ORIGINAL ARTICLE

Trends in Work-Related Musculoskeletal Disorders From the 2002
to 2014 General Social Survey, Quality of Work Life Supplement

Robert B. Dick, PhD, Brian D. Lowe, PhD, Ming-Lun Lu, PhD, and Edward F. Krieg, PhD

Objective: To update trends in prevalence of back and upper limb muscu-
loskeletal symptoms and risk factors from the 2014 Quality of Work Life
(QWL) Survey. Methods: Quadrennial QWL Surveys, 2002 to 2014 (with
N=1455, 1537, 1019, and 1124 in 2002, 2006, 2010, and 2014 surveys
respectively) were analyzed for reports of back pain and pain in arms.
Results: In the fourth analysis of this survey, 12-year trends continue to
show a decline in back pain and pain in arms. Key physical (heavy lifting,
hand movements, very hard physical effort) and psychosocial/work organi-
zational factors (low supervisor support, work is always stressful, not
enough time to get work done) remain associated with back and arm
pain, with the physical risk factors showing the strongest associations.
Conclusion: Physical exposure risk factors continue to be strongly associ-
ated with low back and arm pain and should be the focus of intervention
strategies.
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disorders, quality of work life

his is the fourth publication on the results of the National

Institute for Occupational Safety and Health (NIOSH) qua-
drennial Quality of Work Life Survey (QWL) related to prevalence
of back pain and upper limb pain in the general working population.
The QWL survey contains items that evaluate the individual,
physical, and psychosocial risk factors for musculoskeletal pain.
With a 12-year window into the risk factors for musculoskeletal
disorders (MSDs) this analysis of the most recent QWL data set
provides information on changes (trends) in the American work
force as well as the stability of some of the response indicators from
the previous survey analyses. In the prior publication of this series’
it was concluded that physical exposure factors have been consistent
indicators of musculoskeletal pain (back and arms) and that the
association of psychosocial factors with musculokseletal outcomes
may be more sensitive to economic conditions that have fluctuated
over the 2002 to 2010 time period. This was more evident in the
latter recessionary part of the 2000’s decade (2010 survey). The
2014 QWL survey analysis reported here is an opportunity to further

From the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention, National Institute for Occupational Safety and
Health, Cincinnati, Ohoi.

Robert B. Dick, Captain USPHS, is retired.

Clinical significance: Prevalence of back pain and arm pain continued a slight
decreasing trend in the 2014 Quality of Work Life Survey. Physical risk
factors in the workplace, including repeated lifting, pulling/pushing and
repetitive, or stressful hand movements or awkward postures continued to
be highly associated with back and arm pain.

Disclaimer: The findings and conclusions in this report are those of the authors
and do not necessarily represent the official position of the National Institute
for Occupational Safety and Health, Centers for Disease Control and Pre-
vention.

The authors have no conflicts of interest to declare. There are no external sources
of support to declare. This is a work of the U.S. Government.

Address correspondence to: Brian D. Lowe, PhD, U.S. Department of Health and
Human Services, Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, National
Institute for Occupational Safety and Health, 1090 Tusculum Ave, Mail
Stop C-27, Cincinnati, OH 45226 (blowe@cdc.gov).

Copyright © 2020 American College of Occupational and Environmental
Medicine

DOI: 10.1097/JOM.0000000000001895

JOEM e Volume 62, Number 8, August 2020

examine the QWL survey results for work related musculoskeletal
pain in the post-recessionary environment.

Previous publications in this series' > have summarized
literature on work related MSDs and there continues to be active
research in this area with a focus on prevalence of MSDs by
industry/occupation and intervention strategies to address risk
factors and systematic reviews of their effectiveness. There have
been additional relevant studies subsequent to the background
described with the analysis of the 2010 QWL data.> The brief
literature summary below is an update of key studies relevant to
work related MSD prevalence published since the previous publi-
cation in this series.

Two studies by Yang et al* report on neck and back pain
using data from the National Health Interview Survey and 2010
Occupational Health Supplementary Survey with a sample size of
13,915 civilian workers ages 18 to 64. Results showed significant
increases (ORs) in neck pain and low back pain with work-family
imbalance, hostile work environment, and job insecurity. Significant
organizational risk factors for neck pain were non-standard work
arrangements, multiple jobs, and long work hours. Prevalence of
neck pain was estimated at 14.3% and back pain at 25.7% for
workers in the United States. Occupational classification showed no
significant association with neck pain, however, respondents in two
occupational categories, health care support and construction and
extraction, reported greater prevalence of back pain.

Anderson and Oakman® conducted a review of the prevalence
and risk factors for work-related MSDs in allied health professions
(physiotherapy, occupational therapy, sonography, medical imag-
ing, and podiatry) using results for 22 studies representing 14
different countries. Lower back was the most commonly reported
injury area and results showed that allied health professionals have a
high risk of developing MSDs in their career with the highest risk in
younger therapists.

Freimann et al’ conducted a cross-sectional study on 409
nurses at a University Hospital in Estonia to determine musculo-
skeletal pain prevalence and the relationship of psychosocial factors
and mental health problems with pain reports. Seventy percent of
participants reported at least one body part with musculoskeletal
pain lasting longer than a day within the past year and 64% having
pain in the last month. Lower back and neck were the sites most
reported. Significant odds ratios for musculoskeletal pain were
noted with several psychosocial factors (work demands, work pace,
role conflicts, job dissatisfaction, work-family conflicts), and with
what the authors refer to as ‘““somatic stress symptoms (stomach
ache, headache, palpitations, tension in various muscles)”7 (p. 3).

A series of studies on food processing workers in Finland
investigated the influence of physical (biomechanical), environmen-
tal (work climate), psychosocial,8 age,9 and sickness absence'’
factors on musculoskeletal pain (MSDs). Two of these studies®®
surveyed Finnish food processing workers twice, at baseline in 2005
and at follow-up in 2009. The baseline group comprised 1201
respondents and at follow-up 734 workers. Results showed that
multi-site pain was most prevalent at baseline (54%) and at follow-
up with 69% reporting pain at baseline also reporting pain at follow-
up.'® Age and physical hazards and MSD risk were not consistent
for each age group, which was stratified into younger (20 to 35),
middle (36 to 49), and older (50 plus).9 At initial data collection,
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physical hazards were not associated with MSD risk for the younger
group, but for the middle group, repetitive movements and awkward
postures were associated with increased risk. In older workers,
environmental factors were associated with increased risk. Authors
concluded that the findings showed no clear pattern of prediction
with age for MSD risk. The number of MSD absence days increased
with pain sites.” Single site pain did not predict absence, but multi-
site pain did.

Gerr et a reported the results from a prospective epide-
miological study on the effects of physical risk factors, psychosocial
stress and work organizational factors on MSDs in appliance
manufacturing workers. The study ran from 2004 until 2007 with
318 workers continuing participation through the study. Clinical
assessments, questionnaires, physical exposure measurements
(electromyography, video-based posture analysis, ACGIH Hand
Activity Level, Strain Index), and psychosocial measures (job
content questionnaire, affectivity scale, job stress scale) were used
to collect data for the outcome measures. The incidence rate for
hand/arm symptoms was 58/100 person years (PY) and for neck/
shoulder 54/100 PY. A statistically significant 7% increased risk of
neck/shoulder symptoms was noted for each 1% of time with
shoulder elevation more than 90°. Surprisingly, the separate physi-
cal exposure measurements did not show any significant associa-
tions, but the dichotomized Strain Index measure did for hand/arm
symptoms and disorders. With the psychosocial measures, when
compared with the low demand/high control category, significant
hazard ratios (HRs) were reported for both the high demand/high
control and high demand/low control categories for hand/arm
disorders and symptoms. A significant HR was reported for low
demand/low control with neck/shoulder disorders. Significant asso-
ciations were between weekly stress level and neck/shoulder symp-
toms and disorders and weekly job change and neck/shoulder
symptoms. No significant associations were found with coworker
support, supervisor support, or negative affectivity.

Several systematic reviews have been performed that have
provided evidential conclusions for the influence of physical and
psychosocial risk factors on MSDs. Hoozemans et al'® reviewed
observational studies to determine if workers that performed push-
ing/pulling activities at work have increased risk for upper extremity
symptoms when compared with workers that perform less or no
pushing/pulling activities at work. Results showed ‘‘strong evi-
dence” of pushing/pulling significantly related to upper extremity
and shoulder symptoms, “moderate evidence” for neck/shoulder
symptoms and “‘insufficient evidence” or conflicting evidence
for combinations of upper arm, elbow, forearm, wrist, or hand
symptoms.

An updated systematic review for preventing upper extremity
MSDs reported that there was ““strong evidence” that a resistance
training exercise intervention can help prevent and manage upper
extremity MSDs.'* There was a “moderate level of evidence™ for
the effectiveness of stretching programs, mouse use feedback and
forearm supports, but there was also “moderate evidence that
EMG (electromyography) feedback, job stress management train-
ing, and office workstation adjustment had “no effect” on upper
extremity MSD outcomes.

Lean production techniques, which the authors had previ-
ously suggested may be relevant to musculoskeletal symptoms,3
have subsequently been the subject of systematic review.'> The
potential intervention benefits of lean production techniques are
autonomy, worker participation, empowerment, and job control and
job enlargement. The author concluded that lean production prom-
ises did not appear to create challenging and fulfilling work, worker
participation was limited and job autonomy depended more on
social relations in a company. Implementation was uneven between
countries and work sectors and in the automotive industry there was
an increase in MSD symptoms with lean production because of

11,12
1

increases in work pace and lack of recovery time. However, in
services and other sectors, the effects of lean production were more
positive if buffers such as job control and social support were
present. Management style seems to be important with the imple-
mentation of lean 1production techniques.

Padula et al'® reviewed job rotation programs for the preven-
tion of musculoskeletal disorders. The majority of studies featured
automobile assembly functions and job rotation schedules with
short-cycle work task times and repetitive movements. There was
“weak evidence” supporting job rotation for the prevention of
MSDs and “‘some evidence” (three studies) that job satisfaction
was increased. A randomized control study of 497 workers con-
ducted in Brazil evaluated job rotation in textile workers using sick
leave as the primary outcome variable over a 12-month period, but
also MSD symptoms, psychosocial factors, fatigue, general health,
and productivity as additional secondary outcome measures.'’
Results showed an increase in number of hours due to sick leave
for both groups but there were no significant group differences and
there were no significant differences in the secondary measures. In
short, the job rotation program was not effective.

This paper extends the data analysis of the General Social
Survey Quality of Work Life module to include 2014 data for
investigating trends in the prevalence of back and upper extremity
musculoskeletal symptoms and associated workplace factors. The
analysis of the 2014 QWL data and its presentation is consistent
with those previously reported' ~ with three additional items added
in 2014 to assess sleep problems and use of telework (working from
home) and associations with musculoskeletal pain.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Consistent with the previous publications in this series' — the
2014 data were collected as part of the biannual General Social
Survey (GSS) conducted by the National Opinion Research Center
(NORC) at the University of Chicago (http://gss.norc.org/). NORC
describes the GSS as a nationally representative survey that has been
conducted to monitor societal change and study American society. It
is further described as the only full-probability, personal-interview
survey designed to monitor changes in both social characteristics
and attitudes currently being conducted in the United States. The
Quality of Work Life (QWL) module is the module that was added
to capture nationally representative opinions about work life. The
survey is a face-to-face 90-minute survey administered to randomly
selected, non-institutionalized US adults 18 years and older. The
National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health (NIIOSH)
added the quadrennial QWL module to the GSS core survey (https://
www.cdc.gov/niosh/topics/stress/qwlquest.html) administered to
individuals who indicate they were employed or self-employed
for pay in the week before the survey.? Respondents were required
to be working >20hours per week or currently missing work
because of vacation, illness, injury, or on strike. The 2014 sample
size was 1124, an increase over 2010, but not as high as 2002 and
2006. These fluctuations likely reflect employment figures as the
GSS samples approximately the same number of respondents each
year.

As with the previous analyses in this series' ™ primary
outcomes were the prevalence of back pain and pain in arms through
a yes/no response to “‘In the past 12 months, have you had back pain
every day for a week or more?” and “In the past 12 months, have
you had pain in the hands, wrists, arms, or shoulders every day for a
week or more?”’ Individual, physical, and psychosocial/work orga-
nization factors that have been relevant to the occurrence of MSDs
were analyzed. These variables chosen for analysis (listed in
Table 1) were based on known relationships with back pain and
upper extremity pain reported in the literature, or those that were
tested in previous analyses of the 2002, 2006, and 2010 QWL data
sets.' > These variables were also described fully in Waters et al.'
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TABLE 1. QWL Question Items Comprising the Variables in the Analysis

Individual Variable

Question Item

Individual factors
Hurt at work
Physical health
Mental health
Health days
Sleep problems

often)

Physical factors
Heavy lifting
Hand movement
Physical effort

Psychosocial and work organization factors
Job satisfaction
Work freedom
Supervisor support”

done.
Work stress

In the past 12 months, how many times have you been injured on the job?

How many days during the past 30 days was your physical health not good?

How many days during the past 30 days was your mental health not good?

How many days during the last 30 days did your poor mental or physical health affect usual activities?

During the past 12 months, how often have you had trouble going to sleep or staying asleep (never, rarely, sometimes,

Does your job require you to do repeated lifting, pushing, pulling, or bending?
Does your job regularly require you to perform repetitive or forceful hand movements or involve awkward postures?
Please rate the overall physical effort at the job you normally do. (very light, fairly light, somewhat hard, hard, very hard)

All in all, how satisfied would you say you are with your job?
I am given a lot of freedom to decide how to do my work. (Not at all true < very true)
My supervisor is concerned about the welfare of those under him or her. My supervisor is helpful to me in getting the job

How often do you find your work stressful? (Never < always)

Work time I have enough time to get the job done. (Very true < not at all true)

Work fast My job requires that I work very fast. (Strongly disagree < strongly agree)
Work hours How many hours did you work last week, at all jobs?

Must work

Safety climate”

When you work extra hours on your main job, is it mandatory (required by your employer)?
The safety of workers is a high priority with management where I work. There are no significant compromises or shortcuts

taken when worker safety is at stake. The safety and health conditions where I work are good. Where I work,
employees and management work together to ensure the safest possible working conditions.

Work schedule

Work home

Work from home
you have a home-based business.

Day shift, afternoon shift, night shift, split shift, irregular/on call, rotating
How often do you work at home as part of your job?
When you work at home, is it part of your primary job at another location, are you taking work home to catch up, or do

“Multiple questions averaged to establish the variable.

