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Foreword

ith thisissue, we here at the Center for Nutrition Policy and Promotion celebrate the

60" anniversary of Family Economics and Nutrition Review. Fromitsbeginning asa

monthly newdletter, to its transformation as a research journal, Family Economics
and Nutrition Review has provided vauable information to the American public. Whether
named Wartime Family Living (1943), Rural Family Living (1945), Family Economics
Review (1957), or Family Economics and Nutrition Review (1995), this USDA publication
has aways provided information—based on current scientific knowledge—for Americans to
make decisions about food, clothing, and shelter, as well as provided information about other
aspects of daily living (e.g., energy prices, wefare reform, and population trends for quality
of life).

Started during World War 11, Wartime Family Living, a newsdletter, kept Americans abreast of
war-related food concerns: distribution, production and manufacturing quotas, and rationing.
USDA Cooperative Extension agents, the audience that trandated the information in Wartime
Family Living into forms useful to the American public, found this helpful advice in the
December 27, 1943, issue: “Wartime diets for good nutrition, presented in April’s Wartime
Family Living, has now been printed and is called Family food plans for good nutrition.
These plans, alow-cost and a moderate-cost one, have been revised dightly since their earlier
release. Both will be helpful in planning diets that will measure up to the yardstick of good
nutrition.”

We have produced several specia issues: the Special Economic Problems of Low-Income
Families (1965), the Economic Role of Women in Family Life (1973), Promoting Family
Economic and Nutrition Security (1998), and the Food Guide Pyramid for Y oung Children
(1999). The USDA’s 60" anniversary edition of Family Economics and Nutrition Review,

a gpecid issue, focuses on our elderly population: By focusing on this growing population,
we are not only addressng some important implications of aging in relation to nutrition and
well-being, we are dso continuing our tradition of linking “scientific research to the nutrition
needs of consumers’ and thus improving the well-being of American families and consumers.

On the 25" anniversary, Family Economics Review was recognized as having helped the
USDA reach its god of providing Americans with a flow of information on problems
affecting their welfare: “Today, Family Economics Review brings together and interprets
economic data affecting consumers from USDA and many Government sources, for use by
[Cooperative] Extension workers, college and high school teachers, socia welfare workers,
and other leaders working with farm and city people.”

On this 60" anniversary, Family Economics and Nutrition Reviewreflectsthe USDA’ sgoal
to improve the Nation’s nutrition and hedth through nutrition education and promotion. It is
our wish here at the Center for Nutrition Policy and Promotion that Family Economics and
Nutrition Review will continue to serve the needs of the American public.

Julia M. Dinkins
Editor
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Research Articles

Improving Calcium Intake Among
Elderly African Americans:
Barriers and Effective Strategies

The objectives of this pilot study were to identify barriers to and informed
strategies for improving calcium intake among elderly African Americans. To
accomplish these objectives, researchers recruited 56 seniors (age 60 or older)
from a congregate meal site in a large urban senior center in the mid-South
region of the United States. In focus group discussions, participants answered
questions related to food preferences, calcium intake, motivations, and barriers
to calcium intake, as well as recommended educational strategies. Researchers
used both quantitative and qualitative methods to evaluate the data. The study
revealed eight barriers to dietary calcium intake: concern for health and disease
states, lack of nutrition knowledge, behaviors related to dairy products, limited
food preferences, financial concerns, lack of food variety, food sanitation con-
cerns, and limited food availability. Participants suggested several educational
strategies, including group discussions, taste-testing sessions, and peer
education at various locations. Other suggestions were direct mail, television,
and newspapers with large print text and colorful depictions of diet-appropriate
ethnic foods. Focus group interactions are excellent means of eliciting nutrition-
related opinions from African-American elders.

he results of the Third National

Health and Nutrition Examina-

tion Survey (NHANES 1)
(Alaimo et a., 1994) agree with the
conclusions of other studies that
the calcium intake of many African
Americansis below recommended
levels (Nationa Research Council, 1989)
and especially below the new calcium
goals (Dietary Reference Intakes) for
the American population (National
Academy Press, 1997, Y ates, Schliker,
& Suitor, 1998). The limited intake of
calcium by African Americans places
this subgroup of the American popula-
tion at risk for chronic diseases that
may be alleviated by achieving ad-
equate calcium. Although many African
Americans consume milk, the consump-
tion of dairy products—a major source
of calciumin the United States—by
African-American men and women is

significantly lower than that of White
men and women (Shimakawaet a.,
1994; Koh & Chi, 1981). Osteoporosis
associated with calcium-intake
deficiencies and possibly hyper-
tension contributes to the high cost
of medical careinthe United States
(Riggs, Peck, & Bell, 1991; Joint
National Committee, 1993).

Prevalence of deficienciesin lactase,
an enzyme required to metabolize the
primary milk sugar lactose, is blamed
for the low intake of dairy products
among African Americans (Pollitzer

& Anderson, 1989). Although the con-
sumption of milk and dairy productsis
inadequate in terms of calcium intake,
nutrient supplementation isnot a
solution for many African Americans.
Results from the 1992 National Health
Interview Survey Epidemiology



Supplement (Slesinski, Subar, & Kahle,
1996) indicate that of the 1,353 Blacks
surveyed, three-fourths (77.2 percent)
seldom or never used any vitamin and
mineral supplement, less than 5 percent
(4.4 percent) used supplements
occasionally, and 18.4 percent used
them daily.

Commonly called the “silent disease”
because pain or symptoms are not
experienced until afracture occurs,
osteoporosisisametabolic bone
disease characterized by low bone
mass, which makes bones fragile and
susceptible to fracture. While African-
American women tend to have higher
bone mineral density than White
women have, they are still at significant
risk of developing osteoporosis.
Furthermore, as African-American
women age, their risk of developing
osteoporosis more closely resembles
therisk among White women. So, as
the number of older womenin the
United Statesincreases, an increasing
number of African-American women
with osteoporosis can be expected
(National Institutes of Health, 1998).

Background

Theliteratureis replete with studies
indicating that calcium intakes of
African Americans are below the
recommended dietary guidelines (e.g.,
Alaimo et a., 1994), aswell asthe

new calcium intake standards set by
the Institute of Medicine (National
Academy Press, 1997). In addition to
verifying the poor status of calcium
intake among African-American adults,
much of the literature focuses on the
dichotomy of lactose intolerance and
bone densities of African Americans.
Lactose intolerance isthought to be the
primary barrier to consumption of milk
and dairy products among African
Americans (Buchowski, Semenya, &
Johnson, 2002). The empirical work

on lactose intolerance among African

Americans, however, does not establish
that African Americans choose not
to consume milk because of gastro-
intestinal distress. Researchers have
found that lactose intolerance among
some African Americans may be
overestimated because of lactose
digesters’ belief that consumption of
milk leadsto this distress (Johnson,
Semenya, Buchowski, Enwonwu, &
Scrimshaw, 1993). Even with lactose
intolerance, small quantities of milk
can be consumed with little or no dis-
comfort, and specialty milk products
and lactase tablets are available to
ameliorate the symptoms related to
lactose consumption. In addition,
promising dietary management strate-
gies are available, such as consuming
lactose-containing dairy foods more
frequently and in smaller amounts as
well aswith meals, eating live culture
yogurt, using lactose-digestive aids,
and the consumption of calcium-
fortified foods (Jackson & Savaiano,
2001).

The other side of the dichotomy is bone
mineral density and osteoporosis. A
major reason for the sense of security
regarding cal cium-intake research may
be the higher bone mineral density

of African-American women (e.g.,
Luckey et al., 1989) coupled with

their lower rates of osteoporosis. The
implications are that high bone mineral
density will protect African Americans
from osteoporosis and symptoms of
calcium deficiency. Silverman and
Madison (1988) found that the inci-
dence of age-adjusted fracture rates
for non-Hispanic Whitewomen is
greater than twice therate for African
Americans. But low risk does not
translateinto no risk. A fact sheet
from the National Institutes of Health
(1998) states that

[A]pproximately 300,000
African-American women
currently have osteoporosis;
between 80 and 95 percent of

fracturesin African-American
women over 64 are due to
osteoporosis; African-
American women are more
likely than White women to
diefollowing ahip fracture;
as African-American women
age, their risk of hip fractures
doubles approximately every
7 years, [and] diseases more
prevalent in the African-
American population, such
assickle-cell anemiaand
systemic lupus erythemato-
sus, are linked to osteo-
porosis.

Some researchers have developed a
prudent approach to this dichotomy.
One group concluded that the “higher
values of bone densitiesin African-
American women, compared with
White women are caused by a higher
peak bone mass, as a slower rate of
loss from skeletal sites comprised
predominantly of trabecular bone.
Low-risk strategies to enhance peak
bone mass and to lower bone loss, such
as calcium and vitamin D augmentation
of the diet, should be examined for
African-American women” (Aloia,
Vaswani, Yeh, & Flaster, 1996). To
promote higher intakes of calcium more
effectively, researchers and nutrition
educators need to know more about
food practicesin relationship to dietary
calcium. However, little information
isavailable on the effect that food
practices of older African Americans
may have on nutrient intake, particu-
larly calcium (Cohen, Ralston, Laus,
Bermudez, & Olson, 1998).

The Council on Aging' s congregate
meal feeding program is an excellent
means of studying the problem of
dietary calcium barriers among African-
American elders. Even though the
Council’s meals provide one-third of
the RDA for all nutrients, African-
American participants consumed less
calcium, thiamin, iron, fat, carbohydrate,

Family Economics and Nutrition Review



fiber, niacin, and vitamin C than did
White participants (Holahan & Kunkel,
1986).

The purpose of the current pilot study
was to examine the barriers to adequate
calcium intake, through focus group
discussions, among the African-
American elderly population that
participates in the congregate meal
program. The information from this
study is needed to prepare effective,
relevant, and appropriate nutritional
education presentations and materials.

Methods

Participant Recruitment

In the mid-South region of the United
States, researchers recruited partici-
pants from a congregate meal sitein a
large urban senior center. Researchers
held arecruitment session during which
they explained the project’ s focus, time
commitment, and purpose to potential
participants; scheduled participants for
the focus group sessions; and distrib-
uted appointment cards. Upon compl et-
ing all focus group sessions, partici-
pantsreceived a $15 gift certificate to
alocal grocery store. The researchers
completed the official recruitment
processin 1 day; however, the partici-
pants, without prompting, recruited
others. Only African-American elders
60 years and older participated in this
study.

Assessment Instruments

The assessment instruments consisted
of the Demographic and Calcium
Intake Questionnaire (DCIQ) (Fleming
& Heimbach, 1994) and the focus
group questions (box 1). In addition
to collecting demographic data,
researchers used the DCIQ to assess
participants’ food preferencesin
relationship to dairy and calcium-
containing foods. To make the focus
group procedures and questions more
reliable and while taking into account
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the age and cultural differences

of elderly African Americans, the
researchers used adietary calcium
intake questionnaire devel oped for
low-income Vietnamese mothers

(Reed, Meeks, Nguyen, Cross, &
Garrison, 1998). For example, where
Reed and colleagues emphasized Asian

cultural references, the researchers Participants considered milk

e emtomwrs, 0000 fOr bones and tech and
were concerned about bone

cal framework of the origina template,

which was based on the PRECEDE- health and disease prevention
PROCEED model (Green & Kreuter, in spite of being unable to
1991). Thismodel has three central describe calcium-related
components related directly to the deficiency diseases.

types of questions raised during a
focus group discussion that seeksto
understand how to address, in a better
fashion, dairy calcium needs through
nutrition education: (1) predisposing
(knowledge, attitudes, and motiva-
tions), (2) enabling (resources and
skills), and (3) reinforcing (praise and
perceived benefits). Based on the
recommendations of Krueger (1998),
the researchers interspersed these
guestions within the procedural
framework described in box 1.

Procedures for Data Collection
and Data Analysis

Each of the six focus groups was limited
to no more than 12 participants, and
each session lasted no longer than 1%
hours. A total of 56 African Americans
participated. At the beginning of each
focus group session, the researchers
obtained awritten consent from each
participant. Before group discussions
began, the researchers administered
the DCIQ to participants and offered
assistance if needed. To help partici-
pants become comfortable, the re-
searchers asked each to “tell usyour
name, and tell us what your favorite
foodis.” Totransition to the discus-
sion, the researchers asked participants
to talk about some of the good points
about their diet and how they would
improvetheir diet.



Box 1. Focus group transition statements and questions!

Transition

The USDA Food Guide Pyramid recommends that adults consume milk and dairy products every day.

Key Questions #1

What dairy products do you commonly consume?

How often do you have foods in this group?
Which of the dairy foods do you select when you eat away from home?
What things hinder you from eating these foods more often?

What keeps you from ordering milk and dairy products when you eat away from home?
As you see it, what is the relationship of milk and health? What people or materials helped you develop your viewpoint?

Key Questions #2

Foods in the milk and dairy group are high in calcium. Calcium helps prevent several diseases: thinning of the bones or
osteoporosis; high blood pressure or hypertension; and weak bones or rickets.

What have you heard about these diseases?
What would you like to know about these diseases?

How does knowing about diseases related to poor calcium intake impact your diet choices?

What would motivate you to eat more of the foods in the dairy group?

Transition

So, you are saying that milk is important because of the nutrients it provides such as calcium.

Key Questions #3

Here is a list of foods with their calcium content.

What are your impressions of this list?

So you eat several of these foods, what keeps you from purchasing/eating other foods on the list?

What would motivate you to eat other foods that contain calcium?

Think about the last time you tried something you never tried before. How did you go from never eating it to having tried it?

How do your friends and family influence the foods you buy or prepare?

Transition

So, what | am hearing is that your friends and family impact your food choices.
When you think back on it, how much does your family influence the foods you buy or prepare?

Key Questions #4

What are your thoughts about what your grandchildren need in terms of milk and dairy foods?

Where do you like to get nutrition information?
What is your impression about food labels?

Are there places or people who don't provide nutrition information that you would like to hear from?

What nutrition information do you get from the following materials or places: brochures, reading materials, recipes high in calcium,
grocery store lists, foods to select in a restaurant, signs, community classes—in the library, community center, and/or church?
What are appealing and convenient ways for us to provide you with information about foods and nutrition?

What is your impression of the “Got Milk” signs?

What is your family and grandchildren’s impressions of the posters?
What would you like to know about calcium, milk, and dairy foods?
How much time would you like to spend learning about calcium?

Krueger, 1998; Reed et al., 1998.

Researchers used the focus group
discussion questions to identify the
barriers to calcium intake. Thisdiscus-
sion was followed by atransition to
the key questions. The first and second
sets of key questions focused on
current dietary behavior and predis-
posing factors, respectively; the third
set focused on reinforcing factors.
Finally, the fourth set of key questions
focused on enabling factors. Research-
ers combined the last two sets of
guestions to determine educational
strategies. One additional questionin

this combined set focused on partici-
pants’ opinion about their grand-
children’ s need for milk and dairy
products. To close the discussion,
researchers asked the participants to
give any advice that would help African
Americans increase the calcium content
of their diets.

Both quantitative and qualitative
procedures were used to analyze the
data. The Statistical Package for the
Social Sciences (SPSS, 1999) was
used to analyze the descriptive data;

frequencies were determined for food
preferences and the demographic
variables. The models were used to
analyze the qualitative data: (1) the
inductive data analysis model identified
topics, categories, themes, and con-
cepts as ameans of bringing forth
knowledge (McMillan & Schumacher,
1997) and (2) the PRECEDE-PROCEED
model was used to subdivide the
knowledge gained into categories
(Green & Kreuter, 1991).

Family Economics and Nutrition Review



Researchers completed and compiled
the qualitative datain the form of tape
recordings and handwritten notes.
During analysis, the researchers
reviewed both the notes and the tapes
from each focus group session and
then used the tape recordingsto
compl ete the notes. Next, researchers
identified barriers, placed the individual
barriersinto categories, and organized
the categoriesinto patterns or themes
and concepts (e.g., related to apredis-
posing or an enabling factor).

Results and Discussion

The focus group attendance was
excellent, with only six no-shows.

Six other participants attended a focus
group session other than the one they
had originally planned to attend. By
casual observation, we noted that all
but two of the participants appeared to
be able-bodied: onerevealed ahearing
loss and one used awalker. Even
though over half (n=28) of the African-
American seniorsin this study reported
income below the poverty index
(Annual Update of the HHS Poverty
Guidelines, 1999), finances were rarely
mentioned as a barrier to adegquate
calcium intake in the focus groups.
These seniors seemed adept at manag-
ing their finances, and 40 percent used
resources other than congregate meals,
frequently citing commodity foods as
supplements to their food budgets.

Most African-American participants (84
percent) agreed to provide demographic
information (table 1). Six of ten partici-
pants had less than a high school
education, about 6 of 10 had a monthly
income of less than $700, and about 6 of
10 were not receiving food assistance.
Almost three-quarters of the partici-
pants were single, separated, divorced,
or widowed; over half (57 percent) lived
alone. Most of the 56 participants
(n=47) completed the food preference
survey, which indicated that greater
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than 90 percent of the respondents
liked and ate milk and dairy products
aswell as some other foods with
moderate or high amounts of calcium
(e.g., saimon with bones). However,
some participants, while reviewing a
list of calcium-containing foods, noted
unfamiliarity with relatively new pro-
ducts such astofu. In terms of general
categories of calcium-containing
supplements (cal cium, antacids, or
vitamins and minerals), 83 percent of
the participants reported using supple-
ments of various types daily, weekly,
or seldom. Fifty-five percent reported
taking at least one of the calcium-
containing supplements daily, 13
percent reported using calcium supple-
ments or other antacids (e.g., Tums),
and 49 percent reported using vitamin-
mineral supplements (data not shown).

Focus group discussionsrevealed alist
of barriersto calcium intake among
African-American seniors:

m  concernfor health and disease
sates

lack of nutrition knowledge
behaviorsrelated to dairy products
limited food preferences
concernsabout finances

lack of food variety
concernsabout food sanitation
limited food availability

Two subcategories represented the
barriers: predisposing factors and
enabling factors. Researchersidentified
four types of barriersrelated to predis-
posing factors: customs and beliefs,
food handling/sanitation, nutrition
knowledge, and health reasons/disease
state/food intolerance. Researchers also
identified four types of barriersrelated
to enabling factors: food preferences,
financial issues, food variety and
availability, and behaviors. In terms

of food preferences, the participants
discussed the need to learn to eat and
learn to like new foods to increase
calcium intake. Participantsidentified

Table 1. Demographic characteristics
of African-American seniors

Variables Percent
Educational levelt

<8th grade 40.4

9th-11th grade 19.1

12th grade 31.9

Technical school 12.7

Some college 4.3

College degree 4.3
Monthly income

$687 or less 55.3

$688-$922 23.4

$923 or more 21.3
Food assistance?

Yes 404

No 59.6
Marital status

Single, separated,

divorced, widowed 72.3

Married 21.7
Gender

Male 13.0

Female 87.0
Living situation

Lives alone 57.4

Lives with spouse 27.7

Lives with other 14.9

Lparticipants selected all that applied. For example, a
participant that completed 12th grade and technical
school may have selected both categories.
ZParticipants’ most frequently reported food assistance
was commodity foods.

n=41.



several marketing and educational
strategies to improve the calcium
nutrition knowledge of the African-
American population. Although most
participants had less than a high school
education, they were articulate and
participated actively in the focus group
discussions. The only physical barrier
mentioned in the focus groups was
digestive problems, which is different
from the findings of others (Fischer &
Johnson, 1990; Skaien, 1982). These
researchers had shown physical
barriersto be a substantial cause

of nutritional deficiencies.

Demographic Data and

Food Preference

For these participants, fruits, vege-
tables, grains, and desserts were the
favorite foods. The frequency data
derived from the demographic survey
supported these statements and
revealed that almost 90 percent of
these participants liked and ate food
from al food groups. Several of the
participants stated that collard or
mustard greens were afavorite food.
Of those that mentioned greensasa
favorite food, several said they not only
ate greensfor dinner but sometimes for
breakfast or lunch aswell.

Because salmon was the only meat
mentioned in the frequency data, meat
preferences were not determined. On
the frequency checklist, the participants
indicated whether they liked or ate
dairy products, but these itemswere
not mentioned as favorite foodsin the
focus group discussions. When the
moderators probed about dairy foods,
many participants indicated they did
not like the taste of the foods or they
had been instructed to eliminate them
from their diet for health/disease
reasons. These participants did not
mention total avoidance of calcium-rich
foods.

Barriers to Calcium Intake

One of the challenges for under-
standing and discussing the barriers
to calcium intake among the urban
African-American eldersistheinter-
action among factors. For example, lack
of nutritional knowledge may interact
with health status and disease state.
Alternatively, concern for food
handling and sanitation can interact
with food preferences and selections.
Overall, barriers discovered during this
investigation are similar to the barriers
identified by Zablah, Reed, Hegsted,
and Keenan (1999) when they inter-
viewed 90 African-American women
who were either pregnant or had
children 5 years old or younger. Zablah
and colleagues found that participants
perceived they consumed enough
calcium, disliked the taste of some
calcium-rich foods, experienced
digestion problems, had a perceived
lack of knowledge of products con-
taining calcium, and were concerned
about cholesterol and the high-calorie
content of these foods. Thus, both the
mothers of young children and elderly
African Americans have concerns
related to dietary calcium intake and
food sources of calcium.

Barriers Related to

Predisposing Factors
Customsand beliefs. In general, par-
ticipants considered milk a healthful
food, connected with cows and won-
derful family memories. For example,
one participant stated, “. . . [B]eing
raised on the farm, we had to milk the
cows. So we knew that was good. We
always knew. My daddy insisted that
wedrink milk.” A participant even
considered milk a healing food, having
recommended milk asafood to a
convalescing friend. Thisfriend, a
member of the same focus group as

the participant, testified that she now
drinks milk daily. However, participants
discussed the image of milk asachild’'s
food aswell, associating the “ Got Milk”
campaign with children. Calcium

reguirements were not mentioned in
the context of a chronic disease state or
asareligiousdietary restriction. (Ina
similar focus group held with Women,
Infants, and Children Program partici-
pants, one mother mentioned her plans
to eliminate milk from the diet of an
elementary school-age child because
of her religious beliefs [unpublished
data].) Participants suggested milk as
an aid for acute problems, such as
ankle problems and “ popping bones,”
described as “bones that don’t act
right.”

Food and nutrition knowledge.
Participantsin the focus group
discussions wanted information about
nutrition and calcium. Participants
considered milk good for bones and
teeth and were concerned about bone
health and disease prevention in spite
of being unable to describe calcium-
related deficiency diseases. However,
one participant discussed her bout
with osteoporosis, and the pain

and discomfort involved with this
debilitating disease. Additional
examples of basic lack of knowledge
included calcium content of foods
and complications related to poor
calcium intake. Participants also
confused eggs with dairy products.

In addition, although participants
correctly identified milk and cheese
products as containing cholesterol,
they failed to identify lowfat milk and
cheese products as appropriate dietary
modification for those concerned with
dietary cholesterol. For example, one
participant stated, “Well, | like cheese,
but you know they say cheeseis so
bad for you now for cholesterol. So
don’t eat too much cheese.”

The discussions reveal ed that partici-
pants were surprised that greenswere
asource of calcium. When moderators
provided the participants with alist of
calcium-rich foods that included greens
(100 mg calcium per %2 cup serving),
many said they were unaware that
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greens were a good source of dietary
calcium. One participant commented,

“1 didn’t know [turnip greens] had
cacium. | know | lovethem.” In
addition to greens, participants
seemed surprised to learn about the
high calcium content of many foods,
such as sardines with bones, prunes,
broccoli, spinach, and tofu. Although
the basis of such confusion may be lack
of nutrition knowledge, the confusion
may also relate to how health care
professionals organize nutrition
knowledge. It is possible that the issue
of food categoriesin terms of nutrients
may represent adifferencein the
organizational schema of nutritional
sciences based on nutrients, while that
of the participants’ knowledge may be
based on other factors. Krall, Dwyer,
and Coleman (1988) said it thisway:

[A] person’s memory islikely
to follow personal schemes
such as food combinations,
time, location, etc. The
categorization scheme, such
as nutrient-related groups, is
not well understood by most
lay persons, [and is] therefore,
aien to the manner in which
[their] information was stored,
[and] imposes an arbitrary
structure which potentially
leads to inefficient recall.

In addition, concerns about food
handling and sanitation practices of
food service establishments served
as adeterrent to ordering milk asa
beverage when eating out.

“Now, | wouldn’t order milk
out—Dbecause | use to work at
arestaurant . . . . If they bring
[milk] tomeinaglass, |
wouldn't drink it. [Researcher:
How come?]. . . Well, we had
akeg. And, everyone would
dip their hand down in that
keg, and they’ d want the
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employees to drink that milk,
... Wadll, we could get milk
[from] the dining room, but
the other help had to get milk
from. . .that keg, and | didn’t
think that was right.”

Health reasons, disease state, and food
intolerance. Many of the participants
were concerned about health and
disease-related issues. They were
especially concerned with heart
disease, high blood pressure, high
cholesterol, and arthritis. Previous
research also found similar health
concernsin rural African-American
elderly (Lee, Templeton, Marlette,
Walker, & Fahm, 1998; Wallace, Fox, &
Napier, 1996). As one participant in the
1996 study commented: “I drink alittle
milk, . . . | can’t handle milk too good
unlessI’m at home.” Thus, participants
in the 1996 study sometimes tied these
concernsto food restrictions, especially
when their physician instructed them

to eliminate certain foods from their
diets. The participants reported being
educated by their physician or nurse
(none mentioned a dietitian) about
which foods to avoid. Participants often
followed medical recommendations to
avoid or restrict afood group that was a
calcium source without any instruction
on how to replace the calcium in their
diet.

In terms of |actose intolerance,
symptoms mentioned included
flatulence, and stomach problems.
Participants also mentioned that dairy
products, such as milkshakes, were
“too rich for the system,” although this
could be related to the fat or sugar
content. Generally, participants did not
specifically mention dietary strategies
for managing lactose intolerance, such
as consuming yogurt or acidophilus
milk or using |lactase tablets. However,
one participant mentioned the lack of
lactose-free products as a barrier to
purchasing dairy productsin food
service establishments.

The focus group participants
expressed an interest in all types
of educational media including
direct mail, television, radio,
newspapers, and magazines.



Among the elderly, the perception of
milk intolerance appearsto vary with
ethnicity and gender. Elbon, Johnson,
Fisher, and Searcy (1999), in anational
telephone survey of 475 older American
participants, including 27 African
Americans, found that 35 percent of
the African-American respondents
considered themselves milk intolerant,
whereas only 17 percent of the Whites
did so. Twice as many women (21
percent) considered themselves milk
intolerant than did the men (10 percent).
Others found similar avoidance based
on perception (Buchowski, Semenya,

& Johnson, 2002).

Barriers Related to

Enabling Factors

The barriersrelated to enabling factors
were food preferences, financial issues,
food variety and availability, and
behaviorsrelated to cal cium-containing
foods. In terms of food preferences,

to help improve calcium intake, the
participants discussed the need to learn
to eat and enjoy new foods and learn
how relatives, friends, and interactions
at social gatherings (e.g., at church)
influenced their food choices by
introducing new foods. (Participants
demonstrated awillingnessto try the
calcium-fortified juice provided as
asnack during all focus group
discussions.)

Subjects participated in the tradition of
extended family membersinfluencing
food choices by encouraging their
grandchildren to drink milk. One subject
told the story of how she learned to eat
broccaoli:

“Thisbroccali, | never wastoo
fond of it, but my son-in-law,
when they wereliving herein
town, use to cook dinner on
Sundays and invite me over.
And hewould fix the broccali. |
didn’t want to hurt hisfeelings.
So | started eating broccoli, and
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Table 2. Marketing and educational strategies for promoting calcium intake
suggested by African-American seniors

Strategies

Recommendations

Direct mail

Media

Informal educational sessions

Location

Desired tactics

Brochures
Newsletters
Magazines
Television
Radio
Newspapers

Tasting parties
Focus group discussions
Peer education

Senior citizens' center schools
Library

Grocery store

School or family reunions

Large print text
Colorful with pictures
Diet-appropriate ethnic foods

sometimes| getit...whenl go
out, ‘cause | don’t do too much
cooking at home. But, I’ll eat
the broccoli especialy, you
know, with some cheese on it.”

I'n addition, the participants seemed

to categorize foods into good and bad
foods aswell asin terms of a disease-
based model, that is, to eliminate foods
dueto adisease.

Some participants mentioned financial
concerns as a barrier to intake of milk
products. Financial issuesrelated to
the cost of food are not only a concern
among the urban southern elderly
African Americans, but also among
the rural southern African Americans.
Lee and colleagues (1998) found that
more than 70 percent of rural African-
American elders considered food (and
medical) coststo be a seriousissue.

For example, focus group participants
mentioned cost issues as reasons for
not ordering milk at afood service
establishment.

Participants indicated that availability
of some cal cium-containing foods might
influence consumption (e.g., calcium-
containing juice). In terms of behaviors,
participants mentioned postponing
drinking milk to avoid flatulence during
social engagements. This behavior
appears to indicate that participants
were struggling with how to maintain
consumption of dairy productsin spite
of symptoms of lactoseintolerance. In
such cases, nutrition education could
help the elderly develop more effective
strategies for managing lactose
intolerance.
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Marketing and education

strategies

The focus group participants expressed
an interest in all types of educational
mediaincluding direct mail, television,
radio, newspapers, and magazines
(table 2). They found it enjoyable
tolearnin social settings, such as
community center classes, church
meetings, family and class reunions,
and the senior citizens' center. Taste-
testing sessions in any setting were
particularly appealing to the group.
Other routes of nutrition education
delivery included sessions at the
library, food bank, and the commodity
food distribution centers. Theinput
from the participantsinvolved in the
present study clearly showsthat a
number of strategies might be
successful inincreasing African-
American seniors' knowledge

about adequate calcium intake.

One strategy that has benefitted elders
is church-based health promotion.
Ransdell (1995) discussed why such
promotional strategies have been
successful and are appropriate for
many elderly. In addition, the comments
of African-American caregiversthat
spiritual activities promote health, as
reported in arecent study (McDonald,
Fink, & Wykle, 1999), probably reflect
the sentiment of many othersin the
community. While working with urban-
dwelling minority elders, Wieck (2000)
found that health promotion activities
work best when the focusis on small,
achievable goalsin the context of
short-focused educational sessions.

Hurdle (2001) discussed the importance
of social support as a component of
health promotion activities. Hurdle's
report helps, in part, to explain the
positive response of the eldersto the
focus group approach used by this
study. The focus group may have

hel ped support “ connectedness”
(Belenky, Clinchy, Goldberger, &
Tarule, 1986), and may help with the
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sense of community fostered by the
center at which the focus groups were
conducted. Furthermore, others found
that women were more likely than men
to participate in health-promoting
activities and relaxation, while men were
more likely than women to participatein
exercise (Felton, Parsons, & Bartoces,
1997). Therefore, gender patterns of
response to health promotion should
be considered when planning health-
promoting activities.

Summary and
Recommendations

In thispilot study, focus group inter-
actions were excellent meansto dlicit
African-American elders’ opinions
about barriers and educational
strategies related to calcium intake.
Theresults may not be generally
applicable, becausethey pinpoint the
existence of barriersto adequate
calcium intake among one group of
African-American seniors. Within this
group, health/disease statesand lack
of knowledge appeared to be the
primary and secondary barriers re-
ported, respectively. Although similar
studies quantify calcium intakein this
population, they provide only limited
insight of the barriers. Therefore,
further studies are necessary to validate
the current findings. A futureresearch
plan could include correlating calcium
intake data with results from focus
groupdiscussions.

The participantsinthe present study
provided suggestionsthat are beneficial
for educators who develop materials
and methodsfor nutrition instruction.
Specifically, the elderly participants
requested disease-specific calcium
education directed to their level of
learning and that would be provided
in acommunity-based and socially
centered environment. The seniors

in this study wanted the following

information: linkage between calcium
sources and specific disease states,
calcium content of foods, high-calcium
recipes provided in grocery stores at
the point of purchase, cooking demon-
strations or taste-testing parties
featuring calcium-rich foods, and
strategies for managing dairy-related
food intolerance.

