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Welcome, Introductions, and Announcements

Co-Chair Tracey Packer called the meeting to order at 3:02 PM.  She explained that the duties of the Co-chairs rotate.  She drew attendees’ attention to the presence of the provisional council members whose full voting membership begins 01/01/2008.  She then asked attendees to introduce themselves and for members to make relevant announcements

· Trace Packer announced she is now the Acting Deputy Director of HPS.

· This news was met with applause.

· Perry Rhodes III announced that Black Coalition on AIDS (BCA) would host this month’s Pot Luck dinner at Magnet 11/10/07 and that he would serve as the host.

· William Bland announced that this would be his last Council meeting.
· Chandra Sivakumar announced that he has accepted a new position with the SF Unified School District.

· Pedro Artista distributed palm cards entitled, “Tweakers.org Español,” announcing the launch of on-line services in Spanish; copies are available to absent members upon request.
· Luke Woodward announced the opening of the opening of Trans Thrive’s new facility at 815 Hyde Street and Open House on 11/16/07.
· Randy Allgaier provided updates on care services funding, including the following:

· An amendment by Rep. DeMint (R-SC) which would have taken all Health & Human Services (HHS) funding away from cities offering drug injection facilities, was defeated;

· The Stop-Loss amendment put forward by Rep. Pelosi to restore Ryan White Care Act funding to SF on a on-time basis was approved by the House of Representatives;

· The SF Board of Supervisors had backfilled care services funding and will reverse this action once funding is restored; the net effect being level funding levels; and
· The amendment is attached to a military spending bill, thus the President is not expected to veto it.
· Colin Partridge announced that he will resign his HPPC Emeritus Membership as his regular work load has increased.
· Bernie Berger announced that he will start working at Family Services Agency.
· Isela Gonzalez announced that the Forensic AIDS Project is starting its second year of the Reach Inward for Self Empowerment (RISE) research project and will hire two formerly incarcerated women to work on the project.
· Kathleen Roe announced that she and member Frank Strona presented at the American Public Health Association, and distributed copies of the presentation entitled, “Separate or Combined?  Finding Points of Integration in HIV Prevention and Health Services Community Planning,” copies are available to absent members upon request.

· She explained that this was a summary of work done by the HPPC and the Care Councils, and was very well received by conference attendees.

· She also will welcome help from anyone with future publications of the council’s work.
· Emalie Huriaux invited interested attendees to participate in the next meeting of the Hepatitis C (HCV) working group (12/12/07) at the Asian Pacific Islander Wellness Center.
· She noted that reminders about this meeting would be sent to all members.

· Tracey expressed thanks to departing members William Bland and Colin Partridge.
· She also congratulated Chandra Sivakumar on his new position noting that the HPPC has long wanted to have a representative of the SF school system on the Council.
Tracey explained that this was the first meeting for some of the provisional members.  All members were greeted with applause.

1. Review and Approval of Minutes from 10/11/2007

Motion was made by Michael Discepola and seconded by Tei Okamoto to approve the minutes from the meeting 10/11/07.
· Steve Muchnick suggested that Gavin Morrow-Hall’s affiliation with SFDPH be listed in the attendance portion of the minutes .

· He also noted the misspelling of Buzz Bense name in the draft.
· The Chair indicated that the final minutes would be corrected.

No other discussion was offered.  The vote was by roll call as follows:
	
	Member
	Vote
	Member
	Vote

	
	Randy Allgaier
	Yes
	Weihaur Lau
	Yes

	
	Michelle Bakken 
	Yes
	John Newmeyer
	Yes

	
	Jonathan Batiste
	Abstain
	Tei Okamoto
	Yes

	
	Bernie Berger
	Yes
	Tracey Packer
	Yes

	
	William Bland
	Yes
	Ken Pearce
	Yes

	
	Gayle Burns
	Yes
	Perry Rhodes III
	Yes

	
	Edward Byrom
	Yes
	Jenny Lynn Sarmiento
	Abstain

	
	David Diaz
	Yes
	Chandra Sivakumar
	Yes

	
	Michael Discepola
	Yes
	Gwen Smith
	Yes

	
	Isela Gonzalez
	Yes
	Frank Strona
	Yes

	
	Dee Hampton
	Yes
	Eiko Sugano
	Yes

	
	Tom Kennedy
	Abstain
	Rakli Wilburn
	Abstain

	
	
	
	Luke Woodward
	Yes



The minutes were approved with 21 Yes votes and four Abstentions.

2. General Public Comment

Tracey Packer introduced people who had completed public comment forms. 

· Michael Petrelis addressed the Council with comments including the following.

· In 2000 an ad appeared reading, “Who Gives A F***”, and that since that time other similarly offensive campaigns have also ran.

