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Abstract

Background: The Canadian circumpolar Inuit population has a higher incidence rate of cervical cancer than the
general population and the majority of cases occur among underscreened women. The objectives of this study
were to determine Pap smear utilization rates and to determine factors associated with time-inappropriate use of
cervical cancer screening among a cohort of Inuit women from Nunavik, Quebec, Canada.

Methods: This study utilizes baseline information collected from a cohort formed between January 2002 and
December 2007 to study the natural history of HPV among Inuit women aged 21–69 years in Nunavik, Quebec.
Cervical cancer screening history and other variables were obtained from a baseline questionnaire and medical
chart review. Unconditional logistic regression was used to estimate the odds ratios and 95% confidence intervals
for potential predictors of not having a Pap smear within the previous 3 years prior to cohort entry.

Results: A total of 403 Inuit women who had a baseline questionnaire and chart review were included. The mean
age of the study population was 34.2 years. In the three years prior to study entry, 25% of women did not have a
Pap smear. Older age and never giving birth were significant predictors of time-inappropriate Pap smear use.

Conclusions: Our results suggest that older women and women who are not accessing reproductive care have a
lower compliance with time-appropriate cervical cancer screening and future research should address potential
strategies to increase screening coverage among this group.
Background
Early detection of cervical cancer and pre-cancer by the
Papanicolaou (Pap) smear has led to the successful
reduction of cervical cancer incidence and mortality
throughout Canada. However, underutilization of cer-
vical cancer screening is still a major problem, as 60%
of cervical cancers occur in women who have not been
screened in the three previous years [1,2]. In Canada,
a variety of factors have been shown to predict
underutilization of cervical cancer screening, such as
older age, single marital status, lower educational
attainment, birth place outside Canada, Aboriginal
identity, rural residence, obesity and not having a fam-
ily doctor [3-6]. Additionally, the few studies that have
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looked at reproductive and sexual behaviour factors
found that ever being pregnant, early age at first sexual
intercourse, use of birth control, number of sexual
partners, and history of sexually transmitted infection
(STIs) were associated with Pap smear use, although
not consistently [7,8].
Among the Canadian Inuit population, age-standardized

cervical cancer incidence rates are 2.5 to 3 times higher
than the national average [9,10]. Inuit populations also
face a higher cervical cancer mortality rate and a high
prevalence of human papillomavirus (HPV), a neces-
sary cause of cervical cancer [10-13]. About one-fifth
of Canada’s Inuit population resides in Nunavik, the
arctic and subarctic region of northern Quebec [14]. In
Quebec, there is no organized cervical cancer screen-
ing program, and thus in Nunavik, all Pap smear
screening is done opportunistically. The Pap test is
available in all 14 communities of Nunavik and is gen-
erally performed by nurse practitioners. As women
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visit the community clinic for any reason staff will
review their charts and offer cervical cancer screening
if there is no history of Pap smear within the past
year. Screening is also promoted and offered during
prenatal and well-baby clinics. It is recommended that
women get screened in the month of their birth, but
there is no systematic follow-up or reminder system.
Additionally, in association with a study on the natural
history of HPV among Inuit women, members of the
research team conducted health promotion activities
around cervical cancer screening on the local radio
three times per year during study recruitment and
follow-up. Screening and treatment of cervical cancer
is available at no charge under the provincial health in-
surance plan (Régie de l’assurance maladie du Québec).
A recent meta-analysis on the relative risk of cervical

