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Ken Pearce

Perry Rhodes III


continued…
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David Diaz*
Isela González*
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* - These members notified the Chair of their intended absences in advance of the meeting.
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Michael Paquette
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Nyisha Underwood


Guests:

Debora Allen, UCSF

John Andrews, San Mateo representative, HIV Health Services Planning Council

Mathew Bajko, Bay Area Reporter Newspaper

David Berelli, Leathermen’s Discussion Group

Noah Briones, Walden House

Marshon Darden-Smith, GASA

Jen Hecht, Stop AIDS Project

Jeff Klausner, SFDPH, STD Prevention and Control

Dominique Leslie, Rediscovery Consulting

Victor Nelson, SEPH-COE

Joe Ramirez-Forcer, PRC

Dermond Miller, LSYS

Tatiana Molinar, TL Health

Henry Fisher Raymond, SFDPH, HIV Epidemiology Section

Jen Rohde, State Office of AIDS

Harder + Co.:

Janise Kim

Willow Schrager

David Weinman (Note-taker)
Process Evaluation:

Kathleen Roe
Welcome, Introductions, Announcements, Agenda Changes
Co-Chair Perry Rhodes III called the meeting to order at 3:03 PM.  He explained that there are three HPPC Co-Chairs, two from the community and one representing the San Francisco Department of Public Health (SFDPH), who share responsibilities and rotate meeting facilitation.  He then asked members to introduce themselves and make relevant introductions.
· Jackson Bowman announced that Connect to Protect, a coalition of youth services working on HIV will conduct a think tank to discuss HIV prevention with queer youth.
· For more information contact him or LIFT Bay Area/Connect to Protect.

· Michelle Bakken announced this will be her last meeting as a member of the HPPC but hopes that she will be able to remain involved.
· Perry Rhodes III expressed regret, that he hoped that her difficulties attending meetings could be worked out, adding his respect for whatever she decided.

· Michael Cooley distributed the flyer entitled, “IRISS” a project helping people cope with a new HIV diagnosis; copies are available to absent members upon request.
· Montica Levy announced a drop-in program for Transpeople of color, although open to all.

· This regular service will begin on Saturday 1/10/09.
· Ben Hayes announced an HIV treatment adherence group, including counseling, for African-American men.
· For more information contact the Black Coalition on AIDS.

· Esther Lucero distributed flyers entitled, “Tattooing Our Traditions,” announcing a demonstration of traditional Hawaiian tattooing and a workshop on Meth, 1/17/08 at the Women’s Building; copies are available to absent members upon request.
· For more information contact her at ellelucero@hotmail.com .

· Vasudha Narayanan announced this would be her last meeting as a member of the HPPC, although she will continue on as a community member of the Strategies, Interventions and Evaluation (SIE) Committee.
· Vincent Fuqua announced a joint project among the HPS, Research, and Epidemiology Sections of the AIDS Office testing African-American MsM which will provide a greater understanding of the epidemic in SF.
1. Review and Approval of Minutes from 12/11/2008
Motion was made by Ben Hayes and seconded by Yavanté Thomas-Guess to approve the minutes from the 12/11/08 meeting.  No discussion was offered.  The vote was by roll call as follows:
	
	Member
	Vote
	Member
	Vote

	
	Pedro Arista
	Yes
	Weihaur Lau
	Yes

	
	Michelle Bakken
	Yes
	Montica Levy
	Yes

	
	Jonathan Batiste
	Yes
	Esther Lucero
	Yes

	
	Jackson Bowman
	Yes
	Steve Muchnick
	Abstain

	
	Gayle Burns
	Yes
	Vasudha Narayanan
	Yes

	
	Bartholomew Casimir
	Yes
	John Newmeyer
	Yes

	
	Ed Chitty
	Yes
	Kyriell Noon
	Yes

	
	Carla Clynes
	Yes
	Ken Pearce
	Yes

	
	Grant Colfax
	Yes
	Perry Rhodes III
	Yes

	
	Michael Cooley
	Yes
	Jenny Lynn Sarmiento
	Yes

	
	Michael Discepola
	Yes
	Gwen Smith
	Yes

	
	Lauren Enteen
	Yes
	Frank Strona
	Yes

	
	Celia Gomez
	Yes
	Yavanté Thomas-Guess
	Yes

	
	Ben Hayes
	Yes
	Tonya Williams
	Yes

	
	Demetrius Johnson
	Yes
	Luke Woodward
	Yes

	
	Tom Kennedy
	Yes
	
	


The minutes from the 12/11/08 HPPC meeting were approved with one abstention.

