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Abstract

Introduction

Mexican Americans are at increased risk for obesity and
diabetes. We established a cohort on the United States-
Mexico border to determine the prevalence of obesity and
diabetes in this Mexican American population and to see
whether minor economic advantages had any effect on
health.

Methods

We randomly selected and extensively documented 810
people aged 35 to 64 years. Weighted data were analyzed
to establish prevalence of obesity and diabetes and other
markers of poor health such as elevated glycated hemoglo-
bin levels.

Results
Rates of obesity (body mass index >30 kg/m?) were 57%
in the first (lower) of 4 socioeconomic strata by income

and were 55.5% in the third (higher). People in the higher
socioeconomic stratum were significantly less likely to
have undiagnosed diabetes (2% vs 9%). Among people aged
55 to 64 years, rates of diabetes were significantly higher
among those in the lower socioeconomic stratum than
among those in the higher stratum. Rates of undiagnosed
diabetes had similar differences. Approximately three-
fourths of the respondents reported having no health
insurance, and we found no difference between people in
different socioeconomic strata.

Conclusion

Rates of obesity and diabetes in this border community
are among the highest in the United States. Belonging to
the lower socioeconomic stratum significantly increased
the likelihood of having undiagnosed diabetes and, in
patients too young to be eligible for Medicare, the over-
all risk of developing diabetes. Modest improvement in
income has a beneficial effect on health in this racial/
ethnic minority community.

Introduction

Mexican Americans are at higher risk for obesity and
diabetes than the general US population (1-5). The eco-
nomic and social ramifications of these epidemics are
substantial (6,7). In 2006, more than 20 million Americans
were estimated to have type 2 diabetes, and nearly one-
third of the cases were undiagnosed (8). By 2050, the num-
ber of US patients with diagnosed diabetes is projected to
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rise to 39 million (9). Race and ethnicity, encompassing
genetics, culture, economics, and elements of the environ-
ment, are underlying risk factors for diabetes (9). In the
United States, racial/ethnic minority populations, includ-
ing Mexican Americans, have a higher risk of diabetes,
but this tendency is confounded by socioeconomic status
(SES) (10,11). Similarly, even though health in the United
States, including diabetes control, improved in general
from 1999 through 2006, this did not hold true in socio-
economically disadvantaged racial/ethnic minority popula-
tions, particularly before the age of eligibility for Medicare
(>65 years) (10,12).

Racial disparities measured in years of potential life lost
from major diseases, including diabetes, are well docu-
mented (13). The influx of immigrants from Mexico has
been in the forefront of a national debate over the past
decade or more. What is often lost in this debate is the
health status of Mexican Americans in the United States,
and particularly on the United States-Mexico border where
they are often the dominant ethnic group. Brownsville
(Cameron County, Texas; 2006 population: 172,437 [14])
provides a unique environment to examine health dis-
parities in Mexican Americans in the United States. This
community provides an advance view of health outcomes
due to demographic changes that are likely to spread to
many parts of the country. In 2004, we began to recruit
a cohort, now numbering 2,000, drawn from randomly
selected households on the basis of 2000 Census tract data
(15), with the purpose of establishing a “Framingham-like”
cohort in this population. The Framingham cohort origi-
nated in 1948 as the Framingham Heart Study, consisting
of a random sample of 5,209 adults from Framingham,
Massachusetts, aged 30 to 62 years (16). This cohort has
grown to serve numerous studies and supply risk factor
data for common diseases. The primary objective of our
study was to see what effect minor economic advantages
might have on the prevalence of obesity and diabetes in a
Mexican American population.

Methods

Study design

After early discussions with and observations in our
community, we decided in 2004 to establish the Cameron
County Hispanic Cohort (CCHC). In this study, we ran-
domly selected a subset of people (aged 35-64 years) in

CCHC cohort households to determine the influence of
SES on diabetes and obesity. By using a 2-stage stratified
sampling design, we generated data from 810 people from
a total population of 41,199 (565% women, 90% Hispanic).

