HIV PREVENTION PLANNING COUNCIL (HPPC)

Minutes

March

March 12, 2009



HPPC Members Present:
Pedro Arista

Jonathan Batiste
Jackson Bowman

Gayle Burns

Bartholomew Casimir

Ed Chitty

Carla Clynes
Grant Colfax

Michael Cooley

David Diaz
Michael Discepola

Lauren Enteen

Dennis Flemming, ex officio

Celia Gomez

Isela González

Ben Hayes
Demetrius Johnson

Tom Kennedy

Ming Ming Kwan

Weihaur Lau

Montica Levy 

Tatiana Molinar

Steve Muchnick

John Newmeyer

Kyriell Noon

Tei Okamoto


continued …
Ken Pearce

Perry Rhodes III
Jenny Lynn Sarmiento

Gwen Smith

Frank Strona

Yavanté Thomas-Guess
Tonya Williams

Luke Woodward
HPPC Members Absent:
Keith Folger*

Esther Lucero*

Tracey Packer, Ex-officio*

* - These members notified the Chair of their intended absences in advance of the meeting.
HIV Prevention Section (HPS):

Vincent Fuqua

Betty Chan Lew

Eileen Loughran
John Pabustan

Michael Paquette

Jenna Rapues
Process Evaluation:

Kathleen Roe

Guests: 

Debora Allen, UCSF
Ari Max Bachrach

Beck

Jay Davis

Demetrius

Greg Ford, Stop AIDS

David Gonzalez, SF LGBT Center

Kevin Jefferson, Committee Member
Jenn Hecht, Stop AIDS Project

Qian Li, Trans: Thrive/Community

Omega Rave, SF LGBT Center

Jae Sevelius, UCSF/CAPS

Anne Smogur-Saldiors,

Davey Shlasko, TEEI/Community

Tee J. Tagor, Youth in Focus

Hale Thompson

Jose Gabriel Tungol
John Michael Wall
Sean Saifa M. Wall

Jay Williams, New Leaf/Dimensions
Nyisha Underwood

Harder + Co.:

Willow Schrager
David Weinman (Note-taker)
Welcome, Introductions, Announcements, Agenda Changes

Co-Chair Grant Colfax called the meeting to order at 3:04 PM.  He explained that the agenda was full and that the Co-Chairs had agreed to limit each member to two questions after each presentation; additional remarks should be submitted in writing by use of the provided index cards.  He also reminded members of the importance of reviewing materials in advance of meetings.  He explained that the HPPC is a planning body that sets priorities but it does not have a direct role in determining programs’ funding, which is done by the HIV Prevention Section (HPS).  He then asked members to introduce themselves and make appropriate announcements.

· Frank Strona reminded members of the April 18th kick-off event for STD Month at the former Tower Records on Market at Noe.

· Jackson Bowman made available flyers announcing “Self Lovefest” a free health fair for LGBTIQQ youth at the Eureka Valley Recreation Center 3/28/09 from 2:00-5:00 PM.

· Ken Pearce announced a memorial for Martin Delany 3/14/09 hosted by Project Inform.

· Carla Clynes announced that the annual Miss and Mr. Gay Safe Latino event will be held 6/17/09 at Herbst Theatre, more information will be forthcoming.

1. Review and Approval of Minutes from 2/12/2009

Motion was made by Gayle Burns and seconded by Frank Strona to approve the minutes from the 2/12/08 meeting. 

· Bartholomew Casimir noted that reference should be to John, not Don, Peterson (page 8).

No further discussion was offered.  The vote was by roll call as follows:

