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Abstract

Background: Indigenous people do not necessarily view disability in the same way as do other groups. Indigenous concepts
of disability are connected to their ancestral history, cultural customs, and environmental context. Some Indigenous languages
do not contain a word equivalent to disability. Western approaches to disability seldom reflect the voices of Indigenous people.

Objective: The objective of this scoping review is to collate the perspectives, concepts, and understandings of disability in
Indigenous communities in Canada and to map the factors that influence social approaches to disability from an Indigenous
perspective.

Methods: Following the methodological framework for scoping reviews of Arksey and O’Malley, we will search electronic
databases, including PubMed, Scopus, Web of Science, EBSCOhost ProQuest, Autochtonia, and APA PsycINFO. We will search
gray literature through the Google search engine, conference abstracts, dissertation databases, government documents, and
Indigenous organization websites. We will include quantitative, qualitative, and mixed methods studies in English and French.
The included studies will describe Indigenous approaches to disability, as they are understood based on personal, cultural, and
historical contexts. Two reviewers will use Covidence software (Cochrane) to remove duplicates, screen articles, record the
step-by-step selection process, and extract data from the included articles. We will follow the PRISMA-ScR (Preferred Reporting
Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analysis extension for Scoping Reviews) guidelines. We will present the findings in
tables, charts, narrative summaries, and through fuzzy cognitive mapping. We will contextualize the literature’s findings by
comparing them with the stakeholders in Quebec and provide a discussion to explore potential solutions for the identified factors.

Results: An initial limited search was conducted in January 2024. The study will be conducted in 2025. Publication of the results
is expected in late 2025.

Conclusions: We anticipate that the findings from the scoping review will be useful for professionals, researchers, policy
makers, and Indigenous communities themselves interested in co-designing and implementing evidence-informed disability
programs and services, which will prevent mismatches between the programs and the sociocultural context. We will disseminate
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the results of this review through workshops with the participating communities, direct engagement with relevant local stakeholders,
and through conference presentations and publications in scientific journals.

Trial Registration: OSF Registries osf.io/9rzkx; https://osf.io/9rzkx

International Registered Report Identifier (IRRID): DERR1-10.2196/57590

(JMIR Res Protoc 2025;14:e57590) doi: 10.2196/57590
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Introduction

The way disability is defined affects the types of disability
services offered, who uses the services, and the way they work.
The traditional biomedical model, despite frequent criticism,
continues to influence Western approaches to disability [1,2].
This model views disability as an individual issue, characterized
by abnormalities of the body or mind that medical science treats
and social services cater for. In this mindset, experts are seen
as the professionals responsible for either treating disabled
individuals or coordinating services for them. Also focused on
individual abnormalities and perhaps more criticized than the
biomedical model for treating differences as medical issues and
creating population categories, the moral model depicts
disability either as a source of stigma and shame or,
alternatively, as a sign of strength [3,4].

Social and inclusion models of disability reflect interactions
between people with disabilities and attitudinal or environmental
barriers that prevent their full and effective participation in
society [5]. These approaches go beyond disability as a personal
attribute to frame disability in terms of the conditions created
by the social environment that cause people to experience
barriers to performance in life situations. In the same way, the
International Classification of Functioning, Disability, and
Health (ICF) reinforces this view by emphasizing that disability
results from the interaction between health conditions and
contextual factors both environmental and personal [6,7]. The
ICF highlights the importance of addressing not only
impairments but also the external barriers that limit activity and
participation [3,7,8]. Another approach explores not only
physical or mental impairments but also the societal norms that
define certain characteristics as disabilities. It’s important to
examine how social conditions exacerbate these stigmatized
characteristics within specific populations [9-11]. A constructive
step might be to engage with Indigenous communities to discuss
the language and concepts surrounding disability, particularly
whether colonialism and its resulting social disadvantages have
transformed the social meaning of disability for Indigenous
people [12,13].

Literature over the last 2 decades describes Indigenous
perspectives and beliefs about disability [12,14-16]. Many
Indigenous languages have no word for “disability,” suggesting
it is a term produced by western constructs [17], rather than
anything negative or based on difference [18,19]. Articles about
the intersection of indigeneity and disability highlight the
importance of family ties, community networks and spirituality
[14,16,18,20-24]. Although clearly different from western views,

Indigenous worldviews of disability are not monolithic. Views
vary between Indigenous cultures and, within any 1 culture,
may not be static but responsive to the recovery of traditions
and to adaptations [24,25].

