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Meeting Notes from Food Security Workgroup May 6, 2004

Attending: Mary Blackburn, Frank Buck, Sue Durkee, Gloria Espinosa Hall, Christy Getz , Lucia Kaiser, Anna Martin, Diane Metz, Mario Moratorio, Dorothy Smith, Aimee Shreck, Ron Strochlic, Patti Wooten Swanson

Potential Research Questions:

What is the overall prevalence of food security/insecurity within farmworker communities?
· Lucia Kaiser reported on her findings. Research information indicated that people stockpiled food, particularly stables, when there was more money.
· During the growing season they tended to eat more convenience food and junk food

· Lucia indicated that she has not had funds to sample people two times during a study and suggests this study do that
· Obesity and Food Insecurity are often tied together

· 40% are Food Secure; 60% are not

How does food security vary among farmworker subpopulations?

· Perhaps work with the 50% who are most stable

· This would better enable two points of contact in different season.

· Less in-depth study with other sub-groups of Farm Workers

· Tulare County has most poverty—do in-depth study there

· Contact Cathi Lamp; Manual Jimenez and Michelle Le Strange might also be interested. Also contact Jim Sullens, County Director—maybe first

· Other potential contacts: Sequoia Health Center in Fresno

· North San Diego Area—Diane Wallace and Patti Wooten Swanson

· Collaborate with Mexican researchers so data is collected on both sides of border

· Spin off studies might be housing, health, cooking facilities, food safety issues

· Survey takers must be Spanish speaking; maybe students from UCD could work or CSU Fresno.  Try to use Farm Worker family members

· Survey takers might follow the journey of the farm worker

· Survey takers should be from / or not from community (both opinions expressed)

What are the barriers to and assets for improved food security?

Three-year timeline

Year One: Conduct Assessment


Year Two: Community-based Interventions


Year Three: Monitoring and Evaluation of Intervention


How do we make project sustainable and can findings be replicated?

Approach:


In-depth research in on county/region, with complementary, less in-depth research in several areas.

Quantitative Data Collection
· Assessment tool/survey

· What tools would be used?

· Answer: Food Security Assessment and Community Food Security Assessment

· UCLA did a study using a sub-set of 4 questions from the USDA 18 item food security tool

· Community Food Assessment uses different tools

Qualitative Data Collection


Key informant interviews


Focus Groups


Asset Mapping


Secondary Data Analysis


OTHER

Community Partners:


Cooperative Extension Advisors

Health Care & Health Education Providers


Food and Nutrition Providers

Food Banks

 
Food Advocacy Groups

Etc.


Farmworker Service & Advocacy Groups


Schools and Migrant Education

· OTHER

Dollars may dictate limits in the study

First Five Commissions in the Counties

Central Valley Partnership Project

Trusted Community Members

Other Items From Discussion: 

Studying the journey of the farm worker seemed interesting to Frank Buck

· Look at different responses from new to more stable farm workers

· See differences in food security

· See difference in health security

· Food Stamp barriers to farm workers and families

Look at Indigenous Farm Workers

· Dept. of Epidemiology

Role of Notarios

· Rip-off many Farm Worker families because they are not attorneys but at best para-legals