Participants

From 2004 through 2007, we recruited 2,000 par-
ticipants to the CCHC who are residents of Brownsville,
Texas, which has 8 international crossing points to
Matamoros, Mexico. We classified census tracts into 4
strata by income and targeted sampling on the first (low-
est) and the third socioeconomic strata. For simplicity,
we will call these “lower SES” and “higher SES.” Median
annual household income was $17,830 or less for the
lower SES stratum and $24,067 to $31,747 for the higher
SES stratum (15). The resultant sampling frame from 47
census tracts was 1,579 inhabited census blocks (with a
population of 136,366). From the 476 clusters (a cluster
is a distinct census block unit in a specific census tract)
in the tracts in the lower SES stratum, we selected 42
clusters by simple random sampling. In a similar way,
from the 294 tracts in the higher SES stratum we selected
38 clusters. We sampled 11 tracts in the 42 clusters in
the lower SES stratum and 11 tracts in the 38 clusters
in the higher SES stratum. We omitted 1 in the higher
SES stratum because it contained predominantly “winter
Texans,” mostly retired winter visitors from the north-
ern United States and Canada, most of whom are not
Hispanic. Winter Texans typically cluster geographically
and seasonally in rental housing complexes and parks for
recreational vehicles (17). We invited all the households
in the selected census blocks to participate in the study.
Overall, 71% of households approached elected to partici-
pate, but more in the lower SES stratum did so (78% vs
63%, P = .03). We then selected 1 person randomly from
each household to participate in this study.

The institutional review boards at the University of
Texas Health Science Center and the University of Texas
at Brownsville reviewed and approved the protocol. They
also approved the informed consent forms, which included
permission to collect and store de-identified data and
specimens for this and other studies.

Main outcome measures

Two nurses and 4 field workers trained in good clinical
practices in accordance with National Institutes of Health
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requirements, all bilingual and bicultural, conducted the
study in Spanish and English. We asked participants to
fast for at least 10 hours overnight before their visit to our
clinical research unit, located centrally at Valley Baptist
Medical Center in Brownsville. After confirming the dura-
tion of their fast, we obtained blood for clinical analyses
and DNA. We rescheduled participants who had not
fasted. We measured participants’ weight with their shoes
removed by using a portable electronic scale and recorded
the weight to the nearest 0.2 kg. Height was measured to
the nearest 0.2 cm by using a stadiometer. We calculated
body mass index (BMI) and determined waist circumfer-
ence (visceral adiposity) at the level of the umbilicus, with
participants in a standing position and breathing normally,
to the nearest 0.2 cm. We measured blood pressure accord-
ing to the protocol described in the National High Blood
Pressure Education Program (18) and used the mean of
measures 2 and 3 for analysis. We used a Glucostat ana-
lyzer (Model 27, YSI, Inc, Yellow Springs, Ohio) for blood
glucose analysis. If we encountered unexpected results,
such as elevated glucose in a participant not self-reporting
diabetes, we asked the participant to return for a second
visit to confirm the result. We discussed results with each
participant. When we found abnormal results, we referred
the participant to his physician or, if he had none, to a
local federally qualified health center clinic. We froze
whole blood for hemoglobin Alc (HbAlc) analysis (19) and
transported white cells and plasma on ice to be archived
for further laboratory analyses and future studies. We
used enzyme-linked immunosorbent assays to determine
insulin levels (Mercodia, Uppsala, Sweden).

Statistical analysis

We report results at the participant level. In the final
sample, all participants were Hispanic, and 68% were
female. This imbalance in the sample-generating mecha-
nism needed to be adjusted in the analysis in order to
generalize the results (eg, irrespective of sex), which we
did by incorporating the sampling weights into our analy-
sis. The sampling weights are the inverse probability
of selection of each participant based on his or her SES
stratum, census tract and block (cluster) of residence, and
sex. Incorporating these sampling weights provides the
correct statistical inference by giving a better estimate
of standard error, and hence the confidence interval. In
the sampling weight calculation, we made a post-ratio
adjustment for the 2000 census population data. We also
examined the data by ranking participants by household

income and selecting the top and bottom quartiles to
obtain a wider difference in household income than that
provided by use of the census data. Thus, we compared
the top 202 participants with the bottom 202 participants
on the basis of household income.