With no published systematic review about Indigenous
perspectives of disability from Canada, a review from Australia
provides a substantial advance in the field [23]. This examined
the understanding of disability within Australian Indigenous
communities, highlighting that some disability services are
shaped by western norms and assumptions that do not reflect
their values. The review also notes that scholarly literature on
Indigenous conceptualizations, experiences, and practices of
disability remains relatively underdeveloped. Our review
explores similar themes within the Canadian context. Our aim
is to describe the concepts of First Nations, Métis, and Inuit,
the 3 constitutionally recognized Indigenous groups in Canada
who comprise approximately 5% of the country’s population
[26] and reflect unique cultural, environmental, and historical
influences. Our review will focus on Indigenous points of view,
summarizing the diverse narratives and choosing not to
reproduce damage-centered approaches that contributed to pain
and oppression [27].

We describe here the protocol for a scoping review, a starting
point of a larger research program. This will compare and
combine different knowledge sources to inform partnerships
that address knowledge, policy, and implementation gaps for
disability support services in Indigenous communities. The
broader research initiative will encompass the following
knowledge resources: (1) the scoping review detailed in this
protocol; (2) perspectives from personnel of community-based
initiatives and Indigenous-led organizations; (3) perspectives
of Indigenous elders and knowledge keepers; and (4)
perspectives from disability service providers, researchers,
policy makers and people encountering disabling situations
from the communities and their peers. The Weight of Evidence
approach [28] uses fuzzy cognitive mapping [29] and will
integrate these diverse sources of knowledge.

Methods

Study Design
We used the PRISMA-P (Preferred Reporting Items for
Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis Protocols) [30] checklist
(Multimedia Appendix 1) for drafting the protocol. We will
conduct the scoping review according to the guidelines proposed
by Arksey and O’Malley [31] and the modifications proposed
by Levac et al [32]. The 6-stage process includes identifying
the research question, identifying relevant studies, developing
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a study selection and data extraction method, charting the data,
collating, summarizing, and reporting results, and
contextualization with stakeholders. We will adapt the final step
to function as a contextualization exercise, guided by the weight
of evidence approach [28] that contrasts literature findings with
contributions from stakeholders. The final report will follow
the PRISMA-ScR (Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic
Reviews and Meta-analyses extension for Scoping Reviews)
[33].

Our team consists of 2 Indigenous researchers with expertise
in Indigenous perspectives, psychosocial interventions, and
inclusion. Other authors bring significant experience working
with Indigenous communities in Canada and Mexico, as well
as extensive expertise in working with people with disabilities
in Nigeria, Zambia, Canada, and Colombia. We will do the first
contextualization in the province of Quebec, as we describe
below. We will verbally share discussions with our Indigenous
researcher partners in Nunavik and Indigenous community
members in the Saguenay-Lac-Saint-Jean region (Mashteuiatsh
community) and the team leading the Nisidotam Inclusion
Initiative in the Greater Montreal area. This ensures that
Indigenous worldviews inform the approach, analysis, and
findings, including the discovery and description of key
knowledge gaps. We may make changes to the protocol, and
we will detail and justify any modifications in the final report.

Stage 1: Identifying the Research Question
Our research questions are as follows:

1. What does the literature reveal about Indigenous
perspectives, concepts, and understandings of disability in
Indigenous communities in Canada?

2. What are the key factors that influence disability among
Indigenous communities in Canada?

Inclusion Criteria
The participants, concept, and context (PCC) framework will
guide the inclusion of eligible studies in this scoping review
[34].

Participants
This review will consider sources that include the First Nations,
Inuit, and Métis in Canada as the population of interest. We
will include the recognized names of Indigenous peoples as
search terms in this review.

Concept
This review will consider studies on Indigenous perspectives,
concepts, and understandings of disability in Canada, as well
as the factors influencing disability among Indigenous people.

Context
This review will consider studies or reports conducted in any
Canadian province or territory, as well as those with a substantial
focus on the Canadian context.

Types of Sources
This scoping review will consider peer-reviewed and gray
literature. Mixed methods, quantitative, and qualitative studies

are eligible for inclusion. The publication date range will be
unrestricted.

Stage 2: Identifying Relevant Studies
We will consider sources that describe or reflect Indigenous
perspectives on disability, whether they are published in
peer-reviewed journals or as gray literature. The study or report
must be located within Canada or have a significant component
of the Canadian context.

We will design a structured search strategy for the electronic
databases PubMed, Scopus, Web of Science, EBSCOhost
(Bibliography of Indigenous Peoples in North America),
ProQuest (Canadian Business and Current Affairs Database),
Autochtonia, and APA PsycINFO to identify relevant published
studies. We will develop the strategy using Boolean operators,
filters, and truncation for each database. We will search for
relevant articles using a mixture of search terms and keywords.
We will consider adapting the filter developed by the University
of Alberta to retrieve studies related to Indigenous people [35].
The research team will draft and refine a search strategy with
the support of a professional librarian. We will pilot the search
strategy to check the appropriateness of the keywords and
databases. As an example, Multimedia Appendix 2 presents the
search strategy for Scopus database.