· He advocated for a continuation of the Council’s discussion on social marketing.
· The 2000 ad, he noted, included comments from Dr. Willi McFarland, due to address the Council later in the agenda, comparing SF’s incidence rates to Sub-Saharan Africa.
· These comments, he added, were made to the media right before leaving for an international AIDS conference, and so Dr. McFarland wasn’t available for clarification.
· He characterized this as, “Willi drops this bomb-shell on us, takes off for Africa, and then there is no discussion in the gay community…” about the basis of his claims. 

· He pointed out that the Ryan White Act was being debated at the same time, and there were reports questioning SF’s numbers in the media and the Congress.
· He asserted that whatever statistics Willi McFarland presents later in the meeting should be greeted with skepticism and should be accompanied with proof.

· He suggested there is a need for dialogue between Willi McFarland and the gay community because his 2000 comments were the cause of media reports that, “Gays are complacent,” “Gays are killing each other again,” etc.

· He questioned if Willi McFarland’s interpretation of the data from 2000 has changed.

· He also suggested there be discussion about why Dr. McFarland goes to the newspapers before reporting to the community.

3. Members’ Response to Public Comment

· Dee Hampton said that she would appreciate if Michael Petrelis could bring more recent examples when he refers to social marketing being offensive and off target. She also asked if efforts remain off-target.

· Tracey Packer said that getting an explanation from Willi McFarland about the data he uses is a key to members conducting the Council’s work.

4. HPPC Co-Chairs/Steering Committee Written Report

Tracey Packer directed attendees’ attention to the document entitled, “Co-Chairs Report November 8, 2007,” copies of which had been distributed to all members in advance of the meeting.  She highlighted these topics in particular:

· Legislative Update, which is a new section in this report;

· 2008 Scope of Work, the draft document entitled, “2008 Scopes of Work,” was distributed; copies of which are available to absent members upon request,
· The Steering Committee approved the Scope of Work at the 10/25 meeting.  It will be presented for a vote to the Council at the 12/13 meeting. 
· Role of Council in Reviewing Committee Recommendations, including the document that she reviewed entitled, “The HPPC process for discussion and vote on motions presented by Committees,” copies of which are available to absent members upon request.
5. Election - HPPC Community Co-Chair
Tracey Packer directed attention to the presentation entitled, “Community Co-Chair Election” distributed to all members in advance of the meeting.  Some of her additional comments included the following.

· Community Co-Chairs’ terms are staggered to allow continuity of leadership.

· The Government Co-Chair is appointed by the Director of the HPS.
· The term of the seat held presently by Gayle Burn ends in June 2008.

· Four members were nominated, three declined, leaving Perry Rhodes III the sole candidate standing for the position.

She explained that Perry Rhodes III’s written statement had been distributed to all members in advance of the meeting.  His additional spoken comments included the following:

· He feels honored to have served as Co-Chair;

· He looks forward to 2008 with all of the challenges and changes it will bring; and

· He sees part of his role as maintaining the continuity, and being the familiar face of the Co-Chairs through the coming transition.

No questions were raised.  The Council voted on whether to elect Perry Rhodes III as its community Co-Chair for the term 1/01/08 – 6/31/09.  The vote was by roll call as follows.
	
	Member
	Vote
	Member
	Vote

	
	Randy Allgaier
	Yes
	Weihaur Lau
	Yes

	
	Michelle Bakken 
	Yes
	John Newmeyer
	Yes

	
	Jonathan Batiste
	Yes
	Tei Okamoto
	Yes

	
	Bernie Berger
	Yes
	Tracey Packer
	Yes

	
	William Bland
	Yes
	Ken Pearce
	Yes

	
	Gayle Burns
	Yes
	Perry Rhodes III
	Yes

	
	Edward Byrom
	Yes
	Jenny Lynn Sarmiento
	Abstain

	
	David Diaz
	Yes
	Chandra Sivakumar
	Yes

	
	Michael Discepola
	Yes
	Gwen Smith
	Yes

	
	Isela Gonzalez
	Yes
	Frank Strona
	Yes

	
	Dee Hampton
	Yes
	Eiko Sugano
	Yes

	
	Tom Kennedy
	Yes
	Rakli Wilburn
	Yes

	
	
	
	Luke Woodward
	Yes


Perry Rhodes III was elected unanimously.  The result of the election was met with applause.

6. Substance Use Issues & Structural Solutions  (SUISS) Committee:  Recommendations to the HPPC
Tracey Packer introduced SUISS Committee Co-Chairs Eiko Sugano and Luke Woodward to conduct the presentation entitled, “Substance Use Issues and Structural Solutions,” copies of which were distributed to all members in advance of the meeting.  Their additional comments included the following.
· Slide 4- An example demonstrating the difference between individual, or community, level intervention and a structural intervention was provided.
· Slide 6 – The Committee’s charge was to make recommendations that are bold and radical, so as to address issues in a new and broader way.
· Slide 10 - Two issues discussed by the Committee, but not included in their recommendations are: HIV prevention among the incarcerated, and lack of services for monolingual non-English speakers.