Health care providers, social workers,
food assistance program managers,
volunteers who work with the elderly,
and family members must also be
educated on adeguate calcium intake
for these seniors. Educational programs
should concentrateon introducing new
foodstuffsinto seniors’ dietsand
teaching them to substitute item that
have been omitted from their diets

for medical reasonswith alternative
calcium-containing foods. Identification
and recognition of calcium barriers
should be determined across cultures
and age groups, if educators hope to
promote adequate calcium intakes.
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The Influence of the Healthy Eating
for Life Program on Eating
Behaviors of Nonmetropolitan
Congregate Meal Participants

Current research indicates that when older adults increase their consumption of
fruits and vegetables, they maintain or improve their health. Thus, their quality of
life can be improved and health care costs lowered. A purposive sample of older
adults (treatment group, n=50; control group, n=51) attending congregate meals
participated in this study, with the treatment group receiving four lessons on
fruits and vegetables over 4 weeks. The Stages of Change construct of the
Transtheoretical Model was used to identify separate stages of change related
to fruit- and vegetable-eating behaviors. Pre- versus post-test results showed that
the treatment group’s consumption of vegetables changed significantly, a positive
movement from a lower stage of change (e.g., from Precontemplation, which was
30 percent at pre-test and 12 percent at post-test) to a higher category at post-
test (e.g., taking action to change, or maintaining, their fruit- and vegetable-eating

behaviors). Based on findings of this study, lessons on fruits and vegetables
that include the Healthy Eating for Life Program (HELP) may promote positive
changes in eating behaviors of nonmetropolitan participants of congregate
meals and should be considered for study with similar older adult populations.

he older adult population in the

United Statesis growing quickly

(Price, 2001). The older adult
population is projected to increase
throughout the next several decades.
In 2000, for example, 35.0 million
Americans (12.4 percent) were 65 years
old and older (Hetzel & Smith, 2001).
By 2010, 39.7 million Americans (13.2
percent) will be 65 years old and over,
and by 2030, up to 20 percent of the
U.S. population will be over age 65
(U.S. Census Bureau, 2000a; U.S.
Census Bureau, 2000b). Along with this
redistribution of the U.S. population,
concerns related to aging may increase,
including those related to the health
and well-being of the older generation
(Rogers, 1999).

For example, the U.S. Department

of Agriculture reported that Americans’
diets need to improve, including those
of the elderly (Basiotis, Carlson,
Gerrior, Juan, & Lino, 2002). Although
aging is not itself a cause of mal-
nutrition, related risk factors can

affect older adults’ nutritional intake,
contribute to malnutrition (Wellman,
Weddle, Kranz, & Brain, 1997), and be
“multiple and synergistic” (American
Dietetic Association [ADA], 2000).
Other factors that may contribute to
the dietary status of the members of
this growing older population are the
types of nutrition messages they
receive and their readiness to change
diet-related behaviors.
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Background

A 1996 report by the American Dietetic
Association discussed the increased
challenges of competing with
conflicting nutrition messages that
consumers receive from avariety of
sources. The public needs science-
based information that not only
educates, but also encouragesthe
adoption of more healthful nutrition-
related behaviors. An update of this
Association’ sreport notesthat research
isneeded to develop and test cost-
effective methods for evaluating the
efficacy of nutrition education
programs. For effective behavior
change, nutrition education programs
must be based on the target audience’s
needs, behaviors, motivations, and
desires. And the gap between
knowledge of nutrition and actual
healthful eating practices must be
narrowed by providing nutrition
information in a usable form to
consumers (ADA, 1996).

In the 1970s, Prochaska and colleagues
began studying how people make
changes. Their efforts led to the
development of the Transtheoretical
Model, of which the Stages of Change
is aconstruct (Prochaska, Norcross,

& DiClemente, 1994). Prochaska,
attempting to bring together the
components of the major psycho-
therapy theories regarding how people
acquire successful behavior change,
found that the many theories could be
summarized by principles called the
“processes of change.” Hewas
especially interested in how “self-
changers” progress along a continuum
of change—from Precontemplation to
Contemplation, Preparation, Action,
Maintenance, and Termination—
without therapy or a professional
program (box 1).

According to this construct, successful
changerequiresthat self-changers
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know the stage in which they are
located and subsequently use
appropriately timed strategies.

Initial thoughts were that self-changers
moved linearly from one stage to

the next. In reality, successful self-
changers may recycle through the
Stages of Change several times before
successfully reaching the Maintenance
or Termination stage (Prochaska,
Norcross, & DiClemente, 1994).

In studies of health behaviors, older
adults have been found to fall pri-
marily into the Precontemplation or
Maintenance stage, therefore, calling
for nutrition education efforts to be
targeted at the Precontemplation stage
(Nigg et a., 1999), where people do
not perceive there is a need to change.
The assumption isthat people at the
Precontemplation stage for adoption
of a healthful diet need information
that assists them in becoming aware
of the personal benefits of healthful
eating behaviors (Laforge, Greene,

& Prochaska, 1994). Persons in the
M ai ntenance stage¥a wherebehavior
changes have occurred for more than
6 months¥amay experience some
relapse (Kristal, Glanz, Curry, &
Patterson, 1999), may need infor-
mation about local resources, and may
need strategies to help them deal with
barriers to maintaining their dietary
changes.

Implications for nutrition education
programs for older adults include
understanding and applying successful
program elements, providing a clear
plan for education and having that
education based on segmented needs
of the older population, adapting
locally, and using existing servicesto
provide education. These implications
point to the need for research of
behavior-based nutrition education

for older adults (Contento et a., 1995).
Thus, this study examinesthein-
fluence of a nutrition education
intervention¥sthe Healthy Eating

for Life Program (HELP)%2 on the eating
behaviors of aselect group of older
adults that participated in congregate
meal programs. Because the scientific
evidence supporting the healthful
benefits of fruit and vegetable
consumptionissignificant (U.S.
Department of Health and Human
Services[DHHS], 2000; Tate & Patrick,
2000; Gerrior, 1999), we focus on
behavior changes related to the
consumption of these food items.

According to current research, older
adults may maintain or improve their
health by increasing their intake of
fruitsand vegetabl es, thus possibly
lowering health care costs and
increasing their quality of life

(ADA, 2000; Gerrior, 1999). Nutrition
education curriculafor older adults
are availablefor use, but the ability of
these curriculato increase the servings
of fruits and vegetabl es consumed by
older adults is uncertain (Clarke &
Mahoney, 1996; Contento et a, 1995).
Hence, more evaluation studies are
needed of the influence of nutrition
education programs that are designed
for older adults at congregate meal
sites.

Methods

Subjects

Thetarget population for this study
consisted of community-dwelling,
nonmetropolitan older adults who
attended congregate meal sites. The
participants were at least 60 years old
(asrequired for attendance at the
congregate meals), with the exception
of spouses under 60 years old who
could attend meals when accompany-
ing their older spouse.

The treatment group was chosen from
three Ohio counties; the control group,

Family Economics and Nutrition Review



definitions used in this study

Box 1 - Basic definitions of the Stages of Change Construct of the Transtheoretical Model and operational

Basic definition

Operational definition

Precontemplation
No intention of changing behavior and does not see a need
to change.

Participant consumed fewer than 3 to 4 servings of fruits (vegetabl es)
each day and did not say he or she was seriously thinking about eating
more servings of fruits (vegetables) during the next 6 months.

Contemplation
Acknowledges need to change behavior and begins to think
seriously about doing so during the next 6 months or so.

Participant consumed fewer than 3 to 4 servings of fruits (vegetabl es)
each day and said he or she was seriously thinking about eating more
servings of fruits (vegetables) during the next 6 months.

Preparation
Plans to take action during the next month to change
abehavior.

Participant consumed fewer than 3 to 4 servings of fruits (vegetabl es)
each day and was planning to eat more servings of fruits (vegetables)
during the next 30 days.

Action
Takes action to change behavior but action has lasted for
6 months or less.

Participant consumed 3 to 4 or more servings of fruits (vegetables)
each day and has been consuming this amount of fruits (vegetables)
for 6 months or less.

Maintenance
Has been practicing a changed behavior for more than
6 months.

Participant consumed 3 to 4 or more servings of fruits (vegetables)
each day and has been consuming this amount of fruits (vegetables)
for more than 6 months.

Termination
Has reached ultimate goal of behavior change, with no
concern for relapse.

Note: Stages of change definitions are by Prochaska, Norcross, and DiClemente (1994).

from another Ohio county.! TheArea
Agency on Aging, county offices of
Ohio State University Extension, and
coordinators of the congregate meal
sites assisted with site selection, which
needed to be more rural than urban or
nonmetropolitan.2 Fifty treatment and

Survey Instruments
Threeinstruments were used in this
study: a demographics instrument, a
questionnaire entitled Checkup on Y our
Good Eating Practices, and a Stages of
Change instrument that consisted of

two subscales—one for fruits and
another for vegetables. These
instruments were devel oped by
Extension nutrition professional s of
the HEL P Elderly Nutrition Education
Coordinating Group that devel oped
the HEL P instructor’ s manual .

51 control participants were selected.3

3The size of the sample was based on guidance
from the HELP Elderly Nutrition Education
Coordinating Group: Mary P. Clarke, PhD,
RD, Kansas State University; Sherrie M.
Mahoney, M S, Kansas Extension Service;
Jacquelyn McClelland, PhD, RD, North
Carolina State University; William D. Hart,
PhD, RD, St. Louis University; Denise
Brochetti, PhD, Virginia Polytechnic Institute
and State University; Alma Montano Saddam,
PhD, RD, The Ohio State University.

IThe data for this study were collected as
part of the multi-State effort to test the
lesson plans of the HELP.

2Ohio was selected to provide data from
a nonurban population, as part of a
coordinated effort to compare data
among States.
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The demographics instrument collected
information on gender, age, race,
number in household, educational
level, income, how often meals were
eaten with someone el se, and how
often meals and snacks were eaten.
Checkup on Y our Good Eating
Practices consisted of seven questions
related to eating fruits and vegetables,




and the Stages of Change instrument
consisted of eight separate questions,
four each for fruits and for vegetables
(box 2). Questions on the Stages of
Change instrument asked older adults
the number of servings of fruits and
vegetabl es they were eating, how long
they had been eating that number of
servings, and whether they were
seriously thinking of increasing this
number either in the next 30 days or

in the next 6 months. These questions
were based on the criteria of the
Transtheoretical Model Stages of
Change construct (W.D. Hart, personal
communication, October 19, 2001).
Thus, the questions were based on a
standardized length of timeindividuals
had been working on, or intended to
implement, a behavior change.

The Extension nutrition specialists,
dietetic nutrition professional's, and
county Extension agents (who also
field tested the teaching material s)
tested the instruments for content
and face validity. The instruments
were reviewed for content accuracy
and suitability for the older adult
target audience, after which appro-
priate adjustments were made.

Extensive field testing addressed any
issues related to reliability. Cronbach’s
Alphawas used to test internal
consistency of the instruments. The
instrument Checkup on Y our Good
Eating Practices tested at an alpha of
.77. The subscale for Stages of Change
for fruit-related behaviors tested at

an alpha of .53, and the subscale for
Stages of Change for vegetable-related
behaviorstested at an alpha of .63.
Research in applying the Stages of
Change construct to measurement

of behavior change of nutritional
behaviorsis relatively new. Therefore,
the alphalevelswere considered
acceptable (Nunnally, 1967).
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Box 2 —Major Survey Instruments!

Checkup on Your Good Eating Practices: Example questions
(Answer choices: Almost never, Seldom, Often, Almost always, and Doesn’t apply.)

What do you do?

Include at least three food groups in my breakfast
(e.g., milk, fruit, and grains such as bread and cereal)?

Eat 3 or more servings of different vegetables daily?

Eat at least 1 serving of vitamin A-rich foods daily
(e.g., dark green, leafy [spinach, kale, broccoli] and deep yellow
[sweet potatoes, cantal oupe, apricots])?

Choose potatoes prepared in lower fat ways (not fried)?
Eat 2 or more servings of different fruits daily?

Choose at least 1 serving of vitamin C-rich foods daily
(e.g., orange juice, grapefruit, broccoli, cabbage, tomatoes)?

Include at least 1 serving from each of the five food groups
(i.e., grains, fruits, vegetables, meat group, and milk products)?

Stages of Change: Questions

Separate questions were asked for fruit- and vegetable-eating behaviors.

How many servings of fruits (vegetables) do you eat each day?
0
lor2
3or4
5 or more
Don’'t know

About how long have you been eating this amount of fruits (vegetables)?
Less than 1 month
1 to 3 months
4 to 6 months
Longer than 6 months
Don’'t know

Areyou seriously thinking about eating more servings of fruits (vegetables)
starting sometime in the next 6 months?

Yes

No

| aready eat enough

Undecided

Are you planning to eat more servings of fruits (vegetables) during the next 30 days?
Yes
No
| dready eat enough
Undecided

IHELP evaluation instruments developed by Mary P. Clarke, PhD, RD; Jacquelyn McClelland,
PhD, RD; William D. Hart, PhD, RD; and Alma Montano Saddam, PhD, RD of the Elderly
Nutrition Education Coordinating Group.
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Treatment and Analysis

The HELP was developed as ajoint
project of the Cooperative Extension
Services at Kansas State University,
The Ohio State University, North
Carolina State University, and St. Louis
University. The program’ stheme
focused on having participants depend
primarily on food for good nutritional
health and encouraging them to eat a
variety of nutritious foods even though
the adults’ calorie needs may have
declined. HEL P |essons were designed
to facilitate movement of nutrition
behaviors along a continuum—from
being unaware of eating habits and
health connections to applying skills
to maintain healthful eating behaviors
(Clarke & Mahoney, 1996).

The HELP lessons specifically
addressed nutritional needs of older
adults. The connection between good
health and healthful eating habits was
emphasized. The fruit and vegetable
lessons al so presented practical ways
for small households to purchase

and store fruits and vegetabl es.
Suggestions were shared for preparing
fruits and vegetables that are easier
to chew; lower in salt, sugar, and fat;
and preserve other nutrients. The
recipes, varying in texture, flavor,

and temperature, were chosen
because of their ability to appeal

to the changing taste buds of many
older adults.

The treatment group was taught a
series of four HEL P nutrition lessons.
Thelessonsfor the first 2 weeks
focused on vegetables, with alesson
on potatoes included, while the
second 2 weeks focused on fruits.
The objectives of the lessons related
to the following: suggested number
and sizes of servings; vegetables and
fruits as sources of various nutrients
and few calories; links between eating
vegetables and fruits and decreased
risk for some diseases; cost-effective
purchasing, storage, and preparation
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of vegetables and fruits; and vege-
tables and fruits with less fat, salt,
and sugar.

A dish featuring vegetables or fruits
was brought to each class for partici-
pantsto taste. Also, at each of the four
sessions, the participants were given
handouts of the lessons, “challenges’
for planning behavior changes, copies
of recipes (including those tasted in
class) in the HEL P, and educational
aids (e.g., refrigerator magnets of
vegetables and fruits). For each group
(one each from three counties), all
lessons were taught in the same order
by the researcher who used the same
visuals, dishesto taste, and style of
presentation. The control group did not
receive the weekly lessons. However,
after completing the post-test, they
were offered a set of handouts and the
HELP recipes. Pre- and post-tests,
respectively, were administered to the
control group from September through
December 1998, with these results
being used to test and retest the study
instruments. The instruments tested
reliably below .05, with the exception of
the question that dealt with how long
the reported number of vegetables had
been eaten. This question, however,
was accepted as reliable because of the
slightly lower number of participants
answering the question.

To consider this study quasi-
experimental and a nonequivalent
control-group design, we made efforts
to select similar treatment and control
groups. Analysis of the demographics
conducted on treatment and control
groups was only significantly different
on one variable: how often they ate
meal s with someone else.

For the questionnaire Checkup on Y our
Good Eating Practices, we summed a
score for each treatment and control
group participant by using answers
from seven questions related to fruit
and vegetable behavior (total possible

For vegetable-eating behaviors,
the treatment groups’ pre-test
responses were mostly indicative
of Precontemplation, followed
closely by Maintenance,

and then Preparation . . . .
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score of 28, after eliminating “doesn’t
apply”). A paired-samplet-test was
used to compare the means of the pre-
and post-test scores for each group.

Post- and pre-test matched summed
scores were also measured with asign
test. Thistest determined whether
significant differences exist between
positive and negative changes from
the pre-test to the post-test. These
changes, derived by subtracting pre-
test from post-test results, were placed
into three categories: negative differ-
ences, positive differences, or ties
(i.e., no change).

For the Stages of Change instrument,
we used sign tests to measure differ-
ences of matched cases from pre-test
to post-test administration, excluding
“don’t know” for the number of
servings, how long this amount of
fruits and vegetables had been eaten,
and for computed stages of change for
fruit- and vegetable-eating behaviors
for participantsin both groups. An
algorithm was used to calculate a
separate stage of change for eating
fruits and vegetables (box 1). Pre- and
post-test fruit and vegetabl e stages
were calculated for the treatment and
control participants, except for those
without sufficient datato categorize.

Results

Sample Characteristics

Overall, the older adultsin the
treatment and control groups were
similar. Seventy-six percent of the
50 participants in the treatment group
were women, and 92 percent were
White. Sixty-seven percent of the

51 participantsin the control group
were women, and 94 percent were
White (data not shown).
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Table 1. Post-test/pre-test sign test for Chec

kup on Your Good Eating Practices

regarding fruit- and vegetable-eating behaviors of elderly participants

Treatment groupt

Control group?

Percent
Negative differences 32 31
Positive differences 59 43
Ties 9 26
h=44.
2n=49.

Eating Practices

Results from the questionnaire

entitled Checkup on Y our Good Eating
Practices showed that, compared

with the control group, asignificant
difference existed between the means
for the treatment group from the pre-
test to the post-test. From the pre-

to the post-test, mean scores by the
treatment group increased from 20.86 to
22.73 (p<.05). For the control group, the
means were 19.46 at the pre-test and
20.67 at the post-test (data not shown).

For the sign test, although two-tailed
significance levels did not show a
significant difference in either group’s
summed scores, the percentages of
negative and positive differences and
the ties for the treatment group were
noteworthy (table 1). From the pre-

test to the post-test, for example, 59
percent of changes by the treatment
group were positive, compared with

43 percent of the changes by the
control group that were positive. The
percentage of ties (no change) was low
for the groups (9 vs. 26 percent). These
resultsimply that some type of change
took place from pre-test to post-test
administration, particularly in how
members of the treatment group
viewed their eating behaviors.

Stages of Change

Members of the treatment group
categorized their fruit-eating behavior
most often as Maintenance at the

pre-test and post-test (32 percent
each), followed closely by Pre-
contemplation at pre-test and post-test
(24 and 28 percent, respectively) and
Preparation (20 percent each at pre-test
and post-test) (table 2). Changes that
could not be categorized dropped
from 20 percent at pre-test to 4 percent
at post-test. Responses reflective of
behaviorsin the Action category
increased from O at pre-test to 8 per-
cent at post-test; that is, at post-test,
members of the treatment group
consumed 3 to 4 or more servings

of fruits each day and had been
consuming this amount for no more
than 6 months.

Among the control group members,
pre-test responses regarding their fruit-
eating behaviorsfell most frequently
into Precontemplation, followed by
Preparation and Maintenance (43,

25, and 20 percent, respectively).

For this group, pre-test and post-test
differences were minor among all
categories.

For vegetabl e-eating behaviors, the
treatment groups’ pre-test responses
were mostly indicative of Precontem-
plation, followed closely by Main-
tenance, and then Preparation (30, 28,
and 24 percent, respectively). That is,
some members of the treatment group
had not considered changing their
vegetabl e-eating behavior, some had
practiced changing their behavior, and
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Table 2. Pre-test and post-test computed Stages of Change for fruit- and vegetable-

eating behaviors of elderly participants

Treatment group! Fruits Vegetables
Stage of change Pre-test Post-test Pre-test Post-test
Percent

Maintenance 32 32 28 46
Action 0 8 4 10 oA e
Preparation 20 20 o 26 Our fmdmgg indicate that the
Contemplation 4 8 0 0 HELP nutrition lessons made a
Precontemplation 24 28 30 12 difference . . . in how some older
Cannot categorize 2 4 4 6 adults in the treatment group

thought about changes, planned
Control group? Fruits Vegetables for changes, or made changes in
Stage of change Pre-test Post-test Pre-test Post-test their ft.‘UIt- and Vegetable-eatmg

behaviors.

Percent

Maintenance 20 18 47 33
Action 2 6 0 4
Preparation 25 19 8 18
Contemplation 2 4 2 2
Precontemplation 43 49 33 33
Cannot categorize 8 4 10 10
In=50.
2n=51.

others planned to take action during
the next month to change their
vegetabl e-eating behavior. At the post-
test, members of the treatment group
most frequently characterized their
vegetable-eating behavior as being
related to Maintenance, followed by
Preparation, and Precontemplation

(46, 26, and 12 percent, respectively), a
different pattern than was the case at
the pre-test phase. The control group’s
responses at pre-test were mostly in
two categories: Maintenance (47
percent) and Precontemplation (33
percent). The post-test category for
Precontemplation remained at 33
percent, but the Preparation category
was 18 percent, a change from the pre-
test (8 percent). Also, control group
partici pants categorizing their behavior
as Maintenance dropped to 33 percent
at the post-test phase.
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Results from the sign tests revealed no
significant difference between pre-test
and post-test results for neither the
treatment group nor the control group
for stage of change related to fruit-
eating behaviors nor for the control
group for stage of change related to
vegetable-eating behaviors (table 3).
However, asignificant positive change
for stage of change for the treatment
group’ s vegetabl e-eating behaviors
existed. This positive change shows
movement from alower stage of change
category to ahigher category from the
pre-test to the post-test.

Limitations of the Study

Findings were limited to the older
adultsin this study. Participants were
not randomly selected because they
were attendees of pre-arranged class
sites, and some self-selection occurred.
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M easurable behavior change may have
been limited because of the short span
of weeksin which treatment took place.
Other considerations were (1) the
environments of the congregate meal
sitesthat varied in lighting, seating
arrangements, distractions, and
participant attentiveness and (2) the
nutrition education on fruits and
vegetables that the control group may
have received from other sources prior
to this study.

Conclusions

This study specifically examined the
influence of nutrition education on the
eating behaviors of older adults who
resided in nonmetropolitan or semi-
rural geographic areas and who were
also participants of congregate meal
programs. Based on recent trends, the
nonmetropolitan or semi-rural older
adult population is an important group
to focus on because of factorssuch as
the out-migration of younger persons
in these areas and the sometimes-
segmented nutrition and health care
services (ADA, 2000; Rogers, 1999).
Further study is recommended of not
only this geographic audience but also
of a comparison of this audience with
urban older adults who participate in
congregate meal programs.

Our findings indicate that the HELP
nutrition lessons made a difference,
measured by real and statistical
significance, in how some older adults
in thetreatment group thought about
changes, planned for changes, or made
changesin their fruit- and vegetable-
eating behaviors. Additionally, thereis
merit to the use and further study of
the questions on the Stages of Change
instrument for fruit- and vegetable-
eating behaviors; that is, for the
categorization of older adults’
behaviors into the Precontemplation,
Contemplation, Preparation, Action,
or Maintenance stages.
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Table 3. Post-test/pre-test sign test for Stages of Change computed for fruit- and
vegetable-eating behaviors of elderly participants

Treatment! ControP
Fruits
Percent
Negative differences 24 16
Positive differences 22 20
Ties 54 64
Treatment! ControP
Vegetables
Percent
Negative differences 8 17
Positive differences 41* 5
Ties 51 78

In = 37 for fruit-eating behaviors, and n = 37 for vegetable-eating behaviors.
2n = 45 for fruit-eating behaviors, and n = 41 for vegetable-eating behaviors.
*Differences in behavior changes from the pre-test to the post-test are significant, at p <.05.

Realistically, diets vary over time
because of a number of factors—one
being changesin foodsthat are
available. Therefore, a more relevant
application of the Stages of Change
construct, compared with simply
measuring eating behavior, may be

to measure cognitive and behavioral
engagement. This approach allows
researchers to focus more on what
people are thinking about eating
during the process of changing their
diet, compared with measuring specific
foods and nutrients consumed (Kristal,
Glanz, Curry, & Patterson, 1999).
This approach aso may be more
empowering to individuals who are
working toward more healthful eating
behaviors.
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Using a Concurrent Events
Approach to Understand
Social Support and Food
Insecurity Among Elders

This study tested a concurrent events approach to understand better the
relationships between social support and food insecurity of a sample (n=9)

of low-income elders that had participated in an earlier study (n=53) in Upstate
New York. This approach involved the use of time-intensive telephone interviews
over a span of 4 months. Results indicated that the concurrent events approach
provided a fuller understanding of food insecurity, social support, other events,
and experiences among these elderly participants. The researchers found that
the telephone interviews helped with obtaining a better understanding of the
elders’ “monthly cycle” of food insecurity and the importance of food exchange
as a source of social and food support among elders, a finding that had not
been captured in the two in-depth retrospective interviews of the earlier study.

any elders experience hunger

and food insecurity because of

low incomes, limited mobility,
or poor health (Cook & Brown, 1992;
Cohen, Burt, & Schulte, 1993; Lee &
Frongillo, 2001&; Nord et al., 2002).
Food insecurity among elders contrib-
utes to poor diet and malnutrition,
which exacerbates disease, increases
disability, decreases resistanceto
infection, and extends hospital stays
(Administration on Aging, 1994;
Torres-Gil, 1996; Lee & Frongillo,
2001b). Food insecurity is defined as
“theinability to acquire or consume an
adequate quality or sufficient quantity
of food in socially acceptable ways, or
the uncertainty that one will be ableto
do so” (Radimer, Olson, Greene,
Campbell, & Habicht, 1992).

Food insecurity among the elderly also
includes theinability to obtain and use
food in the household (e.g., to gain
access to, prepare, and eat available
food) because of functional impair-

ments, health problems, or lack of
social support (Lee & Frongillo, 2001a).
Social support affects whether an
elderly person with financial or physical
limitations or both experiences food
insecurity. This support can result
frominformal social networks, such

as family and friends, or more formal
programs, such as food programs
(Wolfe, Olson, Kendall, & Frongillo,
1996). Functional impairments, health
problems, and lack of social support
have significant relations with food
insecurity (Burt, 1993; Frongillo,
Rauschenbach, Roe, & Williamson,
1992; New Y ork State Department

of Health and Office for the Aging,
1996; Quandt & Rao, 1999; Roe, 1990;
Wolfeet a., 1996). Social support

and food insecurity interact in complex
ways. At least partly due to method-
ological limitations, these interactions
are neither well understood nor easy
to study (Lee & Frongillo, 2001c).

For example, equivocal evidence has
reveal ed the buffering effect of social
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support among elders (Newsom &
Schulz, 1996; Lee & Frongillo, 20014).

For some elders, family or friends—
even if needed routinely—cannot
always help as planned, resulting
sometimes in hunger or food insecurity.
Although it isimportant to understand
these types of situations, it is difficult
to obtain adequate details about these
experiences from one or even two in-
depth interviews (Wolfe et a., 1996).
When experiences such as these occur,
participants tend to talk in general terms
about what they did and suggest that
they are okay. However, they often do
not mention exactly what they con-
sumed or mention the anxiety they
experienced. In addition, they tend to
talk more about one or two problematic
times that resulted in greater anxiety or
more severe food insecurity rather than
including other |ess severe exampl es of
lack of support or of the variability or
precariousness of their support. Thus,
it has been difficult to obtain the details
that are needed to understand more
fully the relation of social support to
food insecurity in this popul ation.

Many low-income elders also experi-
ence amonthly financial cycle that
resultsin afood insecurity cycle—
having less food insecurity and anxiety
at the beginning of the month when
they receive their monthly checks and
experiencing greater food insecurity
and anxiety at the end of the month
when their money has been spent
(Wolfeet al., 1996). Some low-income
elders are so accustomed to this
monthly cycle that they do not talk
about these difficulties (even when
asked) unless they happen to be inter-
viewed during that time. It is unclear,
however, how various management
strategies relate to this monthly cycle.

Thus, the ways that both formal

and informal social support serveto
improve the food security of eldersare
not well understood, partly because of
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methodological limitationsin research
designs. In general, understanding the
biological, psychological, and social
dynamics of events, needs, practices,
and hel p-seeking and other behaviors
of eldersisimportant to assessing and
interpreting their experiences. Itis, as
well, important to understanding how
food assi stance programs and other
formal actions might contribute to
improving food security. For example,
1 of the 10 recommendations about
health outcomes developed by an
Ingtitute of Medicine (1996) committee
was to determine “the impact on health
outcomes when older individuals make
transitions between types of care,
treatment settings, and health plans.”
Acquiring such understanding requires
new research approaches that allow
for describing and sorting out complex,
dynamic patterns of each elder’s
experience across an appropriate time-
frame (Lee & Frongillo, 2001c). For
similar reasons, and in the absence

of randomized intervention trials, new
research approaches are al so needed
for assessing the effect of programs,
such as home-delivered meals and
home-care services.

Time-intensive, event-focused
approaches may be particularly
valuable for understanding complex,
dynamic patterns (Tuma & Hannan,
1984; Blossfeld & Rohwer, 1995),
because they are used to study
transitions across a set of discrete
states, including the length of time
intervals between entry into and exit
from specific states (e.g., well vs.ill).
Thetransitions are studied in relation
to other discrete events and changesin
continual states. These event-focused
approaches hold advantages for causal
inference over both cross-sectional
and traditional longitudinal approaches
because of the detailed knowledge of
the occurrence and timing of events.
These approaches are particularly
suited for research with elders because
of the highly dynamic nature of factors

that affect their nutrition and health
(Lee & Frongillo, 2001c).

This study tested an innovative,
events-focused, qualitative research
approach to understand better the
relationshi ps between social support
and food insecurity of low-income
elders. This new concurrent events
approach involved studying a small
group of food-insecure eldersinten-
sively for aprolonged period to help
understand the intricacies of the vari-
ability and uncertainty of social support
aswell as other events experienced
inrelation to food insecurity. The
approach isreferred to as “concurrent”
because the researchers monitored
study participants frequently over time
(Gordis, 2000).

Methods

We previously conducted a study of
53 food-insecure low-income elderly
men and women who lived in their own
homesin threelarge citiesin Upstate
New York. Inthisearlier study, we
completed two in-depth interviews with
each elder. The purpose of the earlier
study was to understand better the
experience of elderly food insecurity
and thus contribute to previous
research of food insecurity among
elders (Wolfeet d., 1996, 1998). For
the study reported here, we selected
asubset of nine of these elders.

When we conducted the earlier study,
six of the nine eldersin the study
reported here were food insecure and
three, relying heavily on social support
strategies for food, were marginally
food secure. The sample consisted

of seven Caucasian women, one
Caucasian man, and one African-
American man whose ages ranged
from 59 to 76 (an average of 68 years).
Four had impaired mobility (twoin
wheelchairs) and one had occasional
dizzy spells. Six lived alone; one with
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her daughter and husband, who died
during the study; one, with her elderly
boyfriend; and one, with her teenaged
grandson. Two received both food
stamps and home-delivered meals.
Three of the elders received home-
delivered meals only—one, not because
she needed them, but because she
helped deliver these meals. Of the
nine elders, only two participated in
congregate meals and received food
from food pantries; two did not
participate in any food programs.
Monthly incomes of the elderly
participants ranged from $400 to $900,
averaging $738 each month. Six lived
in subsidized housing; all had been
employed most of their lives; two had
not completed high school, five were
high school graduates, and two
attended some college.

