Show Me The Data Committee:  Phase III
Thursday, April 16, 2009
3:00 – 5:30 PM

25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 330B
Action Minutes
Members present: Pedro Arista, Arcelia Gomez, David Gonzalez, Isela González, Yavante Thomas-Guess, Steve Muchnick, Frank Strona, Yavante Thomas-Guess, Gabriel Tungol
Members Absent: Jackson Bowman, Lauren Enteen, Tei Okamoto
Staff present: Eileen Loughran (HPS), Erik Dubon, (Program Manager), John Melichar (Program Manager), Tracey Packer (HPS), Willow Schrager (Harder & Co.)

1.  Welcome, Announcements, and Changes
Frank reminded the group that April is STD Awareness month. He also announced  “Spring Cleaning,” a free event to include: a drag show, party, raffle, and STD testing at 2278 Market Street and The Lookout, Market & Noe, April 18th 6:00-10:00 PM.

Frank also announced that he will be transitioning to a new position with STD Prevention and Control. His new office will be at City Clinic on 7th street. He will keep members informed of the move and his new contact information.
2. Public Comment
None
3.  Member Response to Public Comment 
None
4.  Approve Community Assessment Chapter 
Dara led the committee through a discussion of the final changes made to the Community Assessment chapter.  A handout titled “Community Assessment Chapter Draft – Possible Additional Changes” was distributed.  The handout listed 9 possible additional changes and gave recommendation on whether or not to include. 

The group went through each listing and gave their approval or disapproval of the change.  All of the changes were approved with the exception of the suggestion to change the order of populations and cofactors within the sections to either a) most to least impact of HIV or b) alphabetical.  The group agreed to keep it as is without accepting this recommendation.  A note will be added to the introduction to the section explaining that sections are not ordered by importance only grouped by logical categories. 
Dara also presented the revised paragraph on STD study limitations/strengths for the Drivers section of the Community Assessment Chapter. The committee approved of the revised paragraph but agreed to not include a table that listed the studies that did not make the criteria.
A motion was made with a second to approve the Community Assessment Chapter.  The Community Assessment chapter was approved by roll call vote.
	
	Approve Community Assessment Chapter

	Pedro Arista 
	Y

	Jackson Bowman
	Absent

	Lauren Enteen
	Absent

	Celia Gomez
	Y

	David Gonzalez
	Y

	Isela Gonzalez
	Y

	Yavante Thomas-Guess 
	Y

	Steve Muchnick
	Y

	 Tei Okamoto
	Absent

	Frank Strona
	Y

	Gabriel Tungol
	Y

	
	

	Erik Dubon
	***********

	Eileen Loughran*
	Y

	John Melichar
	***********

	Tracey Packer
	***********


Co-chairs asked the group for volunteers to present the Community Assessment chapter at the May HPPC meeting.  Celia and Yavante volunteered to present.  Dara and other HPS staff will work with them to prepare for the presentation.

5.  Finalize Priority Setting Box
Willow distributed the handout from the 4/2 meeting titled “Priority Setting Box History version 2 “.  She summarized the discussion from the 4/2 meeting to get the discussion started.
Willow reminded the group that we need to vote today on the purpose/goal of the box and that we will present this at the May 14 HPPC. 
Another handout was distributed titled “Special Considerations Guidelines”.  Willow explained that Chicago has “Special Concerns Populations” and some of the criteria could be applied to San Francisco.

A member suggested that the % allocated for the Priority Considerations box could be dedicated for research.  It was added that perhaps the HPPC or a selected group of researchers could be charged with evaluating and identifying areas needing a needs assessment or small research project.

Overall the group liked the selected recommendations from Chicago’s Special Considerations Guidelines.
A member asked what the dollar amount is that will be allocated to the box.  A response was given that we can’t predict the exact dollar amount, if we are optimistic then perhaps 9 million will go out to bid. In that situation 15 of 9 million is 90,000.  It was clarified however that because of the current financial climate we can not predict dollar amounts.
The committee continued to discuss the value of having the Priority Setting Considerations box designated for research.
Willow reminded the group that the committee must vote today on what the Plan is for the box.  It was suggested that we break the guidelines or specifications for the box into three separate areas: purpose, criteria and process.

· Purpose of box: emerging, 1 step ahead of epidemic, populations we don’t have much data on

· Criteria: broad like Chicago’s

· Process: Committee of HPPC takes this on and they should consult with researchers to recommend needed research.

The committee continued to brainstorm the guidelines for the box.

A member added that the priority Setting box was originally conceptualized as a mechanism to be flexible, responsive, and to stay one step ahead.

The group came up with this wording for the Purpose & Guidelines of the box.

Purpose:  To allow the HPPC to boldly respond to HIV prevention community needs by strongly recommending research or assessments on populations or issues with limited data.

Guidelines:

1) The population(s) or issue(s) in the Box must pertain to HIV prevention in San Francisco;

2) The population(s) or issue(s) must not be covered adequately elsewhere in the priority Setting Model;

3) A committee of the HPPC will review which items to place in the Box on an annual basis;

4) Research findings must be presented back to the HPPC within 12 months after funding is issued.  Ideally the research should be publishable.

