HIV PREVENTION PLANNING COUNCIL (HPPC)

Minutes

July 9, 2009



HPPC Members Present:
Pedro Arista
Jonathan Batiste
Jackson Bowman
Gayle Burns
Ed Chitty

Michael Cooley

David Diaz

Michael Discepola

Celia Gomez

Isela González

Ben Hayes

Weihaur Lau

Montica Levy

Esther Lucero

Steve Muchnick

John Newmeyer
Kyriell Noon 

Tei Okamoto

Tracey Packer, Ex Officio
Ken Pearce
Perry Rhodes III

Gwen Smith


Members Present, cont.

Frank Strona 
Yavanté Thomas-Guess 

Tonya Williams 

Luke Woodward
HPPC Members Absent:
Grant Colfax*
Lauren Enteen

Dennis Flemming, Ex Officio*

Tom Kennedy

Ming Ming Kwan

Tatiana Molinar

Jenny Lynn Sarmiento

Marshon Smith

* - These members notified the Chair of their intended absences in advance of the meeting.
Harder + Co.:

Janise Kim
David Weinman (Note-taker)

Guests: 
Rick Andrews, Walden House

Noah Briones, Walden House

Jen Hecht, Stop AIDS

Desmond Miller, LSYS (Larkin Street Youth Services)

Michael Scarce

Marliese Warren, CAPS-UCSF

Alyson Weber, SFDPH – STD Contro
Anne Smogur-Soldivar

Tee Tagor
HIV Prevention Section (HPS):

Vincent Fuqua

Emalie Huriaux

Eileen Loughran
Israel Nieves-Rivera
John Pabustan

Michael Paquette

Jenna Rapues
Process Evaluation:

Kathleen Roe
Welcome, Introductions, Announcements, Agenda Changes

Co-Chair Isela González called the meeting to order at 3:04 PM.  She explained that the Council’s facilitating duties rotate between the Co-Chairs, ordinarily consisting of two from the community and one representing the government.  She explained that later in the meeting there would be a second round of voting to elect a new community Co-Chair and that is why there is currently only one Community Co-chair at the meeting.  She explained that in the absence of the government Co-Chair, Grant Colfax, Tracey Packer would represent the HPS, in a non-voting capacity.  She then asked attendees to introduce themselves and members were invited to make appropriate announcements.

· Isela González congratulated members whose abstracts have been accepted for presentation at the USCA conference in October.  This was met with applause.

· Pedro Arista distributed the palm card entitled “Hasta en Las Mejores Familias,” announcing the Stonewall Project / Tweaker.Org’s second Spanish language harm reduction program focused on Latina/Latino methamphetamine use.  Copies of this card are available to absent members upon request.

· Members were encouraged to make these cards available at their respective programs.

· Tonya Williams announced that the Membership/Community Liaison (M/CL) Committee would open member recruitment for the 2010 Council term in July.

· She explained that three populations have been prioritized for recruitment: Youth (age 24 and under), Native American Men who have Sex with Men (MSM), and Transgender.

· She also announced that the pilot Exit Interview will be emailed shortly.

· M/CL members will be following up to ensure all Council members participate.

· Frank Strona announced his new position at the SFDPH STD Prevention and Control Section.

· This announcement was met with applause.

· He also distributed the brochure entitled, “STD Prevention & Control Services Program Summary,” which is intended to assist providers in understanding the services the Section provides.  Copies of this brochure are available to absent members upon request.

· Michael Discepola announced the Stonewall Project’s move to One Sixth Street has been completed and its services are open and available to clients.

· Ben Hayes announced a production of “The Wiz” on 7/21/09 at Collingwood Park with a barbeque preceding the show. 

· He also announced the Black Coalition on AIDS (BCA) is still accepting new Gay/MSM, Transgender, and IDU clients for Case Management.

· Jonathan Batiste distributed palm cards entitled, “UNITY A Black Mens Study” announcing a program exploring how health, sexuality, and other life issues are related to HIV among African-American men in SF.