Each participant wasinterviewed
weekly by telephone for 4 months
(December 2000 to March 2001) by

one of the authors who performed all

of the interviews by using an interview
guide and atape recorder. Participants
were asked about the past week: their
food situation (i.e., how they obtain
their groceries, whether they had any
help with meals, whether they attended
any food programs, or whether they
had problems accessing food), their use
of social networks, frequency of family
contacts, changesin their health or
social support, and events of the past
week. Rapport was established quickly
during the telephone conversations,
because the same interviewer had
interviewed each participant twicein
his or her home during the previous
year. The weekly contact helped to
increase rapport further, whichis
important for gathering this type of
sensitive information. Informed consent
(to participate and to tape record the
telephone interviews) was obtained
inthefirst interview.

Analysis was ongoing: Each week prior
to the next telephone interview, the
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interviewer listened to, took detailed
notes from, and analyzed the interview
of the previous week. From this
analysis, theinterviewer developed
follow-up questions to probe more fully
for emerging issues. Following the final
interviews, these records were further
analyzed, summarized, reviewed, and
discussed by all three authors.

Results and Discussion

Usefulness of the Concurrent
Events Approach for
Understanding Social Support

and Food Insecurity

As expected, the time-intensive tele-
phone interviews produced afuller
understanding of some issues that
arosein our earlier research with this
population. One finding was the
surprising extent and importance of
food exchange as a source of social
and food support among elders, a
finding that had not been capturedin
the in-depth interviews. For example,
one woman took home-delivered meals
to othersin her building and sold Avon
products, both of which placed her in
situations where peopl e gave her food
they had received from the home-
delivered meal program, food pantries,
or restaurants. These food gifts, plus
the free home-delivered meals she
received for working for them, were
important to her food security.

Another woman, with very low mohility,
lived alone and relied on her family for
support. Because this was not always
reliable, this participant became a
member of afood network in her
apartment building for seniors. This
network included elaborate food-trade
and food-access strategies. For
example, in addition to receiving half-
pint cartons of milk from aneighbor’s
home-delivered meals, this study
participant received food from awoman
who did not use all the food that her

The weekly telephone calls
provided good rapport between
the elderly food-insecure
participants and the interviewer
and a fuller understanding of food
insecurity, social support, other
events, and experiences among
these elderly participants.
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children brought to her. In return, our
participant made homemade soup and
brought portionsto others.

Another person received food from the
“bread fairy,” an elderly neighbor who
went regularly to the food pantry to get
and then distribute |oaves of day-old
bread to various needy residents. A
fourth elderly woman was diabetic and
had recently begun sharing the food
she prepared with others. The foods
included items such as diabetic
desserts that she shared with a diabetic
neighbor whom she also took food
shopping. Extensive food-sharing
among elders has been elucidated by
others (e.g., Quandt, Arcury, Bell,
McDonald, & Vitolins, 2001).

The study was intended to produce a
better understanding of the variability
and uncertainty of social supportin
relation to food insecurity, since the
findings from the earlier in-depth inter-
views suggested that social support
was important for food security but
often was not consistent or reliablein
many cases. What we found, however,
was that at least in this group, the
social support of most participants did
not change over the 4 months of the
study (e.g., elders maintained routine
patterns regarding who took them

shopping).

In fact, having non-changing situations
was important to these elders. The only
exception was the elderly participant
who reported both in the in-depth and
telephone interviews that her daughter
took her shopping once a month.
However, this supposed routine help
did not occur during the first 2 months
of our weekly telephone interviews. As
aresult, this participant had to borrow
food from her neighbors and had to
order canned food from adrug store
that delivered—although she preferred
fresh food. This situation also made
her home-delivered meals more vital
than ever. Another participant who
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experienced amajor life event during
the study—the loss of her husband—
did not lose her social support or food
insecurity as might have been expected
because she also lived with her
daughter.

Results such as these suggest that a
longer follow-up period may be needed
to understand the effects of variability
in social support for most elders.
Perhaps, when changesin social
support occur for most elders, the
changes are over alonger period,

such as those associated with climatic
seasons.

Usefulness of the Concurrent
Events Approach for
Understanding Other Events and
Experiences Related to Food

Insecurity

The weekly telephone interviews were
valuable for gaining afuller under-
standing of the daily lives of these
food-insecure elders. By talking with
the participants weekly, the researchers
found that the interviews also helped
with obtaining a better understanding
of the elders’ “monthly cycle” of

food insecurity and also allowed
good rapport and confidence to be
established. Thetelephoneinterviews
also allowed the researcher to ask
more direct questions and the elderly
participants to share additional
personal information. Some examples
follow.

(1) One elderly woman was not
classified as food insecure based
onthe earlier study, but the weekly
contacts hel ped to elucidate how much
she actually relied on food stamps—
particularly at the end of the month.
Her food money began to be depleted
during the third week of the month;
during the end of the month, her food
situation actually changed. For example,
she had to substitute foods like french
toast for dinner rather than eating meals

that included meat. Because of the
rapport established between the
interviewer and another participant,
the elderly woman making these
substitutions was comfortable enough
to describe one of her food-access
strategies: smuggling food from the
congregate lunches to be eaten for her
dinner. Although this was not allowed
(because of concernsfor food safety),
sheregularly brought containers for
extrafood.

(2) The weekly interviews helped
researchers understand the support
system of one African-American man
who had very little family support, but
he seemed to have a number of friends
that took him shopping. Later in the
study, however, herevealed that he
often paid these friends for rides and
therefore was reluctant to call them as
much as he needed.

(3) The concurrent events approach
was intended to allow usto understand
and describe what and how events
occurred on aweek-to-week basis, as
well as how these events affect elders
food insecurity. We previously found
that major sicknesses and other
stressful events affected the food
situation of the elders and, thus, their
food insecurity (Wolfeet a., 1996).
Although few participants endured
very stressful events during the

4 months of study, Christmas turned
out to be one such event. The weekly
interviews provided an understanding
of theimportance of Christmas and the
stressit may cause because of the need
to have extramoney to buy special
food, presents for grandchildren, and
other items. Christmas, therefore,
sometimes resulted in greater food
insecurity. For example, one woman
who wanted to bake for her family and
friends bought extra staple foods and
saved some money during the fall so
that she could purchase extra baking
supplies. Unfortunately, she was forced
to use this stocked food when her
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money started to become depleted
because of extra Christmas expenses.
Theinterviews also highlighted the
importance of charitable food baskets
at Christmas for some participants.

(4) Another event occurred when the
Caucasian male participant—on the
recommendation of othersin his
building—decided to try food shopping
rather than eating out at a snack bar
each evening. By following this
recommendation, he spent more money
than he would have spent otherwise.
Theresult: Before the end of the
month, this elderly participant needed
to borrow money and use credit to eat.
Perhaps this was because he was not
used to shopping for groceries.

(5) One elderly woman'’s health, social
support, and food situation changed
dramatically during the 4-month study.
This participant was on a diet described
aslowfat, low-cholesterol, low-sugar,
low-sodium, and limited-greens. (The
latter was due to a history of blood
clots and medication for it. Based on
her interpretations, she believed she
was not allowed to eat anything
“green.”) The weekly telephone
contact produced a greater under-
standing of how complicated it was

for this participant to follow her diet—
especialy given her low income. In
addition, during the time that the
telephone interviews were conducted,
this elderly participant experienced
several major life changes. After having
heart surgery, she moved in with her
elderly boyfriend so that he could

take care of her. At the sametime, she
continued to pay for her own house,
which caused financial difficulties.
(She did not feel secure enough with
her new situation to sell her house.)
Living with her boyfriend who had

no diet limitation made it even more
difficult for her to follow her fairly strict
diet. Our previous work showed that
the ability to eat the “right foods for
health” was an important aspect of food
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security among the elderly, and her new

social situation seemed to make this
woman even more food insecure. Then,
just before our study ended, she was
diagnosed with breast cancer. This new
life-altering event—plus the negative
effect of living with someone with very
different food habits—caused her to
conclude that her diet really did not
matter anyway. Asaresult, she
stopped following her diet. It'slikely
that her food situation changed further
after her cancer surgery, which was
scheduled after the end of our study.

Thus, using the new concurrent events
approach, compared with thetwo in-
depth interviews alone, produced a
fuller understanding of changes as
they occurred. Thisfuller under-
standing probably would not have
been achieved with retrospectivein-
depth interviews or event histories
(Tuma& Hannan, 1984; Blossfeld &
Rohwer, 1995). During the 4-month
timeframe, however, there were not
many substantial changes. The
approach was relatively easy and
inexpensive to implement, requiring
only about 10 minutesto interview
each participant each week.

Conclusions

The weekly telephone calls provided
good rapport between the elderly food-
insecure participants and the inter-
viewer and provided afuller under-
standing of food insecurity, social
support, other events, and experiences

among these elderly participants. These

calls added to what was achieved in
the two prior in-depth interviews. The
concurrent events approach was not
efficient for understanding the vari-
ability of social support or the effect

of stressful events on food insecurity,
however, because these events did not
occur very often. The approach might
be more efficient (for the same amount
of interviewer time input) by first

The concurrent events approach
is likely to be useful for
investigation following an event
or transition such as participating
in the home-delivered meals
program, moving into senior
housing, loss of a spouse, moves
by family members, or a change
in health condition.
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interviewing anew personin hisor
her home once or twice, followed by
weekly telephone calls for amonth,
and then monthly telephone calls for
at least several monthsor up to ayear.
When an important event or change
isidentified, weekly telephone cals
can be made for several weeksto
investigate that event or change.

The concurrent events approach is
likely to be useful for investigation
following an event or atransition such
as participating in the home-delivered
meal's program, moving into senior
housing, losing a spouse, moves by
family members, or achangein health
condition. The concurrent events
approach could identify the early
effects of programs and provide much-
needed evidence about whether and
how being a program participant (e.g.,
Meals on Wheels recipient) is helpful.
For example, one could investigate
whether elders receiving home-
delivered meals eat the meals, establish
arelationship with the delivery person,
or have changesin their mental state.
Participants could be recruited by
using either aformal or an informal
surveillance system (such as through
contacts in housing offices or through
home-delivered meals programs) that
provides prompt notification when
someone is making atransition. Soon
after this notification, the participant
could beinterviewed, as frequently as
once aweek or once amonth, to obtain
amore detailed and accurate assess-
ment of any changesin food status
and social support.

This study has demonstrated the
usefulness of an innovative, feasible,
and inexpensive concurrent events
research approach for investigating
nutrition issuesin the elderly. The
two key elements of the approach are
theinitial establishment of rapport by
using one or two in-depth, in-person,

qualitative interviews and then frequent

follow-up qualitative interviews via
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telephone. Variants of this approach
might involve brief in-person follow-up
interviews or incorporation of some
quantitative questions.
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Measuring the Food Security of
Elderly Persons

This study assessed the appropriateness of the U.S. Food Security Scale for
measuring the food security of elderly persons and, in particular, whether
measured prevalence rates of food insecurity and hunger among the elderly

were likely to be biased, relative to those of the nonelderly. The findings, based
on analysis of 3 years of data from the Current Population Survey Food Security
Supplement, consistently indicated that the Food Security Scale fairly represented
the food security status of elderly persons, compared with the food security status
of nonelderly persons. Statistical analysis of the multiple-indicator scale found no

indication that the scale underrepresented the prevalence of food insecurity or
hunger among the elderly because they interpreted or responded to questions

in the Food Security Scale differently than did the nonelderly. Responses to
questions other than those in the scale indicated that some elderly did face
food-access problems other than insufficient resources to buy food—most notably
problems getting to a food store. However, these problems were no more likely
for the elderly than for the nonelderly to be so serious that desired eating patterns
were disrupted or food intake was insufficient. A small proportion of elderly
households classified as food-secure obtained food assistance from Federal and
community programs, suggesting that some of these households were less than
fully food-secure and that some may, indeed, be food-insecure. However, food-
secure elderly-only households were less likely than the food-secure nonelderly
households to rely on food assistance programs that are accessible to both.

Iderly persons are more food-

secure than are nonelderly

persons, according to recent
nationally representative food security
surveys sponsored by the U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture (USDA) (Nord,
2002; Nord et a., 2002; Guthrie &
Lin, 2002; Andrews, Nord, Bickel,
& Carlson, 2000; Bickel, Carlson, &
Nord, 1999). In these surveys, food
security—defined as access at all times
to enough food for an active, healthy
lifefor all household members—is
measured by a series of questions
about behaviors and experiences
known to characterize households that
are having difficulty meeting their food
needs (Fitchen, 1981; Fitchen, 1988;
Radimer, Olson, & Campbell, 1990;

Radimer, Olson, Green, Campbell &
Habicht, 1992; Wehler, Scott, &
Anderson, 1992). The U.S. Food
Security Scale, calculated from re-
sponses to these questions, measures
the food security of the household

and classifies each as food-secure,
food-insecure without hunger, or food-
insecure with hunger (Bickel, Nord,
Price, Hamilton, & Cook, 2000; Hamilton
eta., 1997a; 1997h). Concerns have
been raised about whether this
measurement method, based on self-
reported food-access conditions and
behaviors, fairly represents the food
security of elderly persons, compared
with that of non-elderly persons. Food
insecurity is known to be associated
with poor nutrition and health
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outcomes for elderly people, and age
aggravates the negative effects of poor
nutrition on the elderly; so accurate,
reliable measurements of the food
security of the elderly are important
both for monitoring and research
purposes (Sahyoun & Basiotis, 2000;
Guthrie & Lin, 2002). In this study, |
assess the appropriateness of the U.S.
Food Security Scale for measuring the
food security of elderly persons and,
in particular, whether prevalence rates
of food insecurity and hunger are
comparabl e between householdswith
and without elderly persons present.

Statistics based on the September 2000
Food Security Survey Module—the
most recent food security data

avail able—indicate that 94 percent

of householdswith an elderly person
(i.e., age 65 or over) present were
food-secure throughout theyear (Nord,
2002). Thus, the remaining 6 percent
of householdswith elderly persons
were food-insecure, meaning that at
some time during the previous year,
these househol dswereeither uncertain
of having or unableto acquire enough
food to meet basic needs of all their
members because they had insufficient
money or other resources for food.

Oneinfour of the food-insecure elderly
households (1.5 percent of all elderly
households) werefood-insecureto the
extent that one or more household
members were hungry at least some
time during the year because they could
not afford enough food. The other
three-fourths of food-insecure elderly
househol dsobtained enoughfoodto
avoid hunger by using avariety of
coping strategiessuch aseatingless
varied diets, participating in Federal
food assi stance programs, or getting
emergency food from community food
pantries. These rates of food insecurity
and hunger were about half those of
househol ds with no elderly members,
and this relationship was observed at
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al income levels, including households
with incomes below the Federal poverty
line. The extent of food insecurity and
hunger among elderly households
remained almost unchanged from that
of 1995 (when the first nationally
representativefood security survey
was conducted) through 2000. The
corresponding prevalence ratesfor the
nonelderly, on the other hand, declined
substantially during this period of
economic growth.

There are two areas of greatest concern
regarding application of the standard
methods for measuring food security
tothe elderly. Thefirst iswhether the
questionsin the Food Security Scale
are understood similarly by the elderly
and the nonelderly and whether they
experience and respond to food in-
security in similar ways. The standard
method depends on self-reported
conditionsand behaviorsrelated to
food access and, as such, may be
subject to differencesin how people
understand and interpret thequestions
and may be subject to biasesin the
direction of perceived social desir-
ability. For example, ethnographic
findingshave suggested that theleast
severe question in the Food Security
Scale, which askswhether respondents
worried that their food would run out
before they received money to buy
more, might be less sensitive for elders.
Some elderly persons, at least, report
that they just do not worry about such
things.

The second area of concern iswhether
the Food Security Scaleis appropriately
sensitive to obstacl esthat particularly
affect elders’ ability to get adequate,
nutritious meals. The Food Security
Scale measures, specifically, food
insecurity and hunger that are caused by
insufficient money or other resources
for food. Each question in the scale
specifies this resource constraint as a
reason for the behavior or condition—

for example: “Inthelast 12 months,
did you ever cut the size of your meals
or skip mealsbecause there wasn’t
enough money for food?” Factors
other than economic resource
constraints (e.g., health problems,
mobility limitations, and lack of
transportation) may be obstaclesto
elders’ ability to obtain adequate
nutritious meal's, and food-access
problems caused by such factors might
not be registered by the Food Security
Scale (Guthrie & Lin, 2002).

Data and Methods

Datato assessthese concernsabout
measuring the food security of elderly
personswere drawn from the August
1998, April 1999, and September 2000
Current Population Survey Food
Security Supplements (CPS-FSS).
The CPS-FSSis an annual, nationally
representative survey of about 42,000
households, whichisconducted asa
supplement to the monthly CPS labor
force survey. In each household, the
person most knowledgeabl e about the
food purchased and eaten in the home
respondsto the questionsinthe Food
Security Supplement. Annual statistics
on household food security inthe
United States are published by the
USDA and are based on datafrom
the CPS-FSS.

Separate analysisfileswere constructed
for householdsinwhich all persons
were age 65 or older (i.e., elderly-only
households) and householdsinwhich
no person was age 65 or older (i.e.,
nonelderly households). Households
with mixed elderly and nonelderly—
about 7 percent of all households—
were excluded from the analysis.
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Scaling Analysis: Do the Elderly
and Nonelderly Experience
and Respond Similarly to

Food Insecurity?
Toassesswhether thequestionsinthe
Food Security Scale are understood
similarly by the elderly and the non-
elderly and whether they experience
and respond similarly to foodin-
security, | compared response patterns
of elderly-only and nonelderly house-
holds. To do so, | used statistical
methods based on the Rasch measure-
ment model—the methods originally
used to devel op the Food Security
Scale. Thisanalysis exploits one of
the strengths of multiple-indicator
measures such as the Food Security
Scale: associations among the indi-
cators comprising the scale provide
evidence of its validity and reliability.

Furthermore, if the patterns of associ-
ation among the itemsin amultiple-
indicator measure are similar in two
populations, thissuggeststhat theitems
relate similarly in the two populations
totheunderlying phenomenon that
accountsfor their interrelationships;
that is, the items measure the same
phenomenoninthetwo populations.
Thesemethodsof scal e assessment
are more widely used in psychometric
research and educational testing than
in nutrition and economic research, so
| present first abrief summary of the
Rasch model and the scal e assessment
statisticsbased onit. More detailed
information on the Rasch model and
associated statisticsisavailable
elsewhere.l

1 SeeWright (1977; 1983), Wright & Masters

(1982), Baker (1992), Hambl eton, Swaminathan,

& Rogers(1991), and Fischer & Molenaar
(1995), and the Website of the MESA
psychometric laboratory at the University
of Chicago at www.rasch.org. Information
about applications of Rasch methods to the
development and assessment of food security
scalesisavailableinHamiltonetal. (19974;
1997b), Ohls, Radbill, & Schirm (2001), Bickel
etal. (2000), andNord (2000).
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An essential characteristic of the Food
Security Scale is that the items com-
prising it vary across awide range of
severity of food insecurity. The precise
severity level of each item (the “item
calibration” or “item score”) is esti-
mated empirically from the overall
pattern of responseto the scaleitemshby
theinterviewed households. However,
the range of severity of the conditions
identified by theitemsis also intuitively
evident from inspection of the items.
For example, not eating for a whole

day is amore severe manifestation of
food insecurity thaniscutting the size
of meals or skipping meals. These
differencesin severity are observed
intwo waysin the response patterns

of surveyed households.

First, more severeitems are less
freguently affirmed than less severe
items. Second, households that affirm
a specific item are likely to have also
affirmed all items that are less severe,
while householdsthat deny theitem
arelikely to also deny all items that
aremore severe. Thesetypical response
patternsare not universal, but they are
predominant, and among households
that do deviate from the typical
patterns, the extent of deviation
tendsto beslight.

The Rasch model formalizes the
concept of severity-ordering of items
and providesstandard statistical
methods to estimate the severity level
measured by each item and the severity
level experienced by each household.
The model also assesses the extent to
whichtheresponsepatternsobserved
in adataset are consistent with the
severity-order concept. The food
security of households can be thought
of asa continuum, which is represented
by a graduated scale, from fully secure
to severely insecure with hunger
evident. The Rasch model links the
severity of itemsto this same scale as
follows: Imagine a household becoming
progressively more food-insecure. At

very low levels of food insecurity, the
household denies all itemsin the Food
Security Scale. Asinsecurity increases,
the household reaches alevel whereit
beginsto report, “We worried whether
our food would run out before we got
money to buy more” (the least severe
item in the scale), while continuing to
deny the more severe items. That low
level of insecurity isthe severity score
of the “worried” item.

At some more severe |evel, the house-
hold beginsto report, “ Thefood we
bought didn’t last, and we didn’t have
money to get more,” while continuing
to affirm the “worried” item but
denying all of the more severeitems.
Thishigher severity level isthe severity
score of the item “Food we bought
didn’'t last.” Of course, not all house-
holds experience or report food security
in exactly the same manner, so these
relationships are only probablistically
true. Technically, half of al households
with severity scores equal to that of an
item will affirm that item. That is, the
average household at thislevel of
severity isright on the edge, equally
likely to say “yes’ or “no” to theitem.

Asahousehold becomes more food-
insecure, it is progressively more likely
it will affirm each item. The Rasch
model is based on a specific mathe-
matical function that relates the prob-
ability of a household affirming an item
to the difference between the severity-
level of the household and the severity
score of the item (box 1). Average item
discrimination and item-fit statistics,
used inthisstudy to compareresponse
patterns of elderly and nonelderly
househol dswith questionsintheFood
Security Scale, are based on the
consistency withwhichhouseholds’
responses conform to this expected
pattern. These statisticsare based on
the proportions of expected and
unexpected responses. Expected
responses are denials of anitem by
househol dswith severity scoresbel ow
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Box 1. The Rasch Model: Ordering severity level of items and
severity level experienced by households

The single-parameter Rasch model, which is used to create the Food Security
Scale, assumes that the log of the odds of a household affirming anitemis
proportional to the difference between the “true” severity level of the
household and the “true” severity level of theitem. That is, the odds that a
household at severity-level h will affirm an item at severity-level i is expressed
as: P, /Q,; = €™ where Pisthe probability that the household will affirm the
item, Q isthe probahility the household will deny the item (that is, 1-p), and
eisthe base of the natural logarithms.

Item infit is an information-weighted fit statistic that compares the observed
responses of all households with the responses expected under the
assumptions of the Rasch model. It is calculated as follows:

INFIT; = SUM [(X; =P, 2] / SUM [P, ;- Py 7]

where:
X;  isthe observed response of household hto itemi
(1if responseisyes, 0if responseis no);
P, i isthe probability of an affirmative response by household h to
item i under Rasch assumptions, given the item calibration and
the estimated level of severity of food insecurity in the household.

The expected value of each item’sinfit statistic is 1.0 if the data conform
to Rasch model assumptions. Values above 1.0 indicate that the item
discriminates less sharply than the average of all itemsin the scale.

Item outfit is an outlier-sensitive fit statistic that compares the observed
responses of all households with the responses expected under the
assumptions of the Rasch model. It is calcul ated as the average across
households of the squared error divided by the expected squared error.

where:

X; p isthe observed response of household hto itemi
(1if responseisyes, 0 if response is no);

P, i isthe probability of an affirmative response by household h to
item i under Rasch assumptions, given theitem calibration and
the estimated level of severity of food insecurity in the household;

N isthe number of households.

The expected value of each item’s outfit statistic is 1.0 if the data conform to

Rasch model assumptions. Values above 1.0 indicate a higher than expected

proportion of “erratic” responses¥a affirmative responses to a severe item by
households that affirmed few other items or denials of alow-severity item by
households that affirmed many other items.

For further information on these item-fit statistics, see Wright and Masters
(1982, pp. 94ff.), Bond and Fox (2001, pp. 176ff.).
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that of the item and affirmations of
theitem by householdswith severity
scores higher than that of theitem.

Unexpected responses are the opposite.

An item with highdiscrimination has
fewer unexpected responses than does
an item with low discrimination. Thus,
if the same set of itemsisfound to
have higher average discrimination in
one population than in another, this
indicates that the responses were more
consistently ordered, and the under-
lying phenomenon was measured more
precisely, in thefirst population.

The Rasch model assumes that all
items discriminate equally and that
items discriminate equally for all sub-
populations. Comparing average item
discrimination between scales fitted
separately for the elderly and the
nonelderly tests empirically whether
the latter assumption istrue. Lower
item discrimination in a subpopulation
would mean either that the behaviors
and conditionsindicated by the items
were less consistently ordered in that
subpopulation or that respondents’
answerstothe questionswereless
consistently related tothebehaviors
and conditionsin question. Thelatter
condition would occur if the questions
were not well understood by the
respondents or were not understood
to mean the same thing by all
respondents.

Item-fit statistics compare the extent of
unexpected responsesfor each specific
item to those of the average of al items
in the scale. The two most commonly
reported item-fit statistics “infit” and
“outfit” areusedinthisstudy to assess
whether the elderly responded | ess
consistently or more erratically than
did the nonelderly to specific itemsin
the scale (box 1). For both statistics, a
value of 1 indicates that the extent of
unexpected responsesto theitemisat
the average for al itemsin the scale.
Values above 1 indicate a dispropor-
tionate share of unexpected responses
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and, therefore, lower discrimination

of theitem; values below 1 indicate
asmaller proportion of unexpected
responses and higher discrimination

of the item. Infit is “information-
weighted” sothat it issensitiveto
responsesby househol dswith severity
scoresintherange near the severity
level of the particular item. Outfit is
sensitiveto unexpected responsesfrom
householdswith severities much higher
or lower than that of the item—that

is, to highly improbable or erratic
responses (outliers). Ouitfit is calculated
as the sum of squared errors divided

by the sum of squared errors expected
under model assumptions.

| conducted separatescaling analyses
for elderly-only and nonelderly house-
holds and compared theresults.
Households that affirm none of the
scale questions, typically nearly 80
percent of all U.S. households and
alarger proportion of elderly-only
househol ds, and thosefew households
that affirm all questionsto which

they respond do not provide any
information about the rel ative severity
of theitemsin the scale. Households
with these “extreme” responses must be
excluded from scaling analyses. After
these necessary exclusions, the sample
of households availablefor the scaling
analysis from the combined CPS-FSS
for the 3 years consisted of 2,036
elderly-only households and 17,033
nonelderly households, sufficiently
large samples to provide stable, reliable
scalestatistics.

| recoded responsesto thefood security
questionsinto dichotomousscaleitems
by following standard editing pro-
cedures, as described in the Guideto
Measuring Household Food Security,
Revised 2000 (Bickd et al., 2000).
Child-referenced items were excluded
from both scales in order to maximize
comparabhility, because the elderly-
only households were not asked these
questions. Datafor the two age groups

were fitted separately to the Rasch
model by using joint-maximum-
likelihood methods implemented by
ERSRasch (a set of SAS programs
developed by ERS for Rasch analysis
of food security data).

The elderly-only and nonelderly scales
were standardized to the same metric
(that of the standard 18-item household
scale described in Bickel et a., 2000)
so that discrimination parameters and
item severities could be meaningfully
compared between the two scales. The
scales were standardized by applying
alinear transformation to each scale's
item scores so that means of the item
scores could be equated to mean
absolute deviation of item scores

in the two scales. This particular
standardization isjustified by the
assumption that the scal e characteristic
most likely to be the same between the
two popul ationsisthe average severity
of the items.

The additive constant in the linear
transformation simply provides
identification. (Rasch scales are unique
only up to an additive transformation,
so anidentifying constantissupplied
arbitrarily in the process of model
estimation.) The multiplicative constant
in the linear transformation adjusts for
any differencesin the average item
discrimination in the two subpopu-
lations. The Rasch model assumes that
item discrimination is the same in all
subpopulations. However, we also
assumethat any givenitem represents
the same level of food insecurity for
respondentsinboth subpopul ations.
Comparing the discrimination
parameters required to obtain the
same item dispersion in scales fitted
separately to elderly and nonelderly
household response data allows one
to test whether these two assumptions
are compatible.

Alternatively, average item discrimina-
tion in the two subpopul ations can be
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compared by estimating item scores
separately for each group with dis-
crimination coefficients set at 1 and
then comparing the mean absolute
deviations of item scoresin thetwo
scales. The two methods are exactly
equivalent. The multiplier required to
equate mean absolute deviationisthe
inverse of the discrimination coefficient
that would have to be specified to
achieve the same mean absolute
deviation of item scores. Adjusting
theitem scores hasthe advantage of
facilitating comparison of relative
item severities between the two
subpopul ations.

| compared average item discrimina-
tion, item-fit statistics, and relative item
severity scores of the elderly-only scale
with those of the nonelderly scale.
Average item discrimination and item-
fit statistics provide information about
the consistency of ordering of responses
to the questionsin the scale. If elderly-
only responseswerelessconsistently
ordered or more erratic, then the
average item discrimination for their
scale would be lower, and item-fit
statistics of affected itemswould be
higher, thanthecorresponding statistics
for the nonelderly scale.

If thetwo age groups understood a
question differently, or if the behavior
or condition in question rel ated
differently to food insecurity for the
two groups, then the severity score of
that item relative to those of other items
would differ between the scales for the
two groups. On the other hand, similar
relative severity scoresacrossall items
for thetwo age groupswoul d suggest
that the items are understood similarly
by thetwo groupsand that thetwo
groups experience and respond to food
insecurity similarly.
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Other Indications of Food

Problems Faced by the Elderly
CPS-FSS asked respondents several
questionsadditional tothosethat
constitute the Food Security Scale.
Theseother questionsidentified various
food problemsthat may have been
encountered. Oneof thesequestions,
the so-called food sufficiency question,
has been used for many yearsinfood
consumption and health surveys. It
asks: “Which of these statementsbest
describesthefood eatenin your
household—(1) enough of the kinds
of food we want to eat, (2) enough but
not always the kinds of food we want
to eat, (3) sometimes not enough to eat,
or (4) often not enough to eat?’ This
question does not explicitly specify a
resource constraint as the cause of the
food condition and may, therefore, be
sensitive to food-access problems that
are not caused directly by insufficient
money to buy food.

I compared the proportions of elderly-
only and nonelderly households
reporting in each category of this
questionto assesswhether food
problems other than insufficient
resources to buy food were more
prevaent for elderly than nonelderly
households. | also cross-classified
householdsin each age group by their
food sufficiency statusand food
security statusto assesswhether the
Food Security Scale wasless sensitive
to food problems revealed by the food
sufficiency question for elderly than for
nonelderly households.

Households responding “We had
enough but not always thekindsof food
we want to eat” were then asked the
following: “Here are some reasons why
people don’t always have the kinds of
food they want. For each one, please
tell meiif that is a reason why YOU
don’t always have the kinds of food you
want to eat.” Reasons presented for a
yesor no responsewere

* Not enough money for food

¢ Kinds of food we want not available

* Not enough time for shopping or
cooking

* Too hardto get tothe store

* Onaspecia diet

Househol dsrespondingthat they
sometimes or often did not have enough
to eat were asked a similar follow-up.
“Here are some reasons why people
don’t always have enough to eat. For
each one, please tell meif thatisa
reason why Y OU might not always
haveenoughtoeat.” Reasonspresented
for ayes or no response were

* Not enough money for food

* Not enough time for shopping or
cooking
* Too hardto gettothestore

* Onadiet
* No working stove available

¢ Not ableto cook or eat because of
health problems

| compared the proportions of the
elderly-only and nonelderly households
reporting selected problems to examine
whether food problems other than
insufficient resourcesto buy food
affected the elderly more so than they
did the nonelderly. The food security
statusof householdsreporting each
food access problem was also examined
to assesswhether the Food Security
Scaleisless sensitiveto other food
access problemsfor the elderly than

for the nonelderly.

