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Executive summary

Common mental health problems, such as 
anxiety or depression, are widespread in the 
general population and together they are the 
predominant health problem of working age 
(HWWB, 2009). In 2005 the British Occupational 
Health Research Foundation (BOHRF) published 
a systematic evidence review of published 
evidence for effective interventions that help 
people with these conditions to remain in 
or return to work. The report was written by 
Sainsbury Centre staff (Seymour & Grove, 2005).

This paper presents the results of an update 
of that review, examining papers published 
between 2004 and the end of 2008. We searched 
the international literature published in English 
during those years, using key databases and 
a range of search terms. We selected relevant 
papers, examined further references of interest 
and subjected the chosen studies to scrutiny by 
a panel of experts. This process produced a total 
of six papers, published within our timeframe, 
which provided high quality evidence in the 
area of interest. We have reviewed the findings 
of the updated evidence against the backdrop 
of recent developments in policy and practice, 
as well as an increasing understanding and 
concern about the human and economic costs 
associated with mental health problems and 
work.

Key messages for research, policy and 
practice

	 People do not have to be entirely symptom 
free to remain in or return to work 
successfully.

Several effective interventions focus on how 
to stay at work with common mental health 
problems rather than manage health problems 
to be fit to return to work. The severity of 
a person’s mental health condition is a key 
variable, but there are also associations with 
inadequate access to appropriate therapies and 
the lack of early efforts to encourage a return to 
work. The evidence suggests that it is important 
to differentiate occupational goals from clinical 
goals and understand that the former is not 
necessarily dependent on the latter. Therefore 
less emphasis needs to be placed on employees 
being symptom-free before returning to work.

	 The workplace is not the only setting for 
the delivery of appropriate and effective 
interventions for the management of 
common mental health problems among 
working age people. 

The workplace has an important role to play in 
the management of employee mental health 
problems, but it is not the sole or principal 
setting for the delivery of effective interventions. 
Indeed none of the new studies looked at 
interventions provided in workplaces. An 
ongoing UK workplace study is outlined on p8. 
Nevertheless, policy initiatives such as Working 
our Way to Better Mental Health (HWWB, 2009) 
have positioned workplaces centre stage on 
this issue. Partnerships between employers, 
employees and a range of practitioners can help 
to maximise the retention and rehabilitation of 
people with common mental health problems. 

	 Different practitioners have valuable and 
complementary roles to play, in order to 
achieve positive work outcomes.

The NHS Health and Wellbeing Review (DH, 
2009a) made a series of recommendations on 
the role, function and professional development 
for occupational health. Evidence from 
programmes carried out in the Netherlands 
demonstrates the impact on retention and 
rehabilitation of timely interventions by 
occupational health physicians trained and 
skilled in mental health awareness and with an 
emphasis on return to work.

Working our Way to Better Mental Health 
(HWWB, 2009) recognises that primary care 
has a central role to play in the retention and 
rehabilitation of employees with common 
mental health problems. A revised medical 
statement – the fit note – now enables GPs 
to provide better return-to-work advice for 
patients to share with employers. Studies in 
our update focusing on the role of primary care 
in helping people with common mental health 
problems back to work present a mixed picture, 
with no demonstrable effect on return to work 
rates in the two relevant studies. But there are 
lessons to be learned even from ineffective 
interventions, such as the importance of GPs 
having sufficient time available to implement 
relevant skills and being able to call upon 
specialist expertise from occupational health or 
employment advisers.
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	 Independent case management (ICM) by 

third party specialists, such as labour 
experts or employment advisers, is 
critical to achieving successful outcomes 
for individuals and organisations where 
employees are not recovering as expected.

Recent studies have demonstrated the efficacy 
of third party roles such as employment 
advisers, which are already in use in the UK. 
They offer a skilled brokerage service, with 
vocational and psychological support, to enable 
the retention and rehabilitation of employees 
with common mental health problems. The 
evidence showed that ICM was more effective 
in producing positive employment outcomes 
than talking therapies alone; an approach 
that supports the current policy of integrating 
employment advisers within the Improving 
Access to Psychological Therapies (IAPT) 
programme. The evidence indicates that 
delivering psychological therapies without some 
form of employment-focused case management 
will not produce positive work outcomes for 
working age adults with common mental health 
problems.

	 Line managers have a crucial role in 
supporting employees with common mental 
health problems to remain in or return 
to work and they need effective skills 
development and training to enable them to 
do so. 

The line manager has a key role in the liaison 
between employees with common mental health 
problems, management and occupational 
health or primary care practitioners. This 
gap in the evidence base was recognised 
in the 2005 review and Sainsbury Centre is 
now developing relevant approaches and 
interventions to address this omission (see 
www.impactondepression.co.uk).

	 The need remains for research conducted 
in the United Kingdom that evaluates 
interventions that deliver early effective 
return to work for people who have 
experienced a period of mental ill health; 
and also interventions that help to maintain 
people with common mental health 
problems in work.

Research in the UK in this area has not advanced 
significantly since the 2005 review. Much of 
the evidence covered in this report comes 

from research conducted outside the UK and 
it cannot be assumed that the results of these 
studies are directly transferable to the UK. The 
interventions in our identified studies focus on 
employment outcomes for people with common 
mental health problems and would benefit from 
being tested in a UK context. Nevertheless, 
there is a sufficient body of evidence to inform 
the development of important services and 
interventions that can keep people with 
common mental health problems in work or 
facilitate their return to work.

Introduction

In 2005 the British Occupational Health 
Research Foundation (BOHRF) published 
a systematic evidence review of published 
evidence for effective interventions that help 
people with these conditions to remain in 
or return to work. The report was written by 
Sainsbury Centre staff (Seymour & Grove, 2005). 
Copies of the report and summaries can be 
downloaded from www.bohrf.org.uk.

We defined common mental health problems as 
those that are especially prevalent in the general 
population and best described by the categories 
of depression or anxiety, which often occur 
together. This review concluded that there was a 
dearth of relevant research, a view supported by 
commentators in related disciplines (Waddell et 
al., 2008).

Since we carried out that review there have 
been advances in policy and an increasing 
understanding and concern about the human 
and economic costs associated with mental 
health problems and work (HWWB, 2009; NICE, 
2009a; Dewe & Kompier, 2008; Sainsbury 
Centre, 2007). We have now surveyed the 
research literature to update the 2005 
systematic review and have examined a broad 
range of evidence, published in the last five 
years, about the management of common 
mental health problems in the working age 
population. 

This paper presents the outcome of that 
review and discusses some of the key points 
of evidence that support developments to 
improve the management of common mental 
health problems among working age people. 
We describe several innovative interventions, 
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evidence for which is sound enough to support 
their implementation and evaluation in the UK. 

Details of the methodology used in each review 
are given in a separate paper available from 
www.scmh.org.uk/employment.

Common mental health 
problems at work

Common mental health problems are 
widespread and debilitating. Surveys carried 
out in Great Britain and internationally indicate 
that at any one time about one adult in six in 
the general population has a condition such 
as anxiety or depression. Incidence is higher 
among women and in people aged 45-54 years 
and there appears to be an upward trend in 
their rates over the last 15 years (Deverill & 
King, 2009). About three-quarters of adults with 
a common mental health problem are not in 
receipt of medication or counselling, including 
two thirds of those assessed as having a level 
of symptoms sufficient to warrant treatment 
(Deverill & King, 2009). 

These levels of prevalence are mirrored among 
working age adults. At any one time nearly one 
worker in six will be experiencing depression, 
anxiety or problems related to stress. This 
increases to one in five when drug or alcohol 
dependence are included (Sainsbury Centre, 
2007). 