· The first was addressed and recommendation made by the HPPC’s 2006 San Francisco Leadership Initiative.

· The second, given to the Committee from the Parking Lot, was not addressed.
Members were reminded that all of the motions and their rationales are included on the document entitled, “Rationales for Structural Solutions and Motions,” which was provided to all members in advance of the meeting.
Motion 1: Endorse the creation of a Safe Injection Facility to reduce drug-related harm.

Discussion

· In response to William Bland’s question, Eiko Sugano and Luke Woodward explained that all of the motions rely on the applying the principles of harm reduction to both HIV prevention and substance use.
· William Bland then asked for a definition of a “Safe Injection Facility.”
· Eiko Sugano provided a definition to include a place where people can bring the drug of their choice and inject it safely in the presence of a nurse in case help is needed in the event of overdose or other negative effects of the drug(s).

· Pedro Artista said that it was his understanding that the Safe Injection Facility in Vancouver is the only one in the world and so questioned if there is sufficient data about its effectiveness, overdose mortality rate, etc.; adding that he also understands that it is going to close.

· Eiko Sugano explained that there isn’t enough information as yet, but that the Committee’s recommendation is really to look into this option.

· Lauren Enteen added that there have been some overdoses at the Vancouver site, but none were fatal, and that there are a number of models that have been looked at with varying facilities and services.
· Ken Pearce asked if this would have the cooperation of local law enforcement.
· Eiko Sugano explained the committee’s suggestion is that a workgroup look into this.
· Ken Pearce suggested having law enforcement representatives in that workgroup.
· Randy Allgaier noted that a recent meeting in SF to discuss this idea started a firestorm, including the DeMint Amendment in Congress; adding that this will most likely garner a great deal of attention and impact national discussion.
· He recommended that work be done to ensure political understanding and good will among local officials on this topic.

· Steve Muchnick explained that the reason the Vancouver facility is likely to close next year is a change in Provincial government.

· Isela Gonzalez observed how well this recommendation follows up on last year’s work, as well as responds to the needs assessment presented last month by Askia Muhammad.

· William Bland explained that there is already some work being done on this in SF, and the Committee’s suggestion is to support looking into this more deeply.

· David Diaz suggested inviting the Vancouver facility manager to address the workgroup.

· Rakli Wilburn noted that researching and implementing this idea would be great for prevention and would also provide a wonderful source of data.

· Weihaur Lau indicated that there is good data that supports the Safe Injection Facility reducing HIV among IDUs in Vancouver.
· Gayle Burns said this would be a great venue for prevention, and that it referred back to the Mike Pendo’s presentation on Structural Interventions and future goals from a couple of years ago.
· Tracey Packer explained that since the SFDPH has not taken a position on this matter she will have to abstain.

Jonathan Batiste called the question.  No objection was raised.  Discussion was closed.
The vote on Motion 1 was by roll call as follows.
	
	Member
	Vote
	Member
	Vote

	
	Randy Allgaier
	Yes
	Weihaur Lau
	Yes

	
	Michelle Bakken 
	Yes
	John Newmeyer
	Yes

	
	Jonathan Batiste
	Yes
	Tei Okamoto
	Yes

	
	Bernie Berger
	Yes
	Tracey Packer
	Abstain

	
	William Bland
	Yes
	Ken Pearce
	Yes

	
	Gayle Burns
	Yes
	Perry Rhodes III
	Yes

	
	Edward Byrom
	Yes
	Jenny Lynn Sarmiento
	Yes

	
	David Diaz
	Yes
	Chandra Sivakumar
	Yes

	
	Michael Discepola
	Yes
	Gwen Smith
	Yes

	
	Isela Gonzalez
	Yes
	Frank Strona
	Abstain

	
	Dee Hampton
	Yes
	Eiko Sugano
	Yes

	
	Tom Kennedy
	Yes
	Rakli Wilburn
	Yes

	
	
	
	Luke Woodward
	Yes


The motion was approved with 23 Yes votes and 2 abstentions.
Motion 2: Define criteria in the existing SF DPH Harm Reduction Policy (2000) and ensure implementation throughout DPH-funded programs.

Luke Woodward explained that in 2000 SF passed a law requiring all funded programs follow the principles of Harm Reduction; however, the performance measurements were listed as “To be determined,” and have yet to be codified.  This motion would promote the law’s implementation.
Discussion

· Weihaur Lau asked if this motion covers the entire SFDPH, or just the HPS.
· Tracey Packer explained that the entire department is covered by the Harm Reduction policy, and so would impact all programs funded through the SFDPH.
· Weihaur Lau advocated for implementing Harm Reduction in SF Schools too.