Changes in the questions over the time period include “How
often work from home” responses being available for 2002 to 2014, but
the “sleep problems” and “why work from home” questions
are available only for 2010 and 2014. Another change has been the
re-coding of occupations using the 2010 Census Occupational Classi-
fication System. This system provides a better definition of occupations
with 11 classifications. Two classifications, “military related” and
“farming, fishing, forestry” are only listed in Table 2. Both classi-
fications are considered unreliable for data analysis because of the
possibility that some respondents misread instructions and should not
have answered civilian employment questions (military) and low
respondent numbers (farming, fishing, forestry). With the change to
the 2010 codes comparisons with the eight codes used in previous
publications are not available for backward comparison with the 1977
Quality of Employment Survey. All tables now include a trend analysis
statistic (Chi-square analysis) that shows any significant differences in
trend for the outcome measures from the 2002 base year.

The data analysis procedures were similar to previous reports.’~
3 As a brief description: continuous distribution data were re-catego-
rized into smaller ranges and some question items with highly corre-
lated response choices were combined to create new variables (see
Table 1—supervisor support, safety climate). Odds ratios (ORs) were
calculated using univariate logistic regression and multivariate, step-
wise regression to identify statistically significant bivariate interactions.
All univariate factors were forced into these models. Bivariate interac-
tion ORs were calculated by combining the levels of two variables into
one variable and univariate regression performed. Pearson Chi-squared
tests were used to compare the outcome measurements by occupation
for all survey years and Wald chi-squares from logistic regression
models were used to assess trends for each risk factor and their response
items by survey year. A statistical significance criterion of 0.05 is used
in all tables and ORs with confidence intervals (CIs) that do not include

1.0. All calculations were performed with SAS® (Version 9.3, SAS
Institute Inc., Cary, NC).

RESULTS

In the 2010 data analysis there was evidence that unemploy-
ment and overtime rates had some association with psychosocial
risk factors. Thus, we report unemployment and overtime rates
averaged for the months (March to September) in which the QWL
survey interviews were conducted. Unemployment rates for 2002
were 5.77% for 2002; 4.64% for 2006; 9.61% for 2010; and 6.22%
for 2014. Overtime rates, as reported by the Bureau of Labor
Statistics'® for 2002, 2006, 2010, and 2014, were 4.10, 4.44,
3.81, and 3.45 hours, respectively.

Table 2 presents the frequency results and trend statistics for
the outcome measures back pain and pain in arms by 11 occupa-
tional classifications for all four QWL survey administrations.
There were, however, two significant changes in the percentage
of respondents by occupation over the four surveys. Compared with
the 2002 year, the percentage in ‘“‘service’”” occupations increased
from 16.6% in 2002 to 19.6% in 2014 (x* = 10.8; df=3; P =0.013)
and “production” occupations decreased from 8.2% in 2002 to
53% in 2014 (x*=14.0; df=3; P=0.003). In the 2014 survey
reports of back pain and pain in arms did not differ significantly by
occupational classification (back pain: x*>=13.8; df=10; P=0.17;
pain in arms: x> = 16.4; df=10; P=0.09).

Data for 2014 showed a drop in reports of back pain at 22.8%
(x*=12.1; df=3; P=0.007), pain in arms at 23.9% (x>*=7.2;
df=3; P=0.07), and “both pain” at 11.9% (x*=8.8; df=3;
P=0.03), over the four survey reporting years. For the survey
years 2004 to 2010 back pain reports averaged 27.3%, ‘“‘pain in
arm” 27.8%, and “both pain” 15.4%. Trend analysis results in
Table 2 indicate few significant changes over the 4 survey years by

© 2020 American College of Occupational and Environmental Medicine 597

Copyright © 2020 American College of Occupational and Environmental Medicine. Unauthorized reproduction of this article is prohibited



Dick et al JOEM e Volume 62, Number 8, August 2020

T, ;ﬁ 2 4288 § ©x & 2 8 “occupation.” The category ‘“‘office/administrative’ shows a sig-
& LT ©°°= = == == < < nificant decrease for back pain reports (x> =7.8; df=3; P=0.05)
. s ~@@a 5 85 @3 & & and ‘““pain in arm” reports (x*=8.7, df=3; P=0.03). Professional
w | in - & i 5 S e : — . e . I 5
Elg| = © ggg s 2% £8 ¢ Z and related also showed a significant decrease in “‘pain in arm’
< 2 o 5EgoE S en o @ reports (x*=8.0; df=3; P=0.05), but there were no significant
Elo| @ z8€e8 & ¢35 ga = =& changes with “‘both pain” reports by occupation. Figures 1 and 2
o~ o -+ O o [ =) o o o v . . . .
S8 = €S o €2 cd & 2 show the reports of back pain and pain in arms by occupation over
o N 0 O — o o o [ o . . .
g% o masa - - the 4 survey years. For easier illustration, the responses have been
2 —_~— _ o~ = —_— . . . PP 5y . .
il gl a adds S 25 23 =& _ dichotomized into “‘Light” (very light, light) and hard (somewhat
EE| S| & €T © ¢S cc © oA hard, hard, and very hard) and averaged for the 2010 and 2014 years.
0 = 2 gga3¥ o =o g - 2 . ; ; .
© E - = To examine potential trends in telework we examined the
s el § 5F23 2 2% 035 § 02 “never” telework responses from 2002 to 2014, assuming that a
o Ef| 5 Zozsx - as 3 = o percent decrease in the “never” response indicated an increase in
g telework. In this analysis the Cochrane-Armitage trend test (Agresti,
@ . .
W B s 2Togz T o2y ze &8 2002) was used and the trend was not significant (Z=-1.35,
g €~ Z Sees S S8 S° < < P =0.18). Further examination of occupation data showed that for
5 .|l e sesez & =8 =55 = & “mapageme.rltz ﬁnlancial, and business (Z=-2.31, P=0.02),”
f = | 2 28938 §8 €8 888 3 & “office/administrative support (Z=-2.61, P=0.009,” and “con-
g “lw o gggy - =e =g v struction and extraction (Z=-2.15, P=0.03)" the percent of
= & @868 & 68 &5 = e “never” reports decreased significantly, but for “service (Z=2.78,
~% > 5 N = ol —_ J e o < ”» « 4
6 S § 2288 ¥ &% @88 & § P =0.005)" and “‘sales and related (Z=2.18, P =0.03)” the percent
S|z < ¢ f84&® 7 == =28 7 “never” responses increased significantly.
£ =
S|zl .| @ @302 & a2 @ & &
S| 25| 8| c z82¢ 5 £ €% £ & Back Pain
€ g geFr YT F& &8 7 Table 3 presents the frequency responses, trend values, ORs,
S «| 3 £88% I 828 g2 & = and 95% Wald confidence limits for the survey years. Significant
= gl ¢ dedd ¢ ¢c2 cec e g values are in bold.
S R %282 Y 88 ga «
1) ] Ivi
5|2 Ele sacz = 35 2z 2z B Individual Factors )
€| & :: 3 S3 2 SS S8 & & There was one significant OR, 0.51 (95% CI10.27 to 0.97) for the
g P o age group 55 to 64 with the 2014 data, but overall there were no
3 z § = E ;, £ g f~f § § ; = § significant trend differences for age over the 4 survey years. Sex did not
o Tleg 3gmg ° ez g © show any significant ORs or trends over the 4 survey years. The “hurt at
= =~ PR fm A o o work” risk factor ORs were significant for all response choices over all
c 3 <+ @ % Qe == x X o, > .
o a 288 28 38 8 & 4 years and the trend statistic =9.0, df=1; P=0.005) was
Sl || ¢ a9 g To &g & d Y X !
SI2E 8| 5 2gkx § =2 o2 v significant for the “zero” time response indicating a reduction in
] — —_ . . . .
s ?z o o reports of back pain for this response (25.1% in 2002 to 20.2% in
ol 2% 2014). The three general indicators of health, “Physical Health,”
ga & f&8as & as &85 = =8 ’ & ’ y >
?, = gl s S3s48 8 ¥% 28 4§ 8 “Mental Health,” and “Health days,” showed significant ORs for
2 “le gggr ~ g3 w9y © all reporting years for the response item more than or equal to 14 days
S s cafrs © @5 S & 2 with “back pain‘.” A signiﬁcant trend was evident for the response item
Y S| 8 ggc8 2 24 24 € 8 0to 13 days, which indicated a decrease in reports of “‘back pain.” Only
e “lw rgm5® *° sy g o one response item more than or equal to 14 days for “mental health”
I - g . . showed a significant trend (*> = 4.1, df = 1; P = 0.04) of an increase in
£ | B 5|2 2358 g 88 =28 2 back pain reports. The ““sleep problem” question showed significant
= = 9 S SsS oo S s 3 < . . « . 5
B3 ORs with response items “sometimes” in both 2010 and 2014 (1.85, CI
E & 3822 5 25 ac & 1.18 t0 2.91; 1.78 CI 1.10 to 2.90) and “often” (3.53, CI1 2.21 to 5.62;
i — o ) = o= H . «c . ey . .
c 2|2 8222 € F¢ wow o & 5.30 CI 3.28 to 8.57) with “back pain.” There were no significant
<é "l E 8§83 ° 8% &3 = 7 trends, but only 2 survey years were available.
Sl.sle| € 2283 ¢ a5 as 2 . Physical Factors
S| B¥Z| = ez £ ETC w8 < g g
% ; g “lg §ze8 ¢ ¥= #3 2 7|8 The 2014_resu}ts were similar to the results for the pr.ev‘ious
S| g s s2csc @ _E QWL survey with significant ORs for “yes” to ‘“heavy lifting”
c E-E’ £ ¢ ggsg S 49 <S4 2 3|8 (OR=1.86, CI 1.40 to 2.47) and “hand movement” (OR =1.78,
E #n| | g€ §Z32 2 RE 22 o 7 § CI1.34t02.36). The 2014 results for ““physical effort™ were similar to
x L > the 2010 results with significant ORs for the responses ““somewhat
~ o~ ~ o~ ~ 5 9’ s ””
S sl 4 88233 § 23 92 8§ 4|8 hard” (OR =2.14, CI 1.42 to 3.25), “hard” (OR=2.37, CI 1.46 to
— S| @ Cuodx = -9 o5 @ 2|2 3.86), and “very hard” (OR =3.80, CI 2.18 to 6.64). There were no
O (TI 2 (\3 I: g - ® ° 2 bl v‘ . .f d . . f h . lf .
2 : » significant trend statistics for any physical factors response questions.
—_ =} - -
o) . 24 = . ..
s z g , » = £: £ = N‘: Psychosocial and Work Organization Factors
e : fE:%F I sE ET:_., = The 2014 results, presented in Table 3, are generally consis-
. = = 8 £ & < G = £ . . . .
~N O SESZ 53 SE %t _f 25 S tent with the previous reports, but there are some significant trend
5 s 0 BEZ 5 Z 8 & o =23 = . . . . . . .
! £ £ £E28552%7% 28 fEEs “; By g statistics that should be noted. Different levels of job dissatisfaction
Z 0 g I 1 S Ja B~ . . . e .
2 2| g 2gE23525¢ E T®3gzEEe_ | continued to have significant ORs against the reference group (very
S 1 S B = E = z [l = 2 . e . “ P 2 < P 29
[ Sl = £888 £ S& £& 5 & satisfied). That is, ‘“‘somewhat satisfied,” “not too satisfied,” and
598 © 2020 American College of Occupational and Environmental Medicine

Copyright © 2020 American College of Occupational and Environmental Medicine. Unauthorized reproduction of this article is prohibited



JOEM e Volume 62, Number 8, August 2020 Trends in WMSD — 2014 Quality of Work Life Survey

Professional

Management, Financial, Business

Sales

Production

Office/Administrative Support

Service Occupations

Transportation/Material Moving

Installation, Maintenance, Repair

Construction/Extraction

I

FIGURE 1. Back pain prevalence by 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%

survey administration year and occu- Il 2002 [ 2008 [J=2010 [] 2014
pational group.

I i
Management, Financial, Business ﬁ

Service Occupations

=
—_—

Office/Administrative Support

Installation, Maintenance, Repair

Production

Transportation/Material Moving

Construction/Extraction

Il

FIGURE 2. Pain in arm prevalence by 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%

survey administration year and occu-
pational group. M 2002 [ 2006 []2010 [] 2014

© 2020 American College of Occupational and Environmental Medicine 599

Copyright © 2020 American College of Occupational and Environmental Medicine. Unauthorized reproduction of this article is prohibited