Process: Steering committee will determine.

A motion was made by Isela with a second by Celia to approve the Guidelines & Purpose of the Priority Setting Box. The Purpose & Guidelines were approved by roll call vote. 
	
	Finalize Priority Setting Box

	Pedro Arista 
	Y

	Jackson Bowman
	Absent

	Lauren Enteen
	Absent

	Celia Gomez
	Y

	David Gonzalez
	Y

	Isela Gonzalez
	Y

	Yavante Thomas-Guess 
	Y

	Steve Muchnick
	Y

	 Tei Okamoto
	Absent

	Frank Strona
	Y

	Gabriel Tungol
	Y

	
	

	Erik Dubon
	**********

	Eileen Loughran*
	Y

	John Melichar
	***********

	Tracey Packer
	***********


6.  Finalize Cofactors & Subpopulations Based on Prevalence, Behavioral Studies, & Counseling & Testing Data. 
Three handouts were distributed to the group to help guide this discussion.  1) Cofactors that Might Meet Criteria #2 (Counseling & Testing Data), 2) Prioritization of Subpopulations and 3) Discussion on Subpopulations and Cofactors in the “Committee to Decide Column. 
Dara & Willow led the group through the subpopulations & cofactors that still need committee input.
Dara explained that the committee will review the final list of subpopulations & cofactors and then vote to approve. Dara added that this will be presented to the HPPC at the May 14th meeting.

The goal for today is to look at the “Committee to decide” list on the prioritization of subpopulations sheet. Dara walked the group through specific decisions the group had to make at the meeting.

Dara reviewed specific decisions related to Criteria 2. 

· The group that we should use an expanded dataset in order to make the statistical test valid.
· The group agreed to include multiracial individuals.

· For drug use, the committee agreed that we should use “use during sex sometimes/usually”

· The committee agreed that the prioritized cofactor under FsM should be Chlamydia because the best practice in San Francisco is to combine testing of GC & Chlamydia.
Next we reviewed the decisions the committee need to make related to Criteria 1.

· The group agreed  to include NHBS data  for MsM Age 30 and Older (BRP 1)
                      NHBS data from 2008 says all races age 30+ are 10.3% prevalence or higher (Raymond,   

                      January 2009 HPPC presentation) but data is unpublished. Data quality is high (quasi-

                      probability-based sample).

· The group supported accepting the subpopulations of TFsM-IDU (BRP 2)

                      based on Clements-Nolle et al 2001, even though there were limitations.

· The group supported using unpublished data from the Urban Health Study for MsF-IDU BRP 2.
· TFsM (BRP 3). The group supported accepting the subpopulations based on data from Clements-Nolle et all 2001.

Next we reviewed Decisions related to Criteria 3.

· The committee determined that there were too many limitations with the data for BRP 2: IDU-Female Youth 29 and Younger. The committee decided that this subpopulation does not meet the criteria. 

A motion was made by David Gonzalez with a second by Frank to approve the Cofactors & Subpopulations based on prevalence, behavioral studies and Counseling & testing Data.  The Cofactors & Subpopulations were approved by roll call vote.
	
	Finalize Cofactors & Subpopulations based on Prevalence, Behavioral Studies, and Counseling & Testing Data

	Pedro Arista 
	Y

	Jackson Bowman
	Absent

	Lauren Enteen
	Absent

	Celia Gomez
	NP

	David Gonzalez
	Y

	Isela Gonzalez
	NP

	Yavante Thomas-Guess 
	Y

	Steve Muchnick
	Y

	 Tei Okamoto
	Absent

	Frank Strona
	Y

	Gabriel Tungol
	Y

	
	

	Erik Dubon
	***********

	Eileen Loughran*
	Y

	John Melichar
	***********

	Tracey Packer
	***********


Co-chairs asked the committee if anyone was interested in presenting this material at the May 14th HPPC meeting.  Since there were no volunteers, Frank and Pedro offered to present the Subpopulations & Cofactors criteria and the guidelines for the priority Setting Box.

7.  Review Outline of Priority Setting Chapter
Willow asked the group to submit any feedback to her through email. The committee will receive the draft chapter before the May 7th meeting. She asked that everyone come to the May meeting with feedback. 

At the April 23 Steering committee, SMTD will share the Community Assessment chapter approval presentation, Subpopulations/Cofactors criteria and the Priority Setting Box guidelines and Purpose. 

Pedro will cover Steering for Frank.
· Summary Closure

Frank and Pedro thanked the group for a very rich discussion.  Eileen reminded the group that the next meeting is scheduled for Thursday May 7, from 3-5:30 pm. 
9.  Evaluation and closing
Pedro reminded everyone to complete their process evaluations.

Minutes prepared by Eileen Loughran and reviewed by Pedro Arista and Frank Strona
The next meeting will be on Thursday, 5/7/2009 from 3:00-5:30 pm.
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