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Welcome, Introductions, and Announcements

Co-Chair Gayle Burns called the meeting to order at 3:07 PM.  She pointed out that Grant Colfax is sitting in for Tracey Packer.  She then introduced newly appointed member Darel Ayap.  She reminded members to fill-in and return their members’ profile which was sent out electronically. She also had hard copies available for members. She then asked attendees to introduce themselves and make relevant announcements.
· Frank Strona distributed copies of the newsletter, “Your Sexual Health,” Winter 2008†. 
· Luke Woodward distributed copies of the flyer entitled, “Trans Thrive … a drop-in center by and for the tans community.” †
· Pedro Artista distributed flyers from Tweaker.org entitled, “Crystal and Our Bodies,” and, “Crystal and Our Mood.” †
· He highlighted that one side is printed in English and the other in Spanish.
· Jonathan Batiste announced an upcoming performance of works by James Baldwin at the Loraine Hansberry Theatre.
· Gayle Burns announced the Native American AIDS Project’s “Spaghetti Feed” fund-raiser on 2/22/08 from 11:00 AM – 2:00 PM.
· She also distributed flyers entitled, “San Francisco State University POW-WOW / Taking Care of the Tribe,” † on Native American Awareness Day, 3/22/08 from 12:00-8:00 PM.
· Yavanté Thomas-Guess distributed copies of a document entitled, “Participants Evaluation Summary,” † from the Transgender Health and Resource Fair, 1/25/08. 
· Yavanté also thanked members and services providers for participation in this event.

· Guillermo Gonzalez announced that due to reorganization within the SFDPH’s MIS group this would probably be his last HPPC meeting providing technical support.
The Attendees expressed their appreciation for Guillermo’s work with applause.

† - Copies of these documents are available to absent members upon request.

Gayle Burns pointed out that a video recording was being made of the meeting by the GLBT (Gay, Lesbian, Bisexual, and Transgender) Historical Society.
1. Review and Approval of Minutes from 1/10/2008
Motion was made by Ed Byrom and seconded by Frank Strona to approve the minutes from the meeting 12/13/07.  No discussion was offered.  The vote was by roll call as follows:
	
	Member
	Vote
	Member
	Vote

	
	Pedro Arista
	Yes
	John Newmeyer
	Yes

	
	Darel Ayap
	Yes
	Tei Okamoto
	Yes

	
	Michelle Bakken
	NP
	Ken Pearce
	Yes

	
	Jonathan Batiste
	Yes
	Erica Reyes
	Yes

	
	Bernie Berger
	Yes
	Perry Rhodes III
	Yes

	
	Gayle Burns
	Yes
	Jenny Lynn Sarmiento
	Yes

	
	Ed Byrom
	Yes
	Chandra Sivakumar
	Yes

	
	David Diaz
	Yes
	Gwen Smith
	Yes

	
	Michael Discepola
	Yes
	Frank Strona
	Yes

	
	Lauren Enteen
	Yes
	Eiko Sugano
	Yes

	
	Isela Gonzalez
	Yes
	Yavanté Thomas-Guess
	Yes

	
	Ben Hayes
	Yes
	Eric Whitney
	Yes

	
	Tom Kennedy
	Yes
	Rakli Wilburn
	Yes

	
	Weihaur Lau
	Yes
	Tonya Williams
	Yes

	
	Steve Muchnick
	Yes
	Luke Woodward
	Yes

	
	Vasudha Narayanan
	Yes
	
	


The minutes were approved without dissent.

2. General Public Comment
Alex Kral of RTI International was the first to address the Council with comments that included the following.
· He announced a research project is underway in collaboration with the SFDPH’s HIV Prevention Section regarding syringe disposal.  The study’s objectives are:

· To access how much of a community problem syringe disposal is, including determining how often their disposal jeopardized the public’s health;

· If it is found to be a problem, come up with a policy statement; and
· If changes are recommended devise a way of evaluating their efficacy.
· The study will conduct random examinations of 1,000 blocks in SF; and interview 400 Injection Drug Users (IDU) to hear about their disposal practices.
Michael Petrelis was next to address the Council, with comments that included the following.