The search for potentially relevant documents in the gray
literature will follow 4 different searching strategies [36]: (1)
search gray literature databases such as the Canadian Research
Index and the Indigenous Studies Portal at the University of
Saskatchewan; (2) use customized Google search engines to
examine the first ten pages of results. Combine keywords using
simple Boolean operators or hand search relevant subsections
of sites; (3) Target Indigenous associations and websites for
relevant information; and (4) Consult with experts proficient in
research synthesis and aware of relevant documents to gather
additional insights. We will contact both Indigenous and
non-Indigenous scholars to include multiple sources and ensure
our search is as inclusive as possible.

We will hand-search the references for the included articles to
identify any additional relevant articles. We will limit the search
to articles published in English or French. We will not apply
restrictions based on the year of publication or study design.

To stay updated of current work in the field, our scoping analysis
methodology will allow us to continually circle back to take
newer articles through the screening process and potentially
include them in our analysis.

Stage 3: Study Selection
We will export the list of references into Covidence software
(Veritas Health Innovation) [37] to conduct title or abstract and
full-text screening, first using the software to remove duplicates.
Two independent researchers will screen study titles and
abstracts against the inclusion and exclusion criteria to identify
potentially relevant articles for full-text review. Two reviewers
will then conduct a full-text review to confirm the final selection
of articles. We will resolve disagreements by consensus or by
consulting a third reviewer. A PRISMA (Preferred Reporting
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Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-analyses) flow chart
will show the study selection procedure.

Stage 4: Charting the Data
Two reviewers will use the Covidence data charting framework
to extract the relevant data from the included articles. They will
pilot the draft data extraction sheet on a random sample of 5
articles. They will use a free use application to chart the data.
The first part of the data extracted will include the authors, study
title, source or journal, publication type, year of publication,
objectives of the study, study design, geographic location,
Indigenous group, description of participants, language, findings
on perspectives, concepts, understandings, and terminology
used about disability. The second part will list all the factors
that influence disability from the Indigenous perspective and
their relationships. We will present a 3-column edge list, a
tabular format to represent relationships in a fuzzy cognitive
map. The columns will include causes (originating node),
outcomes (landing node), and the sign of the relationship (–1
or +1) [29]. Additional columns will indicate supporting
evidence for the relationship and corresponding reference. We
will use 1 row for each relationship. If the evidence is
quantitative, we will include relationships that are significant
at the 95% confidence level. If the evidence is qualitative, we
will include quotes, arguments or texts supporting the
relationship. We will adjust and refine the data extraction form
as needed throughout the data extraction process and document
any modifications in the review report. Data extractors will
resolve disagreements through discussion.

Stage 5: Collating, Summarizing, and Reporting
Results
We will present the results of the review as a qualitative
description, incorporating tables, figures, and maps where
appropriate. We will present the findings of the scoping review
in a fuzzy cognitive map to illustrate the perspectives, concepts
and understandings of disability and the factors that influence
disability from an Indigenous perspective.

Fuzzy cognitive mapping visually represents knowledge, helping
clarify the complex factors that influence outcomes or decisions
[38,39]. These maps show assumed causal relationships that
can be based on data or unwritten knowledge [40] between
concepts or factors (nodes) and the outcomes, connected by
arrows or edges [38,39,41]. The source of knowledge assigns
different values to the edges, indicating the direction of the
causal relationships and quantifying the strength of their
influence on the outcome [28,38,39,41,42].

We will create a map for each article included in the review.
We will identify whether the influence of a reported factor is
positive or negative (+1 or –1) and depict it in a 3-column edge
table as described above. If the study shows that an increase in
one factor leads to an increase in another factor, we will assign
a positive relationship (+1). If it shows a decrease in the second
factor, we will assign a negative relationship (–1) [42].

After creating an individual table for each included study, we
will calculate the fuzzy transitive closure for each study using
the open access software CIETmap (V.2.2) to determine the

strength of influence one factor has on others through direct or
indirect relationships [43].

We will use Harris’ discourse analysis approach to weigh each
relationship based on its relative frequency across all the
transitive closure maps [44,45]. Factors appearing in multiple
maps will be weighted as having a stronger causal influence
than those appearing in only 1 or 2 studies [41,45]. By dividing
each relationship’s occurrence by the highest frequency, we
will obtain values between 0 and 1, where values closer to 1
indicate more influence. We will create a composite map of all
factors and relationships identified in the scoping review, with
relationship weights based on their relative frequency [45].
Multimedia Appendix 3 illustrates an example of a fuzzy
cognitive map.

