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Abstract

Objective: Research is urgently needed to understand health care workers (HCWS') experiences
of moral-ethical dilemmas encountered throughout the COVID-19 pandemic, and their
associations with organizational perceptions and personal well-being. The purpose of this
research isto evaluate associations between workplace experiences during COVID-19, moral
distress, and the psychological well-being of Canadian HCWs.

Method: A total of 1383 French- and English-speaking Canadian HCWs employed during the
COVID-19 pandemic were recruited to participate in an online survey. Participants completed
measures reflecting moral distress, perceptions of organizational response to the pandemic,
burnout, and symptoms of psychological disorders, including depression, anxiety, and
posttraumatic stress disorder.

Results: Structural equation modeling showed that when organizational predictors were
considered together, resource adequacy, positive work life impact, and ethical work environment
negatively predicted severity of moral distress, whereas COVID-19 risk perception positively
predicted severity of moral distress. Moral distress also significantly and positively predicted
symptoms of depression, anxiety, PTSD, and burnout.

Conclusions: Our findings highlight an urgent need for HCW organizations to implement
strategies designed to prevent long-term moral and psychological distress within the workplace.
Ensuring availability of adequate resources, reducing HCW risk of contracting COVID-19,
providing organizational support regarding individual priorities, and upholding ethical
considerations are crucial to reducing severity of moral distressin HCWs.

Keywords: moral distress; COVID-19; health care; depressive disorders; anxiety; posttraumatic
stress disorder; organizational environment
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Impacts of Morally Distressing Experiences on the Mental Health of Canadian Health Care
Workers During the COVID-19 Pandemic

In early 2020, the World Health Organization declared global pandemic due to the novel
severe acute respiratory syndrome known as SARS-CoV-2 (COVID-19). As of March 2021, the
COVID-19 pandemic has caused over 2.6 million deaths across 219 countries worldwide.* In
addition to high levels of morbidity and mortality,? this pandemic has since resulted in
devastating impacts on individuals psychological well-being.

Since the onset of the pandemic, health care workers (HCWs) have faced unprecedented
situations involving potentially life-altering moral-ethical decisions, including rationing of
limited medical resources (e.g., beds, ventilators) to patients who are equally in need,* and the
possibility of ending life for some patients to allocate resources to those with fewer
comorbidities.> These complex moral-ethical decisions may have detrimental consequences for
patients and HCWs alike, including reductions in quality of care® and HCW moral distress.” The
overarching purpose of this study is to evaluate the associations between workplace experiences
during COVID-19, moral distress, and the psychological well-being of HCWs.

COVID-19 and Moral Distressin Health Care Workers

HCWSs may become increasingly vulnerable to experiencing high severity of moral
distress as a result of the moral-ethical challenges encountered throughout the COVID-19
pandemic.”® Moral distress occurs when an individual is constrained to behave in away that
they perceive as morally or ethically inappropriate, and as such, they are unableto act in
accordance with their core values.” *° For example, moral distress may occur if HCWs must

attend to patients without typical recommended personal protective equipment (PPE), risking
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infection to self, to patients, or to family and community members, and are thus forced to
compromise their typical standard of care® ***3

Moral distress has been related to poor psychiatric outcomesin HCWSs, including
symptoms of depression and anxiety, even prior to the pandemic.'**® Furthermore, throughout
the pandemic, inconsistent and delayed guidance from government and workplace |eaders may
be associated with feelings of distrust and betrayal that could lead to doubts about the integrity of
trusted figures and values.*? It is possible that this distrust could call into question the moral
soundness of organizational policies and associated job requirements under the pandemic, further
increasing the likelihood of moral distress.
Moral Distress and Associationswith Organizational Variables

HCWS' experiences with moral-ethical dilemmas may be associated with adverse
professional outcomes and perceptions of organizational environments, collectively referred to
here as organizational variables or factors. Past empirical research has demonstrated that for
nurses and physicians, high severity of moral distress were associated with negative professional
outcomes, including increases in burnout, secondary traumatic stress, and intent to leave one's
professional position, aswell as decreases in job satisfaction and perceptions of an ethical work
environment.** 22! |n addition to these organizational factors, nurses and physicians have also

2225 \which resultsin

reported concerns regarding quality and safety of care delivered to patients,
increased severity of moral distress.® Although associations between workplace experiences and
moral distress have not been empirically tested in HCWs during the COVID-19 pandemic, it is

plausible to hypothesize that these findings would generalize across physicians, nurses, and other

HCWs worldwide.
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To best prevent long-term moral and psychological distress and to ensure that workers
can optimally provide health services, research is urgently needed to understand experiences of
workplace moral-ethical dilemmas throughout the COVID-19 pandemic, and their associations
with HCWS' organizational perceptions and persona well-being.