JOEM e Volume 62, Number 8, August 2020

Dick et al

LTO (S1'1-92°0) $5°0 (6T 1-S€°0) L90 (€TT-1¥'0) 1L°0 (TS'0-61°0) TE0 (L'02) 8T1 ‘819 (L'T0) 1€1 '8LS (L) 81T ‘0S8 (1'$2) LOT ‘sT8 ann A1oA
€0 (8T'1-82°0) 09°0 (€8'1-84°0) €60 FS'1-61°0) L8'0 (0L'0-ST°0) Tv'0 (T'T0) 08 “09¢ (0°62) L6 ‘vEE (0°0€) ¥#1 ‘T8% (L'0€) 6€1 ‘€St NI JeYMOUWI0S
€00 (STT-¥1'0) 660 (9€'7-05°0) 80T (0T’ 1-95°0) 90T (€9°0-81°0) ¥€°0 (T'Te) 8¢ 811 (1'28) LT ‘8 0%€) 6v ‘vh1 (€92) 1€ ‘811 anxn 003 J0N
900 (#'Te) 11 ‘ve #'0€) ¥1 ‘9 (8'2¢) 0T ‘19 (S'19) ¥€ ‘99 any [ 18 JON
ann [[e 1e jou Ym paredwo) WOPaaIJ YIOM
€60 (69°S—¥€ 1) 9L'T (ITs-LT1) 85T (81'€-88°0) L9'I (6L'S—LL'T) 0T'E (T'8¢) €1 ‘v¢ 0°¢p) ST ‘S¢ (9°T¢) ST ‘9F (6°LY) €T ‘8F paysnes [[e 1e 10N
€50 (ILe-¥€1) €TT 66'€-1S'1) ST (#8'¥-200) €1°¢ OI'v—€8'1) 9LT (€°€¢) LT 18 (L'T¥) SE ‘8 (7'LY) 9¥ ‘L6 (€1P) 0S ‘€11 paysnes 001 0N
18°0 00T-01°D) 8%'1 FST-¥8°0) €1°1 @6 1-61'D 16T 6 1-61'1) €51 (0°S2) 911 ‘S9% (0°S) STT ‘9% (#°0€) SIT ‘80L (S°0€) LLT ‘08S PaysIEs JEYMIWOg
900 (€'81) 101 ‘1SS (920 ¥01 “19% (#'T0) LST'T0L (€20 191 ‘ITL poysnes A1op
paysnes A19A yim paredwo) uorjorjsnes qof
S10)08} EOSNN_:anO J1om pue _m_quczu%m&
66°0 (¥9'9-81°7) 08¢ (9T°9-6T°7) 6L°€ (S°6€) T€ ‘18 O°LY) 9% ‘86 piey A1eA
06'0 (98°¢-91'1) LET (69°€-0t'1) 8T'C (0°62) ¥t “TS1 0°6€) T ‘121 pieH
€0 STe-1wD v OF'T—90'1) 651 (692) €8 “60€ (I'L2) 1L ‘9T pIey 1eymawog
1S°0 (0'T—$8°0) TE'T (€9'T-0L°0) LO'T (¥'81) 8S ‘SIE (0°02) 65 ‘6T W31 Apireg
81°0 LD oF ‘eLT ©°61) 0S ‘9T B A1op
S 104 Ym paredwio) J10Jj0 TedtsAyg
LO0 (9¢T-¥€'D) 8L’ LYT-1¢'1) 98°T (O¥'T-95'1) 961 I e=s6'D L¥'T (6'LT) 0ST ‘8¢S (T'TE) 9S1 ‘s8% (L'¥€) 99T “L9L (9°9€) 9LT “ISL SO
S0 (8°L1) SOT ‘68S (€°00) €11 “LSS (€'12) L9T ‘¢8L O'61) 9€1 ‘FIL ON
ou SA S9x JUSWAOW pueH
SH0 LyT-0r'D) 98°T (SOT-LT'T) SS'T I1T-S€D 691 (#$'T-09'1) 10T (€°87) SST ‘84S (€°0€) 8¥1 ‘68% (9°€€) T#T “LIL (8'6€) 0¥T ‘119 SOK
L00 (S°LT) TOT ‘€8S (6°12) 121 ‘€SS (1'€2) T61 ‘Te8 (L'TD) TLT ‘p6L ON
OU SA SOX Sunyi Aaeoyg
SI0oyoey ?oﬁm%an—
€20 (LS'8-8T€) 0E'S (T9S-1T0) €5 (I'vp) 111 °TST (I'1¥) ¥6 ‘6TC uAjoO
160 06T-01°'T) 8L'T (16'T-81°1) S8'1 (6°00) 18 “L8E (892) 16 ‘0¥E SWNAWog
LLO OL'T-19°0) €01 (88'T-1L°0) ST'T (€°€1) 6€ ‘€6T (S°81) €6 ‘98T Ajorey
€0 (6°C1) 9T ‘10T (S'91) 1€ ‘881 ToAN
JaAQU Im paredwo)) swaqoxd doarg
91°0 (LT8-8L'D) ¥8'€ (96'9-66'1) €L°€ (EL'L-1€0) €Ty F9'e-s€'1) 12T 0TS ¥1 ‘LT (8'4S) €T ‘T (1'09) 8T ‘9F (S°6P) 0€ ‘99 SKep 1<
80000 (0°T0) THT Y011 (S+0) ¥¥T ‘$S6 (6'90) Tov ‘sovl (F'LD) 91% “1TST sAep €1-0
skep ¢1—0 ynm paredwo) skep Yoy
00 OLs—¥5D) T8¢ (86'6—-0S°0) €L°€ (S9v—61'7) 0T'€ 6T€-9L'D 1¥'C (9'8%) TS “LO1 (8'15) 86 ‘TIT (ST ¥9 “tel (S'St) +8 L8 sKep $1<
20000 (8°61) €£0T ‘Y201 (€£°270) 90T ‘TT6 (L'SD) €9¢€ “ST¥1 (L°S2) 65¢€ “96¢€1 skep ¢1-0
z%mﬁ M~IO Pim _um\:wn_EOU ey [ejudn
80°0 (S6'L—TLD) ¥9'¥ (8%'9-€5°7) SO'F (T8'7—€00) €1°¢ @TIy=$8'1) 9LT (T'SS) T ‘8§ (1°6S) € ‘8L (8'TS) Ly ‘68 (0°0S) TS ‘v01 sKep p1<
£000°0 (0'12) STTHLOT (€7€T) €TT ‘856 (€'97) T8¢ ‘0SH1 (9°97) ¥6¢ ‘T8F1 skep ¢1—0
skep ¢1—0 Ym paredwo) yieay [earsAyd
¥8°0 6971-6£7) €6'S (Te'8-91'1) 61°€ (90's-0T'1) L¥'T (S601-LLT) 1SS (0°09) I ‘0T T 11 ‘1T Tsy) v1 ‘1€ (6'+9) ¥T ‘LE QI0W 10 A,
60 (S6'01-9L°D) Ot (F€'9-90'1) 09'C 06'9-¥6'1) 99°¢ (€6'9-20'1) ¥9°C (9°29) 01 ‘61 0°sP) 6 ‘0T (0°$S) T ‘o (I'Ly) 8 °L1 sown omJ,
£6'0 (S8'v—TL'T) 88'C (1$'€-0T'1) 90T (TI'y=68'1) 6L°T (86'€—8L'1) L9T (TTy) LTY9 (€°6€) ¥T ‘19 (T'8Y) ¥§ “TI1 (T'LY) 0S ‘901 awmn auQ
S00°0 (Z°02) 80T ‘0£01 (0'%2) STT ‘8€6 (0'70) €¥€ ‘OLET (1'$2) 9t€ ‘66T1 swn 017
awn o1z Ym paredwo) yIom Je uny
96'0 (€€'1-9L°0) 00T (T 1-78°0) 801 87 1-56'0) 91°1 FT1-6L°0) 660 (L'T0) 6T1 ‘89S ($'90) €71 ‘OvS (9°60) 1€T “L8L (0°82) S61 ‘969 S[eUd]
1€0 (L'T2) 8TT ‘$9S (1'$2) 921 ‘€0S (L'92) T0T ‘TLL (T'87) LIT ‘69L SN
orewr yim pareduro) Iapuan
0€0 (€S 1-62°0) L9'0 F0T-14°0) T6'0 0$'1-0£°0) L9'0 (68'1—-L£°0) ¥8°0 (€°02) TI ‘6S #'90) ¥1 ‘€S 02 01 ‘6¥ (0°LD) 01 “LE 69<
0L0 (L6'0—LT0) 160 (99°'1-81°0) 680 (8T 1-9%°0) LL'O OTT1-€7°0) TL'O (1'91) g€ ‘L1t (6'ST) ¥t ‘OLT (9'T0) 8% ‘It @T¥0) ¥t ‘281 $9-6S
£8°0 (€S'T-9¥0) ¥8°0 (€S'T-L1'0) $8°0 6L T-¥L0) ST'T (€€'1-65°0) $8°0 (T+0) €9 ‘09¢ (6'+0) €9 ‘€ST (S'0€) 121 ‘86€ (F'LD) S6 “L¥E ¥S—S¥
080 (TL'1-T5°0) S6'0 (€' T-¥1°0) 6L°0 6L T-¥L0) ST'T (6€'1-85°0) 060 ($'92) 0L ‘v9T (9°€2) 09 ‘¥ST (#'0€) TTl ‘Tov ($'82) LOT ‘9LE r—S¢
¥6°0 (SE'T-070) L0 (I18'1-95°0) 00T 0S'1-19'0) 960 (' 1-09°0) €60 (8'12) LS ‘19T (T'82) 89 ‘1+C (9°92) L6 ‘S9¢ (T'60) ¥I1 ‘06 €-ST
S€'0 (S'LD) 61 ‘69 (T'80) 0T ‘1L (9'L0) g€ ‘LTl (L°0€) 6€ ‘LTI 281
sIK a8y
sik $7—81 a3e YPim paredwo) $10)08,] [enpIAIpU]
d ¥10T 0102 900 00T r10T 0102 9007 2002 SI1030%] jSRY
X D %s6) 40 (s3X) 2 ‘Aouanbauy sax ‘syr0day] jo JoqunN
puaay, soney sppO ured yoeqg saansedq] Aouanbaiy ureq yoeg

(sanjep aduedYIUDIS pual] pue ‘soney sppO ‘stuno) Aduanbaiq) uled yoeg Joj siodeq ysiy "€ 319VL

© 2020 American College of Occupational and Environmental Medicine

600

Copyright © 2020 American College of Occupational and Environmental Medicine. Unauthorized reproduction of this article is prohibited



Trends in WMSD — 2014 Quality of Work Life Survey

JOEM e Volume 62, Number 8, August 2020

LT0 (9TT-6L°0) €€°1 (8L'S—0L'T) €1°€ (€€T-98°0) TH'1 (TO'T-€L°0) 1T'T (0°L2) 1T 8L (0°0S) TT ‘v (8°€€) ST “vL (S'1€) €T ‘€L yiys Suneioy
€8°0 (SL'T-09°0) €01 0TT1-TL0) 0T'T (19 T-1L°0) LO'T (PL'1-8L°0) 9T'T (1'20) 61 ‘98 (L'LD) €T ‘€8 (6'LD) 9€ “6C1 (L°0€) 8¢ ‘vCl [[22 uo/re[n3omy
18°0 (TTe—550) €1 (68'T-¥5°0) ST'T (FI'v=26'0) S6'1 (61T-€5°0) LO'T (6'92) L ‘9T (9'82) 8 ‘8T W'19) TI ‘6T 0°62) 11 ‘8¢ yiys gdg
€00 (Tre-o1'n s8'1 (90'2—85°0) O1°1 (I1'T-$8°0) ¥€'1 (TE'1-6+°0) 08°0 (8°€€) ¥T ‘1L (6°S0) ¥1 ¥ (9°2€) 0€ ‘26 (7€) TT ‘6 yus WIIN
110 (65'1-6€£°0) 6L°0 (81'T—65°0) €1'1 (65'T—€8°0) 9¥'1 (E7'T-SL°0) SE'T (6°L1) 0T ‘9§ (S'90) €1 ‘6¥ 9%¢) 61 ‘SS 0+€) 81 ‘€S JIYS UOOUIdY
1000 (L'T2) 9LT ‘€18 (T+20) 681 ‘18L (S'92) 01€ ‘8911 (9°L2) L6T ‘8LOT yys Aeq
yigs %N_u QP ﬁuuNQEOU JINPAYDS NIOM
€90 @r's-9v'1) 18°C (I6'S—€€'1) 18T (T6's—99'D €1°¢ FT'S—09'1) 68°C (I°ep) Ly “601 (8°1%) €F ‘€01 (0°TY) €L “vL1 (0'9%) 89 ‘8¥1 skem|y
970 (0L'T-08°0) L¥'T (€T°€-78°0) €91 WTy-LT1) TET Or'e-#0'1) 081 (#'82) $9 ‘6TC (€°62) 8L ‘99T (6'%€) 1T1 ‘L¥E (9%€) 121 ‘0S€ ujoO
€0 (§9'1-25°0) T6'0 (6£T-€9°0) TT'T (19°T-18°0) St'1 ($8°0-¥9°0) 601 (0°02) €01 ‘91§ (8'€0) Y01 ‘LEY (I'SD) ¥LT ‘¥69 (€40) 161 ‘TT9 SownowWog
€10 (90'1—-LT°0) ¥S°0 (08'1-11°0) 98°0 (10'2-95°0) 90°T (€ I-L170) S8°0 (LT sz Lol (0'81) T€ ‘8LI (9'61) 05 ‘SST (0°02) 16 ‘SST Toao A[prey
¥L°0 (€'12) L1 ‘08 (€°02) T1 ‘68 (8'81) ST ‘08 (L'TD) 0T ‘88 ToAaN
1oAdu pim paredwo)) $SAIS NIOM
86°0 (ET°€=L9°0) ¥¥'T (8€°€-08°0) S9'T (9°00) €1 ‘€9 (T€D) 91 ‘69 SUOSLAI IO
€80 (L8'T-650) T€'T (TE'€-650) OF'1 (I'61) TI ‘€9 (S°00) 6 ‘vt ssouisnq paseq awoy € sunerndg
S90] (S €-TI'D) 66°T (TL'T-98°0) €5°T (#'92) 16 ‘€61 (6'12) 6€ ‘8LI dn yo1ed 01 SOy YIom Funye],
€10 (€°61) 0T ‘el (S'g1) 2T ‘Tl uonedo[ 1ayjoue Je qof Arewrid jo yreg
uoneoo] Joyjoue Je qol Arewrd yim paredwo) QUWIOY WOI} YIOA
120 (81'1-LT0) LSO @' 1-6£0) ¥L0 (€0'T—€€°0) 850 (FLT=¥9°0) 90°T S 6 ‘09 (I'v0) €1 ‘¥S (S'61) 91 ‘T8 (T19) vT“LL Qwoy Je Ajurew YIom
L8°0 (8€'1-09°0) 160 (65°0—0T°0) €0 0€'1-€9°0) 160 (TO'1-6+°0) 1L°0 (6'T0) ¥€ “SST (8T LT ‘€€l (#'LD) 6¥ ‘6L1 (€°€0) ¥+ ‘681 ooMm € 9OUO URY) AIOIN
$6'0 (87 1-8%°0) ¥8°0 (L6°0—-0€°0) ¥S°0 OLT-SL°0) €1'T (80°'1—0t°0) $9°0 (L'07) L1 ‘28 (8'81) ST 08 (6'1€) 8€ ‘611 (6'12) 1T ‘96 J09M € 95U0 JN0qy
€0 (I8'1-+5°0) 66°0 (LT'T-8€°0) 99°0 (11 1-2+°0) 89°0 T 1-€7°0) TL'O ('€ ST “v9 (6'12) 91 ‘€L (1'T0) €T v01 (S'€2) 0T ‘S8 yuowr € 950 Jn0qy
L0 (89'1-65°0) 00°T (6£71-€5°0) 98°0 (FT1-55°0) €8°0 (0€'1-09°0) 68°0 (9°€0) 1T ‘68 (8'92) 9T ‘L6 (9°67) S¢ “LET (LD 1% ‘6¥1 IeaA B sown M) v
100 (L°€D) 191 ‘089 (0°0€) 181 ¥09 (¥'62) 89T ‘€16 (0°0€) 86T ‘€66 ToAN
10A9U i paredwo) QWOY YIOM
8C°0 P S—+1'D 6¥'C (#9'9-¢8'1) 6¥°¢ OSv—+'D ¥S'CT (0$T-T8°0) €71 (€°6€) 11 8T @19 12 ‘1% (I'Ly) ¥T ‘1 (€72¢) 1T 59 a13esIp A[Suong
0€0 (FT'6—6S'1) 88'C (11°€-86°0) SL'T (FST-10'D 19°1 (#9T-8T'D) ¥8°1 (6°Th) 1T ‘6 (S'7€) 0T ‘88 (0'9¢) T€ ‘68 (0°8€) 89 “6LI Qa13esi(
LS0 (67’ 1-78°0) 11°T (FST-68°0) ¥1°T Or'1-L8°0) OT'T 97’ 1-98°0) TI'T (F'T0) L6 ‘vev (9°60) 901 ‘¥t (6°'LT) 191 ‘8LS (TLD 61 “€IL QT
S00°0 (L'02) 8T1 ‘0T9 (Te0) Tel ‘Les (6'50) €1T ‘TT8 (0°$2) 921 ‘$0S 2a13e A[Suong
9a13e A[3uons yim paredwo) ewrpd £)o5es
LO0 (SS'1-68°0) Il (8S°1—L8°0) LI'T (PLT=L0'D) LE'T ©12-8TD ¥9°1 (r'¥T) T8 ‘9¢€ (1'82) $8 ‘€0¢ (9°29) Ov1 ‘6Tt (S°68) ovI ‘T1¥ SO
900 (0°T0) €L1 *L8L (0°S2) 181 ‘¥TL (2T'90) 88T ‘1011 (T°$2) 29T ‘1401 ON
ou SA S9X oM ISnA
¥$°0 (8¢'T—050) OT'T (LS'T-TS0) ST'T (8€'T—68°0) TH'l (TST-18°0) €¥'1 (0°S2) 6 ‘9¢ (0°0€) 6 ‘0 (8°€€) ¥T ‘1L (L°5€) 0T ‘9§ SIY[L<
65°0 (98°T-LL'0) 8F'T (60'T-05°0) 20'1 (LS'T-9%°0) $8°0 (S0T-1L°0) 0T'T (I'1€) ¥1 ‘S (S'LD) 11 ‘o (€°€D) ¥1 09 (6'1€) TT ‘69 SIGOL—19
340 OT1-6%'0) LL'O 87 1-€9°0) 96°0 (IS'T-LL°0) 80°T (88°0-6£°0) 650 (6'81) 8T ‘8¥1 (#'90) ¥€ ‘6¢1 (6°LT) 8S ‘80T (9°81) S¢€ ‘881 SIY09— 1S
110 (LT1-79°0) 68°0 (90'T-€5°0) SL'O (T9'1-$6'0) ¥T'1 (67'1-88°0) ST'1 (€120) 16 ‘0¥T (8°12) LS ‘19T (8°0€) 911 “LLE (6°0¢) ¥T1 ‘ToY SIYOS— 1Y
00 (€°€2) SST $99 (I'L2) 8ST ‘€8S (1'90) 12T ‘LE8 (0°82) 60T ‘9¥L SIY QP>
SIg O#W P ﬁmhuQEOU SINOY JIOA
8L°0 (6£T-T€°0) 88°0 (009-18°0) 0T'C (86'1-85°0) LO'T (P7'2=59°0) 9T'1 (8'87) 6L ‘vLT W'1€) 1L ‘97T (€'1€) 01 ‘Tee (I'7€) 801 “LI€ oa1se A[Suong
L8°0 Q7' 1-12°0) $§°0 (067—69°0) €8'T (69'1-2S°0) ¥6'0 (T 1-¥1'0) $8°0 (€°02) 01T ‘THS (9°LD) ¥E1 ‘s8% (+'82) €0T ‘€IL (6'$) 091 ‘619 2218y
66'0 9" 1-12°0) LSO (90'1-€5°0) 81°T (' 1-27°0) LL'O (IL'1-91°0) 68°0 (8°02) 19 ‘€6C (6°12) 66 ‘00 9% 601 ‘viv (8'92) 8TI ‘LLY Qa13esi(l
1€°0 (9'1¢) 9 ‘61 @@L S ‘6T (8°60) L1 ‘LS (T60) ¥1 ‘8 Qa1gesip A[Suong
2013es1p A[Suomns Pim pareduwo) 1SBJ YIOM
8C°0 (F1'9-€S'D LO'E (8LT-18°0) 0S'T (S0'€-91°1) 88'T (TSv—68'1) T6'C (7'¥h) 91 ‘9¢ #'0€) L1 ‘98 (S'0p) T€ ‘66 (89¢) 6€ ‘901 anx [[e 18 10N
LT°0 (PLT=L1D 6L°T (F1'T-68°0) SE'T (F6'1-96'0) LE'T (PL'1-28°0) 0T'T (8'1€) € “S¢l (1'80) ¥€ ‘121 (T€E) ¥9 ‘€61 (T'0€) 16 ‘691 ann 00} 10N
080 (9€'1-€L°0) 001 08'1-L6'0) TE'T (9T'1-9L°0) 86°0 OF'1-28°0) 901 (9°02) 001 ‘S8% (L'LD) LT1 ‘6SY (T90) 9L1 ‘119 (9°L2) 091 ‘68S anx JeymoWos
LO00 (L'02) 86 ‘vL¥ ($°20) 16 ‘Sov (9°92) 8ST ‘¥6S ($'92) 191 ‘L09 ann A1oA
onn A1oa yim paredwo) QuI YIOM
wo 055291 86'C 87'S—1LT) 90°€ (91'7-28°0) €€°1 (TSv=68'1) T6'C (6°Th) 1T ‘6F 9'%h) ST ‘98 (6'1€) 6T ‘16 (1'8%) 6t ‘201 anx [[e 18 10N
€L0 (1€T-66'0) 161 (€8'T-6T'1) 88'1 (IFT—+TD €L'1 (S0'T-66'0) €71 (9°LD) € ‘981 (1°€€) ¥6 ‘€91 (L'L) €8 ‘0T (@19 19 ‘961 ann 00} 10N
690 (IS’ T-6L°0) 601 08'1-€6'0) 6T'1 (LTT-SL'0) 860 9S'1-16'0) 61°1 (9'12) 201 ‘€LY (#'$0) LOT ‘Cey (9°60) ¥91 “1+9 (#'L2) 891 ‘¥19 NI JeyMIWoS
700 (1'02) 88 ‘8¢t (1'00) 6L ‘6LE (090) OF1 ‘6€S (I'v2) 921 ‘¥Ts ann A1oA
onn A1oa yim paredwo) 11oddns Jos1azodng
d ¥10T 0102 90027 00T ¥10T 0107 900T 2002 s10)o YT