2. General Public Comment

Perry Rhodes III explained that four people had asked to address the Council and that each would be given three minutes to do so.
Michael Paquette from the HPS distributed palm cards entitled, “GRATITUDE” announcing an event sponsored by the SFDPH HIV Research Section to show appreciation for supporters of previous studies and to kick off the Prepare study.

· The event is to be on 1/16/08, beginning at 6:00 PM, at the Lookout, 16th & Noe.
· Additional information is available at www.preparesf.org .

Jeff Klausner, Director of the SFDPH Sexually Transmitted Diseases (STD) Prevention and Control Section spoke next with comments that included the following.
· The STD Prevention and Control Section and the HPS work closely together and share a number of goals as well as tools to promote sexual health.

· He distributed copies of the editorial entitled, “Frequency of Syphilis Testing in HIV-Infected Patients,” by Jeffrey D. Klausner, MD, MPH, “Sexually Transmitted Diseases,” February 2009, Vol. 36, No. 2.

· He underscored that 2008 saw a resurgence of Syphilis among HIV(+) Males who have Sex with Males (MsM ) in SF with rates about equal to those of 2004, which were the highest in 15 years.

· HIV providers should be aware of the current recommendations for the frequency of Syphilis testing among HIV(+) MsM.

· On 1/13/09 the CDC will release 2007 surveillance data on STDs, which will show Chlamydia, Gonorrhea and Syphilis at all time highs.
· This is accompanied by an increase in birth defects resulting from these STDs.

· Members can get the monthly SF STD reports sent directly to them by email or from the website www.sfcdcp.org . 

Sarah Colvario spoke as a member of the Transgender Advisory Group; she is also an employee of the SFDPH Epidemiology Section.  Her comments included the following.
· The HPPC’s action at its 12/11/08 meeting to send Transmen’s inclusion in the Behavioral Risk Population (BRP) relating to MsM back to committee for re-examination is alarming.
· Any man having sex with another man should be considered to be engaged in high risk behavior and to not include Transmen could easily be misconstrued.

· The HPPC should, therefore, include Transmen in the MsM BRP.

David Berelli of the Leathermen’s Discussion Group in SF addressed the Council regarding Hepatitis C.  His comments included the following.

· Hepatitis C could be the next epidemic among MsM in SF.

· On 1/27/09 there will be a community forum on Hepatitis C at the Lesbian, Gay, Transgender, Bisexual Center highlighting the problems of co-infection with HIV and a discussion on the sexual transmission of HCV.

· People were directed to Council member Frank Strona for more information.
3. Members Response to Public Comment
· Frank Strona explained that the HPS and STD Prevention and Control Sections have been supportive of the community efforts raising the level of discussion on Hepatitis C and HIV; although the 1/27/09 is a grassroots effort not sponsored by the SFDPH.
· He added that an email would be sent to members with details of this event.

· John Newmeyer asked about the primary means of transmission of Hepatitis C among MsM and if the majority are HIV(+).
· Frank Strona said that part of the purpose of the forum is to raise these sorts of questions; to determine the details of sexual activities involved when the research refers to sexual transmission.

· He noted that Kaiser will present the details of some of its preliminary research which covers some of these topics.
4 HPPC Co-Chairs/Steering Committee Written Report
Perry Rhodes III drew members’ attention to the Co-Chairs/Steering Committee’s written report, copies of which were sent to all members and were available at the meeting.
· He noted that a copy of the HPPC’s Attendance Policy was attached.

· He also pointed out that at the last meeting there was some confusion about the Council’s adherence to Robert’s Rules of Order (ROO) as regards to an amendment offered to Show Me The Data Committee’s motion.