We report results for the dependent variables of report-
ed medical history and observed variables, including BMI,
waist circumference, and fasting blood glucose and insulin.
We used the homeostasis model assessment equation to
determine insulin resistance (HOMA-IR = glucose (mg/
dL)/18 X insulin (mU/L)/22.5) (20). Demographic covari-
ates included age, sex, country of birth, country of birth
of parents and grandparents, education, and employment
status. First, we generated demographic and descriptive
data to describe the sample. We compared weighted and
unweighted analysis and determined that using the sam-
ple weights for the analysis was preferable, since they cor-
rected for the lower response rate for men and the unem-
ployed. We then developed a multiple logistic regression
model to allow for the effects of potential confounders such
as age, sex, and country of birth. Finally, we ranked the
entire cohort by annual household income and repeated
the analyses by using the bottom and top quartiles to see
whether this would allow us to observe more subtle differ-
ences. We used SAS version 9.1 (SAS Institute, Inc, Cary,
North Carolina) and Stata 10 SE (StataCorp LP, College
Station, Texas). We made adjustments in the respective
statistical packages for sampling design.

We used a geographic information system to visualize
the spatial distribution of households by income quartile
and the density of sampling. We geocoded households
by using latitude and longitude coordinates collected by
global positioning system, and crosschecked with the
street addresses to ensure accuracy. We created maps and
layouts with Environmental Systems Research Institute
ArcMap v. 8.3 software (ESRI, Redlands, California).

Results

Participation in the cohort in Brownsville did not signifi-
cantly differ by SES stratum (Figure 1 and Table 1). The
only substantial difference between the 2 socioeconomic
strata was the proportion of participants who completed
high school. Less than a fourth of the participants reported
having private health insurance. A few (5%) were on
Medicaid and a few others (5%) reported having Medicaid
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Figure 1. Map of Brownsville, Texas, derived using geographic information
systems and showing the distribution of the cohort across the city, Cameron
County Hispanic Cohort, 2004-2007. People in the first quartile had annual
household incomes of $17,830 or less, and people in the third quartile had
annual household incomes of $24,067-$31,747. The inset box shows detail
of 1 of the blocks randomly sampled.

or Medicare combined with private managed care.

More than half of the participants in both SES strata
had BMI scores in the obese range (>30 kg/m?2) (Table
2). Slightly more participants in the higher SES stratum
were morbidly obese (BMI >40 kg/m?), but the difference
was not significant. Self-reported diabetes differed only
slightly between strata, but we found significant differ-
ences between strata for undiagnosed diabetes. Nearly 1
in 10 of all participants in the lower SES stratum were
informed through this study that they have diabetes. In
both strata, mean HbAlc levels among participants with
diabetes were 9.4%. In logistic regression models allowing
for potential confounding variables, undiagnosed diabetes
continued to be the only significant outcome associated
with socioeconomic strata (Table 2).

The only significant difference in biological measure-
ments by SES strata when using weighted data was for
fasting blood insulin (Table 3). Results stratified by sex
show significant differences between SES strata in women
for fasting insulin and insulin resistance. Still, mean insu-
lin resistance for both sexes was well above the upper limit
of the normal range (3.15).

first quartile had annual household incomes of $17,830 or less, and people
in the third quartile had annual household incomes of $24,067-$31,747.
Among people aged 55 to 64 years, the difference between people in the
lower socioeconomic stratum compared with those in the higher stratum
was significant at P < .05.

When we ranked these participants by annual household
income, we found the mean household income of the fourth
quartile to be $20,532 and of the first quartile to be $8,160.
When we compared these quartiles, we found no differ-
ences in frequency of obesity or in mean BMI. However,
consistent with what we observed using census tract quar-
tiles, we found a significantly higher mean fasting blood
glucose of 123.2 mg/dL (95% CI, 114.5-131.9 mg/dL; n =
204) in the first quartile compared with 108.0 mg/dL (95%
CI, 101.3-114.5 mg/dL; n = 202) in the fourth quartile. We
also observed a marked difference in prevalence of diabe-
tes (diagnosed and undiagnosed), 21% (43/204) in the first
quartile compared with 10% (20/202) in the fourth quartile
(x2=16.596, P < .01). We found no difference in mean insu-
lin or insulin resistance levels between the 2 quartiles.