Aims of the Study

The first objective of this study isto evaluate the effect of organizational variables on

frequencies/severity of moral distress during the COVID-19 pandemic within a Canadian HCW

sample. Based on past findings, """ ** %

we hypothesize that perceptions of COVID-19risk inan
organizational setting will positively predict severity of moral distress during the COVID-19
pandemic. Conversely, we predict that perceptions of an ethical work environment, adequacy of
resources, leadership, and positive work life impact will negatively predict severity of moral
distress.

Next, we am to assess the effect of frequencies/severity of moral distress during the

14-16 we

COVID-19 pandemic on symptoms of psychiatric disorders. Based on past findings,
predict that severity of moral distresswill positively predict symptoms of depression, anxiety,
posttraumatic stress disorder (PTSD), and burnout. This study is the first to empirically examine
the relations between moral distress, organizational factors, and symptoms of psychiatric
disorders among participants across health care professions in the context of the COVID-19
pandemic.

Method
Participants

Participants included 1383 English- or French-speaking HCWs employed across Canada.

We defined HCWs as those “who provide health treatment and advice based on formal training
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and experience, or who work to directly support those providersin aclinical setting.” HCWs
were dligible to participate if they were at least 18 years of age and currently or previously
employed as a HCW in Canada between the start of the pandemic and the baseline end date.
Measur es
Moral Distress

Moral distress was evaluated using the Measure of Moral Distress for Healthcare
Professionals (MM D-HP).?* The MMD-HP comprises 27 items measured on 4-point scales
designed to assess the frequency (O=never, 4=very frequently) and distress severity (O=none,
4=very distressing) associated with dilemmas that may cause moral distress in the workplace.
Composite scores were calculated by multiplying participants' frequency scores by their distress
scores.?® Higher scores represent higher severity of moral distress. Past research has supported
the reliability and validity of the MMD-HP (e.g., a = .93).%
Burnout

The Expanded Well-Being Index (WBI)?" was used to assess severity of HCW burnout
throughout the past month. The WBI consists of seven dichotomous (yes/no) items, and two
additional items that evaluate how meaningful the individual’ s work isto them (7-point scale
from very strongly disagree to very strongly agree) and work-life balance (5-point scale from
strongly agree to strongly disagree). Scores were calculated in accordance with scoring
guidelines, ranging from -2 to 9, with higher scores indicating more burnout.?” Past empirical

research has supported the validity of the WBI.%% %

Organizational Response to the Pandemic

We assessed HCWS' perceptions of their organizations' responsesto the COVID-19

pandemic using an adapted version of the Pandemic Experiences and Perceptions Survey
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(PEPS).*® The PEPS measures organizational response to the pandemic across five domains:
Disruption (i.e., to workflow; 1=no effect at all to 5=completely dominated the work), Resource
Adequacy (e.g., PPE; 1=completely inadequate to 5=compl etely adequate), COVID-19 Risk
Perception (1=no risk at all to 7=life threatening risk), Positive Work Life Impact (e.g., work
hours, social support; 1=strongly disagree to 5=strongly agree), and Leadership (i.e.,
supervisor/management; 1=not at all to 5=frequently, if not always). We included all domains
except for Disruption. Mean scores on each subscale were calculated to create four separate
scores, with higher scores indicating higher levels of resource adequacy, risk perception, more
positive work life impact, and stronger leadership. The validity of the PEPS has been supported

in recent research.®
Ethical Work Environment

We used the 20-item Ethics Environment Questionnaire (EEQ)* to measure health care
workers' perceptions about ethics in their organizations on a 5-point scale. (1=strongly disagree
to 5=strongly agree). We calculated participant mean scores on the EEQ, such that higher scores
indicated a more ethical work environment. Past research has supported the reliability and

validity of the EEQ (e.g., a = .93).8
Depression

HCWS' depression symptom severity was assessed using the Patient Health
Questionnaire-9 (PHQ-9).* Participants responded to items on a scale ranging from O=not at all
to 3=nearly every day about their depressive symptoms throughout the past 14 days. Item
responses were summed, such that higher scores reflect greater depression symptom severity.