· He pointed out that a summary of ROO procedures are with each member’s packet of information at every Council meeting.
· Perry Rhodes III then explained the Parking Lot has been delayed this year due to preparing the 2010 Plan.

5 Membership Profiles
Tonya Williams, Co-Chair of the Membership/Community Liaison (M/CL) Committee, distributed copies of the booklet entitled, “HPPC Member Profiles 2008/2009,” copies of which are available to absent members upon request and were available at the meeting.

· She explained that the M/CL Committee had received 49 responses for their requests for information from members and support personnel.
· She highlighted some of the responses to the questions comprising the profiles.
The attendees expressed their appreciation for the M/CL Committee’s work with applause.

6 Review & Approval of the Evaluation Chapter of the HIV Prevention Plan
Weihaur Lau and Dara Geckeler facilitated the presentation entitled, “Evaluation Chapter for the 2010 HIV Prevention Plan,” copies of which were sent to all members in advance of the meeting and were available at the meeting.  Their additional comments included the following.
· Slide 3 –Dara pointed out that several members of the 2004 Strategic Evaluation Committee were present at today’s meeting and still on the Council.
· The 2004 Committee produced, and the HPPC approved, a vision summarized in the document entitled, “Changing the Culture of Evaluation in San Francisco HIV Prevention,” copies of which were distributed, and are available to absent members upon request.

· That Committee envisioned development of evaluation as a collaborative means of improving prevention efforts rather than as a punitive exercise.
· San Francisco Tells our Real Experience through Evaluation (STOREE) produced the first draft of this chapter using the principles from the 2004 Committee.
· 2008 Strategies, Interventions & Evaluation (SIE) Committee reviewed the STOREE group’s work, adapted it for the 2010 HIV Prevention Plan, and presented it to the Steering Committee.
· Members’ attention was particularly drawn to the “Feedback Loop” which is included with the 2004 document, “Changing the Culture of Evaluation… “ and is a key component of the Evaluation Chapter.

· It is also demonstrated in the process by which the chapter was written where the work from the ’04 Plan was reviewed, refined and improved through various types of input and an improved version to be included in the 2010 Plan document.
· Slide 4 – The chapter should be valuable to those at all levels of program involvement.
Slide 5 – Provides an explanation of Continuous Quality Improvement (CQI), which has the goal of on-going program enhancement based on what is learned from evaluation(s).
· Side Note - The chapter’s layout will be graphically more interesting in its final form than the draft as presented.
Slide 7 – The accomplishments since the 2004 Plan are in total too numerous to list, these highlight the prioritized tasks; results can be found at www.SFHIV.org.
Comment & Discussion
· Several members complimented the Committee and support staff on how well the chapter is written, organized and presented.

· Frank Strona pointed out that this way of looking at evaluation, as a creative tool rather than a punitive one, is the culmination of many years of work.

· Demetrius Johnson asked what tools will be used for evaluation.

· Weihaur Lau explained it would be comprised of Process, Outcome, and Impact Evaluation.

· Pedro Arista indicated that we need to find ways to continue a dialogue on these principles when the Request For Proposals (RFP) is issued.

· Montica Levy asked about the “Consensus data process.”
· Dara Geckeler explained that this is the process that takes place every five years wherein epidemiological data from numerous sources is drawn together and estimates on the number of new infections is agreed upon by a number of experts.

· Steve Muchnick suggested that the vision statement in Section Five, which is excellent, is buried at the end of the document, and that it might be better at the beginning of the chapter and perhaps repeated in Section Five.
· Grant Colfax explained that a motion could be amended but urged such be reserved for substantial changes.
· He noted that all members could suggest amendments of small changes – beyond correcting typos and grammar – but then the plan would never be done.
· He suggested that the big picture is whether one can live with the current chapter, or does it actually hurt HPPC prevention efforts in SF.
· Jonathan Batiste and Bartholomew Casimir asked if this would be the Council’s final review of this chapter?
· Grant Colfax and Perry Rhodes III explained that if accepted, other than formatting and perhaps some word-smithing, nothing would be put in or taken out of this chapter.

· Tracey Packer noted that members’ comments are encouraged, pointing out that not all comments are suggestions for change but rather for clarification or support.

