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Existing Databases with Health
Development Outcomes

Databases that provide information on health behaviors, health
outcomes, and health care utilization across states and regions
related to food insecurity.

Examples
« Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System (CDC)

* Youth Risk Behavioral Surveillance System (CDC)

« County Health Rankings (Population Health Institute,
University of Wisconsin) (linkages to multiple databases)

« National Collaborative on Childhood Obesity Research
(linkages to multiple databases)

. Fed)erally qualified health centers (EMR, quality varies by
site

« Office of Research and Statistics (SC)
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South Carolina’s Integrated Data System
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Existing Databases with Economic
Development Outcomes

Databases that provide information on economic landscape
of communities, food subsidy and agricultural economy.

Examples

« Decennial Census, Current Population Survey (Census
Bureau)

» Census of Agriculture (USDA)

« Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP)
Data System

* Minimum wage rates by state (US Department of Labor)*



Existing Databases with Community
Development Outcomes

Databases that provide information on sociodemographics,
community food environments, partnerships and coalitions.

Examples
* Food Environment Atlas (USDA)

« Community-based farmers’ markets (SC Department of
Agriculture)*

« Eat Smart Move Move South Carolina (list of local
chapters)*
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Strengths of Existing Databases

* Proxy data available for a variety of health,
economic, and community development outcomes
related to food security/food justice

- Provide snapshot of broader context
 Inclusion of mapping function in many databases

« Central portals for integrating a variety of outcome
data

* Open access

« Relatively easy to use for research and/or
community activism



Weaknesses of Existing Databases

« Time lag in availability

 Cross sectional; difficult to establish causality related to
Interventions
- Need to assess mediators and moderators
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Weaknesses of Existing Databases

Time lag in availability

Cross sectional; difficult to establish causality related to
interventions

- Need to assess mediators and moderators

Quality of measures (e.g., diet, food environment)
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Table 4. Odds ratios (ORs) and 95% confidence intervals (CIs) of improvements in fruit
and vegetable consumption among diabetics frequenting a FQHC-based farmers’ market.

Variables OR 95% (I
Self-reported BMI at T1 1.04 0.92-1.18
Payment type
Study voucher only 36.53 3.27-407.95
Study voucher + other form of payment 1.00 Referent
Number of farmers” market visits 2137 1.10-4.14
Total amount of money spent at the farmers’ market 1.01 0.94-1.09
Receipt of food assistance in the past year
Yes 0.37 0.07-2.00
No 1.00 Referent
T p=<0.01
- p<0.05

Right Choice Fresh Start Farmers’ Market Pilot Study, Pl: Freedman
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Does NOT measure:
Costs, Quality,
Variety, Social

Climate, Display

Van Meter et al., 2011



Weaknesses of Existing Databases

 Time lag in availability

« Cross sectional; difficult to establish causality related to
interventions

- Need to assess mediators and moderators
« Quality of measures (e.g., diet, food environment)

» Boundaries of data don’t always relate to boundaries of
intervention

- E.g., grocery store added to edge of county

« Limited measures of community-organizational factors
related to food security
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Table 2 Dimensions of readiness fior establishing an environmental intervention at a health center

Indicator of readiness Definiticn Dimens ions
Capacity Ability to mobihze health center and Instiutional suppornt
community resources to implement and History of programming to increase access to
sustain the environmental interyention, healthy foods or improve diet
Social capital Ties and connections available that may Partnerships and collaborations
be leveraged to mobilize environmental Ecﬂlauivccﬂita:}'
imterventions at the health center, ..
Public image
Awareness of health problems Understanding of community health Ecological perspective of health problems
and =olutions mmmaﬂrdatnd Community-informed understanding of
solutions, health concerns
Awameness of barners to accessing and cating
healthy foods
WYWizion that fammers” market will zerve as the
solution to commumnity health problems
15t factors Resournces needed to i and i location
Logistical imiplemeni Physzical
support an onsite famers” market. Patient volume
BAgocess o local farme and famers
Sustainability Resoumes needed to sustain the Awamrness of intervention demands
mntcryeniamn, Broad support for the intervention

(Oramership of the intervention

Freedman et al., 2012



Weaknesses of Existing Databases

 Time lag in availability

 Cross sectional; difficult to establish causality related to
Interventions
- Need to assess mediators and moderators

« Quality of measures (e.g., diet, food environment)

» Boundaries of data don’t always relate to boundaries of
intervention

- E.g., grocery store added to edge of county

« Limited measures of community-organizational factors
related to food security

* No qualitative data

« Further data-driven but sometimes theory-limited actions
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Conclusions

* Increasingly good options for
documenting health, economic, and
community outcomes related to food
Insecurity

* However, more data are needed...
- Longitudinal
- Better measures
- Qualitative
- Community-organizational level
- Community-engaged
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What additional data, if any, do we need to communicate with

oy

policy makers and other power brokers and stakeholders
to improve food security?

|s data (o_r lack thereof) our problem?










