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Welcome, Introductions, and Announcements

Co-Chair Gayle Burns called the meeting to order at 3:05 PM.  She explained that Co-Chairs rotate facilitation roles.  She noted that Billie-Jean Kanios has resigned her membership in the Council and that her contribution will be missed.  She then explained that midyear recruitment has been opened to fill recently vacated seats on the Council. She requested members’ help with recruitment.

Gayle Burns then pointed out that the HPPC’s meetings are public and in compliance with the Sunshine Ordinance, photography is permitted and members may be photographed.  She reminded attendees of the Council’s posted principles of respectful engagement, including the importance of sharing time available for comments and questions.

She then asked attendees to introduce themselves and make appropriate announcements.
· Emalie Huriaux announced that the SF and LA chapters of the Harm Reduction Coalition are sponsoring state legislation removing liability regarding provision of service to opiate addicted people.  As this bill moves through the process they may come to the HPPC for a letter of support.
· Weihaur Lau announced that he has a new position with the Asian-American Recovery Services working with youth and family services.
· Isela Gonzales distributed an abstract from the Research on Inequality, Sexuality, and Education (RISE) Project entitled, “Jailed Women & HIV Education: A collaborative Investigation,” copies of which are available to absent members upon request.
· Jonathan Batiste distributed a flyer announcing the book reading and signing on 4/13/07 sponsored by the Audrey & Langston Salon.
1. Review and Approval of Minutes from 3/8/2007
Motion was made and seconded to approve the minutes from the meeting 3/08/07.  The vote was by roll call.
	
	Member
	Vote
	Member
	Vote

	
	Shane Anglin
	Yes
	Emalie Huriaux 
	Yes

	
	Michelle Bakken 
	Yes
	Weihaur Lau
	Yes

	
	Jonathan Batiste
	Yes
	Derrick Mapp
	Yes

	
	Bernie Berger
	Yes
	Tei Okamoto
	Yes

	
	William Bland
	Yes
	Ken Pearce
	Yes

	
	Gayle Burns
	Yes
	Perry Rhodes III
	Yes

	
	Edward Byrom
	Yes
	Jenny Lynn Sarmiento
	Abstain

	
	Chadwick Campbell
	Yes
	Gwen Smith
	Yes

	
	David Diaz
	Yes
	Eiko Sugano
	Yes

	
	Michael Discepola
	Yes
	Rakli Wilburn
	Yes

	
	Thomas Ganger
	Yes
	Luke Woodward
	Yes

	
	Isela Gonzalez
	Yes
	Abbie Zimmerman
	Yes

	
	Dee Hampton
	Yes
	
	


The minutes were approved with 25 Yes votes and one abstention.
2. General Public Comment

· Caroline Hunt from the Center for AIDS Prevention Studies (CAPS), distributed copies of their new newsletter.  She also announced the launch of the HIV prevention website (www.californiamen.net).

· She also reminded members of resources available to programs from CAPS.

· Michael Petrelis addressed the Council with remarks that included the following:
· The racist, sexist, and bigoted statements made by Don Imas on TV ultimately got him fired, but that no one stood up to him for many years.

· He compared Les Pappas to Don Imas, citing the “Don’t Be a Bitch” web campaign which used a photo of a young black woman and in which the term, “Bitch” is used three times.
· He added that this was paid for by the SFDPH.

· He said he found this as offensive as Don Imas’ comment, which he quoted.
· He then said that the Council has promised a “Debate” on social marketing, but that it hasn’t happened yet, and questioned if it ever would.
· He also quoted two other advertisements: “Who Gives a F***,” and “Syphilis as a ticking time-bomb.”
· He concluded by saying that there needs to be a formalized “debate” on social marketing.

3. Members’ Response to Public Comment
Gayle Burns asked members of the public making comments to remain in attendance so they could be aware of and respond to members’ comments and questions.
· Shane Anglin noted that he worked on the “Homoboy” campaign highlighting that people in the community that it was meant to address expressed how much they liked it.

· Although he asked what Michael Petrelis found offensive about this campaign, Michael Petrelis left while the question was being posed.
· Jonathan Batiste said that he found repeating Don Imas’ comment unnecessary and offensive.
· Luke Woodward asked about CAPS work regarding the transgender population. 

· Caroline Hunt explained that CAPS has been funded to provide technical assistance and capacity building to programs providing services to both MTF and FTM.
· In response to Luke Woodward’s follow up question, Caroline Hunt explained that provision of technical assistance is in addition to their Transition project.

