
Table 2: Additional Conceptual Models of Disabilities 

 

Moral/Religious 
 

First documented model that characterized 
disability as a consequence of sin. 
 

- Strength: Prompted further research on 
disabilities. 
 

- Deficiency: Disability is seen as a permanent 
curse and thus leads to social isolation E (i.e., 
Many passages in The Bible report the social 
exclusion of individuals with leprosy or Hansen's 
Disease despite the condition itself not being 
highly contagious or contracted through casual or 
short-term contact. 

 

Human Rights 
 

Involves social justice, policy, and the 
intersection of humans with disabilities within 
local and broader ecopolitical spheres and social 
groups, specifically human rights. 
 

- Strength: Proponent of human rights for all 
(i.e., having a disability does not exclude 
someone from participation in society through 
reproduction or voting). 
 

- Deficiency: Lacks significant consideration for 
other identifying factors and systems that may 
be critical to participation in society E such as 
incarceration history and state law. 

 

 

Cultural 
 
Disability in the context of culture. 
 

- Strength: Expands the social model of 
disability.E For example, are deaf individuals 
who reside in deaf communities disabled? 

 

- Deficiency: Does not consider the interaction of 
multi-cultural family, settings, or ecosystems. 

 

Ecological 
 

Looks at the dynamic social interactions between 
the body, the individual with a disability, and the 
environment. 
 

- Strength: Intersectional and individualized 

 

- Deficiency: The uniqueness of each person and 
environment makes it difficult to generalize and 
streamline resources at the population level.F 
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