We anticipate refining and expanding the data presentation
approach as the nature of the available literature becomes
known. We will highlight areas where evidence is lacking and
make recommendations for decision-making, practice or further
research.

We will report the review methods and findings according to
the PRISMA-ScR guidelines. We will disseminate the results
of the scoping review in a peer-reviewed publication and present
and discuss them in relevant forums, workshops, conferences,
and community spaces. Potential limitations of the review
include that we may miss studies reported in Indigenous
languages and that some local knowledge may not be accessible
despite best efforts to search the gray literature.

Stage 6: Contextualization
We will contextualize with stakeholders in the final step of the
scoping review [31,32], which is part of a broader participatory
research project on disability among Indigenous peoples of
Canada. We will adapt the “weight of evidence” approach [28]
to contrast and combine the synthesized evidence from the
literature with the experiential knowledge of stakeholders,
including Indigenous scholars, elders, knowledge keepers,
cultural advisors, individuals with disabilities from the
communities and their peers, as well as members of
community-based and regional organizations representing people
with disabilities or First Nations and Inuit in Quebec. We will
invite them to share their perspectives, concepts, and
understandings of disability in Indigenous communities, and to
create maps of the factors that influence disability from an
Indigenous perspective.

We will adapt the fuzzy cognitive mapping protocol
recommended by Andersson and Silver [39]. A facilitator and
a notetaker will support each stakeholder mapping session.

After the stakeholders create their own maps, they will compare
them with the composite map from the scoping review. We will
combine the scoping review map with the users’maps to update
the literature with stakeholder perspectives. The scoping review
and the stakeholder maps will serve as the basis for engaging
them to explore solutions for the identified issues.
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Results

The preliminary database search was conducted in January 2024.
The study is scheduled for 2025, and its results will be published
in open-access, peer-reviewed journals by the end of 2025.

Discussion

Principal Findings
The proposed scoping review will identify and map evidence
on Indigenous concepts, perspectives, and understandings of
disability as well as the key factors that influence disability in
Canada. This review offers space for perspectives outside
Western paradigms, facilitating a subsequent intercultural
dialogue. This dialogue allows stakeholders with different
cultural backgrounds to engage in respectful, dynamic
communication to address a concern [46], in this case, the
conceptualization of disability in Indigenous communities. The
review might encourage a more inclusive, comprehensive, and
culturally safe understanding of disability. It will contextualize
the existing literature in the rich heritage of Indigenous Peoples
in Quebec, Canada, including their perspective of disability and
the implications of this for disability policy in this province. It
will serve as a prototype for contextualizing the literature in the
specific belief systems of Indigenous groups in other provinces
and beyond Canada.

To our knowledge, no previous literature review has covered
this topic in Canada. However, a review published by Australian
authors significantly advances the understanding of disability
services and disability conceptualization within Indigenous
communities.

Strengths and Limitations
This scoping review has several strengths. First, we will include
gray literature. By doing so, we will add valuable insights and
ensure we don’t miss findings and diverse perspectives that may
not be found in peer-reviewed academic sources. Second, by
contrasting and integrating evidence from the literature with

the knowledge of Indigenous communities and people with
disabilities through fuzzy cognitive maps, the scoping review
will provide a thorough overview. Third, the participatory nature
of the exercise will engage all stakeholders in interrogation of
the literature and the codevelopment of a uniquely provincial
and inclusive perspective. In this important sense, participation
in the review process can be a first step in the intercultural
dialogue.

The scoping review will have certain limitations. Some studies
in Indigenous languages might be missed, and certain local
knowledge may remain inaccessible, despite diligent attempts
to include gray literature. The review will not include a quality
assessment of the studies, which may introduce a risk of bias.
We will provide a description of the methodologies and different
criteria used to facilitate the contextualization of the findings.
Potential limitations could include challenges in language use
during fuzzy cognitive mapping for stakeholders, operator bias
(influence of facilitators), as well as issues with coding and
weighting [29]. To address this, we will train facilitators in
protocols to reduce these recognized weaknesses. We are aware
that the inclusion of multiple interpretations, factors, and varying
levels of methodological rigor across different groups could
decrease the precision of results.

Future Directions
By mapping the literature and identifying knowledge gaps, this
scoping review will be a first step toward identifying research
priorities and developing effective policies and interventions
for Indigenous groups with disabilities. Future directions include
repetition of the contextualization exercise in other Canadian
provinces, generating provincially specific reviews that take
account of Indigenous views in that province and the provincial
agencies concerned with Indigenous people living with
disability.