· Eiko Sugano said that the workgroup would define Harm Reduction with the help of the HPS.
· Tracey Packer noted that the workgroup would work with Barbara Garcia who is in charge of the Harm Reduction Policy for the SFDPH.
· Tom Kennedy reminded members of the process outlined on Slide 7 and that implementation of any of the recommendations would include SFDPH, the City, and the community.

There was no further discussion.  The vote on Motion 2 was by roll call as follows.

	
	Member
	Vote
	Member
	Vote

	
	Randy Allgaier
	Yes
	Weihaur Lau
	Yes

	
	Michelle Bakken 
	Yes
	John Newmeyer
	Yes

	
	Jonathan Batiste
	Not present
	Tei Okamoto
	Yes

	
	Bernie Berger
	Yes
	Tracey Packer
	Yes

	
	William Bland
	Yes
	Ken Pearce
	Yes

	
	Gayle Burns
	Yes
	Perry Rhodes III
	Yes

	
	Edward Byrom
	Yes
	Jenny Lynn Sarmiento
	Yes

	
	David Diaz
	Yes
	Chandra Sivakumar
	Yes

	
	Michael Discepola
	Yes
	Gwen Smith
	Yes

	
	Isela Gonzalez
	Yes
	Frank Strona
	Yes

	
	Dee Hampton
	Yes
	Eiko Sugano
	Yes

	
	Tom Kennedy
	Yes
	Rakli Wilburn
	Yes

	
	
	
	Luke Woodward
	Yes


Motion 2 was approved unanimously.
Motion 3: Support updating and reinforcing the existing law in San Francisco requiring signage and warning labels in places where poppers are sold.
Eiko explained that when the current law was enacted not all of the risks associated with Poppers’ use were known, including the increased risk of acquiring HIV.

Discussion

· William Bland said that he thought he thought poppers were already illegal and the substance in question is being sold as video head cleaner and by other names.
· Frank Strona said that the word “Poppers” has become a recognized term for inhalants. 
· Tracey Packer added that “Poppers” is the word used in research.
The Chair directed that the minutes show that Alkyl, Amyl, or Butyl Nitrites or Nitrates are all generically referred to as “Poppers.”
· Tom Kennedy and Gayle Burns both noted that Hank Wilson has championed this issue for several years.
There was no further discussion.  The vote on Motion 3 was by roll call as follows.

	
	Member
	Vote
	Member
	Vote

	
	Randy Allgaier
	Yes
	Weihaur Lau
	Yes

	
	Michelle Bakken 
	Yes
	John Newmeyer
	Yes

	
	Jonathan Batiste
	Not present
	Tei Okamoto
	Yes

	
	Bernie Berger
	Yes
	Tracey Packer
	Yes

	
	William Bland
	Yes
	Ken Pearce
	Yes

	
	Gayle Burns
	Yes
	Perry Rhodes III
	Yes

	
	Edward Byrom
	Yes
	Jenny Lynn Sarmiento
	Yes

	
	David Diaz
	Yes
	Chandra Sivakumar
	Yes

	
	Michael Discepola
	Yes
	Gwen Smith
	Yes

	
	Isela Gonzalez
	Yes
	Frank Strona
	Yes

	
	Dee Hampton
	Yes
	Eiko Sugano
	Yes

	
	Tom Kennedy
	Yes
	Rakli Wilburn
	Yes

	
	
	
	Luke Woodward
	Yes


Motion 3 passed unanimously.
Motion 4: Require that all programs funded by HPS distribute information on the risks and health effects of crack, poppers, methamphetamines and other drugs that impact the risk for HIV transmission.
Luke Woodward explained that the Committee knows that many agencies already do this, but this identifies that all agencies would distribute this information.  He added that research shows that people who do drugs tend to do a variety of drugs.
Discussion

· John Newmeyer said that this is broadly defined, and asked if this could be accomplished with a brochure, or other such material.
· Luke Woodward explained that this was intentionally left to the workgroup to decide how to implement this.
· Eiko Sugano added that the Committee had been informed that some agencies do not have information on some of the substances mentions and that all funded agencies should be educated on these drugs.
· William Bland asked if this would be HPS, or all SFDPH, funded programs.

· He added that distribution of Harm Reduction information could be included in this recommendation.
· Tracey Packer explained that both John Newmeyer and William Bland’s suggestions could be worked on by the workgroup.
· Weihaur Lau suggested that this recommendation would help widen what is meant by HIV prevention intervention and encourage collaboration between agencies.
There was no further discussion.  Vote on Motion 4 was by roll call as follows.
	