	
	Member
	Vote
	Member
	Vote

	
	Pedro Arista
	Yes
	Ming Ming Kwan
	Yes

	
	Jonathan Batiste
	Not present
	Weihaur Lau
	Yes

	
	Jackson Bowman
	Yes
	Montica Levy
	Yes

	
	Gayle Burns
	Yes
	Tatiana Molinar
	Yes

	
	Bartholomew Casimir
	Yes
	Steve Muchnick
	Yes

	
	Ed Chitty
	Yes
	John Newmeyer
	Yes

	
	Carla Clynes
	Yes
	Kyriell Noon
	Yes

	
	Grant Colfax
	Yes
	Tei Okamoto
	Yes

	
	Michael Cooley
	Yes
	Ken Pearce
	Yes

	
	David Diaz
	Yes
	Perry Rhodes III
	Yes

	
	Michael Discepola
	Yes
	Jenny Lynn Sarmiento
	Yes

	
	Lauren Enteen
	Yes
	Gwen Smith
	Yes

	
	Celia Gomez
	Yes
	Frank Strona
	Yes

	
	Isela González
	Yes
	Yavanté Thomas-Guess
	Yes

	
	Ben Hayes
	Yes
	Tonya Williams
	Yes

	
	Demetrius Johnson
	Yes
	Luke Woodward
	Yes

	
	Tom Kennedy
	Yes
	
	


The minutes were approved as corrected for the 2/12/09 HPPC meeting.

2. General Public Comment

The public offered the following comments.

Qian Lee with Trans:  Thrive spoke in favor of including TransMen who have sex with Men (TMsM) being included in the Men who have sex with Men (MsM) Behavioral Risk Population #1 (BRP-1) with remarks that included the following.

· He is among the group of TMsM that socializes and plays in MsM spaces.

· Like many others he does so without disclosing that he is a Transmale who has sex with other men.

· Many Transmen play in Gay men’s sexual networks as a way of affirming their masculinity.

· Gay men’s healthcare providers tend to be hostile and/or ignorant to Transmen’s needs, bodies, and backgrounds and so are often avoided.

Qian Lee’s comments were met with applause.

Tee J. Tagor with Youth In Focus spoke in support of TMsM’s inclusion in BRP-1.

· He worked on two research projects among young people including working with Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual and Transgender (LGBT) youth on healthcare issues.

· Transmale youth are often turned away from services for MsM, including HIV testing, because they are not seen as being at high risk.

· In sexual situations Transmen are pressured into unsafe sexual behavior and are often told they are not at risk.

Tee J. Tagor’s comments were met with applause.

Kevin Jefferson addressed the Council as a Transmale member of the community.

· He explained that he has sexual relations with men of all HIV statuses.

· He has used Post Exposure Prophylaxis (PEP) treatment and has tested at MsM service providers, but has done so in “Stealth Mode” – without discussing that he is a Transmale.

· A positive result, he noted, would not be posted as a diagnosis given to a Transman.

· Integrating services for TMsM with MsM would be an opportunity to provide education to healthcare and prevention providers; Gay and other MsM; and Transmen who identify and live within the Gay community.

Kevin Jefferson’s comments were met with applause.

Beck, Program Director at the LGBT Center spoke about HIV risk among SF Transmale youth.

·  There is an epidemic of homelessness, a lack of access to HIV prevention and care services, and few employment opportunities for Transmale youth in SF.

· Like other Transmen he has had negative experiences with medical and care providers.

· Transmale youth do not have the support needed to transition to healthy adulthood.

Beck’s comments were met with applause.

Davey Shlasko, Employment Specialist at the Transgender Empowerment Project read a statement from a community member unable to be present that included the following.

· The author is a 41 year-old TMsM and former sex-worker.

· There are clients who have, and still do, pay extra to have unprotected sex with Transmen sex workers, putting them in the position of eating today or being HIV free.

· Although clients often will promise not to penetrate accidents are common.

· Due to a lack of data TMsM are considered low-risk resulting in others thinking it is OK to engage in high-risk behavior with them.

· People only get tested where they feel comfortable; therefore, TMsM’s discomfort has serious health ramifications including for HIV, and services are needed for this group.

Davey Shlasko’s comments were met with applause.

Omega Rae from the LGBT Center spoke in favor of including TMsM in BRP-1.

· TMsM are told that they are not at risk, even when having sex with as many partners as other MsM.

· It is difficult accessing services and often requires educating providers to get service.

· Even when trying to get HIV tests Transmen are often told they are not at risk. 

Omega Rae’s comments were met with applause

Greg Ford Project Coordinator with the Stop AIDS Project remarks included the following.

· He works with men 40+ year-old Gay men, a group who are among those with the highest seroprevelance and at the highest risk for HIV.

