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HIV PREVENTION PLANNING COUNCIL (HPPC)

Minutes

May 14, 2009



HPPC Members Present:
Pedro Arista

Jonathan Batiste

Jackson Bowman

Gayle Burns
Ed Chitty
Grant Colfax
Michael Cooley
David Diaz

Michael Discepola

Lauren Enteen

Celia Gomez
Isela González

Ben Hayes
Tom Kennedy
Weihaur Lau
Montica Levy

Tatiana Molinar

John Newmeyer
Kyriell Noon 
Tei Okamoto
Tracey Packer, Ex Officio

Ken Pearce
Perry Rhodes III

Jenny Lynn Sarmiento
Marshon Smith


Members Present

Continued:
Frank Strona 
Yavanté Thomas-Guess 

Tonya Williams 

Luke Woodward 
HPPC Members Absent:
Bartholomew Casimir*
Dennis Flemming, Ex Officio*

Ming Ming Kwan

Esther Lucero*
Steve Muchnick*

Gwen Smith*

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

Dara Geckeler

Emalie Huriaux

Betty Chan Lew

Eileen Loughran
Israel Nieves-Rivera
John Pabustan

Michael Paquette

Jenna Rapues

Guests: 
Randy Allgaier, National AIDS Strategy (NAS)

Noah Carraher, SFDPH

Ryan Clary, Project Inform

Jen Hecht, Stop AIDS Project

Joe Ramirez Forcier, Postive Resource Center (PRC)

Alyse Gray, Forensic AIDS Project (FAP)/SFSU

Kate Monico Klein, (FAP)/SFSU
Alla Rivas, SFDPH, Office of AIDS

Michael Scarce

Kate Sorensen, Stop AIDS Project

Tee Tabor

Tewodros Teketel, MD, Black Coalition on AIDS 

Nyisha Underwood, SFDPH Office of AIDS

Process Evaluation:

Wendy Hussey
Harder + Co.:

Janise Kim
Willow Schrager

David Weinman (Note-taker) 

Welcome, Introductions, Announcements, Agenda Changes

Co-Chair Isela González called the meeting to order at 3:03 PM.  She explained that the facilitating duties rotate between the three Council Co-Chairs.  She welcomed the HPPC’s newest member Marshon Smith.  This announcement was met with applause.  She asked members to introduce themselves and make appropriate announcements.

· Michael Cooley distributed flyers entitled, “Have you been recently diagnosed with HIV?” in both English and Spanish seeking participants in the IRISS Study of UCSF.

· Additional copies are available by contacting Michael Cooley or the IRISS Study.

· Kyreil Noon distributed palm cards announcing a “Round Table discussion on National AIDS Strategy,” 5/28/09, 6:00-8:00 PM at the Quaker Meeting House.

Isela González reminded members that the next few months would be busy, underscoring the importance of reading and being prepared to discuss materials sent.  She then noted that next month the HPPC would vote on the Priority Setting and the Epidemiology Chapters.

1. Review and Approval of Minutes from 4/09/2009

Ben Hayes moved and Tonya Williams seconded the approval of the minutes for the 4/09/2009 meeting as submitted.  No discussion was offered.  The vote was by roll call as follows:

	
	Member
	Vote
	Member
	Vote

	
	Pedro Arista
	Yes
	Weihaur Lau
	Yes

	
	Jonathan Batiste
	Yes
	Montica Levy
	Not present

	
	Jackson Bowman
	Yes
	Tatiana Molinar
	Yes

	
	Gayle Burns
	Yes
	John Newmeyer
	Yes

	
	Ed Chitty
	Yes
	Kyriell Noon
	Yes

	
	Grant Colfax
	Yes
	Tei Okamoto
	Not present

	
	Michael Cooley
	Yes
	Ken Pearce
	Yes

	
	David Diaz
	Not present
	Perry Rhodes III
	Yes

	
	Michael Discepola
	Yes
	Jenny Lynn Sarmiento
	Abstain

	
	Lauren Enteen
	Not present
	Marshon Smith
	Yes

	
	Celia Gomez
	Yes
	Frank Strona
	Yes

	
	Isela González
	Yes
	Yavanté Thomas-Guess
	Yes

	
	Ben Hayes
	Yes
	Tonya Williams
	Yes

	
	Tom Kennedy
	Yes
	Luke Woodward
	Yes


The minutes were approved for the 4/09/08 HPPC meeting with one abstention.