In addition to scientific publication and conference
presentations, we will share the findings through workshops
with participating communities and civil society organizations
working in disability in Quebec.

Acknowledgments
The authors would like to thank Genevieve Gore from the McGill University Library for assistance with the development of the
search strategy and Julian Robbins from the Centre for Addiction and Mental Health (CAMH) for his feedback on this protocol.

Authors' Contributions
All authors contributed to drafting the initial protocol, critically reviewed it for intellectual content, and subsequently revised it
for publication. All authors reviewed and approved the submission of the final manuscript.

Conflicts of Interest
None declared.

Multimedia Appendix 1
PRISMA-P (Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses Protocols) 2015 checklist.
[DOCX File , 34 KB-Multimedia Appendix 1]

JMIR Res Protoc 2025 | vol. 14 | e57590 | p. 5https://www.researchprotocols.org/2025/1/e57590
(page number not for citation purposes)

Rojas-Cárdenas et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=resprot_v14i1e57590_app1.docx&filename=f206a416acf85bd0443acadb89780586.docx
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=resprot_v14i1e57590_app1.docx&filename=f206a416acf85bd0443acadb89780586.docx
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


Multimedia Appendix 2
Search strategy for scopus.
[DOCX File , 13 KB-Multimedia Appendix 2]

Multimedia Appendix 3
Example of a fuzzy cognitive map.
[DOCX File , 26 KB-Multimedia Appendix 3]

References

1. Berghs M, Atkin K, Graham H, Hatton C, Thomas C. Scoping models and theories of disability. In: Implications for Public
Health Research of Models and Theories of Disability: A Scoping Study and Evidence Synthesis. Southampton (UK).
NIHR Journals Library; 2016.

2. Boorse C. Disability and medical theory. In: Ralston DC, Ho JH, editors. Philosophical Reflections on Disability. Philosophy
and Medicine. Netherlands. Springer; 2010:55-88.

3. Olkin R. Conceptualizing disability: Three models of disability. American Psychological Association. 2022. URL: https:/
/www.apa.org/ed/precollege/psychology-teacher-network/introductory-psychology/disability-models [accessed 2025-01-31]

4. Olkin R. Could you hold the door for me? Including disability in diversity. Cultur Divers Ethnic Minor Psychol.
2002;8(2):130-137. [doi: 10.1037/1099-9809.8.2.130] [Medline: 11987590]

5. Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities: Conference of States Parties to the Convention on the Rights of
Persons with Disabilities. 2006. URL: https://social.desa.un.org/issues/disability/crpd/
convention-on-the-rights-of-persons-with-disabilities-crpd [accessed 2025-01-29]

6. Geyh S, Schwegler U, Peter C, Müller R. Representing and organizing information to describe the lived experience of
health from a personal factors perspective in the light of the international classification of functioning, disability and health
(ICF): a discussion paper. Disability and Rehabilitation. 2018;41(14):1727-1738. [doi: 10.1080/09638288.2018.1445302]

7. International classification of functioning, disability and health: children and youth version: ICF-CY. Geneva, Switzerland.
World Health Organization; 2007.

8. Beaudry JS. Beyond (Models of) Disability? J Med Philos. 2016;41(2):210-228. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1093/jmp/jhv063]
[Medline: 26892249]

9. Hiranandani V. Towards a critical theory of disability in social work. csw. 2019;6(1). [doi: 10.22329/csw.v6i1.5712]
10. Goodley D. Dis/entangling critical disability studies. Disability & Society. 2013;28(5):631-644. [doi:

10.1080/09687599.2012.717884]
11. Tejpar S, Butler A. Looking in the mirror: attitudes toward disability. Canadian Journal for New Scholars in Education.

2023;14(2):150-158.
12. Rivas Velarde M. Indigenous perspectives of disability. DSQ. 2018;38(4). [doi: 10.18061/dsq.v38i4.6114]
13. Jaffee L, Kelsey J. Disabling bodies of/and land: reframing disability justice in conversation with indigenous theory and

activism. Disability & the Global South. 2018;5(2):1407-1429. [doi: 10.1332/policypress/9781447357155.003.0005]
14. Lapierre M. Disability and latin American indigenous peoples. Disability & Society. 2023;38(18):1-5. [doi:

10.1080/09687599.2023.2192381]
15. Ravindran S, Brentnall J, Gilroy J. Conceptualising disability: a critical comparison between Indigenous people in Australia

and New South Wales disability service agencies. Aust J Social Issues. 2017;52(4):367-387. [doi: 10.1002/ajs4.25]
16. Ineese-Nash N. Disability as a colonial cvonstruct: the missing discourse of culture in conceptualizations of disabled

indigenous children. CJDS. 2020;9(3):28-51. [doi: 10.15353/cjds.v9i3.645]
17. Gilroy J, Uttjek M, Lovern L, Ward J. Indigenous people with disability: intersectionality of identity from the experience

of Indigenous people in Australia, Sweden, Canada, and USA. Disability and the Global South. 2021;8(2):2071-2093.
18. Lovern LL. Indigenous perspectives on difference. Journal of Literary & Cultural Disability Studies. 2017;11(3):303-320.