· A recent Media Release from UCSF “slimmed” Gay men in SF about a flesh eating infection.

· He cited this is another example of those in “Ivory Towers” putting out inaccurate and discriminatory information about the Gay community.

· He proceeded to tear up and toss into the air a copy of that Media Release.

· He noted that last week the SFDPH put out a statement in response to the conclusions of a recently released report from Switzerland regarding HIV transmission and viral load.

· He questioned: the validity of that one-page rejection, the lack of community forums on this subject, and why copies weren’t available at this meeting.

· He summarized the Swiss report as asserting that people on antiretroviral treatment and with undetectable viral loads are unlikely to transmit HIV.

· SFDPH’s rejection of the report, he added, will not stop community discussion.
· He asserted was another example of statements coming from “Ivory Towers.”
· He then proceeded to tear up and toss into the air a copy of the statement.

· He then held up a blank piece of paper saying that it represented Grant Colfax and other directors of AIDS organizations’ lack of public meetings with the Gay community.

· He then proceeded to tear up and toss into the air this blank piece of paper.

· He concluded by questioning how many people have to be infected and die before the SFDPH demonstrates “Respect for the Gay community.”
Hank Wilson was next to address the Council, with comments that included the following.

· Years ago the Tenderloin AIDS Resource Center (TARC) began discussing having a syringe disposal box available 24/7, but he is not sure if it has been implemented yet.
· He then thanked the HPS, and specifically Grant Colfax, for sending a letter to Google regarding poppers.

· This letter, he underscored, resulted in Google pulling all advertisements on their site for poppers, similar ads sponsored by them, and links to sites selling poppers.
· He noted that whereas his repeated attempts got nowhere, a single letter from the SFDPH accomplished the goal.

· He has not, however, seen a similar reaction from Yahoo and Microsoft and questioned if letters had been issued to those Internet search companies.

· He also thanked HPS/AIDS Office for q quick response to the Swiss Report and indicated that is appropriate, to respond quickly to incorrect or misleading media reports; adding that this doesn’t overlook the need for careful, well thought out responses, and community forums.

· Rapid responses to controversial reports that impact the community can later be modified but we should not miss the opportunity to be news-worthy.
Council member Jonathan Batiste and Lonnie Haley of the Imperial Council of SF – were the next to make public comment.  Their comments included the following.

· Jonathan Batiste pointed out that while most people in the Gay community are aware of the Imperial Council few vote in their elections.
· In way of background it was explained that the Imperial Council is essentially a fund raising body with the overall goal this year of raising $500K to $1M in unrestricted-use funds.

· Last year Lonnie Haley, Ms Gay SF, raised about 32K for HIV prevention and services.
· Members were encouraged to get involved and to vote.

Michael Paquette from the HPS announced and distributed two new publications from the HPS and the STD Prevention and Control Section: “Oral Sex / Using Your Head…;” and “Fact Sheet: Poppers & HIV.”  Copies of both are available to absent members upon request and are posted online at www.SFHIV.org.

· The brochure on oral sex was previously published three years ago and has been updated. It provides current contact and resource information, and includes information on Hepatitis C.

· He thanked Frank Strona and Grant Colfax for their work on this publication.
· The poppers fact sheet was a collaborative effort between: the HPS, including Grant Colfax, Michael Paquette, Emalie Huriaux; and members of the public.

· Additional copies of these publications are available, contact Michael Paquette at (415) 703-7278 or Michael.paquette@sfdph.org.

John Andrews of the San Mateo & Santa Clara Counties HPPC as well as the regional HIV Health Planning Council was next to address the Council.  His comments included the following.

· The SF HPPC is a source of leadership and inspiration to the other SF Bay councils.
· He announced that AIDS Watch will be from 4/28 – 30 in Washing DC.

· This is one of the key times to lobby Congress about HIV issues, programs, and funding.