2. General Public Comment

The public offered the following comments.

Joe Ramirez-Forcier, of the Positive Resource Center (PRC), distributed palm cards entitled, “Employment Services for HIV Positive Adults how do I get started?” copies of which are available to absent members upon request.  His comments included the following.

· PRC has vocational counselor and a computer lab on-site to assist clients’ job search.

· People do not need to have a Letter of Diagnosis to attend an orientation session.

Randy Allgaier, former member of the HPPC and the HIV/AIDS Health Planning Services Council (HHPSC or Care Council), whose presence was acknowledged with applause, represented the National AIDS Strategy (NAS) and added to an earlier announcement with comments that included the following.

· The meeting on 5/28/09 is about HIV prevention, care, and health disparities.

· The NAS organization has been in discussion with President Obama’s recently appointed Director of HIV Policy, Jeffrey S. Crowley, who has cited his three goals: to reduce HIV incidence; to get people into care; and addressing health disparities.

· Ours is the first of many community meetings around the country that will feed information into the Whitehouse and the panel that will be empowered to develop the actual strategy.

· Attendees were encouraged to attend this meeting that will be looking for solutions not merely a ‘laundry list’ of issues.

Alyse Gray and Kate Monico Klein from the Forensic AIDS Project (FAP) and San Francisco State University (SFSU) distributed the document entitled, “Jailed Women & HIV Education Pedagogical Model and Curricular Notes,” copies of which are available to absent members upon request.  Their additional comments included the following.

· This is the final report of a collaborative research project involving SFSU, FAP, and the SF County Jails.

· This began with the goal of designing curriculum for participants to talk with their partners – including those that engage in sex-work - about HIV.

· Somewhat surprisingly, training women to talk about HIV was itself found to be an effective intervention.

Michael Scarce, community member, addressed the Council about sexual network interventions. His comments included the following.

· He expressed concern with the implementation of structural interventions’ in the community.

· The Stop AIDS Project was awarded a Community Collaborative Research Grant a couple of years ago from the “California HIV and AIDS Research Project.”
· This grant was in collaboration with: The California Department of Health Office of AIDS, University of California at San Francisco (UCSF), the SFDPH, and others.

· This project, he alleged, has been developing structural interventions designed to fragment the diverse social networks of gay men into homogenized subgroups segregated along predetermined criteria of behavioral, bodily, and cultural alliances.

· These subgroups have little or no relation to HIV transmission.

· He suggested that the theory is this: 

· People having unprotected sex with others within an homogenous subgroup might not spread HIV to the whole sexual network;

· However, when people have unprotected sex outside of their demographic group – or risk level – HIV spreads more quickly throughout the entire sexual network.

· The project came up with a list of bars, clubs, and sex venues where it contends that problematic mixing takes place.

· These places where chosen based on what he described as these criteria, “Subcultural membership of the individuals at the venue, for example: leather nights, salsa night, young MSM venues, African American focused venues, Transgender venues, and websites that target specific sexual preferences.” 
· He suggested that while a heterogeneous network comprised of subgroups can be a conduit for disease, it is also a source of strength, support, friendship, political organization, and hope.

· If we try to fragment networks, he continued, we run the risk of inflicting more harm than the good we may do.

· He added that, redistributing transmission rates from one group to another may lower the City’s overall infection rate, that success may be meaningless if that is at the expense of those in our community who are already suffering disproportionate harm.

3. Members’ Response to Public Comment

· Kyriell Noon suggested that Michael Scarce ‘profoundly mischaracterized’’ the Stop AIDS Project’s sexual network project.

· He invited Michael Scarce, and all attendees, to visit their website and read up on the project to get a better understanding.