· William Bland pointed out that that CAPS has a public advisory board which provides an opportunity for community members to be involved.
Public Comment Process

Gayle Burns said that based on comments on members’ Process Evaluation forms the Co-Chairs have become aware that some members feel insulted by the some of the comments made by some members of the public, as well as the way they have been expressed.  She explained that although she could not apologize for others, it is her opinion that Council members do a great job responding to hostile public comment, and that they are to be commended.
· Ed Byrom questioned if comments that are not relevant to the agenda are protected by the SF Sunshine Ordinance.
· He asked to be on record as suggesting that the HPPC move aggressively to remove Michael Petrelis from its meetings as his comments have not been conducive to reasonable discussion.

· He added that Michael Petrelis is angry, hostile, and only tries to provoke members.
· Israel Nieves-Rivera said that Council meetings are open to the public and are intended to provide an opportunity for community members to share their viewpoint.

· He added that members should strive not to allow the energy of those comments to distract them from getting on with business.

· He pointed out that a plan is being finalized for a panel discussion of social marketing, and that HPS will inform the council once the date has been identified.
· Jonathan Batiste asked if there are limits to what can be said, and how it can be said.
· Gayle Burns reiterated that the HPPC is a public meeting and suggested that the place to raise these issues is with the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force.
· She added that this is why members are encouraged to attend the Sunshine hearings.

· Emalie Huriaux observed that the Chair of the Public Health Commission actually stopped someone during Public Comment because the comment was not part of the agenda.

· She questioned if the HPPC could adopt a similar procedure.
· Israel Nieves-Rivera indicated that the HPS would look into this possibility.
· Michael Discepola suggested that the HPPC has a responsibility to hear community members’ perspective and that he is not comfortable deciding what is, or isn’t, useful or germane.

· He added that he was on the Council several years ago when there were threats of violence, and if that were to happen again he would support ejecting those causing disturbance.
· Dee Hampton noted that this body is not the only one which has had ugly incidents, but that this is a public meeting and that members need to rise above it.
· She added that the most wasteful part of the process is the time members spend discussing how to deal with upsetting comments, and behavior.
4. HPPC Co-Chairs/Steering Committee Written Report

Gayle Burns directed members’ attention to the document entitled, “Co-Chairs Report March 8, 2007,” copies of which had been distributed to all members in advance of the meeting.  She invited members to ask questions or make comments.  Discussion ensued including the following.
Health Related Absence Policy Work Group

· Israel Nieves-Rivera noted that a majority of those who signed up for this Work Group need to be in attendance for quorum and to get its work done.
· He reminded members of the group’s three-month term.

· Michael Discepola added that because there wasn’t quorum at its last meeting the issues discussed – which are important to the business of the Council – could not be voted on.

· Israel Nieves-Rivera pointed out the irony involved in the group’s lack of quorum, because quorum issues were what motivated the Council to revise the attendance policy.

HPPC Members Attendance at the HIV Prevention Leadership Seminar (HPLS)

Betty Chan Lew explained that 14 members had submitted their names to represent the HPPC at the HPLS in New Orleans.  She conducted the drawing of two representatives and two alternates with the following results:

	
	Representatives
	
	Alternates

	
	Shane Anglin
	
	Randy Allgaier

	
	Tom Kennedy
	
	William Bland


Results of the drawing were met with applause.
· Israel Nieves-Rivera asked the chosen representatives and alternates to let the HPS staff know as quickly as possible if they are able to attend so reservations can be made.

· Gayle Burns noted that the host committee is considering renting a bus/van to tour the remaining damage in New Orleans, and inviting people to volunteer to help in reconstruction.
5. Parking Lot for Future Agendas
Gayle Burns explained that the Parking Lot is the opportunity for Council members to propose topics for discussion at future HPPC meetings.  She added that this is the last meeting to add items to this year’s Parking Lot and asked for suggestions from the members.  The Parking Lot will be presented to the April Steering, and then voted on at the May HPPC meeting. 
Rapid Testing Protocol/Linkage to Care
· Ken Pearce suggested looking at current Rapid Testing procedures, as discussed at the 3/8/07 HPPC meeting.