Age had a marked influence on the effect of SES. Rates
of diabetes were significantly higher for people aged 55 to
64 years in the lower SES stratum compared with those in
the higher SES stratum (Figure 2). There was a decrease
in self-reported diabetes and an increase in undiagnosed
diabetes, which was also age-dependent.

Discussion

In a largely uninsured racial/ethnic minority popula-
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tion on the urban United States-Mexico border, SES was
associated with undiagnosed diabetes and development of
diabetes. Despite the narrow range of income in this popu-
lation, people in the lower SES stratum were significantly
more likely to have undiagnosed diabetes and the risk of
diabetes increased markedly with age. This adverse effect
of lower SES stratum on health became starker when we
compared the top and bottom quartiles of self-reported
household incomes. However, we found no differences
between strata in prevalence of obesity.

We found that women in the lower SES stratum were
more likely to have elevated insulin resistance and fast-
ing insulin levels compared with women in the higher
SES stratum, but we did not observe similar differences
for men, consistent with published observations (21,22).
Mexican American women in the lower SES stratum may
have less access to health care than do their counterparts
in the higher SES stratum, or perhaps lifestyle differences
between strata contribute to how women care for their
own health.

National data may underestimate the prevalence of
obesity and diabetes in border communities (1). Rates
of diabetes in these communities were 1.4 times higher
than those reported nationally for Mexican Americans
aged 20 years or older (1) and nearly twice as high as in
all Americans (aged 40-59 years) (1,3,23). Undiagnosed
diabetes was also twice as high in our border population
as nationally. Similarly, our rates of obesity were more
than one and a half times the rate in Mexican Americans
nationally (aged 40-59 years), and one-tenth of our women
were morbidly obese (3). These excess rates offer a glimpse
of the potential future health of people of Mexican origin
residing in other parts of the United States.

Our study sample is not yet eligible for Medicare (age
>65 years). In both SES strata, nearly 80% of participants
reported that they had no medical coverage. These data
highlight the need for prevention and intervention aimed
at people aged 35 or older but younger than 65, who are
most at risk and least likely to be able to afford health
care. This population is at particular risk for expensive
complications such as renal failure and amputations.
Complications of diabetes reduce ability to work, exacer-
bating the socioeconomic vulnerability of this age group.

There were several limitations to our study. Despite
intensive efforts, more women than men participated in

the study; this was not unexpected in a community where
most men are on hourly wages. We could not assess those
randomly selected people who chose not to participate.
Exclusion of the second and fourth SES strata weakens
our estimates of prevalence. Our data raise issues of
acculturation and immigration experience, but we did not
collect data to distinguish those factors and SES. Though
the population is largely Mexican in origin, participants
in this study had lived in Brownsville an average of 16
years, making them long-term residents of the United
States. Nevertheless, more than 70% elected to answer
the questionnaires in Spanish. Residents in Brownsville
access Mexican culture freely through media outlets and
imported products in local retail and grocery stores; those
who can also move freely across the border. In many ways,
Brownsville more closely resembles its Mexican neighbor-
ing city, Matamoros, than its closest major US city, Corpus
Christi. The process of acculturation to Brownsville may
differ from that observed in the general US population.
We plan to gather precise acculturation data in our future
studies with this cohort to determine patterns in this
community.

The strengths of our study are considerable in that we
have recruited the first exclusively Mexican American
cohort in a border city with extreme health disparities.
With the support of our clinical research unit funded by
the National Institutes of Health, we have been able to
recruit and process participants in a standardized fashion,
by using staff expert in good clinical practices and by using
well-monitored data management and analysis processes.
This enables us to report reliable data that can be used to
plan for appropriate prevention and equitable health care
for an underserved population.

The overall picture of health in this Mexican American
population is poor. The rate of diabetes in Hispanics/
Latinos is nearly twice that in whites, occurring at an ear-
lier age and with higher rates of complications and death
(2). In Mexican Americans on the United States-Mexico
border, published rates of diabetes in rural communities
are more than twice those in non-Hispanic whites (24). We
show the same elevated risk in urban border populations.
Furthermore, we demonstrate high rates of diabetes, par-
ticularly undiagnosed diabetes, in the poorest of our poor
who have little or no access to health care through insur-
ance. This presents a major economic burden on the com-
munity and on the health care system because it delays
diagnosis and treatment until the disease 1is far more
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complex and costly to address. Intervention in the form
of community-based participatory research will likely be
essential to achieve sustainable solutions (25). A focus on
early diagnosis and prevention of diabetes will be key to
success in border health.