cancer among indigenous women of Australia, Canada,
New Zealand and the United States found that although
indigenous women had a high risk of invasive cervical
cancer and mortality from this disease, they were not at
an elevated risk of early-stage cervical cancer compared
to the general population [15]. The authors suggest that
this is likely the result of barriers to screening and
adequate treatment after diagnosis. Therefore, under-
standing the predictors of inappropriate screening use is
important, as groups of women who have lower compli-
ance to screening guidelines represent potential targets
for future screening interventions. Increasing their com-
pliance will be essential to reducing cervical cancer
incidence and mortality in Nunavik. The only known
study that has examined the determinants of Pap smear
utilization among Inuit women in Nunavik found that
higher education levels and younger age were associated
with screening within the previous two years [16]. Pap
smear history was obtained through self-report in that
study, which may introduce a recall bias because it has
been shown that women consistently over-report their
screening history [17,18]. Alternative methods to ascer-
tain screening history, such as medical record review or
linkage to screening registries would be preferable to
avoid measurement error. The purpose of this report
was to determine Pap smear utilization rates from med-
ical chart review and to determine factors associated
with time-inappropriate cervical cancer screening among
a cohort of Inuit women from Nunavik, Quebec.

Methods
This analysis utilizes baseline questionnaire and retro-
spective chart review data collected on a cohort of Inuit
women, which was created to examine the natural his-
tory of HPV in Nunavik [12,19,20]. Briefly, between
January 2002 and December 2007, a total of 621 Inuit
women between the ages of 15 and 69, who had an in-
tact uterus and no diagnostic suspicion for cervical
cancer were recruited to this cohort, when presenting
for a Pap smear (scheduled or otherwise). Full details
on cohort eligibility and data collection are available
elsewhere [12]. Written informed consent was obtained
from all study participants and ethical approval for this
study was obtained from the McGill Institutional Review
Board.
To be eligible for this sub-analysis women had to have

both a completed questionnaire and full medical chart
review, and be between 21 and 69 years of age. Women
under 21 years were excluded because they fall outside
of the recommended age to initiate cervical cancer
screening in Canada and in Quebec [21]. A three-year
screening interval commencing at age 18 prevailed as
the recommended screening procedure during the study
period in Quebec and Canada [1,21].
Sociodemographic, reproductive, medical, sexual his-

tory and lifestyle characteristics for participants were
obtained from a questionnaire administered at cohort
entry and a baseline medical chart review. During the
medical file review, a detailed history of cytology use
was collected and this information was used to develop
a binary outcome variable that distinguishes between
women who had their last Pap test within the three years
prior to cohort entry (time-appropriate) and those who
did not have a Pap test within the three previous years,
including those who never had a Pap test (time-
inappropriate). The candidate predictor variables analysed
in this study were age, marital status, employment status,
education level, smoking status, alcohol use, self-reported
history of STI, age at first sexual intercourse, number of
lifetime sexual partners, number of lifetime deliveries, use
of any birth control, and community of residence.
Descriptive statistics were obtained and chi-square

tests (categorical data) and t-tests (continuous data) were
used to assess associations between Pap testing and
covariates. Relationships between all covariates were ex-
plored with cross-tabulations of categorical variables and
correlation matrices of continuous variables to examine
the presence of collinearity and interaction [22]. Uncon-
ditional logistic regression was used to examine the
potential associations between all covariates and time-
inappropriate cervical cancer screening. The following
variables were selected for inclusion in the multivariate
model based on a priori evidence of association in
different populations: age, marital status and education
[3,4]. Additional variables were considered for inclusion
in the multivariate models if they were significantly asso-
ciated with time inappropriate Pap smear use in an age-
adjusted analysis (data not shown). Lifetime deliveries
and current use of birth control were found to exhibit a
high degree of collinearity, and thus only the lifetime de-
liveries covariate was included in the final model. Odds
ratios (OR) and 95% confidence intervals (95% CIs) were
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calculated, adjusted for all variables in the model. Data
management and statistical analysis were performed
with SAS version 9.2 and statistical significance for all
regressions was set at 5%.

