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• A History of Colonial Policies
• OCAP & Tri-Policy 2 Ch.9
• Case Study
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Discovery (1493)



British North 
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(1867)



The Indian Act 
(1876)



Ways to Lose Status

Enfranchisement (before 
1985):
• Earned a university degree
• Became a doctor, lawyer, 
or clergyman

• Joined the military
• Married a non-Indigenous 
person (especially women)

• Wanted to vote in federal 
elections.

Gender Discrimination:
• Indigenous women lost 
status if they married 
non-Indigenous men

• Their children also lost 
status

• Men who married non-
Indigenous women kept 
their status



Economic Limitations

No Land Ownership
• Lack of collateral and 
equity

• Gov control of funds
• Lost generational wealth

Restrictions on Farming
• Permits to sell crops
• Gov control of farming 
tools, seeds, and land use

• Unused land could be 
leased without the 
farmer’s full control



Education & Healthcare

Education:
• Residential Schools
• Gov control over 
Indigenous education

• Disenfranchisement
• Funding

Healthcare:
• Government determined 
services

• Forced hospitalizations 
and treatment



• Forced sterilizations
• Psychiatric experimentation
 
• Drug and vaccine trials
• Nutrition experiments

Academia



OCAP: 
First Nations Principles in 
Research and Information 

Governance (1998)



Ownership. Control. Access. Possession.

OCAP® is a registered trademark 
of the First Nations Information 
Governance Centre (FNIGC)

https://fnigc.ca/ocap-training/

https://fnigc.ca/ocap-training/ 

https://fnigc.ca/ocap-training/
https://fnigc.ca/ocap-training/


Indigenous Research Ethics Boards, Committees, 
and Frameworks

1. Health Information Research Governance 
Committee (University of Manitoba)

2. First Nations of Quebec and Labrador Health 
and Social Services Commission (FNQLHSSC)

3. Indigenous Health Research Advisory Committee 
(IHRAC) – Chronic Pain Network

4. Six Nations Research Ethics Committee – Six 
Nations of the Grand River Territory

5. Manitoba Metis Federation Research Ethics 
Board

6. Labrador Aboriginal Health Research Committee 
(LAHRC)

7. Mi’kmaq Ethics Committee – Mi’kmaw Ethics 
Watch

8. Mi’kmaq Confederacy of PEI Ethics Review 
Committee

9. Unama’ki Institute of Natural Resources (UINR) – 
Five Mi’kmaw communities in Unama’ki

10. Inuit Research Advisors – ArcticNet and partners

11. National Inuit Strategy on Research (NISR) – 
Inuit Tapiriit Kanatami

12. Standard of Conduct for Research in Northern 
Barkley & Clayoquot Sound Communities – 
Clayoquot Alliance

13. Nuu-chah-nulth Tribal Council Research Ethics 
Committee

14. Ktunaxa Nation’s Code of Ethics for Research
15. Manitoulin Anishinaabek Research Review 

Committee (MARRC)
16. A Community Guide to Protecting Indigenous 

Knowledge – Brascoupé & Mann
17. Manitoba First Nations Education Resource 

Centre (MFNERC) Guidelines
18. Assembly of First Nations–FNIHB Engagement 

Protocol
19. USAI Research Framework – Ontario Federation 

of Indigenous Friendship Centres (OFIFC)
20.Alberta First Nations Information Governance 

Centre (AFNIGC)



Tri-Policy 2, Ch.9 
Research Involving the First 

Nations, Inuit, and 
Métis Peoples of Canada (2010)



Spot the Colonialism!

Ask:

• What is the intention of the article? 

• Who, or whose voice, is favored or 
prioritized?

• What is missing or could be 
misinterpreted?

• Who is likely to benefit in the 
application of the article? 

• Who may not? 

Watch for:
• institutional reputation 

protected over community 
welfare

• Strategic use of vague 
language

• community priorities 
neglected

• deficit narratives reinforced
• capacity building and 

reciprocity ignored



Spot the Colonialism!

Ask:

• What is colonial in language, nature, or intent?

• Who, or whose voice, is favored or prioritized?

• What is missing or could be misinterpreted?