1. Review and Approval of Minutes from 6/11/2009

Michael Discepola moved and Montica Levy seconded the approval of the minutes for the 6/11/2009 meeting.  No discussion was offered.  The vote was by roll call as follows:

	
	Member
	Vote
	Member
	Vote

	
	Pedro Arista
	Yes
	Esther Lucero
	Yes

	
	Jonathan Batiste
	Yes
	Steve Muchnick
	Yes

	
	Jackson Bowman
	Yes
	John Newmeyer
	Abstain

	
	Gayle Burns
	Yes
	Kyriell Noon
	Yes

	
	Ed Chitty
	Yes
	Tei Okamoto
	Not Present

	
	Michael Cooley
	Yes
	Ken Pearce
	Yes

	
	David Diaz
	Yes
	Perry Rhodes III
	Yes

	
	Michael Discepola
	Yes
	Gwen Smith
	Yes

	
	Celia Gomez
	Yes
	Frank Strona
	Yes

	
	Isela González
	Yes
	Yavanté Thomas-Guess
	Yes

	
	Ben Hayes
	Yes
	Tonya Williams
	Yes

	
	Weihaur Lau
	Yes
	Luke Woodward
	Yes

	
	Montica Levy
	Yes
	
	


The minutes of the 6/11/08 HPPC meeting were approved with members voting: 23 Yes and 1 Abstaining.

2. General Public Comment

The public offered comment summarized below.

Michael Scarce addressed the Council as follow-up to his comments at its 5/14/09 meeting.

· He presented the Co-Chairs with a letter for distribution addressed to “HIV Prevention Planning Council Members,” as is required of all materials to be handed out. 

· Isela González explained that she could not review the document and authorize it for distribution to members for the following reasons.

· Due to its length (four pages) - she had not had time to read the letter as it had just then been presented to the Co-Chairs.

· She pointed out that ordinarily documents to be distributed immediately after their presentation for review are flyers, palm cards, and other short materials.

· She would like another community Co-Chair to participate in any decision about the document’s distribution, but at that time she was the sole community Co-Chair.

· She added that when elected she would review it with the new Co-Chair.

· She noted that copies of the open letter would be available to interested attendees at the information table in the front of the meeting room.

Michael Scarce’s comments included the following.

· Addressing the Council as a member of the public is an intimidating process.

· Some of his previous remarks may have been misinterpreted as airing of personal grievances rather than as addressing substantive issues facing the community.

· Such misinterpretation may be a reaction to his specifically citing the Stop AIDS Project.

· He offered his reasons for naming this organization and the names of individuals involved in the sexual networking intervention project(s) with explanations that included:

· The Stop AIDS Project’s approach is relevant because at previous Council meetings all inquiries about sexual network interventions have been directed to that organization;

· All of the individuals cited previously and in the open letter, save one, have addressed the Council as experts on the topic of sexual network interventions;

· The Council deserves to hear an alternative interpretation of data coming from someone other than those named; and

· The research underway is to develop intervention methodologies and it is appropriate that these methodologies undergo the same review as any other proposed guidelines.

· He expressed his respect for the HPPC and its members.

· He added that he may not always agree with the Council and may, respectfully, challenge it, but that he is available to work with the HPPC and asked the same in return.

Michael Scarce’s comments were met with applause.

3. Members’ Response to Public Comment

· Several members expressed thanks to Michael Scarce for his comments.

· Jonathan Batiste noted that it takes courage for a community member to address the Council and expressed his admiration to Michael Scarce for doing so.

· Ben Hayes suggested that Co-Chairs explore ways of examining all of the ramifications of sexual network interventions including, perhaps, conducting a forum.

· Montica Levy asked about the HPPC’s policies regarding document distribution.

· Isela González explained that the process is not a form of endorsing or editing, but that she sees reviewing materials as part of the Co-Chairs’ responsibility to the members.

· She added that this review is a requirement of the HPPC’s Policies & Procedures.

· In response to Montica Levy further question, Isela González said that the Council could have no objection to members asking for and Michael Scarce providing a copy of the letter.

· She underscored that what is said and distributed at Council meetings are public record.

· Jackson Bowman expressed support for the HPPC investigating and discussing sexual network interventions.

· He added that he would like to see the Michael Scarce’s open letter distributed.

· Kyriell Noon said that Michael Scarce raised important questions that should be discussed at greater length as part of the Council’s work.

· He offered to work with the Co-Chairs to help facilitate such a discussion. 

· Tonya Williams suggested that people wanting to distribute something at a Council meeting should get it to the Co-Chairs in advance of the meeting; particularly if it is long or complex.

· Pedro Arista remarked that the public comment process can be intimidating and that the Council should make it more accessible, which would allow for more community engagement.