Results
Of the 621 cohort participants, 510 (82.1%) women had
a complete questionnaire and full medical file review
with cytological history. Among these women, 403 (79%)
were between the ages of 21 and 69 and were therefore
included in this analysis. All eligible women were sexu-
ally active prior to cohort entry. Selected demographic
characteristics are displayed in Table 1. The average age
was 34.2 years, with a range of 21 to 65 years. A total of
96 women (24.8%) had not had a Pap smear within the
three years prior to cohort entry. Among those who did
not receive a time-appropriate screening, 16 (16.7%) had
never received a Pap smear. The highest rate of time in-
appropriate Pap smear use by age group was seen among
women aged 45 and older (29.8%), followed by women
aged 30 to 44 years (27.5%). There was a lower rate of
time inappropriate cervical cancer screening among
women 21–29 years (17.9%).
Table 2 shows unadjusted and adjusted odds ratio

estimates for the association between candidate variables
and time-inappropriate Pap smear use. In the fully-
adjusted model, age was strongly associated with time-
inappropriate Pap smear use. Women aged 30 to 44 had
an over three times higher odds of having a time-
inappropriate Pap smear than women 21 to 29 years
(OR= 3.23, 95%CI: 1.72-6.04). Women 45 and older had
a significantly higher odds of time-inappropriate Pap
smear use in the univariate model (OR=1.99, 95%CI:
1.03-2.83), but this association did not maintain its sig-
nificance in the multivariate model (OR=2.28, 95%CI:
0.99-5.26). No history of childbirth was also found to be
a strong predictor of time-inappropriate Pap smear,
where women without a history of childbirth had over a
two times higher odds of having a time-inappropriate
Pap smear than women with a history of childbirth
(OR =2.57, 95%CI: 1.10-6.01). Community of residence
had an effect on cervical cancer screening in the univari-
ate analysis with community 1 having a significantly
higher odds of time-inappropriate Pap smear use than
community 2 (OR= 2.51, 95%CI: 1.01-6.22), but this
association was not significant in the multivariate model.

Discussion
The analysis presented here refers to Pap smear use
and determinants of time-inappropriate cervical cancer
screening among Inuit women aged 21–69 in Nunavik,
Quebec. Overall, there was a sizeable high-risk group
who had not been screened in the three years prior to
cohort entry (25%), and 4% of the sample had never
been screened for cervical cancer. Although Aboriginal
populations in Canada have traditionally had lower
screening rates than the general population, we found
that the cervical cancer screening coverage in this
population was comparable to the screening coverage
reported for the Canadian population [3,4,23]. How-
ever, there is still cause for concern, given that there is
a high prevalence of high-risk HPV (HR-HPV) infec-
tion and incidence of cervical cancer in this population
[9,10,12]. If high-risk subsets of the population are
systematically underscreened for cervical cancer, then
it is likely that incidence and mortality reductions will
not be observed, despite screening rates that are compar-
able with the general population of Canada. Understanding,
the predictors of screening underuse will help determine
opportunities to adapt or enhance health promotion activ-
ities for screening among underserved groups.
In this population, older age and no history of child-

birth were significant predictors of time-inappropriate
Pap smear use. We found that older women had a sig-
nificantly higher odds of not being screened appropri-
ately compared to younger women. A similar effect of
Pap smear rates decreasing with age was found in other
Canadian populations [4,24]. It is worrisome that older
women are at risk of not being screened appropriately,
as cervical cancer mortality increases with age and cer-
vical cancer incidence is higher among women 40 years
and older [25]. Menopausal or post-menopausal women
may not always realize that screening is still necessary
after reproductive years [26], as younger women may be
more aware of the need for periodic screening.
Our results also suggest that screening may be related

to reproductive care use, given that women who had no
history of child birth were more likely to have had a
time-inappropriate Pap smear. In Nunavik, Pap smear is
offered as part of the prenatal and well-baby visits, so
women who access these services would likely have mul-
tiple opportunities to be screened. Similarly, women
from Ontario without a prenatal visit during a three
year interval were also less likely to have been screened
for cervical cancer than those who did attend a pre-
natal visit [24]. Although we were unable to include
use of birth control in the final model due to collinear-
ity, in the univariate analysis we found that women
who did not use birth control at baseline had an in-
creased odds of having time-inappropriate screening.
This is consistent with a previous study which found
that women participated in screening because it was
linked with the annual renewal of their oral contractive
prescription [27]. Indeed, the majority of women in
our study (78%) who used birth control used a hormo-
nal birth control type (oral contraceptive or Depo-
Provera injections), which might explain some of this
relationship.