· She also reminded members that discussion on the chapter is positive in that it will prepare the Council for later discussions with the community and providers.

· Steve Muchnick explained that it was not his intention to send the chapter back to the Committee but that he thought that the vision should be at the beginning.
· Yavanté Thomas-Guess suggested moving the vision to the front of the chapter is really just formatting.
· Bartholomew Casimir questioned if the Committee could just accept the revision.
· Demetrius Johnson said that he wanted to be sure that he wasn’t voting on specific evaluation tools, which Weihaur confirmed.
· Vasudha Narayanan pointed out that the introduction is yet to be written, and something like the vision has a natural place in the introduction.
· Steve Muchnick indicated that such placement would be fine with him.

· Perry Rhodes III checked with Tracey Packer in her Ex-officio role that taking this input about the introduction isn’t improper; and she confirmed that it was not.
· Steve Muchnick then suggested the last sentence in Section 1, Sub-Section Project STOREE: Guiding Principles, Item 6, (page 10), which reads, “…the HPPC strongly supports putting in place methods to assess program effectiveness that are useful, rigorous, and practical.” should be a lead or introductory statement rather than buried at the end of this item.
· Michael Cooley suggested accepting the paragraph as written would save the document from being returned to the Committee.

· Tracey Packer suggested the recommendation which is valuable input, be to incorporate this principle into the chapter’s introduction.
· Steve Muchnick indicated that this would be acceptable.

· Tom Kennedy explained to new members that when there is a motion of the floor they can: make a comment / ask a question; speak in favor or against the motion; or offer an amendment – which would require a second or it fails.

· Perry Rhodes III noted that Tom Kennedy is part of the M/CL Committee which works to ensure new members are comfortable with the HPPC’s procedures.

Ed Chitty called the question.  The Chair noting no objection closed discussion and conducted the roll call vote as follows.

	
	Member
	Vote
	Member
	Vote

	
	Pedro Arista
	Yes
	Weihaur Lau
	Yes

	
	Michelle Bakken
	Yes
	Montica Levy
	Yes

	
	Jonathan Batiste
	Yes
	Esther Lucero
	Yes

	
	Jackson Bowman
	Yes
	Steve Muchnick
	Yes

	
	Gayle Burns
	Yes
	Vasudha Narayanan
	Yes

	
	Bartholomew Casimir
	Yes
	John Newmeyer
	Yes

	
	Ed Chitty
	Yes
	Kyriell Noon
	Yes

	
	Carla Clynes
	Yes
	Ken Pearce
	Yes

	
	Grant Colfax
	Yes
	Perry Rhodes III
	Yes

	
	Michael Cooley
	Yes
	Jenny Lynn Sarmiento
	Yes

	
	Michael Discepola
	Not present
	Gwen Smith
	Yes

	
	Lauren Enteen
	Yes
	Frank Strona
	Yes

	
	Celia Gomez
	Yes
	Yavanté Thomas-Guess
	Yes

	
	Ben Hayes
	Yes
	Tonya Williams
	Yes

	
	Demetrius Johnson
	Yes
	Luke Woodward
	Yes

	
	Tom Kennedy
	Yes
	
	


The motion to accept the Evaluation Chapter as proposed by the SIE Committee was approved unanimously.  The result of the vote was met with applause.
7 Update of HIV in San Francisco 
Perry Rhodes III introduced Henry Fisher Raymond of the SFDPH HIV Epidemiology Section to facilitate the presentation entitled, “HIV Update 1/8/2009” copies of which were sent to all members in advance of the meeting and were available at the meeting.  His additional comments included the following.
· Slide 3 - STDs (Sexually Transmitted infections-STIs) are considered a leading indicator for HIV.
· Slide 10 – Highlights how the epidemic in SF differs from that of the nation as a whole.
Slide 11 – There are some subpopulations that are so small that reporting the actual numbers could jeopardize people’s privacy.
· Slide 13 – NHBS is National HIV Behavioral Study

· These are percentages not numbers.

