Approval Process for the International Classification of Dying Places (ICP)

This document takes the International Classification of Dying Places (ICP) through the approval process of
the UN Committee of Experts on International Statistical Classifications (CEISC) for the classification to
become an international standard.

The process is applied by the UN Committee of Experts on International Statistical Classifications
(hereinafter referred to as ‘the CEISC’) to follow and check against, when considering endorsing a
classification for adoption by the UN Statistical Commission or a similar governing body, and for the
classification to become a member of the International Family of Classifications.

The custodian/developer of the classification needs to comply with the requirements of three documents.
These documents are the:

* Best Practice Guidelines for Developing International Statistical Classifications (as detailed in
Section A of this document)

* Criteria to become a Member of the international Family of Classifications (as detailed in Section
B of this document)

* Grading Criteria for International Statistical Classifications (as detailed in Section C of this
document)

Based upon the application of this process the classification may/may not be endorsed by the Expert
Group.

Final recommendation:

The International Classification of Dying Places (ICP is recommended for approval by the CEISC as an
international standard. It is also recommended that the classification is recommended for endorsement
by the UN Statistical Commission.
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A. Does the classification meet the best practice requirements for developing an
international statistical classification?

For a classification to be considered for membership of the International Family of Classifications, the
classification must meet the best practice requirements. The following questions need to be answered
and documented by the custodian or organization seeking approval for the classification.

Does the classification have an identified custodian?

The custodian is currently the EOLinPlace project led out of the University of Coimbra, Portugal.
A future decision for a permanent custodian needs to be considered but is not something that
precludes the classification meeting best practice requirements and being endorsed as an
international statistical classification.

Is there a well-defined conceptual basis?

The International Classification of Dying Places (ICP) provides a standardized approach to classify
statistical data on dying places. ICP is designed to classify preferences for places of end-of-life
care and death. This includes not only physical locations or spaces where death occurs, but also
the places where a person receives care at end of life. The concept of ‘dying places’ comprises
both the places where people die, and the places where people are cared for at the end of their
life e.g. hospitals, hospices, places of residence, communities, place of death. The classification
covers places that precede death and where death happens regardless of geographic location.

Supporting concepts are:
e The distinction between indoor and outdoor spaces
e The idea of community (where a person lives with others)
e The idea of purpose (where a person goes with a specific purpose e.g. healthcare)
e The idea of perennity (where a person always returns to)

Does the classification have a flat or hierarchic structure?

ICP is a three-level hierarchic classification comprised of chapters, categories and sub-categories
with qualifiers provided to support classification at the sub-category level.

Is the classification proposed as an international reference classification or an international
derived or related classification?

Whilst there is a relationship to the International Classification of Disease (ICD), there is a
difference in scope between the ICD and ICP such that ICP can not be seen as a related or derived
classification. ICP is a stand-alone classification for recording place of death at a population level,
and as such fills a gap in global health, and vital/mortality statistics which warrant it being
endorsed as a reference classification.
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* Are the classification categories mutually exclusive?

Yes, the categories are mutually exclusive of each other i.e. each dying place can only be
classified to one category.

* Is the classification exhaustive for all possible values of the variable which the classification
represents?

Yes, the classification is exhaustive and includes residual categories for ‘other’ and ‘unknown’.

* Is the classification statistically balanced?
This is not applicable.

* Isthe classification statistically feasible? In other words, is it possible to effectively, accurately and
consistently distinguish between the categories in the classification based on the information
available?

Yes. The classification effectively distinguishes between categories on the basis of responses to
questions by care providers and patients that can reasonably be asked in death and clinical
records or surveys.

* Does the classification have clearly defined classification or statistical units?
Yes. The basic unit to be classified is the dying place, either preferred or actual, reporting to either
a place of end-of-life care or a place of death. The statistical unit (i.e., unit of observation) is the

individual dying person.

* Has consideration been given to time-series comparability?
Not applicable as this is the first iteration of this classification.

Recommendation: The classification meets the above requirements and can be moved to the next stage
of the process.
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B. Does the classification meet the criteria to become a member of the
International Family of Classifications?

For a classification to be considered for membership of the International family of Classifications, the
classifications must meet all the requirements as specified.

1.

Is there a custodian for the classification?
Yes. The custodian is currently the EOLinPlace project led out of the University of Coimbra,
Portugal.

What is the primary use of the classification?

The primary use of the classification is to provide a standard framework to describe and
understand ‘dying places’ to improve, and fill a gap in, vital/mortality statistics for guiding health
and social policy and resources allocation

What are the underlying concepts used in the classification?

The concept of ‘dying places’ comprises both the places where people die, and the places where
people are cared for at the end of their life e.g. hospitals, hospices, places of residence,
communities, place of death. The classification covers places that precede death and where
death happens regardless of geographic location.

Supporting concepts are:
e The distinction between indoor and outdoor spaces

The idea of community (where a person lives with others)

The idea of purpose (where a person goes with a specific purpose e.g. healthcare)

The idea of perennity (where a person always returns to)

What is the scope of the classification?

ICP is a classification for recording place of death at a population level, and as such fills a gap in
global health, and vital/mortality statistics which warrant it being endorsed as a reference
classification.

What are the statistical units being measured?
Dying Places

How many classification levels are required?
Three

Are the category names precise, unique and reflective of the category scope?
Yes. The classification provides illustrative examples of dying places for each level, and in some
instances a list of borderline cases may be supplied.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

Is the classification code structure logical and sequential?
Yes. ICP uses an alphanumeric code pattern.

Is the classification statistically balanced?
No. This is not relevant.

Has there been a consultation process with users of the classification?
Yes. There has been an extensive global consultation process including an advisory group, and
focus groups.

Has the classification been tested?
Yes

Are there correspondences between previous versions and the current classification?
Not applicable as this is the first instance of this classification.

Is there an implementation plan for the classification?
No. This is in progress.

Is there a maintenance schedule available?
No. This is in progress.

How will the classification be disseminated?
Electronically

Recommendation: Whilst the classification does not meet all of the above requirements the attributes of
approval which are not identified as a ‘yes’, do not preclude the classification moving to the next state of
the process.
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C. Applying the grading criteria to ascertain the classification’s status within the
International Family of Classifications?

For the ICP to be considered for the next stage of the approval process it must have passed the criteria
stage before entering the grading stage.

Is the classification to be considered as an international reference classification?

For a classification to be considered as an international reference classification it must comply with the
following definition.

“A reference classification is one developed by an international agency. It provides a common
framework for collecting and organizing information about a particular statistical system, concept or
variable. Their use, either directly or through national adaptations, facilitates the exchange and
comparability of statistics and other information between countries. These classifications have generally

been developed through extensive international consultation and have achieved broad acceptance and
official agree for use.”

Recommendation: The classification generally fulfils the requirements of the definition, there is no other

like classification for this domain, and therefore should be considered as an international reference
classification.
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