TPC9 – Key Concepts and 
Definitions:

Community

• “An individual may acknowledge being of First Nations, Inuit 
or Métis descent but not identify with any particular 
community. How individuals define which of their community 
relationships are most relevant will likely depend on the 
nature of the research project being proposed.”

Community engagement

• “The engagement may range from information sharing to 
active participation and collaboration, to empowerment and 
shared leadership of the research project. Communities may 
also choose not to engage actively in a research project, but 
simply to acknowledge it and register no objection to it.”



Table Activity

• Read the Ch.9 article excerpt.

Ask:

• What is colonial in language, nature, or intent?

• Who, or whose voice, is favored or prioritized?

• What is missing or could be misinterpreted?



Article 9.2 – Nature and Extent of 
Community Engagement
“In less structured situations (e.g., a community of interest), a key 
consideration for researchers, prospective participants, and REBs is 
determining the nature and extent of community engagement 
required. In some situations, if the REB is satisfied that participants 
are not identified with a community or that the welfare of relevant 
communities is not affected, the REB may waive the requirement of 
a community engagement plan. In these cases, consent of 
individuals is sufficient to participate” (P.155)



Article 9.4 – Engagement with 
Organizations and Communities of 
Interest
“Political organizations, friendship centres, housing associations, 
health access centres and other groups operating in rural or urban 
centres have been created to enhance the welfare of their own 
members or the populations that they serve. Organizations and 
communities of interest are potential partners in research on issues 
relevant to their communities, and are to be recognized as 
communities for the purposes of community engagement under this 
Policy.” (p.159)



Article 9.8 – Respect for Community 
Customs and Codes of Practice

“First Nations, Inuit, and Métis scholars attached to academic 
institutions as faculty members, students or research associates are 
increasingly engaged in research involving their own communities, 
and sometimes their own family members. They are generally 
exempt from restrictions on physical access to territory or personal 
access to community members. However, as members of institutions 
that adhere to this Policy, they are subject to the ethical duty to 
respect community customs and codes of research practice when 
conducting research in their own local or cultural communities, and 
to engage the relevant community as required by this Policy.” (p.164)



Article 9.9 – Institutional REB 
Review
“Research ethics review by community REBs or other responsible 
bodies at the research site will not be a substitute for research 
ethics review by institutional REBs and will not exempt researchers 
affiliated with an institution from seeking REB approval at their 
institution, subject to Article 8.1.” (p.165)



Article 9.12 – Participatory Research

“As part of the community engagement process, researchers and 
communities should consider applying a collaborative and 
participatory approach as appropriate to the nature of the research, 
and the level of ongoing engagement desired by the community.“ 
(P.170)



Article 9.13 – Community Benefit

“Where the form of community engagement and the nature of the 
research make it possible, research should be relevant to community 
needs and priorities. The research should benefit the participating 
community (e.g., training, local hiring, recognition of contributors, 
return of results), as well as extend the boundaries of knowledge.”



Article 9.17 – Review of Findings 
“If disagreement about interpretation arises between researchers 
and the community and it cannot be resolved, researchers should 
either a) provide the community with an opportunity to make its 
views known, or b) accurately report any disagreement about the 
interpretation of the data in their reports or publications. This should 
not be construed as giving the community the right to block the 
publication of findings. Rather, it gives the community the 
opportunity to contextualize the findings” (P.176)



A Case Study…



A Case Study…



Case Study

What… happened…?
Read the news article excerpt

• What were the key points in your section?
• How does this relate to our OCAP and/or Tri-Policy 

discussions? 
• How does it replicate past harms?
• What language, phrasing, gaps, or silences let this 

happen?



The "brain school" that 
experimented on Indigenous 
children - Transcript
CBC News · Posted: Jun 14, 2024 7:52 AM MDT |
Front Burner Transcript for June 14, 2024
Host: Jayme Poisson

Parts A, B, C, D

'No consequences' for violating 
human rights in privately 
funded research in Canada, 
says ethics expert
Geoff Leo · CBC News · Posted: Dec 02, 2024 2:00 
AM MST | Last Updated: December 2, 2024

Parts 1, 2, 3, 4



Wrap-up

• What does this mean for you, in your professional 
    and personal roles?

What will you do now?



Thank You
Janelle.Therien@NorQuest.ca
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