Table 1 Demographic characteristics of all study participants and by history of Pap smear within the previous three
years (n=403)

All women
(n = 403 )

Women screened in previous 3 years
(n = 307) n(%)

Women not screened in previous 3 years
(n = 96) n(%)

Age Category†

21-29 168 138 (82.1) 30 (17.9)

30-44 178 129 (72.5) 49 (27.5)

45+ 57 40 (70.2) 17 (29.8)

Marital status

Married or living with
partner

253 190 (75.1) 63 (24.9)

Single 144 112 (77.8) 32 (22.2)

Missing 6 5 (83.3) 1 (16.7)

Educational attainment

< Grade 9 126 91 (72.2) 35 (27.8)

≥ Grade 9 266 209 (78.6) 57 (21.4)

Missing 11 7 (63.6) 4 (36.4)

Employed

Yes 306 226 (73.9) 80 (26.1)

No 89 73 (82.0) 16 (18.0)

Missing 8 8 (100.0) 0 (0.0)

Current smoker

Yes 295 226 (76.6) 69 (23.4)

No 101 77 (76.2) 24 (23.8)

Missing 7 4 (57.1) 3 (42.9)

Current alcohol use

Yes 303 232 (76.6) 71 (23.4)

No 95 71 (74.7) 24 (25.3)

Missing 5 4 (80.0) 1 (20.0)

Self-reported history of STI

Yes 302 234 (77.5) 68 (22.5)

No 86 60 (69.8) 26 (30.2)

Missing 15 13 (86.7) 2 (13.3)

Lifetime no. of sexual
partners

Less than 10 220 166 (75.5) 54 (24.5)

10 or more 151 116 (76.8) 35 (23.2)

Missing 32 25 (78.1) 7 (21.9)

Age at first sexual
intercourse††

< 16 years 196 156 (79.6) 40 (20.4)

≥16 years 182 131 (72.0) 51 (28.0)

Missing 25 20 (80.0 5 (20.0)

Previously given birth

Yes 364 281 (77.2) 83 (22.8)

No 38 25 (65.8) 13 (34.2)

Missing 1 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0)
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Table 1 Demographic characteristics of all study participants and by history of Pap smear within the previous three
years (n=403) (Continued)

Current use of birth control

Yes 167 138 (82.6) 29 (17.4)

No 221 157 (71.0) 64 (29.0)

Missing 15 12 (80.0) 3 (20.0)

Community

1 212 157 (74.1) 55 (25.9)

2 49 43 (87.8) 6 (12.2)

3 96 71 (74.0) 25 (26.0)

4 44 34 (77.3) 10 (22.7)

Missing 2 2 (100.0) 0 (0.0)
+ Mean (SD): 34.19 (9.56), Median: 32.12, Range: 21–65.
++ Mean (SD): 15.51 (2.23), Median: 15, Range: 10–30.
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We were not able to replicate the finding that single
or less educated women were less likely to have time-
appropriate screening [4]. Although we were unable to
investigate this finding further, differences in demo-
graphic and family structure characteristics of Nunavik,
compared to the Canadian population in general may
explain this null result [28,29].
Geographic variation in screening rates was found in the