ID %S6) 4O

(S3X) % ‘Aouanbaiy sax ‘syr0day jo JdquInN

sopey SppO uted yoeg

saansedq] Aouanbaig ureq yoeq

(panunuod) ‘¢ 319VL

601

© 2020 American College of Occupational and Environmental Medicine

Copyright © 2020 American College of Occupational and Environmental Medicine. Unauthorized reproduction of this article is prohibited



JOEM e Volume 62, Number 8, August 2020

Dick et al

91°0
L0'0
oro
€000°0

LSO
8¢€0
LY'0
o

LTO
£C0
§so
0

160
L6'0
0¥'0
800

650
8¢€0
16°0
¥T0

S1o
160
S0
00
8L0
L00°0
o
L80
190
000

(61°€—€L0) TS’
(LO'9-+€70) 08°€
0TT-LT'D 19T
(9LT—-L8°0) SS'T

(8L'1-6¥°0) 760
(@8T-61'D) €8'1
(ST€=60'1) 88°1
(#9'1-99°0) +0'T

(6LT-58°0) ¥S'1
(6¥'$-050) 0L'€
(80°Z-10'D) S¥'1
(19°7-90'1) 99'1

(0€7=L6'0) ¥0'C
IzT-81'D 791
(169-L90) 6T
(PE'T=€L°0) 0T

(19°1-$+°0) ¥8°0
(60€-8C1) 66'1
r9e—cTD 11T
LLT-0L0) TT'T

(29'T-08°0) S¥'1
(11°9-€L°0) 80'%
(8TT-01'D) 651
(QLT-+1'1) 8L'1

(0L'0-$€0) 6¥°0

(I1$'1-08°0) OT'T

(96'T-99'1) TTT

(29'0-¥20) 8€°0

(L6'T-0€'T) 961

16T=$9°0) SL'I
e 1v'D LTT
(6£T-6T 1D 9L'T
(L9'1=99°0) ¥6'0

(L1€-L6°0) SL'T
(9TT-9¢'D SL'1
99v=1T0) 1T€
(L9'1-99°0) 01

sak—ou ym paredwo))

01'C-850) IT°T
(Ery—€8'1) ¥8'C
06'T-L6'0) L9'T
(Tr'T-L6'0) €51

(F0'CT-LLO) ST'T
(86'T—€SD ¥1'T
(87'T-01'1) §9'1
QP 1-€L°0) $O'T

ou—ou ym paredwo)

00T-Lt'0) L6'0
(ELY=L00) €1°€
0Te-Ts'1 0TT
Lee-1r'n s1e

(99°T-€0'D) 99°1
(60°6-697) 69°€
(€L°€-€9D) 9T
(10T-€6'0) TH'T

ou—ou ym paredwo)

(8E1—€€°0) L90
0Te-TI'D 061
(ST'T-91°'1) 851
(90'T=6L°0) ¥T'T

(8€°1-5+0) 6L/0
(6TT-8€1) 08°1
(€L°€-€9'D) LTT
(8ST-61'D 9L'T

sak—ou ym paredwo))

(9§'T-2L°0) S€'T
(TLe=€$'1) 9€C
@rz=1L0) €21
(STT-16°0) 11

(8L7T-L90) OT'1
(8LT=TH'D) 661
(SET-¥0'D 951
(#9'1-28°0) 91'1

ou—ou im paredwo))

(IS 1-8%°0) $8°0
1$-08'1D TL'T
(€F'T-91'1) 891
(98'2-92°1) 061

6 1-LL0) TTT
8LY—8%'0) v'¢
(1z-81'1 851
(6r'T-8T 1) 6L'1

ou—ou ym paredwo)

(0T'1-85°0) €80

(L8'0-05°0) 990

ou SA S9X

0€T-2TD L91

(8S'T-L6'0) ¥T'1

ou SA SO

O€T-1€D EL'T

(Ly'T=95'1D 96T

ou SA S9N

(69°0-0€°0) S¥'0

(8L°0—8€0) SS°0

ou SA S9X

OF'€-LST) €€T

(S6'T-91'1) 80'C

$9K SA ON

(L9'1-89°0) €T'1
(6T°€-89'1) €T
(90°€—6L'1) ¥€'C
(T81-0L°0) €1'T

(L9'T—€9°0) €0°T
(6T°€-89'1) S€'C
(85°€—€9'D) I+'C
(8€'1-59°0) ¥6°0

(80°T—LL'0) LE'T
FL9~¥1€) 18F
00'€-19'1) 0T'C
(€§T-L1'D TL'T

(80°C—8L°0) LE'T
8Fv—86'1) 86'C
(SHT-9t'1) 68°1
(SL'T-9L°0) ST'T

(96'T-+L°0) 1T°1
08T-s¥'1) 10T
(19°7-0T'D LL'T
(€€ 1-L9°0) ¥6'0

(€6'T-¥L'0) 0T'T
08T-sv'D LYt
@T-¢r'D ¥6'1
(ELT-LED ¥6'1

(PO 1-L5°0) 9L°0

(LE'T—S8°0) 80T

(65'T-79'1) SO'T

(€8°0—Lt'0) 290

0€'€-69'1) 9€°C

9°¢p) 1¥ “v6
(L'¥D) 601 ‘Thi
(0'%2) 81 ‘SL
(6°91) L8'VIS

(8'LD) 911 ‘LIt
(€°80) ¥€ ‘0TI
(6°L1) 1L “96€
(LD €€ ‘061

(1'ov) vL
(€12 9L
(L'€D) LE
(L's1) 89

(L'9Y) T¥ ‘06
(8%0) €11 ‘95t
012 LT ‘18
(6'91) $8 ‘T0S

(1'80) 611 ‘vTr
(€°62) 9¢ ‘€Tl
(6°L1) OL “16€
(F'91) 1€ ‘681

OTh) €L ‘PLI
(6°12) T8 ‘vLE
(7€) 6€ ‘€91
0°S1) €9 ‘61%

(1'02) 861 ‘656
(7€) 65 “ILI

(T'€0) 681 ‘918
(S12) L9 “TIg

(1°€€) TIT ‘8€€
(€°81) S¥T ‘6L

(#'12) $TT ‘¥S01
(9'1%) T€ “LL

(8%€) Ot “SI1
(F'12) LIT 9101

(€'9%) S€ ‘56
(I'1€) 121 ‘68¢
(S'61) 91 ‘28
(S°00) L6 ‘vLY

(T'59) €Tl ‘6¥¢
(€40) €€ ‘9¢1
(L'T0) T8 ‘19¢
(191 1€ ‘€61

(1°L£) 99
(€°62) 06
(8'82) S¢S
(6°S1) 85

(8°€€) 9T *LL
(8'62) T2l ‘01
(050 §T 001
(@10 96 ‘¢sv

(€°¢p) 91T ‘8€E
(1) T€ ‘181
(6'€0) 68 ‘TLE
0'81) TE€ ‘8LI

(1°L€) €9 ‘OLT
(L'92) $8 “61¢
(T'62) 8S ‘661
(8°L1) €9 ‘¥SE

(T'50) 81T ¥98
(8'87) 1S “LLT

(8'82) SOT ‘T1L
(S'61) ¥9 ‘6T¢

(8°T€) 121 ‘69€
(0°T0) 8¥1 ‘¥L9

(T¥0) 8TT ‘%6
W'1P) 1+ ‘66

(@Tp) 08 611
(L€ 61T *vT6

(€91) 69 “6¥1
(02e) 961 €19
(070 LT ¢zl
(T12) 8€1 ‘289

(0°9¢) 00T ‘1$S
(1'0€) 99 ‘91T
(L'12) LOT ‘P61
(1'12) 09 ‘s8¢

(TLy) €€l
Lo €€1
(9762 19
(S'61) 901

(8°6€) Lt ‘811
(£72€) T61 ‘P68
(02 6¥ ‘€51
@10 Tl ‘1.9

(T°$€) 9LT “00S
(L67) S9 “LIT
(¥0) 1€1 ‘prs
(S'12) 19 ‘v8¢

(S'S¥) 011 “THe
(9°LD) 1€1 ‘vLY
(T0€) ¥8 ‘8LT

(S'61) 801 ‘PSS

(#'90) vE€ 9Tl
(£76€) 96 ‘TLT

(#'67) LOE ‘Y01
(T'$0) 921 ‘108

(T'L8) v61 ‘1TS
(T'€0) 6€T ‘6201

(L97) ¥LE ‘0071
(0°0%) 95 ‘o1

(0°ev) 19 ‘el
(#90) TLE "60¥1

O°€P) ¥9 “6¥1
(1'6€) 11T ‘109
(9°02) 9T ‘921
(8'81) OTT ‘98S

(S'9¢) 161 ‘¥TS
(0°LE) €8 ‘vTT
(81 LL TV
(9°61) 66 ‘10

(¥'8p) €€l
0°0€) Th1
(1'62) 9¢
(€91 08

(SHh) €S 611
(8°€€) 981 ‘1SS
(L'€D) LE *9ST
(T'12) SET ‘9€9

(9°9¢) ¥91 ‘8t
(9°€€) vL ‘0T
(€710 vO1 ‘88t
(€72 89 'S0€

(6'8%) 801 ‘ITC
¥'60) 1€1 ‘$tv
(#'60) 18 ‘LLT
(9°LD) 16 ‘LIS

(0°L2) 1T€ “L8I1
(L'T8) 06 ‘SLT

(9'87) 89T ‘9¢6
(I'L2) Tl 'sTs

(0°8€) 681 ‘86¥
(0°€2) TTT '$96

(€'92) Oce ‘LITl
(S°9¢) 68 ‘¥¥C

(€'61) €L 191
(092) 8€€ “10€1

uonorIAU]
OU—SoK
SOK—Sox
ou—oN
Sak—ON
QuIT) JIOM PUB JUSUDAOW PUBH
uonorIU]
SOK—Sox
OU—Sak
Sok—ON
ou—oN
1SBJ JIOM PUB JUSWIAOW PUEH
uonorIAU]
SAK—s9x.
OU—SaK
sok—oN
ou—oN
G “p ‘¢ SSoNS YIOM PUB JUSWIAOW pUeH
uonorIAU]
OU—Sax
SOK—sox
ou—oN
SOK—ON
awm yI1om pue Junjip AAeoH
uonorIAU]
SOK—sox
OU—SaK
SOK—ON
ou—oN
IsBJ yIom pue Sunjip AAeoH
uonorIU]
SOK—Sax
OU—Sak
SoA—ON
ou—oN
G ‘p ‘¢ ssams ylom pue unji KaeoH
SUOTJRUIQUIOD 10J0B) STy
SO
ON
T} IO
SOK
ON
58] IoM
[ REDN
Sy € ON
SSOIS YIOA
SOK
ON
aewrpd K)jo5es
ON
SOK
uonorjsnes qof
SI0)0BJ PAZIWOIOYII