· In specific he highlighted that it was reported that 40% of those who test preliminary positive do not come back for confirmation, although the test is 99%+ accurate, and indicates that SF is missing the opportunity to link HIV positive people with services.
Epidemiology Data by Race, Ethnicity, and Age

· Weihaur Lau suggested exploring collecting Epi data based on race, ethnicity, and race.

· He added that there should be, at least, exploration of the barriers to collecting such data.
Linkage of HIV and Hepatitis C (HCV) Testing

· Emalie Huriaux suggested discussing linkage between HIV and Hepatitis C (HCV) testing.

· She added that exploring linking both tests with late night Needle Exchange outreach.
State of Outreach in SF

· Gayle Burns suggested getting an update on what is happening regarding outreach in SF, particularly as it was raised by community members last year.
Gayle Burns explained that the Steering Committee will review the suggested topics for the Parking Lot and submit a list for the Council’s review and vote at the 5/10/07 Council meeting.

6. HIV in San Francisco
Gayle Burns introduced Dara Coan, Isela Gonzales, Perry Rhodes III, and Israel Nieves-Rivera to conduct this portion of the agenda.
Part #1: Epidemiology 101

The document entitled, “Introduction: Epidemiology of HIV in San Francisco… April12, 2007” had been distributed to all members in advance of the meeting; additional copies were available to all attendees.  Some additional comments included the following.

· Slide 4 – Willi McFarland’s responses to members’ questions and comments are included in the information presented and the Epi Chapter.
· Slide 15 – HIV Prevalence among the MTF Transgender population is about 22%.
· Slide 17 – MSM incidence may be Endemic

· Slide 18 – An example of how poverty may be an Indicator of increased HIV risk was cited: outreach worker noticed that as a result of an early freeze some male migrant farm workers had resorted to doing sex work.
Questions and Comments

· William Bland noted that overall HIV Incidence among MSM in SF seems to be Endemic; however, there are pockets of the MSM population in which remains Epidemic.
· In response Dara Coan noted that Willi McFarland continues to refer to the overall population as Epidemic, although a case could be made for either description.

· William Bland then commented that AIDS Incidence among MSM in SF seems even more clearly Endemic than Epidemic.

Part #2: Group Exercise

The document entitled, “Group Exercise Epidemiology 101,” was distributed; copies of which are available to absent members upon request.  Members were instructed to work on the exercises with the people next to them, then they will be reviewed by the whole group.
Questions and Comments

· Weihaur Lau noted that the deaths in Exercise 2 may or may not be related to HIV/AIDS.
· In response to a question from Gayle Burns, it was explained that the data in the exercises is all real and taken from the Epi Chapter.

· Ken Pearce questioned why AIDS Prevalence increases, although Incidence and Deaths seem to be equal (Figure 1.1).
· Dara Coan explained that this is partly a result of the scale of the chart.

· It was also explained that that Prevalence is a cumulative number.

· Dara Coan also said that she would check into the accuracy of the chart.

· Rakli Wilburn observed that people with AIDS migrating to SF would also increase the Prevalence number.
· Dara Coan explained that the chart comes from surveillance data.

· Dara Coan highlighted that Figure 1.1 shows number of cases, not rates.

Part #3: History & Context

· Slide 22 – It was emphasized that the vote on the Epi Chapter was to approve the presentation of the information, that the data is a result of the 2005-6 consensus process.

· Slide 24 – The new Prevention Plan will be written in 2008 and published in 2009.
· Slide 26 – Attempting to break the data down from BRPs into ethnic, race, and age groups resulted in groups that were too small to be reliable.

· This is particularly true when attempts were made to put data together from across BRPs; some groups seem plausible but others do not.
· This resulted in data that Willi McFarland and Dara Coan did not have confidence in.

Questions and Comments

· Derrick Mapp suggested that if only BRP data is looked at, then some critical pockets of Incidence among specific ethnic, race, and age groups would be missed.
· He cited Incidence among the Asian Pacific Islander and African American women as examples of groups that could have been missed if only BRP data was used.

· He expressed his support for limiting what is included in the Epi Chapter to data in which there is a high degree of confidence.

· He added, however, that ethnicity, race and age data needs to be available for the Council’s future discussions regarding priority setting.

· Dara Coan noted that this will be explored by the Show Me the Data Committee. 
· Colin Partridge asked about the timescale used when trying to ascertain data by ethnicity, race and age.
· Dara Coan explained that data was reviewed for the 2001-05 period in an attempt to make an estimate for 2006.
· She also explained that some trends could be determined from the data collected, such as the increase among Asian Pacific Islanders, but a comprehensive view wasn’t feasible.
· Israel Nieves-Rivera pointed out that a part of the difficulty is that there is insufficient data about the overall population size of several groups.

