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Abstract

Background: Individuals with profound intellectual disabilities are non-verbal and reliant on carers
for pain recognition, assessment and management. Pain is a multifaceted and interconnected
experience. Assessment tools designed specifically for this population are needed. This study aimed
to develop methods for improved pain care practices by nurses.

Methods: This qualitative study followed the four phases of appreciative; Discovery, Dream,
Design, Destiny. Eight nurses were recruited as co-researchers from one Irish intellectual
disability organisation. Data were analysed from individual and focus group interviews, using
thematic analysis and continuous reflexivity.

Results: A pain awareness campaign and RAPPID tool (recognition and assessment of pain in
people with profound intellectual disabilities) were developed.

Conclusion: Respect for personhood in individuals with profound intellectual disabilities is re-
flected through holistic approaches to pain assessment. The empowerment of nurses enables
positive change. Implicit knowledge can be communicated more proficiently with a formal,
collaborative tool.
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Background

People with profound intellectual disabilities make up 2% of the worldwide intellectual disability
population (approximately 16 million people) (Maulik et al., 2011), and approximately 4% of the
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Irish intellectual disability population (Casey et al., 2020). By definition, an individual with
profound intellectual disabilities will have extreme difficulties with intellectual and social func-
tioning. They may communicate non-verbally or have very limited verbal ability, and will often
need familiar people to assist them with their communication. It is very common for these indi-
viduals to have multiple comorbidities, which may include neurological problems, physical or
sensory impairments (Bellamy et al., 2010). Within a study by Arvio and Sillanpaa (2003) over
ninety nine percent of four hundred and sixty-one individuals with severe to profound intellectual
disabilities had multi-morbidities. These may include physical impairments, epilepsy, dysphasia,
irritable bowel syndrome and other painful conditions (Gittens and Rose, 2007). Individuals with
profound intellectual and multiple disabilities are living longer (Kruithof et al., 2022; McCarron
et al., 2017). However, delays in identifying needs and diagnosis of illness is a factor in the re-
maining inequality of life expectancy between those in the general population and those in the
intellectual disability population. People from the intellectual disability population die on average
twenty one to twenty four years younger than those in the general population (Blair, 2023). People
with intellectual disabilities also have markedly higher rates of painful conditions than the general
population, and lower rates of treatment (Baldridge and Andrasik, 2010).

People with profound intellectual disabilities often have idiosyncratic, non-verbal indicators of
pain and distress (Chadwick et al., 2019), which may be missed or misinterpreted (Goodall et al.,
2023). Even when distress may be recognised, there is a challenge to pinpointing the root cause of
this, which can lead to delays in treatment (Adams and Jahoda, 2019). If the presence of physical
pain is not recognised in people with profound intellectual disabilities, there is a risk of preventable,
advanced illness and death occurring (Donovan, 2002). And so, pain care research for those with
profound intellectual disabilities has focused on the physical (Genik et al., 2017; Icht et al., 2021;
Petigas and Newman, 2021). There are a plethora of physical pain assessment tools available for
people with intellectual disabilities (De Knet et al, 2016; Lotan et. al, 2010; Lotan et al., 2013),
including assessments for those who are non-verbal (Solodiuk et. al, 2010; Van der Putten and
Vlascamp, 2011). However, there is a need for more holistic and practical pain assessment tools and
methods, for this specific population. Pain care is a very complex area for people with profound
intellectual disabilities as their individuality and unique communications must be taken into
consideration. Evidence suggests that current tools do not allow for fully individualised assessments
suitable for this population (Goodall et al., 2023).

Pain is a multifaceted, interconnected and subjective experience; including the psychological,
physical, social and emotional (Doody and Bailey, 2017; Ong and Forbes, 2005). Sulmasy (2002: 25)
discusses individuals as “beings-in-relationship”, which recognises biological illness as having an
affect on all other relational aspects of a person. This concept was coined by Cicely Saunders in the
fifties as ‘total pain’ (Saunders, 1993). In order to relieve an individual’s pain, the nurse must consider
all experiences and qualities of the person. People with profound intellectual disabilities are highly
dependent on carers (Vorhaus, 2014), and so it is the responsibility of these carers to ensure that
personhood is bestowed upon and upheld for each individual. Recognising personhood and attending
to all aspects of the person’s pain may also improve self-worth for this cohort (Chochinov, 2016).

Challenges to the recognition of pain in individuals within this cohort is compounded by historical
beliefs among carers of an insensitivity to pain in people with intellectual disabilities (Symons et. al,
2008; Beacroft and Dodd, 2010). Doody and Bailey (2017) dispute this belief, inferring the possibility
of individuals with intellectual disabilities experiencing pain in a more intense way than those in the
general population. Current available tools do not address the issue of pain severity for non-verbal
individuals with intellectual disabilities (Goodall et al., 2023). There is a need for pain beliefs to be
reviewed with staff, to encourage improved pain care (Beacroft and Dodd, 2010).
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The aim of this study was to empower nurses, through an appreciative inquiry approach, to
creatively develop methods of positive change in pain care practices for individuals with profound
intellectual disabilities.

Methods

Appreciative inquiry

Appreciative inquiry was developed as a research philosophy and methodology by Cooperider
(1986). It adopts a solution focused, strengths-based approach (Cooperider et al., 2008). Ap-
preciative inquiry was originally developed as an approach to large organisational change
(Cooperider et al., 2008) and has since become a very adaptable, flexible approach to qualitative
research in healthcare (Trajkovski et al., 2013). This methodology is grounded in social con-
structionism (Yudarwati, 2019), recognising the importance of collaboration and shared language
between the co-researchers with experiences of the phenomenon in question (Cooperrider et al.,
2008). Throughout an appreciative inquiry study, there is a focus placed on the positive without
disregarding the challenges (Reed, 2007).

This collaborative approach and joint engagement, strives to create change through an appreciation
of what works well, in order to build on this, creating improvements in the area of interest (Reed,
2007). Within an appreciative inquiry, the participants of the study are considered co-researchers, who
have a very active role in the co-creation of knowledge (Reed, 2007). The co-researchers in this study
were empowered to lead the co-creation of knowledge and methods of change.

Appreciative inquiry is guided by a 4D cycle; discovery, dream, design and destiny (Cooperrider
et al., 2008). The discovery phase aims to uncover ‘the best of what is’ (Reed, 2007: 74). Co-
researchers deeply reflect on their own practice (Drayton et al., 2021) and share stories of successes,
creating a baseline for improvement (Griggs and Crain-Dorough, 2021). The dream phase aims to
create a vision of the very best of what could be. Within the design phase of the study, methods of
working towards dreamed visions are developed. These methods are put into practice and evaluated
through the destiny phase of appreciative inquiry.