The PHQ-9 has demonstrated strong reliability and validity in past research (e.g., o = .89).%
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Anxiety

To assess anxiety symptoms among HCWs, we used the 7-item GAD-7.% Participants
responded to items on a scale ranging from O=not at all to 3=nearly every day about their anxiety
symptoms throughout the past 14 days. Item responses were summed for a total anxiety score,
with higher scores representing more severe anxiety. Past research has supported the reliability

and validity of the GAD-7 (e.g., o = .89).%
Posttraumatic Stress Disorder

The 20-item PTSD Checklist for the DSM-5 (PCL-5)% was used to measure PTSD
symptom severity over the past month. Participants endorsed items on a 5-point scale ranging
from O=not at all to 4=extremely. Item responses were summed to create atotal score, with
higher scores reflecting greater PTSD symptom severity. Empirical research supports the

reliability and validity of the PCL-5 (e.qg., a = .94)01.%
Procedure

Data presented here were drawn from a bilingual (i.e., English and French) survey
exploring longitudinal changes in psychological functioning of HCWs during the COVID-19
pandemic. This research was approved by the ethical review board at Western University,
Ontario, Canada. HCWs were recruited to participate via word of mouth, social media and online
advertisements, participant recruitment websites, and media rel eases through Lawson Health
Research Institute between June 26, 2020 and December 29, 2020. Interested participants were
directed to the survey-hosting platform, Research Electronic Data Capture (REDCap), where
they read aletter of information and provided informed consent to volunteer in the study.

Participants were provided with a choice to complete along-form (approximately 25-minute
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duration) or short-form (approximately 10-minute duration) of the study. They then completed a
series of demographic items and surveys related to their organizational experiences, burnout, and
psychiatric symptoms. Participants completed follow-up surveys every three months; results

presented here are based on baseline data collection.
Data Analytic Strategy

Participant total scores were created for those who had completed at least 80% of the
measures’ items except for the PEPS subscales. For the PEPS, participant scores were calculated
for those who completed at least 50% due to the small number of items. Preliminary analyses,
including descriptive statistics and bivariate correlations were calculated for all study variables
using SPSS Version 26.0.% Next, we tested predictive models to assess the associations between
moral distress and organizational variables and psychiatric sequelae using structural equation
modeling (SEM) in MPlus Version 8%. We used the maximum likelihood robust estimator to
correct standard errors for data non-normality, and the default full-information maximum
likelihood to estimate missing data. To ensure that our sample size was adequate with

consideration for model parameters,* we conducted two separate SEMs.

In the first model, we regressed the indicator variable, moral distress, onto latent
variables associated with each subscale of the PEPS, as well as latent EEQ. We used parcels as
indicators for the EEQ, as this measure comprises 20 unidimensional items, and parceling is
recommended to stabilize parameter estimates for measures with alarge number of items.* We
used an indicator variable to represent moral distress because the MM D-HP aligns more with a
formative (cf. reflective) model of measurement, and as such, it is not appropriate to specify that

the exposure indicators occur as a result of latent moral distress.*
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In the second model, we regressed outcome variables, including symptoms of anxiety,
depression, PTSD, and burnout on moral distress. We used PCL-5 symptom cluster subscores as
indicator variables for PTSD symptoms. Burnout was classified as an indicator variable, asits
final two items were measured on Likert scalesin contrast to the remaining dichotomous items.