.

4. HPPC Co-Chairs/Steering Committee Written Report

Isela González drew members’ attention to the document Co-Chairs’ report of 7/09/09, which had been emailed to all members in advance of the meeting and was available at the meeting. 

· She noted that a member had asked for this report to be verbal, as it was in the past.

· She explained that it was agreed to present a written report during this Plan writing year, but Co-chairs will discuss the options of verbal updates vs. written reports when the Plan is finished.

City and State Budgets Update

Tracey Packer provided a budget update, which included the following.

· The City doesn’t anticipate additional cuts in General Fund at this time.
· The State budget remains unapproved by the State legislature.

· The Governor’s proposed budget completely eliminates funding for HIV Education & Prevention and Counseling & Testing; cuts of $24.6 + $8M, respectively.

· This would leave the State Office of AIDS with $13M, coming solely from the Federal government, to fund HIV Education & Prevention and Counseling & Testing throughout the state.

· The Joint Legislative Budget Conference Committee has not accepted the Governor’s proposal and is expected to propose a budget of $22.4 for HIV Education & Prevention – a reduction of $2.2M – and to fund Counseling & Testing at its original level ($8M).

· If either proposal is approved, the State Office of AIDS will decide how to deal with it.

· One proposal calls for cutting all State funding to LA and SF because they are funded directly by the CDC.

· LA and SF are not in favor of this, noting that they are the hardest hit by HIV/AIDS.

· They argue that the CDC’s allocation to California State Office of AIDS is due to the impact they have in CA’s statistics and so it would be taking resources from where they were intended and most needed.

· The LA County Commission wrote a position paper on these issues.

· Comments and Questions

· Isela González noted that she is now a member of the M/CL Committee, because the Council’s Policies & Procedures require a Co-Chair to sit on that committee.

· In response to Ken Pearce’s question, Tracey Packer explained that having a Co-Chair as a member of the M/CL Committee has been a requirement for a number of years.

· Ken Pearce then asked about the rationale of that rule.

· Tracey Packer explained that the M/CL Committee is fundamental to the Council’s work, including that all members are recruited and nominated by that committee and that its work ensures Parity, Inclusion, and Representation (PIR).

· Perry Rhodes III asked about the other options the State Office of AIDS may employ. 

· Tracey Packer and Israel Nieves-Rivera said that three options are being explored:

1. Eliminate funding to the jurisdictions with less than 1% of CA’s AIDS cases and reduce the remaining 17 areas’ funding by one-third; 

2. Eliminate funding to the jurisdictions with less than 1% of CA’s AIDS cases and reducing everyone’s funding by one-half; and

3. Eliminate funding to the jurisdictions with less than 1% of CA’s AIDS cases, cut all funding to LA and SF, and distribute the funding to the remaining 15 local health jurisdictions. 
· Ken Pearce asked how these options relate to the two budget proposals discussed.

· Tracey Packer indicated that if the Joint Committee proposal were accepted – with funding level at $22.4M, a 9% reduction - there would still need to be some cuts, including in SF.

· If the Administration’s proposal were accepted – with all State funding eliminated – it might be more likely that LA and SF’s State funding would be cut.

· Tracey Packer added in way of background that four years ago there was a funding formula change and some middle-sized counties had a large reduction in State funding.

· In response, the Legislature provided a special $5.6M to those counties.

· The funds from that special augmentation, however, will not be available in either proposed budgets.

· She also noted that SF anticipates State funding cuts of anywhere between $300,000 to $3M.
· Jonathan Batiste asked what the SFDPH is doing for organizations without the resources to be involved in the CA budget process.

· Tracey Packer noted that the HPS recently held a provider meeting on this topic, it is trying to keep all providers informed, and that they may contact the HPS directly.

· Kyriell Noon and others noted that there are a number of people and organizations responding to the possible budget cuts.

· Members were encouraged to contact Israel Nieves-Rivera at his office for more information on those working on this issue.

· Frank Strona noted the Steering Committee asked the Co-Chairs to invite Michelle Roland, Division Chief of the California State Office of AIDS, address the Council.

· Tracey Packer explained that Michelle Rowland offered to participate in this meeting by way of teleconferencing; however, the Quaker Meeting Place doesn’t have the capacity for conferencing.

· She added that she has asked to be put on the State Office of AIDS’s email list, and that others may do the same.