· Research data shows that a lack of social connection contributes greatly to risk behavior among men in this age group.

· In response the Stop AIDS Project sponsors a number of discussion groups and the like.

· He has also organized “The Castro Supper Club” a dinner at participating restaurants as a way of bringing men together in a culturally appropriate social atmosphere.

· He distributed the flyer entitled, “The Castro Supper Club” explaining the program, copies of which are available to absent members upon request.

Greg Ford’s comments were met with applause.

Jay Davis, a community member spoke in favor of including TMsM in BRP-1.

· As a Transman he has had uncomfortable experiences trying to get tested, including at Magnet.

· In discussions with friends he finds that others have also been uncomfortable and chose not to be tested again rather than be subjected to feeling that way.

· He expressed his hope that the Council will vote to keep everyone protected.

Jay Davis’s remarks were met with applause.

Jay Williams a volunteer at New Leaf Services spoke in favor of TMsM’s inclusion in BRP-1.

· He has worked in HIV prevention services for about 20 years.

· He has nonetheless had difficultly getting an HIV test, including when first transitioning because he sounded too feminine to get services at programs for MsM; and then being shunned because of who he has sex with at programs for Lesbians.

· There is a lot of prejudice against TMsM.

· There is no safe-space for Transmen to get services leading to them not getting tested.

· Getting tested and other services is even more difficult for young Transmen because they don’t have experience working with available services.

Jay Williams’ remarks were met with applause.

Jay Sevelius, Assistant Professor at the UCSF Center for AIDS Prevention Studies, a Center of Excellence (COE) for Trans HIV prevention, spoke in favor of including TMsM in BRP-1.

· Jay conducted a national study of TMsM, the data from which corroborates the information that will be presented later in the Rapid Assessment Project (RAP).

· This includes that TMsM are: engaging in high-risk behavior; seeking services at MsM programs; not being well served due to insufficient data collection and a lack of cultural competence; included in Surveillance data as MsM; and do not get accurate prevention information from service providers.

· This is a rare opportunity to intervene where we know there is risk behavior but before we see high Incidence.

Jay Sevelius’s remarks were met with applause.

3. Members’ Response to Public Comment

In addition to consistent expressions of thanks and admiration for the bravery of the public’s remarks, members’ comments included the following.
· Steve Muchnick remarked that it is apparent that there is need for a great deal of MsM provider education about Transmen.

· Yavanté Thomas-Guess noted that the Show Me The Data (SMTD) Committee and the HPPC have been struggling with issues relating to TMsM for over a year.

· Isela González expressed her hope that members take the public comment into consideration when voting on the SMTD Committee’s recommendations.

· Ed Chitty noted that Kaiser has a program for Transmen and Transwomen.

· He also invited community members to submit articles about TMsM issues for Kaiser’s “HIV Update” noting that this story needs to be told because people don’t understand the risk or pressures Transmen experience.

· Tonya Williams remarked that the difficulties described are particularly sad because it is going on in SF adding that SF should take the lead.

· Perry Rhodes III explained that there are places where Transmen can get free HIV testing, including at the AIDS Health Project where he is Site Supervisor.

· He added that they are working on making it a comfortable situation for Transmen, and that if anyone’s experience is uncomfortable to let him know.

· He added that he is proud of the community’s response to the HPPC’s deliberations.

· He underscored that this is what people should do and what community planning is about.

Perry Rhodes III’s remarks were met with applause.

· Frank Strona noted that he works with the SFDPH STD Prevention and Control Section and invited members of the Transmen’s community to contact him directly if they have a bad experience at City Clinic services, and he will follow up on it.

· He also explained other options for being tested, including use of STD.org, Thursday nights 7:00-10:00 PM at Gotham Tattoo, and on 4/18/09 all people can be tested (as mentioned above).

· He added that his focus is to ensure that people know where they can get tested and that, in fact, they can be tested without obstacle.

· Luke Woodward expressed his pride for the comments adding that this is an opportunity to make progress regarding HIV prevention within the Transmale community.

· He added that the RAP data will underscore the need for prevention services.