y10c

010C

900C

00T

vioc

010C

9007

00C

(ID %S6) 4O

(s9x) % ‘Aoudnbaiy sax ‘sproday jo JdqUNN

soney SppO ured yoeg

saansedAl Aouanbaag ureq speq

10308, ST

(panunuod) "¢ 319vL

© 2020 American College of Occupational and Environmental Medicine

602

Copyright © 2020 American College of Occupational and Environmental Medicine. Unauthorized reproduction of this article is prohibited



JOEM e Volume 62, Number 8, August 2020 Trends in WMSD — 2014 Quality of Work Life Survey

= o
5 woa weaa a5 Zsg “not at all satisfied” had an OR =1.48 (CI 1.10 to 2.00), OR =2.23
& SRS SsSeS SsSe3 (CI 1.34 to 3.71), and OR=2.76 (CI 1.34 to 5.69), respectively.
However, there were no significant trend statistics for this item. Risk
casa caas csca factors “work freedom,” “work fast,” “work hours,” and ‘“‘must
IR I MR Soan work,” had no significant ORs for back pain in 2014 which is
% g' é é g‘ é oé g' g' 3-‘; é % g‘ generally consistent with the previous year’s reports. Some indi-
SciT Scce esccco vidual items within these risk factors did have significant trends
ol Q9 2 § é g g § 8 e when compared with the 2002 base year. An increase in back pain
= reports was indicated with the response choice ‘“not too true”
o o R (x*=4.6,df=1; P=0.03) for “work freedom” from the 2002 year
2 L8 q R &58g | = (26.3% to 32.2% in 2014). With “work time,” “work hours,” and
alen o — (SIS IR NI ool — L . .
S Sod Lo BN dbdd | 2 “supervisor support” the response items “‘very true,” less than or
2 = [T ST QA RNY o Q1 @ 2 s e
£ S8 —<Zdeg ccccSl Sccoe | B equal to 40hours, and ““very true” all showed significant trends
= g g £=88g €88YH é FEER E (worktirne-)(2:7.l,df:1;P=0.007;workhours-x2=4.l,df:1;
3| s g 7" < g ~7"7 g N P =0.04, supervisor support- x> =5.3; df = 1; P=0.02) indicating a
w =< H . . 13
= 2 3 3 o > decrease in per cent of back pain reports. The risk factor “‘safety
& g g é % § climate” had a significant trend for the comparison item “‘strongly
e g Z ” (x*=1.9, df=1; P=0.005) and for 2014, both the “dis-
) e |3 S g 2 agree” (x 9, df=1; . and for X .
= g © 5 agree” (OR=2.88, CI 1.59 to 5 to 24) and “‘strongly disagree”
2 (OR=2.49, CI 1.14 to 5 to 44) ORs were significant. Work stress
PY had a significant OR (2.81, CI 1.46 to 5.42) for the ‘“always”
g response in 2014 which is consistent with previous years. There
2 were no significant trend statistics for this risk factor. Work schedule
E showed a significant trend with the comparison choice ‘“‘day shift”
g 2z (X2 =10.2; df=1; P=0.001) but there was only one significant OR
- 3 (1.85,CI1.10t0 3.12) in 2014 and it was with the “night shift.”” The
g new item “how often work at home” showed a significant trend
2 towards decreased back pain with the comparison item ‘‘never”
PN PN P ;ﬂ (x*=6.2; df=1; P=0.01) but no significant ORs for 2014 nor
; § § § 3 § % g 3 E 5 5 z 2002 and 2006. The “(why) work from home™ item showed only
2 Soza e 3 5 = g one significant OR (1.99, CI 1.85 to 3.12) in 2014 with the response
B S e Sdgo 5 choice “taking work home to catch up.” . .
R —o-g R o Table 3 also shows the results for the dichotomized factors.
_ S No job satisfaction (OR =1.96, CI 1.30 to 2.97), and “work stress”
= N N N g (OR =2.22, CI 1.66 to 2.96) were significant in 2014, as they were
g| 7 g 5 § 7 2 g § % § é E 1:; in all previous reporting years. A positive “safety climate” was
g E g % E 2 § = 5 3 5 3 E' E 5 3 protective (OR =0.38, C10.24 to 0.62). "l;wo risk factor comparison
Sl 2 S| Gyow oot R g choices, “yes” to ““job satisfaction” (x~=8.5, df=1; P=0.004)
= E KR2E= =809 $=g" = and “no” to “work stress” (x>=7.2, df=1; P=0.007) showed
g g % significant trends (decrgasq ip per cent back pain reports). The OR
g7 g for “work time” was significant and protective (0.49, CI 0.35 to
& 2 - .
2 H E 0.70) for 2014, but a trend is not evident.
£ & £ k= Table 3 also shows the risk factor combination results.
| =] 5 “Heavy lifting and work fast” (yes—no) and ‘“hand movement
Sl £ and work fast” (yes—no) were significant in 2014, similar to 2002
E g and 2006 results. Two combinations showed significant trends with
° the comparison items. With ‘“heavy lifting and work time”
E (x*=10.9, df=1; P=0.001) and ‘“hand movement and work
o o time” (x*=13.0, df=1; P=0.0003) the “no—yes” responses
& g were associated with a decrease in reports of back pain. The
z 2014 results do show some differences from the 2010 results that
g are related to changes in back pain reports. For the combination of
E “physical effort”” and “work stress’’ the interaction (OR =1.92, CI
o % 1.04 to 3.53) was significant in 2014 due to a decrease in back pain
o = reports for the ‘“‘no—yes” and “yes—no’” combinations but an
g z . g increase in reports for the “yes—yes” combination. There were
- ; £ 8 no significant trend statistics with this combination. The “‘physical
% g = = 3 effort” and “work fast” risk factor showed both the “yes—no”
2 Ei E z g (OR=2.04,CI1.18t03.52) and “yes—yes” (OR =2.03,CI 1.32to
s " il ! e 3.12) combinations were significant. There were no significant
S s A = = trend statistics and the interaction was not significant for
~ b5 <5 < r; < if this combination.
™M £ o 508E8 35085888 c%E >
w ER IR SRS KRS AN AR Pain in Arms
- Hoofb8 82 5c0cc0cbb88F00882 o
@ ; geem= A geem= SgEErms e Table 4 shows the results for the pain in arms outcome
= & = measure. Significant values are in bold.
© 2020 American College of Occupational and Environmental Medicine 603

Copyright © 2020 American College of Occupational and Environmental Medicine. Unauthorized reproduction of this article is prohibited



JOEM e Volume 62, Number 8, August 2020

Dick et al

61°0 (60'7—26°0) ¥6'1 (€0'7—86'0) 86T (66'€—91°T ST'T (€8'9-607) LL'E (F'Te) 11 v ©0p) ¥1 'S¢ (9°2¢) 81 ‘9F (1'2S) ST ‘8% paysnes [[e 18 JON
91°0 (EV'T-€8°0) TH'T PP E-T1€TD) €1 (60°€-9T°T) 86'T PL'E-$9'T) Lb'T (650 1T ‘18 (L'1¥) SE ‘¥8 (F'LY) 9€ ‘L6 9°19) Lv ‘€11 paysnes 001 0N
170 (T0°T-ST'D $S'T (SF'1-08°0) 80T 98'T-91°T) LV'T 00T-2TD) LS'T (9°L2) 8T1 ¥9¥ (997) €T1 ‘9% (#°0€) 91T ‘80L (0°1€) 081 ‘08S paysnes 1eymawog
950 (8°61) 601 ‘0SS (TSD 91T “19¢ (#'20) 191 ‘00L (€70 191 “1TL paysnes A10A
paysnes K1oa yyim paredwo) uorjorjsnes qof
SJ10)o8} —mmoomoso%mn—
61°0 (8L'S—86°'T) 8€°€ FI'6-SE€) bS'S (Tep) €18 (T'89) LS ‘86 piey A1ep
010 (PTT=58°0) 8€'T (€6°€-TS'D) PH'T (L°€D) 9¢ “TST (0'8€) 9% ‘121 pieH
70 Or'T-80'D 19T (F6'1-68°0) 6T'1 (9927) ¢8 ‘80¢ F+0) ¥9 ‘79T pIey JeyMoWos
86°0 (LL'T—8L°0) 8T'T (9L'T-8L°0) L1'T (102) 99 ‘Si€ (L'T0) L9 *s6T W31 Apireg
790 (#'81) 0§ ‘TLT (1'00) €S ‘v9T WS A1
W31 A10A ynm paredwo) 110132 [eo1sAyd
650 (SS°€-00'7) 99T (9L'€E-¥17) €8°C 00'7—6+'7) 9T°€ LOE-T6'T) TH'T (8T€) 9LT ‘LES (9°8€) L8T ‘8% (0°6€) 66T ‘9L (8'9¢€) 9LT “ISL SOX
01°0 (S°61) 16 ‘886 (I'81) 101 ‘LSS (6'91) TET ‘€8L (6°¢T) 81 ‘FIL ON
OU SA SOX JUQUIdAOW PURH
9L'0 0TT-LTD) L9 91'T-STD S9'1 (SE'T-0S'T) 88'T PLT-s€'D OL'T (L'8D) LST “L¥S (9%€) 191 ‘68% (9°€€) 8+T 9IL (I'¥€) 62T ‘1.9 SO
ST°0 F'61) €11 T8 (0°€0) LTT ‘€SS (0'T2) €81 ‘T€8 (6°S€) S8T ‘Y6L ON
ou SA SOX Sunyiy Kaeoy
s10108] [edIsAyq
01°0 (S9°6-$S°€) €8'S (LTS-T1D) €€°€ (0°€p) 801 ‘15T (S1%) $6 ‘6TC uYo
050 (€TH-8S'T) 65T @Te-€€D) LOT (1'$2) L6 “L8€ (9°0€) +01 ‘0vE SOWIAWOS
€L°0 FT'T-9L°0) 0€'1 S T-1L°0) ¥1°T v T ‘T6T (9°61) 95 ‘98¢ Ajorey
600 F'11) €T ‘10T (9LD) €€ "881 TN
19A9U M paredwo) swrqoxd doarg
£00°0 (T'0€-8'p) 0°TI FT'I1-66'7) LL'S (€8'v—61'T) 89T 99p—€L'T) ¥8'T (§'LL) 1T LT (L'99) 8T ‘T (1'09) €T ‘9% (S°T9) ¥€ ‘99 sKep p1<
9000 (9T0) 6¥T ‘€011 (L°ST) 95T “$S6 (T'LD) 90% ‘yovl (T'LO) ¥1¥ ‘0CST sAep ¢1-0
skep ¢1—( Pim paredwo) skep Yoy
$000°0 0T'8-6S°€) 'S (LS'P—S0°7) 90°€ (ST'P-96'T) S8'C (88°T-¥S'T) 01'C (6°LS) 29 ‘LOT (0°09) 96 ‘TI1 0°09) 19 ‘tel (8°TP) 08 “L81 SKep p1<
80000 (€°00) L0TT201 (9%0) LTT ‘TT6 (0°92) L9€ ‘FI¥1 (T'90) 99¢ ‘s6el skep ¢1-0
m\nnﬁ m_lc P _um\_NQEOU qijeay [ejudn
100°0> (9°61-€8°S) 89°01 (65°6—09°€) 88°'S (T8P—€077) €T'°E (SS'€-8S°T) LET (I'yL) € ‘88 (#'69) 16 ‘8L (8°C9) Lt ‘68 (9'91) 8% ‘€01 sKep 1<
1000 (T'10) LTT *€L0T (€40) €€T ‘856 (¥'92) T8¢ ‘6h¥l (6'97) 66€ ‘T8Y1 sAep €1-0
skep ¢1—0 PIim paredwo) yieay [ear1sAyq
€10 (96'TCT-T€°€) TL'S (L9'TT-96'T) 8LV (68'S—1H'T) 88°C (€8'9-€8°T) ¥S'€ 0L ¥1 ‘0T (T19) €1 ‘It (¥'8%) ST ‘1€ O'¥S) 0T ‘L€ QI0ul 10 Y],
¥$°0 (8€'8—SE'T) 9€°€ (98'7=6L°0) 96T (6L'8-TH'0) 19 (LETT-T9'D) 0EY F'LY) 6 ‘61 00p) 8 ‘0T (0°09) ¥T ‘o (8'8S) 0T “LI sawn om],
L0 (IS'S—L6'T) 0€°E (IL'€-6T°'1) 61°C (SH'v—80°7) LOE (€0°S-ST0) LEE (6'9%) 0€ ‘¥9 (9Th) 9T ‘19 (0°09) 96 ‘TI1 (8'2S) 96 ‘901 awm duQ
9500 (I'12) L1T ‘8201 (#°50) 8€T ‘8€6 (S+2) 9¢€€ ‘69¢€1 (6'+0) ¥TE ‘66T1 awn ooz
owm o1z ym paredwo) YioMm je ung
€0 (0S'1-L80) ¥1'T (T8 T-S0°'D) 6€'T (TS 1-L6'0) TT'T (€€'1-68°0) 90°T (1°S0) Th1 ‘99 (L°0€) 991 ‘O¥S (9°67) TET “I8L (6'82) 10T ‘$69 Qe
600 (L'TD) 8T1 *$9S (€%0) TTI *€0S (L'9T) 661 ‘ILL (L'LD) €1T ‘69L SN
Jrew yim paredwo)) Jopuen
LTO (LS'T-67'0) TI'T (SH'€-19°0) S'1 (68'T-¥5°0) ST'T (68'T-¥50) ST'1 (L'€D) ¥1 68 (S¥0) €1 ‘€S (S'€D) €1 ‘6F (0°L2) 01 “LE 69<
69°0 (€0T=6S0) 90'1 (SY'P—vT°1) ST'T (ST'T-18°0) ¢E'T (65'T-T6°0) ¥S'1 (L'T0) 6¥ ‘91T (S°€€) LS ‘OLT 9°1¢) L9 ‘TIT (€°1€) LS “T81 $9-S¢
L8°0 (LY'T-690) 1€'1 F8€-€0'T) 66°T (1T2-€8°0) 6T°1 (95T-66'0) 09'1 (9'92) €9 ‘65T (9°L2) 69 ‘€ST (T'1€) ¥TI ‘L6€E (0°TE) 111 ‘9F¢ S-St
18°0 (60'T—8S°0) TT°1 (62°€-88°0) OL'T (98'1-6L°0) 8T'T (ST'T-¥8°0) ¥€'1 ($°€0) 29 ‘¥9T (9°€7) OL ‘¥ST (#'62) 811 ‘TO¥ ($°82) LOT ‘9LE r—S¢
¥L0 (F0'T=LS°0) 80°T (0L'T-1L0) 8€'1 OTT-Lt°0) SL'O (08°1-0L°0) TI'T 0°€0) 09 ‘¥9T (L'€D) LS ‘19T (L°0T) 9L “§9¢ (670 L6 ‘06€ ¥€-ST
¥L°0 (F0'T-LS'0) 80T OLT-1L0) 8€'T (L'12) ST ‘69 (€81 €1 ‘1L 090) €€ ‘LTT (870) 6T ‘LT1 281
sIK a3y
S10)oeJ [enpIATpul
d 404 0102 9002 2007 ¥10T 01027 900T 2002 10306 ST
X ID %S6) 4O (S9X) % ‘Aduanbaiy sax ‘sjrodaa Jo Jaquny
puaay, soney SppO suuy ul ureq SaInsedA] Aouanbaay sway ur ured