univariate analysis, with one community being highly
predictive of time-inappropriate cervical cancer screening,
but this association did not maintain significance in the
multivariate analysis. Although this study was not able to
uncover the factors that contribute to these variations, previ-
ous studies suggest that community size [7], access to
female health providers [30], perceived importance of
screening by health providers [31], and promotion of screen-
ing in the community [32] may play a role. The population
size of each community is small (under 2500 people) and
health centres are easily accessible by foot in all communi-
ties. In the univariate model women from the largest com-
munity were found to have a significantly lower odds of
time-appropriate Pap smears, suggesting that community
size may contribute to the variation by community. The two
other communities also showed an elevated, but non-
significant odds of time-inappropriate Pap smear use com-
pared to the referent community in both the univariate and
multivariate analysis. However, communities 2, 3 and 4 had
similar population sizes and therefore size may not be the
only factor contributing to the effect of community. Factors
such as attitudes around screening in the community and
characteristics of the health centre staff are likely to also
contribute to these differences. It has been previously shown
that Inuit women have a strong preference for having
screening performed by a female provider [30]. Although,
we were unable to assess the gender ratio of providers in
these communities during data collection, the presence of a
male provider may have led to a delay in screening
acceptance among some women, which could help explain
some of our findings. In the 2004 Nunavik Health Survey,
41% of women who had a Pap smear two or more years ago
or never reported that cervical cancer screening was not of-
fered by their doctors [16]. The factors related to the rela-
tionship between women and their health care providers are
especially important because women can only access health
care from their community’s health centre.
A limitation of this study was that women were recruited

non-randomly, while attending any visit at the health centre
that necessitated a Pap smear. Given that our sample was
comprised of women who consented to the cohort study, it
is likely that we underestimated the proportion of women
who have never had a Pap test. It is difficult to assess the
extent of this underestimation given that there is no cer-
vical screening registry in Quebec; however, one randomly-
selected population based study found that 6.8% of women
aged 18–29 years across Nunavik were never screened [16],
whereas a convenience-sample of women 18–63 years in
two communities of Nunavik found that only 3.4% had not
previously received a Pap test [30]. Our results are within
the range reported among other samples in Nunavik, but
caution must be exercised in comparison of these results
due to the reported age-differences and the self-reported
nature of cervical cancer screening history in these studies.
Also, our sample was comparable to the general population
of women in Nunavik, with the exception of an underrepre-
sentation of women ages 45 and older [29]. The sample
size was small, but we had a fairly high overall cover-
age of the population, given that our study sample rep-
resented 50.5% of women aged 20–69 in the four
recruitment communities. Furthermore, we assessed
time-inappropriate screening as not having a Pap
smear within the previous 3 years, but if we had a lar-
ger sample it would have been important to assess
screening compliance in situations where a shorter
interval is needed, such as the follow-up of an



Table 2 Determinants of time-inappropriate Pap smear use+ among Inuit women in Nunavik, Quebec (n=403)

OR (95% CI)++

Variable Crude Fully-adjusted

Age 1.38 (1.09 -1.74)

21-29 Reference Reference

30-44 2.63 (1.56-4.44) 3.23 (1.72-6.04)

45+ 1.99 (1.03-3.83) 2.28 (0.99-5.26)

Marital status at baseline

Married or living with partner Reference Reference

Single 0.86 (0.53-1.40) 0.89 (0.49-1.62)

Educational attainment

< Grade 9 Reference Reference

≥ Grade 9 0.71 (0.44-1.16) 0.87 (0.47-1.59)

Employed

No Reference

Yes 1.62 (0.88-2.94)

Current smoker

No Reference

Yes 0.98 (0.58-1.67)

Current alcohol use

No Reference

Yes 0.91 (0.53-1.54)

Self-reported history of STI

No Reference

Yes 0.67 (0.39-1.14)

Age at first sexual intercourse (per year) 1.10 (0.98-1.21)

Lifetime # of sexual partners

< 10 partners Reference

≥ 10 partners 0.93 (0.57-1.51)

Previously given birth

Yes Reference Reference

No 1.76 (0.86-3.59) 2.57 (1.10-6.01)

Current use of any birth control

No Reference

Yes 0.52 (0.31-0.85)

Community

1 2.51 (1.01-6.22) 1.82 (0.69-4.82)

2 Reference Reference

3 2.52 (0.96-6.64) 1.95 (0.69-5.48)