Appreciative inquiry has been found to be effective in creating improvements within
healthcare settings (Drayton et al., 2021). With all of the challenges and barriers to best
possible pain care for this population, it was beneficial within this study to create a positive
stance which appreciated the skills and efforts of the co-researchers. This empowered the co-
researchers to become agents for change and allowed for active engagement in the process.
Nurses value collaboration (Affleck et al., 2022). Within this study the co-researchers col-
laborated with each of their respective teams in order to gain as much input and take advantage
of a wide range of expertise for the appreciative inquiry process. The co-researching nurses
were fully involved in all stages of the appreciative inquiry, with autonomy to lead the change.
They each shared their experiences; collected data within their respective teams; envisioned
what best practice in pain care looked like and co-designed and developed methods of creating
improvements to care.

Ethics

Ethical approval was received from both the Dublin City University Ethics Committee, reference:
DCUREC/2022/199 and the intellectual disability organisation’s ethical review board.
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Recruitment

There ismuch variability in co-researcher recruitment in appreciative inquiry studies within healthcare,
ranging from three co-researchers (Carter et al., 2007) to one hundred and twenty (Seebohm et al.,
2010) and above. Appreciative inquiry, as a methodology, is adaptable to the study and its aims
(Trajkovski et al., 2013). This study aimed to use a deeply reflective process throughout, gaining an
understanding of current practices and values. It required a high level of motivation, and engagement
with the co-researchers in the co-creation of knowledge and co-production of materials. For these
purposes, a small sample size was required. As previously described in the background, Belamy et al.
(2010: 223) conceptualisation of a profound intellectual disability was used for this study.

Invitation to participate in the study was offered by email to all nurses working within one Irish
intellectual disability organisation. This recruitment process was assisted by a gatekeeper. All
possible candidates were met by MG in person, online or over the phone to review the plain
language statement, inclusion/exclusion criteria and answer any questions the potential co-
researchers had. Snowball sampling was also used, some candidates for inclusion passed the re-
searchers details to other nurses whom they felt may be suitable or interested in partaking in this
study. Written, informed consent was received from each participating nurse.

Eight co-researchers were recruited for the study, from different care areas within the intellectual
disability service, residential care (n=6), respite care (n=1) and cross service care (n=1), covering
both day and nights. Two of the co-researchers were recruited via the snowball sampling technique.
The co-participants included six registered nurses in intellectual disabilities, one registered general
nurse and one dual trained registered nurse in intellectual disabilities and mental health. The dual
trained nurse from a residential care area engaged with phase one and two of the study before
withdrawing due to terminating her employment with the participating organisation. The variety of
roles that these co-researchers had included staff nurse, management and specialist nursing. There
was an extensive amount of experience within the co-research team, with six of the nurses having
over ten years of post-registration experience. Through reflection and discussion with MN and KI,
the inclusion/exclusion criteria were defined (see Table 1.).

Data collection

Data were collected through semi-structured individual and focus group interviews. These were
recorded and transcribed. Each individual interview lasted approximately sixty minutes and each
focus group interview lasted approximately ninety minutes. From the discovery and dream phases
of the study, the co-researchers chose to develop two strands of dreamed practices. In order to do
this, separate interviews were held, focusing on each strand. MG shared information between these
two groups of interviews, allowing for feedback and inclusion of all of the co-researchers. Designed

Table 1. Inclusion/Exclusion Criteria.

Inclusion Criteria
The person was a registered nurse of any nursing division in Ireland
The person was currently working with at least one adult with a profound intellectual disability
The person was working in any area of care within the included organisation in any nursing role

Exclusion Criteria
The person was an informal carer, health care worker, social care worker or other health care professional
The person was not currently working with at least one adult with a profound intellectual disability
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documents and resources were also shared with the team of co-researchers via email. Throughout
the design phase of the study, the co-researchers involved their staff teams, through discussions at
team meetings, in the collection of data. Data were further collected from eleven focus group
interviews and six individual interviews, held between March 2023 and March 2024 (see Table 2.);
through the four phases of this appreciative inquiry study (see Figure 1). Due to the shift working
nature of the co-researcher’s roles, it was challenging to coordinate dates and times that suited the
full group. Within the first stage of the appreciative inquiry study (discovery), the co-researchers
were challenged to reflect on their skills and current practices that are working well in this area of
care. Within the second phase of the study (dream), they were asked to imaginatively explore what
best practice in pain care for this population would look like to them. Following this, wiithin the
third phase of the study (design), the co-researchers were encouraged to actively develop and co-
create methods of change. They were again asked to reflect on the study itself and it’s outcomes
within the fourth phase (destiny).

Data analysis

Thematic analysis (Clarke and Braun, 2017) was completed for the discovery and dream phases of
the study, using the data software NVivo. Codes were developed from the transcribed interviews and
these were grouped into themes. These themes were member checked and discussed in detail with
MN and KI. Further analysis was completed by deep reflexivity between the co-researchers andMG
within and between interviews. As the co-researchers moved towards the third stage of the ap-
preciative inquiry study (design), creative methods were also used. The researcher and the co-
researchers created visual representations of the data collected from stage one and two of the study
viamind maps within the interviews. This guided the next phase of the study. Data gathered
throughout the study, within their respective services and teams, by the co-researchers were an-
alysed in the focus group interviews. Analysis of all phases of the study was reviewed and discussed
with MN and KI.

Findings

Discovery/dream

There were four focus group interviews and one individual interview (see Table 2), to uncover the
best of current practice in the area of pain care for individuals with profound intellectual disabilities,
and to envision the best of what could be. These interviews were positively focused, whilst
recognising the challenges and barriers to best care. The six themes that emerged from these

Table 2. Data Collection - Interviews.

Phase Data collection - Engagement with co-researchers Duration period

Discovery/Dream 4 Focus Groups (n=5, n=2, n=3, n=5)
Individual interviews: n=1

3 months

Design 5 Focus Groups (n=3, n=5, n=2, n=5. N=2)
Individual interviews: n=2

6 months

Destiny 2 Focus Groups (n=2, n=2)
Individual interviews: n=3

2 months
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interviews were; unconditional positive regard, honouring of relationship, creative best practice,
pain through a competing lens, accurate assessment – an impossible task?, and medicating pain –

oversimplified and undervalued?

Unconditional positive regard

The co-researchers explored current practices within their differing care areas. They expressed their
respect for and appreciation of each person with profound intellectual disability’s individuality and
right to personhood. There was an expression of respect for each individual with profound in-
tellectual disabilities’ ability to communicate, and a recognition that learning to interpret this
cohort’s individual forms of communication was the role of the nurse.

“I think it’s amazing to see how they progress through life with all of the barriers that they’re presented”
[Co-researcher 3]

Figure 1. Appreciative Inquiry Process.
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Honouring of relationship

The co-researchers expressed a strong belief of the importance of developing and maintaining a
positive and trusting relationship with people in this cohort, in order to recognise their distress. The co-
researchers explained that without a formal method of the recognition and assessment of pain, this can
become amissed area of care. They also shared stories of the remaining presence of historical beliefs of
reduced pain experiences in people with intellectual disabilities, and the challenges of communicating
their unique knowledge of each individual both within and outside of their immediate area of care.