· Carla Clynes noted that her organization has testing available for Transmen on Tuesdays. She asked that anyone seeking services Contact her directly at IFR.
· Bartholomew Casimir encouraged community members to also take their articulate testimony to the CARE Council (HIV Health Services Planning Council – HHSPC)

4. HPPC Co-Chairs/Steering Committee Written Report

Grant Colfax drew members’ attention to the Co-Chairs written report of 3/12/09. 

5. Review & Approval of the Show Me the Data Committee (SMTD) Recommendations

Grant Colfax provided background on this item including that in December 2008 the Council voted to return to the Committee the part of its recommendation that had TMsM as part of BRP-1.  He underscored that the vote was not to exclude TMsM from the Priority Setting and Resource Allocation Models, but for the SMTD Committee give further thought to where TMsM fit best.  He explained that the presentation that was to follow was the SMTD Committee’s report back to the Council including its recommendations regarding TMsM.

He noted that the presentation entitled, “Show Me the Data (SMTD) Resource Allocation / TMsM,” had been emailed to all members and that copies were available at the meeting.  He pointed out that it was in two parts: 1) Priority Setting; and 2) Resource Allocation, each having its own motion for the Council’s consideration.  He then explained that the Co-Chairs and Steering Committee request an “Up or down” vote, without amendment, on these motions.

PRIORITY SETTING

Grant Colfax introduced Willow Schrager and STMD community member Jose Gabriel Tungol to conduct the first part of the presentation.  In addition to the written presentation their comments included the following.

· Willow Schrager has been consulting to the Committee since its inception in 2007 and was asked to participate in the presentation and provide her unique historical perspective.

· Slide 5 – reference was made to the document, “Draft 2010 Priority Setting Model,” which was emailed to all members prior to the meeting and was available at the meeting.

· Slide 10 – The change of separating Transmales and Transfemales was discussed with and agreed upon by the Transgender Advisory Group (TAG).

· Slide 19-24 – These considerations were in response to the Council’s concerns and request that the SMTD Committee revisit its recommendation regarding TMsM.

· Slide 22 – Co-factors would have to be explored because Drivers would not apply.

· Slide 26 – Some behavioral data will also be included in the Community Assessment Chapter 

MOTION ONE:  The SMTD Committee moves that the HPPC approve the inclusion of TMsM with the MsM BRP in the 2010 Priority Setting Model.

The attendees expressed their appreciation for the presentation with applause.

Discussion and Comment from Members

Members thanked the SMTD Committee for all of the work that went into the presentation and recommendation.  Their additional comments included the following.

· Tonya William expressed that the presentation made the SMTD Committee’s recommendation clear to her and that she supports it.

· Bartholomew Casimir asked if being in BRP-6 would mean that TMsM was less important.

· Willow explained that a weakness of putting TMsM in BRP-6 is that they would not be with those practicing the same behavior and/or sharing the same sexual network with them.

· In response to Bartholomew Casimir’s concern Willow Schrager noted that separate data could be collected on TMsM in either BRP-1 or BRP-6.

· Michael Cooley expressed support for the recommendation because services need to be readily available to this population.

· He nonetheless noted concern with including this population in the highest risk group.

· He suggested that while this may not be a perfect solution, it is a good one.

· Michael Discepola agreed that this is good if not a perfect solution.

· He added that he does not believe that TMsM belongs in BRP-1 explaining that being included in the BRP with the highest Incidence makes it look as if TMsM has a high incidence; however, we don’t know if that is true.

· He noted that would not stand in the way of the Council accepting the Committee’s recommendation, recognizing how difficult it is to find a better model.

· Pedro Arista asked why we aren’t getting the epidemiology data on TMsM currently.

· Willow Schrager explained that previously Transmen and Transwomen were together.

· She added that with the implementation of Core Variables data is being collected; however, the process is as yet too new to provide the data we need.

· Isela González explained that in December she voted against including TMsM in BRP-1 because she thought it more appropriate to put TMsM in a Special Considerations Box.

· The box, she noted, is intended for groups that we don’t have enough data on to include in one of the BRPs.

· She was also concerned that putting TMsM with MsM may be a disservice to the Transmen because this decision will affect services for the next five years.