Although most of these mental health problems 
are unrelated to issues at work (HSE, 2007), 
there may be associations with workplace 
conditions such as long work hours, work 
overload, lack of control over work, lack of 
participation in decision making, poor social 
support and unclear management and work role, 
with some correlation with poor management 
style (Michie & Williams, 2003; Stansfeld, 2002; 
Berkels et al., 2004; Sanderson & Andrews, 
2006). High demands and low support at work 
have been shown to be predictive of depressive 
symptoms worsening, independent of individual 
personality traits (Paterniti et al., 2002). Women 
are at risk of increased depression and anxiety if 
the management style at their workplace is not 
inclusive or considerate; and male employees are 
more at risk if they feel excluded from decision 
making (Kivimaki et al., 2003a; Ylippaavalniemi 
et al., 2005; Kivimaki et al., 2003b).

Against the backdrop of an economic recession 
and a labour market under pressure, people 
may increasingly be underemployed – that 
is involuntarily working part-time or for a 
wage at or below the poverty level because 
they have lost their former employment. 
Underemployment is an independent risk 
factor for worsening mental health and such 
suboptimal jobs may contribute to depression 
(Dooly et al., 2000; Friedland & Price, 2003). 

The changing nature of work itself adds another 
layer of risk to mental health. For example 
atypical work, such as seasonal or casual work 
or fixed-term or subsidised jobs for people 
moving off benefits linked to unemployment 
support, is associated with significantly worse 
mental health (Sanderson & Andrews; 2006). 

In summary, common mental health problems 
are the dominant health problem in the working 
age population (HWWB, 2009). Despite high 
rates of mental ill health, there are indications 
that almost half of employers think between 
none and one in twenty of their employees will 
ever experience a mental health problem during 
their working lives (Shaw Trust, 2006). 

Low awareness among employers about 
the extent mental ill health, coupled with 
inadequate levels of treatment for those with 
these conditions and pervasive stigmatising 
public attitudes towards mental health problems 
(TNS Social, 2009), result in the perpetuation of 
a set of circumstances that are personally and 
financially costly to individuals, their families 
and their workplaces. An effective approach 
to the management of common mental health 
problems in the workplace could minimise or 
avert many of the related problems and costs 
associated with staff turnover, absenteeism 
and presenteeism (Sainsbury Centre, 2007; 
Sanderson & Andrews, 2006; Hilton, 2007). 
But what evidence is there for effective 
interventions?

The 2005 BOHRF review

The themes of the 2005 review (Seymour & 
Grove, 2005) were prevention, retention and 
rehabilitation. We were looking for high quality 
research papers that provided evidence on the 
effectiveness of interventions that helped to 
prevent common mental health problems in the 
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Box 1: Main findings of the 2005 review 

Prevention

	 There was moderate evidence to suggest that a range of stress management 
interventions, especially those using more than one technique or method, can have 
a beneficial impact on stress in the workplace; but it was not clear whether these 
measures might prevent common mental health problems.

	 There was limited evidence that interventions focusing on individuals produced better 
results than those targeting the organisation as a whole.

Retention

	 There was strong evidence that, for employees who were thought to be at high risk 
of developing common mental health problems, individual rather than organisational 
approaches were more effective at helping people keep their jobs. 

	 The most effective programmes focused on personal support, individual social skills and 
coping skills training. Multiple approaches had the most long lasting effects.

Rehabilitation

	 There was strong evidence that for people already experiencing common mental 
health problems at work, brief individual psychological therapy, especially cognitive 
behavioural in nature (such as CBT), was effective in aiding their recovery. 

	 These techniques had a stronger effect in employees in high-control jobs.
	 These interventions could be effectively delivered face-to-face or via computer-based 

applications, the latter finding being based on one study (van der Klink et al., 2001; 
Grime, 2004).

	 There was strong evidence for increased return to work by employees already 
experiencing mental ill health related sickness absence after an intervention by 
occupational physicians that facilitated the development of problem-solving strategies 
(van der Klink et al., 2003). 

(Seymour & Grove, 2005)

working age population, or that helped people 
with these problems to remain in or return to 
work. We searched the international literature 
published in English between 1980 and 2004 
using key databases and a range of search 
terms. Over 15,000 references were identified 
and these were initially reduced to just over 
200 papers and finally to 111 relevant papers. 
31 papers met the final critical appraisal criteria 
following the judgement of a panel of experts.

While the review found a large amount of 
literature on common mental health problems 
among the working age population, there was a 
scarcity of evidence for effective interventions 
that directly addressed their management in 

the workplace. There was a focus on clinical 
outcomes that aimed to improve mental health, 
rather than on work outcomes, such as job 
retention or return to work. The programmes 
described in the review covered those primarily 
delivered in the workplace, and a few in other 
settings such as primary care. 

The main overall finding of the review was that 
poorly targeted interventions had little effect on 
prevention, retention or rehabilitation. Cognitive 
behavioural approaches seemed to be the most 
promising. Individually targeted interventions 
that used several complementary methods were 
more effective than those that used only one. 
Box 1 sets out the review’s main findings.
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The 2008 evidence update

We have now updated the 2005 review, using 
the same aims and similar methodology, by 
examining papers published from 2004 until the 
end of 2008. We identified 129 papers that were 
of possible interest, 28 of which were relevant 
for the review. An additional 53 references from 
these studies were singled out for follow-up, 
and of these 16 were relevant to the update 

Box 2: Research included in the evidence update

Blonk, R.W.B, Brenninkmeijer, V., Lagerveld, 
S.E. & Houtman, I.L.D. (2006) Return 
to work: a comparison of two cognitive 
behavioural interventions in cases of work-
related psychological complaints among the 
self-employed. Work & Stress, 20 (2) 129-
144.
Type of study: Randomised controlled trial 
(RCT). 
Intervention: Brief intervention based 
on CBT principles combined with graded 
activity and a phased return to work, 
delivered by labour experts – specialists 
in work efficiency, occupational health, 
work processes and designing workplace 
interventions.
Outcomes measured: Psychological 
complaints, return to work, working 
conditions and social support.
Sample: Self-employed Dutch people 
who had been off work for 2-3 weeks with 
adjustment disorders such as burnout and 
stress.
Findings: The trial group returned to either 
full- or part-time work within a shorter 
period of time than those in the group who 
only received CBT or the control group who 
received two brief sessions with their GP. 

Brouwers, E.P.M., Tiemens, B.G., Terluin, B. 
& Verhaak, P.F.M. (2006) Effectiveness of an 
intervention to reduce sickness absence in 
patients with emotional distress or minor 
mental disorders: a randomised controlled 
effectiveness trial. General Hospital 
Psychiatry, 28 223-229.
Type of study: Randomised controlled trial 
(RCT). 
Intervention: An intervention in the 
Netherlands that focused on understanding 

causes, developing and implementing problem-
solving strategies and promoting early work 
resumption, delivered by social workers in 
primary care, with GPs offering care as usual.
Outcomes measured: Primary outcome 
measure was sick leave duration (in days); 
secondary outcome measures were anxiety and 
depression.
Sample: Employed patients on sick leave with 
emotional or mental health problems for less 
than three months.
Findings: There was no significant difference in 
outcomes such as sick leave duration, mental 
and physical health between the study groups 
and only the treatment group reported higher 
satisfaction. 