4 2.11 (0.70-6.38) 1.16 (0.33-4.16)
+ No history of Pap smear within the three years prior to cohort entry.
++Odds ratio (95% Confidence Interval). Odds ratios are unadjusted or fully adjusted for all other variables in the model.
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equivocal or borderline abnormality in the cytology re-
sult, where it is recommended that women have a re-
peat cytology within 6 to 12 months [21].
A major strength of this study was the use of a retro-

spective medical chart review to determine women’s
cervical cancer screening history. Given that women tend
to over-report their screening history, by obtaining this
variable through chart review, we have reduced bias due to
measurement error of the outcome variable. As this ana-
lysis was part of a larger research program on HPV and
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cervical cancer screening, we were able to utilize baseline
questionnaire data and thus investigate the association with
sexual health and reproductive history factors. This study
is one of the few studies to be able to analyse the asso-
ciation between these behaviours and Pap screening.
Despite the sensitive nature of many of these
covariates, we had relatively low levels of missing data
(range: 0-8%).
Understanding screening patterns and groups noncom-

pliant with screening is highly relevant to future efforts to
reduce the higher cervical cancer incidence and mortality
among Inuit women in Nunavik. Although we found
screening rates in Nunavik to be comparable to that of the
Canadian population, there is cause for concern given the
higher incidence of cervical cancer. Further investigation is
needed to determine if factors that take place after screen-
ing, such as time to treatment, contribute to the differential
risk of cervical cancer mortality between these populations.
Conclusions
Given that older women and women who are not
accessing reproductive care have a lower compliance
with time-appropriate cervical cancer screening, future
research should address potential strategies to increase
Pap smear use or other screening technique such as
HPV testing [21] among this group. Deployment of the
latter test, owing to its higher sensitivity relative to cy-
tology could permit safely extending screening intervals
[33,34]. Moreover, it can be performed in self-collected
cervicovaginal samples, which would permit increased
coverage to women in remote areas or to those who re-
sist attending screening. We intend to evaluate the po-
tential for such practical screening strategies as a means
to provide more cost-effective cervical cancer prevention
to these disadvantaged communities.
Competing interests
ELF has served as occasional consultant to companies involved with
HPV vaccines (Merck and GSK) or with cervical cancer screening (Roche,
Gen-Probe, BD, Ikonisys). The other authors have no competing interest
to declare in relation to this study.

Authors’ contributions
HC conducted the analysis, interpreted the data and drafted the manuscript.
PB conceived the study and participated in its design, data collection
coordination and data interpretation. FC and ELF contributed to study
design and data interpretation. All authors read and approved the final
manuscript.

Acknowledgements
Funding for this research was provided in part by a Team Grant on HPV
Infection and Associated Diseases (grant CRN-83320) from the Canadian
Institutes of Health Research (CIHR). PB was supported by a clinician scientist
career award from the Fonds de Recherche en Santé du Quebec (FRSQ).
The authors thank the participating communities, Tulattavik Health Centre,
collaborating nurse practitioners, and the Nunavik Regional Board of Health
and Social Services for making this research possible.
Author details
1Centre for Clinical Epidemiology, Jewish General Hospital, Montreal, Canada.
2Department of Epidemiology, Biostatistics and Occupational Health, McGill
University, Montreal, Canada. 3Department of Oncology, McGill University,
Montreal, Canada. 4Department of Medicine, McGill University, Montreal,
Canada. 5Department of Microbiology, Centre Hospitalier de l’Université de
Montréal, Montreal, Canada.

Received: 30 August 2012 Accepted: 30 April 2013
Published: 3 May 2013
References
1. Health Canada: Cervical Cancer Screening in Canada: 1998 Surveillance Report;

Cat. No. H439-616/1998E. Canada: Ministry of Public Works and Government
Services; 2002.

2. Spence AR, Goggin P, Franco EL: Process of care failures in invasive cervical
cancer: systematic review and meta-analysis. Prev Med 2007, 45:93–106.

3. Blackwell DL, Martinez ME, Gentleman JF: Women’s compliance with
public health guidelines for mammograms and pap tests in Canada and
the United States: an analysis of data from the Joint Canada/United
States Survey Of Health. Womens Health Issues 2008, 18:85–99.