Model fit was established using cut-off values recommended by Hu and Bentler.*®

Results

Sample Characteristics

The top five occupations in the current study included nursing (42.8%), community
health/personal support worker (10.6%), physician (4.8%), paramedic (4.2%), and social worker
(3.0%). Of those enralled in the study, n = 377 indicated they were working part-time or casual,
and n = 1006 were working full-time. A total of 804 HCWs were directly involved in clinical
activities including diagnosis, treatment, or provision of direct care to patients with elevated
temperature or confirmed COVID-19 in the month preceding participation. Additional
demographic information and more detailed occupational information is presented in Table 1.
Preiminary Analyses

Descriptive statistics, Cronbach’s alpha values, and bivariate correlations are reported in
Table 2. All bivariate correlations between study variables were statistically significant (p<.001)
with effect sizes ranging in magnitude from small to large.
Structural Equation Models

The first SEM regressing moral distress on PEPS variables and ethical work environment
demonstrated poor fit (see Mode 1 in Table 3). Upon closer inspection, modification indices
demonstrated that correlating errors on the PEPS Leadership subscale would improve mode fit,

asitem pairs reflected identical content and were endorsed separately for organizational
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management and immediate supervisor. To account for these identical item pairs, we conducted
two additional structural models: Model 2) two separate latent variables representing
Organizational Management Leadership and Immediate Supervisor Leadership, and Model 3)
correlated errors between seven Leadership item pairs based on modification indices. Although
mode fit improved slightly (Table 3), modification indices showed that errors should again be
correlated across the two latent Leadership variables due to content overlap. In addition,
correlating errors without a priori theoretical rationale can inflate model fit and reduce potential
for replication.** *> We believe that the psychometric properties of the Leadership subscale
should be revisited prior to its use in research, and therefore, we did not include Leadership in
the final model.

The SEM without including the Leadership subscale included showed strong fit (see
Model 4 in Table 3). As shown in Figure 1, resource adequacy, positive work life impact, and
ethical work environment negatively predicted severity of moral distress, whereas COVID-19
risk perception positively predicted severity of moral distress. Finally, the SEM regressing
symptoms of depression, anxiety, PTSD, and burnout on moral distressfit the data well (see
Table 3). As shown in Figure 2, moral distress significantly and positively predicted symptoms
of depression, anxiety, PTSD, and burnout.

Discussion

As expected, bivariate correlations showed that COVID-19-related organizational
variables, including workplace resource adequacy, positive work life impact, managerial and
organizational leadership, and perceptions of an ethical work environment are negatively
associated with moral distress composite scores. On the other hand, moral distress was positively

related to scores on COVID-19 risk perception. These findings are consistent with literature
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indicating that an organization’ s response to the COVID-19 pandemic plays a strong rolein
HCW exposure and distress associated with moral-ethical dilemmas.*® *” Specifically, issues
encountered throughout (and even prior to) the pandemic, such asrationing of limited PPE and
additional resources required to treat patients,” *® *° lack of organizational leadership,*® * and
potential contact with the virus*’ are all factors that contribute to the devel opment and
maintenance of moral distressin HCWs. Furthermore, when HCW organizations integrate core
ethical valuesin their processes and strategies, this has been associated with reduced severity of
moral distress, even prior to the COVID-19 pandemic.’®

These results were corroborated using SEM. Specifically, when al organizational
variables were considered together, workplace resource adequacy, positive work life impact, and
perceptions of an ethical work environment negatively predicted severity on moral distress,
whereas COVID-19 risk perceptions positively predicted severity on moral distress.
Interestingly, managerial and supervisor |eadership was not a significant predictor of moral
distress when all variables were included in the model. Upon inspection of the modification
indices, it was evident that there was a surplus of shared error variance between item pairs
reflecting managerial and supervisor leadership due to their identical wording. We opted to
interpret a model without Leadership included, as this measure should be refined prior to future
use. Similar to the model with Leadership included, each of the organizational variables
significantly predicted severity of moral distress. Overall, these findings suggest that
organizational responsesto COVID-19 play arolein HCWSs' experiences of moral-ethical
dilemmas and distress associated with such dilemmas.