Only data from the 1999 and 2000
CPS-FSS were used for the analysis

of thefood sufficiency question and
itsfollow-ups because asomewhat
different set of follow-up questionswas
asked in 1998. Mixed-age households
(elderly and nonelderly living together)
were excluded from the analysis as
were those who did not respond to the
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food sufficiency question (3.9 percent).
Unlike the scaling analysis, however,
thisanalysisincluded househol dsthat
denied or affirmed all scale items, so
the sample sizes were large in spite of
restricting the analysisto 2 years of
data: 13,078 elderly-only households
and 59,203 nonelderly households.

Other Indicators of Unmet Food
Needs Among Food-Secure
Elderly and Nonelderly

Households

Some householdsturn to Federal or
community food assistanceprograms
when they haveinsufficient money and
other resourcesfor food. Households
that use these programsand are
classified as food-secure may either
have underreported the extent to which
they are food insecure or may have
depended on these programsto get
enough food to befood-secure. To
assesstheextent of theseconditions,

| compared the proportions of food-
secure elderly-only and nonelderly
househol dsthat used four food
assistance programsthat are available
toelderly-only householdsand are
reported in the CPS-FSS: the Food
Stamp Program, senior meals (either
Meals on Wheels or meals at a senior
center), getting emergency food from
afood pantry, and eating meals at an
emergency soup kitchen.

CPS-FSS data from the 1998, 1999,
and 2000 surveys were combined for
thisanalysis. Most householdswith
annual incomes above about 185
percent of the Federal poverty line were
not asked questionsabout their use of
food programs, so the analysiswas
restricted to householdswith incomes
below this level. The 3-year CPS-FSS
sample of low-income food-secure
househol ds consisted of 7,072 elderly-
only households and 14,524 nonelderly
households. For theanalysisof food
stamp participation, the analysiswas
further restricted to householdswith
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annual incomes below 130 percent of
the Federal poverty line to exclude
most househol dsthat were not income-
eligible for food stamps. This sample
consisted of 3,467 elderly-only
households and 9,152 nonelderly
households.

Results

Scaling Analysis

Theresponse patterns of elderly-only
households reflected greater consist-
ency with the severity order of the
items than did those of nonelderly
households. With the dispersion of
item scores equated, the discrimination
parameter was 1.25 for elderly-only
householdsversus 1.02 for nonelderly
households (table 1). Thisindicates
somewhat greater consistency inthe
way inwhich the elderly experience
and manage food insecurity and may
also indicate more consistent under-
standing of the questions by elderly
respondents.

Item-fit statistics confirm that the
greater consistency of elderly-only
responses was generally truefor all
itemsin the scale. There are no hard-
and-fast rules for assessing item-fit
statistics, but infitsin the range of 0.8
to 1.2 are generally considered to be
quite good, and 0.7 to 1.3 may be
acceptable (Hamilton et a., 1997b;

Linacre & Wright, 1994). Infit statistics

for both samples were within an
acceptable range and were remarkably
similar between the two age groups for
corresponding items.2 Theoutfit
statistic for “Worried food would run
out” was somewhat high (indicating
erratic responses) in both samples but
less so in the elderly sample. The most

2Thelower-than-expected infitsfor thetwo pairs

of mutually dependent items(thefrequency-of-

occurrencefollow-upitemsand their baseitems)

inboth scalesareartifacts of the statistical
dependenceof theseitems.

Results of the scaling analysis
allay concerns that the standard
scale underreports the prevalence
of food insecurity and hunger
among the elderly because of
differences in how they interpret
and respond to the questions in
the Food Security Survey Module.



Table 1. Item severity scores and fit statistics for elderly-only and nonelderly Food Security Scales

Elderly-only households Nonelderly households
(n=2,036) (n=17,033)

Severity Severity
Item score! Infig Outfit? score! Infif Outfit?
Worried food would run out 1.74 1.05 4.30 1.29 1.10 8.41
Food bought didn't last 2.64 .85 1.80 257 .98 3.83
Couldn't afford balanced meals 2.83 122 12.70 3.61 1.23 4,07
Cut size of meal or skipped meal 5.54 7 .60 5.29 71 .55
Ate less than felt should 5.53 .96 71 5.52 .87 77
Cut size of meal or skipped meal, 3+ months 6.16 .76 .39 6.43 a7 48
Hungry but didn't eat 8.06 .86 .32 7.56 .95 .70
Lost weight 8.45 111 1.26 8.74 1.04 .60
Didn't eat for whole day 9.53 .95 42 9.28 .87 .53
Didn't eat for whole day, 3+ months 10.01 .83 19 10.21 79 .23
Mean 6.04 6.05
Mean absolute deviation 2.39 2.39
Standard deviation 281 281
Discrimination coefficient? 1.25 1.02

1The severity score of an item reflects the level of severity of food insecurity in households that are equally likely to report or to deny that the condition existed during the
year. The metric of the severity scores is logistic (log-odds), and the zero point is arbitrary.
2|nfit is a measure of the extent to which responses of all households to an item deviate from expectations based on the statistical measurement model used to create the
scale (the Rasch model). Infits higher than 1 indicate a higher proportion of inconsistent responses (i.e., lower discrimination) than the other items in the scale. Infits lower

than 1 indicate a lower proportion of inconsistent responses (higher discrimination) than the other items in the scale.

30utfit is similar to infit except that it is more sensitive to highly erratic responses (outliers). Values higher than 1 indicate a higher-than-expected proportion of erratic
responses (e.g., denial of a low-severity item by a household that affirms many higher-severity items). Values lower than 1 indicate fewer such responses than

would be expected under model assumptions.

“Discrimination parameters were adjusted to equate the mean absolute deviation of item scores for each scale to that of the corresponding items in the standard
scale as described in Guide to Measuring Household Food Security, Revised 2000 (Bickel et al., 2000). A constant was then added to each scale to equate the
mean of the item scores to that of the corresponding items in the standard scale.

notable outfit statistic was the high
value (12.7) for “Couldn’t afford
balanced meals’ in the elderly
subsample. Thisindicates that elderly-
only responses to thisitem were more
erratic than their responses to other
items and more erratic than responses
of the nonelderly to thisitem. Because
“Couldn’t afford balanced meals’ isa
low-severity item (2.83), these erratic
or improbabl e responseswould have
been denials of thisitem by households
that affirmed many other items. It is not
known whether these reflect genuine
differencesin how food insecurity is
experienced by different elderly
households, misunderstanding of the
item by some elderly respondents, or
coding errors by interviewers. Outfits
this high can result from highly
unexpected responses by just afew
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discrepant cases (three or four cases

in asample of this size), so further
research iswarranted prior to drawing
conclusionsabout the suitability of the
item for assessing food security of the
elderly.

Relative item severities were generally
consistent between theelderly-only
and nonelderly scales (fig. 1). Thisis
evidencethat the scale measuresthe
same underlying phenomenon in both
popul ations: that thequestionsare
understood similarly by elderly and
nonelderly personsand that thetwo
groups experience and respond to food
insecurity similarly. An underlying
assumption of the Rasch model is

that theinter-rel ationshipsamong

the indicator items result from the
relationships of each individual item

to the underlying phenomenon (in this
case, food insecurity). Thus, similar
patterns of relationshipsamong the
indicator items in two populations are
evidence that the items relate similarly
to theunderlying phenomenoninthe
two populations. If elderly people
underreport food insecurity and hunger,
then they do so with remarkable
consistency acrossamost all of the
items. The item about worrying is
somewhat more severe (less often
reported at similar levels of severity)

on the elderly-only scale, as suggested
by ethnographic research findings, but
the differenceis only about 0.45 logistic
units, corresponding to an odds ratio

of 0.64 (calculated by exponentiating
the difference in item scores; 90 percent
confidence interval is 0.58 to 0.70).
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Figure 1. Comparison of item severity scores,! elderly-only households versus nonelderly households
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'The severity score of an item reflects the level of severity of food insecurity in households that are equally likely to report or to deny that the condition existed during the year.
Note: An item falling on the “equal score” line would represent the same level of food insecurity in households with only elderly persons as in households with no elderly person

present.

The most notable differenceinitem
scoresof elderly-only households,
compared with the nonelderly, isthe
lower item severity (more frequently
reported at similar levels of severity)
on the elderly-only scale of theitem
“We couldn’t afford to eat balanced
meals.” This item was 0.78 logistic
unitsless severefor the elderly,
corresponding to an oddsratio of 2.2
(90 percent confidence interval 2.01 to
2.39). That is, elderly-only households
were more than twice as likely to report
this condition as were nonelderly
households at the same overall level of
food insecurity. Itispossiblethat this
occursbecausetheelderly’ sperceived
standard of what a balanced meal
consistsof ismore stringent thanis
true of the nonelderly. Thusit is harder
to achieve, and they are more likely to
report being unable to afford a balanced
meal .

The item about balanced mealsisthe
threshold item for classifying house-
holds as food-insecure. That is, itis
the third item in severity order, and
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households must affirm at least three
itemsto be classified as food-insecure.3
Therefore, itslower severity in the
elderly scale would result in aslight
upward bias on the prevalence of food
insecurity among the elderly, compared
with the nonelderly, as measured by
the standard methods. This bias occurs
because each group of households with
the same raw score actually includes
householdswith arange of “true” food
security severity levels. If al of the
items except the balanced meals item
have the same item scoresin elderly
and nonelderly households, and if the

3 Under Rasch assumptions, a raw score for
the number of affirmative responsesis an
ordinal measure of the underlying construct
(food insecurity in this case), provided
households respond to the same set of
questions. Thus, classification of households
as to their food security status is based on
their raw scores. Households that affirm 3
or more of the 10 items in the scal e assessed
in this article are classified as food insecure
irrespective of which 3 items they affirm.
Households that affirm 6 or more of the
items are classified as food insecure with
hunger.

41



balanced mealsitem has alower
severity score for the elderly than for
the nonelderly, then some elderly
householdswith“true” food security
just below thefood insecurity threshold
will, nevertheless, affirm the balanced
meals item and therefore be mis-
classified asfood insecure by the
standard food security classification
procedures.

The severity scores of items near the
hunger threshold (cut size of meals or
skipped mealsin 3 or more months)
were almost the same for the elderly-
only and nonelderly scales. Therefore,
estimates of the prevalence of hunger
among the elderly are not likely to

be biased and can be meaningfully
compared with those of the general
population.

Other Indications of Food

Problems Faced by the Elderly
Elderly-only households were about
half aslikely as nonelderly households
to register food problemsin response to
the food sufficiency question, aratio
consistent with their rel ative rates of
foodinsecurity and hunger based onthe
Food Security Scale. About 10 percent
of elderly-only householdsindicated
any problem (they did not always have
enough to eat or they did not always
have the kinds of food they wanted to
eat), compared with nearly 20 percent
of the nonelderly (table 2). Among
elderly-only households, 1.7 percent
reported that they sometimes or often
did not have enough to eat, compared
with 4.2 percent of nonelderly
households. On both measures, the
elderly/nonelderly differences could
reflect a general stoicism of the elderly
with regard to food needs, but the
similar pattern across the two measures
suggests, at least, that food-access
problems other than insufficient
resources to buy food do not affect

the elderly in substantially larger
proportions, compared with the

effect on the nonelderly.
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Table 2. Food sufficiency status versus food security status of elderly-only and

nonelderly households, average 1999-2000

Elderly-only Nonelderly

households households

Food sufficiency status (n=13,078) (n=59,203)

Percent

Enough of the kinds of food we want to eat 89.89 80.46
Food-secure 88.76 78.09
Food-insecure without hunger 1.03 2.06
Food-insecure with hunger .10 .30
Enough to eat but not always the kinds of food we want 8.44 15.30
Food-secure 6.09 9.65
Food-insecure without hunger 1.81 443
Food-insecure with hunger .54 1.22
Sometimes not enough to eat 1.39 3.49
Food-secure .23 .58
Food-insecure without hunger .57 1.46
Food-insecure with hunger .58 1.45
Often not enough to eat .29 75
Food-secure .05 .07
Food-insecure without hunger .04 13
Food-insecure with hunger .20 .54

Note: All percentages were calculated using sample weights provided by the Census Bureau so that the
interviewed households represent the U.S. noninstitutionalized population.

Specific food problems other than
insufficient resourcesto buy food were
no more prevalent among elderly-only
househol dsthan among nonelderly
households (table 3). Not surprisingly,
lack of time for shopping or cooking
was much less of a problem for the
elderly-only than for the nonelderly
households. The preval ences of other
problems were remarkably similar for the
elderly and nonelderly households.
Thiswastrue even of problems such as
“too hard to get to the store” and “not
able to cook or eat because of health
problems,” which might be thought of
as being more problematic for the
elderly. These problems account for a
greater proportion of those elderly-only
house-holds that reported any problem
than was true for nonelderly house-
holds. For example, 1.68 percent of
elderly-only households reported that
they sometimes or often did not have

enough to eat (table 2). Included among
these households were 0.66 percent
who said thiswas because it wastoo
hard to get to the store. Thus, this
problem accounted for 39 percent of
elderly-only househol dswho sometimes
or often did not have enough to eat. The
corresponding statistic for nonelderly
householdswas 19 percent.

Other Indicators of Unmet Food
Needs Among Food-Secure
Elderly and Nonelderly

Households
Food-secureelderly-only househol ds
relied less on Federal and community
food assi stance programsthan did
nonelderly households, withthe
exception of meal programs that are
specifically intended for senior citizens
(table 4). Among food-secure house-
holds with annual incomes below 130

Family Economics and Nutrition Review



Table 3. Other food problems reported by elderly-only and nonelderly households, percent of the Federal poverty line,

average 1999-2000 about 12 percent of elderly-only
householdsreported receiving food
Elderly-only Nonelderly stamps during the previous 12 months,
households households compared with about 22 percent of
Food problem (n=13,078) (n=59,203)

nonelderly households. Food-secure
elderly-only households with income

Percent
Enough to eat but not always the kinds of food we want because: below 135 percent of the F(_aderal
Not enough time for shopping or cooking 0.95 5.93 poverty line also were lesslikely to
Food-secure 79 4.34 receive food from a church, food
Food-insecure (with or without hunger) 16 1.59 pantry, or food bank than were their
counterparts: food-securenonelderly
Too hard to get to the store 248 2.62 househol ds. Use of emergency (soup)
Food-secure , 1.56 1.62 kitchensby food-securehouseholdsin
Food-insecure (with or without hunger) .92 1.00 both age groups was rare and did not
On a special diet 512 190 differ substantially.Thesefinding_s
Food-secure 161 1.35 suggest that el derly househol dswith
Food-insecure (with or without hunger) 51 55 unmet food needs, or who are meeting
some of their food needs from food
Sometimes or often not enough to eat because: assistance programs, are no more likely
Not enough time for shopping or cooking 18 12 to be classified asfood-secure than are
Food-secure .06 22 nonelderly households.
Food-insecure without hunger .08 .26
Food-insecre with hunger 05 25 About 8 percent of food-secure elderly-
Too hard o get 1o the store 66 79 only householdswith annual incomes
Food-secure 13 10 below 185 percent of the Federal
Food-insecure without hunger 24 28 poverty line received assistance from
Food-insecure with hunger 29 41 community meal programs. This
assistanceincluded either prepared
On a diet 23 .34 meal s eaten at community programs
Food-secure .03 10 or senior centers or meals delivered
Food-?nsecure w?thout hunger .08 A1 to their homes by programs such as
Food-insecure with hunger 12 12 “Meals on Wheels.” About 14 percent
No working stove available .01 15 of low-income food-secure elderly-only
Food-secure 0.00 02 househol dsreceived assistancefrom
Food-insecure without hunger .01 .04 one or more of the four food assistance
Food-insecure with hunger 0.00 .09 programsanalyzed. Thissuggeststhat
some elderly househol ds with unmet
Not able to cook or eat because of health problems 23 .29 food needs, or who were meeting part
Food-secure .06 02 of their food needs from food assis-
Food-insecure without hunger .09 .09 tance programs, were classified as
Food-insecure with hunger .09 .18

food secure. The food security of these

Note: All percentages were calculated by using sample weights provided by the Census Bureau so that hous_ehOI ds may have been tenl_mus or
the interviewed households represent the U.S. noninstitutionalized population. marginal at ti mes, or they may, indeed,
have been food-insecure. Similar, or

even higher, reliance on these programs
by nonelderly households, however,
suggests that any questionable class-
ification or misclassification is no more
prevalent for the elderly than for the
nonelderly.
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Table 4. Use of Federal and community food assistance programs by low-income, food-secure, elderly-only and nonelderly

households, average 1998-2000

Elderly-only Nonelderly
Food assistance households households
Percent
Food-secure households with annual income below 130 percent of the Federal poverty line
Received food stamps 12.4 21.7
Food-secure households with annual income below 185 percent of the Federal poverty line
Senior meals (delivered to home or in center) 7.7 NA
Received emergency food from church, food pantry, or food bank 2.2 3.2
Ate a meal at a soup kitchen 3 A4
Received assistance from any of these four programs 14.4 17.2
Number of cases, income below 130 percent of Federal poverty line (unweighted) 3,467 9,152
Number of cases, income below 185 percent of Federal poverty line (unweighted) 7,072 14,524

Note: All percentages were calculated by using sample weights provided by the Census Bureau so that the interviewed households represent the U.S.

noninstitutionalized population.

Conclusions

The U.S. Food Security Scale fairly
representsthefood security of the
elderly, compared with that of the
nonelderly. Results of the scaling
analysisallay concernsthat the standard
scale underreportsthe preval ence of
food insecurity and hunger among the
elderly because of differencesin how
they interpret and respond to the
guestionsin the Food Security Survey
Module. With one exception, relative
item severities were similar for elderly-
only and nonelderly households, and
the exception would lead to a slight
upward bias on measured food
insecurity (but not hunger) among

the elderly. Overall, response patterns
of the elderly, compared with the
nonelderly, were more consistent with
the severity-order of theitems, and this
was true of all items except, possibly,
the item about balanced meals, to which
the elderly responded somewhat more
erratically than did the nonelderly.

It cannot be ruled out that elders
underreport all indicators of food
insecurity and hunger, but this
underreporting would haveto be
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remarkably consistent across almost
al itemsto result in the similarity of
relative item severities observed in this
study.

Responsesto thefood sufficiency
question indicate that the elderly do
face food-access problems other than
insufficient resourcesto buy food—
most notably problems gettingto a
store. However, these problems are no
more likely for elderly than nonelderly
househol dsto be so seriousasto
disrupt desired eating patterns or result
in having insufficient food to eat.

A small proportion of elderly house-
holds classified as food-secure obtain
food assistance from Federal and
community programs. Some of these
households probably arelessthanfully
food-secure, and some may, indeed, be
food-insecure. However, food-secure
elderly-only households areless likely
than are food-secure nonelderly
householdsto rely on programs that
are accessible to both.

Clearly, the Food Security Scaleis not
a perfect or complete measure of food
security. It measures primarily the main

dimension of food security—assured
access to sufficient and adequate food.
It does not measure food safety and
only indirectly measures the dimension
of social acceptability of methods used
to acquire enough food. Furthermore,
not all food problems faced by the
elderly (or by the nonelderly) are
usefully considered asfood security
problems. Nutrition security, a some-
what broader concept that includes
food security aswell as other factors
affecting the nutrition of those who are
food secure, may be auseful framework
for assessing and interrelating the
range of issues that affect nutritional
adequacy of the diets of the elderly, as
well asthe nonelderly (Garrett & Ruel,
2000).
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A Statewide Educational Intervention
to Improve Older Americans’
Nutrition and Physical Activity

The goal of “Take Charge of Your Health for Older Adults,” a community-based,
statewide intervention program, was to improve the nutritional status, functional
ability, and physical activity of older adults participating in Title Ill congregate
meal programs in Georgia. A pre-test, a series of nutrition education and physical
activity sessions, and a post-test were completed by 501 older adults. Results
showed that the responses to several measures significantly improved after the
intervention. For example, the percentage of older adults with knowledge that

5 daily servings of fruits and vegetables are recommended almost doubled (34 to
64 percent); whereas, those knowing that saturated fat increases the risk of heart
disease rose from 55 to 77 percent. Consumption of vegetables—not including
potatoes, carrots, or salad—increased from 1.6 to 1.8 average servings a day.
Older adults also improved their walking speed from 9.8 t0 9.1 seconds, and a
greater percentage of the participants (from 55 to 82 percent) reported performing

leg exercises during the previous week.

dequate nutrition and physical

activity are essential for

health maintenance, functional
independence, and quality of life.
M essagesdesigned to prevent disease
and improve the health and quality
of life for all Americans have been
promoted by national public policies
such as Healthy People 2010 (U.S.
Department of Health and Human
Services [DHHS], 2000), the Food
Guide Pyramid (U.S. Department
of Agriculture [USDA], 1996), the
Dietary Guidelines for Americans
(USDA & DHHS, 2000), and the
Surgeon General’s Report on Physical
Activity and Health (DHHS, 1996).
Despite the surge in social marketing
campaigns, many Americans—
particularly older adults—are not
meeting these recommendations.
Data from the Behavioral Risk Factor
Surveillance System, for example,
showed that in 1998 only 21.2 percent

of adults age 65 and older in Georgia
consumed 5 or more daily servings of
fruits and vegetables (Behavioral Risk
Factor Surveillance System, 1998). In
an additional report in 1999, data from
this Surveillance System indicated that
in the past 30 days, 41.5 percent of
Georgians age 65 or older were not
involved in any leisure-time activity,
that i's, nonoccupational physical
activity (1999).

TheAdministrationon Aging’'s

Older Americans Nutrition Program,
formerly known as the Elderly Nutrition
Program, was established in 1972 to
fund nutrition and social service
programs for adults age 60 and older.
Also known as the Title I11 Nutrition
Program, this service, based on factors
such aslow income, physical disability,
and social isolation, isintended to
improve the dietary intakes of older
adults, with emphasisgiven to those
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at greatest risk of developing nutrition
problems. The Older Americans
Nutrition Program also provides
numerous servicesthat emphasize
preventive intervention programs
through the use of nutrition screenings
and education, aswell as other health-
related and social support services
(Millen, Ohls, Ponza, & McCool,
2002). It is aso the largest U.S.
community nutrition program for older
adults, serving over 3 million meals
daily across the Nation, including
mesals to aimost 32,000 Georgians in
2000 (Georgia Department of Human
Resources, 2002).

An Executive Summary of Title I11
programs reported significant health
problems within the U.S. population
of older adults (Millen et a., 2002,
Ponza, Ohls, & Millen, 1996). Many
of these health problems—such as
cardiovascular disease, hypertension,
diabetes mellitus, and obesity—are
related to poor nutrition and physical
activity and therefore could be lessened
by interventions related to nutrition
and physical activity. Data from other
national sources (Millen et a., 2002;
Ponza et al., 1996) and from within
Georgia (Accettura, 2000; Aspinwall,
2001; Brackett, 1999) indicate that
participants in the Title [1l Nutrition
Program are at high nutritional risk and
have physical impairments included
within the list of activities of daily
living.

Prior research by the University of
Georgia s Department of Foods and
Nutrition has exposed the high-risk
status of many older adultsin north-
east Georgiawho participate in the
Older Americans Nutrition Program
and has provided asnapshot of

the probabl e characteristics of the
program’ s participants acrossthe State.
These studiesfound that morethan

50 percent of participants were at high
nutritional risk and that more than 30
percent were obese, had self-reported
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diabetes or poor glucose control, and
were hypertensive (Accettura, 2000;
Brackett, 1999). These results indicate
that this populationisat increased
nutritional risk, are at increased risk for
poor health overall, and could benefit
greatly from nutrition intervention
programs. Thus, agreat need exists

to develop, implement, and evaluate
nutrition and health education pro-
grams to determine gains in knowledge
and behavior changes. Hence, the
goals of this study wereto evaluate
the effect of anutrition education
curriculum and an intervention
program (leg exercises) designed to
enhance older adults’ knowledge about
nutrition and fitness and to improve
their behaviorsrelated to diet, physical
activity, and overall health and well-
being.

National recommendations indicate
that facilities with Older Americans
Nutrition Programs are ideal settings
for nutrition and health promotion
programs in older adult populations
(Millen et a., 2002). Most research
with these program participants
focused on documenting poor nutri-
tional status and nutritional risk factors
(Millen et a., 2002). The evaluation
of combined nutrition and physical
activity interventionstargeted to ol der
adultsin this program in the Southeast
islacking. Therefore, this evaluation is
of great value for both the well-being
of the older adults served and for the
Stateinits quest to provide nutrition
and health promotion activitiesand
servicesfor thispopul ation.

Methods

Thefirst phase of the study consisted
of training the staff, followed by
recruiting the participants, obtaining
approvals from institutional review
boards and informed consent from
participants, and administrating the
pre-test, which consisted of a

guestionnaire and two fitness batteries.
The second phase consisted of the
intervention: nutrition education and
leg-exercise programs. The last phase
wasthe post-test.

Participant Recruitment

and Criteria

The directors of centersfor senior
citizens, county Extension agents,
health educators, and staffsof Area
Agencieson Aging hel ped to recruit
participants, schedule interviews, and
remind participants when they were
to take part in the study. Depending
on the particular site, one or more of
these individuals were responsible for
conducting the pre- and post-tests

and for disseminating the nutrition
education curriculum. Staff devoted
to implementing the study received
training from the University of
Georgia s Department of Foods and
Nutrition staff who were also available
throughout the study to answer
questionsor address problems.

Two criteria were used to determine
whether individuals were eligible to
participatein the study: (1) they had to
be age 60 or older, and (2) they had to
receive congregate meals provided by
the Georgia Older Americans Nutrition
Program. Along with information about
informed consent, an oral description
of the study, including information
about the requirements, procedures,
and benefits of participation, was given
to all interested persons. Wereceived
written, informed consent from 655
men and women from 28 counties
representing the 12 Planning Service
Areas (geographic and programmatic
regions) in Georgiathat are served by
theAreaAgenciesonAging.

Intervention Programs

The nutrition education and physical
activity intervention program was
called “Take Charge of Your Health for
Older Adults.” These commercially
available materials were developed by
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the Georgia Division of Aging Services
and Wellness, Inc., and focused on
correcting risk factors for poor nutri-
tion in older adults and facilitating the
voluntary adoption of eating behaviors
that promote health and well-being

for older adults. The key themes of
this curriculum—centering on the
program’s three campaign messages:
Take 5 a Day, Take Down Fat, and
Take Action—were established by the
Georgia Coalition for Physical Activity
and Nutrition (Georgia Coalition for
Physical Activity and Nutrition, 2002)
and followed the principles of the Food
Guide Pyramid (USDA, 1996) and the
Dietary Guidelines for Americans
(USDA & DHHS, 2000).

The 12 lessons of “ Take Charge of

Y our Health for Older Adults” included
topicssuch asheart disease and high
blood pressure, calcium and osteo-
porosis, diabetes, and nutrition and
cancer prevention. Thefiveleg
exercises consisted of toe raisesfor
the calf muscles, side-leg lifts for the
abductor muscles, leg curlsfor the
hamstring muscles, knee extensions
for the thigh muscles (quadriceps),
and isometric straight-leg lifts for
both hip flexors and the quadriceps
(National Institute on Aging, 2001).
Modifications were also included

for eldersin wheelchairs or for those
otherwise unableto stand. These
exercises were graphically depicted
on aplacemat to help encourage
participation and to provide visual
cues. Classeswere given oneto two
times a month, and participants

were encouraged to perform the leg
exercises on adaily basis either at
home or at the senior center.

Assessment Instruments

Dietary intakes of fruits and vege-
tables, for both the pre- and post-test
guestionnaires, were assessed by using
six questions taken from the State-
based Behavioral Risk Factor
Surveillance System, administered
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in collaboration with the Centers

for Disease Control and Prevention
(Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance
System, 1999). Information from this
Surveillance System is used to track
trendsin behavior changes among the
population, to determine priority health
issuesand devel op plansto address
them, and to monitor the effectiveness
of interventions. We used the six
guestionsto assessthe frequency

of consumption of certain fruit and
vegetable groups according to daily,
weekly, monthly, or yearly timeframes.
For our study, we calculated fruit and
vegetable consumption by summing
the frequency of consumption of

the six items from the Surveillance
System’ s core food-frequency
instrument. Knowledge and behavior
questionsthat related to dietary intake,
food behaviors, and exercise/physical
activity were al so addressed by
selected questions from this Behavioral
Risk Factor Surveillance System. Other
questionsthat focused on older adults’
consumption of milk, knowledge
about fat consumption and health,

and whether they read nutrition labels
were adapted from Elbon (1998).

Following the questionnaire, the
participants' fitnesslevel was
assessed with ashort-battery form

of the Established Populationsfor
Epidemiologic Studies of the Elderly
(EPESE) (Guralnik et al., 1994) and
the Fullerton Functional Fitness Test
for Older Americans (Rikli & Jones,
1999). The EPESE test assessed older
adults' mobility by measuring three
categories—balance, strength, and
gait speed—asthey performed the
following tasks: standing balance,
chair stands, and an 8-foot walk,
respectively. Performance on each
of the three categories was scored
on ascaleof 0to 4. A summary
performance score was cal culated by
summing each of the three category
scores (range from 0 to 12), with
increasing valuesrepresenting

Whereas total mean intake of
fruits and vegetables and the
percentage of people who
consumed 5 or more servings
per day did not increase . . .
knowledge that 5 or more
servings of fruits and vegetables
should be consumed each day
did increase significantly: from
34 to 64 percent.
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functional performance. We designated
thefunctional categoriesbased onthe
literature (Guralnik et al., 1994), which
reported a strong association with
measures of self-reported disability.
For example, 48 to 91 percent of the
study participantswho reported that
they needed help to walk one-half mile
had a performance summary score
ranging from O to 5, an indication of
low functional ability. In comparison
15 to 36 percent of those who reported
needing help scored from 6 to 9, an
indication of average functioning; and
3 to 9 percent of participants had a
summary performance score of 10 to
12, indicating high functional ability.

Thefitnesstest, al so used to assess
the functional ability of program
participants, was designed to obtain
normative data regarding physical and
functional performance of community-
dwelling older adults and to identify
criterion-reference standards needed
by the older adultsto maintain the
ability to perform “desired activity
goals.” The six componentsto the
Fullerton Functional Fitness Test

for Older Americans each reflect a
physical parameter of functional fitness
and activities of daily living. For two
tasks—Sit and Reach and Back
Scratch—participants scored O if

they were able to reach their toes or
touch their fingertips of both hands.
Reaching past these pointsresulted

in a positive score while not being
ableto reach these pointsresulted

in anegative score.

Thetestsincluded in this battery are
based on the guidelines established
by the American College of Sports
Medicine (Roitman, 2001) and are
safe for most community-dwelling
older adults to perform without
receiving prior medical screening;
however, we did not use the 6-minute
walk test because of concerns about
obtaining approval from the institu-
tional review boards and because of
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Table 1. Self-reported general health status of older adults! in Georgia

Question description Pre-test Post-test
Percent

Would you say that in general your health is:
Excellent 6 8
Very good 18 20
Good 44 43
Fair 28 25
Poor 4 4

How much do your health troubles stand in your way

(of doing things)?
Not at all 36 37
A little 48 48
A great deal 16 15

How important is it to your health to be active all or most

days of the week?
Not at all 2 1
Somewhat 16 16
Very 63 61
Extremely 18 22

Age 60 or older who received congregate meals provided by the Older Americans Nutrition Program.

the lack of space to perform thistest at
some senior centers.

Statistical Analysis

We used the Statistical Analysis
System, Version 8.2 (SAS Institute,
2001) to analyze the data. Paired t-tests
and chi-sguares were used to determine
whether pre- and post-test resultswere
statistically significant (p<0.05).

Results

Of the 655 older adults who enrolled
in the study, 501 compl eted both the
pre- and post-test measures. Those
completing both measureshad an
average age of 76; Caucasian
comprised 65 percent of the sample,
and women, 83 percent. Differences
between parti cipants and nonpartici-
pants, by age, gender, and ethnicity,
were not statistically significant.