Acknowledgments

We acknowledge the dedicated professionalism of our
study personnel, particularly Elizabeth Braunstein, Julie
Ramirez, Rocio Uribe, Blanca Ortiz, Jody Rodriguez, and
Maria Lopez. We thank Gloria Sanchez and Pablo Sanchez
for their excellent support in data management and analy-
sis, Diana Gomez for her meticulous work in managing
and processing specimens, and Christina Villarreal for
her administrative support. We also thank the Valley
Baptist Medical Center, Brownsville, for hosting our clinical
research unit; their clinical laboratory for performing clini-
cal assays; and Rose Gowen, MD, for her supervision of the
clinical research unit. We thank Jennifer Gay and Cristina
Barroso for their expert review of this manuscript and their
helpful comments. We particularly thank our participants,
the citizens of Brownsville who so generously and willingly
gave and still give us their cooperation and time.

This work was supported by MDO000170 P20 funded
from the National Center on Minority Health and Health
Disparities, the University of Texas Health Sciences
Center, Houston, Center for Clinical and Translational
Science CCTS-CTSA award 1U54RR023417-01 funded
by the National Center for Research Resources, and the
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention award RO1
DP000210-01.

Author Information

Corresponding Author: Susan P. Fisher-Hoch, MD,
Division of Epidemiology, University of Texas School
of Public Health, Brownsville Campus, 80 Fort Brown,
Brownsville, TX 78520. Telephone: 956-882-5167. E-mail:
susan.p.fisher-hoch@uth.tmec.edu.

Author Affiliations: Anne R. Rentfro, J. Gaines Wilson,
University of Texas at Brownsville, Brownsville, Texas;
Jennifer J. Salinas, Belinda M. Reininger, Blanca I
Restrepo, Joseph B. McCormick, University of Texas
Health Science Center, Houston, School of Public Health,

Brownsville campus, Brownsville, Texas; Adriana Pérez,
H. Shelton Brown, University of Texas Health Science
Center, Houston, School of Public Health, Austin cam-
pus, Austin, Texas; M. Monir Hossain, Mohammad H.
Rahbar, University of Texas School of Public Health and
The Center for Clinical and Translational Sciences at
The University of Texas Health Science Center, Houston,
Houston, Texas; Craig M. Hanis, University of Texas
Health Science Center, Houston, School of Public Health,
Houston campus, Houston, Texas.

References

1. Cowie CC, Rust KF, Byrd-Holt DD, Eberhardt MS,
Flegal KM, Engelgau MM, et al. Prevalence of diabetes
and impaired fasting glucose in adults in the U.S. pop-
ulation: National Health and Nutrition Examination
Survey 1999-2002. Diabetes Care 2006;29(6):1263-8.

2. Umpierrez GE, Gonzalez A, Umpierrez D, Pimentel
D. Diabetes mellitus in the Hispanic/Latino popula-
tion: an increasing health care challenge in the United
States. Am J Med Sci 2007;334(4):274-82.

3. Ogden CL, Carroll MD, Curtin LR, McDowell MA,
Tabak CdJ, Flegal KM. Prevalence of overweight
and obesity in the United States, 1999-2004. JAMA
2006;295(13):1549-55.

4. Gregg EW, Cheng YJ, Narayan KM, Thompson T,
Williamson DF. The relative contributions of different
levels of overweight and obesity to the increased prev-
alence of diabetes in the United States: 1976-2004.
Prev Med 2007;45(5):348-52.

5. Harris MI, Flegal KM, Cowie CC, Eberhardt MS,
Goldstein DE, Little RR, et al. Prevalence of diabetes,
impaired fasting glucose, and impaired glucose toler-
ance in U.S. adults. The Third National Health and
Nutrition Examination Survey, 1988-1994. Diabetes
Care 1998;21(4):518-24.