· More information on this is available from the National Association of People With AIDS (NAPWA) and at their website www.NAPWA.org.

· He also announced that the HIV Health Services Planning Council (the CARE Council) has begun a Needs Assessment of the SF Bay Area (the Eligible Metropolitan Area [EMA]).

· There will be a workgroup meeting on this study 3/05/08 from 3:00 to 6:00 PM at 25 Van Ness Room 330 B.

· All were encouraged to participate.
3. Members’ Response to Public Comment
· In response to Michael Petrelis’ comment, and because this has been a topic of discussion throughout the community, Perry Rhodes III pointed out that UCSF apologized for the inflammatory Press Release about MRSA (Methicillin-Resistant Staphylococcus Aureus).

· Perry also noted that Grant Colfax since becoming Director of the HPS - about five months ago – he has been occupied bringing prevention and research services together but that public meeting with the Gay community are nonetheless being organized.

· Perry then explained that the HPPC has had several discussions and has long struggled with how to react to news stories and reports of research studies and that we do not just react to developments but rather we take a reasoned and considered approach.
· John Newmeyer expressed thanks for hearing about the philanthropic work being done by the SF Imperial Council.

· He also noted that he is hosting a luncheon to honor one of the Imperial Council’s founders, Jose Sario, at the Black Cat Café on 3/25/08.

· People interested in participating should contact John Newmeyer.

· Lauren Enteen suggested that the HPPC formally endorse, and urge the City to implement, the proposed installation of syringe disposal boxes / facilities around the City.

· She noted that this has been brought up with the Parks and Recreation Department which rejected the proposal, perhaps because of its possible impact on tourism.

· Perry Rhodes III noted that the HPPC has discussed this and recommendations were made by the 2007 committee dealing with substance use.
· Grant Colfax added that this is a high priority in the HPS and that staff is actively working on coordinating this with the community and other City departments.
· Weihaur Lau suggested making readily available to the public how to contact the agency or department involved in syringe disposal.

· Grant Colfax responded that people should phone 311.

· Weihaur also explained that the HPPC is working on sponsoring a community forum in the Gay community, and that once settled the details will be distributed and readily available.
· Tom Kennedy thanked the HPS for the letter to Google and questioned if letters have also been sent to Yahoo and Microsoft.

· Grant Colfax explained that if those letters haven’t already gone out they will shortly.
Perry Rhodes III pointed out that all of the HPPC’s meetings are open to the public and are scheduled regularly to enable community members to plan their attendance.  He added that the HPPC encourages more community involvement.

4 HPPC Co-Chairs/Director’s Update
Gayle Burns asked if all members had received the Co-Chairs Report of 2/14/08 which had been sent to all members in advance of the meeting.

· She noted that the Co-Chairs along with Eileen Loughran recently attended a meeting of the San Mateo County HPPC, adding that it was a valuable experience.

· She thanked John Andrews for attending this meeting of the SF HPPC.

Gayle Burns then turned the floor over to Grant Colfax to provide some additional information on the contents of the Co-Chairs’ Report; his comments included the following.
Outlook for Funding
· The SF Health Department’s budget for HPS will not be cut.
· However, there will probably be cuts in funding from the State.

· The Governor’s budget calls for a 6% cut, although the Assembly has not yet voted on it.

· There may also be cuts from the CDC.

· The HPS is working on avoiding cuts in client services despite cuts from the CDC and State.

Conference on Retrovirus and Opportunistic Infectious (CROI)
· Earlier in February he and others from the AIDS Office attended the Boston CROI.

· Copies of the conference’s presentations are available at www.retroconference.org; including results of studies done in SF.

· The Research Section will be holding a Community Forum to report back from the CROI conference on 2/27/08 at the Quaker Meeting House at 6:00 PM.

· More information on the forum is available at the Research Section and Clinical Trail’s website at www.helpfighthiv.org and will be posted on the HPS website www.SFHIV.org.

Swiss Statement on HIV Transmission
· He pointed out that this was not a new study but rather an amalgamation of information that has long existed.