	Member
	Vote
	Member
	Vote

	
	Randy Allgaier
	Yes
	Weihaur Lau
	Yes

	
	Michelle Bakken 
	Yes
	John Newmeyer
	Yes

	
	Jonathan Batiste
	Not present
	Tei Okamoto
	Yes

	
	Bernie Berger
	Yes
	Tracey Packer
	Yes

	
	William Bland
	Yes
	Ken Pearce
	Yes

	
	Gayle Burns
	Yes
	Perry Rhodes III
	Yes

	
	Edward Byrom
	Yes
	Jenny Lynn Sarmiento
	Yes

	
	David Diaz
	Yes
	Chandra Sivakumar
	Yes

	
	Michael Discepola
	Yes
	Gwen Smith
	Yes

	
	Isela Gonzalez
	Yes
	Frank Strona
	Yes

	
	Dee Hampton
	Yes
	Eiko Sugano
	Yes

	
	Tom Kennedy
	Yes
	Rakli Wilburn
	Yes

	
	
	
	Luke Woodward
	Yes


Motion 4 was approved unanimously.
Motion 5: Endorse the creation of a city-wide policy to increase access to condoms and lube in bars and clubs with liquor licenses in San Francisco.
Eiko Sugano and Luke Woodward explained that the workgroup could recommend this be accomplished in any number of ways, and that this is not limited to gay bars.
Discussion

· Steve Muchnick asked if there is a legal definition of a, “Club.”
· Bernie Berger explained that this would apply to any venue with a liquor license.
· He added the Committee reviewed data showing that people are not as able to access condoms and lube in drinking establishments as they were 15 years ago.
· Frank Strona noted his opposition, including:

· That there wasn’t due consideration given to how clubs would react to this;

· That the recommendation should be supported by research, such as a rapid assessment;

· That this may infringe upon business owners rights; and

· That there may be additional liability and/or insurance costs to clubs if they have packets of lube readily available.

· Michelle Bakken noted that outreach workers often can’t even get into bars.

· Luke Woodward explained this needn’t be outreach, and that the workgroup would decide how to ensure that condoms and lube are accessible.

· He added that a rapid assessment would also be something the workgroup addresses.
· Tracey Packer relayed the HPS’ experience developing an ordinance regarding sex clubs, where they found including club operators into the planning process helped the work proceed.

· She noted that an ordinance did not result from the exercise, but that guidelines did.

· Isela Gonzalez observed that feedback from clients has been that there is a lack of access to condoms when they have been drinking, or at a club.
· She noted that they have already had feedback from bar owners supporting access to condoms for their patrons.
· She also pointed out that the SF Sheriff recently approved a pilot program with condom vending machines in jail, and if that can be done access in clubs should be achievable.
· Ken Pearce pointed out that the motion is to forward this recommendation to a workgroup, and so he has difficulty with the objections raised.
· Eiko Sugano noted that this is a radical suggestion and a cultural shift, similar to banning smoking in restaurants and bars.

· William Bland observed that the connection between alcohol use and seroconversion is too often overlooked.
· Perry Rhodes III underscored that the Committee is not suggesting how to do this, only that it should be done if feasible.
· Frank Strona said that if this recommendation read, “Increased access” he would not have a problem with it, but that he has difficulty with, “Creation of citywide policy.”

There was no further discussion.  The vote on Motion 5 for was by roll call as follows.
	
	Member
	Vote
	Member
	Vote

	
	Randy Allgaier
	No
	Weihaur Lau
	Yes

	
	Michelle Bakken 
	No
	John Newmeyer
	Yes

	
	Jonathan Batiste
	Not present
	Tei Okamoto
	Yes

	
	Bernie Berger
	Yes
	Tracey Packer
	Yes

	
	William Bland
	Yes
	Ken Pearce
	Abstain

	
	Gayle Burns
	Yes
	Perry Rhodes III
	Yes

	
	Edward Byrom
	No
	Jenny Lynn Sarmiento
	Yes

	
	David Diaz
	Yes
	Chandra Sivakumar
	Yes

	
	Michael Discepola
	Yes
	Gwen Smith
	Yes

	
	Isela Gonzalez
	Yes
	Frank Strona
	No

	
	Dee Hampton
	Yes
	Eiko Sugano
	Yes

	
	Tom Kennedy
	Yes
	Rakli Wilburn
	Yes

	
	
	
	Luke Woodward
	Yes


The motion was approved with 19 Yes votes, 4 No votes, and 1 (one) abstention.
Motion 6: Revise the current HIV Prevention Section policy to allow for the funding and use of incentives to identify and test individuals who do not know their status
Luke Woodward explained that in the past, although effective, providing incentives had been problematic.  The workgroup would have to examine at a number of things, including: repeat testers and known positives.  The SUISS Committee believes, however, that this could be an effective tool to reach substance users and late tester.
Discussion