Fleten, N. & Johnsen, R. (2006) Reducing 
sick leave by minimal postal intervention: a 
randomised, controlled intervention study. 
Occupational Environmental Medicine, 63 676-
682.
Type of study: Randomised controlled trial 
(RCT). 
Intervention: Minimal postal intervention 
comprising letter offering return to work with 
adjusted job on sickness benefits; questionnaire 
about sick leave; and consent form to allow 
contact by the Norwegian National Insurance 
Office.
Outcomes measured: Primary outcome measure 
was probability of returning to work within one 
year.
Sample: Newly sick-listed people in Norway 
with either musculoskeletal or mental health 
problems.
Findings: The trial demonstrated a significant 
reduction in length of sick leave for those 
off work with mental health problems. Early 
intervention, within one month of sick leave 

review. A panel of seven experts in the field 
rated and appraised these studies. The final 
outcome was a total of six papers, published 
within our timeframe, which provided high 
quality evidence in the area of interest. 

We also approached several academic research 
groups known to be carrying out work in this 
area to find out about the current status of 
their studies. Some of these groups published 
their results after the end of 2008, outside the 
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commencing, as well as a focus on return to 
work regardless of mental health symptoms, 
were critical success factors.

Bakker, I.M., Terluin, B., van Marwijk, H.W.J., van 
der Windt, D.A.W.M., Rijmen, F., van Mechelen, 
W. & Stalman, W.A.B. (2007) A cluster-
randomised trial evaluating an intervention for 
patients with stress-related mental disorders 
and sick leave in primary care. PloS Clinical 
Trials, 2 (6) e26 (www.plosclinicaltrials.org).
Type of study: Cluster randomised controlled 
trial (RCT) of primary health care practices in 
Amsterdam.
Intervention: Primary care physicians received 
training to deliver a minimal intervention for 
stress-related disorders or care as usual.
Outcomes measured: Primary outcome measure 
was duration of sick leave in days from first day 
of sick leave until full (not part-time) return to 
work lasting for a period of at least four weeks 
without partial or full relapse into sick leave.
Sample: Primary care practitioners in two 
districts in Amsterdam consenting to being 
randomised into either arm of the study; 
patients with less than three months’ sick 
leave were recruited via the records of the 
participating primary care practitioners.
Findings: The intervention demonstrated no 
effect on return to work. Over the course of the 
study, symptoms reduced in both intervention 
and control groups. 

Schene, A.H., Koeter, M.W.J., Kikkert, M.J., 
Swinkels, J. A. & McCrone, P. (2007) Adjuvant 
occupational therapy for work-related major 
depression works: randomized trial including 
economic evaluation. Psychological Medicine, 
37 351-362.
Type of study: Randomised controlled trial (RCT).

Intervention: Outpatient psychiatric 
treatment plus occupational therapy, versus 
treatment as usual, delivered by three 
supervised senior psychiatric residents.
Outcomes measured: Depression, work 
resumption, work stress and costs.
Sample: Adults with depression in 
Amsterdam whose working hours had 
reduced by up to half because of their 
mental health problems.
Findings: Those in the intervention group 
started work three months earlier than 
controls, even while remaining symptomatic. 

Wang, P.S., Simon, G.E., Avorn, J., Azocar, 
F., Ludman, E.J., McCulloch, J., Petukhova, 
M.Z. & Kessler, R.C. (2007) Telephone 
screening, outreach and care management 
for depressed workers and impact on 
clinical and work productivity outcomes. A 
randomized controlled trial. JAMA, 298 (12) 
1401-1411.
Type of study: Randomised controlled trial 
(RCT).
Intervention: Telephone screening, outreach 
and care management delivered by care 
managers, licensed master’s degree-level 
mental health clinicians, employed by a 
health insurer.
Outcomes measured: Depression severity 
and work performance.
Sample: Adult employees enrolled in the 
United Behavioural Health Plan in the 
United States and identified via a two-stage 
screening process as having significant 
depression.
Findings: The intervention group had 
significantly lower self-reported depression 
scores, higher job retention and more hours 
worked. 

timeframe for our review. These findings are 
discussed later in this paper. 

Despite a narrow evidence base from which 
to choose, we did identify some international 
studies that had assessed interventions 
for employees with common mental health 
problems. Their findings are summarised in 
Box 2. Specific details of the interventions are 
described in a separate paper available at www.
scmh.org.uk/employment.

Each of the studies described in Box 2 examined 
work-related outcomes. Specific interventions 
yielded better return to work outcomes, 
although the minimal postal intervention (Fleten 
& Johnson, 2006) also reduced the length of 
sick leave taken. None of the interventions was 
actually delivered in the workplace; rather they 
were offered in other settings and by a range of 
practitioners.
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Additional findings

None of the studies identified for this update 
was conducted in the UK. They were delivered 
in continental Europe and North America. Two 
current UK projects, however, emerged from 
identified gaps in the 2005 evidence base. 

The role of the line manager

One key finding of the 2005 review was the 
significance of the line manager’s role in 
managing common mental health problems 
and the need for specialist skills training to 
enable them to do this. There was, however, no 
evidence for effective interventions. 

As a consequence Sainsbury Centre has 
been piloting and monitoring the impact 
of management training developed by the 
Australian charity beyondblue as part of their 
National Workplace Programme. The aim of 
the intervention is to build the knowledge, 
confidence and skills of managers and staff, in 
supporting people with depression and other 
mental health conditions to access timely 
treatment that can promote their recovery while 
in work. 

The pilot programme in England reached over 
250 managers and early impact assessment 
showed some encouraging results. Managers’ 
knowledge of the prevalence rates for 
mental health problems in the population 
– an underdeveloped area of management 
knowledge – rose significantly after receiving 
the training; their attitudes towards people 
with mental health problems shifted in a 
positive direction; and their confidence to 
provide support and take action for these 
groups of employees improved. (www.scmh.
org.uk/employment/impact_on_depression/
programmeevidence.aspx)

Sainsbury Centre has now negotiated a three-
year licensing agreement with beyondblue in 
order to make the full training programme, 
entitled ‘Impact on Depression’, widely available 
in this country. Once the delivery phase is up 
and running we will commission an independent 
external evaluation (www.impactondepression.
co.uk).

Computerised CBT

The 2005 review also identified limited but 
promising evidence to support the use of 
computerised CBT (cCBT) to aid recovery from 
stress-related absence among employees 
(Grime, 2004). The study demonstrated a 
positive association with use of a computer-
aided CBT programme, but the effect was 
strongest at one month and then diminished 
after three months. 

To collect more robust and reliable data, 
the British Occupational Health Research 
Foundation (BOHRF) has funded a 
randomised controlled trial (RCT) of cCBT in 
an organisational setting. The study has been 
designed to explore whether internet-based 
CBT (the freely available MoodGYM) is effective 
in reducing anxiety and depression; and in 
improving performance and attendance at work. 
The trial is also evaluating the user satisfaction 
and cost effectiveness of the approach 
compared with alternatives (www.bohrf.org.uk/
projects/perfatwk.html#ccbt). 

Implications for policy and 
practice

The two evidence reviews provide a range 
of insights into the effective management 
of common mental health problems among 
working age people and offer evidence-based 
pointers for practice and policy. We have 
identified four salient themes: the desired 
outcomes; the settings for the delivery of 
interventions; the role of the workplace; and the 
roles of different practitioners. 

Work and clinical outcomes 

The data demonstrate that the longer a person 
is off sick from work with mental ill health 
related absence, the less the chances of a 
successful return to work (HM Government, 
2006). Clearly the severity of a person’s mental 
health condition is a key variable, but there 
are also associations with inadequate access 
to appropriate therapies and the lack of early 
efforts to encourage a return to work. 

There is considerable evidence for the 
effectiveness of psychological therapies, 
particularly cognitive behavioural methods 
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treatment of anxiety and depression (NICE, 
2004, 2009c; Roth & Fonagy, 2005). On their 
own, however, psychological therapies do not 
improve employment outcomes such as return 
to work. Additional efforts aimed at getting 
people back into their employment roles are 
required (Mintz et al., 1992, van der Klink et 
al., 2003; Blonk et al., 2006; Wang et al., 2007; 
Schene et al., 2007; Fleten & Johnson, 2006). 