· The Native Americans group had five HIV(+) people out of a total of a sample of 16.
Slide 14 – The huge drop shown among African-Americans under 30 may be a result of an artifact in the sampling and the truth is probably a much more shallow decrease.
· Slide 15 – There are only two data points, which is not enough to base projections on.

· One theory is that over time prevalence will merge to one level among the groups.
· Slide 18 – Prevention for females who have sex with Males (FsM) is probably prevention for MsM due to crossover.
Slide 20 – These are some of the ideas being researched as further or more sophisticated interventions.
Slide 21 – The four factors pushing African-American to date each other: 1) They are the least desirable to other ethnic/racial groups; 2) They are perceived to be most at risk for HIV; 3) They make up the fewest members of other ethnic/racial groups’ friendship networks; and 4) They are the hardest to meet.
Slide 22 – Not all AIDS diagnoses are the same; a radical drop in CD4 cells shortly after infection may be common and can cause an early AIDS diagnosis. 
· Slide 23-25 –The Epidemiology Section conducted a survey of 1200 MsM to determine what accommodations in behavior MsM are making based on their HIV status as well as based on what they know of their partner(s)’s status.
· Serosorting is “iffy” particularly with only 40% using it as a harm reduction strategy.
Slide 27 – Shows the intention is to reduce risk, but that the strategy isn’t working.
Slide 28-29 – Syndemics includes the idea that individuals with one or more psychosocial health problem are more likely to have several, or other, health problems.
Attendees expressed their appreciation for Henry Raymond’s presentation with applause.
Questions and Discussion

· In response to a question Henry Raymond explained that the bulk of the Transgender group reported on are Transwomen, but the total may also have included Transmen.

· In response to a question from Michael Cooley, Henry Raymond explained that SF and East Bay Counties exchange data about those living in one and testing in the other.
· Michael Cooley questioned the high percentage of African-American MsM late testers.

· The number late of testers, Henry Raymond commented, often depends on definitions and investigation has to go into verifying that situations are analogous.
· Ben Hayes asked if policy or testing changes might explain the changes in Prevalence among African-Americans between 2004 and 2008.
· Henry Raymond noted that it would require pulling together and comparing data between those two times to see what might have changed, but that he was unaware of any major policy or testing change impacting that community.
· Montica Levy asked if late testers’ first HIV test must be after their AIDS diagnosis.
· Henry Raymond said that in theory the test could be on either side of the diagnosis; but that it is not that straight-forward.
· An AIDS diagnosis is a label, he explained, for certain clinical conditions (such as very low CD4 cell count) that often are obtained without the disease’s actual progression; but once a patient demonstrates such symptoms the label applied and cannot be undone.
· By many definitions anyone whose first HIV(+) test result is within a year of an AIDS defining symptom is a late tester; however, not all of these instances are actual AIDS cases.

· For instance, shortly after infection many people experience a significant drop in their CD4 cell count, if that is tested during such a drop they could be diagnosed with AIDS and their first HIV(+) test could be shortly before or after the CD4 cell count and so they would be counted as a late tester.
· In response to Montica Levy’s question about seroadaptation, Henry Raymond said the data reports on how men respond to their belief about their partner’s HIV status.

· Their use of condoms, he added in response to her follow-up, only relates to anal sex.
· She then remarked that Syndemic health problems discussed are immutable because they are in the past, which Henry Raymond confirmed.
· Grant Colfax pointed out that some of the data is very reliable, such as the HIV and AIDS recording, whereas some is research ideas and/or data we can not be certain of.

· He pointed out that two data points are insufficient to base conclusions on and that three data points are really the least needed.
· Gayle Burns asked about the AIDS Case Reporting (Slides 10 - 11) noting that the Native-American numbers are lower that documented elsewhere.

· Tracey Packer explained the HPPC’s concern about late testers is that it seems to indicate we weren’t getting tests to some people, and we want to determine who.

· It appeared that about 40% of people with AIDS diagnoses had tested late.

· Last year, she explained, we conducted an assessment which also indicated that not as many people were, in fact, testing late as the statistics were indicating.

· Ed Chitty asked about the SFDPH definition of late tester.

