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APPENDIX A: ANALYSIS OF RESPONSES BY INSTITUTION TYPE

This appendix shows the results of cross-tabulation analyses where responses to various ques-
tions are compared across different types of institutions. The p values denote the statistical sig-
nificance of responses across categories as measured by a Chi-squared test. A Chi-squared test is
“a test of statistical significance used to assess the likelihood that an observed bivariate relation-
ship differs significantly from that which would have occurred by chance!” Generally, speaking, a
p value of less than .05 is seen as significant.

Tables A1 and A2 look at the number of meals served by each type of institution. Hospitals and
“other” institutions (including universities and prisons) tend to serve the highest number of
meals per day; they each serve more than 500 breakfasts or lunches. No food shelf or senior
meals site serves more than 100 breakfasts or lunches. The majority of schools serve between 25
to 100 breakfasts and lunches.

TABLE A1. PERCENTAGE OF AVERAGE DAILY BREAKFAST SERVED BY TYPE
OF INSTITUTION (N = 140)

School Food Senior Hospital Other Total
shelf meals

Between 25 and 100 69.3 100.0 100.0 50.0 38.1 64.3
breakfasts
Between 150 and 300 24.8 0.0 0.0 25.0 47.6 27.1
breakfasts
Between 500 and 2,500 5.9 0.0 0.0 25.0 14.3 8.6
breakfasts

Note: Chi-squared = 15.222, p = 0.055

TABLE A2. PERCENTAGE OF AVERAGE DAILY LUNCH SERVED BY TYPE OF
INSTITUTION (N = 150)

School Food Senior Hospital Other Total
shelf meals

Between 25 and 100 574 100.0 100.0 50.0 550 613
lunches
Between 150 and 300 29.7 0.0 0.0 250 300 260
lunches
Between 500 and 2,500 12.9 0.0 0.0 25.0 15.0 127
lunches

Note. Chi-squared = 13.542, p = 0.095

1 Singleton, R., & Straits, B. (2005). Approaches to Social Research (Fourth ed.). New York, NY: Oxford University
Press.

SCALING UP VERMONT’S LOCAL FOOD PRODUCTION DISTRIBUTION, AND MARKETING

Most institutions, except schools, operate year round. Most schools (85.3%) operated only during
the school year (Table A3).

TABLE A3. SEASONALITY OF OPERATION BY TYPE OF INSTITUTION IN
PERCENT (N =179)

School Food Senior Hospital Other Total

shelf meals
Year round 11.8 96.8 100.0 1000 90,5 480
School year 85.3 3.2 0.0 0.0 48 497
Summer only 2.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.8 22

Note: Chi-squared = 127.667, p = 0.000

As seen in Tables A4 and A5, the majority of institutions of all types are currently buying local pro-
duce, with schools comprising the highest percentage. In contrast, fewer than half of all schools
and hospitals buy local eggs.

TABLE A4.LOCAL FRUIT AND VEGETABLES PURCHASING HABITS BY TYPE
OF INSTITUTION IN PERCENT (N = 182)

School Food Senior Hospital Other Total
shelf meals
Currently buying local fruit 750 563 61.5 583 57.1 67.6
and vegetables
Not currently buying local 250 4338 385 417 429 324
fruit and vegetables
Note: Chi-squared =6.218, p =0.183
TABLE A5. LOCAL EGG PURCHASING HABITS BY TYPE OF INSTITUTION IN
PERCENT (N = 182)
School Food Senior Hospital Other Total
shelf meals
Currently buying local eggs 37.5 59.4 69.2 16.7 524 440
Not currently buying local eggs 62.5 40.6 30.8 833 476 56.0

Note: Chi-squared = 12.452,p=0.014
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In Table A6, the vast majority of all institutions expressed interest in buying local. TABLE A8. ESTIMATE OF TOTAL AMOUNT OF FRUITS PURCHASED DURING THE
TABLE A6. INTEREST IN PURCHASING FRUITS AND VEGETABLES BY TYPE L LR AR T e R L LS LR
OF INSTITUTIONS IN PERCENT (N = 182)

School Food Senior Hospital Other Total

School Food Senior Hospital Other Total shelf meals
shelf meals Between $0 and $5,000 367 889 556 400 188 427

Interest in buying local fruit 85.6 65.6 61.5 91.7 81.0 80.2 Between $5,000 and $25,000 456 56 11.1 10.0 375 35.0
and vegetables

- - - Between $25,000 and 17.8 5.6 333 50.0 43.8 224
No interest in buying local 144 344 38.5 83 19.0 19.8 $500,000
fruit and vegetables

Not helpful at all 1.1 5.9 0.0 0.0 4.8 2.1

Note: Chi-squared = 10.034, p = 0.040
Note: Chi-squared = 33.189, p = 0.000

TABLE A9. FOOD EXPENDITURE ESTIMATE ON FRUITS THAT ORIGINATED IN
VERMONT OR WITHIN A 30 MILE RADIUS OF VERMONT IN PERCENT (N = 125)

School Food Senior Hospital Other Total
TABLE A7. HOW DOES AWARENESS OF LOCAL PRODUCTS CARRIED BY DISTRIBU- shelf

As seen in Table A7, the majority of institutions stated that awareness of local products carried
by distributors would be very or moderately helpful to increase purchases. Schools and hospitals
were particularly likely to express this as being very helpful.