(sanjep 2duedYIUDIS puall pue ‘sonel sppO ‘stunod Aduanbald) ,,swuy Ul uied,, 10} sioded sy v 319VL

© 2020 American College of Occupational and Environmental Medicine

604

Copyright © 2020 American College of Occupational and Environmental Medicine. Unauthorized reproduction of this article is prohibited



Trends in WMSD — 2014 Quality of Work Life Survey

JOEM e Volume 62, Number 8, August 2020

98°0 ($'20) 81 08 O'LD 0T ‘6S (0°ST) I ‘68 (0°62) 7T ‘88 JOAN
10A9U M paredwo)) $SAIS YIOM
6%'0 (9L€—-68°0) €8'T (6ST-¥9°0) 6T'1 0L L1 €9 (T'€0) 91 ‘69 SUOSEAI JAYNO
99'0 0S'€-18°0) LT (STH=€6'0) 66T (#°52) 91 ‘€9 (81) ¥1 ‘¥¥ ssauisng paseq dwoy e SuneradQ
€80 (T€T—€L'0) 0€'T (S6'T-¥9°0) TI'l (8'00) 0% ‘€61 (8'00) LE ‘6L1 dn yoes o) swoy oM Surye],
€0 (891) ¢t ‘1€1 ©61) LT ‘TH1 uonedo[ Jayjoue Je qof Arewrid jo yreg
uoneoo] Joyjoue je qol Arewrd yim paredwo) QUIOY WOIJ YIOA
L8°0 (6€'T-LE0) TLO IS 1-¥+0) 18°0 ITT-€7'0) TL'O ATT-1+'0) 0L°0 (0°02) TT ‘09 (8°L7) ST ‘¥ F'+20) 0T ‘T8 (¥'€0) 81 “LL swioy Je A[urewr YIom
98°0 (LTT1-95°0) ¥8°0 (89°0-92°0) TH'0 (96°0—St°0) 99°0 (F0'1-0S°0) TL'O (970) S€ “SS1 ($91) TT ‘g€l (620 1+ “6L1 (6°€0) St ‘881 JO9M B 20UO URY) QIO
800 (10'1-62°0) ¥$°0 (F6°0—0€0) €5°0 (€8°0-T€0) IS°0 F9'1-L9°0) SO'T (6°SD) €1 ‘T8 (0°02) 91 ‘08 (9°81) TT ‘811 (€°7€) 0€ ‘96 J09M € 95U0 Jn0qy
SS0 (8E'1-6£0) £L°0 (66°0—0€°0) SS°0 @QI'T-L¥'0) ¥L°0 (L8°0—8Z°0) 6+°0 (€00) €1 ‘¥9 (1'00) ST ‘€L (0°52) 9T ‘v01 (L) §1°s8 yiuow € 90U0 N0qy
L9°0 (09'1-85°0) 96°0 (STT-8%°0) LL'O 61 T—€5°0) 6L°0 (0T'1-55°0) 280 (0°$2) TT ‘38 (8'92) 92 ‘L6 (€'97) 9¢ ‘L€ (T'90) 6¢€ ‘6¥1 Tedf € sowin Moy v
110 (8'60) SLI “6L9 (1°2) ¥61 $09 (0'1€) €8T ‘€16 (€°0€) 10€ ‘€66 JoAON
IoAdu s paredwo) QUIOY IOM
€L°0 (L8T-¥S0) ¥T'1 (IL'6-09°7) €0°S (6€°S—TLT) SO'E (80°€-90°T) 08'T (9°87) 8 ‘8¢ ©°19) ST 1+ 0°6Y) ST ‘1S (0°0%) 9T ‘S9 Qa13esIp A[Suong
L6'0 (68°€-8T'T) ¥I'T (SS'P-0S'D) 19°C HTE-0€'TD) SO0'T (8€T-9T°'T) 99°T (8°0%) 0T ‘6 (8'1) 92 ‘8¢ (€'6€) S€ 68 (0°8€) 89 “6L1 015esIq
020 (I1'1-19°0) €8°0 (09'1-68°0) 61°T aL1-90'D) ¥€'1 OTT-1L'0) T6'0 0°12) 16 ‘€€v ('L Tl $1v (8'67) TLI ‘8LS (#'$0) 181 ‘TIL 2213y
810 F¥2) 16T ‘619 (L'€0) sT1 LTS O+2) L6T ‘128 (0°L2) 9€1 ‘¥0S Qa13e AjSuong
2a13e A[Suons ym paredwo) ({IoM Je pooS suonIpuod K1ajes a1y) djewnd Ajojes
8L°0 FLT-0T1) 09°1 OF'1=LL0) ¥0'1 OLT-+0'D) €€°T 66 T-1T'D) SS'T (1'0€) 101 ‘9¢€ (#'82) 98 “€0¢ (T'Te) 8¢€1 ‘6T (8%€) ovl “I1t SO
SO0 (T'12) 991 ‘8L (9°L2) 00T ‘¥eL (T'92) 68T ‘0011 (L°SD) L9T “T+01 ON
Ou SA SO oM ISnN
JU0I—[RID0SOYIAS
0L0 (L8'€=56'0) 16°T (20¥—680) 68'1 (S6'1-L9°0) ¥1'T (86'T-86°0) 1L'T (1'9¢) €1 ‘9¢ Oop) TI ‘0¢ (9°62) 1T ‘1L (') €T ‘s§ SIY [L<
€0 (Pr'T-79°0) €TT (10'—60°T) 01T (99'1-05°0) 160 8L T-19°0) 0T (L90) T1 ‘St (S°Th) LT ‘OF (0°2) ST 09 (#'0€) 1T ‘69 SIYOL=T9
LO0 (S9'1-2L°0) 60°T (S7'1-09°0) ¥6'0 (6S°1-18°0) ¥1°T (98°0°6£°0) 850 (€70 9¢ ‘871 (80 T€ ‘6Tl (S'62) 19 “L0T (L°61) LE ‘881 SIY09— 1S
0 (€5'T-9L°0) 80T (85" 1-€8°0) ¥1'T (SHT-¥8°0) TT'1 61'1-69°0) 160 (T+0) 8S ‘0vT (L'82) SL ‘19T (6'87) 601 ‘LLE (9°LD) 11T ‘TO¥ SIOS—1H
$00°0 (820) 1S1 799 (097) TST ‘€8S (8'97) STT ‘LEY (9°60) L9T ‘9¥L SIY 0>
SIY Op> Pim paredwo)) SINOY IOM
4] (L9'T-ST0) $9°0 (28'€-¥9°0) 951 (L8'T-LS0) €01 06'T—69°0) TH'l (1°2€) 88 ‘vLT (T€e) SL '9TT O+€) €11 ‘Tee (L6D) ¥6 ‘LIE 2a13e AjSuong
€00 (F8°0—-€1°0) €€°0 (I1°€-$50) 0€'1 6T T-11°0) €L°0 (9L'7-69°0) 8¢'1 (#'61) SOT “1+S (€°60) Tl ‘s8y (L'92) 061 ‘€IL (1'62) 081 ‘619 2015y
LO0 (80'1-91°0) T¥'0 (60'T—S€0) $8°0 (8I'T—9€°0) $9°0 0S'T-19°0) ¥T'1 (€°€7) 89 ‘€6T (€10 ¥9 ‘00 9%0) 601 ‘vt (990) LTI “LLY Qa1gesi(l
S10 (1'zy) 8 61 (I'v0) L ‘6T (€7¢€) 61 ‘LS (670 11 8% daIgesIp A[suong
2a13esip A[Suons ym paredwo) 1SBJ YIOM
6L°0 (SL'S-vb'D) L8'T (68'T—L8°0) 651 @re-LI'D 16°T F9°€-SS°'T) 8€'T 7'¥h) 91 ‘9¢ (6°¢€) 61 ‘98 (0'8€) 0€ ‘6L (8°€P) 9t ‘501 anx [[e 18 10N
$9°0 Or'T-20'D) LS'T (6TT-¥6'0) L¥'1 (€9°T-1€T) 98'1 (L8'1-88°0) 8T'1 (#0€) 1+ ‘S€1 (€28 6€ ‘1T1 (€°L8) TL ‘€61 (9°6€) 05 ‘691 ann 003 JoN
S 40] @ 1-LL0) ¥O'T (L9'1-16'0) €T'1 0S°1-06°0) 91°T (6S1-$6'0) €T'T (S0 601 ‘¥8% ($°80) T€1 “6S¥ (I'L2) T81 ‘1.9 (8'82) L91 ‘08S anI) JeYMIWog
€0 (8°10) €01 ‘€LY (#'+20) 66 ‘SOF (€40 ¥¥1 ‘€65 (L+D) 0ST °L09 onn A1z
onn A1A yim paredwo) o 3IoM
6L°0 (0s'€-10'T) 88T (€9°€-21°T) 70T avre-cen e (8r'€-SH'1) ST'T (L'9¢) 81 ‘6¥ (€°6€) TT ‘9§ (€9¢) €€ ‘16 (I'v¥) St ‘201 anx [[e 18 10N
18°0 (86'1-L80) 1€’ (0€°€-1S'D) €€°C (6¥"€—LL'T) 6+'T Irz-+0'1) 8¥'I (6'80) St ‘961 (€'11) 89 ‘€91 (0°0%) 88 ‘07T @T¥E) L9 ‘961 anx 003 JON
690 (LT'T-€9'0) 98°0 (LET-TL0) 660 (€6'T-€T'T) 8T LTT-YL0) L60 (6°07) 66 ‘€LY (T+0) T01 ‘Tey (#'82) T8T ‘1+9 (#'$0) 961 ¥19 anx JeYMIUIoS
£€°0 (9°€D) €01 ‘9¢t (€%0) T6 ‘6LE (T10) ¥I1 '6€S (1'90) 9¢1 ‘€Ts onn A1A
onn A1oa yim paredwo) 11oddns Jos1arodng
¥T0 (€9°0-91°0) TI€°0 (€£6°0-LT°0) 0S°0 (28°0-82°0) 81°0 (Z8°0—67°0) 6+°0 (8°10) ¥€1 919 (19T 161 ‘8L (0°ST) TIT ‘6¥8 (€°60) 60T ‘T8 ony A1\
Tro (89°0-91°0) €€°0 (660—-82°0) TS0 (LO'T=9€°0) 290 (LO'T-LE0) €90 (872) T8 ‘09¢ 0°L2) 06 ‘ve€ (1'0€) St1 ‘T8t (T0£) LET ‘€St anx JpYMaWOg
LY @U1-¥70) 150 6¥'1-¥£0) 1L°0 (€€'T-6€°0) TL'O FI'1-0¥'0) ¥L°0 (F'1€) LE ‘8I1 (€°€€) 8T ‘¥8 (€°€€) 8% ‘vl (6°€€) OF ‘811 ann 003 10N
S 40] (I'Ly) 91 ‘v€ (€11) 61 ‘9 O'1%) $T ‘19 (6°0%) LT ‘99 ann [[e 38 J0N
01 [[e Je jou yIm _uu\_wQEOU WOP3IJ YIOM
d ¥10T 0102 9007 7002 ¥10T 0102 900T 2002 s10)0e) ST
X ID %S6) 4O (S9X) % ‘Aduanbaiy sax ‘sjrodaa Jo Jaquny
puaay, soney SPpQ swuy ul ureq saansed]A Aouanbaay suLry ur ureq

(panunuod) ¥ 319VL

605

© 2020 American College of Occupational and Environmental Medicine

Copyright © 2020 American College of Occupational and Environmental Medicine. Unauthorized reproduction of this article is prohibited