Table 1 describes three measures of
the elders’ self-reported general health
characteristics. During the pre-test
phase, 44 percent of the elders believed
their general health was good; whereas,
18 percent characterized their general
health as very good. During the post-
test phase, 43 percent said their health
was good; whereas, 20 percent be-
lieved it to be very good, an indication
of more favorable views of their
general health status. Changesin

elders’ responsesrelated to health
troublesthat prevented them from
performing tasks and the importance

of activity to their health were not
statistically significant before and

after the intervention.

Of the six questions examining fruit
and vegetableintake, responsesto only
one increased significantly from the
pre-test to the post-test phases(table
2). The mean servings per day
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Table 2. Fruit and vegetable intake, knowledge, and behaviors of older adults! in

Georgia
Question description Pre-test Post-test
Mean
How often did you drink fruit juices such as
orange, grapefruit, or tomato? (servings/day) 0.91 0.96
Not counting juice, how often did you eat fruit? These participants also reported
(servings/day) 106 109 an increase in behaviors that

How often did you eat green salad? (servings/day) 0.43 0.39 reduce _the risk of developing
heart disease or stroke. For

example, the percentage of older
adults eating fewer high-fat or
How often did you eat carrots? (servings/day) 0.35 032 high-cholesterol foods improved
from 74 at the pre-test to 85

How often did you eat potatoes, not including french fries,
fried potatoes, or potato chips? (servings/day) 0.37 0.36

Not counting carrots, potatoes, or salad, how many

servings of vegetables did you usually eat? (servings/day)* 1.63 1.78 percent at the post-test.
Total fruit and vegetable intake (servings/day) 4.73 4.83
Percent

How are your vegetables usually prepared?

Fried 2 3

Steamed/boiled 96 95

Uncooked/raw 2 2
Consume 5 or more servings of fruits and vegetables per day 37 37

How many servings of fruits and vegetables should
people eat each day?*
0 0
1 14
2 21
3 22
4
5

[EN
oo O~ O

9
or more (correct answer) 34

»
SN

1Age 60 or older who received congregate meals provided by the Older Americans Nutrition Program.
* Difference between pre-test and post-test is significant at p < 0.05.

of vegetables—not including carrots, significantly: from 34 to 64 percent.
potatoes, or salad (which wereincluded Usual cooking methods for vegetables
in other questions)—increased from did not change significantly, with

1.63 to 1.78. Whereas total mean steaming/boiling being the method of
intake of fruitsand vegetablesandthe ~ choice by 96 percent at the pre-test
percentage of people who consumed and 95 percent at the post-test.

5 or more servings per day did not

increase significantly over the period, ~ Fromthe pre-test to the post-test,
knowledge that 5 or more servings participants’ knowledge and behaviors
of fruits and vegetables should be regarding dietary fat changed, as
consumed each day did increase measured by six of the seven questions.
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Mean daily milk consumption im-
proved significantly (1.29 vs. 1.37
cups/day) from the pre-test tothe post-
test phase. The type of milk consumed
improved, although not significantly:
66 percent of participants drank 2%,

Table 3. Dietary fat knowledge and behaviors of older adults! in Georgia

Question description

Pre-test

Post-test

On average, how much milk do you usually drink each day?

Percent (mean)

0.5-1%, or skim milk at pre-test versus 2 cups }1; ig
73 percent at the post-test (table 3). 2 26 97
3 or more 10 12
These participants al so reported an Mean* (1.29) (1.37)
increasein behaviorsthat reduce the
risk of developing heart disease or What type of milk do you usually drink?
stroke. For example, the percentage Don't drink milk n 7
of older adults eating fewer high-fat or Whole 23 21
high-cholesterol foods improved from g/g " 42 4;
74 at the pre-test to 85 percent at the Sk 0 18 18
post-test. Knowledge regarding fat
and heart diseaseimproved. At the To lower your risk of developing heart disease or stroke,
pre-test, 55 percent of the participants  are you eating fewer high-fat or high-cholesterol foods?
knew that saturated fat increases risk Yes 74 85
of heart disease. At the post-test, No 18 1
77 percent knew this to be the case. Don't know 8 4
Participants, as well, reported exercis- ) ) ) i
ing more (73 vs. 86 percent) from the Whgtal;r::t :&‘ ffae:t increases the risk of heart disease?* e .
pre-test tothe post-test. Unsaturated fat 8 5
o ) Don't know 37 17
A significant changewasalso seenin
the methods participantsused to cook  To lower your risk of developing heart disease or stroke,
meat, chicken, or fish. More people are you exercising more?*
switched from frying to broiling and Yes 73 86
baking. Twenty percent of the partici- No 27 14
pants fried their meat, chicken, or fish , ) ]
at the time of the pre-test; 3 percent How Is your meat, chicken, or fish usually prepared?*
broiled and baked theseitems. At the el 20 1
. roiled/grilled 36 36
post-test, 17 percent fried these foods, Baked M 39
while 8 percent chose broiling and Broiled and baked 3 8
baking instead. The percentage of
participants who read nutrition labels | read the nutrition labels on food packages before | buy.*
increased, as well: moving from 58 to No 42 34
Yes 58 66

66 percent.

Many dimensionsof physical activity
among the elderly participants im-
proved significantly between the pre-
and post-test phases of the study (table

Age 60 or older who received congregate meals provided by the Older Americans Nutrition Program.

* Difference between pre-test and post-test is significant at p < 0.05.

being active most days of the week also
increased from 80 to 88 percent. In
addition, higher percentages of elders

4). Participants who engaged in any activity increase, so did elders’
type of physical activity in the past knowledge about physical activity.
month increased from 82 to 87 percent, After theintervention, significantly
and those who performed leg exercises ~ more of the participants knew that 30 disagreed that they did not havetimeto
in the last week or last month increased  minutes of physical activity should be be active most days, did not like being
from 55 to 82 percent and 54 to 88 done most days of the week: 53 versus  physically active, and believed it was
percent, respectively. Not only did 68 percent. Participants who reported not safe to be physically active.
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Many of the participants' performance
on the fitness batteriesimproved
significantly after the intervention.
The mean score of the short-battery
form of the Established Populations
for Epidemiologic Studies of the
Elderly improved significantly (8.0

to 8.3), with more participants moving
toward the higher end of the functional
spectrum. The percentage of partici-
pantsin the low category of the short-
battery test remained the same at 17
percent (pre- and post-test), while the
average category decreased from 51
to 41 percent and the high category
increased from 32 to 42 percent. The
performance on all measures of the
Fullerton Functional Fitness Test
improved significantly.

Discussion

“Take Charge of Your Health for
Older Adults’—anutrition and health
promotion program for older adultsin
Georgia—proved to be successful, with
major outcomes that included positive
changes in knowledge related to nutri-
tion and physical activity, improve-
mentsin some health behaviors related
to diet and physical activity, and
decreasesin possible barriersto
physical activity.

Each of the three key areas of the
“Take Charge of Your Health for
Older Adults” campaign message—
Take 5 a Day, Take Down Fat, and
Take Action—improved significantly,
especially the participants’ knowledge
of health-promoting behaviors. Al-
though knowledge of appropriate
health behaviors hel psimprove health-
related behavior, skill development
and instructional knowledge are almost
always necessary to produce behavior
changes (Krinke, 2001).

While there were gains in knowledge,

not all of theseresulted in correspond-
ing improvements in behavior. For
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example, although fruit and vegetable
knowledge improved markedly, this
improvement resulted in a significant
increase in self-reported intake of
vegetables (excluding carrots, potatoes,
and salad) only—just one of the
guestionsrelated to fruit and vegetable
intake. Other researchers have reported
similar changes in fruit and vegetable
intake following community-based
interventions (Ciliska et al., 2000).
Cohen and colleagues (1998) found an
inverse relationship between perceived
barriersto fruit and vegetable intake
and income and education, the result of
which was lower consumption of fruits
and vegetables. Theresults of our
evaluation highlight the need for
future programsto target and address
the perceived barriers to fruit and
vegetableintake in this population.

Many dimensions of physical
activity among the elderly
participants improved
significantly between the
pre- and post-test phases

of the study.

Increasesin knowledge about the types
of fat and the need to decrease dietary
fat intake resulted in improved dietary
behaviors. Our findings are similar to
those reported in other samples. For
example, Goldberg and colleagues
(1990) found that many older adults
reported making modifications in their
diet to reduce risk factors associated
with chronic diseases. Othersalso
reported improved intake in targeted
foods, such aslowfat dairy foodsand
fruits and vegetables, after partici-
pation in an educational community
gardening project (Hackman &
Wagner, 1990).

Thisintervention was successful in
addressing and dispelling some of the
myths and misconceptions associated
with perceptions of three barriersto
physical activity—time constraints,
not liking to be active, and safety
concerns—which led to asignificant
increase in the percentage of partici-
pantswho reported being active on
most days of the week. King (2001)
suggeststhat effectiveinteractions
for promoting regular physical activity
by older adults are dependent on



understanding thefactorsthat influence
activity and then taking stepsto
address them. Performance scores for
functional ability on thetest battery

of the Established Populationsfor
Epidemiologic Studies of the Elderly
improved significantly. Poor perform-
anceonthistest battery hasbeen
associated with greater self-reported
disability. Scores below 5 have
predicted placement in nursing homes
and mortality (Guraink et a., 1994).
The mean score of 8 for the partici-
pants of thisstudy indicatesthat the
older adultsin the program are on the
verge of losing their independence.
Interventionsthat improve physical
function, such as “Take Charge of Y our
Health for Older Adults,” may prolong
independencein agroup that isclearly
at risk. Therefore, the continued use of
thistest battery may provide valuable
information concerning changesin the
functional status of thispopulation.

This study had some limitations. First,
self-reported dietary intake is difficult
to assessin thispopulation because

of factorssuch aslow literacy and
education levels, low socioeconomic
status, age-related declinesin sensory
functions such as hearing and sight,
and possible declinesin memory and
cognitive functioning. While efforts
were made to modify the curriculum
to meet the varying educational levels
of participants, further adaptations
remain necessary to facilitate the

most effective teaching and learning
methods for this population. Second,
coordinating alarge statewide program
with numerous peopl e who possess
varied experience in applied research
settings may have affected data
collection. Providing training in data
collection methods for staff at all sites
involved in the intervention minimized
this potential limitation. The educators
consisted mainly of AreaAgency on
Aging staff, including registered
dietitians, nurses, county Extension
agents, fitnessinstructorsand health
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Table 4. Physical activity, knowledge, behaviors, and fitness of older adults!in

Georgia
Question description Pre-test Post-test
Percent
How many blocks can you walk without stopping?
(1 block = 1/8 mile)
0 11 10
1 22 20
2 15 15
3 11 12
4 or more blocks 41 44
During the past month, did you participate in any physical
activities or exercises such as running, calisthenics, golf,
gardening, or walking for exercise?*
No 18 13
Yes 82 87
During the past week, did you do leg exercises
(as shown in this picture)?*
No 45 18
Yes 55 82
During the past month, did you do leg exercises
(as shown in this picture)?
No 46 12
Yes 54 88
How much physical activity should people do most days
of the week? (minutes)*
1-5 3 3
6-10 8 5
11-15 14 7
16-20 15 10
21-25 6 4
26-29 1 2
30 or more (correct answer) 53 68
Do any of the following keep you from being active on all
or most days of the week?
| already am active on all or most days of the week.*
No 20 12
Yes 80 88
| have a health condition that keeps me from being active.
No 72 77
Yes 28 23
It costs too much.
No 99 98
Yes 1 2
| don't have time.*
No 84 95
Yes 16 5
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Table 4. Physical activity, knowledge, behaviors, and fitness of older adults! in While the program was successful,

Georgia (cont’d)

improvements can be made in future

interventions, especially in the area of

Question description Pre-test Post-test facilitating behavior changes related
to diet. National public policy, such as
o Percent Healthy People 2010, has emphasized
' dc"\?; ke to. 6 oL the role of nutrition education and
Yes 18 9 physi cal activity in maintaining health
It's too late to improve my health. in people of all gg& (DH_HS’ 2000)_'
No 97 97 Therefore effective nutrition education
Yes 3 3 and physical activity intervention
It's not safe.* strategies are essential for improving
No 85 95 health, nutrition, and functional ability
Yes 15 5 in the ol der population. Thesereasons,
EPESE? funcional category scores? in combinati on with the documented
Category 1 (low: 0 10 5) 17 17 success of thlsprogram,_support th_e_
Category 2 (ave.rage: 6109) 51 1 contlnl_Jatlon and expansion (_)f nutrition
Category 3 (high: 10 to 12) 32 4 education and physical activity
intervention programs to other
Mean older adults.
EPESE summary score* 8.0 8.3
Fullerton Functional Fitness Test
Chair stands (number in 30 seconds)* 10.8 11.3 Acknowledgments
Arm curls (number in 30 seconds)* 13.9 15.9
Sit-and-reach (inches)* 1.3 05 Thisstudy wasfunded by the Georgia
8-foot Up-and-Go (seconds)* 9.8 9.1 Department of Human Resources-
Back scratch (inches)** -4.8 -3.8 USDA Food Stamp Nutrition Edu-
. . ) ) — cation Program (Contracts #427-93-
Age 60 or older who received congregate meals provided by the Older Americans Nutrition Program. 11903 and 427-93-26056), Northeast

2Short-battery form of the Established Populations for Epidemiologic Studies of the Elderly (EPESE).
3Scores relate to elders’ mobility in terms of balance, strength, and gait speed while performing certain tasks.

Georgia Regional Development Center

4Scoring: Zero: reaching toes or touching fingertips of both hands, positive score: reaching beyond these and AreaAgency onAging, and
points, and negative score: not being able to reach these points. Georgia Agricultural Experiment
* Difference between pre-test and post-test is significant at p < 0.05. Station (Hatch #GEO-00916).

educators, aswell as senior center
directors. However, not al of the
educators may have had formal training
in both nutrition and physical activity.
An effort was made to minimize this
potential barrier by providing training
on the use of the curriculum. Also,
professional staff from the Division
of Aging Services, the University of
Georgia s Department of Foods and
Nutrition, and Wellness, Inc., were
available to answer questions. Third,
thiswasthefirst statewide attempt to
evaluatefunctional statuswith direct
measures by using well-validated
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methods designed specifically for
assessment of older adults, measures
such asthe Fullerton Functional Fitness
Test for Older Adults (Rikli & Jones,
1999) and the short-battery form of

the Established Popul ationsfor
Epidemiologic Studies of the Elderly
(Gurdink et a., 1994). In the future,
additional training should be conducted
before these measures are used in
combination: 15.8 percent of the data
for the 8-foot-Up-and-Go and for the
8-foot walk were eliminated because
of concerns about reliability.
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Estimation of Portion Sizes
by Elderly Respondents

This two-phase study assessed the cognitive strategies used by the elderly
(individuals 65 years of age and older) and the accuracy of their estimates of
reported dietary intake. In phase | of the study, we conducted interviews with

118 elderly respondents who were asked to “think aloud” while estimating the
portion size of solid, liquid, and amorphous (i.e., nonspecific) foods they had
eaten the previous day. Respondents were given one of four sets of estimation
aids, although most chose not to use these and appeared confident in estimating
amounts. In phase II, 90 different elderly participants ate lunch at a university
facility. Food items were pre-weighed or measured before being served, and
amounts consumed were calculated after each meal. The following day,
researchers interviewed participants by using one of three randomly assigned
methods: by telephone with mostly 2-dimensional aids, by telephone without aids,
orin person with 3-dimensional aids. Participants were asked to recall what they
had eaten at the meal and to estimate the amount eaten. Findings from phase |
suggested that elderly respondents generally chose not to use an aid to estimate
portion sizes. For most foods consumed in phase Il, those participants who used
anaid did not have reduced estimation errors, because these commonly exceeded

+25 percent.

nunderstanding of food
A consumptionandthechallenges

associated with changing
consumption patterns are critical to
improving human health and well-
being. One barrier to understanding
consumption isthe difficulty in
measuring what people eat. Dietary
recall studies, such asthe National
Health and Nutrition Examination
Survey (NHANES) and the Continuing
Survey of Food Intakes by Individuals
(CSFI1), have been used extensively
(Thompson & Byers, 1994) to estimate
food consumption and to giveinsight
into dietary inadequacies. However,
some nutrition researchershave
questioned the accuracy and validity
of portion-size estimation to quantify
dietary intake (e.g., Cypel, Guenther, &
Petot, 1997). It is important that dietary
datasuch as portion-size estimation be
as accurate as possible (McGuire,

Chambers, Godwin, & Brenner, 2001;
Mertz, 1992; Young & Nestle, 1995).
Other authorshave suggested that the
accuracy of information obtained from
ol der respondents may be lower than
that obtained from younger ones
(Taylor-Davis & Smiciklas-Wright,
1993). If thisis true, the data used to
determine the critical diet-related issues
facing the elderly population may be
less accurate than desired. Thisis of
added importance because the propor-
tion of elderly in the population is
rising annually (U.S. Bureau of the
Census, 1994).

Dietary recall places substantial
cognitive demandson therespondent—
reguiring an in-depth search of
memory, estimation, and judgment
skills (Baranowski & Domel, 1994;
Fries, Green, & Bowen, 1995). Until
recently, little has been known about
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these cognitive demands (Buzzard &
Sievert, 1994). Hence, the National
Center for Health Statistics (NCHS)
has cited the need for additional
research in thisarea (U.S. Centers

for Disease Control, 1994). A better
understanding of cognitivestrategies
(i.e., the waysin which people access
and recall information) used during
therecall process could help to design
survey questionsandinterview
procedures—and improve recall.
These strategies, however, are not
well understood, especially in older
population groups. Recent information
suggeststhat adultsage 18 to 65 use
variouscognitivestrategieswhen
recalling portion sizes of foods eaten
the previous day (Chambers, Godwin,
& Vecchio, 2000). Understanding the
cognitive strategies for estimating
portion size is important information
to have when devel oping effective
estimation methods for procedures
such as the 24-hour dietary recall,
atechnigque used in many nutrition
studies. Currently, thereislittle infor-
mation about the cognitive strategies
used by the elderly and how accurately
they estimate portion sizes.

Itisunclear whether using aidsto help
respondents estimate portion sizes
increases accuracy for the elderly.
Although theseaidshavethe potential
to provide an accurate, convenient
means of estimating food portions,
someresearch hasindicated the
accuracy of estimations may not
improve with certain foods when aids
are used (Godwin et al., 2001). The
purpose of thisresearch, therefore, was
to gain abetter understanding of the
processthat elderly respondentsuseto
estimate portion sizes and to determine
if aids used to estimate portion sizes
improvetheserespondents’ accuracy
in saying how much they had eaten.
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Methods

Phase |

Four highly trained interviewers
conducted one-on-oneinterviewswith
118 respondents age 65 years or older.
Respondents were recruited from exist-
ing consumer-testing databases; by
referral from associates; and through
advertisementspostedin health
departments, churches, schools, and
businesses. Of the 118 respondents,
75 percent were women; 65 percent
were White, 32 percent were Black,
and 3 percent were of other racial
origins.

Because strategiesfor estimating
portion size could be affected by the
aids shown to participants, four sets of
aids were used, with about 30 respon-
dentsassigned to each specific set.
The aids represented various 2- and 3-
dimensional aids for estimating portion
sizesthat have been used in the CSFI|
and NHANES studies as well as new
aidsthat have been availableto
nutritionists, such asabook of photo-
graphs of portion sizes (Hess, 1997).
The first set consisted primarily of
2-dimensional aidsin a booklet that
included full-size drawings of bowls,
cups, plates, and glasses; threedia-
grams of geometric shapes—a muffin-
shaped grid, cylindrical diagram, and
circles; and atool for estimating
portions of wedges. Actual measuring
cupsand spoonsand aruler also were
included.

The second set included mostly
3-dimensional aids such as actual
bowls, cups, plates, glasses, measuring
cupsand spoons, bean bagsin four
sizes, aruler, and sticks for estimating
thickness. Alsoincluded in this set
were a muffin diagram, the cylindrical
diagram, and the tool for estimating
portions of wedges. Thethird set
included photographs (Hess, 1997)

of portions of 35 representative foods

(e.g., cooked mixed vegetables

were used to represent any cooked
vegetable), aruler, the muffin and
cylindrical diagrams, the wedge tool,
and measuring cupsand spoons. The
fourth setincluded photographs (Hess,
1997) of household vessels (e.g., bowls,
cups, plates, and glasses), aruler, the
muffin and cylindrical diagrams, the
wedgetool, and measuring cups and
spoons. During interviews, the aids
from one of the four sets were arranged
randomly in front of respondents, to
avoid having the position of theaid
create bias.

Weused therespondents’ age, gender,
and race to balance their assignment

to atest group of portion-size aids.
Interviewers were trained to use any of
the portion-size aid setsin an interview.
To enable researchers to categorize the
cognitive processes used in remember-
ing portion sizes, respondentsused a
think-aloud process (Ericsson & Simon,
1984) during the interview, with them
verbally describing their strategies for
deciding how much of each food they
ate. To facilitate the procedure and to
hel p respondentsunderstand thetask
and become acquainted with the
procedure, we asked each respondent
to complete two practice think-aloud
activities—arranging five cards of
various shapes from smallest to largest
and matching colorsto shapes. Respon-
dents were reminded to think aloud if
they were not doing so—to verbalize
everything they were thinking. If a
respondent hesitated, theinterviewer
asked nonsuggestivequestionsthat
would help the person describe his

or her thought process.

Procedures for the initial dietary inter-
view were adapted from those used

in the CSFII (Tippett & Cypel, 1998).
The multi-pass approach we used gave
respondentsseveral opportunitiesto
provide detail s about thefoodsthey had
consumed. Inthefirst pass, respondents
were asked to recall foods they
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For the first portion estimation
(without follow-up questions from
the interviewer), respondent use
of the aids was minimal—. . ..
However, the follow-up strategy
for elderly respondents was to
use the estimation aids for
portion sizes.
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consumed the previous day. For further
questioning, theinterviewer used the
information from the first pass to select
at least two foods, if possible, from
three categories(solid shapessuch as
steak or cornbread, liquids such as
water or juice, and amorphous! shapes
such as cooked vegetabl es or macaroni
and cheese). Theinterviewer then
uncovered and introduced the set of
aidsassignedtothat respondent. The
interviewer showed therespondent
each aid, briefly described its use, and
informed the respondent that he or she
could use any of theaids during the
interview or could expressin any other
way the amounts of food consumed.

I'n the second pass, theinterviewer
asked aseries of questionsabout each
selected food, including the amount
consumed. During or immediately after
the question on the amount consumed,
interviewersused several questions

to help respondentsthink aloud to
describe how much was eaten. Ques-
tions such asthe following were used:
“What wereyou thinking whenyou
were remembering the amount you ate/
drank?What made you choose that aid?
| seeyou picked up an aid, then put it
back down and selected another. What
was going through your mind asyou
didthat?’

Next, the interviewer reviewed the
respondents’ responsefor eachfood
item consumed and followed up with
more specific questions. Cognitive
think-aloud techniqueswere al so used
during this passwhen the interviewer
tried to obtain information about the
usefulness of variousfood estimation
aids. If therespondent used an aid, it
was removed by the interviewer, who
then asked the respondent, “1f that aid
was not available, wasthere anything
elsethat could be used, either another

LAmorphousfoodswere semisolid or solid foods
for which amountsof thefood do not havea
specified shape; consequently, thefoods mound
or takethe shape of thecontainer.

aid in the set or something else, to help
you describe how much you ate/drank
of the food/drink?’ The interviewer
kept the respondent talking about his
or her thoughtsand thereasonscertain
aidswere used and otherswere not. In
addition, respondentswere asked to
describe other aids that would be
helpful; however, none did.

Data Coding and Analysis

Each interviewer recorded the aids
that the respondentsused during the
interview to describe the amount of
each food consumed the previousday;
the reviewer al so kept notes about
both verbal and nonverbal cognitive
strategiesused by respondents. Each
interview was audiotaped also. Using
amodified ethnographic approach
(Stewart & Shamdasani, 1990; Morgan,
1990), we developed alist of potential
cognitivestrategiesor “themes”

after debriefing the interviewers and
listening to tapes from 10 preliminary
interviews. Those strategieswere
compared with the ones described

by Chambers et al. (2000); no new
strategieswere found.

Each audiotape of phase | interviews
was replayed and compared with the
datarecorded by the interviewer.
Cognitiverecall strategies were then
classified (table 1) by using the criteria
established by Chambers et al. (2000),
and the aids used for each food item
were recorded and coded for summary.
Content analysiswasconducted by
countingtheresponsesthat fit the
identified strategies. Because quali-
tative research generally is perceived to
be more exploratory than quantitative,
the numerical datapresentedisless
important than the themes that emerge
from the research (Betts, Baranowski,
& Hoerr, 1997).
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Phase Il

In this phase, 90 different participants,
age 65 and over, ate lunch from a
limited buffet selection at a university
research facility. Food items, consisting
of roast beef, mashed potatoes, gravy,
green beans, macaroni and cheese,
tossed salad, cornbread, cake, iced tea,
and appropriate condiments, were pre-
weighed or measured before being
served to the participants.

Before phase |1 began, actual weight
equivalents for measured foods were
determined. Because | eftover foods
were measured at room temperature,
weight equivalentsfor hot foods also
were taken at room temperature to
account for evaporativelosses.
Amounts eaten were cal cul ated after
each meal by weighing leftoversand
subtracting that amount from the
original or cooled weight.

Participants were interviewed the

day after having consumed lunch at

the facility. During these interviews,
researchers used a similar procedure

to that described in phase I, but without
the cognitive probing. Participants were
asked to recall what they had eaten at
lunch the previous day and to estimate
the amounts and were then randomly
assigned to one of threeinterview
groups.

Participants assigned to group A were
interviewed by telephone and did not
use portion-size aidsto recall the
amountseaten. Participantsassignedto
group B were interviewed by telephone
and used aids appropriatefor that type
of interview. These included a 2-
dimensional food model booklet
(USDA, 2001) containing life-size
drawings of glasses, cups, bowls, and
shapes (e.g., mounds, awedge tool with
amoveable arm to denote size, and a
grid), measuring cups and spoons, and a
ruler. Participants assigned to group C
wereinterviewed and used aids
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Table 1. Strategies elderly respondents used to report portion size

Liguids Salid foods Amorphous foods

Strategy® Firsg Follow-up® Firs€ Follow-up®  Firs€ Follow-up?
Percent

Known amount purchased 15 0 2 1 3 1
Known amount measured 10 6 0 1 13 5
Estimation based on a known amount 20 8 4 3 5 3
Estimation based on a previous amount 1 0 0 0 3 0
Estimation (guess) 2 4 1 2 2 5
Counting number of items 9 5 28 5 14 5
Visualization of size 0 0 45 24 2 2
Visualization of volume 14 26 2 5 24 21
Visualization of container 19 20 3 7 17 12
Visualization of action? 10 13 12 17 1
Visualization, compare size to aid® 0 3 1 34 0 1
Visualization, compare volume to aid® 0 28 1 0 34
Visualization, compare container to aid® 0 0 0 1 0 10

IStrategies are described by Chambers et al. (2000) and were re-evaluated for this study during development

of the methods.

ZFirst strategy identified by respondents without the interviewer probing for additional information.
3Follow-up strategy identified by respondents after the interviewer probed for additional information.
“Motions used to help determine the number of pieces, scoops, or spoonfuls eaten.

SStrategies that used a portion-size estimation aid.

appropriate for in-person interviews—
mostly 3-dimensional aids such as
glasses, bowls, measuring cupsand
spoons, bean bags, sticksto estimate
thickness, aruler, the wedge with
moveable arm, and size grid. The
participantsin groups B and C were
guided to aidsthat they might find
appropriate for estimating portion sizes
of foods. For example, participants
were guided to bowls, mounds, and
measuring cups for estimating the
portion size of mashed potatoes. The
groups of aidsfor phase |l were deter-
mined based on results from phase .
Aidsthat were unused or clearly not
liked by the elderly were eliminated.

Data Analysis

We calculated percentage estimation
errors? and used procedures outlined
by SAS (2001) to analyze variance
with least significant differences® for
mean percentage estimation error,
frequencies, and Pearson correlation
coefficients. Outliersbeyond three
standard deviations of the overall
average for a particular food were
not included in analysesfor mean
percentage estimation error for that
food, an important consideration,
because large deviationsin asingle
respondent’ s data could have amajor
effect on the mean data for that food.
Removal of these outliersresulted in
lessthan 1 percent of the data being
excluded from the analysis.

2Percentageestimated errors= ((estimated
weight (g) - measured weight (g))/measured
weight (g)) x 100.

3General Linear Model and Probability of
Differenceprocedures.
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For all types of food, average
estimation errors ranged from
-29.9 (no aids for cornbread)

to +29.3 percent (3-D aids for
cake) . . ., indicating that,
depending on the food and
procedure (e.g., aids or no aids),
portion sizes of foods may be
under- or overestimated.
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Results and Discussion

Phase |

Respondentsused numerousstrategies
toassistinrecalling thefoodsthey had
eaten and in estimating the portion sizes
(table 1). In this study, the methods
used for estimation were categorized
into 13 distinct strategies, illustrating
thediversity of cognitive approaches
used to estimate portion size.

For the first portion estimation
(without follow-up questions from the
interviewer), respondent use of the aids
was minimal—using aids to estimate
portion sizes for only 2 percent of the
estimations for solid foods. Aids were
not used as afirst strategy for recalling
portionsfor liquids or amorphous
foods. Respondents’ commentsduring
the interviews indicated that the min-
imal use of aids was related to several
factors: extensive food preparation
knowledge, considerable experience
with special diets, or the use of easily
identified portions. Comments were
made such as: “I have cooked all my
life and know what Y2 cup is,” “I’'m

on aspecial diet and used to haveto
measure my salad dressing, so | havea
pretty good idea how much to put on,”
and “1 know | ate half a can of tuna
because | made the tuna salad from
one can and ate half yesterday and

half today.”

These findings are different from those
reported for younger respondentsin a
study by Chambers et a. (2000). In that
study, younger respondentsindicated
that aids used to estimate portion size
represented agood way of reporting
amountsthat were hard to describe
without aids. Perhaps, the elderly are
better at estimating portion size because
they arelesslikely than are younger
Americans to eat away from home
(Wilson et al., 1997). Shatenstein,
Payette, Nadon, and Gray-Donald
(2002) suggest that food-rel ated

memory appears to be linked to dietary
knowledge, food preparation experi-
ence, and prior acquaintance with the
foods. Collectively, these findings
suggest that, when given thechoice,
elderly individuals do not believe they
need to use aidsto estimate the portion
size of thefoodsthey have consumed;
whereas, younger individual sthink
these aids are hel pful in some cases.

For al types of foods, visualization

of portionswithout use of an aid was
common for the initial estimation by
elderly respondents. When interviewers
used probing questionsto solicit an
exact portion, the elderly simply gave
amounts such as 16 ounces of iced

tea, 1 cup of green beans, 1 slice of
“brand x” cheese or bologna, and a
2"'x3" “square” of cake. However,

the follow-up strategy for elderly
respondentswasto usethe estimation
aidsfor portion sizes. Thissuggeststhat
the use of these aids was comfortable
for most elderly respondents; they just
did not believe they needed one.

For liquids, the strategy used most
commonly for determining portion
size was estimation based on known
amount. An example of this strategy
includes the following: “1 bought a 12-
ounce can and drank half of it.” Almost
half of estimations for liquids involved
known amounts either purchased or
measured (25 percent) or estimations
based on known amounts (20 percent)
(e.g., “1 used to have to measure how
much water | drink, but now | just
always usethe same set of glassesthat
| know hold 16 ounces’). Estimations
based on known amounts are good for
reporting portion size and do not
requirean aid, but they cannot be used
in many situations where the original
volume is unknown. For the follow-up
estimation, an aid to estimate portion
size was the most popular reporting
strategy used by theelderly respondents
to visualize the amount of foodsthey
had consumed.

Family Economics and Nutrition Review



Figure. 1. Distributions® of percentage errors for representative solid foods

Elders’ reports of portion sizes produce mean percentage errors
as high as 29.3 and as low as -29.9
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1From bottom to top: The horizontal lines represent the 10th and 25th percentiles, mean, and 75th
and 90th percentiles, respectively. Points represent the 5th and 95th percentiles, respectively.

