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BACKGROUND RESULTS

In 2010, Congress authorized the creation of the National Diabetes Prevention
Program (National DPP) to build a nationwide delivery system for a lifestyle
change program (LCP) proven to prevent or delay the onset of type 2 diabetes.
Over the last 11 years, the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC),
through the Diabetes Prevention Recognition Program (DPRP), has recognized
organizations to deliver the LCP to 690,000+ participants.

Figure 1. Rural National DPP in-person delivery organization

Table 1. Percentage of the population, in counties where

78% of the in-person organizations serving rural areas have become
inactive.

The highest % of in-person rural organizations were hospitals/health care
systems/medical groups/physician practices (active: 27.8%, inactive:
49.2%).

Regardless of status (active/inactive), these organizations served

in-person delivery organizations are located, impacted by
environmental and economic factors?

types: active and inactive .
primarily women (78.9%/83.7%) and adults aged 45-64 (47.0%/52.6%).

 The largest % of those enrolled in active organizations identified as non-
Or:::i::t?:ns Hispanic or Latino/Black or African American adults (43.4%), while the
largest % enrolled in inactive organizations identified as non-Hispanic or
Latino/White adults (88.2%).
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CDC and its partners strive to scale the National DPP to underserved areas, s
which includes all demographic subgroups that reside in rural areas. This
analysis aimed to identify gaps in enrollment in rural areas, study the
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* Inactive organizations were defined as organizations that previously held
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