JOEM e Volume 62, Number 8, August 2020

Dick et al

6L°0 (08'2-60'T) HL'T (T6T-TT1) 68°T (E1'T-L6'0) ¥¥'1 (SS'T-8T'D) €L°T (€'10) €€ ‘sS1 9% Ly ‘161 (9°02) 6 ‘8€T (9°62) LS ‘€t SoA—ON
910 (7€) 8S ‘TeY O°SD ¥S ‘'99¢ (€°61) €8 ‘v¥S (S91) 18 ‘16% ou—-oN
ou—ou yim _uu‘EQEOQ ¢ Ju ,m $SANS JIOM pue JUIWAOW pueH
0€'7=66'0) 60°C (FL'1-SS0) L6'0 (Ly'T-08°0) OF'1 (6¥'1-8%°0) $8°0 uonoerUf
61°0 (I€°L-97°€) 88'F (86'L—0S°€) 8+'T (§8'S—09°7) 06°€ (8Y'7—86°T) 86°C F'¥h) OF ‘06 9'1%) T€ “LL 0°0S) 65 ‘811 (€°0r) 8% ‘611 Ou—sox
LTO 96'T-90'T) ¥+°1 L1T-81'D) 09°T (SET-TP'D) T8'T (SH'T-91'T) 68'T ($°60) 911 ‘St ($°19) 621 ‘01F (6°T€) 681 ‘€65 (L'TE) 081 ‘1SS sok—sox
950 00T-€9°0) TI'T (@0T-¥L0) TT'1 LTT-720'D) TS'T Iy z-11'D €9°1 012 L1 ‘18 (0°90) 92 ‘001 (1'80) ¢ ‘€SI O'1€) 8% “SS1 ou—oN
200 (T61) 96 ‘108 (€T0) 101 ‘€S¥ (#'020) LET ‘119 (S'12) LET ‘9€9 sok—oN
sak—ou yim paredwo)) awm yIlom pue Junji AAeoH
(8¢'T-690) 8T'1 (6¥'€E-T0°T) 88T (F6'T-€L°0) 61T (96'T-¥L0) 18°0 uonoeIa]
620 (81'T-L6'0) S¥'T Ty'e-8H'1) STT (16'2-81°'T) LOT (8T'T-6€'D) ¥6'T (8'80) TTl ‘cey (6°LE) 8TI ‘8€€ (T'9¢) 181 “00S (THe) €51 ‘Stv EEISEON
80°0 (I7'2-68°0) €71 (SL'T-19°0) €0'1 9OF'T-01'D) 69°T (L8T-TED) ¥6'T ($'80) s¢€ ‘¢t (6'10) €€ ‘161 0'1€) L9 ‘91 (I'%€) SL “0TT Ou-—sox
01°0 (TT1-25°0) 08°0 (8L'1-SL°0) 9T'T (0S'1-SL°0) 90T (PL'1-88°0) ¥T'1 (T8 IL ‘16€ (6°€7) 68 ‘TLE (¥'T0) TTl ‘prs (8+0) 1T1 ‘88% sak—oN
L9°0 (8'12) 1t ‘881 (#'12) 8¢ ‘8LI (€'12) 19 ‘¥8¢C 0'12) ¥9 ‘S0¢ ou-—oN
ou—ou Pim paredwo) jsej ylom pue Sunjiy Kaesyq
(11'2-99°0) 81'T (S6'T-¥9°0) TI'l @TLT-L0'D) OL'T (09'1-29'0) 00°T uonoeIauy
€50 (88'v—0T°7) 8T'€ PL'Y-TTD) LT'E FT'S—SL'T) 8L'E (Fr'S—LLT) S8'€ (L°6€) 69 ‘FLI (6°2P) €L ‘OLT (F'8%) LIT ‘THT (T9v) To1 ‘TTe sok—sax
LSO (LT'T-80'D) ¥S'T 0€T-21'D) 09T (LOT-9T°'D) SS'T (8€T-0€'T) 9L'T (9°€T) 88 ‘€L (9°L7) 88 61¢ (L'LD) 1€1 ‘ELy (1'82) 9C1 ‘8t ou—saK
650 (8LT-LT'D) 08T (S9°T-8T°'D) LL'T (@T0T-20'D) v'1 (LO'€-LS'T) 0T°C ($90) €v ‘291 (L'67) 65 ‘661 (T0¢) €L ‘8LT 0°Te) 16 ‘LLT sak—oN
50 LoD oL ‘61 (T'61) 89 ‘vs¢ (6°61) 0T ‘¥SS (@81 ¥6 LIS ou—oN
ou-—ou yim UU\:N&ECU m :v nm §saI)s JIom pue w:_ﬁ: \m>wvm
SUONBUIQUIOD J0JOBJ STy
€L0 (T6'0-59°0) LL'O (SO'T-€S°0) ¥L°0 (9L°0-+°0) 850 (68°0-15°0) 89°0 (T'T0) TIT °LS6 (9'97) 0€T +98 (8'67) 9T€ ¥9TI (L'97) LT€ “L8IT SOK
050 (€°€€) LS “ILT (8°T€) 8S “LLT (S'L€) TOT ‘TLT O%¢) 96 ‘SLT ON
ou SA S9X ouIn) IOM
L0 (0€'1-1L0) 960 Lrz-Lrn 091 @S 1-¥6'0) 61°T OF'1-06'0) ST'T (L'€D) €61 ‘S18 (S°0€) LIT “TIL (0°62) LOE ‘SFOT (€°60) LT ‘9¢6 SO
8T°0 0 9L ‘T1€ (9°12) 1L ‘6T€ (9°67) 8T1 ‘10 ($'92) 6€1 ‘TS ON
ou SA S9X (3seJ y1om | saxmbar qol) 1sej y1op
8L°0 (99°7-0S'T) 00T WrT-0r'1) ST (9€°T-6+'T) 88'T (ILT-69°'D) 1T (T€E) TIT “LEE (8°S€) TET “69€ ($'9¢) 06T ‘1¢S (8'8€) €61 ‘861 TT Sk
[4K0] (0°02) 8ST “T6L (T€0) 951 ¥L9 (F"€0) 1¥T ‘6201 (8'20) 0TT ‘$96 Sy ‘€ ON
ou SA S9X SIS MIOM
LSO (S8°0—2€°0) TS°0 (8¥°0-12°0) TE'0 (89°0—¥€0) 8°0 (€L°0-2H°0) 95°0 (0°€2) THT ‘TS0l (TS0) LET ‘116 (T°92) 69¢ ‘66¢€1 (€92) 0T€ “L1TI SOX
16'0 (#'9¢) 8T ‘LL (S'19) 16 ‘66 ©°0%) 09 ‘01 (S'8€) ¥6 ‘v¥C ON
ou SA S9X arewnp Koyes
110 (S6'1-28°0) 9T'1 (86'T-S€'D) 10°C (LET-9T'D) 99°T (8I€-€9°'T) 8T'T (8'L2) T€ ‘SI1 (T'1¥) 6¥ ‘611 (8°LE) ¥S “evl (Lvp) TL ‘191 ON
01°0 (F°€0) LET ¥101 (6'S0) 6€T ¥T6 (8'92) LLE ‘8O¥I (T90) 1¥€ “10¢€1 SOX
$9K SA ON uonoejsnes qof
$10108] PazZIuoloyoIq
S0°0 0$T-16'0) IS'T (SL'T-9L°0) 11 0T1-8€°0) L90 (€6°1-25°0) 060 (8'0€) ¥ ‘8L %8 ST ‘v (€°00) ST ‘vL 0'92) 61 ‘€L yiys Suneioy
L8°0 (#9'1-95°0) 96°0 (L6'T-€L°0)-0TT 6S'T-1L°0) LO'T (PL'T-8L°0) LT'T (1'20) 61 ‘98 (1'0¢) ST ‘€8 (L'80) L€ “6T1 (S°1€) 6€ ‘vTI [[e9 uo/re[ngory
¥6°0 (T$€=59°0) 1S°T (TTT-6£0) €60 (97'€=9L°0) T9'T @I'T-15°0) ¥0'T (8°0€) 8 ‘9T 050 L ‘8T (0'8¢) 11 ‘6T 060 11 ‘8¢ yiys gds
€10 (6TT-LLO) €€T (I1L'T-$8°0) TS'T (SL'1-69°0) OT'T (¥ 1-¥50) L8°0 (T'82) 0T ‘1L (T'S8) 61 ‘¥ (#'62) LT ‘T6 ($°S0) #T ‘v6 Yiys WIIN
€L0 (11'2-09°0) €1'T (1S°T-€L°0) S€'1 (99'7-98°0) IS'T (IL'1-05°0) 160 'S0 #1 ‘9§ (€°€€) 91 ‘6F (#'9¢) 0T ‘5§ (#'90) ¥1 ‘€S 1J1YS UOOUIdY
9000 (8'70) S81 ‘TI8 (T'92) 90T “18L (#'L2) 0TE “LITT (T'80) $0€ ‘8LOT s Aeq
Jiys Kep yPim paredwo) QNPAYOS NIOM
780 a8'y-T€1) ST (Is°01-02°7) 18'¥ Fs'6-v+'7) I8V 9S'P—€H'T) SS'T (TTh) 9% ‘601 (S'6¥) 1S ‘€01 (09%) 08 “vLI (0'9%) 89 ‘8¥1 SKeMY
£€°0 (SST-LLO) OF'T (SH'v—p0°'1) ST'T (90°S—LET) €9°C (€8'2-86'0) L9'T (0°62) 99 ‘8TT (S°0€) 18 ‘99 L19) 011 “L¥E (L°5€) ST1 ‘0SE uYo
690 (LY'T-+5°0) S6'0 (19°€-L8°0) LL'T (#9°€-20'1) €6'T (IS T-¥5°0) 060 (912 11 ‘SIS (S'90) 911 “Ley (#'$T) 9LT ‘¥69 0°€D) €vl TT9 SOWIAWOS
020 (SI'T-1€°0) 650 (81'C—S¥0) 660 (96'T-SL°0) 611 OF'1-L¥0) €870 (L¥1) 6T °L6] (691) 0€ ‘8LI (1'02) €6 ‘¥ST (9°12) 6 ‘ssT 1o2 A[preH
d ¥10T 0102 9007 7002 ¥10T 0102 900T 2002 10306 ST
X ID %S6) 4O (S9X) % ‘Aduanbaiy sax ‘sjrodaa Jo Jaquny
puaay, soney SPpQ swuy ul ureq saansed]A Aouanbaay suLry ur ureq

(panunuod) ¥ 319VL

© 2020 American College of Occupational and Environmental Medicine

606

Copyright © 2020 American College of Occupational and Environmental Medicine. Unauthorized reproduction of this article is prohibited



Trends in WMSD — 2014 Quality of Work Life Survey

JOEM e Volume 62, Number 8, August 2020

‘ploq ur dre san[eA 4 (X) arenbs-1yo pue (sQ) soner sppo JuedyIuSIS (10T 10 OOT) LA aseq 20104 dsuodsar ayy 03 paredurod 2d10yo dsuodsar 1030y YSU Yord 10§ parodar dre sanfea pudll,

10°0
0°0
¥8°0
€00°0

200
860
L0'0
1€°0

9T0
£8°0
0’0
v1'0

9°0
1€°0
v1°0
880

L80
€0

(L6'9-6+'T) TT'E
(89°S—$T°7) LSE
(SL'T-$6'0) 6T
(6S'1-9¥°0) 98°0

(SL'T=6L0) LT
(50T-€6°0) 8€'1
@IT=€L0) vT1
(91°1-05°0) 8L°0

Or'y-80'7) ¥0'€
(88'1-€6'0) TE€'1
(€7°C-00'T) 9S°'T

(PF'v=68°0) 661
FL'L=T20°C) €8
(8I°€-69'T) T€T
(€0'T-+S°0) SO'1

(9€°€-66'0) 8L'1
(L6'T-TED) L6'T
@re=60'D) ¥8'1
(S6°0-8€°0) 09°0

(60'T—€9°0) ¥1°1
(6¥'S—0S'7) 0L'E
(TS'€-IL'D) ST

00T-L¥0) L6'0
(STT-9T°'D) 8S°T
0T€-7I'T) 06'T
(90T=$L°0) ¥T'1

sak—ou s paredwo)

(6V'T-2L°0) ¥€'T
(61'P—8L'D) €L°T
(19°2-16'0) ¥S'1
(907-580) €€°1

ou—ou PIm paredwo)
(S9'T=T8°0 LKUS T-8+°0) 98°0

(LE'S—6€£7) 8S°€
(80°€-81'1) €1°C
(PT'E-8ET) 80°C

ou—ou m pareduio)

I'y—L8°0) 68'1
(8T°9-8+7) S6°€
(br'e-S8°'1) TS'T
(9S'1-¥+0) T80

(19°T-8L°0) TF'1
(LT'8-08°€) LS'S
(¥8'€-97°0) ¥6'T
(91'C-T8°0) €€1

sak—ou ym paredwo))

(T6'1-¥50) 20'1
(T§'9-€9°0) v1'y
(L9P=6S'D) €L'T
(0¥'T=€6'0) 671

(S6'1-1L°0) 81'T
(SS'v=ST°0) 0T'€
(ETP=S8'T) 08T
(€7'1-99°0) L6°0

ou—ou y)m pareduo)