· Dee Hampton noted her bias as an employee of the AIDS Health Project, which does testing, and expressed her concerns about this motion, which included:
· It is unclear where the money to support incentives would come from;

· If funding is available it would be better used for additional testing and outreach;

· Data is needed regarding incentives to determine if it is, in fact, effective (i.e., how many are new positives are actually identified); and

· The problem isn’t just with known positives, but also known negatives who repeat test just for the money.
· Luke Woodward agreed with the problems sited and explained that the workgroup would need to address these issues.
· Tracey Packer explained that the 2005 RFP included a provision that Counseling, Testing & Linkage programs could not use incentives

· David Diaz said that his program does use incentives, because they find that once a HIV+ person is identified it can be difficult to maintain contact with them and follow up.

· He the suggested the workgroup discuss using incentives to identify HIV+ people as well as to encourage follow-up.

· William Bland expressed his concern with ethical considerations of providing incentives for testing, for follow-up, etc.

· He added that incentives are really focused on poor people but that they miss the underlying structural health care disparity.
· Frank Strona said that this proposal opens the door to discuss these issues more fully in workgroups.

· Isela Gonzalez indicated that the word, “Incentive” has all sort of connotations, but that it needn’t be cash.

· She added that while the poor and marginalized are the most likely to test for incentives, that group needs to be reached.
· Chandra Sivakumar said that based on anecdotal data many Community Based Organizations (CBOs) have found that incentives increase the number of tests.

· Randy Allgaier expressed concern with decisions made in a vacuum and that this should be discussed, and worked on, with those involved in provision of care services.

· Perry Rhodes III expressed concern with communities that aren’t testing.

· He pointed out that at present the door is totally closed on incentives and that this would open the discussion.

· He added that we need as many tools as possible to reach those not being tested, but that all means of reaching people need to be responsible.

· Bobby Wiseman reiterated that incentives needn’t be cash, and the population he deals with can be motivated with basic necessities such as showers, a night in a hotel, and the like.
· Tracey Packer explained that she would be abstaining as this is the current policy of the department and she hasn’t discussed it with the people working on testing.

There was no further discussion.  The vote was by roll call as follows.
	
	Member
	Vote
	Member
	Vote

	
	Randy Allgaier
	Abstain
	Weihaur Lau
	Yes

	
	Michelle Bakken 
	Abstain
	John Newmeyer
	Yes

	
	Jonathan Batiste
	Not present
	Tei Okamoto
	Yes

	
	Bernie Berger
	Yes
	Tracey Packer
	Abstain

	
	William Bland
	No
	Ken Pearce
	Yes

	
	Gayle Burns
	Yes
	Perry Rhodes III
	Yes

	
	Edward Byrom
	Yes
	Jenny Lynn Sarmiento
	Yes

	
	David Diaz
	Abstain
	Chandra Sivakumar
	Yes

	
	Michael Discepola
	No
	Gwen Smith
	Abstain

	
	Isela Gonzalez
	Yes
	Frank Strona
	Yes

	
	Dee Hampton
	Yes
	Eiko Sugano
	Yes

	
	Tom Kennedy
	Yes
	Rakli Wilburn
	Yes

	
	
	
	Luke Woodward
	Yes


The motion was approved with 17 Yes votes, 2 No votes, and 5 Abstentions.

Motion 7: Set aside 5-10% of direct prevention dollars to ensure provision of late night prevention services.
Eiko Sugano explained the Committee’s concern that without a set aside programs do not have incentive to provide late night services.  She noted that there have been two studies showing the effectiveness of late night outreach: the Breakfast Buffet and Party and Play studies.
Discussion

· John Newmeyer asked for definition of both late night and set aside.
· Eiko Sugano and Emalie Huriaux provided these definitions:

· Late night being hours outside, or beyond. normal business hours (i.e., between 8:00 PM and 4:00 AM); and

· Set aside would be a percentage, to be decided upon by the workgroup, of the total HIV prevention budget.
· William Bland expressed concerned with setting aside a specific percentage.

· He pointed out that no agency is currently forbidden from offering late night outreach.

· He suggested that programs should retain flexibility to determine how best to reach their focus populations.
· He also suggested including late night outreach as part of the priority setting model, but without assigning a specific amount, or percentage, to be set aside.
· Weihaur Lau explained that he worked on Breakfast Buffet study and they were finding increased acceptance for the approach from the target population.

· He added setting aside a percentage emphasizes it’s importance, particularly as it is difficult to get workers to do outreach late at night.

· Ken Pearce expressed concern with the setting aside 5-10% although he expressed support for late night prevention outreach.

· He suggested specifying late night outreach in the RFP.

· Michael Discepola said that he would like to know what is currently being done.
· Tracey Packer expressed concern because this refers to a lot of money; however, she supports the idea of encouraging late night testing.
There was no further discussion.  The vote on Motion 7 was by roll call as follows.