“We’ve had somebody who’s non-verbal and they’ve a profound disability, they still communicate.
They’ll still make a vocalisation, and this vocalisation means that and this one means that, and it’s not
until you know them that you figure it out” [Co-researcher 7]

Creative best practice

The importance of adapting to the needs and preferences of individuals within this cohort in daily
care was emphasised. The co-researchers described methods they have used to create a safe and
comfortable atmosphere for the completion of medical interventions in a more successful manner
with individuals with profound intellectual disabilities under their care. The co-researchers also
described a need for autonomy and the expectation to seek opportunities to upskill due to the
changing needs of individuals that are under their care.

“What way can we get around this?” [Co-researcher 4]

Pain through a competing lens

Although the co-researchers discussed their recognition of pain as a multifaceted, interconnected
experience; they stated that there is a priority in the recognition of physical pain, in order to prevent
serious medical conditions and death.

“ The first thing….. Is there something medically wrong? And psychology would even say that. “Have
we ruled out the medical?”. Rule that out and then - Ok we are clinically fine. Is it emotional? Psy-
chological? Behavioural? …….it’s always medical first.” [Co-researcher 4]

Accurate assessment – an impossible task?

Assessing the presence of pain was not viewed as an impossible task by the co-researchers, if
completed by a regular staff member who has a relationship with the individual being assessed.
Without knowledge of the often idiosyncratic and subtle behavioural expressions of pain and
distress an individual with profound intellectual disabilities may use, the co-researchers expressed
that accurate recognition and/or assessment of pain may not be possible. The co-researchers also
expressed that it could be challenging to pinpoint the source of the person’s distress after rec-
ognising that it is present, with or without knowledge of the individual.

“We need to be familiar with them, and we need to know that an eye twitch or a grimace or shoulder
twitch or whatever their sign is, that that means stop”

[Co-researcher5]
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The area of pain care for people with profound intellectual disabilities was recognised as such a
challenging and important task that the co-researchers expressed a need for increased support and
expertise.

“I think it would be good if we had a specialist nurse who will deal with pain management alone, as you
can under-diagnose, misdiagnose or over-diagnose pain” [Co-researcher 3]

Medicating pain – oversimplified and undervalued?

The prescription and review of appropriate medication for the level of pain an individual may be in,
was described as an unmet need.

“I would like to see appropriate medical interventions depending on the type and severity of the pain. So,
I worked with somebody before, and he had a fractured jaw. He was prescribed paracetamol, so that is
what he was getting” [Co-researcher 3]

Dreamed practice

The co-researchers were asked to imagine what the very best practice might look like in this area of
care, if there were no barriers or constraints. The following provides a summary of what was
envisioned by the co-researchers:

· That pain care for this population would be recognised as a priority.
· That every individual with a profound intellectual disability would always have their pain and

distress recognised and assessed, independent of who was working with them, or what
relationship they had.

· That there would be an individualised, formal method of holistic pain recognition and as-
sessment for this population.

· That there would be a method of formally and successfully sharing their unique knowledge of
an individual within this population with other professionals.

· That there would be appropriate methods of assessment for this population in an emergency
situation.

Design

There were five focus group interviews and two individual interviews conducted in this phase of the
study (see Table 2). After uncovering the best of current practice and shared visions of future best
practice; the co-researchers reflected and designed interventions to work towards these visions.

This area of care was viewed as such a substantial challenge that initially the co-researchers were
concerned about the achievement of dreamed practice being an impossible task in its totality. After
much discussion around the aims of the study and of appreciative inquiry in improving care, rather
than achieving the ideal, the co-researchers became very motivated and enthusiastic.

“We should be driven. We should be motivated in making this thing happen”

[Co-researcher 3]
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The co-researchers came to the conclusion that the development of a holistic pain recognition and
assessment tool, uniquely suited to people with profound intellectual disabilities, would assist in
reducing the challenges to this area of care. The group also recognised that there was a need for the
importance of pain care to be highlighted within the organisation, to create awareness of the
multifaceted pain experience of people with profound intellectual disabilities. The co-researchers
expressed this as a method of commencing dialogue with all staff in their respective care areas,
increasing the likelihood of appropriate pain management for this population. Two co-researchers
expressed an interest in taking a leading role in the development of a pain awareness campaign for
people with profound intellectual disabilities in the organisation.

Development of a pain awareness campaign

There were two focus group and two individual interviews conducted for the development of a
holistic pain awareness campaign for individuals with profound intellectual disabilities in the
organisation. There was also regular communication through email during the design of re-
sources. Creative methods were adopted during the focus group interviews, where the co-
researchers were asked to draw their ideas for pain awareness posters. They then shared and
discussed these, choosing two poster ideas. MG had these developed by a graphic designer and
the co-researchers reviewed these a number of times (see Figure 2). The co-researchers and MG
also developed a pain awareness booklet titled; ‘I have the right to a pain free life’ information
booklet for staff working with people with profound intellectual disabilities (see Figure 3).
Through thorough discussion, a number of topics to be addressed in the booklet were decided
upon. These included; the interconnection of different pain facets, common painful conditions,
communication, pain threshold, assessment tools, pharmacological pain care, non-pharmacological
interventions. The booklet was again designed by a graphic designer and reviewed by the co-
researchers and MG.

Development of a holistic pain recognition and assessment tool

There were four focus group interviews, specifically for the development of a holistic pain rec-
ognition and assessment tool for this cohort. The co-researchers discussed the need to first recognise
that an individual in this cohort was in pain, for it to be assessed. There was a consensus between the
co-researchers that pain is not being assessed and managed appropriately for individuals in this
population, primarily due to a lack of recognition of the presence of pain. Initially the co-researchers
had ideas that related to the specific individuals under their care, but through discussion from
different viewpoints and differing areas of care, the co-researchers could focus their attention on
developing a tool that may work universally for this population.

“It was good to see other people’s take on it as well, and they will relate it to their service users….. I’m
coming from my head…. seeing somebody else with different experiences as well. It’s very good” [co-
researcher 4]

The co-researchers recognised the importance of including all forms of pain and distress within
the tool. They expressed that although some people with profound intellectual disabilities may
communicate their pain using the same method, independent of the cause, that this in itself would be
a necessary and helpful thing for staff to know. Through an understanding of the challenges to the
use of a tool from the discovery phase of the study, the co-researchers with MG, decided upon the
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development of a one-page tool that is completed collaboratively by a team of people working with
the individual. A co-researcher asked two staff members to complete the RAPPID tool (Recognition
and assessment of pain in people with profound intellectual disabilities), during its development,
separately for the same individual with profound intellectual disabilities under their care. The
completed tools showed differences in the description of behavioural vocabularies and signs of pain
in this individual, compounding the importance of collaborative completion of the tool; as different
carers may recognise different signs of pain in the same individual. The guidance developed for the
tool was to review it yearly or sooner if needed and for it to remain in an accessible place such as a
handover file, easily highlighted to relief or new staff.