· Dara Coan added that Prevalence and Incidence relies on total population size data.

· Ken Pearce asked what can be learned from the earlier over-estimation of projected Incidence numbers among the Transgender population.
· Dara Coan responded that the estimated HIV Incidence percentage rate was fairly accurate, however, the total size of the population was not well understood resulting in the overestimation of the Incidence number.
· The lesson in this, she continued, is the importance of understanding the size of each group’s total population.

· Israel Nieves-Rivera pointed out that Willi McFarland presented the data to the HPPC a number of times, each time refining the data based on questions and comments; as a result he has more data now than in 2001 and can make better estimates.

· In all, he noted, SF may have the best Epi data in the US, perhaps in the world.
Part #4: Presentation of the Epi Chapter

Copies of document entitled, “HIV In San Francisco: Estimated Size of Populations…” (Epi Chapter Update) as well as the presentation entitled, “HIV in San Francisco 2005 Consensus Estimates,” had been distributed to members in advance of the meeting.  Additional copies of both were made available for attendees.  Clare Nolan of Harder & Co conducted the presentation.  Clare pointed out some specific details on the following slides:

· Slide 5 – This chart shows percentages of each BRP but that the populations are of significantly different sizes.

· Slide 9 –HIV Prevalence and Incidence case numbers grew among the SF MSM Non-IDU population, however, the percentage rate of both decreased as a result of growth in the total population of this BRP.
· Slide 10 – HIV Prevalence percentage rate among MSM-IDU is second highest in SF, although declining.

· Slide 11 - The decrease in MTF population size is a result of it being overestimated in 2001.

· Slide 12 – The decrease in non-MSM-IDU is a result of a decrease in the use of heroin.

· Slide 14 – This population has decreased as a result of overestimation in 2001.

· Although the Prevalence and Incidence percentage rates are decreasing, they remain the highest among any BPR in SF.

· Slide 15 – Those at risk among Female non-IDU include those who have male sexual partners who have sex with men, or who have sex with men that inject drugs.
· Slide 20 – Had 2001 rates continued, SF would have 1,300 not 900 new cases in 2006.
Discussion, comments, and question ensued, including the following (by topic)
Means of Transmission: MSM-IDU / Impact of Substance Use
· Michael Discepola suggested the HPPC, and Willi McFarland get a handle on a long-discussed issue of the means of HIV transmission among MSM-IDU; how much is attributable to the use of needles, and how much is a result of sexual behavior while using substances?
· He questioned if the BRP might be changed to MSM-Substance Use.
· Clare Nolan responded by suggesting that the needs are probably not the major source of transmission in this BRP.

· She added that she believes Willi McFarland is already working on this question.
· Michael Discepola highlighted that the source of the risk needs to be clarified.
· Israel Nieves-Rivera pointed out that this BRP is comprised of people who identify as both MSM and IDU and cautioned against reviewing Epi data only as it relates to interventions.
· Clare Nolan suggested this could be referred to the Show Me the Data Committee.
· Isela Gonzales said that the committee is already talking about this issue.
· Michael Discepola suggested that the risk behavior relating to substance use in MSM and MSM-IDU should be identified.

· Dara Coan expressed agreement on the importance that substance use plays in sexual risk behavior, and questioned if discussion of this should be in the Epi Chapter or if it would be sufficient to highlight this in the upcoming Plan document.

· Israel Nieves-Rivera pointed out that the proposed Epi Chapter is an update to the2004 Plan, and is intended as a snapshot of current data.

MSM: Epidemic or Endemic?
· William Bland questioned if MSM is still Epidemic, or if it should be reclassified as Endemic, as the HIV Incidence percentage rate is decreasing.
· Clare Nolan reiterated that while it may be arguable the 2006 numbers in the Epi Chapter are estimates and so it may be premature to change the classification.
· Israel Nieves-Rivera noted that Willi McFarland referred to the ’89-95 period as a “Plateau,” and asked if SF is at another “Plateau?”
· Dara Coan noted Willi McFarland’s conclusion is that Incidence among MSM is Epidemic.
· Clare Nolan added that the Epi Chapter reflects Willi MdFarland’s judgment, including referring to the MSM BRPs as Epidemic.