· Eileen Loughran indicated that discussion of Michelle Roland’s participation in a Council meeting would be put on the agenda for the next Steering Committee.
· Tracey Packer noted that the SFDPH/HPS is actively involved in opposing eliminating LA and SF’s State funding.

· Such a move, she explained, would contradict principles of community planning and would ignore the epidemiologic data.

5. Election – HPPC Community Co-Chair 

Isela González explained that Perry Rhodes III’s term as Co-Chair ended 6/30/09.  She reminded members that there were three ballots at the 6/11/09 Council meeting resulting in tie between Pedro Arista and Ben Hayes and so runoff balloting would continue at this meeting.

She drew members’ attention to the document entitled, “Community Co-chair Election” of 7/09/09, which had been emailed to all members in advance of the meeting and was available at the meeting.  She then conducted that presentation.

Comments & Questions

· Ken Pearce asked why the community Co-Chairs’ term is 42 months.

· Tracey Packer explained that this goes back to when members’ participation on the Council was limited to 48 months and with the requirement of at least six months of membership to run for Co-Chair the maximum term is 42 months.

· She noted that the bylaws have subsequently been modified to allow members to participate on the Council indefinitely.

· She reminded members that a review and possible revision of the Council’s bylaws is planned for next year and that this issue will be reviewed as part of that process.

Statements from the Candidates

Isela González drew members’ attention to the written statements from the candidates that had been emailed to all members in advance of the meeting and were available at the meeting.  She then introduced the candidates for verbal statements.
Ben Hayes comments included the following.

· He places great value on PIR and appreciates the way it is built into the Council’s process.

· He noted that at its core, Representation is the assurance that the voices of the community are heard.

· Such representation doesn’t require one to indentify as a member of a particular group, but rather to understand the needs of the groups impacted by HIV. 

· He outlined some of his background to underscore his experience with, and understanding of, the needs of diverse peoples.

· He explained that one of his strengths is in facilitating collaboration between service providers and governmental bodies such as the SFDPH.

· The close working relationship between SF Community Based Organizations (CBOs) and the HPS, he pointed out, is extraordinary and rare.

· Nonetheless, there is always a challenge negotiating between the needs of the community and the larger power structure, particularly what is beyond SF. 

· He pointed out his experience in both the CBO and the governmental positions.

Ben Hayes’s comments were met with applause

Pedro Arista comments included the following.

· In his ten years of experience in health education in SF he has worked with numerous and diverse people and on a number of projects and programs, including:

· The first Federally funded Transgender resources program;

· Incarcerated pregnant woman

· Heterosexual youth of color; 

· The immigrant community;

· Latina and Latino HIV+ folk; and

· Gay men and other MSM.

· Working with various groups has given him an understanding of context, history and connection with the community and has given him experience in and an understanding of: 

· The importance of the various stakeholders working together;

· Bridging the priorities of researchers, funders, service providers, and the community;

· Getting people involved and building a space where people can learn from each other; 

· The ways in which we can mold HIV services and make them more accessible to underserved populations;

· The art of community planning and community organizing; and

· How to coordinate the priorities of City, State, and Federal institutions.

· As a Council member working with the Latino Action Plan has been a great learning experience reinforcing his collaboration skills and resulting in the development of a bold action plan.

· His experience as a Co-Chair of the Show Me the Data (SMTD) Committee has given him experience in the various components of the Council’s work.

· His background and experience would further the opportunities inherent in PIR.

· Although aware of the current environment of budgetary difficulties he expressed his readiness to support the completion and implementation of the 2010 Plan.

Pedro Arista’s comments were met with applause.

Members’ Comments and Questions  - none were offered.

Public Comment – none were offered.

Isela González reminded members that the bylaws requires a 50% plus one of the votes for a item to be approved by the HPPC..  She also noted that although the election would be conducted by ballot, member’s vote would be recorded in the minutes of the meeting and become part of the public record.