During the tool development process, the co-researchers took drafts to their staff teams for
review, bringing their feedback to the focus groups. Using this feedback, adaptations were made,
including a guide to completing the tool on its back page. The tool was created as an individualised
tool for use within different care areas and situations. It acts as an initial guide to recognising an
individual’s distress, followed by a guide to assessment and management. It can assist with
emergency care, through the inclusion of individual medical and behavioural information. It was
named the RAPPID tool (Recognition & Assessment of Pain in people with Profound Intellectual
Disabilities). The tool was designed by a graphic designer (see Figure 4) and is coloured with bright,
eye-catching colours.

The significance of this tool is that it is fully individualised and would be available for all staff on
a daily basis. It is not to be completed when pain is suspected but acts as a guide to recognising an
individual with profound intellectual disabilities communication of their pain or distress; enabling
early intervention.

Figure 2. Awareness Posters.
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Destiny

There were two focus group and three individual interviews for this phase of the study. The
multifaceted pain awareness campaign posters and booklets were emailed to all managers, in all
services of the organisation. It was requested within these emails that management display these and
discuss them at staff meetings. The posters were also displayed in the central offices and clinics of
the organisation. A pilot of the RAPPID tool is underway.

Discussion

Personhood in pain care

Nursing models of care have developed and transformed over time (Bolten and Gillette, 2019). A
biopsychosocial model now guides intellectual disability care, incorporating holism and person
centredness (Moulster et al., 2019). These are core values of intellectual disability nursing (McCarron
et al., 2018), which must be integrated into all areas of care, including pain care. To overlook the
multifaceted nature of pain, is to disregard an individual’s personhood. People with profound in-
tellectual disabilities are whole people, with individuality, abilities and life experience, as is the case
with people from the general population (Vaurhaus, 2014). Formal carers coming into contact with

Figure 3. Awareness Booklet.
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people with profound intellectual disabilities have a responsibility to respect these aspects of the
person, in order to give best care. The resources produced in this study acknowledge and reflect the
uniqueness of the pain experience of the person with profound intellectual disabilities. Without a
respect for and recognition of each individual’s personhood and thus their complex responses to pain,
theymay remain in pain and distress. A close, trusting relationship between carers and individuals with
profound intellectual disabilities is essential for best care as unfamiliar carers may not be able to
interpret the person’s mode of communication (Nieuwenhuijse et al., 2024). It is recommended by
Nieuwenhuijse et al. (2024) that although self report is considered the gold standard of care, proxy
reports by familiar carers of people with profound intellectual disabilities should be valued as best
practice, as part of a collaborative decision making process where appropriate. However, this relies on
the presence of these carers who have expert knowledge of the individual. Within this study, the
concerns of unfamiliar staff not having the resources to assist with the recognition of pain in this cohort
and the challenges to communicating familiar carer knowledgewith others was seen as a barrier to best
practice.

Broadening perspectives on pain

The inclusion of all aspects of the interconnected, multifaceted pain experience in the awareness
resources and RAPPID tool (Recognition and assessment of pain in people with profound

Figure 4. RAPPID tool.
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intellectual disabilities) development allowed for staff to reflect on their current practices and
encourage a holistic interpretation of pain care. There was an expression of respect for each in-
dividual with profound intellectual disability’s personhood within this study, through deep dis-
cussion on the individuality and abilities of individuals in this cohort to communicate, and
experience all facets of pain and distress. However, the perceived risks associated with physical pain
and fear of not recognising illness in a timely fashion, created a strong belief in the importance of
prioritising the recognition and assessment of physical pain. Each co-researcher within this study
had experience of people under their care developing preventable illness and even death. These past
experiences of personal distress associated with missed care, increase feelings of powerlessness. It is
evident that the early recognition of physical pain is imperative, however pain is not unidimensional.
Emotional pain can be misinterpreted as physical pain in these individuals (Adams and Jahoda,
2019). A physical pain experience can also be affected or altered by an emotional, social or spiritual
experience (Davis, 2000; Saunders, 1993; Sulmasy, 2002). A multimodal approach to the relief of
pain is optimal (Bolten and Gillette, 2019). An awareness of the interconnection of all facets of pain
will assist in the treatment or management of an individual’s pain and distress (Doody and Bailey,
2017).

In order for this population to be observed and assessed for pain and distress, there must firstly be
a belief and awareness of the possible presence of the subjective, multifaceted experience. A
spotlight was shone on the importance of ‘seeing’ suffering, through the development and dis-
tribution of the awareness campaign resources developed in this study. There are historical beliefs of
people with intellectual disabilities not experiencing pain or having a higher pain threshold than
those in the general population (Symons et al., 2008). Although the relief of suffering is a fun-
damental aspect of nursing care (Cassell, 2004), it was highlighted within this study that a belief of a
reduced pain experience for people with profound intellectual disabilities is still present among
some individuals today, through storytelling of the co-researchers experiences through their nursing
careers. This pain belief may be compounded by the fact that individuals with profound intellectual
disabilities may not react to pain and distress in an obvious or typical fashion (Courtemanche et al.,
2012; Icht et al., 2021). Creating and distributing pain awareness resources aimed to challenge these
historical beliefs. The international association for the study of pain (2020) has stated that pain may
be present without verbal reports of such. A study by Bernaal-Celestino et al. (2022) showed that
only 36.8% of individuals with communication difficulties receive pain relief, even after pain is
detected.

There are multiple communication challenges in the area of pain care for individuals with
profound intellectual disabilities (Chadwick et al., 2019). This study highlighted these challenges as
issues with interpersonal communication between nurses and the individuals within this cohort,
issues with the communication of knowledge between nurses within the direct care setting and
issues with communication between different professionals. In many ways people with profound
intellectual disabilities are dependent on carers (Bellamy et al., 2010), however the co-researchers
within this study explained that all people within this cohort can communicate, through storytelling.
Oberlander and Symons (2006) discuss behavioural communication methods as an alternative
method of self-report. It is the role and responsibility of the nurse to learn to understand these
methods and react appropriately (Vorhaus, 2014). Challenges to self-reporting internal states also
affect the recognition of forms of distress such as depression (Eaton et al., 2021). These internal
states can be misinterpreted as physical pain and be treated with analgesia, creating the possibility of
ineffective care. As a close and trusting relationship is essential for good communication and
understanding between the individual with profound intellectual disabilities and the nurse, new or
irregular staff may miss pain care. This risk causes moral distress to nurses who know these
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individuals, and feel powerless to create change (Cho et al., 2020). Addressing these communication
barriers through the empowering process of the development of the resources may have multiple
benefits, including significantly improved pain management, reduced staff distress, increased
nursing job satisfaction and retention. This will be an area for future inquiry.

