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KEY ISSUES
1. The Prefinal draft of ICIDH-2 was not in the hands of reviewers until Friday October 20th with a request from WHO to provide input in less than 3 weeks.  This is an inadequate time frame for review and consultation on a significantly changed version of ICIDH-2. 

2. This version of ICIDH-2 has not been field tested.  There are serious concerns that there is no evidence or test process to demonstrate the validity and utility of this new version.  The relation between the prefinal version and results of field trials or suggestions for improvement contributed by centres and task forces is not clear . In addition these changes are considered much more than simply a ‘clarification’ – they constitute significant changes to the core concepts of ICIDH-2.

3. The dimension of ‘Activities’ has been re-conceptualized using the terms ‘ability, capability, can do’.  This is considered an application of the classification not a feature or integral component of the classification.  This version is now a ‘mixture’ of the underlying concepts and of applications of the classification. 
4. Applying the new concepts of ‘can do’ for Activities and ‘performance’ for Participation has resulted in losing the key concepts of Beta 2 that centres generally agreed to, namely the full range of human functioning at body, person (tasks and actions) and societal levels (involvement in life domains).  The concept of ‘functioning’ has also been lost from the title of the classification.
5.
Definition and use of the concept of 'uniform environment' is one of the most serious concerns that centres have about the prefinal version.  It is problematic for many categories.  Although this may work for some domains, such as walking, when other domains, such as interpersonal relationships or major life areas, are addressed, it becomes very difficult to specify a barrier free environment.  By saying that a person would be able to do something in a barrier-free environment, we risk artificially reducing the prevalence of disability.
6.
There is agreement that the Beta 2 version requires modification/revision to clarify concepts and distinctions between A & P.  Results from Beta 2 testing should provide a starting point to enhance Beta 2 for finalization.  The NACC and other centres have provided recommendations for this purpose.  This is the preferred and recommended choice.  

7.
The Prefinal draft is not an acceptable alternative.  

8.
Based on discussions with WHO representatives at the Ottawa meeting, October 24th, it was evident that WHO was not willing to return to the Beta 2 version.  For this reason, an alternate structure (which builds on the Prefinal version) has been proposed which follows.

PROPOSAL

Alternative Structure 

a) Three components in the classification:

1. Body Functions & Structures 

2. Life Domains and (related) Tasks

3. Environmental Factors

b) Life Domains and (related) tasks – use the list found in the Prefinal draft under A & P.  Remove ‘a’ and ‘p’, using just the code.  This should be a  list of neutral terms, removing any reference to ‘uniform environment’, ‘current environment’, ‘ability/can do’, ‘performance/does do’ in the definitions. Accepting this list is dependent on checking to assure that all original and recommended items for A and P are present.

c) Users should have the option to use the ‘List’ for specific purposes and could specify whether a category in the list is being used for ‘capacity’ or  ‘doing’ through a qualifier. (The words ‘capacity’ and ‘doing’ are preferred to ‘ability’ and ‘performance’, as used in the prefinal version of 20 October, to avoid confusion from using two sets of A and P words.)

d) Retain the definitions of Activities and Participation, as in the Beta-2 draft. Users could specify groups of domains suitable to their purpose and application.

e) Retain the qualifiers in the Prefinal draft, while recognizing that this is an area for further development.

f) The Environmental Factors list should be used to code the relevant environmental factors, whether it is considered to be a ‘uniform or standard’ environment or a ‘current’ environment.

Status of ICIDH-2
Given the magnitude of the changes from the beta 2 draft, it is essential that the new elements of ICIDH-2, since the Beta-2 testing phase, be maintained in a testing phase instead of a maintenance and enhancement phase recommended in the current draft WHO resolutions.

Alternative Titles

We have a strong desire to include the term ‘functioning’ or ‘human functioning’ in the title.  

Therefore our preferred choice is :  International Classification of Functioning & Disability

A second choice could be :  International Classification of Functioning, Disability & Health
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