Both clinical and work outcomes are important, 
and approaches to achieving these positive 
outcomes should be co-ordinated for best effect. 
It is important to differentiate occupational 
goals from clinical goals and understand that 
the former are not necessarily dependent on 
the latter. Research studies should clearly 
delineate clinical from work outcomes and the 
interventions required to address these. 

As shown in studies of supported employment 
for people with severe mental health conditions 
(Sainsbury Centre, 2009a), it is not necessary to 
be without symptoms to function successfully at 
work. The same applies to people with common 
mental health problems and less emphasis 
needs to be placed on employees being 
symptom-free before returning to work. 

One study (Fleten & Johnson, 2006) concluded 
that focusing on how to stay in work with 
health problems was seen as more effective 
for employees with common mental health 
problems than managing health problems to be 
fit to return to work. This shift may be the start 
of an emerging recognition that work itself – if 
well-organised with adjustments for individual 
need – can help to remedy common mental 
health problems.

Settings for delivery of interventions 

Workplaces have habitually been seen as 
key settings for a range of health promotion 
initiatives targeted at working people. 
Programmes that assist employees to reduce or 
give up smoking, eat more healthily or improve 
their fitness are common. But the published 
research shows that there are few evidence-
based interventions carried out in or by 
workplaces to address common mental health 
problems among employees. 

The research literature on programmes that 
address the mental health of employees has 
been dominated by interventions targeted 

either at the whole population of employees, for 
example stress innoculation, or at those deemed 
to be at high risk of stress-related disorders, for 
example stress reduction or management. These 
approaches mirror physical health interventions 
aimed at individual behaviour change and do 
not offer a model for organisational approaches 
to these issues.

None of the interventions described in 
our update review was delivered in or by 
workplaces. They were carried out in a range 
of other settings, by a diverse group of 
practitioners, often determined by the health 
insurance arrangements for employed people in 
those countries. 

The role of the workplace and employers 

While the evidence points to workplaces not 
being the sole or principal setting for delivering 
interventions for people with common mental 
health problems, employers nevertheless 
remain key partners. They are, after all, in a 
contractual and personal relationship with their 
employees and they have statutory health, 
safety and disability accommodation duties. 
The focus of employers’ role in the management 
of common mental health problems among 
employees should be to ensure that the 
working environment supports retention and 
rehabilitation. Recent policy recommendations 
have highlighted this responsibility.

For example, the National Institute for Health 
and Clinical Excellence (NICE) reviewed some 
of the literature on mental health and work, as 
suggested by experts in the field. In the absence 
of RCTs on the topic under review, Workplace 
Mental Health suggests that employers take 
a strategic and co-ordinated approach to 
workplace wellbeing; that employers provide 
opportunities for flexible working; and that 
line managers promote and support wellbeing 
among staff (NICE, 2009a).

The NHS Health and Wellbeing Review (DH, 
2009a) acknowledged not only that some 
employees are likely to have existing common 
mental health problems, but also that the nature 
of the working environment can sometimes have 
a negative impact on staff mental wellbeing. 
Among the review’s recommendations were 
that all NHS bodies should ensure that their 
management practices adhered to the Health 
and Safety Executive’s management standards 
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for the control of work-related stress; that more 
investment was needed to attract people to take 
up occupational medicine; that all managers 
are trained in the management of people with 
mental health problems; and that all NHS bodies 
give priority to the implementation of the NICE 
guidance on workplace mental health in order 
to signal their commitment to staff health and 
wellbeing (NICE, 2009a).

A parallel piece of work has complemented 
the NHS Health and Wellbeing Review and 
described findings from the Practitioner Health 
Programme. The intervention is targeted at 
doctors and dentists with health problems 
who might be reluctant to seek help through 
usual channels. In its first year, a total of 184 
practitioners within the M25 area have accessed 
the service: 57% with mental health problems 
and 23% with addiction issues (DH, 2010; 
Crawford et al., 2009; Samuel et al., 2009; Ipsos 
MORI, 2009).

The Government’s Foresight scientific review 
on Mental Capital and Wellbeing (Foresight, 
2008) included a chapter devoted to work 
(Dewe & Kompier, 2008), recommending that 
employers foster work environments conducive 
to good mental wellbeing and the enhancement 
of mental capital, for example by extending 
the right to flexible working. The chapter also 
highlighted the importance of integrating 
occupational health professionals with primary 
care, the collection of wellbeing data against Key 
Performance Indicators, and annual wellbeing 
audits.

All of these recommendations mirror the 
findings of a longitudinal cohort study on 
workplace factors that may help to reduce 
depressive symptoms (Brenninkmeijer et al., 
2008). Work resumption, partial and full, and 
the employer changing the employee’s tasks, 
promoted a more favourable outcome. However, 
these findings emerged from the Netherlands, 
where the employer and employee have a legal 
obligation to sit together and discuss solutions 
to obstacles preventing return to work, an 
important factor associated with the decrease 
in long-term disability in that country (Reijenga 
et al., 2006). Perhaps a policy shift will be 
necessary to allow workplaces in the UK to play 
a central role in the management of common 
mental health problems.

The roles of different practitioners

Working for a Healthier Tomorrow (HWWB, 
2008) included a health professionals’ 
consensus statement on health and work 
(HWWB, 2008a). Almost 40 different 
organisations were signatories and they made 
a strong case for the role of work in promoting 
and protecting health.

The evidence also supports a significant role for 
a range of practitioners, such as primary care, 
occupational health and the emerging brokerage 
specialists, working singly or in partnership 
to address employees’ common mental health 
problems. 

Primary care

Primary care can play a vital role in the 
rehabilitation of people back into work and in 
enabling people to remain in work while they are 
receiving health treatment. 

Eight out of ten of people say they would consult 
their GP first for treatment if they thought they 
had a mental health problem (TNS Social, 
2009). NICE guidance on long-term sickness 
absence (NICE, 2009b) acknowledges the key 
position of the GP and aims to facilitate GPs in 
handling requests for fit notes appropriately, 
in supporting people back into work and in 
avoiding long-term sickness absence whenever 
possible.

Nevertheless, the picture regarding the role of 
primary care in delivering effective interventions 
is mixed. In our review, studies that investigated 
interventions delivered by or alongside primary 
care reported no effect on the rates of return 
to work (Bakker et al., 2007; Brouwers et 
al., 2006). These findings mirror those from 
a range of other studies demonstrating that 
people with common mental health problems 
in treatment with primary care had lower 
workforce participation, even if they retained 
their employment (Yelin et al., 1996; Hilton et al., 
forthcoming).

However, on the positive side, there is evidence 
that primary care practitioners trained to 
diagnose and treat depression can effectively 
help people to retain employment (Schoenbaum 
et al., 2001, 2002). A randomised trial in the 
United States looked at people with depression 
who used community primary care services 
where enhanced care was delivered by trained 
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primary practitioners and care managers. 
There were cost-effective positive results for 
absenteeism and work productivity over two 
years, the effect being more observable among 
those who were continuously employed over 
that period (Rost et al., 2004; Sasso et al., 
2006). 

Occupational health

Occupational health practitioners have a 
significant role to play in the management of 
common mental health problems, but there is 
limited evidence on efficacy of interventions 
delivered by them. During the time period of our 
update review we did not identify any relevant 
evidence, although one of our studies concluded 
that an intervention delivered in primary care 
might have been more effective if delivered 
by occupational physicians (OPs) rather than 
primary care alone (Brouwers et al., 2006). 