[doi: 10.3828/jlcds.2017.24]
19. Weaver HN. Disability through a native American lens: examining influences of culture and colonization. J Soc Work

Disabil Rehabil. 2015;14(3-4):148-162. [doi: 10.1080/1536710X.2015.1068256] [Medline: 26288090]
20. Hickey H, Wilson D. Whānau hauā: reframing disability from an Indigenous perspective. MAI Journal. 2017;6(1):82-94.

[doi: 10.20507/maijournal.2017.6.1.7]
21. Ficklin E, Tehee M, Marx S, Ortiz E, Golson M, Roanhorse T. Perceptions of disabilities among native Americans within

the state of Utah. Disability & Society. 2023;39(9):2281-2302. [doi: 10.1080/09687599.2023.2195973]
22. Bevan-Brown J. Including people with disabilities: an indigenous perspective. International Journal of Inclusive Education.

2013;17(6):571-583. [doi: 10.1080/13603116.2012.694483]
23. Puszka S, Walsh C, Markham F, Barney J, Yap M, Dreise T. Towards the decolonisation of disability: a systematic review

of disability conceptualisations, practices and experiences of first nations people of Australia. Soc Sci Med. 2022;305:115047.
[FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1016/j.socscimed.2022.115047] [Medline: 35617764]

JMIR Res Protoc 2025 | vol. 14 | e57590 | p. 6https://www.researchprotocols.org/2025/1/e57590
(page number not for citation purposes)

Rojas-Cárdenas et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=resprot_v14i1e57590_app2.docx&filename=713e0f70652cbb3f103d29c7c6f5bd19.docx
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=resprot_v14i1e57590_app2.docx&filename=713e0f70652cbb3f103d29c7c6f5bd19.docx
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=resprot_v14i1e57590_app3.docx&filename=85bbdfb4fa54c3d25cbb0e2298e1013a.docx
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=resprot_v14i1e57590_app3.docx&filename=85bbdfb4fa54c3d25cbb0e2298e1013a.docx
https://www.apa.org/ed/precollege/psychology-teacher-network/introductory-psychology/disability-models
https://www.apa.org/ed/precollege/psychology-teacher-network/introductory-psychology/disability-models
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/1099-9809.8.2.130
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=11987590&dopt=Abstract
https://social.desa.un.org/issues/disability/crpd/convention-on-the-rights-of-persons-with-disabilities-crpd
https://social.desa.un.org/issues/disability/crpd/convention-on-the-rights-of-persons-with-disabilities-crpd
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09638288.2018.1445302
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/26892249
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jmp/jhv063
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26892249&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.22329/csw.v6i1.5712
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09687599.2012.717884
http://dx.doi.org/10.18061/dsq.v38i4.6114
http://dx.doi.org/10.1332/policypress/9781447357155.003.0005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09687599.2023.2192381
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ajs4.25
http://dx.doi.org/10.15353/cjds.v9i3.645
http://dx.doi.org/10.3828/jlcds.2017.24
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/1536710X.2015.1068256
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26288090&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.20507/maijournal.2017.6.1.7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09687599.2023.2195973
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13603116.2012.694483
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0277-9536(22)00353-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2022.115047
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=35617764&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


24. Study on the situation of indigenous persons with disabilities, with a particular focus on challenges faced with regard to
the full enjoyment of human rights and inclusion in development. United Nations. 2013. URL: https://digitallibrary.un.org/
record/744625?v=pdf [accessed 2025-01-29]

25. Meekosha H. Decolonising disability: thinking and acting globally. Disability & Society. 2011;26(6):667-682. [doi:
10.1080/09687599.2011.602860]

26. Indigenous population continues to grow and is much younger than the non-indigenous population, although the pace of
growth has slowed. The Daily. 2022. URL: https://www150.statcan.gc.ca/n1/daily-quotidien/220921/dq220921a-eng.htm
[accessed 2025-01-29]

27. Tuck E. Suspending damage: a letter to communities. Harvard Educational Review. 2009;79(3):409-428. [doi:
10.17763/haer.79.3.n0016675661t3n15]