· She also noted this point was specifically addressed with him.

· Perry Rhodes III questioned changing the term to Endemic based on such a short time period.
· He also suggested looking at a definition of the terms relative to time.

· Derrick Mapp said that he believes there is a term for the interim period between Epidemic and Endemic.
· Both Dara Coan and Clare Nolan indicated that they were unaware of such a term.
· Dara Coan suggested that the conclusion in the Epi Chapter provide some explanation, i.e., that among MSM Incidence has been Epidemic and may be changing to Endemic.
Other

· Ken Pearce questioned the Epi Chapter explains that HIV Incidence among at-risk Female non-IDU is increasing while it is flat when one looks at the whole Female population?
· Clare Nolan explained that this is identified in the footnotes.
· Ken Pearce noted that it is clearer in the presentation than the Epi Chapter.
· William Bland expressed concern that issues raised that are to be addressed later in the Plan writing process could be forgotten or overlooked.

· He suggested publishing a timeline of the various part of the Plan.

· Israel Nieves-Rivera explained that there have been, and will continue to be, updates to parts of the Plan that will be included in the 2009 Plan.
· He added that the proposed update to the Epi Chapter does not, and can not, change the BRPs and allocations established in the 2004 Plan.

· William Bland also questioned referring items discussed to the Show Me the Data Committee, as it has already decided and agreed upon its scope of work for the year.

· In response to Colin Partridge’s question, Clare Nolan explained that the data are estimates for 2006, and is more clearly labeled in the Epi Chapter than the presentation.

· Derrick Mapp observed that among MSM HIV Incidence numbers remained stable although population increased and asked if there is confidence about the percentage rates.

· Clare Nolan responded that there is confidence in the growth of the total population, as well as that there has been a slight decrease in the number of new infections.

· Dara Coan added that the HIV Incidence rate went from 2.2% in 2001 to 1.75% in 2006.

· In response to Emalie Huriaux’s point of clarification, it was noted that Epi data isn’t actually voted on by the HPPC and that approval was being sought on the way the Epi data is presented and explained in the chapter.

· It was also explained that the Council may amend the Epi Chapter and/or delay its vote if there is discomfort with it.

· Perry Rhodes III summarized that the two big concerns being expressed as:
1) Redefining the MSM BRPs to incorporate substance use; and

2) Determination of whether MSM is Epidemic or Endemic.
· He added that these could be referred to the Show Me the Data committee.

The Question was called (Close debate).  The vote to stop discussion was by role call.
	
	Member
	Vote
	Member
	Vote

	
	Shane Anglin
	Yes
	Emalie Huriaux 
	Yes

	
	Michelle Bakken 
	Yes
	Weihaur Lau
	Yes

	
	Jonathan Batiste
	Not present
	Derrick Mapp
	Yes

	
	Bernie Berger
	Yes
	Tei Okamoto
	Yes

	
	William Bland
	No
	Ken Pearce
	Yes

	
	Gayle Burns
	Yes
	Perry Rhodes III
	Yes

	
	Edward Byrom
	Yes
	Jenny Lynn Sarmiento
	Yes

	
	Chadwick Campbell
	Yes
	Gwen Smith
	Yes

	
	David Diaz
	Yes
	Eiko Sugano
	Yes

	
	Michael Discepola
	Yes
	Rakli Wilburn
	Yes

	
	Thomas Ganger
	Yes
	Luke Woodward
	Yes

	
	Isela Gonzalez
	Yes
	Abbie Zimmerman
	Yes

	
	Dee Hampton
	Not present
	
	


The call was approved and discussion was closed.
Part #5: Vote on the Epi Chapter Update

The motion was read: “The Steering Committee moves that the HPPC approve the document, “HIV in San Francisco: Estimated Size of Populations at Risk, HIV Prevalence and HIV Incidence for 2006” as an update to the 2004 Prevention Plan.”

· A point of information was raised regarding if the motion included the points summarized by Perry Rhodes.  It was clarified that since the points were not offered as an amendment and approved by the Council before the Question was called, the vote being conducted is on the original motion.   
The vote was by role call.
	