meals
TORS INFLUENCE PURCHASES OF LOCAL PRODUCTS BY TYPE OF INSTITUTIONS
IN PERCENT (N = 144) 0% to 2% 13.0 53.3 55.6 22.2 13.3 21.6
(») 0,
School Food Senior Hospital Other Total 3% to 20% 286 133 222 44 400 288
shelf meals 25% to 50% 35.1 20.0 22.2 333 333 320
Very helpful 80.5 353 55.6 80.0 667 715 More than 50% 234 133 0.0 0.0 133 176
Moderately helpful 172 471 444 20.0 238 236
Note: Chi-squared = 23.840, p = 0.021
Not very helpful 1.1 11.8 0.0 0.0 4.8 2.8
Not helpful at all 1.1 5.9 0.0 0.0 48 2.1

TABLE A10. EXPECTED CHANGE IN FRUIT PURCHASING WITHIN THE NEXT

THREE YEARS IN PERCENT (N = 148)

Note: Chi-squared = 21.005, p = 0.050
School Food Senior Hospital Other Total
shelf meals

Tables A8 through A10 demonstrate different institutions’ current and planned fruit purchases.

Hospitals and other institutions buy the largest annual quantities of fruits (50% of hospitals Decreasing or staying the 284 450 300 273 789 372
and 43.8% of the other institutions spend between $25,000 and $500,000 annually on local same
fruits), while food shelves tend to buy the smallest amount (88.9% of food shelf spend less Increasing 716  55.0 70.0 727 211 628

than $5,000 annually on local fruits). Schools, however, tend to procure the largest percentages

of fruits locally. All institutions except for “other” expected to increase local fruit procurement. Note: Chi-squared = 18.300, p = 0001
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As seen in Tables A11 through A13, hospitals and “other” institutions (i.e., colleges and prisons) As seen in Tables A14 through A16, hospitals and “other” institutions were the highest volume
were again the largest purchasers of vegetables, while hospitals also purchase the largest per-  egg buyers; other, food shelf and senior meal sites all bought more than 40% of their eggs lo-
centage of local vegetables. A majority of institutions except “other” expected to increase local ~ cally. The majority of all institutions expected to increase local egg purchases.

vegetable purchases in the next three years.

TABLE A11. ESTIMATE OF TOTAL AMOUNT OF VEGETABLES PURCHASED DURING TABLE A14. ESTIMATE OF TOTAL AMOUNT OF EGGS PURCHASED DURING THE
THE MOST RECENTLY COMPLETED FISCAL YEAR IN PERCENT (N = 137) MOST RECENTLY COMPLETED FISCAL YEAR IN PERCENT (N = 125)

School Food Senior Hospital Other Total School Food Senior Hospital Other Total
shelf meals shelf meals
Between $0 and $5,000 233 75.0 22.2 11.1 17.6 27.7 Between $0 and $1,000 77.3 88.9 55.6 11.1 7.1 64.8
Between $5,000 and $10,000 32.6 25.0 333 11.1 5.9 27.0 Between $1,000 and $2,500 10.7 5.6 22.2 333 14.3 12.8
Between $10,000 and 27.9 .0 333 11.1 41.2 25.5 Between $2,500 and $20,000 12.0 5.6 22.2 55.6 786 224
$50,000
Between $50,000 and 16.3 .0 11.1 66.7 353 19.7

Between $50,000 and 16.3 .0 11.1 66.7 353 19.7 $500,000
$500,000

Note: Chi-squared = 42.935, p = 0.000
Note: Chi-squared = 42.935, p = 0.000

TABLE A12. FOOD EXPENDITURE ESTIMATE ON VEGETABLES THAT ORIGINATED -\rlzgllzlllsoAl\:'?OFI;)\z:?rll-sl)l(l\l:IIE-\N3?)ILlljl'_‘EE::;:ﬂ:gﬁ?;::fng?v?;ﬁ:g:cﬁ:\II“TA(-II-\IE—D':I:1)
IN VERMONT OR WITHIN A 30 MILE RADIUS OF VERMONT IN PERCENT (N = 115) =

School Food Senior Hospital Other Total
shelf meals

School Food Senior Hospital Other Total
shelf meals

0% to 5% 21.1 50.0 12.5 40.0 429 278 0% 44.0 154 i 60.0 24 372
6% to 20% 423 25.0 50.0 10.0 143 348 1%to 5% 173 231 R 200 71 165
25% 5.4 83 25.0 200 286 235 6% to 50% 10.7 15.4 333 0 214 132
50% and over 13 6.7 125 300 143 139 More than 50% 28.0 46.2 44.4 20.0 500 33.1

Note: Chi-squared = 23.840, p = 0.021 Note: Chi-squared = 16.466, p=0.171

TABLE A13. EXPECTED CHANGE IN VEGETABLE PURCHASING WITHIN THE Iﬁi‘éiI;;ZRESXIZE:;:?E%l;A(x(jE_II4N2)EGGS e
NEXT THREE YEARS IN PERCENT (N = 148) =
School Food Senior Hospital Other Total

School Food Senior Hospital Other Total shelf meals

shelf meals

Decreasing or staying the 271 471 222 182 611 329 ;en:'fas'"gmﬂay'"gthe 24 100 222 10056 56
same

I i 7. 0 77 0 944 944
Increasing 729 529 778 818 389 67.1 nereasing 976 900 8 00 9 °

Note: Chi- =7.455,p=0.114
Note: Chi-squared = 18.300, p = 0.001 ote: Chi-squared >5p=0
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