· Jackson Bowman indicated that he would have liked to hear more of Michael Scarce’s comments, which were cut short by the three-minute time limit per speaker.

· Isela González explained that the agenda was packed and that she had to abide by the rules established.

· Ken Pearce suggested that the Council get clarification on concerns Michael Scarce raised.

· Michael Cooley wished to make the record clear on his view, that there should be a better way for gay men to express their opinions on viewing and working with sexual networks than the approach taken by the project underway.

· He suggested it might be worthwhile to convene a moderated discussion, or a panel discussion, about the issues raised by Michael Scarce and addressed by Kyriell Noon.

· Several members thanked both Michael Scarce and Kyriell Noon for their comments.

· Pedro Arista noted that the report from FAP/SFSU about women in jail comes during a year in which funding has had to be cut particularly to women’s sexual BRPs.

· He added that the report is almost prophetic in light of the work being done in preparation of the 2010 HIV Prevention Plan (2010 Plan) as it reminds us – if we need reminding – of the need that remains among women at risk.

· Tracey Packer reminded members of the public that the various Committees also welcome public comment and that the times of their respective meetings are listed on the agenda which is available at the front table.

Isela González thanked the public for their participation and noted that the Co-Chairs and/or the Steering Committee would review the concerns raised.

4. HPPC Co-Chairs/Steering Committee Written Report

Isela González drew members’ attention to the Co-Chairs written report of 5/14/09, which had been emailed to all members in advance of the meeting and was available at the meeting.  She reminded members that they could provide written comment to this report.

5. Review & Approval of the Community Assessment Chapter 

Yavanté Thomas-Guess and Celia Gomez conducted the presentation entitled, “Community Assessment Chapter for the 2010 HIV Prevention Plan,” copies of which had been emailed to members in advance of the meeting and were available at the meeting.  Dara Geckeler of the HPS was also available to provide technical assistance and background.  Their additional comments included the following.

· Slide 2 – Members were reminded that they would be asked to vote on the Motion listed.

· Slide 5 – The Community Assessment Chapter uses data to illustrate the situation in SF, to ‘tell our story,’ which is a way for agencies to serve communities better.
· Attendees expressed their appreciation for this group’s work with applause.

Motion

The Show Me The Data (SMTD) Committee moves that the HPPC approve the Community Assessment Chapter for inclusion in the 2010 San Francisco HIV Prevention Plan.

Comment and Discussion

· Grant Colfax thanked and acknowledged Dara Geckeler’s work on this chapter.

· The attendees joined in expressing their gratitude to her with applause.

· Jackson Bowman noted that, what we are waiting on to complete the chapter amounts to small details (see Slide 11) and that the SMTD Committee does not intend to return to the Council for further approval of the CA chapter unless it determines any of the outstanding data is significant.

No further discussion membership was offered.

No comment was offered from the public.

The vote was by roll call as follows:

	
	Member
	Vote
	Member
	Vote

	
	Pedro Arista
	Yes
	Weihaur Lau
	Yes

	
	Jonathan Batiste
	Yes
	Montica Levy
	Yes

	
	Jackson Bowman
	Yes
	Tatiana Molinar
	Yes

	
	Gayle Burns
	Yes
	John Newmeyer
	Yes

	
	Ed Chitty
	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
	Marshon Smith
	Yes

	
	Celia Gomez
	Yes
	Frank Strona
	Yes

	
	Isela González
	Yes
	Yavanté Thomas-Guess
	Yes

	
	Ben Hayes
	Yes
	Tonya Williams
	Yes

	
	Tom Kennedy
	Yes
	Luke Woodward
	Yes


The motion to approve the Community Assessment Chapter for inclusion in the 2010 SF HIV Prevention Plan passed unanimously.  The result of this vote was met with applause.

The members joined Isela González in expressing thanks to the Committee members for their extra meetings and hard work, to Harder & Co consultants, and to the HPS professional staff for their support with additional applause.

