
 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 
TO: Sarah Muirhead, Editor Farm Progress, sarah.muirhead@farmprogress.com  

DATE: September 12, 2025 
RE: Request for Correction: Misstatement in Article on Pork and Poultry Processing Line Speeds (Bill 
addresses pork and poultry processing line speeds) 
 

Dear Ms. Muirhead, 
We are writing in response to the article, “Bill addresses pork and poultry processing line speeds,” by Kristin 
Bakker [https://www.feedstuffs.com/policy/bill-addresses-pork-and-poultry-processing-line-speeds, accessed 
September 5, 2025], which included the following statement: "In January 2025, a research team from the 
University of California San Francisco released results of two FSIS-funded studies finding no correlation 
between evisceration line speed and worker health and safety and recommending that establishments be allowed 
to operate at higher line speeds." 
This statement is factually incorrect. First, we examined associations (not "correlations") between evisceration 
line speed and musculoskeletal disorder (MSD) risk as characterized by a standard metric, the Peak Force Index 
Threshold Limit (PFI-TLV) score, not "worker health and safety" which implies that a wider range of health 
hazards were evaluated. The PFI-TLV score is a widely-used measure of occupational biomechanical hazards 
experienced by workers and known to lead to injuries of the hands and arms.  Our conclusions regarding 
evisceration line speed in poultry processing plants were provided in the Executive Summary of the Poultry 
Processing Evisceration Line Speed Evaluation Study report (page 7): 
"Evisceration line speed was not associated with MSD risk.  Rather, piece rate, a metric of job-specific line 
speed and staffing level, was associated with MSD risk.  The absence of an association between evisceration 
line speed and job-specific MSD risk was due in part to higher job-specific staffing levels, lower job-specific 
line speed, or both, at establishments operating at higher evisceration line speeds in comparison to those 
operating at lower evisceration line speeds.  Despite the absence of an observed association between 
evisceration line speed category and MSD risk, a substantial majority of workers across all facilities 
(81%) had a high MSD risk (i.e., PFI-TLV score >1.0), indicating that current risk mitigation efforts are 
insufficient." (emphasis added) 
This means that the pace of work – across the evisceration line speeds observed in our study – drove the 
increased risk of injury observed among 4 of every 5 workers.  Your omission of this observed association 
between piece rate and MSD risk may lead your readers to falsely believe that the pace of work is unrelated to 
the risk of injury. 
Second, we did not recommend "that establishments be allowed to operate at higher line speeds".  Our 
recommendations were provided in the Executive Summary on page 8 of the report.  We call your attention to 
the following text: 
"Poultry processing establishments should mitigate MSD risk by fully implementing ergonomic program 
guidelines for poultry processing and meat packing establishments published by the US Department of Labor 
(US DOL, 1993; US DOL, 2004; US DOL, 2013)... we also recommend that poultry processing establishments 



(i) reduce the PFI-TLV score to ≤ 1.0 for all poultry processing jobs and (ii) implement job-specific piece 
rates as presented in this report to achieve a PFI-TLV score <1.0." (emphasis added) 
In addition to misrepresenting the findings of the Poultry Processing Evisceration Line Speed Evaluation Study, 
the article also misrepresents the findings of our study on swine evisceration line speed (Swine Processing Line 
Speed Evaluation Study), in which we reported varying associations between evisceration line speed and MSD 
risk.  Specifically, in the Executive Summary (page 6) of that report, we stated: 
“At one establishment, TLT Line Speed was associated with greater median MSD risk (i.e., higher PFI-TLV 
score) compared to the non-TLT Line Speed. Conversely, at another establishment, TLT Line Speed was 
associated with lower median MSD risk. At the four remaining establishments, TLT Line Speed was not 
associated with MSD risk.” 

And on page 7, we stated: 
“At one establishment, TLT speed was associated with a statistically significant increase in the odds of PFI-
TLV score >1.0 compared to the non-TLT Line Speed. Conversely, at one other establishment, TLT Line Speed 
was associated with a statistically significant decrease in the odds of PFI-TLV score >1.0. Non-statistically 
significant increases or decreases in the odds of PFI-TLV score >1.0 were observed at the other four 
establishments.” 
In addition, we indicated that the number of workers who changed from low to high MSD risk categories 
increased by up to 26.9% when their plant increased evisceration line speed (see page 7).   
Further, in the swine study report, we reported that nearly half of the workers had PFI-TLV scores that 
exceeded allowable values (had high MSD risk), more than 2 of every 5 workers experienced work-related 
moderate to severe pain, and that there was a 31% increase in the risk of experiencing moderate to severe pain 
with increasing evisceration line speed (see page 7). 
Thus, your article incorrectly represented both the letter and the spirit of the poultry and swine processing 
evisceration line speed evaluation reports.  We believe your readers deserve accurate reporting of the content of 
our reports.  Further, accurate reporting on this issue is critical given its implications for policy, industry 
practices, and worker well-being.  Therefore, we request that you publish a formal retraction of the above-
referenced article or a detailed correction of its multiple inaccuracies in the upcoming issue of Feedstuff.   
Please contact us when the correction has been made, preferably by sharing this letter to the editor with your 
readership. Thank you for your attention to this matter. 
Sincerely, 
Carisa Harris Adamson, PhD, CPE 
Robert Harrison, MD, MPH 
David Rempel, MD, MPH, CPE 
Alan Barr, MS 
Melissa Afterman, MS 
Frederick Houghton, MS 
Elizabeth Noth, PhD, CIH 
Shephali Gandhi, MD 

 
Please send correspondence to: 
Carisa Harris, PhD, CPE 
Professor, Department of Medicine, University of California, San Francisco 
Director, Northern Center of Occupational and Environmental Health 
School of Public Health, University of California, Berkeley 
Director, UCSF/UCB Human Factors and Ergonomics Lab 
Carisa.Harris-Adamson@ucsf.edu   
 