28. Dion A, Carini-Gutierrez A, Jimenez V, Ben Ameur A, Robert E, Joseph L, et al. Weight of evidence: participatory methods
and bayesian updating to contextualize evidence synthesis in stakeholders' knowledge. J Mix Methods Res.
2022;16(3):281-306. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1177/15586898211037412] [Medline: 35872747]

29. Sarmiento I, Cockcroft A, Dion A, Belaid L, Silver H, Pizarro K, et al. Fuzzy cognitive mapping in participatory research
and decision making: a practice review. Arch Public Health. 2024;82(1):76. [doi: 10.1186/s13690-024-01303-7] [Medline:
38769567]

30. Moher D, Shamseer L, Clarke M, Ghersi D, Liberati A, Petticrew M, et al. PRISMA-P Group. Preferred reporting items
for systematic review and meta-analysis protocols (PRISMA-P) 2015 statement. Syst Rev. 2015;4(1):1. [FREE Full text]
[doi: 10.1186/2046-4053-4-1] [Medline: 25554246]

31. Arksey H, O'Malley L. Scoping studies: towards a methodological framework. International Journal of Social Research
Methodology. 2005;8(1):19-32. [doi: 10.1080/1364557032000119616]

32. Levac D, Colquhoun H, O'Brien KK. Scoping studies: advancing the methodology. Implement Sci. 2010;5:69. [FREE Full
text] [doi: 10.1186/1748-5908-5-69] [Medline: 20854677]

33. Tricco AC, Lillie E, Zarin W, O'Brien KK, Colquhoun H, Levac D, et al. PRISMA extension for scoping reviews
(PRISMA-ScR): checklist and explanation. Ann Intern Med. 2018;169(7):467-473. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.7326/M18-0850]
[Medline: 30178033]

34. Peters MDJ, Godfrey CM, Khalil H, McInerney P, Parker D, Soares CB. Guidance for conducting systematic scoping
reviews. Int J Evid Based Healthc. 2015;13(3):141-146. [doi: 10.1097/XEB.0000000000000050] [Medline: 26134548]

35. Campbell S, Dorgan M, Tjosvold L. Filter to retrieve studies related to indigenous people of Canada in the OVID EMBASE
database. Rev. 2021. URL: https://docs.google.com/document/d/
1CpsxwcUFuMmuWNOmpNVOQuHgYruuoKo8E-M_eMNy4XM/edit# [accessed 2021-10-04]

36. Godin K, Stapleton J, Kirkpatrick SI, Hanning RM, Leatherdale ST. Applying systematic review search methods to the
grey literature: a case study examining guidelines for school-based breakfast programs in Canada. Syst Rev. 2015;4:138.
[FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1186/s13643-015-0125-0] [Medline: 26494010]

37. The world's #1 systematic review tool. Covidence. URL: https://www.covidence.org/ [accessed 2025-01-29]
38. Kosko B. Fuzzy cognitive maps. International Journal of Man-Machine Studies. 1986;24(1):65-75. [doi:

10.1016/s0020-7373(86)80040-2]
39. Andersson N, Silver H. Fuzzy cognitive mapping: an old tool with new uses in nursing research. J Adv Nurs.

2019;75(12):3823-3830. [doi: 10.1111/jan.14192] [Medline: 31486102]
40. Gray SA, Zanre E, Gray SRJ. Fuzzy cognitive maps as representations of mental models and group beliefs. In: Fuzzy

Cognitive Maps for Applied Sciences and Engineering. Berlin Heidelberg. Springer; 2014:29-48.
41. Gagnon-Dufresne MC, Sarmiento I, Fortin G, Andersson N, Zinszer K. Why urban communities from low-income and

middle-income countries participate in public and global health research: protocol for a scoping review. BMJ Open.
2023;13(6):e069340. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1136/bmjopen-2022-069340] [Medline: 37277224]

42. Sarmiento I, Paredes-Solís S, Morris M, Pimentel J, Cockcroft A, Andersson N. Factors influencing maternal health in
indigenous communities with presence of traditional midwifery in the Americas: protocol for a scoping review. BMJ Open.
2020;10(10):e037922. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1136/bmjopen-2020-037922] [Medline: 33109651]

43. Niesink P, Poulin K, Šajna M. Computing transitive closure of bipolar weighted digraphs. Discrete Applied Mathematics.
2013;161(1-2):217-243. [doi: 10.1016/j.dam.2012.06.013]