 BALLOT RESULTS
	Member
	Pedro Arista
	Ben Hayes 
	Abstain
	Member
	Pedro Arista
	Ben Hayes 
	Abstain

	Pedro Arista
	(
	
	
	Esther Lucero
	(
	
	

	Jonathan Batiste
	
	(
	
	Steve Muchnick
	
	(
	

	Jackson Bowman
	
	(
	
	John Newmeyer
	
	(
	

	Gayle Burns
	(
	
	
	Kyriell Noon
	
	(
	

	Ed Chitty
	(
	
	
	Tei Okamoto
	
	
	(

	Michael Cooley
	
	(
	
	Ken Pearce
	
	(
	

	David Diaz
	
	(
	
	Perry Rhodes III
	(
	
	

	Michael Discepola
	(
	
	
	Gwen Smith
	
	(
	

	Celia Gomez
	(
	
	
	Frank Strona
	
	(
	

	Isela González
	(
	
	
	Yavanté Thomas-Guess
	
	(
	

	Ben Hayes
	
	(
	
	Tonya Williams
	
	(
	

	Weihaur Lau
	
	(
	
	Luke Woodward
	(
	
	

	Montica Levy
	(
	
	
	
	
	
	

	TOTAL
	10
	14
	1
	
	
	
	



TOTALS:
10 votes for Pedro Arista
14 votes for Ben Hayes
1 Abstention
Ben Hayes was elected HPPC community Co-Chair.  His election was met with applause.  Ben Hayes took his seat at the Co-Chairs table.

6. Review & Approval of the Strategies & Interventions Chapter

Isela González noted that this chapter had already been reviewed by the Council and feedback received from the community.  The purpose of the presentation at this meeting, she explained, was to review the whole chapter and to vote on accepting it as part of the 2010 Plan.   She then introduced Ben Hayes to conduct the presentation entitled, “Strategies and Interventions Chapter for the 2010 HIV Prevention Plan,” copies of which had been emailed to all members in advance of the meeting and were available at the meeting.  Ben Hayes’s additional comments included the following.

· Slides 5, 6 & 17 – The section on Structural Changes provides examples of potential changes SF may wish to pursue.
Motion

The Strategies, Interventions, and Evaluation (SIE) Committee moves that the HPPC approve the Introduction through Section 6 of the Strategies and Interventions Chapter for inclusion in the 2010 San Francisco HIV Prevention Plan.

Comments and Questions

· Jackson Bowman asked why the Council doesn’t wait so it can vote on the whole chapter.

· Janice Kim explained that this chapter is lengthy and approving Sections 1-6 now will give Harder & Co time to format it for production, rather than waiting until October.

· Ben Hayes added that if there were any controversy it would most likely be on the contents of Sections 1-6, not in the Compendium.

· Tei Okamoto asked if any of the suggestions and guidance in the chapter would be impacted by budget cuts from the State and City.

· Ben Hayes said that the cuts would not impact this chapter because it doesn’t create programs.

· Weihaur Lau noted that the chapter is future oriented, looking forward to set a foundation for HIV prevention that can be built upon during the life of the Plan cycle.

· Janice Kim explained that the Compendium is the toolbox providers can use to design and implement their programs, whereas the sections submitted for acceptance are the narrative and proposed philosophy of HIV prevention in SF.

· Michael Cooley explained that he wanted to be part of this Committee to have input into the Compendium, which he wants to go beyond the “Cookie-cutter,” CDC specified, interventions.

· He added that there are improvements over the 2003 Plan, although he had hoped it might have been even more leading edge, and that he hopes can such be addressed outside of the Plan writing process.

Public Comment – none was offered.
The vote on the motion was by roll call as follows.

	
	Member
	Vote
	Member
	Vote

	
	Pedro Arista
	Yes
	Esther Lucero
	Yes

	
	Jonathan Batiste
	Yes
	Steve Muchnick
	Yes

	
	Jackson Bowman
	Yes
	John Newmeyer
	Yes

	
	Gayle Burns
	Yes
	Kyriell Noon
	Yes

	
	Ed Chitty
	Yes
	Tei Okamoto
	Yes

	
	Michael Cooley
	Yes
	Ken Pearce
	Yes

	
	David Diaz
	Yes
	Perry Rhodes III
	Yes

	
	Michael Discepola
	Yes
	Gwen Smith
	Yes

	
	Celia Gomez
	Yes
	Frank Strona
	Yes

	
	Isela González
	Yes
	Yavanté Thomas-Guess
	Yes

	
	Ben Hayes
	Yes
	Tonya Williams
	Yes

	
	Weihaur Lau
	Yes
	Luke Woodward
	Yes

	
	Montica Levy
	Yes
	
	


The motion to approve the Strategies and Interventions Chapter for inclusion in the 2010 San Francisco HIV Prevention Plan was approved unanimously.