As hypothesized, bivariate relations between moral distress and psychiatric outcomes,

including burnout, depression, anxiety, and PTSD symptoms were significant and medium in
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magnitude based on Cohen'’ s guidelines.® When the variables were entered into an SEM, similar
results emerged, such that moral distress predicted levels of latent burnout, depression, anxiety,
and PTSD symptoms with medium-to-large effect sizes. These findings support the notion that
when HCWs engage in activities that they perceive to be morally or ethically conflicting, such as
rationing scant PPE and risking infection to self and others, individuals may perceive themselves
asfailing to uphold their core persona and professional values and roles as caregiversto
patients.® ™" This, in turn, leads to feelings and symptoms of guilt, shame, anger, anxiety,
traumatic stress, burnout, and depression.® 4%/

Overal, our findings highlight an urgent need for HCW organi zations to implement
strategies designed to prevent moral and psychological distress within the workplace.
Specifically, our results indicated that ensuring the perceived availability of adequate resources
(e.g., PPE, ventilators, medications, staffing numbers), reducing HCW risk of contracting
COVID-19, providing organizational support regarding decisions and individual priorities, and
upholding ethical considerations are crucial to reducing severity of moral distressin HCWs.
Limitations and Future Directions

This study is not without limitations. Although we sampled a large number of HCWs
from each Canadian province/territories, our sample is not representative of the greater Canadian
HCW population (e.g., geographical, occupational, gender). In addition, our sample comprised
mostly women. However, thisis not surprising, asthe most common HCW occupation in our
sample comprises mainly women (nursing). Future research should ensure accurate

representation of the Canadian HCW population using stratified sampling strategies, accounting

for non-response bias, and exploring gender-specific effects.
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The data presented here were cross-sectional in nature, which limits the conclusions that
can be drawn from our findings. Longitudinal data reflecting moral distress and well-being to
test mediation hypotheses, including whether moral distress mediates the associations between
organizational variables and psychiatric outcomes measured, may elucidate the causal
relationships among these domains. Finally, more research exploring the nuances of moral
distressin HCWs (e.g., potential gender and occupational group differences, longitudinal
trajectories) will inform the optimal development of resilience interventions aimed at the
individual, group, institutional, and government levels.

Concluding Remarks

Overdl, our findings provide insight into the moral-ethical dilemmas and the major
detrimental effects these dilemmas have on HCWS' psychological well-being. To best prevent
long-term moral and psychological distress and to provide high quality care to patients, HCWs
and their organizations, communities, and governments must work together and communicate
standardized decision-making processes (e.g., regarding PPE distribution) effectively to ensure
that core ethical principles are upheld and that the mental and physical well-being of HCWs are

maintained.
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Tablel 2%
=5

Demographic and Organization Information Ba
R

Variable Frequency Percentage (%) 88
Age (years) e
<25 40 2.9 52

26-40 447 32.3 =g

41-60 548 39.6 785

>60 65 4.7 828

Prefer not to answer 4 0.3 RO
Missing 279 20.2 23R
Gender 5L
Women 986 713 382

Men 96 6.9 2R

Other 7 0.5 o2&

Prefer not to answer 14 1.0 952
Missing 280 20.2 %gg
Marital status za 2
Single 228 16.5 N
Married/common law 718 51.9 o83
Separated 46 33 5aa
Divorced 77 5.6 5 %>
Widowed 10 0.7 Se =

Prefer not to answer 27 2.0 =8
Missing 277 20.0 SZR
Provincel/territory red
Prince Edward Island 4 0.3 g3
Northwest Territories 5 0.4 22
Newfoundland 7 0.5 i

New Brunswick 14 1.0 33

Nova Scotia 21 15 EXy

Quebec 34 25 53
Saskatchewan 35 25 B2
Manitoba 48 35 8o

< =
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British Columbia
Alberta
Ontario
Missing

Highest level of education

Secondary or lower
Post-secondary or higher
Missing

Primary job function

Administration

Outreach

Research

Direct client/patient care
Other

Missing

Number of years as a health care

worker

<6 months

6 monthsto 1 year
1to5years

6 to 10 years

11+ years
Missing

Percentage direct patient care

No direct patient care
1-24%

25-50%

51-74%

75-100%

Missing

Workplace setting

Private practice
Hospital/community
health centre

Other

Missing

95

129
441
550

29
1077
277

89
13
15
1186
65
15

20

256
284
809

77
72
79
152
997

118
940

323

6.9
9.3
31.9
39.8

21
77.9
20.0

6.4
0.9
11
85.8
4.7
11

0.7
14
185
20.5
58.5
0.4

54
52
5.7
11.0
72.1
04

85
68.0

234
0.1

23
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Table2

Descriptive Satistics and Bivariate Correlations

E

=

i

3

Measures o Skewness Kurtosis M (SD) 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 2

