practice, and lack of supervisory encour-
agement, make prioritizing advance care planning over other
aspects of patient care difficult for residents.

Coding Structure

As depicted in the narratives, our participants described six
unique social processes in approaching ACP: (a) feeling under-

prepared and cautious; (b) confronting overwhelming odds;
(c) asking for more guided practice; (d) developing patience,
comfort, and confidence; (e) acknowledging complexity; and
(f) jumping in. These processes are not linear steps; instead,
they are acts residents participated in as they navigated the
sociocultural complexity of treating patients with serious
illness. Additional representative quotations are available as
supplemental material. Subscripted numbers following quota-
tions denote the deidentified participant number.

The primary underlying vocabulary that emerged in our
analysis was one of struggle and conflict. Residents described
feeling underprepared and cautious as a function of a “lack
of training”(R2) in how to have ACP conversations and a
lack of clinical knowledge around “navigating some of the
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FIGURE 2. Composite Narrative 2: Clinical and Cultural Barriers

questions thatmight comewith anACP conversation . . . [about]
prognosis if theydohavea terminal illness.”(R4) Theydescribed
confronting overwhelming odds stacked against their efforts
to initiate ACP conversations. Residents described fighting to
start ACP conversations due to multiple logistical barriers,
including “battling the clock,”(R5) “lack of information in the
chart, lack of ability to actually find any dictations,”(R2) and
competing clinical problems that render their clinic days“more
firefighting than anything.”(R5) Residents also described com-
plex psychosocial and cultural barriers such as “aversion to
consider[ing] one’s ownmortality,”(R1) “the feeling that these
aren’t my patients . . . and [that] you’re just parachuting into
someone’s care”(R6) while “the [attending physician] might
approach it differently”(R4) than they themselves hoped to.

Our participants found themselves asking for more guided
practice where a preceptor looks “at their patient roster and

then identifies people that would benefit from having some
time to have one of these conversations, takes the initiative
to book them an appointment with a resident . . . [and
for] clinics to encourage their clinicians to do that or to
build that into the structure of the way that appointments
are scheduled.”(R1) Despite their struggles, some residents
found roundabout methods of developing patience, comfort, and
confidence by using off-service acute care rotations where
patients present to “hospital for symptom management and
were having this conversation . . . [because] in the hospital
there’s more flexibility”(R5) than in the family medicine clinic
where “it just feels like a harder conversation.”(R5)

Residents found themselves acknowledging complexity in
ACP, which can feel “hypothetical”(R4) and dynamic because
“people’s circumstances change, they change their opinion,
or their disease trajectory changes . . . [and] the outcome of
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different interventions changes”(R2) ensuring that “it’s not
always possible”(R5) to clearly delineate care plans ahead of
actual decisions. And, despite all that, our participants found
ways to jump in and try to “be proactive about it, be the
primary educator for patients: plant those seeds so that if and
when . . . they’re faced with life and death, those [previously
made] decisions are followed through”(R5) despite obstacles
encountered.

DISCUSSION
The findings of our exploratory qualitative grounded theory
study support previous research identifying structural barriers
to advance care planning in health care settings. Quantitative
survey-based, observational, and experimental research has
long shown that doctors struggle to engage in ACP because
they do not have enough time in their days, enough flexibility
in their schedules, or enough information transfer between
doctors.8,16–18 By looking closely at theway residents are taught
to approach care of patients with life-limiting illness, we also
identifiedavoidant culturalnorms that lead tohesitance toward
ACP from the earliest days of family medicine training.

Metaphorical Combat

All of our participants talked broadly and at length about
their attempts to overcome their own resistance and personal
aversions to advance care planning in inflexible clinical and
pedagogical environments. Such barriers are not unique to
resident doctors. For example, previous research on practicing
clinicians identified cognitive barriers to initiating ACP such
as difficulty finding the right moment, trouble with emotions
related to ACP, and frustration with care plans that are too
simple for complex medical issues. 18

Our findings suggest that resident physicians encounter an
additional set of barriers unique to their roles as postgraduate
medical learners. Residents battled the clinical priorities of
their preceptors, their lack of authority to shape clinic flow,
their limited exposure to deliberate practice, and a fear that
the ACP conversation was not theirs to have. Ultimately,
these unique logistical barriers conspired together to create
an avoidant approach to ACP. Pedagogical focus on fighting
the crisis of the day in the form of adjustments to symptom
management or lab results led to an absence of support for
examining the overall big picture,mapping the trajectory of the
disease, or planning for the future.