Thefirst strategy for reporting the
portion size of solidsinvolved
visualizing the size: 45 percent of all
estimation of solids. Thisstrategy often
involvedtherespondentsusingtheir
hands as areference for estimating the
portion size. Another 28 percent of the
respondentsused acounting strategy
(e.g., 1 dlice of bread or cheese, 2
“brand x” hot dogs, and 1 “brand x”
biscuit. Although counting alsowas
used by nonelderly adultsin astudy by
Chambers and colleagues (2000), it
may be more prevalent with elderly
respondentswho tended to eat smaller
portions, ate more defined food (i.e.,
fewer mixtures with unknown recipes),
and ate pre-portioned food from larger
packages. For the follow-up estimation
for solid foods, onein three elderly
respondentschoseto usean estimation
aid to assist in visualizing the portion
size of thefoodsthey had consumed.
Usually, those aids were the size grid,
ruler, or the wedge estimation aid—all
of which were used to estimate the
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dimensions of the food. This strategy,
using aids to visualize portion sizes,
was similar to that reported for younger
adults (Chambers et a., 2000).

For amorphousfoods, about one-fourth
(24 percent) of the elderly respondents’
first estimationsinvolved visualizing
the volume and another 17 percent
involved visualizing the container.
Respondentswho used either of these
two methods then compared the
visualizations with a mental picture of
ameasuring utensil (e.g., animage of a
measuring cup) to estimate and report
amount. For the follow-up, 34 percent
used one of the available aids such as
ameasuring cup or bowl, as a com-
parison for volume estimation.

Thedifferencesin respondents’
strategies between thefirst and
follow-up estimati onssuggest that
the prevalence of aids used by the
elderly to estimate portion sizes may
be dependent on whether aguided

interview isused. Findingssuggest that
the elderly might use these aidsiif
guided to do so. Based on thisstudy,
using aidsto estimate portion sizes as
part of an unguided interview may be
ineffective with the elderly because
most of therespondentsdid not choose
tousethem. Theserespondentsstated
that the aidswere unnecessary because
they already could estimate the portion
size of thefoods they consumed. In
follow-up questions by theinterviewers,
elderly participants were more likely to
use a 3-dimensional aid or agrid than a
2-dimensional photograph or drawing.
The elderly in this study particularly
disliked the photographs of food,
becausethe photographswere of
“representative” foodsand not
necessarily the food the participant

had consumed. This belief could limit
severely the use of photographswith
elderly respondents, because of the
possibledifficulty of having photo-
graphsof every food respondents may
haveeaten.

During phase I, we did not determine
whether the elderly were more accurate
when using estimation aids than when
they did not. Because the accuracy of
the estimationsassociated with using
aidsfor portion estimationisan
important factor in developing the
most effective data collection methods
for elderly individuals, we conducted
phase Il of this study to determine
accuracy of estimation when various
interview techniquesand aidsto
estimate portion size are used.

Phase II

For all types of food, average esti-
mation errors ranged from —29.9 (no
aids for cornbread) to +29.3 percent
(3-D aids for cake) (fig. 1), indicating
that, depending on thefood and
procedure (e.g., aids or no aids),
portion sizes of foods may be under-
or overestimated. Individually,
participants had difficulties accurately
estimating portion sizes of each food.



Overall, the use of either 2- or
3-dimensional aids to help
elderly participants determine
food portion sizes did not
significantly improve the
accuracy of their estimations.
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Figure. 2. Distributions!of percentage errors for representative amorphous foods

Elders’ reports of portion sizes produce mean percentage errors
as high as 25.2 and as low as -26.7
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Of the more than 100 individual
estimates of portion sizes reported

in this study, more than 75 percent
exceeded estimation errors of +20
percent (data not shown). Some
individual estimation errors approached
—100 percent or +200 percent (figs. 1
and 2). Average estimation errors
generally were lower for the beverages
(data not shown), compared with the
solid and the amorphous foods (figs. 1
and 2), but the range of response
inaccuracy still was high.

Overall, the use of either 2- or 3-
dimensional aidsto help elderly
participants determine food portion
sizes did not significantly improve the
accuracy of their estimations. This
suggeststhat providing commonly used
aids may not be a particularly effective
method for obtaining portion-estimation
information from the elderly. In phase I,
elderly respondentschosenot tousean
aid to estimate the portion size of the

food they consumed for more than

95 percent of the first-interview
estimations. In phase1, their use of
either 2- or 3-dimensional aids did not
consistently increasetheaccuracy of
their estimations. Therefore, other
strategies may be necessary for the
elderly to estimate portion sizes.

A cautionary noteiswarranted in the
interpretation of thesefindings: Itis
likely that using a non-home environ-
ment (in this case, auniversity research
facility) for testing affected the portion-
estimation strategy used by the
respondentsand the accuracy of their
estimations. A common strategy used
by the elderly—*known amounts”
based on purchase, preparation, or
measurement—could not be used when
the participants came to the facility

to eat ameal. Because the “known
amounts” strategy may help with
accuracy, results from “at-home”
testing could show greater accuracy.

Family Economics and Nutrition Review



Thisresearch did not, however,
investigatethat possibility. Further
research that usesin-hometesting

will need to be conducted to understand
thisissuebetter.

Conclusions

Inthisresearch, elderly respondents
used numerousstrategiesto estimate
portion sizes of thefoodsthey con-
sumed, but almost all ( more than 95
percent) of therespondentsin phasel
chose not to usean aid to help with
that estimation when first asked about
portion size. Guiding participants to
aidsincreased their use of aidsin phase
Il but did not consistently increasethe
accuracy of their estimations for any
type of food consumed. These findings
suggest that for elderly respondents,
aidsthat often have been used to
estimate portion size may not be
needed. To provide greater accuracy,
new techniquesfor portion-size
estimation or new aids may be needed.
The use of alternative techniques,
such as estimationsusing an expanded
category scale (e.g., 5- to 10-point
scales for small, medium, and large),
may be effective and is one idea that
needsto beinvestigated.
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Healthy Eating Index Scores

and the Elderly

This study explored the positive relationship between advanced age and scores
on the Healthy Eating Index (HEI). It did so by comparing component as well as
total HEI scores of different age groups and by estimating the independent effect
of age, among other demographic variables, on HEI scores. The elderly, com-
pared with younger age groups, had higher HEI scores on the fruits, sodium,

and cholesterol components. Results also showed that the independent effect

of advanced age upon component scores, as well as upon the total HEI scores,
is notably strong. Results provide insight into the relationship between age and

healthful eating.

he Healthy Eating Index (HEI)

provides a numerical yardstick

of diet quality based on the
Food Guide Pyramid (U.S. Department
of Agriculture [USDA], 1996) and the
Dietary Guidelines for Americans
(USDA & U.S. Department of Health
and Human Services [DHHS], 1995).
It wasdesigned to evaluate diets
according to a more contemporary
understanding of healthful eating,
one that recognizes the role of over-
consumption and poor diet choice as
contemporary public health problems
(Kennedy, Ohls, Carlson, & Fleming,
1995).

Previous study of HEI scores among
demographic groupsreportsthat age
may be associated with more careful
choices of nutritiousfoods (Basiotis,
Hirschman, & Kennedy, 1996; Gaston,
Mardis, Gerrior, Sahyoun, & Anand,
2001). In fact, healthful eating asit is
currently defined is highest among
thosein the ol dest age categories
(McDonald & Webster, 1998; Bow-
man, Lino, Gerrior, & Basiotis, 1998).
Thisresultissurprising given the
potential impedimentsto a nutritious
diet such as lower average nutrition
knowledge and diet-health awareness
(McDonald & Webster, 1998), reduced

mobility, lower average educational
attainment, financial resources (Admin-
istration on Aging, 2003), and even
receptiveness (Bernheim, 1990) to

new information among the elderly.

Further exploration of the HEI and its
componentsisneededto understand
better the relationship between ad-
vanced age and higher HEI scores.
Gaston et al. (1999) note that mean
scores among the elderly may be
attributed to reduced consumption

of food energy, which leadsto better
scores for components (e.g., fat,
saturated fat, cholesterol, and sodium)
that penalize for overconsumption.
Compared with younger groups, the
elderly also appear to consume more
fruits. Identifying theindependent
effect of age on HEI components may
provideinsight into elderly nutrition
and ultimately into the factors leading
to variation in HEI scoring.

The HEI score comprises 10 compo-
nentsthat represent different aspects

of aheathful diet. The first five com-
ponents measure adherenceto thefood
groups of the Food Guide Pyramid:
grains, vegetables, fruits, milk, and
meat. Components 6 and 7 measure
total fat and saturated fat consumption,
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Compared with other age groups,
the elderly do not appear to be
more at risk based on their
consumption of foods in any

HEI component.
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respectively, asapercentage of total
food energy intake. Components 8 and
9 measure total cholesterol and sodium
intake, respectively, and component 10
examines the variety in aperson’s diet.
Scores for each component range from
0to 10; thus, 100 is the highest HEI
score attainable. According to the
USDA Center for Nutrition Policy and
Promotion (CNPP), an HEI score at or
below 80 suggeststhat one’ sdiet needs
to improve, a score below 51 rates a
diet as poor, and a score above 80 is
considered a good diet (USDA, 1995).

Thisstudy comparesaverage scores
and CNPP ratings of diet quality for
the total HEI as well as for component
scores among age groups. A multi-
variate analysisis also performed on
the total HEI and each component to
estimate the independent effect of age
upoN Scores.

Methods

HEI mean scores for each of the 10
components were compared among five
age groups: less than 35, 35-49, 50-64,
65-79, and 80 and above. Those age 65
and above were considered elderly in
thisanalysis. To conduct the compari-
son, we used CNPP’ s categorical
scoring system for overall diet quality
to determine the proportion of diets
designated “ poor,” “needsimprove-
ment,” or “good.” Each person’s HEI
component was al so graded according
to guidelines as outlined by Variyam,
Blaylock, Smallwood, and Basiotis
(1998). For the first five components
(grains, vegetables, fruits, milk, meat),
ascore of 10 was awarded if the
respondent met the recommended
servingsfor that component. If the
respondent had no servings, ascore of
O was assigned. For all other servings,
proportional pointswere awarded based
on the number of servings consumed.

Similarly, points were awarded to
components 6 through 10 according to
certain thresholds or awarded propor-
tionally for scores between the cutoff
points of 0 and 10. A score of 10 was
awarded to each respective HEI
component if arespondent’ sintake

met the following standards: total fat
equaled or was less than 30 percent of
total calories, saturated fat waslessthan
10 percent, cholesterol intake was 300
milligrams (mg) or less, sodium intake
was 2,400 mg or less, or eight or more
different foods were consumed in aday
(variety). A score of 0 was awarded to
each respective component when an
individual’ s intake of total dietary fat
equaled or exceeded 45 percent of total
calories, saturated fat was 15 percent or
more, cholesterol was 450 mg or more,
sodium intake was 4,800 mg or more,
or when the person consumed three or
fewer different foodsin aday.

To estimate the extent to which age
contributesindependently to each
component score and total HEI score,
we used 11 multiple regressions. In
addition to controlling for age (35-49,
50-64, 65-79, 80 and above, less than
35=reference), the multiple regressions
also controlled for region (Midwest,
Northeast, West, and South=reference),
urbanization (rural, suburban, city=
reference), gender, race (Black, Asian,
other=reference), log of income, and
total food energy. Food energy was
included to capture potential under-
reporting or physiological differences
that were not accounted for in other
demographic variables that may
contribute to higher or lower HEI
scores. Wereport theregression
resultsfor age only.

Data

Thisstudy used datafrom USDA’s
1994-96 Continuing Survey of Food
Intakes by Individuals (CSFII) and HEI
data. The CSFII, which is nationally
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representative, containsinformation
regarding Americans' food intake as
well as data regarding their demo-
graphic and socioeconomic characteris-
tics. The CSFII uses the 24-hour dietary
recall method to collect data about food
and nutrient intakes of each respondent.
Thisinformation is collected over 2
nonconsecutive days. TheHEI data
provides a summary measure of overall
diet quality and is computed for people
with complete food intake records for
the first day of the CSFII (USDA,

1995; Bowman €t d., 1998).

This study examined a sample of 9,925
respondentswho were 18 years of age
and older, who had completed the
CSFIl, and were represented in the
HEI. For purposes of thisresearch, the
data were grouped by age: 2,558
respondents were 18 to 34 years old,
2,572 were 35 to 49 years old, 2,539
were 50 to 64 years old, and 2,256 were
age 65 and older. Among those age 65
and older, 1,776 were 65 to 79 years
old; the remaining 480 respondents
were 80 years old or older.?

Results

The main demographic differences
between the elderly and younger
respondentswere education and income
(table 1). The proportion of those who
were age 65 to 79 and who had less
than ahigh school education wasthree
times—36 vs. 12 percent—that of
those between age 35 and 49. Also,

17 percent of those who were 65 to 79
years old, compared with 30 percent of
respondents age 35 to 49, had a college
degree. Even fewer of the oldest age
group—380 and above—had a college
degree (12 percent). The average
income for respondents age 65 to 79
was $28,028; for those age 80 and
above, $4,525 less. For the 35- to 49-
year-olds, the average income was

1Therel eased dataaretop-coded at age 90.
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics for the whole sample and by age group

Age groups
Variables All <35 3549 50-64 65-79 80+
Sample 9,925 2,558 2,572 2,539 1,776 480
Percent
Education
Less than high school 22 15 12 23 36 49
High school 35 35 35 38 32 25
Some college 21 28 23 17 15 13
College 23 22 30 22 17 12
Region
Northeast 18 15 18 18 21 23
Midwest 24 22 23 25 28 28
South 36 39 35 38 34 29
West 21 25 24 19 17 20
Urbanization
Rural 26 21 25 27 29 29
City 30 38 27 27 29 30
Suburban 44 41 48 46 42 41
Gender
Male 51 50 51 51 52 52
Female 49 50 49 49 48 48
Race
White 81 76 80 82 86 88
Black 12 12 11 12 11 10
Asian 2 4 3 2 1 1
Othert 5 8 6 4 2 1
Diet rating
Poor 20 21 23 21 15 17
Needs improvement 69 73 69 65 66 66
Good 11 6 8 14 19 17
Mean
Food energy (kcal) 2003 2315 2108 1895 1684 1521
Age 49 26 42 57 71 84
Income $37,778  $35973  $44,844  $41,959 $28,028 $23,503

1 American Indians, Alaskan Native, and other races.
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$44,844. Other notable differences
were the greater proportion of the
elderly, versusother age groups,
living in the Northeast (23 percent),
Midwest (28 percent), and rural areas
(29 percent) and those more likely to
be White, 86 and 88 percent (65 to
79 years old and 80 and ol der,
respectively), compared with 76 and
81 percent (lessthan 35 yearsold
and 35 to 49, respectively).

HEI Scores

The total HEI score ranged from 61.03
(for those less than age 35) to 66.68
(for those age 65 to 79) (table 2). The
lowest average scorefor all respondents
was for the fruits component (3.78); the
highest scorewasfor cholesterol and
variety (7.57 each). Compared with the
younger groups, respondentsage 65 to
79 had higher than average component
scoresfor thefruits, total fat, saturated
fat, cholesterol, sodium, and variety
components (5.07 to 8.11). Those age
80 and over, compared with those less
than age 65, had higher than average
scoresfor thefruits, cholesterol, and
sodium components (5.10 to 8.21).
However, only the scores for fruits,
cholesterol, and sodium were at |east
0.50 points higher, on average, for
respondents between age 65 and 79
and for those over 80 years of age,
compared with all other age groups.

Percentage of Respondents
Meeting the Recommendations

M eeting recommended consumption
within individual components corre-
sponded to ascore of 10. Respondents
were separated into groups based on
whether they scored O (high risk),
between 0 and 10 (needs improvement),
or 10 (met recommendations) (table 3).
A higher proportion of elderly respon-
dents met recommendations for fruits
and cholesterol than did any other age
group. Whereas 24 to 25 percent of the
elderly age groups met the recommen-
dation for fruits, only 11 to 19 percent
of the younger groups met this recom-
mendation. Close to three-fourths of the
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Table 2. Healthy Eating Index scores for whole sample and by age group

Age groups
Variables All <35 35-49 50-64 65-79 80+
Sample 9,925 2,558 2,572 2,539 1,776 480
Means
Total HEI 62.91 61.03 61.14 63.48 66.68  65.39
Components
Grains 6.40 6.53 6.20 6.53 6.49 5.82
Vegetables 6.45 6.39 6.23 6.76 6.46 6.27
Fruits 3.78 2.92 313 413 5.07 5.10
Milk 4.99 5.10 5.13 4.74 5.07 4.89
Meat 6.79 6.79 6.80 7.14 6.46 6.11
Total fat 6.60 6.80 6.47 6.26 6.94 6.82
Saturated fat 6.53 6.38 6.43 6.52 6.87 6.62
Cholesterol 7.57 7.44 741 7.44 8.01 8.21
Sodium 6.22 5.44 5.90 6.34 7.21 7.77
Variety 7.57 7.25 7.44 7.62 811 7.79

elderly age groups met the recommen-
dation for cholesterol; about two-thirds
of theyounger age groups met this
recommendation. A greater proportion
of those age 65 to 79 also met recom-
mendationsfor total fat, saturated fat,
sodium, and variety than did any other
age group. Compared with other age
groups, the elderly do not appear to be
more at risk based on their consumption
of foodsin any HEI component.

Whilethosein the two oldest age
groups had higher total HEI scores
(65.39 to 66.68) than average (62.91)
(table 2), only 19 percent of respon-
dents 65 to 79 years old and 17 percent
of respondents age 80 and above meet
thethreshold of having a“good” diet,
as defined by CNPP (table 3). An equal
proportion of those 80 years old and
older (17 percent) had a“poor” diet,
while a slightly smaller percentage (15
percent) of those between 65 and 79
yearsold and older had a“poor” diet.
Two of threerespondentsin both eldest
agegroupshad adiet that “ needs
improvement.” Only 6 and 8 percent

of respondentsinthetwo youngest

age groups had a“good” diet, and 23

percent of those between 35 and 49
yearsold had a“poor” diet.

Although the percentage of elders (age
65 and above) consuming enough fruit
to meet the recommended level of the
fruit component was higher on average
than thoseinyounger age categories,
only onein four elders met the recom-
mendation (table 3). Fewer than onein
ten of those age 65 or older fell within
the “high risk” threshold for sodium,
compared with one in four (24 percent)
of those under age 35. While three

of four of those age 80 or older met
cholesterol recommendations, only 11
percent, compared with 23 percent of
those under age 35, consumed the
recommended amount of grains. The
only notable deficiency among HEI
categoriesfor respondents age 65 or
older was alower proportion (less than
one in four) meeting the recommended
level of meat consumption.

Thecomparatively strong independent
effect of age upon HEI scoresis shown
in table 4, where the reference age
category isrespondents under age 35.
Being in the 65 to 79 age group was
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Table 3. Diet rating of the Healthy Eating Index for whole sample and by age group

Age groups
Variables All <35 35-49 50-64 65-79 80+
Sample 9,925 2,558 2,572 2,539 1,776 480
Percent
Total HEI rating!
Poor 20 21 23 21 15 17
Needs improvement 69 73 69 65 66 66
Good 11 6 8 14 19 17
Component rating?
Grains
High risk 1 1 1 1 1 <1
Needs improvement 80 76 81 79 82 89
Met recommendation 19 23 18 20 18 11
Vegetables
High risk 5 4 5 5 6 5
Needs improvement 62 63 65 57 62 68
Met recommendation 33 32 30 38 32 27
Fruits
High risk 25 31 28 23 15 14
Needs improvement 59 58 59 58 60 62
Met recommendation 17 11 13 19 25 24
Milk
High risk 10 9 11 11 10 7
Needs improvement 68 68 65 68 69 75
Met recommendation 22 23 24 20 21 18
Meat
High risk 2 3 2 2 2 2
Needs improvement 66 65 65 62 73 76
Met recommendation 31 32 33 36 25 21
Total fat
High risk 11 9 11 13 8 8
Needs improvement 53 54 55 52 51 54
Met recommendation 36 37 34 35 41 38
Saturated fat
High risk 16 17 16 16 14 17
Needs improvement 42 43 43 41 40 39
Met recommendation 42 40 41 43 46 44
Cholesterol
High risk 18 19 19 20 14 11
Needs improvement 14 15 15 13 14 14
Met recommendation 68 66 66 67 72 74
Sodium
High risk 17 24 20 16 10 7
Needs improvement 48 48 51 50 47 45
Met recommendation 34 28 31 35 43 34
Variety
High risk 6 7 6 5 4 4
Needs improvement 42 46 44 42 35 43
Met recommendation 52 47 51 53 61 54

1pgor = a total HEI score below 51; Needs improvement = a total HEI score between 51 and 80; Good = a total

HEI score over 80.

2High risk = a score of 0 on the HEI component; Needs improvement = a score between 0 and 10 on the HEI
component; Met recommendation = a score of 10 on the HEI component.
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Although most respondents

in every age group had total
HEI scores within the

“needs improvement” range,
respondents age 65 and above
were more than twice as likely
to meet the threshold for a
“good” diet, compared with
respondents under age 50.
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Table 4. Regression coefficients for age groups by HEI variables

Dependent Age groups?
variables 35-49 50-64 65-79 80+
Parameter estimate (rank? in parentheses)
Total HEI -0.010 3.810%** 8.530%** 8.270%**
(6) (1) ()
Grains -0.005 0.730%** 1.114%** 0.742%*
4) (@) (6)
Vegetables -0.000 0.865*** 0.964* 1.069%**
@) ®) (6)
Fruits 0.226** 1.621%** 2.904x*x 3.176%**
(14) 3) (1) (4)
Milk 0.203** 0.172* 0.797* 0.854%**
(14) (15) (4) U]
Meat 0.274%** 0.856*** 0.459%+* 0.325**
9) (2) (4) (12)
Total fat -0.440%* -0.637*** -0.003 -0.162
() ®)
Saturated fat -0.051 0.086 0.470%* 0.233
(5)
Cholesterol -0.480%** -0.681%** 0.274* -0.209
(8) 3) (10)
Sodium -0.081 -0.191* 0.135 0.250*
(7) (10)
Variety 0.344%** 0.991*** 1.966*** 1.990%**
(3) (4) (2) (5)

1Reference category = <35.

2Ranking determined by standardized parameter estimates.

N=9,925.

*Significant at 0.10 level.
**Significant at 0.05 level.
#*Significant at 0.001 level.

thestrongestindependent predictor,
by rank, of thefruits and the total

HEI scoresand the second strongest
predictor of the grains and variety
scores. Overall, being in the 65 to 79
age group was positively and signifi-
cantly associated with higher scores
for eight of the components and was
associated with an 8.53 unit estimated
increase in total predicted HEI score—
a 13-percent increase over the mean
HEI for all respondents. Similarly,
being age 80 or older was significantly
and positively associated with 7 of
the 10 components and a 10-percent
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increase over the mean total HEI score
for all respondents. This positive
associ ation between advanced ageand
the HEI, and the slight decline in HEI
scoresamong theol dest respondents
are also noted in Basiotis et a. (1996).
Neither of the ol dest respondent groups
was associated with a significant
reduction in scoresfor any of the

10 components of the HEI.

Conclusions

Older Americans have higher HEI
scores, on average, because of higher
average consumption of fruitsand
lower average consumption of sodium
and cholesterol. The proportion of
respondents age 65 and older meeting
the recommended HEI score for fruits
wastwicethat of those under the age of
50 (table 3), and a greater proportion of
respondents age 80 and over consumed
arecommended amount of sodium than
did any other age group. Only onein
six respondents age 65 and ol der
consumed a“poor” diet, compared with
nearly oneinfour respondents between
age 35 and 50. Although most respon-
dentsin every age group had total HEI
scoreswithin the “needsimprovement”
range, respondents age 65 and above
were more than twice as likely to meet
thethreshold for a“good” diet,
compared withrespondentsunder

age 50.

A nonlinear relationship appearsto
exist between age and HEI scores.
Thelowest scores occurred among
those between age 35 and 49;2the
highest scores, among thosebetween
age 65 and 80. The youngest age
groupsateslightly better than did the
subsequent generation, and theoldest
group ate slightly worse than the
previous age groups. Thisfinding
suggeststhe separation of ageinto
categoriesdictated either by generation
cohort or physiological stage, particu-
larly in empirical analyses of the HEI.

A strong relationship between HEI

scoresand nutrition knowledge and
educational attainment wasfound in
Variyam et a. (1998). Given lower

2Thisagegroup correspondsto thoseinthis
samplewho were born between 1945 and
1960—thebaby boomers. Thelow scoresamong
thisage group need further exploration, giventhe
significanceof thisgeneration being ableto meet
aggregate public nutrition objectives.
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average educational attainment and
nutrition knowledge and higher HEI
scores among the elderly, it is not
surprising that when each of these
independent factorswastakeninto
account, the positive effect of age
upon HEI scores was magnified.
Results show that the 65 to 79 age
category wasamong thefour strongest
independent predictorsfor 6 of the
10 HEI components and the strongest
predictor of the total HEI score.

Factorsrelated to lifestyle, resources,
or cohort effects among the elderly
have astrong influence on healthful
eating. I ncreased consumption of fresh
fruits and vegetabl es may be associated
with ease of preparation, availability
within traditional retirement areas, or
even cohort-related familiarity and
habit. Higher scoresfor other groups
seem to indicate a more balanced diet
overal, which is confirmed by higher
variety scores. Evidence showsthat a
higher HEI scoreis associated with a
reduced risk of disease, particularly
cardiovascul ar disease among men

and women (McCullough et a., 2000;
Hann, Rock, King, & Drewnowski,
2001). The elderly may also be the
group best ableto envision the ultimate
effects of poor eating upon health. As
suggested by Becker and Mulligan
(1997), experience improves the ability
to imagine one’'s vulnerability.
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Factors Affecting Nutritional
Adequacy Among Single Elderly

Women

Data from the 1994-96 Continuing Survey of Food Intakes by Individuals and the
Diet and Health Knowledge Survey were used to assess the relative importance
of factors associated with the quality of the diet of single women age 65 and older.
Findings indicated that higher levels of nutritional adequacy were associated with
Midwest residence, daily intake of a multivitamin/multimineral, higher levels of
income, and the presence of circulatory disease. Lower levels of nutritional
adequacy were associated with employment, receipt of food stamps, and rural
residence. Results confirm the importance of providing healthful meal options to
single elderly females who may be faced with fewer financial resources, reduced
mobility, or higher costs associated with obtaining food.

utritional adequacy among

the elderly interests an aging

U.S. population. In 1996,
12 percent of Americanswere over
age 65. By 2050, this elderly popu-
lation is projected to more than double
as members of the large baby-boom
generation reach their elder years.
Within this population, the fastest
growing segment is expected to be
those over age 85 (U.S. Department
of Commerce, 1995).

For elderly individuals, inadequate
nutrition can increase the incidence
and severity of disease and also hasten
loss of independence. But, the ability
to choose a diet with sufficient quality
and variety to meet daily nutrient
needs may be affected adversely

by the pathological, physiological,
economical, and social factors that
accompany aging. Reduced physical
activity and lean body mass decrease
requirements for food energy and
increase the need for nutrient-dense
foods (Haller, 1999). Gradual loss of
health due to the effects of chronic
diseases, such as arthritis or diabetes,

can impair the ability to obtain, prepare,
and enjoy nutritious foods (Hendy,
Nelson, & Greco, 1998). Quandt and
Chao (2000) note that women, more so
than men, report chronic problems with
oral health and digestion, the need for
special diets, diseasesinterfering with
eating, and anemia.

Background

Lower levels of economic resources
are associated with a greater risk of
experiencing hunger and food in-
sufficiency (Brown, 1987; Sahyoun
& Basiotis, 2001). Quandt and Rao
(1999) found that having an income
less than 150 percent of the poverty
level was arelatively strong predictor
of food insecurity for Appal achian
Kentucky residents age 65 and ol der.
Hendy et al. (1998) noted that food
cost was frequently mentioned asa
barrier to obtaining adequate nutrition
for rural elderly in the Eastern United
States. Low economic resources can
also affect the quantity and quality

of food purchased, especially if an
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increasing portion of the budget
must be devoted to health care and
prescription medications (Quinn,
Johnson, Poon, Martin, & Nickols-
Richardson, 1997).

While assistance is available through
the U.S. Department of Agriculture’'s
(USDA) Food Stamp Program to help
the economically disadvantaged,
concern existsthat all those who are
eligible do not participate and that
benefit levels are low, compared with
need (Shotland & Loonin, 1988).
Some research has suggested that it
costs more to eat a more healthful
diet (Blaylock, Smallwood, Kassd,
Variyam, & Aldrich, 1999); thus,

low income can restrict not just the
quantity but the nutritional quality of
food purchased as well. Low income
can also reduce consumers’ ability to
substitute market-produced meals for
home-cooked versions astheir desire
and ability to shop and prepare meals
decline.

Lower levels of education have been
associated with inadequate nutritional
intake in the elderly (Bianchetti,
Rozzini, Carabellese, Zanetti, &
Trabucchi, 1990; Dewitt, Douglas,

& Matre, 1989). Nuitrition knowledge
has been found to have aweak, but
positive, association with diet ade-
quacy (Howard, Gates, Ellersieck, &
Dowdy, 1998).

Schoenberg (2000) identified four
“pathways” of nutritional risk for
rural Black elderly: (1) changesin the
physical and social importance of
food, (2) lack of access to necessary
resources, (3) increased physical
limitations, and (4) misinformation
about diet and nutrition. Lee,
Templeton, Marlette, Walker, and
Fahm (1998) discovered nutritional
deficienciesin food energy, dietary
fiber, and calcium among southern
Black rural elderly. Diet variety appears
to be lower for Blacks, compared with
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other racial groups (Dewitt et a., 1989).
In addition, Blacks are also more likely
than Whites to have inadequate
nutritional intake because of weight
changes, illnesses, and oral problems
that interfere with appetite and eating
(Nickols-Richardson, Johnson, Poon,
& Martin, 1996).

Loneliness dueto death of spouse or
friends can diminish the social reasons
for, and pleasures associated with,
eating (Shifflett & Mclntosh, 1983;
Walker & Beauchene, 1991). Eating
regular meals and having an adequate
diet have been found to depend, at | east
in part, on eating with others(Doan,
1990; sShifflett & Mclntosh, 1983;
Walker & Beauchene, 1991). Having
few shared meal s has been associated
with higher levels of nutritional

risk among rural eldersin eastern
Pennsylvania (Hendy et al., 1998)

and with higher risk of food insecurity
in rural Appalachia (Quandt & Rao,
1999). Fewer than athird of a
nationally representative sample of
elders experiencing food insufficiency
were married, compared with more
than half of those consuming a
sufficient diet (Sahyoun & Basiotis,
2001).

Vitamin and mineral supplementation
can offset some of the nutritional
deficienciesin the elderly. A study of
healthy, independent-living Canadians
age 65 to 74 revealed that vitamin C
supplements were used most often by
both genders, but about three times as
many women, compared with men, took
acalcium supplement. In general, use
of supplements significantly increased
nutrient intake; and the risks for
deficiency were eliminated for vitamin
A, vitamin B,, folacin, and zinc
(Dondd et a., 1992).

This current study uses nationally
representative data on single women
age 65 and older from the 1994-96
Continuing Survey of Food Intakes by

Individuals (CSFII) and the Diet and
Health Knowledge Survey (DHKYS)
conducted by USDA. Single women
are of interest because the incidence
of food insufficiency isrelatively
greater for the single elderly population
(Sahyoun & Basiotis, 2001). They are
also of interest because of their
generally longer lifespans and
consequently their prolonged risk

of experiencing the pathological,
physiological, economical, and social
|osses associated with poorer diet
quality. In addition, women’s longer
average lifespan means that they
aremore likely to experience thelife
changes associated with adecreasein
the quantity and quality of food intake
(Nickols-Richardson et al., 1996;
Quandt & Chao, 2000).

