ldentifying food literacy assessment dimensions for people with low vision
Methodology

Centre intégré

universitaire de santé Mahboubeh Esmati’%, Hanah Boxerman43, Marie Nadine Lamontagne 43, Martin Bergevin?, Walter Wittich'%3, Frederique Poncet'.234
Zz(g;:g::fge::s:aaux cole d'optometrie - Université de Montréal 2. Centre for Interdisciplinary Research in Rehabilitation of Greater Montreal (CRIR) 3. Lethbridge-Layton-Mackay Rehabilitation Center from .
de-I'lle-de-Montréal CIUSSS Centre-Ouest-de-I'ile-de- Montréal (CCOMTL) 4. School of Physical & Occupational Therapy, McGill University “ CR R ) SAVOIRS
Q 2 b k3 e C\
ue ec n n & :':'“”', e
Introduction Methodology
TRIAGE
Food literacy encompasses knowle_Qge and sKkills relat_ed to food preparation dentifying the The Technique for Research
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choices. Visually impaired individuals face significant challenges in cooking, & Recruitment of of a Group of Experts
and while specialized training and assistive technologies can help, no expert group
standardized tool exists for assessing their food literacy skills. Participants:
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Lack of 8-10 Pair of caregivers and
Accessible users with low vision Phase 2

kitchen tools

. The group called to identify, by
consensus, the most important
and relevant dimensions

Participant receive mailed
documents, provide up to 5
statements online, send them back
for evaluation.
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Issues with
existing

recipe

Organizing the Interactive Production

Kitchen spac ‘ This step relies on Prominent
Visual Aid
' a wall divided to 3 main section:
*Memory
“*Grouping
*Selection

Evaluators compile, number, and
‘ transcribe each statement onto
separate cards.
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