· The outcome of the vote was met with applause.

Committee members and HPS professional staff were acknowledged and thanked with special thanks given to Janise Kim and Willow Schrager from Harder & Co.

· Attendees expressed their appreciation with applause.

7 Introduction to the Cooperative Agreement
Isela González introduced Israel Nieves-Rivera to conduct the presentation entitled, “Introduction to the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) Cooperative Agreement” copies of which were emailed to all members in advance of the meeting and were available at the meeting.  His additional comments included the following.

· The HPS had not received the application as yet, but expects it will be due in September.

· This is not the first time there has been short turnaround.

· For its letter to the CDC the Council will be reviewing activities and voting on its concurrence to the 2004 Plan, not the 2010 Plan.

· Slide 2 –  “Competing Continuation Awards” is the new term being used by the CDC for this  “Cooperative Agreement,” 

· Slide 6 – The Concurrence Process is the HPPC’s opportunity to evaluate if the Plan and Application agree.

· Slide 8 – These are the categories of information previous years’ applications requested.

· Slide 9 – The complete budget is huge document and the Steering Committee has approved submitting a summary to the HPPC.

· The entire document is open and available for review, there is no attempt to hide any information from the Council or public.

· Although not a CDC requirement SF’s application has always shown Administrative costs.

· Slide 10 – The dates listed are projections and dependant on when the actual application is received and its contents.

Comments and Discussion

· In response to Yavanté Thomas-Guess, Israel Nieves-Rivera explained that there is an anticipated deadline, and that SF has always strived to have it done by its due date.

· He added that there has never been an instance when members’ questions were left unanswered.

· Ken Pearce questioned the use of “buzz-words” and technical terms such as “Concurrence” and if more common terms could be used.

· Israel Nieves-Rivera responded that to ensure there is no question of the Council’s intent we use terms that are in the application, including “Concurrence.”

· Frank Strona added that CDC’s follow-up survey asks if the HPPC went through this process and if members understand and agree with the concurrence opinion submitted.

· Responding to Montica Levy’s question, Israel Nieves-Rivera said that program budgets are submitted with the application.

· Isela González reminded attendees that they are encouraged to attend the Steering Committee meeting 7/23/09, at 25 Van Ness Room 330A, 3:00 – 5:00 PM.

· Frank Strona noted that this is the way the HPS gets the Council’s endorsement (or criticism) of what it is doing; thus it is one of the most important things that members do

· He added that during his tenure on the Council it has become a streamlined process and conveyed his thanks to Israel Nieves-Rivera and the whole HPS staff for this.

· Pedro Arista asked how the HPS handles questions relating to multi-year activities.

· Israel explained that questions about 2010 would be based on the 2004 Plan and those regarding 2011 and beyond would be based on the principles and priorities of the as yet unpublished 2010 Plan.

· He also explained that SF tries to keep its planning cycles in sync with the CDC’s, which is why when it extended the cycle we followed and have a 2010 rather than a 2009 Plan.  

· CDC may be extending the application process again, but SF will follow its own schedule.

· He added that if, because of the new Plan, a questions can’t be answered the response would explain that SF is in the midst of finalizing our Plan for the next cycle.

· Weihaur encouraged new members to have their questions answered and things they don’t understand clarified by HPS staff.

· He noted that when he was a new member Israel Nieves-Rivera spent several hours with him answering questions and explaining things.

· Israel Nieves-Rivera pointed out that he used to be with a service provider and has an understanding of what providers want to know and how to put it in terms that are familiar to them.

The attendees expressed their appreciation to Israel Nieves-Rivera with applause.

8 Next Steps

Isela González explained that at the August meeting (8/13/09) the Council will vote on the completed 2010 Plan as well as on the Cooperative Agreement.  

The Co-Chair noted that no additional public comment was offered.

9 Summary, Evaluation, and Closure of Meeting

Isela González thanked everyone for their work.  She reminded members to fill in their evaluation forms.

10 Adjournment

The meeting adjourned at 5:09 PM.

Minutes prepared by David Weinman and reviewed by Eileen Loughran and Israel Nieves-Rivera.
The next HPPC meeting will be Thursday, August 13, 2009 
at the Quaker Meeting House, 65 Ninth Street, San Francisco

The next HPPC business meeting will be held on Thursday, August 13, 2009


3:00 – 6:00 PM


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