· She noted that she has been an advocate for Trans-rights for several years and that she is not sure that putting TMsM in BRP-1 will address the issues raised by public comment.

· She pointed out that whether TMsM are in BRP-1 or not the Council has a duty to address the need for services brought to its attention; that the important thing is that we get services to those that need them.

· Frank Strona, Co-Chair of the SMTD Committee, said that although not a perfect solution being in BRP-1 would be put an overdue emphasis on TMsM.

· Grant Colfax explained that the Council’s decision in December was to ask the SMTD Committee to reconsider their recommendation and they seemed to have done that.

· Montica Levy suggested that including TMsM with MsM acknowledges that Transmen are part of the same community and sends a clear message to other MsM and service providers that Transmen deserve the same attention as other men who have sex with men.

· Gayle Burns suggested having the RAP presentation first might have helped clarify this topic for members.

· Willow Schrager explained that quite a while ago the HPPC decided to always put Committee presentations before informational ones on the agenda to ensure there is time to discuss and vote on any recommendations or motions.

· She added that the RAP was not commissioned to address this issue.

Public Comment

· No public comment was offered.

The vote was by roll call as follows.
	
	Member
	Vote
	Member
	Vote

	
	Pedro Arista
	No
	Ming Ming Kwan
	Yes

	
	Jonathan Batiste
	
	Weihaur Lau
	Yes

	
	Jackson Bowman
	Yes
	Montica Levy
	Yes

	
	Gayle Burns
	Yes
	Tatiana Molinar
	Yes

	
	Bartholomew Casimir
	Yes
	Steve Muchnick
	Yes

	
	Ed Chitty
	Yes
	John Newmeyer
	Yes

	
	Carla Clynes
	No
	Kyriell Noon
	Yes

	
	Grant Colfax
	Yes
	Tei Okamoto
	Yes

	
	Michael Cooley
	Yes
	Ken Pearce
	Yes

	
	David Diaz
	No
	Perry Rhodes III
	Yes

	
	Michael Discepola
	No
	Jenny Lynn Sarmiento
	Yes

	
	Lauren Enteen
	Yes
	Gwen Smith
	Yes

	
	Celia Gomez
	Yes
	Frank Strona
	Yes

	
	Isela González
	Yes
	Yavanté Thomas-Guess
	Yes

	
	Ben Hayes
	Yes
	Tonya Williams
	Yes

	
	Demetrius Johnson
	Yes
	Luke Woodward
	Yes

	
	Tom Kennedy
	Yes
	
	


The motion was approved with 28 Yes votes, 4 No votes, and 0 Abstentions.

· The motion’s approval was met with applause.

RESOURCE ALLOCATION

Grant Colfax introduced SMTD Committee members Lauren Enteen and Jackson Bowman to conduct the second part of the presentation; their comments included the following.

· Slide 35 – Items that might be funded could include cultural competence training and improvement of data collection within existing programs.
· Slide 39 – If the 1% in Priority Setting Consideration box isn’t used it goes into the prevention general fund.

The members expressed their appreciation for the presentation with applause.

MOTION TWO: The SMTD Committee moves that the HPPC approve the following funding recommendations:

· MsM: 
70 – 79%

· IDU: 
15 – 20%*  (*Half should reach MsM-IDU)

· TFsM: 
5 – 8%

· FsM:
 1 – 4%

· TMsM: 
1 – 2%
· MsF: 
<1%

· Priority Setting Considerations box: 1%

Discussion and Comment (by topic)

· Michael Cooley asked what would go into the Priority Setting Special Considerations box.

· Lauren Enteen explained that the Committee hasn’t determined that yet but will be working on this at an upcoming meeting. The first step will be to develop criteria on what or how something gets into the special considerations box.
· Isela González added that part of the discussion thus far is that they may be used to address prioritized subpopulations and that it will be included in the Committee’s final presentation to the Council.

· Perry Rhodes III explained that one of the reasons to create these boxes is to leave some flexibility for what might be coming in the future.

· Ken Pearce noted that one of the difficulties pointed out was a lack of data about TMsM and questioned if the Resource Allocation should set aside funds to collect Incidence data.