44. Harris ZS. Discourse analysis. Language. 1952;28(1):1. [doi: 10.2307/409987]
45. Sarmiento I, Cockcroft A, Dion A, Paredes-Solís S, De Jesús-García A, Melendez D, et al. Combining conceptual frameworks

on maternal health in indigenous communities—fuzzy cognitive mapping using participant and operator-independent
weighting. Field Methods. 2022;34(3):223-239. [doi: 10.1177/1525822x211070463]

46. Sarmiento I, Zuluaga G, Paredes-Solís S, Chomat AM, Loutfi D, Cockcroft A, et al. Bridging western and indigenous
knowledge through intercultural dialogue: lessons from participatory research in Mexico. BMJ Glob Health.
2020;5(9):e002488. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1136/bmjgh-2020-002488] [Medline: 32994227]

JMIR Res Protoc 2025 | vol. 14 | e57590 | p. 7https://www.researchprotocols.org/2025/1/e57590
(page number not for citation purposes)

Rojas-Cárdenas et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/744625?v=pdf
https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/744625?v=pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09687599.2011.602860
https://www150.statcan.gc.ca/n1/daily-quotidien/220921/dq220921a-eng.htm
http://dx.doi.org/10.17763/haer.79.3.n0016675661t3n15
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/15586898211037412?url_ver=Z39.88-2003&rfr_id=ori:rid:crossref.org&rfr_dat=cr_pub  0pubmed
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/15586898211037412
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=35872747&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s13690-024-01303-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=38769567&dopt=Abstract
https://systematicreviewsjournal.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/2046-4053-4-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/2046-4053-4-1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25554246&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/1364557032000119616
https://implementationscience.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/1748-5908-5-69
https://implementationscience.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/1748-5908-5-69
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1748-5908-5-69
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=20854677&dopt=Abstract
https://www.acpjournals.org/doi/abs/10.7326/M18-0850?url_ver=Z39.88-2003&rfr_id=ori:rid:crossref.org&rfr_dat=cr_pub  0pubmed
http://dx.doi.org/10.7326/M18-0850
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30178033&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/XEB.0000000000000050
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26134548&dopt=Abstract
https://docs.google.com/document/d/1CpsxwcUFuMmuWNOmpNVOQuHgYruuoKo8E-M_eMNy4XM/edit#
https://docs.google.com/document/d/1CpsxwcUFuMmuWNOmpNVOQuHgYruuoKo8E-M_eMNy4XM/edit#
https://systematicreviewsjournal.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s13643-015-0125-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s13643-015-0125-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26494010&dopt=Abstract
https://www.covidence.org/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0020-7373(86)80040-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jan.14192
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31486102&dopt=Abstract
https://bmjopen.bmj.com/lookup/pmidlookup?view=long&pmid=37277224
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2022-069340
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=37277224&dopt=Abstract
https://bmjopen.bmj.com/lookup/pmidlookup?view=long&pmid=33109651
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2020-037922
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33109651&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.dam.2012.06.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/409987
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1525822x211070463
https://gh.bmj.com/lookup/pmidlookup?view=long&pmid=32994227
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmjgh-2020-002488
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=32994227&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


Abbreviations
ICF: International Classification of Functioning, Disability, and Health
PCC: participants, concept, and context
PRISMA: Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis
PRISMA-P: Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis Protocols
PRISMA-ScR: Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis extension for Scoping
Reviews

Edited by A Schwartz; submitted 21.02.24; peer-reviewed by J Smith-Merry, V Tomas; comments to author 11.03.24; revised version
received 15.11.24; accepted 21.01.25; published 10.03.25

Please cite as:
Rojas-Cárdenas A, Cleaver S, Sarmiento I, Rock J, Grenier Y, Charrier F, Gosselin R-A, Cockcroft A, Andersson N
Indigenous Community Views of Disability in Canada: Protocol for a Scoping Review
JMIR Res Protoc 2025;14:e57590
URL: https://www.researchprotocols.org/2025/1/e57590
doi: 10.2196/57590
PMID:

©Andrés Rojas-Cárdenas, Shaun Cleaver, Ivan Sarmiento, Julie Rock, Yan Grenier, Francis Charrier, Rose-Anne Gosselin, Anne
Cockcroft, Neil Andersson. Originally published in JMIR Research Protocols (https://www.researchprotocols.org), 10.03.2025.
This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License
(https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium,
provided the original work, first published in JMIR Research Protocols, is properly cited. The complete bibliographic information,
a link to the original publication on https://www.researchprotocols.org, as well as this copyright and license information must be
included.

JMIR Res Protoc 2025 | vol. 14 | e57590 | p. 8https://www.researchprotocols.org/2025/1/e57590
(page number not for citation purposes)

Rojas-Cárdenas et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

https://www.researchprotocols.org/2025/1/e57590
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/57590
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