6. Show Me the Data (SMTD)

SMTD Committee Co-Chairs Frank Strona and Pedro Arista, respectively, conducted the two parts of the presentation entitled, “Show Me the Data (SMTD) Part1: Subpopulations & Cofactors Criteria / Part 2: Priority Setting Considerations Box Guidelines,” copies of which were emailed to all members in advance of the meeting and were available at the meeting. Each part had its own motion for approval.  Their additional comments included the following.  
Part 1: Approve the Criteria for Subpopulations & Cofactors

· Slide 4 - The scientific language is necessary for that community, but can be confusing for lay people.

· These criteria are rigorous and have been thoroughly reviewed by the Committee, its consultants, and the HPS professional staff.

· SF’s criteria are highly regarded and traditionally used as a model by others around the country.

· Slide 5 – Shows what parts of the Priority Setting Model (PSM) have previously been discussed and voted on.

· Copies of the document entitled, “DRAFT 2010 Priority Setting Model,” were distributed, made accessible to all, and available to absent members upon request.

· Slide 7 – Cofactors and subpopulations narrow the populations within a BRP to allow focus on those at risk, because not all members of a BRP may be at risk.

· Example: not all women who have sex with men (FsM) are at risk; we do, however, want to focus on those who are.
· Slide 9 – To qualify, a prioritized cofactor or subpopulation has to meet any ONE – but not all – of these criteria or qualities.

· Slide 10 – This is the same criterion used in 2004.

· Slide 17 – No group has (as yet) failed to meet either criteria #1 or #2 but met criterion #3.

	Motion

The SMTD Committee moves that the HPPC approve criteria for subpopulations and cofactors:

1. A subpopulations or group affected by a cofactor must have an HIV seroprevalence of 8% or higher.

2. A comparison of HIV positivity rate among people IN a subpopulation or WITH a cofactor to people who are NOT in the subpopulation or who do NOT have a cofactor yields a statistically significant (p<=.10) relative risk of 1.5 or greater.

3. There must be at least two studies showing higher behavioral risk than the BRP as a whole.


Comment and questions

· In response to Michael Discepola’s question Frank Strona explained that the most recent data available was used was to determine if a subpopulation or cofactor met the criteria. 

· Montica Levy asked how the criteria were decided upon. 

· Willow Schrager explained that the Committee based the criteria partly on what was used in the 2004 Plan, which it believes was effective and continues to have the support of the community and Council.

· She continued that the Committee also wanted the criteria to be stringent, but more flexible than what is used to determine Drivers (reminding members that Drivers require a prevalence of 10%, and 2x the risk). 

· Tracey Packer added that 8% prevalence was used because it is about four times the prevalence of the City’s whole population. 

· Luke Woodward observed that for some BRPs every subpopulation is prioritized.

· Willow Schrager explained that this is because some BRPs are so large, with the prevalence and risk so high, that every group meets the criteria.

· The Committee thought it would worthwhile, she added, to note all of those prioritized subpopulations.

· Ken Pearce asked about the data categories for age groups in BRP 1.

· Willow Schrager explained that these categories came from the 2004 Plan, which included trying to make a distinction between youth and non-youth.

· Ken Pearce suggested, that since we have better data on age, it may be valuable to break the categories down further.

· Tracey Packer noted that this isn’t for programming but for information; and that it doesn’t preclude programs focusing on specific age groups.

· She observed that this is, in part, where community values come into play.

· She added that we don’t want to break data down into groups that are so small that some age ranges are overlooked.

· Montica Levy noted that 24 is the age most often used by providers to define the upper limit of youth, and questioned why 29 was decided upon in 2004.

· Michael Cooley explained that this was discussed at length in 2004, and that it was used for a number of reasons including as a matter of community values.

· Kyriell Noon asked if there are specifications, or qualifications, placed on the research called for in Criterion #3.

· Frank Strona provided the set of guidelines established for published research:

· It has to have been conducted in SF;

· It has to be quantitative or qualitative;

· It has to be from more than one agency’s clients; and

· The research has to have a publication date of 2002, or later, unless the SMTD Committee makes a specific exception due to lack of locally published, recent data.