Behaviours that challenge in individuals with intellectual disabilities have historically been
managed with antipsychotic medications, without any diagnosis of psychiatric conditions (Deb
et al., 2023). These medications can cause many adverse events and there is a growing awareness of
the need for these medications to be discontinued for large groups of individuals within services (de
Kuijper and Hoekstra, 2018). Behaviours that challenge are often used by people with profound
intellectual disabilities as a mode of communication, for example hand biting, head hitting,
screaming. When carers find alternative methods to assist the individual in communicating their
needs, these behaviours have been seen to reduce (Muharib et al., 2021). The RAPPID tool will aim
to assist nurses and staff to recognise each individual with profound intellectual disability’s
communication of their pain, reducing the individual’s frustration and improving pain care. The pain
awareness campaign aims to assist staff to assess all aspects of the person, moving towards the
recognition of the source of their distress, which should direct staff to appropriate ways of managing
the specific issue at hand.

Communicating pain care

Within the study, the co-researchers discussed their knowledge of different individuals with subtle
and atypical communication methods. There was an emphasis on the importance of relationship and
time spent with the person, to understand and adapt to their methods of communication. This has not
been prioritised traditionally in this area of care due to the challenges of sharing unique knowledge
of individuals between staff. The RAPPID tool was developed to address this challenge, as it allows
for subtle and individual communication styles of people within this cohort to be communicated
more effectively. The current tools available for use with people who are non-verbal, list behavioural
expressions of pain that are generalised and more easily interpreted than the often atypical and
individual methods of pain expression in each person with a profound intellectual disability (Lotan
et al., 2010; Solodiuk et al., 2010; Van der Putten and Vlaskamp, 2011). The DISDAT (Disability
Distress Assessment Tool) was developed for people with more severe communication issues
(Regnard et al., 2007), allowing for a distress assessment by the comparison of an individual’s
presentation while distressed or content. The RAPPID tool differs from this as it has a focus on the
initial recognition of pain for the person by any carer, with additional guidance on further as-
sessment and pain management. The tool is fully individualised and holistic, reducing the risk of
reductionist pain assessment for individuals with profound intellectual disabilities causing them to
experience a loss of their personhood and remaining in unnecessary pain or developing serious
illness. The RAPPID tool includes the previous reasons for an individual’s distress and methods
used to manage or relieve these, which is not available in other current tools. This takes into
consideration people with profound intellectual disabilities’ personhood. It was discovered through
the study that there was a need for a practical and efficient tool, completed collaboratively for daily
use, and for use in emergency situations. The RAPPID tool meets this need. It was developed as a
one page tool, completed collaboratively by a team of carers which can be made available for each
staff member daily. It can be used in emergency situations, as specific individual information for
each person within this cohort that will assist with medical assessments is included.

The co-researchers discussed their own abilities to recognise pain and distress in the indi-
viduals under their care as tacit knowledge. This aesthetic pattern of knowing in nursing (Carper,
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1978) has remained as the primary method of recognising, assessing and reviewing pain for this
population. This is due in part to the challenge of formalising methods of communicating informal
and expert knowledge between professionals (Goodall et al., 2023). If tacit knowledge is not
afforded the validity that logical knowledge is, and formal methods of recognising distress in
individuals with profound intellectual disabilities are not available, there are increased risks of
pain not being managed for people within this population. The RAPPID tool provides a formal
method of information sharing, and validating tacit knowledge about the individual and their
pain. It attempts to give credence to the often subtle methods of recognising distress in in-
dividuals within this cohort, which is imperative for a feeling of autonomy and empowerment
for nurses.

A journey to empowerment

Appreciative inquiry, as a research philosophy, aims to empower the co-researchers to create
positive change, and this has been evident in previous nursing research (Surani et al., 2019).
Empowering nurses through bestowing a sense of autonomy, control and confidence in their own
competence will encourage improvements in practice (Qtait, 2023). Using this approach to research
within this study, the co-researcher’s sense of empowerment and control grew and evolved over the
four phases as they led the changes in practice.

There was a fifteen percent reduction in intellectual disability nursing staff in Ireland between
2016 and 2019, and this is a continuing trend (Doyle et al., 2023). Individuals with intellectual
disabilities are a stigmatised population (Pelleboer-Gunnink et al., 2021; Scior et al., 2020). Mitchell
(2000) explores the concept of “parallel stigma” (p. 78) between intellectual disability nurses and
the intellectual disability population. This may be due in part to a lack of regard for or value placed
by society on individuals with intellectual disabilities, which also reflects on those who care for
them (Pearce, 2023). There can be a lack of understanding of the unique qualities and relational
skills of the intellectual disability nurse by other professionals. The nurses caring for individuals
within this population can have a negative view of their own worth and ability to create change, in
response to this (Doyle et al., 2023). There was a reflection of this within this study, as there were
initial expressions of overwhelming powerlessness in the communication of concerns relating to
individuals with profound intellectual disabilities to other professionals. This can create burnout and
cause staff retention problems (Doyle et al., 2023). Nurses who feel disempowered in their work will
experience lower job satisfaction (Li et al., 2018). This disempowerment can be caused by missed
care (Li et al., 2018) due to factors that are felt to be out of the nurse’s control (Janatolmakan and
Khatony, 2022). Pain care has been highlighted within this study as a recognised area of missed care
for people with profound intellectual disabilities. The care of individuals with profound intellectual
disabilities is a challenge for a multitude of reasons but effective care is possible, and nurses working
directly with this population can lead this.

The co-researchers in this study engaged in collaborative discussion on the skills of nurses and
the power that they held as pioneers for change in pain care for individuals with profound in-
tellectual disabilities. There was a shift from overwhelm to positivity, which allowed for the creation
of change. The nurses within this study are now moving forward with a sense of hope and
positivityfor best pain care practice. The RAPPID tool can allow for the innate and aesthetic
knowledge nurses have of individuals with profound intellectual disabilities to be formalised. This
will allow for improved communication with carers and professionals who may not have a re-
lationship with or deep knowledge of an individual. The co-researchers within this study expressed
that this more formal method of pain recognition and assessment may empower nurses in the field of
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intellectual disability care to have their skills and abilities validated; ultimately improving care
outcomes for individuals with profound intellectual disabilities.

Limitations

The results need further validation and the tool needs to be used and tested in another study such as
an outcomes based observational study and in further settings to see if the benefits seen by these staff
continue over time and in different organisations with different challenges and organisational
structures.

Conclusion

There is an evident need for improvements in pain recognition and assessment for this population. A
holistic approach to the relief of pain and suffering, with a respect for each individual with profound
intellectual disabilities’ personhood is essential. People with profound intellectual disabilities must
be viewed as whole people who experience the full and interconnected range of pain facets, in order
for these individuals to receive best care. This study has aimed to create a greater awareness of this
amongst staff who care for individuals within this cohort, and to develop a tool that encompasses the
recognition, assessment and management of the multifaceted experiences of pain and distress. The
RAPPID tool is an accessible, collaborative method of formally sharing unique knowledge of
individuals with profound intellectual disabilities. This will require further formal testing. This
study has produced a tool which is deeply embedded in the practice of experienced nurses, valuing
and formalising their tacit knowledge about pain behaviours in this complex area of care. Ap-
preciative inquiry, as a research methodology has been shown in this study to be effective in the
empowerment of nurses, creating positive commitment to change.