Research indicates that health prob-
lems related to inadequate nutrition
aremore prevalent in rural areas
(Quandt & Chao, 2000; Schoenberg,
2000; Shotland & Loonin, 1988). Rural
residents also mention transportation
to and from food markets as a struc-
tural barrier to obtaining adequate food
(Hendy et al., 1998; Lec et a., 1998;
Wallace, Pascarella, & Campanella-
Voica, 1997). Consequently, the effect
of rural residence on single elderly
women achieving adequate nutrition
isconsidered in thisresearch.

This study evaluates nutrient intake
among single elderly women residing in
rural and nonrural areas and examines
the relative importance of single elderly
women'’ sresources, health status,
attitudes, and practices related to food
procurement and processing, as well

as demographic characteristicsin
achieving adeguate nutrition.
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Method

Data and Sample

The CSFII 1994-96 isanationally
representative sample of individuals
of all agesliving in the United States.
Information regarding food and
nutrient intakes of each respondent
was gathered over 2 nonconsecutive
days by using dietary recalls.
Individuals age 20 and older also
completed the DHK'S, which contains
information regarding the dietary
health knowledge and attitudes of each
individual. Included are questions
about the knowledge of specific health
risks associated with foods, personal
health information, and the frequency
of use of information on food labels.
The DHKS sample consists of 5,765
respondents, from which 732 single
women age 65 and older residing in
rural (n=218) and nonrural (n=514)
areas were selected for this study.

The method used to collect the dietary
recall information in these surveys may
lead to underreporting, particularly
among older participants. It could also
place some participants’ nutritional
status below the U.S. Recommended
Dietary Allowance (RDA) threshold
for one or more of the specific com-
ponentsof nutritional adequacy con-
sidered in this study (Dixon, Cronin,

& Krebs-Smith, 2001). Unfortunately,
it isnot possibleto ascertain the extent
to which underreporting might be a
problem for the sample used in this
study. Thus, the possibility of under-
reporting is simply acknowledged as
alimitation of these data.

Conceptual Framework

The Deacon and Firebaugh (1988)
systems model of resource manage-
ment providesthe basic conceptual
framework used in this study. Accord-
ing to this model, through the mana-
gerial actions of planning and imple-
menting, resources are transformed in
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ways that meet value-based goals. In
the transformation process, constraints
and facilitating conditions can be
present. Constraints limit means of
reaching agoal or restrict access to

or use of resources. Facilitating
conditions, in contrast, ease the
process of goal attainment.

When this conceptual framework is
applied to the current study, the goal
to be met is obtaining adequate
nutrition—defined as intake of given
nutrients that meet or exceed the
RDAs. Resources consist of level

of education, nutrition knowledge,
income (measured as a percentage of
the poverty level), and receipt of food
stamps. Attitudesand behavior related
to food procurement and preparation
comprise the managerial actions of
planning and implementing. Several
factors could help or constrain
obtaining adequate nutrition. For
example, diet restrictions and disease
can constrain food choices; work
commitments can constrain time for
food shopping and preparation; rural
residence can limit accessto less
expensive, higher quality foods,
which rai sesthe costs associated with
obtaining adequate nutrition. Taking

a daily multivitamin/multimineral
would facilitate meeting the RDAS for
vitamins and minerals. Other variables
in the conceptual framework are age,
race, and region of residence, which
enter the model as controls.

Empirical Model

To ascertain the importance of the
factors considered in this study,
we used an ordinary least squares
regression to compute standardized
betas:

RDA index = a + Sb;; resources+ Sb;
management + Sb;; constraining
factors+ Sh;; facilitating factors + e

An RDA index was constructed to
measure the degree to which study

participants met RDA requirements for
food energy, protein, and 14 essential
vitamins and minerals. The threshold
level for each component of the index
is based on the 1989 RDAs (National
Academy of Sciences, 1989). These
RDAswere used rather than the
recently published Dietary Reference
Intakes (DRIS) because the RDAs were
current at the time the data used in this
study were collected.

Resources consisted of measures of
both general and nutrition-specific
knowledge and economic resources.
General knowledge was measured by a
set of categorical variables indicating
highest grade completed. Nutrition-
specific knowledge was measured by
the number of items from atotal of

13 that a study participant answered
correctly on atest of nutrition knowl-
edge administered in the original
survey. Economic resources consisted
of income, which was measured as a
percentage of poverty and receipt of
food stamps.

Attitudes and behavior related to food
procurement and preparation were
indicative of plansand actions
associated with achieving nutritional
adequacy (management). Whereas
attitudeswereindicated by the
importance of nutrition, proper food
storage, ease of preparation, and taste,
behavior was denoted by study
participants' use of nutrition labels
and whether they had themain
responsibility for preparing meals.

Constraints on food choices were
measured by the presence of diet
restrictionsand diseases preval ent
among the elderly. These consisted
of lowfat, low-calorie, low-sodium,
high-fiber, or diabetic dietsand
circulatory disease, diabetes, cancer,
or osteoporosis. Work was considered
atime constraint to shop for and
prepare food. Although incidence of
employment among the elderly is low,
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women often continue working past
age 65 (Herz, 1988). Thistrend is
expected to continue as members of
the baby-boom generation reach their
elder years (Purcell, 2000).

Rural versus nonrural (urban and
suburban) residence also was included
in the empirical model, as were
multivitamin/multimineral intake,
age, race, and region of residence.

Results

Results indicated that the rural and
nonrural sampleswere similar (table 1).
Respondents typically had less than a
high school education (40 percent for
the total sample, 45 percent for rural
residents, and 37 percent for nonrural
residents). Average age of the sample
was closeto 74 years. The largest
proportion of rural residentslived in
the South (43 percent), while about an
equal proportion of nonrural residents
lived in the Northeast, South, or
Midwest (28, 28, and 27 percent,
respectively). Close to 90 percent of
both rural and nonrural respondents
were White, did not receive food
stamps, and were not employed.

Regarding attitudes and behavior
related to food procurement and
preparation, closeto three-fourths of
both rural and nonrural respondents
indicated that nutrition, taste, and food
not spoiling were very important. A
little over half of each group did not
consider easy preparation to be very
important, most did not use nutrition
labels, and about 90 percent of each
group had primary responsibility for
preparing meals. Slightly less than

half (44 to 47 percent) of each group
took a daily multivitamin/multimineral
supplement. Study participants seemed
to have adequate but relatively low
€conomicC resources. income was,

on average, near 180 percent of the
poverty level. Each group answered
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics for single elderly women

Variables Totalt Ruralt Nonrural®
Mean
Continuous
Nutrition knowledge test 8.0 8.2 7.9
(number correct of a possible 13)
Income (% of poverty level) 184.9 182.4 185.9
Age (years) 73.6 74.7 73.2
Percent
Categorical
Education
Less than high school 40 45 37
High school 30 26 32
Some college 17 14 18
College 13 15 13
Race
White 85 94.5 81
Black 13 5 16
Asian and Pacific Islander 0.5 0 1
Other? 1.5 0.5 3
Region
Northeast 23 1 28
South 33 43 28
Midwest 30 38 27
West 14 8 17
Employment
Full-time 2 1 2
Part-time 8 11 7
Not working 90 88 91
Receipt of food stamps
Yes 8 5 9
No 92 95 91
Importance of nutrition
Very important 74 75 73
All other responses?® 26 25 27
Importance of taste
Very important 86 87 85
All other responses® 14 13 15
Importance of food not spoiling
Very important 73 78 70
All other responses? 27 22 30
Importance of easy preparation of food
Very important 42 39 43
All other responses® 58 61 57
Use nutrition labels
Use often (always) 34 35 38
All other responses* 66 65 62
Main responsibility for meals
Yes 90 91 90
No 10 9 10
Take vitamins daily
Yes 46 44 47
No 54 56 53

Isample size: total = 732, rural = 218, and nonrural = 514.

Native American, Alaskan Native, and other races.

3Somewhat important, not too important, not at all important, don’t know.
4Sometimes, rarely, never.



Table 2. Components of the RDA Index for single elderly women

Total! Rurall Nonrural*
Nutrient Mean percent Percent of sample  Mean percent Percent of sample Mean percent Percent of sample
percent RDA of RDA meeting RDA of RDA meeting RDA of RDA meeting RDA
Food energy (kcal) 84 27 84 27 84 27
Protein (g) 148 69 146 65 149 71
Vitamin A («g) 165 48 143 40 175 51
Vitamin E (mg) 86 28 84 28 86 28
Vitamin C (mg) 167 57 135 50 180 61
Thiamin (mg) 138 65 142 64 137 66
Riboflavin (mg) 145 66 144 64 145 67
Niacin (mg) 146 68 148 65 146 70
Vitamin By (mg) 102 42 99 39 103 44
Folate (uq) 158 60 153 56 161 61
Vitamin B, , (ug) 287 71 281 69 290 72
Calcium (mg) 90 36 85 33 92 38
Phosphorus (mg) 138 71 137 69 139 72
Magnesium (mg) 99 A4 97 33 100 35
Iron (mg) 140 60 143 62 138 60
Zinc (mg) 76 20 78 21 75 21
RDA Index (of a possible 16) 8.3 7.9 8.4

1Sample size: total = 732, rural = 218, and nonrural = 514.
Note: Means under 100 percent indicate underconsumption according to the RDA; means at or above 100 percent indicate adequate consumption.
Underreporting, if present, would understate the true value.

Rural residents had lower average
nutrient consumption levels,
measured as a percentage of
RDA, for protein, seven vitamins
(A, C, E, B, B, riboflavin,

and folate) and three minerals
(calcium, phosphorus, and
magnesium).
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8 of the 13 nutrition knowledge items
correctly.

Nutrient scores as a percentage of the
RDAswere lower for rural residents,
compared with those of nonrural
residents (table 2). Rural residents had
lower average nutrient consumption
levels, measured as a percentage of
RDA, for protein, seven vitamins (A,
C E, B, B, riboflavin, and folate) and
three minerals (calcium, phosphorus,
and magnesium). The proportion of
the rural sample that met the RDA for
specific nutrients lagged behind that of
the nonrural sample for protein and the
same vitamins (except vitamin E) and
minerals, plus thiamin and niacin. For
many of these nutrients, however, the
differences between rural and nonrural
residents were rather small in practical
terms. The average score on the RDA
index was lower for rural residents,

compared with the average score for
nonrural residents: 7.9 vs. 8.4 (of a
possible 16). However, the general
pattern of average nutrient consump-
tion levels, measured as a percentage
of the RDAS, was the same for both
rural and nonrural residents. For
example, the percentage of the RDA
for protein for both groups was over
100, while the percentage for vitamin E
was less than 100 for both groups.

A slightly higher proportion of
nonrural residents, than their rural
counterparts, reported low-calorie, low-
sodium, or high-fiber diet restrictions,
whereas, an equal proportion of rural
and nonrural residents reported having
alowfat or diabetic diet (table 3). A
larger proportion of rural residents

had been diagnosed as having heart
disease, cancer, or osteoporosis, while
aslightly larger proportion of nonrural
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Table 3. Diet and disease restrictions for single elderly women

Variable Total* Rural* Nonrural*
Percent
Diet restrictions 26 23 26
Lowfat 4 4 4
Low calorie 14 12 14 T T
Low sodium 9 . 10 Study findings |nd|ca'Ee that
High fiber 3 1 3 single elderly women’s economic
Diabetic 7 7 7 resources are more important
. . than knowledge resources in
Diagnosed diseases .. -
Circulatory 69 71 68 attaining adequate nutrition.
High blood pressure 51 51 51
Heart disease 23 27 21
High blood cholesterol 30 29 31
Stroke 7 6 8
Diabetes 14 14 15
Cancer 12 17 9
Osteoporosis 13 13 12

1Sample size: total = 732, rural = 218, and nonrural = 514.

residents reported diagnosis of high
blood cholesterol, stroke, or diabetes.
Both rural and nonrural residents had
equal rates of diagnosed high blood
pressure (51 percent).

Results of the multivariate analysis
indicate that economic resources, and
various constraining and facilitating
conditions were significant in ex-
plaining variation in nutritional ade-
guacy among single women age 65
and older (table 4). In rank order of
importance, the significant factors
were Midwest residence, taking a
daily multivitamin/multimineral,
employment (full or part time), income
asapercent of poverty, presence of
circulatory disease, receipt of food
stamps, and rural residence. In terms
of direction of association, Midwest
residence, taking a daily multivitamin/
multimineral, higher levels of income,
and presence of circulatory disease
were associated with higher levels of
nutritional adequacy. Employment,
receiving food stamps, and rural
residence, however, were associated
with lower levels of nutritional
adequacy.
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Discussion and Implications

Study findings indicate that single
elderly women’ s economic resources
are more important than knowledge
resources in attaining adequate
nutrition. The positive relationship
between income and nutrition
adequacy is consistent with previous
research (Brown, 1987; Sahyoun &
Basiotis, 2001; Hendy et al., 1998;
Quandt & Rao, 1999; Quinn et ., 1997)
and with the ideathat a higher quality
diet costs more (Blaylock et al., 1999).
It isreasonableto expect that those
with limited resources would benefit
from the Federal Food Stamp Program.
Thus, the negative relationship
between receipt of food stamps and
nutrition adequacy is contrary to what
would be expected. It could be that, as
Shotland and L oonin (1988) contend,
benefit levelsaretoo low to really meet
the need. It certainly appears that,

for whatever reason, food stamp
participantsin this sample still do not
acquire the quantity and quality of
food necessary to get adequate
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nutrition. Further research is needed to
examine why thisisthe case.

As might be expected, nutritional
adequacy isimproved by taking
supplemental multivitaming/
multiminerals. Among disease
diagnoses, the strong and significant
effect of circulatory disease upon
improved diet may reflect the enhanced
potential benefit from changing
behavior in the present, in contrast to
the nonsignificant (and negative) effect
of acancer diagnosis on diet quality.
Diet restrictions and disease diagnoses
other than circulatory disease were not
significant factorsin this study.

Rural and lower income single elderly
women were significantly less likely to
eat anutritionally adequate diet than
were their nonrural and higher income
counterparts. Lack of nearby super-
markets with an adequate sel ection of
healthful foods or accessto support
programs such as Meals-on-Wheels
may also serve asimportant constraints
to healthful eating for the rural elderly.
Insufficient funds constrain purchase
of more foods and better quality foods.
Single elderly women who work are
lesslikely to eat a nutritious diet—
perhaps because of constraintson
time and lower levels of economic
resources. It isnot known whether
employment of survey respondents
isby choice or necessity. Thisissue
warrants further research given
expectationsthat aging baby boomers
will maintain some attachment to the
labor market as they enter their elder
years. The negativerelationship
between receiving food stamps and
meeting the RDAs may be attributed
to low levels of accumulated financial
resources—since eligibility isa
function of both income and wealth.

It also may reflect the quality of food
obtained.
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Table 4. Regression results, RDA index value for single elderly women

Parameter Standardized Rank
Variables estimate estimate order
Resources
Education (reference category < high school)
High school -0.5051 -0.0496
Some college 0.8317 0.0661
College 0.6752 0.0494
Nutrition knowledge test score 0.0095 0.0051
Income (% of poverty) 0.0044* 0.0828 4
Food stamp recipient -1.2451* -0.0708 6
Management
Attitudes
Importance when selecting foods
Nutrition 0.0683 0.0064
Food not spoiling 0.2239 0.0213
Ease of preparation -0.2048 -0.0216
Taste -0.1951 -0.0146
Behavior
Always use nutrition labels -0.3505 -0.0363
Responsible for preparing meals 0.0483 0.0031
Constraints/Facilitators
Diet restrictions
Lowfat -0.0541 -0.0040
Low-calorie 0.1590 0.0069
Low-sodium -1.0314 -0.0640
High-fiber 1.8519 0.0630
Diabetic 0.5415 0.0300
Diagnosed with disease
Circulatory 0.7937** 0.0788 5
Diabetes 0.5065 0.0380
Cancer -0.5059 -0.0347
Osteoporosis -0.2433 -0.0173
Work (full time or part time) -1.4574* -0.0945 3
Rural -0.7232* -0.0707 7
Take daily vitamins 0.9385** 0.1000 2
Control variables
Age -0.0235 -0.0335
Black -0.6682 -0.0480
Region (reference=South)
Northeast -0.1499 -0.0135
Midwest 1.2323** 0.1210 1
West 04313 0.0319
Intercept 8.3533** R?=0.0916

*Significant at 0.10 level.
**Significant at 0.05 level.
***Significant at 0.001 level.
n=732.
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In 1994, Midwest consumers faced
food prices that were 7.7 percent lower
than those in the Northeast, 3.9 percent
lower than thoseinthe West, and less
than 1 percent lower than those in the
South (U.S. Department of Labor, 2002).
This may help explain the strong
relationship between Midwest
residence and meeting the RDAS.

The availability of nutrient-dense
foods, proximity to local farmers
markets, as well as cultural and social
differences within the region, also may
help account for more nutritious diets.

Our study suggests that single elderly
women can be found on at |east one
of the four “pathways” to nutritional
inadequacy—namely lack of accessto
necessary resources—as identified by
Schoenberg (2000). Results confirm the
importance of providing healthful meal
options for single elderly women who
face fewer financial resources, reduced
mobility, or higher costs associated
with obtaining food.

2003 Val. 15 No. 1

References

Bianchetti, A., Rozzini, R., Carabellese, C., Zanetti, O., & Trabucchi, M. (1990).
Nutritional intake, socioeconomic conditions, and health statusin alarge elderly
population. Journal of the American Geriatrics Society, 38(5), 521-526.

Blaylock, J., Smallwood, D., Kassdl, K., Variyam, J., & Aldrich, L. (1999).
Economics, food choices, and nutrition. Food Policy, 24, 269-286.

Brown, J.L. (1987). Hunger in the U.S. Scientific American, 256(2), 37-41.

Deacon, R., & Firebaugh, F. (1988). Family Resource Management: Principles
and Applications, (2" ed.). Needham Heights, MA: Allyn and Bacon, Inc.

Dewitt, S., Douglas, B., & Matre, M. (1989). Nutrition among the elderly in Mobile
County, Alabama. Paper presented at the North Central Sociological Association.

Dixon, L.B., Cronin, F.J., & Krebs-Smith, S.M. (2001). Let the food pyramid
guide your food choices: Capturing thetotal diet concept. Journal of Nutrition,
131, 461S-472S.

Doan, R.M. (1990). The effect of social support on the health and nutrition of
rural elderly. Paper presented at the Rural Sociological Society.

Donald, E.A., Basu, T.K., Hargreaves, JA., Thompson, G.W., Overton, T.R.,
Peterson, R.D., et al. (1992). Dietary intake and biochemical status of a selected
group of older Albertanstaking or not taking micronutrient supplements. Journal
of the Canadian Dietetic Association, 53(1), 39-43.

Haller, J. (1999). The vitamin status and its adequacy in the elderly: An
international overview. International Journal for Vitamin and Nutrition Research,
69(3), 160-168.

Hendy, H.M., Nelson, G.K., & Greco, M.E. (1998). Socia cognitive predictors of
nutritional risk in rural elderly adults. International Journal of Aging & Human
Development, 47(4), 299-327.

Herz, D.E. (1988). Employment characteristics of older women, 1987. Monthly
Labor Review, 111(9), 3-12.

Howard, JH., Gates, G.E., Ellersieck, M.R., & Dowdy, R.P. (1998). Investigating
rel ationships between nutritional knowledge, attitudes and beliefs, and dietary
adequacy of the elderly. Journal of Nutrition for the Elderly, 18(4), 35-54.

Lee, C.J, Templeton, S.B., Marlette, M., Waker, R.S., & Fahm, E.G. (1998). Diet
quality and nutrient intakes of Black southern rural elderly. Journal of Nutrition
for the Elderly, 17(4), 1-15.

National Academy of Sciences. (1989). Recommended Dietary Allowances, (10th
ed.). Washington, DC: National Academy Press.

81



Nickols-Richardson, S.M., Johnson, M.A., Poon, L.W., & Martin, P. (1996).
Demographic predictors of nutritional risk in elderly persons. Journal of Applied
Gerontology, 15(3), 361-375.

Purcell, P.J. (2000). Older workers: Employment and retirement trends. Monthly
Labor Review, 123(10), 19-30.

Quandt, S.A., & Rao, P. (1999). Hunger and food security among older adultsin a
rural community. Human Organization, 58(1), 28-35.

Quandt, S.A., & Chao, D. (2000). Gender differences in nutritional risk among
older rural adults. Journal of Applied Gerontology, 19(2), 128-150.

Quinn, M.E., Johnson, M.A., Poon, L.W., Martin, P., & Nickols-Richardson, S.M.
(1997). Factors of nutritional health-seeking behaviors: Findings from the Georgia
Centenarian study. Journal of Aging and Health, 9(1), 90-104.

Sahyoun, N., & Basiotis, P. (2001). Food insufficiency and the nutritional status
of the elderly population. Family Economics and Nutrition Review, 13(2), 58-60.

Schoenberg, N.E. (2000). Patterns, factors, and pathways contributing to
nutritional risk among rural African American elders. Human Organization,
59(2), 234-244.

Shifflett, P.A., & Mclntosh, W.A. (1983). Interrelations among instrumental forms
of social support and their impact on the diet of the elderly. Paper presented at the
Rural Sociological Society.

Shotland, J., & Loonin, D. (1988). Patterns of Risk: Nutritional Status of the
Rural Poor. Washington, DC: Public Voice for Food and Health Policy.

U.S. Department of Commerce. (1995). 65 plus in the United States. U.S.
Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census, Economics and Statistics
Administration. [on-line] www.census.gov/socdemo/www/agebrief.html

U.S. Department of Labor. (2002). Consumer Price Index—All Urban Consumers
(current series). U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics, Division of Consumer Prices and
Price Indexes. Retrieved March 27, 2002, from http://data.bls.gov/cgi-gin/
surveymost?cu.

Walker, D., & Beauchene, R.E. (1991). The relationship of loneliness, social
isolation, and physical health to dietary adequacy of independently living elderly.
Journal of the American Dietetic Association, 9(3), 300-306.

Wallace, D.C., Pascarella, M.J., & Campanella-Voica, D. (1997). Nutritional
service use among rural elders. Journal of Nutrition for the Elderly, 16(4), 1-15.

82

Family Economics and Nutrition Review



J.M.K. Cheong, MS
M.A. Johnson, PhD
R.D. Lewis, PhD

J.G. Fischer, PhD

J.T. Johnson, PharmD

The University of Georgia

2003 Voal. 15 No. 1

Reduction in Modifiable
Osteoporosis-Related Risk Factors
Among Adults in the Older
Americans Nutrition Program

The purpose of this study was to determine the prevalence of low bone mineral
density, the prevalence of modifiable osteoporosis-related risk factors, and the
effectiveness of a nutrition and bone health education intervention that is tailored
for a multiethnic (Caucasian and African American), low-income, low-literacy
elderly population. The six risk factors were low intake of eight calcium-rich
foods (less than 3 servings/day), nonuse of calcium supplements, nonuse of
vitamin D-containing supplements, low physical activity (less than 5 times/week
and less than 150 minutes/week), one or more of four risks for falling in the
home, and current tobacco use. The 71 participants were a convenience
sample from the Northeast Georgia Older Americans Nutrition Program who
received Title I1I-C or Title I1I-D services. Fifty-nine completed heel bone mineral
density tests at baseline and osteoporosis risk assessment questionnaires both
at baseline and post-intervention. At baseline, 60 percent of the adults had

either osteoporosis or osteopenia, and African-American women had more
osteoporosis-related risk factors than did Caucasian women. After the inter-
vention, the number of risk factors decreased significantly by 0.8, and over half
of the participants decreased at least one risk factor. Additionally, the number of
participants who consumed 3 or more servings of calcium-rich foods daily or
used a calcium supplement more than doubled.

steoporosisisamajor public

health threat that islargely

preventable (National Institutes
of Health [NIH], 2001). In the United
States, 10 million people have osteo-
porosis, and another 18 million have
osteopenia—I|ow bone mass that
increases the risk for osteoporosis
(NIH, 2001). Consequences of osteo-
porosisinclude chronic pain, bone
fractures, need for placement into
long-term care facilities, and death
(NIH, 2002).

Because of the high prevalence and
debilitating consequences of osteo-
porosis and bone fractures, we devel -
oped an educational intervention

related to nutrition and bone health
that was targeted to participantsin the
Older Americans Nutrition Program
(OANP). Formerly known asthe Elderly
Nutrition Program, OANP is the largest
community nutrition program for older
adultsin the Nation, serving about 7
percent of the older population overall
and about 20 percent of the poor elders

(Administration on Aging, 2002; Millen,

Ohls, Ponza, & McCool, 2002). This
program provides nutrition education,
aswell as congregate and home-
delivered meal services.

The educational messagesin this
intervention were developed from
recommendations of the 2000 NIH
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Consensus Development Panel on
Osteoporosis Prevention, Diagnosis,
and Therapy (NIH, 2001). From areview
of 2,449 references from 1995 to 1999,
the panel identified several modifiable
risk factors for osteoporosis and bone
fractures, including smoking, alow
level of physical activity, risk of falling,
and low intakes of calcium and vitamin
D. Further evidence that smoking and
use of smokeless tobacco are risk
factors was recently reviewed
(Spangler, Quandt, & Bell, 2001).

Although NIH did not make a specific
recommendation for physical activity
and the prevention of osteoporosis and
fractures, several health organizations
and experts recommend 30 minutes or
more physical activity most days of the
week (about 30 minutes on 5 days of
the week and about 150 minutes
weekly) (American College of Sports
Medicine, 2002; U.S. Department of
Health and Human Services[DHHS],
2000; DiPietro, 2001; USDA & DHHS,
2000). The NIH panel (2001) empha-
sized that exercise may decrease the
risk of falling. Thisfocus on exercise
iscritical because most (90 percent)

hip fractures are associated with afall
(Carter, Kannus, & Khan, 2001). Both
the NIH (2001) and the National
Osteoporosis Foundation (NOF, 2002)
recommend fall-prevention techniques
in the home such as: removing throw
rugs, anchoring rugs with nonskid
tape, installing grab bars and stair rails,
and using night-lights. These types of
interventions have reduced the number
of fals (Plautz, Beck, Selmar, &
Radetsky, 1996).

Vitamin D is unigque because it can

be obtained both via skin exposure
to sunlight and through food or
supplements. Like all other vitamins
and minerals, calcium is available
only through food or supplements.
Although calcium- and vitamin D-rich
foods (e.g., dairy products) are the
preferred source of dietary calcium
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and vitamin D, several organizations
suggest that older people may need
supplements to meet their high needs
for these nutrients (NAS, 1997; NIH,
2001; USDA & DHHS, 2000). The
ability to synthesize vitamin D in the
skin by sun exposure declines with age
and is blocked by sunscreen in people
regardless of their age (NAS, 1997).

The Adequate Intake (Al) level for
vitamin D (600 International Units[1U]
or 15 mg) for those over 70 years old

is often difficult to achieve. With the
exception of milk, which isfortified

in the United States with 400 U of
vitamin D per quart (Institute of
Medicine, 1997), very few foods
contain vitamin D in significant
guantities. Consequently, relying on
milk alone would require 6 cups of milk
per day to meet the recommendation.
Perceived milk intolerance—defined as
experiencing stomach ache, flatulence,
or diarrhea after drinking milk—is much
higher in African Americansthanin
Caucasians and is asignificant
predictor of low milk intake in older
adults (Elbon, Johnson, & Fischer,
1998). The 2000 Dietary Guidelines
for Americansstates that “ people who
seldom eat dairy products or other
rich sources of calcium need acalcium
supplement” and that “older adults and
people with little exposure to sunlight
may need avitamin D supplement”
(USDA & DHHS, 2000).

NIH notes that the effects of most
medications for osteoporosis are
evaluated in conjunction with calcium
and vitamin D supplements. Clinical
trials confirm that increased milk
consumption to 3 to 4 servings per
day slows bonelossin older men and
women (Heaney et al., 1999; Storm et
a., 1998). Clinical trials aso confirm the
effectiveness of vitamin D (700 to 800
IU/day) and cal cium supplements (500
to 800 mg/day) for preventing fractures
in older people (Chapuy et al., 1992;

Dawson-Hughes, Harris, Krall, & Dallal,
1997).

Based on areview of the literature, we
have found no systematic evaluation of
osteoporosis risk or health promotion
programs designed to reduce that risk
among OANP participants. However,
others have found that nutrition
education intervention resultsin
changes in knowledge and beliefs
about osteoporosis (Blalock et al.,
2000), nutrition (McCamey et a., 2003),
and calcium and vitamin D intakes
(Rolnick , Kopher, Jackson, Fischer,

& Compo, 2001).

This study investigated the prevalence
of low bone mineral density (BMD) as
estimated by the heel BMD test; the
prevalence of modifiable osteoporosis-
related risk factors; and the effective-
ness of an educational intervention
related to nutrition and bone health
that istailored for amultiethnic
(Caucasian and African American),
low-income, and low-literacy elderly
population. For the purposes of this
study, the primary measurable outcome
was achange in these six risk factors.
Theseinclude the factorsidentified
previously by NIH.

Methods

Data and Sample

Thiswas a convenience sampl e of
participants from senior centersin four
counties in Georgia, with no exclusion
criteria. Counties were included
because of interest in the project and
availability of participants. Potential
sampl e size was limited because these
were small centerslocated in rural
areas. Participants were recruited
through the directors of the senior
centers who helped with advertising
and enrollment.
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Baseline

At baseline, heel BMD, weight, and
height were assessed, and participants
answered nutrition and health questions
(inno particular order). Heel BMD was
determined with an ultrasound bone
densitometer.1 A T-score? was derived
by comparing each participant’s BMD
with the optimal and peak BMD of

a 30-year-old healthy adult. Each
participant received a copy and an
explanation of hisor her BMD results
(low risk, moderaterisk, or high risk

for osteoporosis) and was strongly
encouraged to take the results to his or
her healthcare provider. Because heel
BMD takes 2 to 3 years to demonstrate
improvement by using the ultrasound
bone densitometer, it was assessed at
baseline only and thus not used asan
outcome measure.

Health Education Curriculum
The health education curriculum,
developed and modified by five
nutrition and pharmacy experts at the
University of Georgia, consisted of
threelessons. Thefirst lesson covered
the definition of osteoporosis, key
nonmodifiable and modifiable risk
factorsfor osteoporosisand bone
fractures (including tobacco use), and
balance exercises. The second lesson
covered sources of calcium and vitamin
D, including foods that are naturally
rich in calcium, low-lactose dairy
foods and use of the lactase enzyme,
calcium-fortified foods, and calcium
and vitamin D supplements. To
encourage a possible new food source
of calcium, those presenting thelessons
gave participantsthe opportunity to
taste calcium-fortified orange juice.
Thethird lesson reviewed waysto
reducefalls, aswell as medications
that may be beneficial for bone health.

IHologic SaharaClinical Bone Sonometer,
Bedford, MA, 2000.

°T-score expresses the number of standard
deviations from the mean score for the
young adult population (Hologic, 2000).
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All participants performed balance
exercises from the NIH Osteoporosis
and Related Bone Diseases National
Resource Center at each lesson.3

The four messages of this educational
intervention were emphasized in each
lesson: (1) Talk to Your Doctor:
tobacco and smoking cessation,
medications, and heel BMD resullts;
(2) Increase Sources of Calcium and
Vitamin D: dietary sources, fortified
foods, and dietary supplements;

(3) Take Action: increase physical
activity; and (4) Take Care: fall-
prevention measures.