· He added that a lot of time was put into these guidelines, which the Committee intended as rigorous, and they maintain or exceed the standards set by the 2004 Plan.

· Several members expressed their appreciation to the Committee members and to Willow Schrager for their work.

No further member discussion was offered.

No public comment was offered.

The vote was by roll call as follows:

	
	Member
	Vote
	Member
	Vote

	
	Pedro Arista
	Yes
	Weihaur Lau
	Yes

	
	Jonathan Batiste
	Yes
	Montica Levy
	Yes

	
	Jackson Bowman
	Yes
	Tatiana Molinar
	Yes

	
	Gayle Burns
	Yes
	John Newmeyer
	Yes

	
	Ed Chitty
	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
	Marshon Smith
	Yes

	
	Celia Gomez
	Yes
	Frank Strona
	Yes

	
	Isela González
	Yes
	Yavanté Thomas-Guess
	Yes

	
	Ben Hayes
	Yes
	Tonya Williams
	Yes

	
	Tom Kennedy
	Yes
	Luke Woodward
	Yes


The motion to approve the criteria for subpopulations and cofactors was approved unanimously.  The result of this vote was met with applause.

Part2: Priority Setting Considerations Box

· The presentation would explain the thought behind and purpose of the Priority Setting Considerations Box (the Box) and the Council would then be asked to accept its inclusion in the SF 2010 HIV Prevention Plan.

	Motion

The SMTD Committee moves that the HPPC approve the following guidelines for the Priority Setting Considerations Box:

Purpose:
To allow the HPPC to 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. The Co-chairs will ensure that a well thought-out and balanced process is in place to decide 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. 


Discussion and Questions

· Kyriell Noon asked if this research could include evaluation.

· Willow Schrager indicated that research could; however, such evaluation would probably only be prioritized if it were to lead to fulfilling the goals outlined.

· David Diaz asked about the 12-month report back guideline.

· Willow Schrager explained that this was not included in the 2004 Plan’s Priority Setting Model. In the past, the Council identified research and assessments that need to happen, but did not require those studies begin and be completed within a specific timeframe.

· These guidelines require the Co-chairs develop and put in place a process to deal with items in the Box in a way consistent with the goal of reporting data back to the Council and remaining flexible enough to address new issues as they may arise.

· Luke Woodward asked how the Box will be noted in the 2010 Plan since its contents will change each year.

· Willow Schrager explained that the Plan will start empty, with an explanation of its purpose, similar to the form distributed (as noted above).

· She added that the contents of the Box would be determined each year.

Pedro Arista acknowledged the help that Willow Schrager provided to the Committee.  The members joined him in expressing thanks with applause.

No further member discussion was offered.

The Chair called for comment from the public.

· A member of the public asked if this would be, and needs to be, referred to as the Priority Setting Considerations Box.

· Willow Schrager explained that the intention is that this name will be used.

· She added that Chicago has something similar with the same name.

The vote was by roll call as follows:

	
	Member
	Vote
	Member
	Vote

	
	Pedro Arista
	Yes
	Weihaur Lau
	Yes

	
	Jonathan Batiste
	Yes
	Montica Levy
	Yes

	
	Jackson Bowman
	Not present
	Tatiana Molinar
	Yes

	
	Gayle Burns
	Yes
	John Newmeyer
	Yes

	
	Ed Chitty
	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
	Not present

	
	Lauren Enteen
	Yes
	Marshon Smith
	Yes

	
	Celia Gomez
	Yes
	Frank Strona
	Yes

	
	Isela González
	Yes
	Yavanté Thomas-Guess
	Yes

	
	Ben Hayes
	Yes
	Tonya Williams
	Yes

	
	Tom Kennedy
	Yes
	Luke Woodward
	Yes


The motion to approve the guidelines for the Priority Setting Considerations Box was approved unanimously.  The result of this vote was met with applause.