Declaration of conflicting interests

The author(s) declared no potential conflicts of interest with respect to the research, authorship, and/or
publication of this article.

Funding

The author(s) disclosed receipt of the following financial support for the research, authorship, and/or pub-
lication of this article: This study was funded by the Dublin City University Studentship Award.

Ethical statement

Ethical approval

Ethical approval was granted for this study. Dublin City University Research Ethics Committee, Reference:
DCUREC/2022/199. Organisational Ethics Committee: Intellectual disability organisation may not be named
as per ethics agreement.

ORCID iD

Maeve Goodall  https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8398-7418

16 Journal of Intellectual Disabilities 0(0)

https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8398-7418
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8398-7418


References

Adams TM and Jahoda A (2019) Listening to mothers: Experiences of mental health support and insights into
adapting therapy for people with severe or profound intellectual disabilities. International Journal of
Developmental Disabilities. 65(3): 135–142. DOI: 10.1080/20473869.2019.160930

Affleck F, Hung L and Phinney A (2022) Reaching out to those we teach about: a qualitative appreciative
inquiry of older persons’ experience as mentors in a bachelor of nursing programme during the Covid-19
pandemic. International Practice Development Journal. 12(2). DOI: 10.19043/ipdj.122.004

Arvio M and Sillinpaa M (2003) Prevalence, aetiology and comorbidity of severe and profound intellectual
disability in Finland. Journal of Intellectual Disability Research. 47(2): 108-112. DOI: 10.1046/j.1365-
2788.2003.00447.x.

Baldridge K H and Andrasik F (2010) Pain Assessment in People with Intellectual or Developmental Dis-
abilities. The American Journal of Nursing. 110(12): 28-35. DOI: 10.1097/01.NAJ.0000391236.68263.90.

Beacroft M and Dodd K (2010) Pain in people with learning disabilities in residential settings – The need for
change. British Journal of Learning Disabilities. 38: 201–209. DOI: 10.1111/j.1468-3156.2009.00593.x.

Bellamy G, Croot L, Bush A, Berry H and Smith A (2010) A study to define: profound and multiple learning
disabilities (PMLD). Journal of Intellectual Disabilities. 14(3): 221-235. DOI: 10.1177/
1744629510386290.

Bernal-Celestino RJ, León-Martı́n A, Martı́n-López MM, Ruiz-Garcı́a J, Muñoz-Romera S and Lozano-Diaz
AI (2022) Evaluating and handling the pain of people with intellectual disability. Pain Management
Nursing. 23(3): 311-317. DOI: 10.1016/j.pmn.2021.08.005.

Blair J. (2023) Health inequalities: change requires a shift in power. Learning Disability Practice. 26(4): 14-16.
DOI: 10.7748/ldp.26.4.14.s5.

Bolton D and Gillett G (2019) The biopsychosocial model of health and disease: New philosophical and
scientific developments. Switzerland: Springer Nature.

Carper BA (1978) Fundamental patterns of knowing in nursing. Advances in nursing science. 1(1): 13-24.

Carter CA, Ruhe MC, Weyer S, Litaker D, Fry RE and Stange KC (2007) An appreciative inquiry approach to
practice improvement and transformative change in health care settings. Quality Management in Health
Care. 16(3): 194–204. DOI: 10.1097/01.QMH.0000281055.15177.79.

Casey C, O’Sullivan M, Fanagan S and Flanagan N (2020) The National Ability Supports System’s Intellectual
Disability Supplementary Report. Health Research Board. Dublin, December.

Cassell EJ (2004) The nature of suffering and the goals of medicine (2nd ed.). London: Oxford University
Press.

Chadwick D, Buell S and Goldbart J (2019) Approaches to communication assessment with children and adults
with profound intellectual and multiple disabilities. Journal of Applied Research in Intellectual Disabilities.
32: 336–358. DOI: 10.1111/jar.12530.

Cho SH, Lee JY, You S J, Song KJ and Hong KJ (2020) Nurse staffing, nurses prioritization, missed care,
quality of nursing care, and nurse outcomes. International Journal of Nursing Practice. 26(1): 12803. DOI:
10.1111/ijn.12803.

Chochinov HM (2016) The art of medicine Health-care provider as witness. The Lancet. 388(10051):
1272-1273. https://www.thelancet.com/journals/lancet/issue/vol388no10051/PIIS0140-6736(16)X0040-2

Clarke V and Braun V (2017) Thematic Analysis. The Journal of Positive Psychology. 12(3): 297–298. DOI:
10.1080/17439760.2016.1262613.

Cooperrider DL (1986) Appreciative inquiry: Toward a methodology for understanding and enhancing or-
ganizational innovation. Doctoral Dissertation. Case Western Reserve University: United States.

Cooperrider DL, Whitney D and Stravos JM (2nd ed.) (2008) The Appreciative Inquiry Handbook: For
Leaders of Change. Ohio: Berrett-Koehler Publishers.

Goodall et al. 17

https://doi.org/10.1080/20473869.2019.160930
https://doi.org/10.19043/ipdj.122.004
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2788.2003.00447.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2788.2003.00447.x
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.NAJ.0000391236.68263.90
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-3156.2009.00593.x
https://doi.org/10.1177/1744629510386290
https://doi.org/10.1177/1744629510386290
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pmn.2021.08.005
https://doi.org/10.7748/ldp.26.4.14.s5
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.QMH.0000281055.15177.79
https://doi.org/10.1111/jar.12530
https://doi.org/10.1111/ijn.12803
https://www.thelancet.com/journals/lancet/issue/vol388no10051/PIIS0140-6736(16)X0040-2
https://doi.org/10.1080/17439760.2016.1262613


Courtemanche A, Schroeder S, Sheldon J, Sherman J and Fowler A (2012) Observing signs of pain in relation
to self-injurious behaviour among individuals with intellectual and developmental disabilities. Journal of
Intellectual Disability Research. 56(5): 501-515. DOI: 10.1111/j.1365-2788.2011.01492.x.

Davis B. D. (2000) Caring for people in pain. London: MPG Books.

Deb S, Limbu B, Nancarrow T, Gerrard D and Shankar R (2023) The UK psychiatrists’ experience of ra-
tionalising antipsychotics in adults with intellectual disabilities: A qualitative data analysis of free-text
questionnaire responses. Journal of Applied Research in Intellectual Disabilities. 36(3): 594-603. DOI: 10.
1111/jar.13083.

De Kuijper GM and Hoekstra PJ (2018) An open-label discontinuation trial of long-term, off-label anti-
psychotic medication in people with intellectual disability: Determinants of success and failure. The Journal
of Clinical Pharmacology. 58(11): 1418-1426. DOI: 10.1002/jcph.1271.