Post-Intervention

We administered apost-test about

1 month after completion of the

third lesson to assess participants’
behavioral changes. The questionnaire
contained items that were based on
past nutrition questionnaires devel oped
for this population (Brackett, 1999;
Johnson et al., 2003), as well as

issues related to nonmodifiable and
modifiable risk factors for osteoporosis
and bone fractures (NIH, 2001). The
questionnaireincluded itemsthat

were used to calculate a score for the
modifiable osteoporosis-related risk
factorsscore:

(1) Low intake of calcium-rich
foods¥s consuming lessthan
3 servingsof eight calcium-rich
foods*/day.

3The lesson plans are available on the
Nutrition for Older Adults' Health Website:
www.arches.uga.edu/~noahnet. Thefree,
downloadablelesson plans consist of text and
script for the lessons, handouts, materials for
overhead transparencies, pre- and post-tests, as
well asreferencesfor additional reading about
nutrition and bone health.

“The eight calcium-rich foods consisted of
milk as a beverage; milk with cereal; yogurt;
cheese; mustard, turnip, or collard greens;
canned salmon; calcium-fortified orange
juice; and calcium-fortified cereals.

(2) Nonuse of calcium supplements¥a
not taking a supplement with
calcium. For the purposes of this
study, a multivitamin supplement
was not considered a calcium
supplement.

(3) Nonuse of vitamin D-containing
supplements¥a not taking any
supplement containing vitamin D.

(4) Low physical activity¥aexercising
less than 5 times/week and less
than 150 minutes/week, regardless
of intensity or type of exercise.

(5) Highrisk of falling at home¥a at
least one of the following risks:
not anchoring throw rugs, not
having grab barsin bathroom, not
having nonskid tape or nonskid
mat in tub or shower area, or not
turning on thelight or using a
night-light when getting out of
bed at night.

(6) Current tobacco use.

Other items assessed were medication
history, family history of osteoporosis
and bone fractures, medical conditions,
medications, ilInesses, osteoporosis-
related knowledge questions, men-
struation history, and results from an
orientation-memory-concentration

(i.e., cognition) test. A panel of nutri-
tion and pharmacy experts reviewed the
guestionnaire to increase face validity;
modifications were made based on their
recommendations. To help determine
thereliability of the questionnaire for
this population, we administered it
twice to the same participants both
before and after the intervention.

Participantswere given atest to
determine whether cognition was
related to scores for modifiable
osteoporosis-related risk factors.

The cognition measure is a validated
6-item tool that discriminates cognitive
function as being normal or minimally
impaired (score of 8 or less), mod-
erately impaired (9 to 19), or severely
impaired (20 or more) (Katzman et al.,
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Table 1. Baseline assessments of heel bone mineral density, T-score, and osteoporosis

: Adults in the Older Americans Nutrition

Program
Total Caucasian African-American
sample Men Women women women
Sample size 7 63 42 21
Mean
Heel BMD 0.47 0.51 0.46 0.45 0.49
T-score -1.03 0.67 -1.07 -1.20 -0.83
Percent
Osteoporosis risk
Low risk! 29 22 17 33
Moderate risk? 29 16 17 14
High risk3 43 62 67 52
T-score >0.

2T-score <0and>-1.0.
3T-score < -1.0.

Notes: Percentages may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. Data were not statistically associated with gender or ethnicity.

1983). Trained staff from the University
of Georgia' s Department of Foods

and Nutrition read the questions to

the participants and recorded their
responses. During theinterview, the
trained staff used food modelsto help
the participants determine portion sizes
and give amore accurate estimate of
the amount of calcium- and vitamin D-
rich foods they consumed.

Statistical Analysis

To ensure consistency in coding, only
one person coded all questionnaires.
After coded data were entered twicein
two different files, discrepancies were
corrected to reflect the participants’
responses. Baseline and post-
intervention data were compared by
using Chi-sguare analysesand paired
t-teststo determinethe statistical
significance of changesin risk
factorsand other variables of interest;
regression analyseswere used to
identify possible predictors of
changesin risk factors scores.
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Results

Of the 71 participants who enrolled

at baseline, 70 had their heel BMD
assessed, and 59 completed the
intervention and the post-intervention
questions. Of those who did not com-
pletethe post-intervention questions,

5 were out of town, 4 stopped going to
the senior center, 1 was not aregular
senior center participant, 1 refused to
complete the questionnaire, and 1 died.
Among the 59 participants who com-
pleted the post-intervention questions,
10 percent attended no lessons,

25 percent attended one | esson,

29 percent attended two lessons, and
36 percent attended all three lessons.
The demographic characteristics of the
attendees and non-attendees reflected
those of the overall sample (77 years
old, 90 to 93 percent female, 66 percent
Caucasian, and 34 percent African
American).

The mean BMI for these groups

was 29.2 (data not shown). According
to Government guidelines, aBMI of
29.2 ison the cusp of being overweight

(BMI = 25 to 30) or obese (BMI greater
than 30) (USDA & DHHS, 2000). Based
onthe BMD T-score, 60 percent of
participants had either osteopenia or
osteoporosis, 17 percent had moderate
risk for afuture bone fracture; 23
percent, alow risk (table 1). These
measures, however, were not sig-
nificantly associated with gender

or ethnicity.

At baseline, all participants had at |east
one of the six modifiable osteoporosis-
related risk factors (table 2). The most
prevalent was low intake of calcium-
rich foods (86 percent), and the | east
prevalent was current tobacco use

(17 percent). At baseline, the various
indices of risk factors were not
significantly different between the

total sample and the subgroup that
completed the intervention. After the
intervention, the total risk factors

score (3.4), consumption of less than

3 servings of eight calcium-rich foods
daily (69 percent), and non-use of
calcium supplements (53 percent)
significantly decreased; more than half
(52 percent) of the participants reduced
one or morerisk factors. Although
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Table 2. Baseline and post-intervention prevalence of modifiable osteoporosis-
related risk factors: Adults in the Older Americans Nutrition Program

Baseline, Baseling,
total completed Post-
sample intervention intervention

Sample size 71 59 59
Mean
Number of risk factors* 4.0 4.2 3.4
Weekly frequency of exercise* 4.2 4.6 5.4
Percent
Low intake of calcium-rich foods®* 86 88 69 S— .
Non-use of a calcium supplements* 77 83 53 The major findings at baseline
Non-use of a vitamin D-containing supplements 65 68 54 were that a substantial number
Low physical activity 2 83 85 80 . .
High risk of falling at home? 75 78 71 of participants had osteopenia
Current tobacco use 17 17 12 or osteoporosis based on their
_ heel BMD results. After the
Number of risk factors* int fi tici ¢
0 0 0 0 intervention, participants
1 6 3 12 significantly decreased their
2 8 ! 10 osteoporosis-related risk factors
3 15 14 34 q likelv both
4 28 29 17 score and were more likely ot
5 32 40 25 to consume calcium-rich foods
6 _ 10 8 2 and to use calcium supplements.
5 or more risk factors 42 48 27

ILess than 3 servings per day.

2Less than 5 times per week and less than 150 minutes per week.

3Equal to or greater than one of four risks for falling.

* Statistically significant difference between baseline and post-intervention at p = .05.
Note: Percentages may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.

there was no change in exercise risk We also explored ethnic differences
after the intervention, more than half between Caucasian and African-

(55 percent) of participants reported American women at baseline; there
doing the balance exercises at home were too few men to make comparisons

(table 3), and the frequency of exercise by gender. Compared with Caucasian
increased significantly by about1time  women, African-American women had a
per week (from 4.6 to 5.4 times per significantly higher BMI (31.3 vs. 28.2)
week) (table 2). In a multivariate and were more likely to exerciseless
stepwise regression model, changein than 5 times per week and for less than
risk factors score was not significantly 150 minutes per week (100 vs. 79
associated with age, gender, ethnicity, percent) (table 4). African-American

attendance at | essons, cognition, or women were also significantly more
whether participants had been told by likely than Caucasian women not to
their doctor that they had osteoporosis use supplements: calcium (95 vs. 67
(datanot shown). percent) or vitamin D-containing

(86 vs. 50 percent). Thus, African-
American women had significantly

2003 Voal. 15 No. 1
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more risk factors than did Caucasian
women (4.7 vs. 3.9).

After the intervention, participants
were asked whether they had made
any changes related to osteoporosis
risk since attending the educational
lessons (table 3). Four of 10 reported
that they had talked with their doctor
about issues such astheir heel BMD
results and osteoporosis (41 percent
each), a quarter had discussed pre-
scription medications for osteoporosis,
and about a quarter had discussed
exercises for their bone health. A large
number of participants increased their
physical activity, practiced the balance
exercises at home, and adopted at

least one fall-prevention measure.
Additionally, there were substantial
increases in diet and supplement use,
including eating more calcium-rich and
calcium-fortified foods, and starting to
take supplements with either calcium or
vitamin D. Despite adetailed discus-
sion of low-lactose dairy foods, very
few participants started using com-
mercially available low-lactose milk

(5 percent) or tried using lactase
tablets or drops (2 percent).

Discussion

The nutrition and bone health
curriculum that was designed for
low-literacy, low-income older adults
reduced the number of modifiable
osteoporosis-related risk factorsand
was associated with other self-reported
behavioral changes. The major findings
at baseline werethat a substantial
number of participants had osteopenia
or osteoporosisbased on their heel

BMD results. After theintervention,
participants significantly decreased
their osteoporosis-related risk factors
score and were more likely both to
consume cal cium-rich foods and to use
calcium supplements. However, the
consumption of calcium-rich foods
increased by a statistically significant,
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Table 3. Self-reported post-intervention changes related to modifiable osteoporo-
sis-related risk factors: Adults in the Older Americans Nutrition Program

Percent reporting

risk factor
Talked with doctor about
BMD results 41
Osteoporosis 41
Prescription medications for osteoporosis 25
Exercises for bone health 27
Increased physical activity 39
Practiced balance exercises at home 55
Adopted at least one fall-prevention measure 34
Dietary and supplement changes
Ate more calcium-rich foods 30
Ate more calcium-fortified foods 20
Started taking calcium supplement 23
Started taking vitamin D supplement 11
Changed to low-lactose milk 5
Tried lactase tablets or drops 2

Note: n=59.

but nutritionally small amount (2.5
servings/week), translating to minor
increasesin daily calcium intake.

There is a heightened awareness that
African-American women are at risk
for osteoporosis (Bohannon, 1999).
Even though the mean heel BMD of
women did not differ by ethnicity,
itis possible that, compared with

the Caucasian women, the African-
American women in this study may

be at somewhat higher future risk for
osteoporosis for two reasons: they
were lesslikely to take acalcium
supplement or any vitamin D-
containing supplement, and they were
more likely to have signs of lactose
intolerance. However, our sample size
was small, and it is not possible to
reach a definitive conclusion on ethnic
differencesin the osteoporosis-risk
profile of these participants.

In addition to small sample size, there
were other limitationsin this study.

The curriculum may not have
accommodated varied levels of
comprehension among the participants.
Although we did not assess the
educational level of this sample,

we have found that the mean level

of education is eighth grade in older
adults receiving congregate meals
from thissame Area Agency on Aging
(Brackett, 1999). To address concerns
associated with comprehension, the
educators reviewed and modified the
curriculum before it was implemented.
A question-and-answer period was
included at the end of every lesson
to alow participants to have their
guestions answered and to address
issues that were not covered in the
lessons. Also, not everyone attended
all the lessons. To minimize the effect
of absenteeism on behavior modifi-
cation, instructors gave participants
handouts that repeated i mportant
concepts and emphasized self-
empowerment.

Family Economics and Nutrition Review



Table 4. Ethnic differences between Caucasian and African-American women at
baseline: Adults in the Older Americans Nutrition Program

Caucasian African-American
women women
Sample size 42 22
Mean
Age 76 76
BMI* 28.2 313
Percent
Osteoporosis-related risk factors
Low intake of calcium-rich foods! 86 95
Non-use of calcium supplements* 67 95
Non-use of vitamin D-containing supplements* 50 86
Low physical activity * 79 100
High risk of falling at home? 83 63
Current tobacco use 12 23
Mean number of risk factors* 3.9 4.7

1L ess than 3 servings per day.

2Less than 5 times per week and less than 150 minutes per week.

3Equal to or greater than one of four risks for falling.

*Statistically significant difference between Caucasian and African-American women, at p = .05.

Asin most behavioral change studies,
another limitation was that the
behavioral changes were self-reported.
Objective biological measures of
nutrition and bone health were beyond
the scope of this study but would be
important for future study. Future
studies are needed to determine the
long-term effect of educational
interventions and behavioral changes
on osteoporosis, bone mass, and
incidence of bone fracturesin older
adults. Based on the limitations of this
study, interpretation of the findings
should not be applied to all Older
Americans Nutrition Program
participants, but can be used in
planning, implementing, and
evaluating similar future studies.
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Federal Studies

The Older Population in the United States: March 2002

In 2002, 59.6 million people in the civilian noninstitutionalized U.S. population were age 55 and over. This report by the
Census Bureau presents a statistical portrait of selected social and economic characteristics of thisolder population, based
on the results of the Annual Demographic Supplement to the March 2002 Current Population Survey. These characteristics,
which are shown by age and sex, include race and Hispanic origin, marital status, educational attainment, labor force status,

income, and poverty status.

Women outnumber men among
older adults

Of the 59.6 million older people, 33.0
million were women and 26.6 million
were men, resulting in a sex ratio of
81 men per 100 women. This ratio
dropped steadily with age: In the 55 to
64 age group, the sex ratio was 92; in
the 85 years and over age group, the
ratio was 46.

Less diversity among older than
younger population

Non-Hispanic Whites accounted for
69 percent of the total population in
2002. This proportion varied greatly
with age—66 percent of people under
age 55 and 81 percent of those age 55
and over. The percentage of non-
Hispanic Whites increased with age:
79 percent for those 55 to 64 versus
87 percent for those 85 and over.

92

Sex ratio of older population, by age
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More older men than older
women likely to be working

Men age 55 and over were more likely
than women to be in the labor force,
and that proportion declined with age
for both sexes. For men age 55 to 59,
77 percent were in the labor force,
compared with 63 percent of their
femal e counterparts. Among people
age 65 and over, 18 percent of men
and 10 percent of women werein

the labor force.

Poverty increases with age for
older population

Of the total older population, 9.8
percent were below the poverty level
in 2001. The poverty rate was 9.4
percent for those age 55 to 64 and
10.1 percent for those 65 years and
over. Older women, in general, had a

higher poverty rate than did older men.

Percentage of older men and women in the labor force, by age

7

Men 57
18
O 55-59 years
60-64 years
O 65+ years
63
Women 44

Percentage of older population in poverty, overall and by age
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55+ 55-64 65+
Age

Source: Smith, D. (2003). The Older Population in the United Sates: March 2002. U.S. Census Bureau Current Population Reports,

P20-546. Washington, DC.
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School Lunch Program: Efforts Needed to Improve Nutrition and Encourage Healthful Eating

A recent study by the Federal Government’s General Accounting Office found that although schools are moving toward
meeting school lunch requirements, more improvements are needed. Lunches meet requirements for nutrients such as protein,
vitamins, calcium, and iron, but they do not meet the standards for dietary fat. Also, effortsto encourage healthful eating
could beincreased. Most students have accessto foods of little nutritional value, such as soft drinks and candy, at school.
Students may need more exposure to nutrition education to make positive changes in behavior. Barriersto providing
nutritious meals and encouraging healthful eating included budget pressures and competing time demands. However,

schools had taken avariety of innovative stepsto overcome barriers.

School lunches contain more
vitamin A and C

In 1991-92 and 1998-99, the mean
nutrient content of elementary and
secondary school lunches met the
National School Lunch Program
standards for vitamin A (300 mcg RE
or more for secondary school lunches)
and vitamin C (18 mg or more for
secondary school lunches). For both of
these vitamins, the mean school lunch
content increased over thistime. In
secondary schools, the mean vitamin A
and C content of school lunches
increased 24 percent.

However, school lunches do
not meet standards for dietary fat

In 1991-92 and 1998-99, elementary
and secondary school lunchesdid not
meet the dietary standards for total
and saturated fat: 30 percent or less

of calories from total fat and 10
percent or less of calories from
saturated fat. School lunches had been
moving toward the standards over this
time. In secondary schools, the average
percentage of calories from total fat in
school lunches declined 4 percentage
points and from saturated fat,

3 percentage points.
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Schools offer a mix of foods in Percentage of elementary schools offering a la carte lowfat and non-
addition to school lunches lowfat cookies, crackers, and pastries

Those parts of the school nutrition
environment not regul ated by the | | |
government (e.g., alacarte cafeteria
items and food and beveragesin
vending machines) offered a mix of Lowfat 36%
foods. Although many schoolsoffered

lowfat foods (including fruits and

vegetables) in these unregul ated places,

many also offered foods and beverages

of limited nutritional value. In 2000,

36 percent of elementary schools Non lowfat
served lowfat baked goods ala carte,

while 49 percent served baked goods

classified as not low in fat.

Nutrition education offered a few  Percentage of elementary school teachers presenting lessons about
hours in most elementary schools nutrition

Not presenting

Nutrition education is one way to
promote good dietary habits among
youth. In 1996-97, most kindergarten
through fifth-grade teachers presented
lessons about nutrition. Although
time and intensity of the instruction
mattered, the average total amount of
time that teachers devoted to nutrition
education was 13 hours per school
year.

Presenting

U.S General Accounting Office, Report to Congressional Requesters. (2003, May). School Lunch Program: Efforts Needed to Improve
Nutrition and Encourage Healthy Eating. GAO-03-506.
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Recent Changesin U.S. Family Finances

There has been a striking pattern of growth in family income and net worth between 1998 and 2001 according to a Federal
Reserve Board study, which was based on data from the Survey of Consumer Finances. Generally, inflation-adjusted incomes
of families rose; although growth was fastest among families whose income was higher than the median. The median value of
family net worth grew faster than that of income, but as with income, the growth rates of net worth were fastest for the group
above the median. The level of debt carried by families rose over the period, but the expansion in equities and the increased
values of principal residences and other assets were sufficient to reduce debt as a proportion of family assets. For groupswith
relatively low levels of income and wealth, a concurrent rise in the frequency of late debt payments indicated that their ability
to service their debts had deteriorated.

Income growth faster at top Real income growth (1998-2001), by percentile of income
and bottom

25
Between 1998 and 2001, income grew
at different ratesin different parts of the 20
income distribution between 1998 and
2001, with faster growth at both the top

and bottom of the rangesthan in the S 5

middle. During this period, the median =

income of al families grew from % 10
o

$36,400 to $39,900 (in 2001 dollars).
For families in the lowest 20 percent 5
of the income distribution, income grew
from $9,000 to $10,300; for families in
the top 10 percent, income grew from
$142,200 to $169,600 (in 2001

<20 20-39.9 40-59.9 60-79.9 80-89.9 90-100

Percentile of income

dollars).
Net worth rises strongly Family net worth, by race/ethnicity
From 1998 to 2001, families median 140
net worth (wealth)—the difference $120,900
betweentheir grossassetsand 1201 $103.4000
(2] )
liabilities—rose from $78,000 to 8 100 [
$86,100 (a 10.4-percent gain). The S
net worth of racial and ethnic groups 5 80 F
differed substantially. White, non- 2 6ol
Hispanics had a higher net worth than 3
did non-Whites or Hispanics ($120,900 £ 40r
vs. $17,100 in 2001). Whereas White, 20k $17,900 $17,100
non-Hispanics saw an increasein their i |i

o

net worth over 1998-2001, non-Whites
or Hispanics saw aslight decrease. 1998 2001
O White, non-Hispani Non-White or Hispanic

96 Family Economics and Nutrition Review



More families own stock Percentage of all families and those headed by someone less than
age 35 who own stock

Families may hold stocks in publicly
traded companies directly or indirectly,
such asthrough mutual fundsor retire-
ment accounts. In 2001, 52 percent

of families held stock in some form,

3 percentage points above that in 1998. 60 49 52
Over the 3-year period, ownership rates
rose for most families, particularly
those headed by someonelessthan

age 35.
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Debt burden declines Ratio of debt payments to family income, by all families and housing
status
The ability of families to service their
loansis afunction of the level of their
loan payments and theincome and
assetsthey have avail ableto meet those
payments. The greater the ratio of debt
payments to family income the greater
the burden on families. From 1998
to 2001, the ratio of debt to income
declined 1.9 percentage points. This
debt burden fell for both homeowners 5 r
andrenters.
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Source: Aizcorbe, A.M., Kennickell, A.B., & Moore, K.B. (2003, January). Recent changes in U.S family finances. Evidence from the 1998
and 2001 Survey of Consumer Finances. Federal Reserve Bulletin, pp. 1-32.
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Consumer Expendituresin 2001

Consumer units spent $39,518 on average in 2001, an increase of 3.9 percent over the previous year. Expenditures rose

2.8 percent in 2000 and 4.1 percent in 1999. The increase in spending in 2001 was more than the 2.8-percent annual
averagerisein general price levels over the year, as measured by the Consumer Price Index. Thisreport shows the |atest
results from the Bureau of Labor Statistics Consumer Expenditure Survey. The Survey collects information on the buying
habits of American consumers and consists of two components: A Diary or recordkeeping survey completed by participating
consumer units for two consecutive 1-week periods; and an Interview survey, in which expenditures of consumer units

are obtained in five interviews conducted at 3-month intervals. Resultsin this report are based on integrated data from

both surveys.

Housing is the major expense Total expenses ($39,518) of consumer units by budgetary component

Other
10%

Housing accounted for thelargest
expense by consumer unitsin 2001,
making up 33 percent of total Personal insurance and pensions
expenditures. Transportation wasthe 10%
second largest at 19 percent of total

Housing
33%

expenses and food the third, 13 percent Entertainment
of total expenses. Other expenses (e.g., 5%
personal care products, education, Health care
alcohol and tobacco) comprised 6%

10 percent of total expenditures.

Food

T tati
ransportation 13%

19%
Clothing
4%

Food away from home a Food and alcohol expenses of consumer units
significant share of total food
expenses

Food (Total) $5,321
Food away from home accounted for

42 percent of total food expenses for

all consumer units in 2001 ($2,235 Food at home
out of $5,321). Whereas food at home

expenses grew 2.2 percent over the

2000-2001 period, food away from Food away
home expenses rose 4.6 percent.

Consumer units spent $349 on alcohol

in 2001, a 6.2-percent decline from Alcohol
2000.
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Expenditures vary by age

Expenses of consumer unitsvary by
age of the head. Unitsheaded by a
35- to 44-year-old had total expenses
of $46,908, compared with $23,099
for units headed by a 75-year-old and
over. Housing accounted for 34 to 35
percent of expensesfor both groups.
Health care, however, made up 4
percent of expenses for units headed
by a 35- to 44-year-old and 15 percent
for those headed by a 75-year-old
andover.

Expenses higher in the West

Consumer unitsinthe West had the
highest total expenditure ($43,261)
and unitsin the South the lowest
($36,285). Housing contributed to
thisregional expense difference,

being $15,000 for consumer units

in the West and $11,375 for unitsin
the South. Consumer unitsin the West
and South spent similar amountson
health care ($2,129 and $2,194,

respectively).

Total expenses of consumer units by budgetary component, by age
of head

$46,908 $23,099

100
Other
Personal insurance and pensions
Entertainment

80
Health care

60 Transportation
Clothing

40 H | | | Food
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35- to 44-year-old 75-year-old and over

Total expenses of consumer units, by region

West

Midwest
$43,261

$39,548

South
$36,285

Source: U.S Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Satistics. (2003, April). Consumer Expenditures in 2001. Report 966.
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Official USDA Food Plans: Cost of Food at Home at Four Levels,
U.S. Average, September 2003*

WEEKLY COST MONTHLY COST
AGE-GENDER Thrifty Low-cost | Moderate| Liberal Thrifty Low-cost | Moderate| Liberal
GROUPS plan plan cost plan plan plan plan cost plan plan
INDIVIDUAL S?
CHILD:
1 year $17.00 $21.20 $24.80 $30.10 $73.70 $91.90 | $107.50 $130.40
2years 17.00 21.00 24.70 30.10 73.70 91.00 107.00 130.40
3-5 years 18.60 23.10 28.50 34.30 80.60 100.10 123.50 148.60
6-8 years 23.20 30.90 38.20 44.50 100.50 133.90 165.50 192.80
9-11 years 27.30 34.90 44.50 51.70 118.30 151.20 192.80 224.00
MALE:
12-14 years 28.30 39.40 48.70 57.40 122.60 170.70 211.00 248.70
15-19 years 29.30 40.60 50.60 58.60 127.00 175.90 219.20 253.90
20-50 years 31.30 40.50 50.40 61.30 135.60 175.50 218.40 265.60
51 years and over 28.40 38.60 47.40 57.00 123.10 167.30 205.40 247.00
FEMALE:
12-19 years 28.30 34.00 41.20 49.80 122.60 147.30 178.50 215.80
20-50 years 28.30 35.30 43.10 55.40 122.60 153.00 186.80 240.00
51 years and over 27.80 34.30 42.70 51.10 120.50 148.60 185.00 221.40
FAMILIES:
FAMILY OF Z:
20-50 years 65.60 83.40 102.90 128.40 284.00 361.40 445.70 556.20
51 years and over 61.80 80.20 99.10 118.90 268.00 347.50 429.40 515.20
FAMILY OF 4:
Couple, 20-50 years
and children—
2 and 3-5 years 95.20 119.90 146.70 181.10 412.50 519.60 635.70 784.60
6-8 and 9-11 years 110.10 141.60 176.20 212.90 477.00 613.60 763.50 922.40

1Basisisthat all meals and snacks are purchased at stores and prepared at home. For specific foods and quantities of foodsin the Thrifty
Food Plan, see Family Economics and Nutrition Review, Vol. 13, No. 1 (2001), pp. 50-64; for specific foods and quantities of foods in

the Low-Cost, Moderate-Cost, and Liberal Plans, see The Low-Cost, Moderate-Cost, and Liberal Food Plans, 2003 Administrative
Report (2003). All four Food Plans are based on 1989-91 data and are updated to current dollars using the Consumer Price Index for

specific food items.

2The costs given are for individuals in 4-person families. For individuals in other size families, the following adjustments are suggested:

1-person—add 20 percent; 2-person—add 10 percent; 3-person—add 5 percent; 5- or 6-person—subtract 5 percent; 7- (or more)
person—subtract 10 percent.
3Ten percent added for family size adjustment.
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Consumer Prices

Average percent change for major budgetary components

Annual average percent change from Percent change
December of previous year to December: 12 months ending
Group 1990 1995 2000 with September 2003
All ltems 6.1 25 34 23
Food 5.3 21 2.8 24
Food at home 5.8 2.0 3.0 2.8
Food away from home 45 2.2 24 2.0
Housing 45 3.0 4.3 2.4
Apparel 51 0.1 -19 2.1
Transportation 104 15 4.3 35
Medical care 9.6 3.9 4.2 4.0
Recreation NA 2.8 14 14
Education and communication NA 4.0 1.2 1.3
Other goods and services 7.6 4.3 45 1.0

Price per pound for selected food items

Price per pound unless otherwise noted

(as of December in each year) September
Food 1990 1995 2000 2003
Flour, white, all purpose $ .24 $ .24 $ .28 $ .32
Rice, white, long grain, uncooked 49 .55 NA .46
Spaghetti and macaroni .85 .88 .88 .87
Bread, white .70 .84 .99 .99
Beef, ground, uncooked 1.63 1.40 1.63 2.02
Pork chops, center cut, bone-in 3.32 3.29 3.46 3.09
Chicken, fresh, whole .86 .94 1.08 1.02
Tuna, light, chunk 2.11 2.00 1.92 1.79
Eggs, grade A, large, per dozen 1.00 1.16 .96 1.26
Butter, salted, grade AA, stick 1.92 1.73 2.80 2.86
Apples, red delicious 77 .83 .82 1.02
Bananas 43 45 .49 .49
Oranges, navel .56 .64 .62 NA
Potatoes, white .32 .38 .35 44
Lettuce, iceberg .58 .61 .85 .90
Tomatoes, field grown .86 1.51 1.57 1.44
Broccoli NA .76 1.52 1.30
Orange juice, frozen concentrate per 16 oz. 2.02 1.57 1.88 1.90
Sugar, white, 33-80 oz. pkg. 40 .39 40 41
Margarine, stick .87 .79 NA 1.00
Peanut butter, creamy 2.09 1.78 1.96 1.89
Coffee, 100% ground roast 2.94 3.75 3.21 2.92

NA = Data not available.
Selected items from CPI Detailed Reports, Bureau of Labor Statistics, various issues. Price changes are for all urban consumers. Food prices are
U.S. city average.
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U.S. Poverty Thresholds and Related Statistics

Poverty Thresholds in 2002, by size of family and number of related children under age 18

Related children under age 18

Eight

Size of family unit None One Two Three Four Five Six Seven or more
One person

Under age 65 $9,359

Age 65 and over 8,628
Two people

Householder under age 65 12,047 $12,400

Householder age 65 and over 10,874 12,353
Three people 14,072 14,480 $14,494
Four people 18,556 18,859 18,244  $18,307
Five people 22,377 22,703 22,007 21,469  $21,141
Six people 25,738 25,840 25,307 24,797 24,038 $23,588
Seven people 29,615 29,799 29,162 28,718 27,890 26,924 $25,865
Eight people 33,121 33,414 32,812 32,285 31,538 30,589 29,601  $29,350
Nine people or more 39,843 40,036 39,504 39,057 38,323 37,313 36,399 36,173  $34,780
Source: U.S Census Bureau, February 2003.
Poverty rate by region, 2001

1oy ortheas gx
10.7%
West Midwest

¥

Source: U.S Census Bureau.
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We are especially interested in studies about U.S. population groups at risk—from either an economic or a nutritional
perspective. Research may be based on primary or secondary data aslong asit is national or regional in scope or of
national policy interest. Subject matter should be based on research findings of interest to a wide family economics
and nutrition audience, including Federal, State, and local government officials, nutrition and economic educators,
and social scientists.

Your submission should contain the following:

" andffiliation page that lists the author’ s(s') full name, academic degree(s), employer, and title. Thislist of names
must consist only of those who had an instrumental role in developing the manuscript being submitted.
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text of 12 to 20 double-spaced pages for research articles or 5 to 10 double-spaced pages for research briefs.
Tables are single spaced. Articles over 20 pagesin length will be considered by the FENR editorial staff only in
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tables, and graphs.
no more than atotal of five tables, graphs, and boxes for research articles and two for research briefsto
illustrate major findings. Tables larger than 1 full page will not be considered. Tables and graphs labeled
“1a, 1b, 1c,” for example, will count as three submissions.
acknowledgment of the source of funding for the research.

Style:

The writing style must be more journalistic than that used in purely academic journals. We encourage authors to
report descriptive statistics rather than multivariate analyses. We al so encourage authors to use the active voice, to
avoid jargon, to keep acronymsto aminimum, and to explain any technical terms. To be considered for publication,
all manuscripts must follow the guidelines of the Publication Manual of the American Psychological Association,
5h edition.

Format:
FENR articles follow this general format: (1) abstract (for research articles only), (2) background, (3) methods, (4) results,
(5) conclusions, (6) acknowledgments, and (7) references.

Tables, boxes, graphs, and other graphics should include titlesin bold and sources at the bottom (if the data are from
another source). Tables should be arranged to fit vertically (portrait style) on the page and should be donein aword
processing program (Word, WordPerfect) by using tabs rather than atable function.

Refer to the Publication Manual of the American Psychological Association, 5" edition, for information concerning the
citation of references.

The font size of the text must be no smaller than 11 points; for tables, 10 points. Margins should be no smaller than
linch.

Review:

Research articles and briefs are peer-reviewed by a minimum of 2 professionals, with significant knowledge of thefield,
and are reviewed and edited by the FENR editorial staff. To review the criteriaused by our peer reviewers, please follow
thelinks related to the journal at our Website.

Send your electronic copy to the managing editor: For specific questions or further information,
jane.fleming@cnpp.usda.gov contact the editor or managing editor:
Phone: (703) 305-2732 or (703) 605-4435
Fax: (703) 305-3300
email:  juliadinkins@cnpp.usda.gov
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