Using community-engaged systems science to inform food service delivery among Hollywood Food Coalition’s Community
Exchange Program: A case study for informing complex systems within the cancer care continuum

Nathanael B. Stanley, PhD*; Breanna De Leon, MPH%3; Zoe L Walts, BA*°; Monir Sabbaghtorkan®; Tendai Gwanzura, MPH’; Jorge A. Gonzalez-Mejia, MPH 8; Hannah Olson-Williams, PhD ?; Steven A. De La
Torre, PhD, MPH10; Bridget Akasreku, MPH1!; Nina Angelo®?, Joseph Aronhalt!?, Sofia Flores-Rojas!?,Kurt Kruger, PhD 13 Jalen Mikuliak*; Emily Abrahams, MPH1°; Deborah Young, PhD°; Hua Zhou, PhD/;

Roch Nianogo, PhD8; Michael Prelip, DPA°, May Wang, PhD™°

1 Office of Community Outreach and Engagement, Moffitt Cancer Center, Tampa, FL , 2 University of Pittsburgh School of Public Health Department of Behavioral and Community Health Sciences, Pittsburgh, PA, 3 Northwest Native American Research Center for Health, Portland, OR, 4 Department of Population Health Sciences, M O F F I I I
School of Medicine and Public Health, University of Wisconsin-Madison, Madison, WI, > Carbone Cancer Center, University of Wisconsin-Madison, Madison, WI, 6 Department of Health Policy and Management, Fielding School of Public Health, UCLA, Los Angeles, CA, " Department of Epidemiology, Robert Stempel College of .’
Public Health & Social Work, Florida International University, Miami, FL, 8 Department of Epidemiology, Rollins School of Public Health, Emory University, Atlanta, GA, ° Population Health Institute, University of Wisconsin, Madison, WI, 10 School of Information, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, MI, " CUNY Graduate School of C A N C E R C E N T E R

Public Health & Health Policy, NYC, NY, 2 Hollywood Food Coalition, Los Angeles, CA, '3 Kruger Consulting, LLC 4 University of Saskatchewan, Saskatoon, SK, CA, '°> Department of Community Health Sciences, Fielding School of Public Health, UCLA, Los Angeles, CA, '° Division of Behavioral Research, Kaiser Permanente , 17

Department of Biostatistics, Fielding School of Public Health, UCLA, Los Angeles, CA, '8 Department of Epidemiology, Fielding School of Public Health, UCLA, Los Angeles, CA

Background Results

HoFoCo Community Exchange Partner Survey (n=36)
o ~17,200 people served monthly

o 36% of organizations run by volunteers

o Services provided by network: Food (46%),

Community-engaged systems science: study of how interconnected social, HoFoCo Food Distribution Food Security Causal Loop
organizational, and environmental factors shape community outcomes and how
modifying system structures or feedbacks can drive equitable, sustainable
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interventions to shaping system-level understanding of how services are organized, constrained, and delivered across the cancer care continuum.
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Real-world Implementation and Evaluation
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