6. Runge CF. Economic consequences of the obese.
Diabetes 2007;56(11):2668-72.

7. Yach D, Stuckler D, Brownell KD. Epidemiologic and
economic consequences of the global epidemics of obe-
sity and diabetes. Nat Med 2006;12(1):62-6.

8. Preventing chronic diseases: a vital investment.
Geneva (CH): World Health Organization; 2005.

9. Chronic disease prevention and health promotion:
preventing diabetes and its complications. Atlanta
(GA): Centers for Disease Control and Prevention.
http://www.cdc.gov/chronicdisease/resources/publica-

The opinions expressed by authors contributing to this journal do not necessarily reflect the opinions of the US Department of Health and Human Services, the
Public Health Service, the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, or the authors’ affiliated institutions. Use of trade names is for identification only and
does not imply endorsement by any of the groups named above.

6 Centers for Disease Control and Prevention ¢ www.cdc.gov/pcd/issues/2010/may/09_0170.htm



PREVENTING CHRONIC DISEASE,

PUBLIC HEALTH RESEARCH, PRACTICE, AND POLICY

VOLUME 7: NO. 3
MAY 2010

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

tions/ fact_sheets/diabetes.htm. Accessed January 21,
2010.

Florez JC, Price AL, Campbell D, Riba L, Parra MV,
Yu F, et al. Strong association of socioeconomic sta-
tus with genetic ancestry in Latinos: implications for
admixture studies of type 2 diabetes. Diabetologia
2009;52(8):1528-36.

Hanis CL, Ferrell RE, Barton SA, Aguilar L, Garza-
Ibarra A, Tulloch BR, et al. Diabetes among Mexican
Americans in Starr County, Texas. Am J Epidemiol
1983;118(5):659-72.

McWilliams JM, Meara E, Zaslavsky AM, Ayanian JZ.
Differences in control of cardiovascular disease and
diabetes by race, ethnicity, and education: U.S. trends
from 1999 to 2006 and effects of Medicare coverage.
Ann Intern Med 2009;150(8):505-15.

Wong MD, Shapiro MF, Boscardin WdJ, Ettner SL.
Contribution of major diseases to disparities in mor-
tality. N Engl J Med 2002;347(20):1585-92.

State and county quickfacts: Brownsville (city), Texas.
US Census Bureau. http://quickfacts.census.gov/qfd/
states/48/4810768.html. Accessed October 20, 2009.
FactFinder. US Census Bureau. http:/factfinder.
census.gov/home/saff/main.html?_lang=en. Accessed
October 20, 2009.

Framingham heart study. http:/www.framingham-
heartstudy.org/participants/original.html. Accessed
January 27, 2010.

Winter Texan season. About.com: Texas travel,
2008. http://gotexas.about.com/od/wintertexans/a/
WtrTexans.htm. Accessed February 5, 2009.

National Heart, Lung, and Blood Institute. National
High Blood Pressure Education Program. Department
of Health and Human Services, National Institutes of
Health, 2008. http://www.nhlbi.nih.gov/about/nhbpep/.
Accessed February 5, 2009.

Hanis CL. Genetics of NIDDM among Mexican
Americans. In: Berg K, Boulyjenkov V, Christen Y,
editors. Genetic approaches to noncommunicable dis-
eases. Berlin (DE): Springer-Verlag; 1996. p. 65-77.
Matthews DR, Hosker JP, Rudenski AS, Naylor BA,
Treacher DF, Turner RC. Homeostasis model assess-
ment: insulin resistance and beta-cell function from
fasting plasma glucose and insulin concentrations in
man. Diabetologia 1985;28(7):412-9.

Loucks EB, Rehkopf DH, Thurston RC, Kawachi
I. Socioeconomic disparities in metabolic syndrome
differ by gender: evidence from NHANES III. Ann
Epidemiol 2007;17(1):19-26.

22.

23.

24.

25.

Sanchez-Vaznaugh EV, Kawachi I, Subramanian SV,
Sanchez BN, Acevedo-Garcia D. Do socioeconomic
gradients in body mass index vary by race/eth-
nicity, gender, and birthplace? Am J Epidemiol
2009;169(9):1102-12.