	
	Member
	Vote
	Member
	Vote

	
	Randy Allgaier
	No
	Weihaur Lau
	Yes

	
	Michelle Bakken 
	Abstain
	John Newmeyer
	Yes

	
	Jonathan Batiste
	Not present
	Tei Okamoto
	Yes

	
	Bernie Berger
	Yes
	Tracey Packer
	No

	
	William Bland
	No
	Ken Pearce
	Abstain

	
	Gayle Burns
	No
	Perry Rhodes III
	No

	
	Edward Byrom
	No
	Jenny Lynn Sarmiento
	Abstain

	
	David Diaz
	Yes
	Chandra Sivakumar
	Yes

	
	Michael Discepola
	No
	Gwen Smith
	No

	
	Isela Gonzalez
	Yes
	Frank Strona
	Yes

	
	Dee Hampton
	Yes
	Eiko Sugano
	Yes

	
	Tom Kennedy
	Yes
	Rakli Wilburn
	Yes

	
	
	
	Luke Woodward
	Yes


Motion 7 was approved with 12 Yes votes, 8 No votes, and 3 Abstentions.
Attendees expressed their appreciation to the SUISS Committee with applause.
7. Epidemic/Endemic: What do we think about HIV in San Francisco?
Tracey Packer introduced Willi McFarland, Director of HIV/AIDS Statistics & Epidemiology at SFDPH by providing background including the following.
· That the HPPC bases much of its prevention plan on the data he provides.
· His presentations are part of members’ training in understanding how HIV impacts SF.
· That this presentation was informational only focusing on the controversy that has arisen about the difference between “Epidemic,” and “Endemic.” 

Willi McFarland then conducted the presentation, “ ‘Health department declares HIV Epidemic over’ – Bay Area Reporter, 2007,” copies of which were provided to all members in advance of the meeting.  His additional comments included the following.
· Slide 1 – The Bay Area Reporter (BAR) headline (paraphrased) was intended to grab attention, with the real story in the small print.
· He explained that during his presentation of the 2006 consensus data to the Council he felt that the data might be pointing toward the SF entering an HIV “Endemic” phase.
· The data was starting to head in the right direction, and had that trend continued, he was hopeful that he could soon project SF moving toward future, “Eradication.”

· This after several years in which indicators had been sharply negative.

· Nonetheless in 2006 he wasn’t ready to, and did not, categorize HIV in SF as “Endemic.”

· Subsequent data leads him to believe SF has, indeed, entered an HIV “Endemic” phase; but leaves him less optimistic about trends heading toward future “Eradication.”

· This is because the indicators that were heading down have leveled off.

· Slide 4 – He was surprised that the difference in technical, epidemiological terms, “Epidemic,” and “Endemic,” generated any media attention at all.

· Slide 6 – The “it” that isn’t over is the HIV health crisis, and so the difference between, “Epidemic,” and “Endemic,” is somewhat semantic.
· Slide 8 – Shows the typical progression of an epidemic, including the second wave of HIV incidence SF saw in the late 90’s – early 2000’s.
· Slide 13 – Putting the statistics in perspective:

· There are more cumulative cases of AIDS in SF than in all of Germany;

· More people in SF have died of HIV than in all of the wars the city has participated in;

· The percentage of people on treatment (91%) is the highest in the world; and

· The concentration of HIV in a single community is also the highest in the world
· Slide 14 – These are the indicators that described the second wave of HIV epidemic in SF in the late 90’s to early 2000’s.
· Had the trends continued the number of new infections could have grown to 2,000 per year in 2006 and continued to double in future years.

· Slide 16-20
Please note the use of these terms and acronyms:

· GC = Gonorrhea

· AIDS with STD = People with AIDS who acquire a new Sexually Transmitted Disease (STD), which is a marker of sexual risk behavior and transmission to others
· No. of partner = Having multiple partners as recorded in surveys

· Repeat tester incidence = The rate of new acquisition of HIV among people being tested

· CTRPN = Counseling, Testing, Referral and Partner Notification [Currently referred to as Counseling, Testing & Linkage (CTL)]
· STARHS = Shows detuned incidence rates at different testing venues from citywide database

· UAI = Unprotected Anal Intercourse
· Discordant UAI HIV+ = when one partner is known to be HIV+ and the other is believed to be HIV- or of unknown serostatus
· Discordant UAI HIV- = when one partner is known, or believed, to be HIV- and the other is of unknown serostatus

· BSS = Behavioral Surveillance Survey

· Unknown HIV+ status = are those people who test positive in City surveys without knowing their serostatus

· Slide 18 – What if we have about the same number of infections until 2047?
· This fits within the definition of Endemic, and is possible with current trends.