4. Maxwell CJ, Bancej CM, Snider J, Vik SA: Factors important in promoting
cervical cancer screening among Canadian women: findings from the
1996–97 National Population Health Survey (NPHS). Can J Publ Health
2001, 92:127–133.

5. Mitchell RS, Padwal RS, Chuck AW, Klarenbach SW: Cancer screening among the
overweight and obese in Canada. Am J Prev Med 2008, 35:127–132.

6. Young TK, Kliewer E, Blanchard J, Mayer T: Monitoring disease burden and
preventive behavior with data linkage: cervical cancer among aboriginal
people in Manitoba, Canada. Am J Publ Health. 2000, 90:1466–1468.

7. Puig-Tintore LM, Castellsague X, Torne A, et al: Coverage and factors associated
with cervical cancer screening: results from the AFRODITA study: a
population-based survey in Spain. J Low Genit Tract Dis 2008, 12:82–89.

8. Smith AM, Heywood W, Ryall R, et al: Association between sexual behavior and
cervical cancer screening. J Womens Health (Larchmt) 2011, 20:1091–1096.

9. Kelly J, Lanier A, Santos M, et al: Cancer among the circumpolar Inuit,
1989–2003. II. Patterns and trends. Int J Circumpolar Health. 2008,
67:408–420.

10. Louchini R, Beaupre M: Cancer incidence and mortality among Aboriginal
people living on reserves and northern villages in Quebec, 1988–2004.
Int J Circumpolar Health 2008, 67:445–451.

11. Healey SM, Aronson KJ, Mao Y, et al: Oncogenic human papillomavirus
infection and cervical lesions in aboriginal women of Nunavut, Canada.
Sex Transm Dis 2001, 28:694–700.

12. Hamlin-Douglas LK, Coutlee F, Roger M, Franco EL, Brassard P: Prevalence and
age distribution of human papillomavirus infection in a population of Inuit
women in Nunavik, Quebec. Canc Epidemiol Biomarkers Prev 2008, 17:3141–3149.

13. Walboomers JM, Jacobs MV, Manos MM, et al: Human papillomavirus is a
necessary cause of invasive cervical cancer worldwide. J Pathol 1999,
189:12–19.

14. Statistics Canada: Aboriginal Peoples in Canada in 2006. Ottawa: Inuit, Metis
and First Nations, 2006 Census; 2008.

15. Vasilevska M, Ross SA, Gesink D, Fisman DN: Relative risk of cervical cancer in
indigenous women in Australia, Canada, New Zealand, and the United States:
a systematic review and meta-analysis. J Public Health Policy 2012, 33:148–164.

16. Dodin S, Blanchet C: Women’s Health and Preventive Sexual Behaviour in Men
and Women. Nunavik Regional Board of Health and Social Services: Institut
national de santé publique du Québec; 2007.

17. Bowman JA, Sanson-Fisher R, Redman S: The accuracy of self-reported Pap
smear utilisation. Soc Sci Med 1997, 44:969–976.

18. Howard M, Agarwal G, Lytwyn A: Accuracy of self-reports of Pap and
mammography screening compared to medical record: a meta-analysis.
Cancer Causes Control 2009, 20:1–13.

19. Hamlin-Douglas LK, Coutlee F, Roger M, Hanley J, Franco EL, Brassard P:
Determinants of human papillomavirus infection among inuit women of
northern Quebec, Canada. Sex Transm Dis. 2010, 37:377–381.

20. Bennett R, Coutlee F, Roger M, Franco E, Brassard P: Incidence, persistence, and
determinants of HPV infection in a population of Inuit women in Nunavik. Quebec:
Paper presented at the 26th International Papillomavirus Conference in Montreal;
2010. July Abstract retrieved from http://www.hpv2010.org/main/index.php?

http://www.hpv2010.org/main/index.php?option=com_conference&view=presentation&id=839&conference=1&Itemid=100


Cerigo et al. BMC Public Health 2013, 13:438 Page 8 of 8
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/13/438
option=com_conference&view=presentation&id=839&conference=
1&Itemid=100.