· The SFDPH in collaboration with the San Francisco AIDS Foundation responded to the contents of the Swiss statement, copies can be found on at www.dph.sf.ca.us.

· Grant mentioned that if there are enough people interested the HPS would hold a forum on this topic.

Grant pointed out that the responses to written questions and comments from last month’s Council meeting were included as part of the written Co-Chairs report. Members needing further clarification to their questions or next steps should please approach or contact HPS staff.
5 Election of an At-Large Member to the Steering Committee
Gayle Burns provided background on the Steering Committee and that the two-year term of the At-large seat held by Frank Strona has expired, thus a new at-large member is being elected.  She explained that there are two at-large seats on the Steering Committee with the other held by Tei Okamoto through the remainder of this year.
· Ed Byrom nominated Eiko Sugano, who declined the nomination due to her Co-Chairing a Committee.
· Ed Byrom nominated and Eiko Sugano seconded Ben Hayes, who accepted the nomination.

There were no other nominations.  No discussion was offered.  The vote was by roll call as follows.

	
	Member
	Vote
	Member
	Vote

	
	Pedro Arista
	Yes
	John Newmeyer
	Yes

	
	Darel Ayap
	Yes
	Tei Okamoto
	Yes

	
	Michelle Bakken
	Yes
	Ken Pearce
	Yes

	
	Jonathan Batiste
	Yes
	Erica Reyes
	Yes

	
	Bernie Berger
	Yes
	Perry Rhodes III
	Yes

	
	Gayle Burns
	Yes
	Jenny Lynn Sarmiento
	Yes

	
	Ed Byrom
	Yes
	Chandra Sivakumar
	Yes

	
	David Diaz
	Yes
	Gwen Smith
	Yes

	
	Michael Discepola
	Yes
	Frank Strona
	Yes

	
	Lauren Enteen
	Yes
	Eiko Sugano
	Yes

	
	Isela Gonzalez
	Yes
	Yavanté Thomas-Guess
	Yes

	
	Ben Hayes
	Yes
	Eric Whitney
	Yes

	
	Tom Kennedy
	not present
	Rakli Wilburn
	Yes

	
	Weihaur Lau
	Yes
	Tonya Williams
	Yes

	
	Steve Muchnick
	Yes
	Luke Woodward
	Yes

	
	Vasudha Narayanan
	Yes
	
	


Ben Hayes was elected as an at-large member of the Steering Committee.
6 The Planning Process
Gayle Burns introduced Eileen Loughran and Israel Nieves-Rivera to conduct the presentation entitled, “The Planning Process.”  Copies of the presentation were sent to all members in advance of the meeting.  Their additional comments included the following.
· Slide 4 – The annual cross-cultural training is currently planned for March, would replace the regular Council meeting, but may be moved to later in the year.
· Slide 4 - As the slide demonstrates, this year’s agendas are packed, thus the Parking Lot will only be open for issues that directly relate to preparing and writing the Plan.
· Slide 4 – The annual joint meeting of the Prevention and CARE Councils is tentatively scheduled for Monday May 19th.

· Each year the meeting’s schedule alternates between the Councils’ regular meeting time; this year we will meet at the CARE Council’s regular time.
There were no comments or questions.

The attendees expressed their appreciation for the presentation with applause.

7 The HPPC: Behind the Scenes
Eileen Loughran and Vincent Fuqua from the HPS, Aimee Crisostomo from Harder & Co, and Kathleen Roe from the Process Evaluation team conducted the presentation entitled, “Partners in Community Planning.”  Copies of the presentation were sent to all members in advance of the meeting.  Their additional comments included the following.

· Slide 4 – The importance of evaluation forms was underscored and that members’ responses actually direct how future meetings are conducted.
· Slide 8 – All of the members’ comments on evaluation forms are reported, but without attribution and the member offering each comment is treated as confidential.

· The HPPC has a history of high rates of participation in the evaluation process which is one of the reasons the Council operates so smoothly.