Culture at Work

Residents collided with cultural avoidance of advance care
planning. Many physicians in training are introduced to the
reality that metastatic cancer (with a small number of excep-
tions), late-stage organ failure, frailty, and dementia are
progressive life-limitingdiagnoses.48,49 In themomentswhere
our participants expressed their hope to talk with patients
about their illnesses, they found themselves guided by pre-
ceptors toward avoidance, other priorities, or deferral to other
physicians.

This culture of avoidance appeared to create a gap in
understanding about the purpose of advance care planning.
Because many of our participants were discouraged from
engaging their patients in ACP in the primary care setting, they
shifted their focus to off-service acute care settings to hone
these skills. With practice and supervision, they learned how
to talk with sick patients in a moment of crisis about their
medical options, such as invasive resuscitation or consent for
life-prolonging procedures. For example, rather than learning
how to slowly, gently, and iteratively discuss the downward
trajectory of heart failure, they reported learning how to
dissuade patients from invasive and nonbeneficial treatments
at the time of admission to hospital.

Astutely, some of our participants identified the difference
between such acute goals of care conversations and ACP
conversations best suited to primary care when a patient is
chronically ill. But they did so only insofar as to say that
they missed opportunities to learn how to approach ACP
in the primary care setting. This educational failure may
play a role in creating the poor understanding in practicing
clinicians28 of the difference between GOC conversations at
the time of a clinical decision and ACP conversations.28,50

Given lowclinician confidence inACP, clarifying thedifferences
betweenACPandGOCconversations—suchas those about code
status, for example—maybenefit both residents andpracticing
clinicians. Addressing this confusionmay help improve clinical
teaching around ACP and rectify the low rates of ACP in clinical
practice. 13,50–52

Looking Ahead

Familymedicine residents are uniquely positioned to learnhow
to iteratively discuss patients’ personal values, wishes, and
understanding of their illnesses. 11 Resolving the unfortunate
avoidance of advance care planning at the core of postgraduate
family medicine training will require sustained attention,
research, and education. Previous primary care postgraduate
education researchhasexamineddidactic teaching, chart audit,
reflection, simulated patient interactions, and role play. 32,53,54

Future family medicine researchers may wish tomore robustly
test novel educational interventions like flexible clinic sched-
ules, dedicated ACP time,55 and deliberate observed practice
as in keeping with the principles of workplace-based learning
inherent to competency-based medical education.56

Most importantly, family medicine educators may wish
to consider directly teaching residents and preceptors about
the crucial differences between goals of care conversations
focused on interventions and ACP focused on values and illness
understanding.Whenoffered, patientswith serious illness tend
to accept and appreciate conversations about the progressive
course of their disease.57–60 Teaching residents that such ACP
ismost effectivewhen iteratively and longitudinally focused on
values and illness understandingmay both address this patient
desire and also help resolve the cultural avoidance that limits
residents’ attempts to engage in ACP.28,61

578 https://doi.org/10.22454/FamMed.2023.678786 Apramian et al.

https://doi.org/10.22454/FamMed.2023.678786


Family Medicine, Volume 55, Issue 9 (2023): 574–581

LIMITATIONS
Constructivist qualitative research seeks to describe complex
social experiences that resonate with educators. This method-
ological approach inherently seeks out tensions and sociocul-
tural complexity rather than claiming with certainty what can
be generalized to all learners across different programs, places,
andpreceptors.45,46 Assuch, the limitationsof thisworkarenot
related to sample size (9 interviews, 9 memos, 37 fieldnotes,
and 5 member-checking letters) or absence of triangulation in
coding but rather are related to the inherent tension between
the space and voice limitations in scholarly publication and
transparency of autoethnographic reflection. Given that these
findingsarehighly situated inboth their local context and in the
subjective experience of the authorship team, we recommend
that family medicine educators use the narratives to stimulate
conversations in their local setting and design future research
about advance care planning rather than use this research as a
singular basis for decision-making about curriculum design or
learner assessment.

CONCLUSIONS
In our study,we found that familymedicine residents struggled
in their attempts to engage their patients in advance care
planning. Logistical barriers specific to postgraduate medical
education and pedagogical avoidance of the natural history of
life-limiting disease led residents to conflate ACP focused on
values and illness understanding with goals of care conver-
sations focused on specific interventions. Testing educational
interventions specific toACPand targetededucationaround the
culture of avoidance of death and prognosis may be required
before significant improvements in ACP in familymedicinewill
be realized.
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