Rosamond W, Flegal K, Friday G, Furie K, Go A,
Greenlund K, et al. Heart disease and stroke statistics
— 2007 update: a report from the American Heart
Association Statistics Committee and Stroke Statistics
Subcommittee [erratum in Circulation 2007;115(5):
e172]. Circulation 2007;115(5):e69-171.

Cohen SJ, Ingram M. Border health strategic ini-
tiative: overview and introduction to a community-
based model for diabetes prevention and control.
Prev Chronic Dis 2005;2(1). http:/www.cdc.gov/ped/
issues/2005/jan/04_0081.htm. Accessed January 25,
2010.

Bowman BA, Vinicor F. Toward prevention and con-
trol of type 2 diabetes: challenges at the U.S.-Mexico
border and beyond. Prev Chronic Dis 2005;2(1).
http://www.cdc.gov/ped/issues/2005/jan/04_0119.htm.
Accessed January 25, 2010.

The opinions expressed by authors contributing to this journal do not necessarily reflect the opinions of the US Department of Health and Human Services, the
Public Health Service, the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, or the authors’ affiliated institutions. Use of trade names is for identification only and
does not imply endorsement by any of the groups named above.

www.cdc.gov/pcd/issues/2010/may/09_0170.htm ¢ Centers for Disease Control and Prevention 7



PREVENTING CHRONIC DISEASE, VOLUME 7: NO. 3

PUBLIC HEALTH RESEARCH, PRACTICE, AND POLICY MAY 2010

Tables

Table 1. Description of 8102 People Aged 35-64 Years, by SES®, Cameron County Hispanic Cohort, Brownsville, Texas, 2004-
2007

Characteristic Lower SES® Higher SES® P Value*
Participation, n (%) 350 (74.0) 460 (76.5) NA
Sex, n (%)

Women 232 (55.7) 319 (57.1)

Men 118 (44.3) 141 (42.9) o4

Place of birth, n (%)

Mexico 239 (71.1) 338 (74.4)
<.001
United States 105 (28.9) 119 (25.6)
Place of birth for both parents, n (%)
Mexico 234 (88.3) 318 (87.7)
.19
United States 38 (11.7) 43 (12.3)
Place of birth for all 4 grandparents, n (%)
Mexico 238 (95.5) 328 (94.6)
.01
United States 12 (4.5) 14 (5.4)
Completed high school, n (%)
Yes 134 (35.3) 196 (45.3)
<.001
No 214 (64.7) 264 (54.7)
Employed, n (%)
Yes 85 (60.5) 107 (59.0)
.02
No 33(39.5) 34 (41.0)
Health insurance, n (%)
Yes 91 (22.3) 92 (21.8)
<.08
No 259 (77.7) 368 (78.7)
Age, mean (SD)
Women 49.1 (0.81) 48.9 (0.87) <.001
Men 47.6 (1.16) 48.4 (0.92) <.001

Abbreviations: SES, socioeconomic status; NA, not applicable; SD, standard deviation.

2 Numbers may not total 810 because of missing data.

b People in the first quartile had annual household incomes of $17,830 or less (lower SES), and people in the third quartile had annual household incomes of
$24,067-$31,747 (higher SES).

¢ Unweighted frequencies.

d x2 Tests and percentages using weighted data.
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Table 2. Prevalence by SES Quartile? and Odds Ratios from Logistic Regression Analysis® of Obesity and Diabetes, Cameron
County Hispanic Cohort, Brownsville, Texas, 2004-2007

Prevalence ‘ 0Odds Ratio

Higher SES (N = 460),

Characteristic Lower SES (N = 350), n (%) n (%)° Univariate (95% Cl) Multivariate? (95% Cl)

Obese (BMI =30) 189 (56.9) 253 (55.5) 0.97 (0.80-1.18) 1.00 (0.81-1.22)
Morbidly obese (BMI 240) 34 (7.7) 39 (8.3) 1.04 (0.82-1.32) 1.04 (0.79-1.28)
Self-reported diabetes® 50 (14.0) 66 (15.1) 1.03 (0.67-1.58) 1.07 (0.73-1.59)
Undiagnosed diabetes’ 23 (8.8) 16 (2.5) 0.55 (0.33-0.93) 0.54 (0.32-0.93)¢

Abbreviations: SES, socioeconomic status; Cl, confidence interval; BMI, body mass index.

a People in the first quartile had annual household incomes of $17,830 or less (lower SES), and people in the third quartile had annual household incomes of
$24,067-$31,747 (higher SES).

b Reference group is higher SES.

