INTRODUCTION

 Farm to school program (FTSP) policies increased
after the enactment of the Healthy, Hunger-Free Kids
Act (HHFKA).

« Lack of implementation and sustainment found in
lower-income school districts.?

 FTS found to have increased fruit and vegetable
consumption and increased knowledge of local foods
for high school students. 34

* Hypothesized higher FTSP and school garden
prevalence after the implementation of the HHFKA, for
elementary schools versus middle/high schools, in
schools with a lower proportion of students eligible for
FRPM, and in schools with a low ethnic minority
student population.

METHODS

« Secondary analysis of data collected between SY
2010-11 to SY 2017-18 from 148 participating schools
in the New Jersey Child Health Study (NJCHS).

« Two multivariate logistic regression models were used
to analyze the linear trend of FTSP over the 8-year
study period and the prevalence of FTS during the
pre-HHFKA study period versus the post-HHFKA
period. Both models adjusted for school characteristics

RESULTS

Figure 1. Adjustea? mean prevalence of Farm to School programs before and after
Healthy Hunger Free Kids Act implementation
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*Table!. Demographic characteristics of schools included in the sample
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CONCLUSIONS

a a a Table 2. Logistic regression with cluster adjustment of schools in the
LD LA SLIS congbveenSY 2010 and Y 21171

There are significantly

OR (95% C) pvalue
1.18(1.04,1.35)  0.010

more FTSPs after HHFKA
implementation for both

school levels.
0.50(0.23, 1.10) 0.086 (®)

School year
School Level (Ref. Elementary)
Elementary 68 67 68 Middle or High
Middle or High 32 33 32 School Race/Ethnicity (Ref. Majority
School Race/Ethnicity (%) Black)

Mejory Black 49 46 4 Mejrity Hispanic 100(060,197) 0776 FTSP T SY
Najorty Hispani 4 4 % Maiorty White/Other 075(0.19,29) 0679 e
Ma{ﬁ?‘.’g'.‘l'.te"’}/“ef \ 878 737 Envollment 100(100,100) 0522 o
mslglzt:glq{’(rozram Ly Eligibility Catagory (Ref Low Only 20% of schools
participation (%) " z d Medum 114(062,207) U participated in FTS for three
High 1.30 (067, 2.32) 0438 or more years over the 8-

City (% -
ty () City (Ref: Camden) year study period.

Enrollment (mean) 029 591 675
School Level (%)

There is a significant dip in

Camden 22 18

New Brunswick 12 12 Newark
Newark 46 49 New Brunswick 043(0.13,143) 0169

Trenton 20 21 Trenton 1.24 (051, 2.98) 0638

081(036,181) 0,609

L0l year This suggests more complex
FRPN; Free and reduced-price meals - -
| p interactions greater than the
availability of funding that need to be
investigated further.

Figure 2. Adjusted® mean prevalence of Farm to School programs by school year
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