21. Goggin P, Mayrand M-H: Recommendations on optimizing cervical cancer screening
in Québec. Québec: Institut national de santé publique du Québec; 2009.

22. Miettinen OS: Stratification by a multivariate confounder score. Am J
Epidemiol 1976, 104:609–620.

23. Demers AA, Kliewer EV, Remes O, et al: Cervical cancer among Aboriginal
women in Canada [published online ahead of print January 16, 2012].
CMAJ 2012. http://www.cmaj.ca/content/early/2012/01/16/cmaj.110523.full.
pdf. Accessed March 27, 2012.

24. Lofters AK, Moineddin R, Hwang SW, Glazier RH: Low rates of cervical
cancer screening among urban immigrants: a population-based study in
Ontario, Canada. Med Care. 2010, 48:611–618.

25. Statement on human papillomavirus vaccine: An Advisory Committee
Statement (ACS). Can Commun Dis Rep 2007, 33:1–31.

26. Van Til L, MacQuarrie C, Herbert R: Understanding the barriers to cervical
cancer screening among older women. Qual Health Res 2003,
13:1116–1131.

27. Black AT, McCulloch A, Martin RE, Kan L: Young women and cervical
cancer screening: what barriers persist? Can J Nurs Res 2011, 43:8–21.

28. Gerard D: Socio-economic profile of Nunavik. 2008th edition. Québec: Canada
Research Chair in Comparative Aboriginal Condition; 2008.

29. Statistics Canada: Nunavik, Quebec (table). Aboriginal Population Profile.
Ottawa: 2006 Census. Statistics Canada Catalogue no. 92-594-XWE; 2007.
Released January 15, 2008. http://www12.statcan.ca/census-recensement/
2006/dp-pd/prof/92-594/index.cfm?Lang=E.

30. Cerigo H, Macdonald ME, Franco EL, Brassard P: Inuit women’s attitudes
and experiences towards cervical cancer and prevention strategies in
Nunavik, Quebec. Int J Circumpolar Health 2012, 71:17996. doi:10.3402/ijch.
v71i0.17996.

31. Waller J, Jackowska M, Marlow L, Wardle J: Exploring age differences in
reasons for nonattendance for cervical screening: a qualitative study.
BJOG 2011, 119:26–32.

32. Coe K, Martin L, Nuvayestewa L, et al: Predictors of Pap test use among
women living on the Hopi reservation. Health Care Women Int 2007,
28:764–781.

33. Franco EL: Chapter 13: Primary screening of cervical cancer with human
papillomavirus tests. J Natl Canc Inst Monogr 2003, 31:89–96.

34. Cuzick J, Sasieni P, Davies P, et al: A systematic review of the role of
human papilloma virus (HPV) testing within a cervical screening
programme: summary and conclusions. Br J Cancer 2000, 83:561–565.

doi:10.1186/1471-2458-13-438
Cite this article as: Cerigo et al.: Factors associated with cervical cancer
screening uptake among Inuit women in Nunavik, Quebec, Canada.
BMC Public Health 2013 13:438.
Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

http://www.hpv2010.org/main/index.php?option=com_conference&view=presentation&id=839&conference=1&Itemid=100
http://www.hpv2010.org/main/index.php?option=com_conference&view=presentation&id=839&conference=1&Itemid=100
http://www.cmaj.ca/content/early/2012/01/16/cmaj.110523.full.pdf
http://www.cmaj.ca/content/early/2012/01/16/cmaj.110523.full.pdf
http://www12.statcan.ca/census-recensement/2006/dp-pd/prof/92-594/index.cfm?Lang=E
http://www12.statcan.ca/census-recensement/2006/dp-pd/prof/92-594/index.cfm?Lang=E
http://dx.doi.org/10.3402/ijch.v71i0.17996
http://dx.doi.org/10.3402/ijch.v71i0.17996

	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusions

	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Competing interests
	Authors’ contributions
	Acknowledgements
	Author details
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.440 793.440]
>> setpagedevice