However, in 2009, colleagues in the Netherlands 
sent us the results of a study that explored 
the role of occupational physicians. In the 
Netherlands each employee is required to 
have a rehabilitation consultation with an 
occupational physician when they are on 
sick leave. Consequently there has been a 
determined effort to evaluate their role in the 
diagnosis and treatment of Dutch employees 
with common mental health problems. 

In 2000 the Netherlands Society of Occupational 
Medicine published The Management by 
Occupational Physicians (OPs) of Workers with 
Common Mental Health Problems, a practice 
guideline that promotes a more active role 
for the OP in facilitating employees’ return 
to work. Although this guidance was widely 
welcomed by employers, employees and OPs, its 
implementation was poor. 

A randomised controlled trial comparing an 
intervention delivered by OPs trained in using 
the guidance to usual care found no difference 
in return to work rates between the two groups. 
However, there were benefits for employees with 
minor stress-related disorders and guidance-
based care was more cost effective than usual 
care (Rebergen et al., 2009a; Rebergen et al., 
2009b).

The results of the study indicate that a 
combined work and individual intervention 
by an occupational expert, as proposed in the 

guideline, could be more effective in facilitating 
return to work than passive care that offered 
referral to secondary mental health care.

‘Third party’ roles

The third practitioner role to surface from 
the evidence is that of the independent case 
manager. The new evidence described the 
efficacy of these ‘third party’ roles in the 
management of employees’ common mental 
health problems (Blonk et al., 2006, Wang et al., 
2007). Additional evidence for these approaches 
emerged after we had completed our review, 
from Dutch colleagues who had carried out 
a feasibility study for a randomised trial of a 
participatory workplace intervention to improve 
return to work for employees with common 
mental health problems (van Oostrom et al., 
2009). 

The study targeted employees who had been 
off work for 2-8 weeks with distress. ‘Return to 
Work’ co-ordinators acted as brokers between 
employees and their workplaces, holding 
separate one-to-one interviews with the 
employee and employer, and then arranging a 
joint meeting for all parties. The co-ordinator’s 
role was considered vital in ensuring increased 
equality, safety and support in discussions 
between employees and their employers. 
Communication and conflict resolution were 
identified as essential competencies for the co-
ordinators.

The UK equivalents of these workers are 
specialist employment advisers, in particular 
those co-located in primary care practices. These 
advisers offer vocational and psychological 
support to enable people with mental health 
problems to remain in their job or to find 
employment elsewhere. In a joint study with 
the Institute of Mental Health, Sainsbury Centre 
conducted a Delphi survey of expert opinion, to 
develop a list of knowledge and skills required 
by job retention workers. The survey found that 
this work requires negotiation, communication 
and conflict resolution skills that are not 
routinely covered in health professionals’ 
training courses. Key to the role is the ability to 
collaborate with a wide range of agencies and to 
understand the complex issues that employers 
and workers face (Sainsbury Centre, 2009b). 

A realistic evaluation framework has been used 
to assess the impact of employment advisers in 
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primary care on supporting people to retain their 
jobs. Interventions that people with common 
mental health problems found most helpful 
were careers guidance (including psychological 
profiling) and developing strategies to negotiate 
and communicate with employers. These 
interventions helped individuals to take control, 
broaden their horizons and move forward 
(Pittam et al., forthcoming).

In the NICE review of the evidence for managing 
long-term sickness absence and incapacity 
for work, with particular emphasis on 
musculoskeletal and mental health conditions 
(NICE, 2009b) the recommendations focused 
on preventing or reducing recurring short-term 
or long-term sickness absence; the transition 
from short-term to long-term sickness absence; 
promoting return to work for those on long-term 
sickness absence; and support for those in 
receipt of incapacity benefit or similar benefits. 
Independent, suitably trained, impartial case 
management was seen as significant, as was 
open dialogue between employee and employer 
facilitated by the case worker. 

Policy, practice and evidence: 
convergence or divergence? 

There is clearly a body of evidence, albeit thinner 
than we may like, that suggests some effective 
ways of managing mental health problems among 
working age adults. But how do developments in 
policy and practice map against what is known to 
be effective from the evidence?

National policy developments 

The mental health and wellbeing of employees 
has moved up the policy agenda, as witnessed 
by several complementary government policy 
initiatives.

Working our Way to Better Mental Health: A 
framework for action is the cross government 
mental health and employment strategy 
(HWWB, 2009) responding to a review of 
employment support for people with mental 
health conditions (Perkins et al., 2009). It 
supports a dual approach that addresses both 
wellbeing at work for everyone and better 
employment outcomes for people with mental 
health conditions, whether they are currently 
in work or not. Key areas for action include 

changing workplace attitudes to mental health, 
improving health and wellbeing at work and 
tailoring support for individuals. 

Co-ordinated action across government is also 
seen as fundamental, a stance taken by the 
new mental health policy New Horizons (DH, 
2009b). This document lays down the blueprint 
for mental health policy in the next decade 
following completion of the ten-year National 
Service Framework for Mental Health (DH, 1999). 
Mental health and work are highlighted as key 
in promoting and protecting mental wellbeing. 
The content describes some of the actions that 
individuals or employers might take to improve 
mental health in the workplace. This links 
across to the mental health and employment 
strategy, and its promise of a cross- government 
approach to mental health and work that covers 
the continuum of mental health from common to 
more severe conditions.

Beyond government, the NHS Employers’ Open 
Your Mind campaign has strategic aims focusing 
on:

	 Reducing mental ill health stigma and 
misunderstanding;

	 Helping to create a better working 
environment and positive culture for those 
in the NHS workforce experiencing mental 
health problems;

	 Raising awareness among NHS organisations 
about the benefits of increasing employment 
among people with mental health conditions; 

	 Aiding staff retention, and therefore 
improving intellectual capital, productivity, 
performance and business benefits;

	 Supporting NHS organisations to be both 
exemplars in employment of people with 
mental ill health and local employers of 
choice.

(www.nhsemployers.org/openyourmind)

Psychological therapies 

The role of talking therapies in helping to treat 
common mental health problems has been 
recognised in the Department of Health’s 
Improving Access to Psychological Therapies 
(IAPT) programme (www.iapt.nhs.uk). Delivered 
through primary care, the IAPT programme 
offers an opportunity to help people to remain 
in employment. As already noted, however, the 
evidence suggests that regaining health does 
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not necessarily result in return to work (van der 
Klink et al., 2001; Mintz et al., 1992). To produce 
effective employment outcomes, IAPT must 
be integrated with evidence-based vocational 
services.

Some of our new evidence corroborates this 
conclusion. Blonk et al. (2006), for example, 
clearly demonstrated the need for brokerage in 
addition to talking therapies. However, several 
other studies (Wang et al., 2007; van Oostrom 
et al., 2009) emphasised the need for a skilled 
brokerage function to act for the employee as 
an intermediary with other crucial partners in 
health and employment.

In our view this evidence supports the current 
policy of integrating employment advisers within 
the IAPT programme and offers strong pointers 
to the remit, skills and training that this role 
requires. Conversely, it appears that delivering 
psychological therapies without some form of 
employment focused case management will not 
produce positive work outcomes for working age 
adults with common mental health problems.

Sickness certification 

Primary care has a key role to play in the 
management of common mental health 
problems. The studies identified in our evidence 
review that were conducted in primary care and 
looked at work outcomes showed no positive 
effects for the interventions carried out in this 
setting (Bakker et al., 2007, Brouwers et al., 
2006). However, these data emanate from the 
Netherlands. In the UK, there has been a recent 
marked shift of GP interest and activity in this 
area, notably in training and practice.

For example, Working our Way to Better Mental 
Health (HWWB, 2009) has advocated changes in 
sickness certification to promote better health 
among working age adults. A revised medical 
statement – the fit note – now enables GPs to 
provide better return-to-work advice for patients 
to share with employers. 