De Knegt NC, Lobbezoo F, Schuengel C, Evenhuis HM and Scherder EJA (2016) Self-Reporting Tool On Pain
in People with Intellectual Disabilities (STOP-ID!): a Usability Study. Augmentative and Alternative
Communication. 32(1): 1–11. DOI: 10.3109/07434618.2015.1100677.

Donovan J (2002) Learning disability nurses’ experiences of being with clients who may be in pain. Journal of
Advanced Nursing. 38(5): 458–466. DOI: 10.1046/j.1365-2648.2002.02207.x.

Doody O and Bailey ME (2017) Understanding pain physiology and its application to persons with intellectual
disability. Journal of Intellectual Disabilities. 23(1): 5–18. DOI: 10.1177/1744629517708680.

Doyle C, Griffiths C, McAnelly S, Atherton H, Cleary M, Fleming S and Sutton P (2023) Past, Present and
Future: Perspectives on an Oral History of Intellectual Disability Nursing. Journal of Intellectual Dis-
abilities 27(1): 190-205. DOI: 10.1177/17446295211065195.

Drayton N, Stulz V, Blake K and Gilbert T (2021) Development and evaluation of a new model for person-
centred goal setting using practice development and appreciative inquiry approaches in a rehabilitation unit.
International Practice Development Journal. 11(2): 1-14. DOI: 10.19043/ipdj.112.003.

Eaton C, Tarver J, Shirazi A, Pearson E, Walker L, Bird M and Waite J (2021) A systematic review of the
behaviours associated with depression in people with severe–profound intellectual disability. Journal of
intellectual disability research, 65(3): 211-229. DOI: 10.1111/jir.12807.

Genik LM, McMurtry CM and Breau LM (2017) Corrigendum to ‘Caring for children with intellectual
disabilities part 1: Experience with the population, pain-related beliefs, and care decisions’. Research in
Developmental Disabilities. 62: 197–208. DOI: 10.1016/j.ridd.2017.01.020.

Gittins D and Rose N (2008) An audit of adults with profound and multiple learning disabilities within a West
Midlands Community Health Trust-implications for service development. British Journal of Learning
Disabilities. 36(1): 38. DOI: 10.1111/j.1468-3156.2007.00480.x.

Goodall M, Irving K and Nevin M (2023) The recognition, assessment and perceptions of pain in people with
profound intellectual disabilities: A mixed methods systematic review. The Journal of Applied Research in
Intellectual Disabilities. 36(5): 940-950. DOI: 10.1111/jar.13132.

Griggs DM and Crain-Dorough M (2021) Appreciative inquiry’s potential in program evaluation and research.
Qualitative Research Journal. 21(4): 373-393. DOI: 10.1108/QRJ-06-2020-0059.

Icht M, Ressis-tal H and LotanM (2021) Can the vocal expression of intellectually disabled individuals be used
as a pain indicator? Initial findings supporting a possible novice assessment method. Frontiers in Psy-
chology. 12: 1–9. DOI: 10.3389/fpsyg.2021.655202.

International Association for the Study of Pain (2020) IASP announces revised definition of pain. https://www.
iasp-pain.org/publications/iasp-news/iasp-announces-revised-definition-of-pain/

Janatolmakan M and Khatony A (2022) Explaining the consequences of missed nursing care from the
perspective of nurses: a qualitative descriptive study in Iran. BMC nursing. 21(1): 59. DOI: 10.1186/
s12912-022-00839-9.

18 Journal of Intellectual Disabilities 0(0)

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2788.2011.01492.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/jar.13083
https://doi.org/10.1111/jar.13083
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcph.1271
https://doi.org/10.3109/07434618.2015.1100677
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2648.2002.02207.x
https://doi.org/10.1177/1744629517708680
https://doi.org/10.1177/17446295211065195
https://doi.org/10.19043/ipdj.112.003
https://doi.org/10.1111/jir.12807
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ridd.2017.01.020
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-3156.2007.00480.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/jar.13132
https://doi.org/10.1108/QRJ-06-2020-0059
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2021.655202
https://www.iasp-pain.org/publications/iasp-news/iasp-announces-revised-definition-of-pain/
https://www.iasp-pain.org/publications/iasp-news/iasp-announces-revised-definition-of-pain/
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12912-022-00839-9
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12912-022-00839-9


Kruithof K, Olsman B, Nieuwenhuijse A andWillems D (2022) “I hope I’ll outlive him”: A qualitative study of
parents’ concerns about being outlived by their child with profound intellectual and multiple disabilities.
Journal of Intellectual and Developmental Disability. 47(2): 107–117. DOI: 10.3109/13668250.2021.
1920377.

Li H, Shi Y, Li Y, Xing Z, Wang S, Ying J and Sun J (2018) Relationship between nurse psychological
empowerment and job satisfaction: A systematic review and meta-analysis. Journal of advanced nursing.
74(6): 1264-1277. DOI: 10.1111/jan.13549.

Lotan M, Benishvily A and Gefen E (2013) Comparing the Non- Communicating Adult Pain Checklist
(NCAPC) with the Pain And Dis- comfort Scale (PADS) in evaluating pain in adults with intellectual dis-
ability. Journal of Pain Management 6(1): 15–24.

Lotan M, Moe-Nilssen R, Ljunggren AE and Strand LI (2010) Measurement properties of the non-
communicating adult pain checklist (NCAPC): a pain scale for adults with intellectual and develop-
mental disabilities, scored in a clinical setting. Research in developmental disabilities. 31(2): 367-375. DOI:
10.1016/j.ridd.2009.10.008.

McCarron M, Haigh M, McCallion P, McCallion P, Carroll R, Burke E and O’Dwyer M (2017) Health,
wellbeing and social inclusion: Ageing with an intellectual disability in Ireland. Evidence from the first ten
years of The Intellectual Disability Supplement to The Irish Longitudinal Study on Ageing (IDS-TILDA).
https://www.tara.tcd.ie/bitstream/handle/2262/83190/IDS-TILDAWave3Report2017.pdf

Maulik PK, Mascarenhas MN, Mathers CD, Dua Tand Saxena S (2011) Prevalence of intellectual disability: A
meta-analysis of population-based studies. Research in Developmental Disabilities. 32(12): 419-436. DOI:
10.1016/j.ridd.2010.12.018.

McCarron M, Sheerin F, Roche L, Ryan AM, Griffiths C, Keenan P, Doody O, D’Eath M, Burke E and
McCallion P (2018) Shaping the future of intellectual disability nursing in Ireland. Ireland: Health Services
Executive.

Mitchell D (2000) Parallel stigma? Nurses and people with learning disabilities. British Journal of Learning
Disabilities. 28(2): 78-81. DOI: 10.1046/j.1468-3156.2000.00044.x.

Moulster G, Iorizzo J, Ames S and Kernohan J (2019) The Moulster and Griffeths learning disability nursing
model, a framework for practice. London: Jessica Kingsley Publishers.