· Willow Schrager indicated that the data that would come through this channel is Core Variable data whereas Incidence is an epidemiology estimate.

· Grant Colfax noted that these funds go to prevention services whereas epidemiology data, including Incidence estimates, is funded by Research sources.

· This Resource Allocation will, however, make the HPPC’s priorities clear to the SFDPH.

· Luke Woodward pointed out that Core Variables collects data on each person seen and so we would get data on who is participating in services.

· Frank Strona observed that a benefit of this model is that it will enable community programs to develop and publish their Core Variable data, either on their own or in partnership with funded research.

· This is, therefore, an opportunity to promote research data on Transmen.

· Tom Kennedy expressed concern with having TMsM in the top tier in regards to risk and at the same time have that group so low on the Resource Allocation list.

· Jose Gabriel Tungol explained that the Committee chose to fund TMsM separately so as not to take funding away from programs serving MSM.

· Grant Colfax added that Priority Setting is behavior based and Resource Allocation is based on Incidence.

· He added a caution about using dollar amounts, rather than percentages, when discussing or considering Resource Allocation because of uncertain funding levels and budget cuts.

· Tom Kennedy noted that one of the aspects of including TMsM in BRP-1 as MsM* (with asterisk) is that all participants in those risk behaviors are men and should share resources.

· Lauren Enteen explained that the purpose of setting aside a percentage for TMsM is to ensure they aren’t lost in the larger group, which has been the case in the past.

· Steve Muchnick noted the fluidity in the model, that the categories are all ranges of percentages and only add to 100% with adjustments amongst the populations.

· Frank Strona pointed out that programs funded for MsM may also receive funds from the allocation for TMsM – if they are providing services to that population.

· Montica Levy asked if setting aside funding for TMsM doesn’t also limit the resources that can be allocated to this population.

· Lauren Enteen said that there is a natural overlapping of services among people involved in the same behavior, this model is meant to ensure TMsM funding isn’t overlooked.

· Jackson Bowman noted that providers have always had the ability to create programs for TMsM, but for the most part they haven’t, and this model is a way of ensuring services are made more readily available.

· Tonya Williams suggested that this model ensures that the TMsM population is addressed without taking priority away from MsM.

Public Comment

· Jen Hecht expressed support for the Council’s vote on TMsM in BRP-1 and the inclusion of the Special Consideration box in the overall model.

·  She added her concern for basing funding on Incidence because it leaves us stuck at a moment in time – when the estimates are made.

· She suggested basing Resource Allocation at least in part on trends, such as comparing 2004 to current data and making accommodation in the Special Consideration boxes.

· This, she noted, would put SF ahead of developments rather than behind them.

Members’ response
· No member response was offered.

The vote on SMTD Committee’s Motion Two was by roll call as follows.

	
	Member
	Vote
	Member
	Vote

	
	Pedro Arista
	Yes
	Ming Ming Kwan
	Yes

	
	Jonathan Batiste
	Yes
	Weihaur Lau
	Yes

	
	Jackson Bowman
	Yes
	Montica Levy
	Yes

	
	Gayle Burns
	Yes
	Tatiana Molinar
	Yes

	
	Bartholomew Casimir
	Yes
	Steve Muchnick
	Yes

	
	Ed Chitty
	Yes
	John Newmeyer
	Yes

	
	Carla Clynes
	Yes
	Kyriell Noon
	Not present

	
	Grant Colfax
	Yes
	Tei Okamoto
	Yes

	
	Michael Cooley
	Yes
	Ken Pearce
	Yes

	
	David Diaz
	Yes
	Perry Rhodes III
	Yes

	
	Michael Discepola
	Yes
	Jenny Lynn Sarmiento
	Yes

	
	Lauren Enteen
	Yes
	Gwen Smith
	Yes

	
	Celia Gomez
	Yes
	Frank Strona
	Yes

	
	Isela González
	Yes
	Yavanté Thomas-Guess
	Yes

	
	Ben Hayes
	Yes
	Tonya Williams
	Yes

	
	Demetrius Johnson
	Not present
	Luke Woodward
	Yes

	
	Tom Kennedy
	No
	
	


The motion was approved.