There is a partnership between the Royal 
College of General Practitioners and the Faculty 
of Occupational Medicine to deliver a new 
education programme for GPs to raise their 
awareness of the positive links between health 
and work, and equip them to manage health-
related employment discussions with patients. 
There are also plans to develop e-learning 
support for GPs and health care professionals 

in primary care showing the importance of 
employment for mental health (HWWB, 2009 
p.40). In Wales, primary care practitioners 
are now given ‘clear-cut’ decision guides to 
support consultations on health and work (www.
healthyworkingwales.com/deskaids/index.
html).

Some commentators have argued for the fit note 
to include an option to recommend a referral for 
an occupational health assessment (Verbeek & 
Madan, 2009). But the Government in its official 
response to Working our Way to Better Mental 
Health decided against this option and has left it 
to GPs to indicate in the fit note’s comment box 
whether an occupational health referral would 
be beneficial (DWP, 2010).

Boosting the role of occupational health

Working for a Healthier Tomorrow (HWWB, 
2008) emphasised the need for the inclusion 
of occupational health and vocational 
rehabilitation within mainstream health care 
and called for clear professional leadership and 
standards of practice to revitalise the workforce.

Research from outside the UK points to the 
potential for occupational health, either on its 
own or in tandem with primary care, to produce 
positive outcomes for employees with common 
mental health problems (Brouwers et al., 2006, 
Rebergen et al., 2009a). This embryonic body 
of evidence emanates from the Netherlands, 
where there is a legal obligation for employers 
and employees to discuss solutions to obstacles 
that might prevent a return to work. Meeting this 
requirement is associated with the decrease in 
long-term disability in that country (Reijenga et 
al., 2006).

Tackling stigma and discrimination

The mental health anti-stigma campaign Time to 
Change has a high profile programme to change 
public attitudes to mental health (www.time-to-
change.org.uk). The Government’s anti-stigma 
programme, Shift, has set up a panel to assess 
the quality and impact of materials designed to 
help employers promote mental wellbeing and 
manage mental ill health in the workplace (www.
shift.org.uk). 

Two occupational health physicians have 
recently acknowledged the barrier that stigma 
presents to the retention and rehabilitation 
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of working age adults with common mental 
health problems. They have argued for a 
fundamental change in the perceptions and 
beliefs of employers, employees and health 
care professionals, in order to give the fit note 
the best possible chance of achieving its aims 
(Verbeek & Madan, 2009). 

Conclusions

In the four years between the two evidence 
reviews there have been some new studies 
testing out interventions to promote retention 
in or return to work during or after a period 
of mental ill health. They have reinforced the 
conclusions of the first evidence review and 
added some qualitatively different dimensions. 
The new studies appraised work as well as 
clinical outcomes. They looked at emerging 
practitioner roles that did not appear in the 
2005 review. And they have highlighted the 
need to distinguish between interventions 
aimed at treating the condition and those aimed 
at getting people back to work.

However, none of the studies was carried out 
in the UK. There are key differences that could 
affect transferability. Practitioner roles, statutory 
requirements or the length of time for which 
jobs are protected for people on sick leave, all 
differ between the UK and the countries where 
the studies were conducted. 

None of the interventions was delivered in or 
by workplaces, although employers remain key 
players in the management of common mental 
health problems among working people. As 
the focus shifts towards supporting people in 
the workplace, rather than requiring them ‘to 
get better’ before returning to work, employers 
will need to develop appropriate organisational 
policies such as introducing flexible working and 
making reasonable adjustments. Regardless 
of where interventions are delivered or by 
whom, employers will have a major stake in the 
outcomes. 

There are current practice examples that give 
cause for optimism. BT has reported that its 
mental wellbeing strategy has led to a reduction 
of 30% in mental health-related sickness 
absence, and a return to work rate of 75% 
for people absent for more than six months 
(Wilson, 2007). But these outcomes have not 
been published in the research literature. There 

is also UK research, currently in process, on 
computer-based CBT for employees. 

Clearly there is a pressing need to develop 
a research agenda to test out some of the 
interventions we have identified in the UK. There 
is also a need to ensure that innovative and 
potentially effective practice is systematically 
evaluated and published. Our view is that 
government, along with the major research 
funding bodies, should review and support 
research and development funding in this area. 

Despite the limitations of the research evidence, 
the systematic studies and the experience of 
people working in health and employment 
services provide a sufficient body of knowledge 
to inform current policy and practice. What 
is clear is that there is a need to consider all 
of the key players: health services (primary 
care, secondary care and occupational health), 
employers, and employees with common mental 
health problems. 

The need for collaboration and effective 
partnerships between the key players has 
emerged repeatedly as the lynchpin for effective 
outcomes “an integrative coherent system of 
care that incorporates close collaboration with 
mental health specialists and non-statutory 
services, case management and a recognition 
and acknowledgement of the importance of the 
health care professional – patient relationship” 
(Boardman & Walters, 2009). 

What is also clear is that the management of 
retention and rehabilitation is skilled work. 
Practitioners will need to know and understand 
the research evidence, and keep up-to-date with 
developments in a fast-moving field.

It is also important to acknowledge that 
persistent stigma contributes to low 
expectations of the capability of people with 
common mental health problems to continue 
working and can hinder their retention and 
rehabilitation. 

Working our Way to Better Mental Health 
(HWWB, 2009) provides a focal point around 
which policy, practice and evidence must now 
unite. This, together with the application and 
assessment of some of the interventions we 
have identified, offers the best opportunity 
to manage common mental health problems 
among the working age population effectively 
and to reduce the negative impact of mental ill 
health on people’s lives and livelihoods.



15

Sainsbury Centre for M
ental Health 

REPORT 
Com

m
on m

ental health problem
s at w

ork

Acknowledgements

This paper was written by Linda Seymour, Head 
of Policy at the Sainsbury Centre. The final 
content was much improved by the input of a 
range of colleagues. 

Members of the Sainsbury Centre’s Employment 
Programme who offered advice and guidance 
were:

Bob Grove, Joint Chief Executive 
Helen Lockett, Associate Director  
Jed Boardman, Senior Policy Advisor  
Michael Parsonage, Senior Policy Advisor. 

Thanks also to the following colleagues for their 
contributions and helpful comments:

John Ballard, Director, The At Work Partnership 
and Editor, Occupational Health [at Work]

Dame Carol Black, National Director for Health 
and Work

Debbie Cohen, Senior Medical Research Fellow, 
Centre for Psychosocial & Disability Research, 
Cardiff University

Kit Harling, CBE, Consultant Occupational 
Physician at Derriford Hospital, Plymouth, and 
Director of NHS Plus

Dr Stefan Lorenz, South London and Maudsley 
NHS Foundation Trust

Brian Kazer, Chief Executive, British 
Occupational Health Research Foundation 
(BOHRF)

Mike O’Donnell, Chief Medical Officer, UNUM

Simon Pickvance, Honorary Research Fellow, 
Department of Public Health, University of 
Sheffield

We would particularly like to thank BOHRF for 
funding the production of this publication.

References

Bakker, I.M., Terluin, B., van Marwijk H.W.J., van 
der Windt, D.A.W.M., Rijmen, F., van Mechelen, 
W. & Stalman, W.A.B. (2007) A cluster-
randomised trial evaluating an intervention for 
patients with stress-related mental disorders 
and sick leave in primary care. PloS Clinical 
Trials, 2 (6) e26. (www.plosclinicaltrials.org)

Berkels, H., Henderson, J., Henke, N., Kuhn, K., 
Lavikainen, J., Lehtinen, V., Ozamiz, A., van den 
Heede, P. & Zenzinger, K. (2004) Mental Health 
Promotion and Prevention Strategies for Coping 
with Anxiety, Depression and Stress-Related 
Disorders in Europe. Final Report 2001-2003. 
Dortmund/Dresden/Berlin: WHO.