Muharib R, Walker V L, Alresheed F and Gerow S (2021) Effects of multiple schedules of reinforcement on
appropriate communication and challenging behaviors: A meta-analysis. Journal of Autism and Devel-
opmental Disorders 51: 613–631. DOI: 10.1007/s10803-020-04569-2.

Nieuwenhuijse AM,Willems DL and Kruithof K (2024) Understanding quality of life of persons with profound
intellectual and multiple disabilities. Journal of Policy and Practice in Intellectual Disabilities. 21(1):
12473. DOI: 10.1111/jppi.12473.

Oberlander TF and Symons FJ (2006) Pain in children & adults with developmental disabilities. Paul H.
Brookes Publishing.

Ong C-K and Forbes D (2005) Embracing Cicely Saunders’s concept of total pain. The British Medical
Journal. 331. DOI: 10.1136/bmj.331.7516.576-d.

Pearce L (2023) Learning disability nursing careers: what’s not to love? Learning Disability Practice. 26(6):
13-15. DOI: 10.7748/ldp.26.6.13.s4.

Pelleboer-Gunnink HA, Van Weeghel J and Embregts PJ (2021) Public stigmatisation of people with in-
tellectual disabilities: a mixed-method population survey into stereotypes and their relationship with fa-
miliarity and discrimination. Disability and rehabilitation. 43(4): 489-497. DOI: 10.1080/09638288.2019.
1630678.

Petigas L and Newman CJ (2021) Paediatricians’ views on pain in children with profound intellectual and
multiple disabilities. Brain Sciences. 11(408): 1–11. DOI: 10.3390/brainsci11030408.

Goodall et al. 19

https://doi.org/10.3109/13668250.2021.1920377
https://doi.org/10.3109/13668250.2021.1920377
https://doi.org/10.1111/jan.13549
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ridd.2009.10.008
https://www.tara.tcd.ie/bitstream/handle/2262/83190/IDS-TILDAWave3Report2017.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ridd.2010.12.018
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1468-3156.2000.00044.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10803-020-04569-2
https://doi.org/10.1111/jppi.12473
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.331.7516.576-d
https://doi.org/10.7748/ldp.26.6.13.s4
https://doi.org/10.1080/09638288.2019.1630678
https://doi.org/10.1080/09638288.2019.1630678
https://doi.org/10.3390/brainsci11030408


Qtait M (2023) Systematic review of head nurse leadership style and nurse performance. International Journal
of Africa Nursing Sciences 100564. DOI: 10.1016/j.ijans.2023.100564.

Reed J (2007) Appreciative Inquiry: Research for Change. London: Sage Publishing.

Regnard C, Reynolds J, Watson B, Matthews D, Gibson L and Clarke C (2007) Understanding distress in
people with severe communication difficulties: developing and assessing the Disability Distress Assessment
Tool (DisDAT). Journal of Intellectual Disability Research. 51(4): 277-292. DOI: 10.1111/j.1365-2788.
2006.00875.x.

Saunders C (1993) Introduction: History and challenge. In Saunders C. and Sykes N. (eds) The Management of
Terminal Malignant Disease. Baltimore: Hodder and Stoughton, pp. 1–14.

Seebohm P, Barnes J, Yasmeen S, Langridge M and Moreton-Prichard C (2010) Using appreciative inquiry to
promote choice for older people and their carers. Mental Health and Social Inclusion. 14(4): 13–21. DOI:
10.5042/mhsi.2010.0618.

Scior K, Hamid A, Hastings R, Werner S, Belton C, Laniyan A and Kett M (2020) Intellectual disability stigma
and initiatives to challenge it and promote inclusion around the globe. Journal of Policy and Practice in
Intellectual Disabilities. 17(2): 165-175. DOI: 10.1111/jppi.12330.

Solodiuk JC, Scott-Sutherland J, Meyers M, Myette B, Shusterman C, Karian VE, Harris SK and Curley MAQ
(2010) Validation of the Individualized Numeric Rating Scale (INRS): A pain assessment tool for nonverbal
children with intellectual disability. Pain. 150(2): 231-236. DOI: 10.1016/j.pain.2010.03.016.

Sulmasy DP (2002) A Biopsychosocial-Spiritual Model for the Care of Patients at the End of Life. The
Gerontologist. 42(3): 24-33. DOI: 10.1093/geront/42.suppl_3.24.

Surani Z, Strudwick G, Purushuttam L and Srivastava R (2019) Process and Initial Outcomes of an Initiative to
Engage Nurses at a Mental Health and Addictions Hospital. Nursing Leadership (1910-622X). 32(1).

Symons FJ, Shinde SK and Gilles E (2008) Perspectives on pain and intellectual disability. Journal of In-
tellectual Disability Research. 52(4): 275–286. DOI: 10.1111/j.1365-2788.2007.01037.

Trajkovski S, Schmied V, Vickers M and Jackson D (2013) Implementing the 4D cycle of appreciative inquiry
in health care: a methodological review. Journal of advanced nursing. 69(6): 1224-1234. https://doi.org/10.
1111/jan.12086

Van der Putten A and Vlaskamp C (2011) Pain assessment in people with profound intellectual and multiple
disabilities; a pilot study into the use of the pain behaviour checklist in everyday practice. Research in
Developmental Disabilities. 32(5): 1677–1684. DOI: 10.1016/j.ridd.2011.02.020.

Vorhaus JS (2014) Philosophy and profound disability: learning from experience.Disability and Society. 29(4):
611-623. DOI: 10.1080/09687599.2013.831749.

Yudarwati GA (2019) Appreciative inquiry for community engagement in Indonesia rural communities. Public
Relations Review. 45: 1-14. DOI: 10.1016/j.pubrev.2019.101833.

20 Journal of Intellectual Disabilities 0(0)

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijans.2023.100564
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2788.2006.00875.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2788.2006.00875.x
https://doi.org/10.5042/mhsi.2010.0618
https://doi.org/10.1111/jppi.12330
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pain.2010.03.016
https://doi.org/10.1093/geront/42.suppl_3.24
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2788.2007.01037
https://doi.org/10.1111/jan.12086
https://doi.org/10.1111/jan.12086
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ridd.2011.02.020
https://doi.org/10.1080/09687599.2013.831749
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pubrev.2019.101833

	The recognition and assessment of pain in people with profound intellectual disabilities by nurses: An appreciative inquiry
	Background
	Methods
	Appreciative inquiry
	Ethics
	Recruitment
	Data collection
	Data analysis

	Findings
	Discovery/dream
	Unconditional positive regard
	Honouring of relationship
	Creative best practice
	Pain through a competing lens
	Accurate assessment – an impossible task?
	Medicating pain – oversimplified and undervalued?
	Dreamed practice
	Design
	Development of a pain awareness campaign
	Development of a holistic pain recognition and assessment tool
	Destiny

	Discussion
	Personhood in pain care
	Broadening perspectives on pain
	Communicating pain care
	A journey to empowerment
	Limitations

	Conclusion
	Declaration of conflicting interests
	Funding
	Ethical statement
	Ethical approval

	ORCID iD
	References