· Henry Fisher Raymond explained that SF uses a more precise definition and a very complex formula than the CDC to determine if someone is a late tester; he suggested contacting Sandra Schwarcz for details. 

· John Newmeyer asked if some of the strategies of seroadaptation included mutual masturbation of one type or another.
· Henry Raymond said that they didn’t collect data on this choice.

· John Newmeyer noted that “No Strategy” was much larger for the seropositive than the seronegative respondents and suggested that mutual masturbation may account for some of this.

· Carla Clynes expressed concern that data on people who don’t identify as gay may be missed.

· Henry Raymond explained that the surveys do not ask people to define their sexual orientation.

· Montica Levy asked why Transwomen aren’t included in the data regarding seroadaptation.
· Henry Raymond explained that the data comes from a study on MsM.
· He added that he would very much like to do similar studies with Transwomen, but there is no funding available.
· Perry Rhodes III noted that the most recent study presented to the HPPC on Transwomen was done by JoAnne Keatley, MSW and Jae Sevelius, Ph.D. He also mentioned Kristen Clements-Nolle’s Transgender Community Health Project (TCHP)
· Grant Colfax noted that the seroadaptation studies report on what people claim to be their strategies to reduce risk, but we have no way of knowing if - or how often - these are actually used.

· Jonathan Batiste questioned if the data is reliable in that there are so many places where MsM connect that are never visited by survey takers from the SFDPH.
· Henry Fisher explained that study data doesn’t just come from surveys taken outside of bars on Castro and that they get a good representation of all ethnic groups in SF.
· Jonathan Batiste suggested that getting data from some, less open, populations requires establishing relationships in the community.

· Esther Lucero suggested caution regarding prevalence percentages in small population.
· She added that she found it troubling that a high percentage of people believe African-American men were more likely to be HIV(+) than other ethnic/racial groups.

· As an aside she noted that she found the graph difficult to read because it was in black and white; although it was a little easier when projected.
· Yavanté Thomas-Guess pointed out that the CDC lumps MTF together with males and don’t see separate categories at all.

· Henry Raymond added that CDC has yet to catch up with SF, and elsewhere, as regards the entire Transgender population.

The attendees expressed their appreciation to Henry Fisher Raymond with applause.

Next Steps

Willow Schrager of Harder & Co distributed the document entitled, “Epidemiology Chapter Framework Outline,” copies of which are available to absent members upon request.  She provided explanation including the following.

· The Epidemiology Chapter of the 2010 HIV Prevention Plan will be somewhat different than that of the 2004 Plan.

· The distributed document provides a framework for the new chapter, which will be presented to the Council in April of this year.

· Some of the changes are based on guidance from CDC.
· It will be an integrated chapter of prevention and care and is being worked on by the Points of Integration (POI) Committee, the joint committee of the respective Councils.
The attendees expressed their appreciation for Willow Schrager’s comments with applause.

Public Comment

John Andrews of the San Mateo HIV Prevention Council and the HIV Health Services Council asked if the SFDPH HIV Epidemiology Section will be looking at non-Psychosocial factors, such as poverty and racism, relating to Syndemics.

· Henry Raymond indicated that everything is up for investigation.
· John Andrews then asked about people who cross county lines, having social interactions in one county but living in another, or living in one and getting services in another, etc.
· Henry Raymond indicated that they have some information available on residents of San Mateo County who play in SF.
The attendees expressed their appreciation for John Andrews comments with applause.
8 Next Steps
Perry Rhodes III invited members and the public to make additional comments, none were offered.
9 Summary, Evaluation, and Closure of Meeting

Perry Rhodes III thanked participants, Council members, and the public for their participation.  He also reminded members to fill in their evaluation forms.
10 Adjournment

The meeting adjourned at 5:58 PM.

Minutes prepared by David Weinman and reviewed by Eileen Loughran, Michael Paquette, and Israel-Nieves-Rivera.
The next HPPC meeting will be Thursday, February 12, 2009 
at the Quaker Meeting House, 65 Ninth Street, San Francisco
The next HPPC business meeting will be held on Thursday, February 12, 2009


3:00 – 6:00 PM


Quaker Meeting House, 65 9th St. (between Market & Mission), San Francisco.
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