Blonk, R.W.B., Brenninkmeijer, V., Lagerveld, 
S.E. & Houtman, I.L.D. (2006) Return to work: 
a comparison of two cognitive behavioural 
interventions in cases of work-related 
psychological complaints among the self-
employed. Work & Stress, 20 (2) 129-144.

Boardman, J. & Walters, P. (2009) Managing 
depression in primary care: it’s not only what 
you do it’s the way that you do it. British Journal 
of General Practice, 59 (559) 76-78.

Brenninkmeijer, V., Houtman, I. & Blonk, 
R. (2008) Depressed and absent from 
work: predicting prolonged depressive 
symptomatology among employees. 
Occupational Medicine, 58 295-301.

Brouwers, E.P.M., Tiemens, B.G., Terluin, B. 
& Verhaak, P.F.M. (2006) Effectiveness of an 
intervention to reduce sickness absence in 
patients with emotional distress or minor 
mental disorders: a randomised controlled 
effectiveness trial. General Hospital Psychiatry, 
28 223-229.

Crawford, J., Shafrir, A. et al. (2009) A Systematic 
Review of the Health of Health Practitioners. 
Edinburgh: Institute of Occupational Medicine. 
(www.iom-world.org)

Department for Work and Pensions (2010) 
Reforming the Medical Statement: Government 
response to the consultation on draft 
regulations. (www.dwp.gov.uk/docs/reform-
med-stat-govt-response-29jan10.pdf )



16

Sainsbury Centre for M
ental Health 

REPORT 
Com

m
on m

ental health problem
s at w

ork

Deverill, C. & King, M. (2009) Common mental 
disorders. In: McManus, S., Meltzer, H., Brugha, 
T., Bebbington, P. & Jenkins, R. (eds) Adult 
Psychiatric Morbidity in England: Results of a 
household survey. The NHS Information Centre. 
(www.ic.nhs.uk/pubs/psychiatricmorbidity07)

Dewe, P. & Kompier, M. (2008) Foresight Mental 
Capital and Wellbeing Project. Wellbeing 
and Work: Future challenges. London: The 
Government Office for Science. (www.foresight.
gov.uk/Mental_Capital/Wellbeing_and_work.
pdf )

DH (1999) National Service Framework for 
Mental Health: Modern standards and service 
models. London: Department of Health.

DH (2009a) NHS Health and Wellbeing 
Review. Interim report. London: Department 
of Health. (www.nhshealthandwellbeing.org/
InterimReport.html)

DH (2009b) New Horizons: Towards a shared 
vision for mental health. Consultation. London: 
Department of Health. (www.dh.gov.uk/
mentalhealth)

DH (2010) Invisible Patients: Report of 
the working group on the health of health 
professionals. London: Department of Health.
(www.dh.gov.uk/en/Publicationsandstatistics/
Publications/PublicationsPolicyAndGuidance/
DH_113540)

Dooley, D., Prause, J. & Ham-Rowbottom, K.A. 
(2000) Underemployment and depression: 
longitudinal relationships. Journal of Health and 
Social Behaviour, 41 421-436.

Fleten, N. & Johnsen, R. (2006) Reducing 
sick leave by minimal postal intervention: a 
randomised, controlled intervention study. 
Occupational Environmental Medicine, 63 676-
682.

Foresight (2008) Mental Capital and Wellbeing 
Project. Final Project Report. (www.foresight.
gov.uk/Mental_Capital/Mental_capital_&_
wellbeing_Exec_Sum.pdf )

Friedland, D.S. & Price, R.H. (2003) 
Underemployment consequences for the health 
and wellbeing of workers. American Journal of 
Community Psychology, 32 33-45.

Grime, P.R. (2004) Computerised cognitive 
behavioural therapy at work: a randomized 
controlled trial in employees with recent stress-
related absenteeism. Occupational Medicine, 54 
(5) 353-359.

Health and Safety Executive (2007) Self-
Reported Work-Related Illness 2005/06. 
(http://hse.gov.uk/statistics/tables/0506/
swit1.htm)

Health, Work and Wellbeing (2008) Working 
for a Healthier Tomorrow: Dame Carol Black’s 
review of the health of Britain’s working 
age population. Norwich: TSO. (www.
workingforhealth.gov.uk/Carol-Blacks-Review/
Default.aspx)

Health, Work and Wellbeing (2008a) Health 
Work and Wellbeing. Healthcare Professionals’ 
Consensus Statement. Statement of Health 
and Work. (www.workingforhealth.gov.
uk/documents/healthcare-professionals-
consensus-statement-4-march-2008.pdf )

Health, Work and Wellbeing (2009) Working 
our Way to Better Mental Health: A framework 
for action. (www.workingforhealth.gov.uk/
Initiatives/Mental-health-and-employment-
strategy/Default.aspx)

HM Government (2006) A New Deal for Welfare: 
Empowering people to work. (Green Paper) 
CM6730. London: The Stationery Office.

Hilton, M. (2007) Getting upstream of 
psychological disability in the workforce – 
who are we not seeing and at what cost? 
Presentation available from: (http://www.
mrc.ac.uk/Utilities/Documentrecord/index.
htm?d=MRC003869)

Hilton, M.F., Scuffham, P.A., Vecchio, N. & 
Whiteford H.A. (forthcoming) Using the 
interaction of mental health symptoms and 
treatment status to estimate lost employee 
productivity. Australian and New Zealand Journal 
of Psychiatry. In press (accepted 18 June 2009).

Ipsos MORI (2009) Fitness to Practice: The 
health of healthcare professionals. London. 

Kivimaki, M., Elovainio, M., Vahtera, J. & Ferrie, 
J.E. (2003a) Organisational justice and health 
of employees: prospective cohort study. 
Occupational Environmental Medicine, 60 27-
34.



17

Sainsbury Centre for M
ental Health 

REPORT 
Com

m
on m

ental health problem
s at w

ork
Kivimaki , M., Vahtera, E.J., Virtanen, M. & 
Stansfeld, S.A. (2003b) Association between 
organizational inequity and incidence of 
psychiatric disorders in female employees. 
Psychological Medicine, 33 319-326.

Michie, S. & Williams, S. (2003) Reducing work-
related psychological ill health and sickness 
absence: a systematic literature review. 
Occupational and Environmental Medicine, 60 
3-9.

Mintz, J., Mintz, L.I., Arruda, M.J. & Hwang, 
S.S. (1992) Treatments of depression and the 
functional capacity to work. Archives of General 
Psychiatry, 49 761-768.

NICE (2004) Anxiety: management of anxiety 
(panic disorder, with or without agoraphobia, 
and generalised anxiety disorder) in adults in 
primary, secondary and community care. 
CG 22. London: NICE. 

NICE (2009a) Workplace Mental Health. 
(http://guidance.nice.org.uk/PHG/Wave12/82)

NICE (2009b) Managing long-term sickness 
absence and incapacity for work.  
(http://guidance.nice.org.uk/PH19/Guidance/
pdf/English)

NICE (2009c) Depression: The treatment and 
management of depression in adults (update). 
GG 90. London: NICE. 

Paterniti, S., Niedhammer, I., Lang, T., & Consoli, 
S.M. (2002) Psychosocial factors at work, 
personality traits and depressive symptoms: 
Longitudinal results from the GAZEL study. 
British Journal of Psychiatry, 181 (2) 111-117.