· Eileen Loughran explained that she works closely with the Co-Chairs in planning meetings, and suggested that if members have difficulty reaching the Co-Chairs they can contact her.
Attendees expressed their appreciation for the presentation with applause.

8 Targeted Sampling of Heterosexuals: San Francisco Data from the National HIV Behavioral Surveillance (NHBS) Study
Gayle Burns explained that there would be public comment on this item.  She then introduced Henry Fisher Raymond to conduct the presentation entitled, “Targeted Sampling of Heterosexuals: San Francisco, 2006-2007,” copies of which were sent to all members in advance of the meeting.  His additional comments included the following.
· Slide 2 – Assumptions about High Risk Areas (HRA) included that areas with high incidence of STDs and high poverty would be the most likely to also be areas of high HIV rates.

· Slide 2 – The NHBS annually studies various at-risk populations on a cyclical schedule; 2007 was heterosexuals, in 2008 it is MSM.
· Slide 6 – Respondent Driven Sampling (RDS) allows only three-five referrals per participant.
· Slide 8 – Referrals are to social connections, not necessarily sex partners.
· This slide shows the social interconnections between Heterosexuals, MSM, IDU, and MSM-IDU in the HRA.

· Slide 9 – After a few months the CDC decided to cease accepting referrals from IDU because the prevalence of the group would overwhelm the other numbers in the study.
· Slides 10 & 11 – Shows that when current IDU and then all IDU are removed from the study the remaining data are insufficient to base conclusions on. 

· Slide 15 – The high percentage of unprotected sex was underscored: Vaginal intercourse (67-73%); and Anal intercourse (89-79%) for men and women respectively.
· Slide 16 – Definition of some terms used:

· CSW is Commercial Sex Work;
· HIV prevalence is the number of HIV(+) people within a population at a given time; and

· HIV incidence is the number of people within a population that seroconverts, in a given period of time (usually per year).

· Slide 16 - 1% of SF AIDS cases are among heterosexuals, nationally they are 13% of total.
· Slide 16 - Cited in support of the study’s findings were data from recent studies of low-income heterosexually identified young people in five SF Bay Area counties:

· The Young Woman’s Study (1998) reported 0.30% HIV prevalence; and

· The Young Men’s Study (2001) reported 0.34% HIV prevalence.
· Slide 16 – The prevalence rate of 0.27% of non-MSM, non-IDU heterosexuals is nearly 100 times less than among MSM in SF, which is about 23-24%.
The attendees expressed their appreciation for the presentation with applause.

Members’ Questions and Comments

· In response to Ken Pearce’s question, Henry Fisher Raymond explained that the age limitations were a result of a consensus between the CDC and the 25 participating areas.

· Ken also asked if 47% of participants were unemployed and 46% employed full or part time what is the employment status of the remainder of the population.

· Henry said that there were other categories.

· Weihaur Lau asked what percentage, if any, of the participants were Asian Pacific Islander.

· Henry indicated that he wasn’t sure, but offered to provide the HPS with more complete statistics for distribution to HPPC members.
· Erica Reyes said that a lot of Men who have sex with Transwomen (MST) regard their partner(s) as female, and asked if the study took this into consideration.

· Henry indicated that he would have to look into this, but noted that participants were asked the gender of their partners and Transgender was one of the options.

· John Newmeyer noted the large disparity in prevalence between heterosexuals and MSM and/or IDU, which is unlike elsewhere in the world, and asked Henry for his opinion on why.
· Henry suggested that it probably has to do with the history of the epidemic in SF.

· He pointed out that elsewhere HIV was initially contained to discrete populations but eventually spread into others; but that in SF this hasn’t happened – although it could.
· Isela Gonzalez noted that a lot of people served by her program come from these neighborhoods and asked if there was anything in the study about incarceration.

· Henry said that he will get his data on incarceration to the HPS for distribution.
· Weihaur Lau observed that data indicates that 50% of late testers are Asian Pacific Islander heterosexual, and asked if the study looked at heterosexuals in that ethnic group.
· Henry said that the Asian Pacific Islander population is another part of the research cycle.  He added that there remains a gap in data on this group.
· Chandra Sivakumar said that the percentage of young people seemed high.