	Member
	Vote
	Member
	Vote

	
	Shane Anglin
	Abstain
	Emalie Huriaux 
	Yes

	
	Michelle Bakken 
	No
	Weihaur Lau
	Yes

	
	Jonathan Batiste
	Not present
	Derrick Mapp
	Yes

	
	Bernie Berger
	No
	Tei Okamoto
	No

	
	William Bland
	No
	Ken Pearce
	Abstain

	
	Gayle Burns
	No
	Perry Rhodes III
	Yes

	
	Edward Byrom
	No
	Jenny Lynn Sarmiento
	No

	
	Chadwick Campbell
	No
	Gwen Smith
	No

	
	David Diaz
	No
	Eiko Sugano
	No

	
	Michael Discepola
	No
	Rakli Wilburn
	No

	
	Thomas Ganger
	No
	Luke Woodward
	No

	
	Isela Gonzalez
	No
	Abbie Zimmerman
	Yes

	
	Dee Hampton
	Not present
	
	


The motion was defeated.
Motion was made and seconded as follows: The Steering Committee moves that the HPPC approve the document, “HIV in San Francisco: Estimated Size of Populations at Risk, HIV Prevalence and HIV Incidence for 2006 as an update to the 2004 Prevention Plan,” with these issues referred to the Show Me the Data Committee:

3) Redefining the MSM and MSM-IDU BRPs to incorporate substance use; and

4) Determination of whether MSM is Epidemic or Endemic.
Discussion followed.

· William Bland asked if the HPPC can add something to a committee’s scope of work, or if additions to the scope of work required the committee’s approval.

· Israel Nieves-Rivera explained if approved the items being voted on would become part of the committee’s scope of work.
The question was called and seconded.  The vote to close discussion was by roll call.
	
	Member
	Vote
	Member
	Vote

	
	Shane Anglin
	Abstain
	Emalie Huriaux 
	No

	
	Michelle Bakken 
	Yes
	Weihaur Lau
	Yes

	
	Jonathan Batiste
	Not present
	Derrick Mapp
	No

	
	Bernie Berger
	Yes
	Tei Okamoto
	No

	
	William Bland
	No
	Ken Pearce
	No

	
	Gayle Burns
	Yes
	Perry Rhodes III
	Yes

	
	Edward Byrom
	Yes
	Jenny Lynn Sarmiento
	Yes

	
	Chadwick Campbell
	Yes
	Gwen Smith
	No

	
	David Diaz
	No
	Eiko Sugano
	Abstain

	
	Michael Discepola
	Yes
	Rakli Wilburn
	No

	
	Thomas Ganger
	Yes
	Luke Woodward
	Yes

	
	Isela Gonzalez
	Yes
	Abbie Zimmerman
	Yes

	
	Dee Hampton
	Not present
	
	


The vote total was 13 Yes, 8 No, and 2 Abstentions.  The motion was approved.
The motion as amended was reread.  The vote was by role call.
	
	Member
	Vote
	Member
	Vote

	
	Shane Anglin
	Yes
	Emalie Huriaux 
	No

	
	Michelle Bakken 
	Yes
	Weihaur Lau
	Yes

	
	Jonathan Batiste
	Not present
	Derrick Mapp
	Yes

	
	Bernie Berger
	Yes
	Tei Okamoto
	No

	
	William Bland
	No
	Ken Pearce
	Yes

	
	Gayle Burns
	Yes
	Perry Rhodes III
	Yes

	
	Edward Byrom
	Yes
	Jenny Lynn Sarmiento
	Yes

	
	Chadwick Campbell
	Yes
	Gwen Smith
	Yes

	
	David Diaz
	Yes
	Eiko Sugano
	Yes

	
	Michael Discepola
	Yes
	Rakli Wilburn
	No

	
	Thomas Ganger
	Yes
	Luke Woodward
	Yes

	
	Isela Gonzalez
	Yes
	Abbie Zimmerman
	Yes

	
	Dee Hampton
	Not present
	
	


The motion was approved.
Summary, Evaluation, and Closure of Meeting

Gayle Burns reminded members that the 9/13/07 meeting will be a diversity training.  She also thanked the HPS and consultants for their support.  She then reminded members to complete their process evaluation forms.
The meeting adjourned at 6:06 PM.
Minutes prepared by David Weinman.

Minutes reviewed by Eileen Loughran and Israel Nieves-Rivera.
The next HPPC business meeting will be Thursday, May 10, 2007
at the Quaker Meeting House – 65 Ninth Avenue, San Francisco.
The next HPPC business meeting will be held on Thursday, May 10, 2007


3:00 – 6:00 PM


Quaker Meeting House, 65 Ninth St, San Francisco




















1