· Slides 19 & 20 – In 2007 the indicators point more toward long-term leveling in incidence; whereas in 2006 indicators pointed toward decreasing incidence.

· Slide 21 & 22 – Male Rectal Gonorrhea looked as if it were spiking, but the increase was really due to better, and more widely accepted, diagnostic procedures.

· Thus it went from “Up” in 2006 to “Level” in 2007’s interpretation of data. 
· Slide 24 – The gap reported in UAI trending up, and serodiscordant UAI HIV+ & HIV- both trending down is believed to be as a result of seroadaptation.
· Slide 25 – Data indicates incidence may be entering a stage in which it remains level for years to come – unless something dramatically changes.
· This leveling is not a cause for complacency, nor does it make a pithy sound-bite.

· Slide 26 – Some groups in SF are “Epidemic.”
· Slide 27 & 28 – What current, endemic, levels of incidence means to a young Gay man in SF?

· Over 55% of 20 year old Gay/MSM remaining in SF until they are 60 will seroconvert. 

· Some subpopulations are even more impacted; over 80% of 20 year old African American Gay/MSM remaining in SF until they are 60 will seroconvert.
· Slide 32 – Most of the typical public health response to epidemics is not relevant to HIV.
· Slide 33 – Most of the positive impact of the public health’s response to endemics is not available in response to HIV.

· Structural intervention is one of the successful approaches available.
· Slide 36 – To say, “The HIV Epidemic is over” misses the point of what is going on; we need to find a way to trend toward eradication, by reducing incidence rates.
· HIV in SF doesn’t have to remain “Endemic,” it can be moved toward “Eradication.”
The attendees expressed their appreciation for Willi McFarland’s presentation with applause.
Comments and Questions
Tracey Packer observed that this is appropriate to the Council’s work preparing the next HIV prevention plan.

· In response to Steve Muchnick’s question Willi McFarland explained that “Bridge” as used in his presentation refers to factors that transmit HIV from one population to another.
· Ken Pearce asked about the reliability of estimates of people with unknown serostatus, noting that the CDC says it is 25% and locally we estimate it to be 21%.
· He also asked if we should expect that percent to go down with time if we are doing a good job getting people into testing.

· Willi McFarland noted the paradox in “how do we know those unknowns,” and that it is extremely difficult to know if it is going down; but that the various estimates are close enough to provide some sense of comfort in their reliability.
· He added that more testing would certainly lead to a lower percent of unknown if new infections weren’t taking place and if there was a way to halt importing people with unknown serostatus.

· Ken Pearce then asked how the estimates are determined.
· Willi McFarland explained that SF did a community sample with testing and found that 21% of those testing HIV+ said they didn’t know it.

· He added that the CDC and others use models based on a different methodology, that all methods have problems, and that it is somewhat remarkable that the estimates are so similar.
· William Bland observed that the differences between, “Epidemic,” and “Endemic,” has implication for the HPPC including continuing exploring structural interventions.

· He also suggested identifying the drivers in the mini-epidemics, including systemic issues like health disparity, homelessness, and substance use.
· John Newmeyer observed that there are limits to how precise the data can be, particularly as it is impossible to quantify immigration and emigration; which is a big factor in SF.

· Isela Gonzalez asked for Willi McFarland’s recommendation regarding addressing women within the Behavioral Risk Population (BRP) structure of the Priority Setting Model.

· Willi McFarland said that he will be meeting with HPPC Committees on this topic.
· He added that the SFDPH follows the Council’s lead in how to look at BRPs.

· Chandra Sivakumar said that the statistic about young people was very upsetting, and asked if the example of the 20 year old remaining in SF for forty years is an Epidemic.
· Willi McFarland said that this was the result of the SF HIV Endemic with a stable 1.9% seroconversion rate per year.

· Chandra Sivakumar then noted that young clients often say to him, “Why bother, as I’ll probably seroconvert at some point.”
· Tracey Packer responded that it doesn’t have to be that way; that the HPPC’s work is to lower incidence rate so that a majority of 20 year olds don’t seroconvert by the time they are 60.
· Weihaur Lau said that we would like to see a presentation of the epidemiology by ethnicity.

· Tracey Packer said that Willi McFarland will be back to present to the Council, perhaps as early as in January.
Participants again thanked Willi McFarland with applause.
8. Summary, Evaluation, and Closure of Meeting

Tracey Packer reminded members to fill-out evaluation forms.  She then thanked participants, professional staff, and consultants.
9. Adjournment

The meeting adjourned at 6:01 PM.

Minutes prepared by David Weinman.

Minutes reviewed by Eileen Loughran, Israel Nieves, and Tracey Packer.

The next HPPC business meeting will be Thursday, December 13, 2007

at the Quaker Meeting House – 65 Ninth Avenue, San Francisco.
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