· Henry said that this may be a result of the total age spectrum (18-49).
· In response to Chandra’s other question Henry said that participants were asked about their housing situation.
· Jonathan Batiste observed that when discussing neighborhoods like the Tenderloin, Bayview Hunter’s Point, and the Western Addition we tend to acknowledge that there is a problem, and that we are aware of it, and then stop looking.
· He added that it would be great to focus on the causes not just the prevalence of HIV.

· Henry responded that he believes there are pockets of at-risk populations that are being missed, such as IDU in the Potrero Hill housing project.
· David Diaz asked if they were able to tap into the monolingual Latino population.
· Henry said that the study had Spanish speaking staff.  He noted, however, they had better participation in 1998 and 2001 when they canvassed door-to-door.
· Perry Rhodes III said that it was interesting to see the transmission route for the one HIV(+) person, but that it would be helpful to have similar information on the other seven HIV(+) participants.

· He added that while we don’t want to frighten the heterosexual population, we need to be truthful and let them know about the interconnections of networks in SF. 

· Henry suggested that because networks are so interconnected the biggest “bang for the buck,” would probably be found by focusing on where prevalence is know to be high. 

· In response to Grant Colfax’s question, Henry said that the study did not test for STDs other than HIV.

· Grant pointed out that we know that rates of other STDs are very high in these HRA, that there is a correlation between STDs and HIV transmission; and that although HIV among heterosexuals has historically been low in SF that may not remain the case.

· John Newmeyer noted that elsewhere and in other populations high rates of STDs with low HIV prevalence changes over time and asked if we are on the edge of a precipice in these HRA?

· Henry said that if we are, we have been for a long time.

· In response to Gayle Burns’ question Henry explained that the study was conducted by a team of field of researchers.

· Gayle also asked if any of the participants were Native American.

· Henry said that some probably were, but that the survey didn’t ask.

· Following up on Erica Reyes’ question Gayle asked if participants’ assumptions about their partners’ gender was explored.

· Henry said that he would like to conduct a RDS study among the Transgender population, but that it has been hard to find financing to do so.
· Ken Pearce questioned why we see a correlation between STDs and HIV among MSM, but not MSF.

· Henry suggested that is because HIV(+) MSM have the highest STD rates; whereas among MSF/FSM the lower HIV(+) prevalence lessens the HIV risk.

· Grant added that while this is true in SF, in other areas there is a clear correlation between STDs and HIV transmission among heterosexuals.

· Steve Muchnick pointed out that such is the case Oakland.

· Yavanté Thomas-Guess noted that the Show me the Data Committee has been struggling with whether to include MSF/FSM in the BRPs and asked Henry about available data.

· Henry said he will provide what data he has to the HPS for distribution.

· Vasudha Narayanan asked how SF’s results compare to other cities

· Henry said that, unlike SF, the other areas have not finished analyzing the data.

· Isela Gonzalez asked about the factors contributing to the high rate of unprotected sex; adding that this could address how we do effective prevention.
· Henry said that this study took a very broad approach, but that a benefit of science is that it is an iterative process and that the questions from groups like the HPPC lead to better research being conducted the next time this population is studied.

· Ben Hayes noted that the interconnection of social networks is particularly interesting because service providers’ contracts are by BRPs.

· Henry said that people don’t always fit neatly into the definition of one BRP or another.
Public Questions and Comments
· The first member of the public to speak said that in other locations they had good participation within monolingual populations due to incentives offered.
· Henry explained that this study offered incentives of $25 for each participant and an additional $10 per referral that actually came in.
· The next public comment asked what Henry found anecdotally that isn’t’ in the numbers.