¢ Unweighted frequencies and weighted percentages.

d Controlling for age, sex, country of birth, education, and employment status.

¢ Respondents answered yes to the question “Has a doctor ever told you you have diabetes?”

f Respondents answered no to the question “Has a doctor ever told you you have diabetes?” but had fasting blood glucose on 2 occasions >126 mg/dL.

€ Significant at P < .05.

Table 3. Estimated Means of Anthropometric and Biological Variables Using Weighted Data, by SES Quartile?, Cameron
County Hispanic Cohort, Brownsville, Texas, 2004-2007

Characteristic Lower SES (SD) Higher SES (SD) Mean Difference (95% CI)

Body mass index, kg/m? 31.7 (0.49) 31.4 (0.33) 0.26 (-0.91t0 1.43)
Women 32.8(0.65) 32.3(0.42) 0.50 (-1.02 to 2.03)
Men 30.3(0.6) 30.3(0.43) 0.02 (-1.42 to 1.47)
Waist circumference, cm 103.2 (1.02) 101.9 (0.90) 1.34 (-1.32 t0 4.00)
Women 102.2 (1.19) 100.5 (1.18) 1.67 (-1.62 to 4.95)
Men 104.5 (1.48) 103.7 (0.97) 0.84 (-2.62 to 4.30)
Fasting blood glucose, mg/dL 118.1 (4.47) 112.5 (2.88) 5.61 (-4.82 to 16.03)
Women 112.3 (3.34) 111.2 (3.45) 1.11 (-8.30 to 10.53)
Men 125.5 (8.87) 114.3 (4.59) 11.16 (-8.41 to0 30.73)
Fasting insulin, mU/L 16.4 (1.05) 13.6 (0.45) 2.78 (0.55 to 5.01)°
Women 17.5 (1.0) 14.1 (0.43) 3.45 (1.32 to0 5.58)P
Men 15.0 (1.52) 13.0 (1.02) 1.99 (-1.59 to 5.57)

Abbreviation: SES, socioeconomic status; SD, standard deviation; Cl, confidence interval.

a People in the first quartile had annual household incomes of $17,830 or less (lower SES), and people in the third quartile had annual household incomes of
$24,067-$31,747 (higher SES).

b Significant at P < .05.

(Continued on next page)
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Table 3. (continued) Estimated Means of Anthropometric and Biological Variables Using Weighted Data, by SES Quartile?,
Cameron County Hispanic Cohort, Brownsville, Texas, 2004-2007

Characteristic Lower SES (SD) Higher SES (SD) Mean Difference (95% ClI)

Insulin resistance <3.15 4.8 (0.44) 3.8 (0.20) 0.92 (-0.03 to 1.87)
Women 5.0 (0.44) 4.0 (0.24) 0.99 (0.01 to 1.97)°
Men 4.5 (0.54) 3.6 (0.38) 0.86 (-0.45 to 2.16)
Systolic blood pressure, mm/Hg 120.7 (1.54) 119.8 (0.67) 0.85 (-2.43 t0 4.13)
Women 118.9 (1.49) 118.4 (0.96) 0.53 (-2.94 to 3.99)
Men 122.8 (2.45) 121.7 (1.32) 1.15 (-4.31 to 6.61)
Diastolic blood pressure, mm/Hg 73.6 (1.02) 73.7 (0.53) -0.07 (-2.33t0 2.19)
Women 71.7 (0.93) 71.6 (0.53) 0.12 (-1.99 to 2.22)
Men 76.1(1.89) 76.6 (0.77) -0.46 (-4.46 to 3.54)

Abbreviation: SES, socioeconomic status; SD, standard deviation; Cl, confidence interval.

2 People in the first quartile had annual household incomes of $17,830 or less (lower SES), and people in the third quartile had annual household incomes of
$24,067-$31,747 (higher SES).

b Significant at P < .05.
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