1. Moral distress composite .95 72 .04 117.50(87.48) %
<

2. Resource adequacy .79 -.20 -.61 3.25(0.93) -.45 3

3. COVID-19risk perception .87 -.13 -.08 4.00(1.32) 45  -18 g@
@ @

4. Positivework lifeimpact .83 -.07 -25 3.18(0.85) -45 b2  -14 g§
< =

5. Leadership .95 -.08 =77 3.04(1.05) -41 52 -11 64 55”,3‘;

6. Depression .90 44 -.56 10.78(6.60) .37 -28 .19 -37 -24 gi
o c

7. Anxiety 93 .36 -.88 9.22(5.99) 34 -28 22 -34 -21 81 g%
ok

8.PTSD .96 .30 -.79 32.01(19.34) 49 -32 30 -40 -29 77 73 3%

Zj

9. Burnout .67 -41 -.26 3.73(2.27) 42 -3 21 -47 -33 61 .56 .56 ;E
o

10. Ethical work environment .93 12 -.02 2.99(0.72) -54 52 -21 .58 63 -30 -26 -33 -37 o8

Note. All correlations significant at p<.001. n ranges from 891 to 1383. PTSD=posttraumatic stress disorder. Burnout o does not include 5’ i

items 8 and 9, which are used to add or subtract one item from participants’ initial scores (see WBI scoring information). 5d
n @

s

£

3

g

g

=
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Table3

Structural Equation Model Fit Indices

25

Note. CFl = comparative fit index. TLI = Tucker-Lewisindex. RMSEA = root mean square error of approximation.

Cl = confidence interval. *p < .001.

23

22

CES

88

Model ¥ (df) CFI TLI RMSEA RMSEA 90% Cl <5
_88

Moral distress as ggé
outcome §g§
[SR7EN]

Mode! 1: All 3998.871*(420) .840 823 .078* .076, .081 §_>§§
outcomes %E o

£33

Model 2: Two  2824.257%(414) .892 879 .065* .063, .067 §§§
leadership latent QR g
variables wg8

<%=

Zg o

Mode 3: 2524.400*(413) .906 .894 .061* .059, .063 QE 3
Leadership Eg. §
correlated errors o8z

Model 4: Final  998.231*(180) .925 913 .057* .054, .061 i

model without 58
leadership Za0

o=

Moral distress as 1247.556*(201) .921 .909 .067* .063, .070 é §
predictor 22
S

53

ES

58

c

&2
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Figurel

Moral Distress Regressed on Organizational Variables and Ethical Work Environment Without Leader ship: Sandardized Path Coefficients and Latent Variable
Corréations

1.000 (.000)

232 (.034)

=216 (.042)

670 (.029)

223 (.027)

MMD

615(.032) - 180 (.033)

-.128 (.046)

252 (.034)

-288 (.045)
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700 (.024)

Note. n = 1383. MMD = Moral distress composite. EEQ = Ethics Environment Questionnaire. Adequacy = Resource Adequacy. Coefficients are standardized.
Standard error in brackets. All path coefficients and latent variable correlations significant at p < .01.
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Figure?2

Burnout, Depression, Anxiety, and PTSD Symptoms Regressed on Moral Distress: Standardized Path Coefficients and Latent Variable Correlations

WBI

431 (.025)

497 (.025)

.389 (.029)

478 (.027)
MMD

1359 (.029)

.804 (.020)

509 (.024)

729 (.022)
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Note. n = 1175. MMD = Mora distress composite. WBI = Well-Being Index. PHQ = Patient Health Questionnaire (depression symptoms). GAD = GAD-7
(anxiety symptoms). PCL = PTSD Checklist for the DSM-5. Coefficients are standardized. Standard error in brackets. All path coefficients and latent variable
correlations significant at p < .001.
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