Perkins, R., Farmer, P. & Litchfield, P. (2009) 
Realising Ambitions: Better employment 
support for people with mental health 
conditions. (www.dwp.gov.uk/policy/welfare-
reform/legislation-and-key-documents/
realising-ambitions)

Pittam, G., Boyce, M., Secker, J., Lockett, H. & 
Samele, C. (forthcoming). Employment advice in 
primary care: a realistic evaluation. Health and 
Social Care in the Community. In press (accepted 
19 March 2010). 

Rebergen, D.S., Bruinvels, D.J., Bezemer, P.D., 
van der Beek, A.J. & van Mechelen, W. (2009a) 
Guideline-based care of common mental 
disorders by occupational physicians (Co-OP 
study): a randomized controlled trial. JOEM, 51 
(3) 305-312.

Rebergen, D.S., Bruinvels, D.J., van Tulder, M.W., 
van der Beek, A.J. & van Mechelen, W. (2009b) 
Cost effectiveness of guideline-based care for 
workers with mental health problems. JOEM, 51 
(3) 313-322.

Reijenga , F.A., Veerman, T. & van den Berg, N. 
(2006) Evaluation Law Gatekeeper Improvement. 
Report 363. Gravenhage: Ministerie van Sociale 
Zaken en Werkgelegenheid NL.

Rost, K., Smith, J.L. & Dickinson, M. (2004) The 
effect of improving primary care depression 
management on employee absenteeism and 
productivity: A randomized trial. Medical Care, 
42 1202-1210.

Roth, A. & Fonagy, P. (2005) What Works for 
Whom? Second edition. London: Guilford Press.

Sainsbury Centre (2007) Mental Health at 
Work: Developing the Business Case. London: 
Sainsbury Centre for Mental Health.

Sainsbury Centre (2009a) Doing What Works: 
Individual Placement and Support into 
Employment. London: Sainsbury Centre for 
Mental Health.

Sainsbury Centre (2009b) Delivering Job 
Retention Services: A knowledge and skill set 
for employment advisory services located in 
primary care settings. London: Sainsbury Centre 
for Mental Health. 

Samuel, B., Harvey, S.B., Laird, B. et al. (2009) 
The Mental Health of Health Care Professionals: 
A review for the Department of Health. London: 
King’s College London.

Sanderson, K. & Andrews, G. (2006) 
Common mental disorders in the workforce: 
Recent findings from descriptive and social 
epidemiology. Canadian Journal of Psychiatry, 51 
(2) 63-75.

Sasso, A.T.L., Rost, K. & Beck, A. (2006) 
Modelling the impact of enhanced depression 
treatment on workplace functioning and costs: 
A cost-benefit approach. Medical Care, 44 (4) 
352-358.

Schene, A.H., Koeter, M.W.J., Kikkert, M.J., 
Swinkels, J. A. & McCrone, P. (2007) Adjuvant 
occupational therapy for work-related major 
depression works: randomized trial including 
economic evaluation. Psychological Medicine, 
37 351-362.



18

Sainsbury Centre for M
ental Health 

REPORT 
Com

m
on m

ental health problem
s at w

ork

Schoenbaum, M., Unuetzer, J., Sherbourne, 
C., Duan, N., Rubenstein, L.V., Miranda, J., 
Meredith, L.S., Carney, M.F. & Wells, K. (2001) 
Cost-effectiveness of practice-initiated quality 
improvement for depression: results of a 
randomized controlled trial. Journal of the 
American Medical Association, 286 (11) 1325-
1330.

Schoenbaum, M., Unuetzer, J., McCaffrey, D., 
Duan. N., Sherbourne, C. & Wells, K. (2002) The 
effects of primary care depression treatment on 
patients’ clinical status and employment. Health 
Services Research, 37 (5) 1145-1158.

Seymour, L. & Grove, B. (2005) Workplace 
Interventions for People with Common Mental 
Health Problems. London: British Occupational 
Health Research Foundation. (www.bohrf.org.
uk/downloads/cmh_rev.pdf ) Summary reports 
can be found at: (www.bohrf.org.uk/downloads/
cmh_hp.pdf ) (www.bohrf.org.uk/downloads/
cmh_emp.pdf )

Shaw Trust (2006) The Last Workplace Taboo. 
(www.tacklementalhealth.org.uk)

Stansfeld, S. (2002) Work, personality and 
mental health. British Journal of Psychiatry, 181 
96-98.

TNS Social (2009) Attitudes to Mental Illness 
2009. Research Report. JN189997. (www.
library.nhs.uk/mentalHealth/ViewResource.
aspx?resID=319335)

van der Klink, J.J.L, Blonk, R.W.B., Schene, 
A.H. & van Dijk, F.J.H. (2001) The benefits of 
interventions for work-related stress. American 
Journal of Public Health, 91 270-276.

van der Klink, J.J., Blonk, R.W., Schene, A.H. 
& van Dijk, F.J.H. (2003) Reducing long term 
sickness absence by an activating intervention 
in adjustment disorders: a cluster randomised 
controlled design. Occupational Environmental 
Medicine, 60 429-437.

van Oostrom, S.H., van Mechelen, W., Terluin, 
B., de Vet, H.C.W. & Anema, J.R. (2009) A 
participatory workplace intervention for 
employees with distress and lost time: A 
feasibility evaluation within a randomised 
controlled trial. Journal of Occupational 
Rehabilitation, 19 212-222. (This article 
is published with open access at www.
Springerlink.com)

Verbeek, J. & Madan, I. (2009) From sick notes to 
fit notes: Editorial. British Medical Journal, 339 
b3114.

Waddell, G., Burton, K. & Kendall, N. (2008) 
Vocational Rehabilitation What Works, for Whom 
and When? Norwich: TSO. 

Wang, P.S., Simon, G.E., Avorn, J., Azocar, F., 
Ludman, E.J., McCulloch, J., Petukhova, M.Z. 
& Kessler, R.C. (2007) Telephone screening, 
outreach and care management for depressed 
workers and impact on clinical and work 
productivity outcomes. A randomized controlled 
trial. JAMA, 298 (12) 1401-1411.

Wilson, A. (2007) The Commercial Case for 
Health and Wellbeing. Presentation to the 
National Employment and Health Innovations 
Network, London, 20 July 2007. (www.scmh.org.
uk/employment/nehin_jul07.aspx)

Yelin, E., Mathias, S.D., Buesching, D.P., 
Rowland, C., et al. (1996) The impact on 
employment of an intervention to increase 
recognition of previously untreated anxiety 
among primary care physicians. Social Science 
and Medicine, 42 1069-75.

Ylippaavalniemi, J., Kivimaki, M., Elovainio, M., 
Virtanen, M., Keltikangas-Jarvinen, L. & Vahtera, 
J. (2005) Psychosocial work characteristics 
and incidence of newly diagnosed depression: 
a prospective cohort study of three different 
models. Social Science Medicine, 61 111-12.



19

Sainsbury Centre for M
ental Health 

REPORT 
Com

m
on m

ental health problem
s at w

ork



Sainsbury Centre for Mental Health 

134–138 Borough High Street, London SE1 1LB 

T 020 7827 8300 

F 020 7827 8369 

www.scmh.org.uk 

Charity registration no. 1091156. A Company limited by guarantee 
registered in England and Wales no. 4373019.  

Common mental health 
problems at work
What we know about successful 
interventions. A progress review

Linda Seymour

© Sainsbury Centre for Mental 
Health, June 2010

Cover photograph: Katherine Hall

Recipients (journals excepted) are 
free to copy or use the material from 
this paper, provided that the source 
is appropriately acknowledged.

Register for our monthly email 
bulletins and copies of new briefing 
papers at www.scmh.org.uk

Linda Seymour

REPORT

Common mental health 
problems at work

What we now know about successful 
interventions. A progress review