(LTT=L£0) 990
(EL'P—L07) 8T'S
(8T'v—86°T) 88°C

(99°T-L8°0) €¥'1
(EL°L—66C) SS'S
¥9°€-66'T) 69°C

(09'T-05°0) 680
(T0'S—2€0) Iv'T
(I€°€-L8D) SP'T
(S'T-66'0) 951

(6¥'1-55°0) 16'0
(PS'€-6L'D) TS'T
(T8'€-TL'D) LS'T
(8S'T-¥L'0) 80T

(€TT-€8°0) 9¢'1
(16'9-€S°€) ¥6'v
(98°2-¥S'D) 01T

(TLY) €v ‘16
(S0 011 ‘6tF
WLn +1 ‘6L
(1'02) 20T ‘80S

(8'80) Tel ‘cey
(L'92) 1€ 911
(@81) 1L ‘T6€
(L'TD) v ‘v61

(8'6€) ¥L ‘981
(€70 6L ‘pSE
(£°60) 8¢ ‘08T
(6'L1) 8L ‘LEY

(8°9%) ¥+ ‘¥6
(L'6D) 1€1 “Ttt
091) TI ‘SL
('S 6L €IS

(T'€E) 8€1 911
(L'1€) 8¢ ‘0TT
(I'€1) TS ‘96¢
(1°02) 8€ ‘681

(I'gv) 8L ‘181
(S'L2) 86 ‘9s€

(€0¥) 6T TL
(6°€€) 8€T “LOY
(6'90) 8T ‘¥01
(T00) 26 ‘St

(€'8€) I€1 ‘Tre
(6'ST) 9€ “6€1
(T'€0) S8 °L9E
(S81) S€ ‘681

(€TP) YL *SL1
(1'0€) €6 ‘90€
0°0€) 8S ‘F61
(O°L1) T9 *$9¢

(F'LY) St ‘S6
($'9¢) Trl ‘68¢
(96D €1 ‘T8
(9°81) 88 ‘vL¥

(€11 v¥1 ‘6vE
(9'1€) €F ‘9¢1
(T00) €L ‘19¢
(Sv1) 8T ‘€61

(8'L¥) S8 "SLI
(T'€8) 201 “LOE

(L19) LL ‘6¥1
(1'9¢) 12T ‘T19
(€00) ST ‘¢tl
(1'91) S0T ‘T$9

(6°6€) 0TT ‘15S
(L'9¢) 6L “SIT
(8'91) €8 ‘v6v
(T'LD) 6v 'S8T

0°09) 11 ‘28T
(9°2€) 8S1 ‘¥8¥

O°€P) ¥9 ‘6¥1
(1°6€) 112 ‘109
(9°60) ¢€ ‘st1
(1'81) 901 ‘98S

(99¢) T61 ‘vTs
(I'LE) €8 ‘YT
(6'61) T8 ‘TIY
(9'81) 95 ‘10€

(S°6¥) 9€1 ‘LT
(€°6€) 6€1 VLY

uonoeIu|
OU—SOK
SaK—s9x
ou—oN
Sak—ON

QI YI0OM pue G ‘p ‘¢ MO [edIsKyg

uonorIaU[
SOA—Sax
ou—s9x
SOK—ON
ou—oN

JSBJ YIOM PUB G ‘4 ‘€ 1I0JJ2 [edISAyJ

uonorIAU]
SOK—s9x.
OU—SOK
Sak—ON
ou—oN

G “p ‘€ SSAMS YIOM pUE G ‘b ‘¢ MO [eOISAYJ

uonorIoUL
ou—sax
SOK—Sox
Ou—ON
SOK—ON

QW) YIOM puE JUSWAOW pueH

uonoBISIUY
SoK—sox
OU—Sax
SOA—ON
ou—oN

1SeJ YIOM pUE JUSWAAOW pUueH

uonorIU|
SAK—s9x
OU—S9x

puaay,

141114

010C

900¢

200¢

141114

010C

9002

00¢

1D %S6) 4O

(S9X) % ‘Aduanbaiy sax ‘sjrodaa Jo Jaquny

soney SPPO SULIY Ul ureq

saansed]A Aouanbaay suLry ur ureq

s10)0€) ST

(panunuod)

v 319vL

607

© 2020 American College of Occupational and Environmental Medicine

Copyright © 2020 American College of Occupational and Environmental Medicine. Unauthorized reproduction of this article is prohibited



Dick et al

JOEM e Volume 62, Number 8, August 2020

Individual Factors

The age and sex factors in 2014 showed no significant ORs
and there were no significant trend statistics. The “hurt at work”™
risk factor was also consistent with past results. In 2014 the three
general health indicators, “physical health”” (OR =10.68, C15.83 to
19.6), “mental health” (OR=5.42, CI 3.59 to 8.20), and ““(poor)
health days™ (OR = 12.0, CI 4.8 to 30.1) had significant ORs. Trend
statistics were also significant for all three factors. With the O to 13
poor health day’s response there was a decrease in pain reports over
the survey years, but for the more than or equal to 14 days pain in
arms increased. The ““sleep problem” question showed significant
ORs with response items ‘“‘sometimes’ and “often” (2.59, CI 1.58
to 4.23; 5.83, CI 3.54 to 9.65).

Physical Factors

The 2014 results were similar to the results for the previous
QWL survey year with significant ORs for “yes” to “heavy lifting”
(1.67, CI 1.27 to 2.20) and “hand movement” (2.66, CI 2.00 to
3.55). Trend statistics were not significant. In 2014 ORs were
significant for ‘“‘physical effort” responses ‘‘somewhat hard”
(1.61, CI 1.08 to 2.40), and “‘very hard” (3.38, CI 1.98 to 5.78)
but not “hard” (1.38, CI 0.85 to 2.24). There were no significant
trend statistics.

Psychosocial and Work Organization Factors

“Job satisfaction” only had one significant response item
“somewhat satisfied” (1.54, CI 1.15 to 2.01) in 2014. There were no
significant trend statistics for this item. Risk factors “work hours,”
and “work schedule” had no significant ORs for pain in arms in
2014, consistent with the previous year’s reports, but there was a
significant decreasing trend statistic for ““work hours” less than or
equal to 40hours (X2:7.72, df=1; P=0.005) and there was a
similar decline for the “work schedule” comparison item ‘‘day
shift” (x*=7.64, df=1; P=0.006). Supervisor support had a
significant OR for the response choice “not at all true” (1.88, CI
1.01 to 3.50), but there were no significant trend statistics. Work
time response items ‘‘not too true”” (OR =1.57, CI 1.02 to 2.40) and
“not at all true” (OR=2.87, CI 1.44 to 5.75) were significant.
There were no significant trend statistics for “work time”. Work
freedom responses ‘‘somewhat true” (OR =0.33, CI 0.16 to 0.68)
and “very true” (OR=0.31, CI 0.16 to 0.63) were protective. For
“work fast” the response choice ‘“‘agree” showed a significant
protective OR (0.33, CI 0.13 to 0.84) and a declining trend statistic
for that item was also significant (x*=4.7, df=1; P=0.03). The
“must work™ item (mandatory extra hours) is significant (1.60, CI
1.20 to 2.14). Safety climate results are similar to previous years
with the “disagree” (OR =2.14 CI 1.18 to 3.89) choice significant.
Work stress was significant (2.52, CI 1.32 to 4.81) for the “work is
always stressful” response in 2014 and is consistent with previous
years.

Table 4 shows the results for the dichotomized factors. Safety
climate (OR =0.52, C10.32 to 0.85) and “work stress” (OR = 2.00,
CI 1.50 to 2.66) were significant in 2014, as they were in all previous
reporting years. The risk factor ““job satisfaction” was significant in
previous years but was not in 2014 (OR=1.26 CI 0.82 to 1.95).
Work fast was not significant in 2014 (OR =0.96 CI1 0.71 to 1.30) or
in 2002 4 2006. The “work time”” OR was significant (0.49, C1 0.35
to 0.70) for 2014, as in 2006 and 2002, but not for 2010. No trend
values were significant for any of the dichotomized factors.

Table 4 also shows the risk factor combination results. The
2014 results are very similar to the previous 3 QWL years, except for
some of the combinations with the “work fast™ risk factor. With
“heavy lifting”” and ““work stress” all combination responses (see
Table 4) had significant ORs in 2014 as was true in the previous
years. There were no significant trend statistics and the interactions
were not significant. The same was true for “hand movement™ and

“work stress”—significant ORs for all response choices, no signif-
icant trends, and a non-significant interactions. The combination
“heavy lifting”” and “work fast” showed no significant ORs in 2014
whereas in previous years the “‘yes—yes’’ response was significant.
Trend values and the interaction were not significant. Hand move-
ment and “work fast” had a significant OR for the “no” to “hand
movement” and ‘“yes” to “work fast” (0.60 CI 0.38 to 0.95)
response in 2014, which was different from previous years. This
indicates a protective effect resulting from a drop in “pain in arm”
reports for this combination. All other response choices had signifi-
cant ORs and neither the trend statistics nor interaction were
significant. One comparison item, the ‘“‘no—yes” response for
“heavy lifting” and “work time” showed a significant trend
(x*=5.4, df=1; P>0.02) due to a drop in pain reports.

DISCUSSION

A key finding in the 2014 QWL analysis is the decrease in
prevalence of back pain, pain in arms, and both back and arm pain
over the 4 survey waves by an average of almost 5% from 2002 to
2014. Yang et al** reported a prevalence of low back pain (defined
by that occurring ‘““during the past three months’’) from the National
Health Interview Survey (25.7%) that was, and is still, very consis-
tent with that found in the present series of QWL surveys, which
dropped below 25% between the 2010 and 2014 survey adminis-
trations. Ferguson et al'® recently reported a comparable back pain
prevalence of 25% across a consortium of pooled studies including
2000 workers participating from six US states with jobs in a variety
of distribution centers and manufacturing facilities that involved
manual materials handling.

Although the decline in back pain appears to be fairly
consistent across all occupations there were some trends in terms
of overall survey responses by occupation when related to physical
effort ratings. The percentage of participants in Management,
Financial, and Business, Professional and Related, Service Occu-
pations, Sales and Related, and Office and Administrative Sup-
port—those occupations reporting less physical effort at work—
increased from 76.2% to 79.2% between 2002 and 2014. Con-
versely, the number of respondents in Construction and Extraction,
Installation, Maintenance, and Repair, Production, and Transporta-
tion and Material Moving—occupations with greater physical effort
ratings—decreased from 23% to 18.8%. The only occupational
groups which show significant participation rate changes from
2002 and 2014 were for Service which increased from 16.6% to
19.6% and Production which decreased from 8.2% to 5.3% of the
respondents. This shift in distribution away from occupations with
greater ratings of physical effort may explain an overall decline in
pain reports. Other explanations for decreased reports of musculo-
skeletal pain have been described. For example, Wang et al*®
reported a significant drop (66%) in work-related musculoskeletal
disorders (WMSDs) in the US construction industry from 1992 to
2014 which was attributed to intervention efforts, changes in
reporting requirements (Occupational safety and Health Adminis-
tration), and possible under reporting in the industry. Interestingly,
the four QWL survey analyses do not show a significant decline in
back pain or pain in arms prevalence in the Construction and
Extraction occupation category. Mustard et al?' reported a decreas-
ing trend in the Ontario musculoskeletal disorder prevalence during
a similar analysis time period (2004 to 2011). Their study integrated
three independent population-based data sources to describe trends
in the incidence of work-related MSDs over an 8-year period. The
authors observed decreases in MSD prevalence through emergency
department utilization and workers’ compensation claims and par-
allel decreases through the Ontario health interview surveys that are
comparable to and consistent with the present QWL findings.

Further examination of the trend analysis results show that
statistically significant changes in pain reports over the four survey
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waves, by occupation, were minimal. Only the categories Office/
Administrative and Professional and Related showed a significant
decrease in reports of pain in arms. These declines may reflect the
use of strategies for prevention in office environments (eg, ergo-
nomically designed furniture, mini-breaks, and other strategies to
increase mobility in sedentary work).

Having sustained an injury at work (“‘hurt at work’) in the
last year exhibits significant ORs with back pain and pain in arms
for all reporting years. The trend statistic for the zero times hurt at
work comparison choice was significant for back pain and showed a
pattern of a decrease in reports. A similar pattern was also evident
pain in arms, though not reaching statistical significance
(P=0.056). Three general indicators of health (physical health,
mental health, health days) have consistently exhibited significant
ORs with back pain and “pain in arm” for the same response
choices for all reporting years. Significant trend statistics were
noted for the comparison choices of 0 to 13 days of poor health
versus greater thanl14 days (of the prior 30 days) of poor health.
With the comparison choice there was a decrease in reports, but with
the more than or equal to 14 days choice it was an increase. Sleep
problems showed significant ORs on the ““sometimes’ and ‘“‘often”
choice for both back pain and pain in arms.

A second key finding is that the physical exposure risk
variables ‘“‘heavy lifting” and ‘“hand movement’ continue to
show significant ORs for back pain and pain in arms in the
2014 survey. None of the other risk factors exhibit such consistent
risk associations across all survey years. This result is in agree-
ment with many reviews of evidence for the relationship between
physical risk factors and MSDs.?>~>* The physical exposure risk
factor ““physical effort’” has also shown significant ORs for back
pain and pain in arms when dichotomized as ‘“‘hard” versus
“light” physical effort.

Most psychosocial and work organization factors are consis-
tent with previous year’s results and there were some significant
trend statistics that are consistent with the overall decrease in both
back pain and pain in arm reports since the 2002 base year. Low
“job satisfaction”, lack of ‘“‘supervisor support,” poor ‘‘safety
climate,” and always having “work stress”” all showed significantly
reduced associations with back pain and pain in arms over the 4
survey years. Reduced job satisfaction level, however in 2014, was
significant for pain in arms with only the ‘“‘somewhat satisfied”
level and not the higher levels of non-satisfaction as in previous
years. For back pain all levels of job satisfaction less than “very
satisfied” were significant. Psychosocial factors that have not
consistently shown significant associations with the same response
items were “‘work freedom,” “work hours,” and ‘““work schedule,”
for back pain and “work hours™ and ‘““work schedule” for “pain in
arms.” Work freedom (‘““freedom to decide how to do my own
work’”), while not showing any significant relationships with back
pain since 2002, has shown significant protective associations
(OR < 1) with pain in arms. Significant trends were noted for the
comparison choices on back pain for “supervisor support,” “work
hours,” “safety climate,” and “work schedule” for back pain and
“work hours,” and “work schedule” for “pain in arms.” All
reflected decreases in pain reports. The only increases in pain
reports were on isolated response choices with “work schedule,”
(rotating shift for pain in arms and night shift for back pain) and
“not too true”” with “work freedom” for *“back pain.”

Strengths of this study are the national representativeness of
the GSS and that the survey was administered to participants
directly through face-to-face interviews. This approach is believed
to lessen the likelihood that respondents would have misunderstood
any questions or have been confused by response options. An
additional strength is the consistency in the survey administration
over the 2002, 2006, 2010, and 2014 surveys, which exhibit
consistent statistical associations between musculoskeletal pain

and physical exposure variables. Limitations of the study include
that the QWL survey is based on recall of self-reported back and arm
pain and does not confirm more specific criteria consistent with a
clinical musculoskeletal diagnosis. Secondly, the workplace physi-
cal exposure factors were also obtained through self-report, rather
than measurement, and inconsistencies in subjective interpretation
between respondents is a threat to interpretation of those findings.
Thirdly, the cross-sectional design of the survey in successive
administration years does not establish causality, as the successive
survey administrations are not from a consistent cohort.

CONCLUSION

From the 12-year period covering the QWL survey years
2002 to 2014, it can be concluded that physical exposure risk factors
of heavy lifting (repeated lifting, pulling, or pushing) and hand
movement (repetitive or stressful hand movements or awkward
postures) are associated with increased risk of back pain and pain
in arms. These physical risk factors continue to have significant
odds ratios for increased reports of back pain and pain in arms—
consistent with prior survey reporting years. Over the analysis
period psychosocial and work organizational factors associated
with back and arm pain prevalence include mandatory working
of extra hours (“‘must work”), reporting frequent work stress, not
having enough time to get work done, low job satisfaction, low
supervisor support, and reporting a poor safety climate in the work
environment. Having high “work freedom” suggests a protective
effect mostly with decreased prevalence of pain in arms. Individual
factors associated with increased back pain and pain in arms are
having sustained a previous injury at work and general indicators of
overall health (eg, physical health, mental health, health days, and
sleep problems).
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