· Henry said there are pockets of at-risk people that haven’t been reached by traditional means, and that better ways of gathering data on all at-risk people are needed.
· He added that he would like to go into RDS in greater depth because this study only scratched the surface.
· John Andrews asked if the people know about and have access to information on safer sex.
· Henry said that participants were aware and knew where to get information but that in his opinion people think that heterosexual sex is safe in SF.
· Esther Lucero asked why the study relied on self-reporting for STDs rather than performing a full range of testing, especially in areas of low availability of medical services.

· Henry explained that this was an issue of available resources.

The attendees expressed their appreciation to Henry Fisher Raymond with applause.
9 Next Steps

Perry Rhodes III provided background including the need to address these questions:

· What does the information presented mean for HIV prevention in SF; and

· How does this impact the writing of the HIV Prevention Plan.

The following summarizes suggestions for next steps by topic.

Incarcerated Population

· Incarcerated men, and females who have sex with them, have different risk level and therefore need to be looked at as distinct from the larger MSF/FSM population.

· Incarceration should be categorized as a risk cofactor.

· The Plan needs to address the risks while one is incarcerated and the risks after release from incarceration – as these are distinct situations.

Cofactors in High Risk Areas (HRA)
· Structural intervention should be viewed in a broad sense; to include such issues as health education, housing, and access to healthcare.
· Community meetings have told us that the HRAs do not see HIV as a top priority, but that people are focused on crime, unemployment, and other issues.

· The Plan should evaluate the factors that make certain neighborhoods high-risk and prioritize addressing those causes.

· Look into the SFDPH’s relationship with these communities – are health education messages trusted and believed?

Sexual Orientation/Identification

· The Plan needs to address heterosexually identified men who have sex with other men.

· We also need to look at those men that say they have sex with females when, in fact, some of their partners are Transwomen.

· The study as well as the Plan focuses on sexual behavior not identity (Straight, Gay, Trans).
· It may be valuable to research the differential between identity and behavior.
Efficacy / Evaluation 

· The Plan needs to look at what has worked in the community and maximize/prioritize it.

· The Plan should explore how to measure if an intervention has been successful.
· The Plan should look into interventions based on networks of sexual contacts.

· The Stop AIDS Project could be consulted as they have been working on network based interventions.
· In writing the Plan we should examine the current situation in which working in high-risk neighborhoods is left to specific organizations.

· Some service providers although located in high-risk neighborhoods do not have strong, local, community involvement.

· Are service providers working in HRA connecting to the community, and if not why not?
· This could include capacity building efforts relating to those providers/organizations.

What the Data Say
· In writing the Plan we need to deal with the evidence including that the prevalence is 100 times lower among MSF/FSM than among MSM.

· We need to ask how this information impacts prioritization and resource allocation.
· The Plan should continue monitoring the high rates of unprotected sex as reflected in the rates of STDs in HRA; because this could foreshadow higher rates of HIV.

· The data presented indicate tight-knit social/sexual networks with differing prevalence of HIV; so the Plan should look at how to impact these discrete networks.

· The Plan should make the data clear as to what constitutes MSM, MSF, and MST.

· Clarity is also needed because the CDC and SF define sexual identity differently.

· The Plan may suggest ways of promoting the CDC’s adoption of the SF model.

Other

· In writing the Plan we should review work and recommendations of Committees from preceding years, including the SF Leadership Initiative.

· The Plan should look at changing the City’s policy regarding incentives, which we know gets people in the door, but should be administered fair and reasonably.

10 Summary, Evaluation, and Closure of Meeting

Gayle Burns thanked attendees for their participation and said that it was a good meeting.  She reminded people to fill in their evaluation forms.
11 Adjournment

The meeting adjourned at 5:56 PM.

Minutes prepared by David Weinman.

Minutes reviewed by Eileen Loughran, and Israel Nieves-Rivera.

The next HPPC business meeting will be Thursday, March 13, 2008
at the Quaker Meeting House – 65 Ninth Avenue, San Francisco.
The next HPPC business meeting will be held on Thursday, March 13, 2008


3:00 – 6:00 PM


Quaker Meeting House, 65 Ninth St., San Francisco
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