· The result of the elections was met with applause.

6. Transmale Rapid Assessment Process (RAP

Grant Colfax introduced Hale Thompson and Sean Saifa M. Wall to conduct the presentation entitled, “A Rapid Needs Assessment Transgender Male Risks for HIV in San Francisco 2008, “ copies of which were emailed to all members prior to the meeting and made available at the meeting.  Their additional comments included the following.

· Slide 3 – An important part of community empowerment includes capacity building.

· Slide 4 – Members of the Recommendations Committee attended at least one community forum, explained the findings, and were involved in getting feedback on the results.

· Slide 5 – Survey and focus group participants identified the Key Informants.

· Slide 7 – Living “Stealth” includes when accessing services.

· Slide 8:  TMsM = 37, with 3% of that (one person) being HIV(+)

· Participants could check off more than one sexual identification

· Slide 12 – Concern regarding Finding 4 includes that when one is on Testosterone the wall of the vagina thins increasing the risk of HIV infection.

· Lack of knowledge leads many partners to suggest frontal sex as being safer.

· Slide 14 – As Transmen move further into transition they want to associate more with groups they identify with; such as Gay men, African American men, etc. 

· Slide 15 – Participants reported accessing healthcare could be traumatic, including care relating to sexual health. 

· Average income was about $20K, whereas the median in Bay Area is around $60K.

· Slide 16 –The data was self-reported and there was a high degree of untested people, including men who have been involved in sexual risk behavior with other men.

· Data indicates that people using testosterone may engage in more risk behavior, but this needs further study.

Attendees expressed their appreciation for the presentation with applause. 

Questions and Comments

· Ed Chitty explained that Kaiser is aware of discomfort experienced by Transmen when trying to access medical care and that it has special services available.

· For information people should contact him.

· Michael Cooley asked if there is a known explanation for the difference in behavior reported in the Clements study and this research.

· Hale Thompson explained that while he is not sure, it may be combination of factors, including: recruitment, and that Transmen were not the focus of the Clements study, etc.

· Montica Levy asked for more detail on testosterone’s impact on sexual behavior.

· Hale Thompson explained that more research is needed, however, both participants and providers have reported an observed change.

· Weihaur Lau asked about detail on the ethnic composition of the study’s participants.

· Sean Saifa M. Wall responded that the percentage was higher for African Americans and that they would have liked to have had more participation from Latino, Mixed Race, and Asian Americans; but their resources were limited.

· Jonathan Batiste noted Finding Nine, which reported high substance use compared to the general population and suggested that it may have provided more insight if compared to the gay/queer population, which overall has a higher use than the general population.

· Michael Discepola suggested that Recommendation One – “Establish TMSM working group to develop action plan for TMSM prevention and early intervention” be taken to the Steering Committee for action.

· Grant Colfax said that it would be discussed by the Steering Committee.

· Michael Cooley said that he would also take this to the Strategies, Interventions & Evaluations Committee as part of its discussion of structural changes for inclusion in the 2010 HIV Prevention Plan.

The attendees expressed their appreciation with applause

4 Next Steps

Membership Activity

Tonya Williams, Montica Levy, and members of the Membership/Community Liaison Committee conducted an exercise to help Council members know and understand each other.

· Tonya William explained that the M/CL Committee’s role is to ensure Parity, Inclusion, and Representation (PIR) on the Council.

The attendees expressed their appreciation to the Membership/CLC for their work.

Grant Colfax invited members and the members of the public to make additional comments, none were offered.

5 Summary, Evaluation, and Closure of Meeting

Grant Colfax thanked the presenters, Council members, and the public for their participation.  He also reminded members to fill in their evaluation forms.

6 Adjournment

The meeting adjourned at 6:03 PM.

Minutes prepared by David Weinman and reviewed by Eileen Loughran and Michael Paquette.
The next HPPC meeting will be Thursday, April 9, 2009 
at the Quaker Meeting House, 65 Ninth Street, San Francisco

The next HPPC business meeting will be held on Thursday, April 9, 2009


3:00 – 6:00 PM


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