7 Update on the Strategies & Interventions Chapter Framework
Isela González explained that the report on the Strategies & Interventions Chapter framework is informational only and would not be voted on it.  Members’ written feedback was encouraged and would be forwarded to the Strategies, Interventions & Evaluation (SIE) Committee.

John Newmeyer conducted the presentation entitled, “Strategies and Interventions Chapter Framework,” copies of which had been emailed to all members in advance of the meeting and were available at the meeting.  Janise Kim of Harder & Co provided background and technical assistance.  Their additional comments included the following.

· Slide 5 – Chapter Outline

· Shows all sections of the chapter including the five formal strategies of the 2010 Plan:

· HIV Status Awareness;

· Syringe Access and Disposal Programs;

· Health Education and Risk Reduction (HERR);

· Prevention with Positives (PwP); and

· Structural Changes.
· Slides 9 – 16 – Strategies

· “Supplemental Elements” are those components of programs and projects that are strongly recommended but not required.

· Slide 12 – Syringe Access and Disposal

· Of paramount importance is ensuring people have clean, sterile injection equipment.

· Safer sex supplies are also an essential component of this strategy because of the known relationship between injection drugs and sex.

· Slide 15 – PWP

· This is highlighted because it is newly being addressed as central to People Living With HIV (PLWH).

· Engagement in care has been shown to have an important impact on HIV transmission, particularly in early stages of the disease.

· STDs and Hepatitis C are potential augmenters of HIV transmission.

· Treatment adherence may also have a significant impact on transmission.
· Slide 16 – Structural Change

· The document entitled, “Examples of Potential Structural Changes” was distributed, copies of which are available to all absent members upon request.

· The final chapter will be presented in July. The Compendium will be presented for vote & approval in October.
The SIE Committee members, Harder & Co consultants, and HPS professional staff were acknowledged.  John Newmeyer also thanked Janise Kim and Emalie Huriaux, and Israel Nieves-Rivera for their help in preparing this presentation.  Attendees expressed their appreciation with applause.

Comments and Discussion

· Several members thanked John Newmeyer and the SIE Committee for the presentation and their work.

· Jonathan Batiste suggested that HIV Status Awareness also include action -- HIV Status Awareness and Action.

· He noted that its predecessor was Counseling, Testing, and Referral.

· Frank Strona suggested encouraging funded programs to collaborate on structural changes.

· John Newmeyer commented that this could be built into programs and/or the HPS could coordinate collaborations and to ensure there isn’t overlap.

· Grant Colfax said this is emphasized in the narrative of the section.

· Janise Kim said that the Committee voted to keep the chapter general enough that it is applicable to all programs in SF, not just those funded by the SFDPH.

· Frank Strona added that it should also be underscored that there are advantages and gains to programs to work together as regards to structural change.

· Ed Chitty questioned the use of the term “Informed Consent” because he understands the standard is now that clients have to ask to be excluded from testing (“opt out”).

· Janise Kim explained that the wording in the final chapter would be clearer, with the intent being that clients or patients are made aware of what they are participating in.

The attendees joined Isela González in thanking John Newmeyer and Janise Kim for the presentation with applause.

8 Next Steps

Isela González invited members to submit written comments and suggestions on the content of the meeting.

No public comment was offered.

9 Summary, Evaluation, and Closure of Meeting

Isela González thanked the presenters, Council members, HPS professional staff, consultants, and the public for their participation.  She underscored for members the importance of reading and being prepared to discuss the materials sent.  She also reminded members to fill in their evaluation forms.  Finally, she reminded members to send their nominations for election of a new community co-chair of the HPPC to Betty Chan Lew.

· Members expressed their appreciation to outgoing community Co-Chair Perry Rhodes III with applause.

10 Adjournment

The meeting adjourned at 5:16 PM.

Minutes prepared by David Weinman and reviewed by Eileen Loughran and Michael Paquette.
The next HPPC meeting will be Thursday, June 11, 2009
at the Quaker Meeting House, 65 Ninth Street, San Francisco.
The next HPPC business meeting will be held on Thursday, June 11, 2009


3:00 – 6:00 PM


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