HIV Prevention Planning Council (HPPC)
And HIV Health Services Planning Council

Points of Integration between Prevention & Care
Monday, March 5, 2007

3:00 – 5:00 PM

Minutes

Members Present:  Ed Byrom, Ken Pearce, Jonathan Batiste, David Diaz, Randy Allgaier, Susan Phillip, Michelle Bakken, Derrick Mapp
Absent:  Michael Discepola, Billie-Jean Kanios, Colin Partridge

Support Staff Present:  Aimee Crisostomo (Harder & Co), Michael Paquette (HPS), John Melichar (HPS), Vincent Fuqua (HPS), Joseph Cecere (HHS), 
Guest:  Laura Thomas, Enrique Asis, Mary Kay Parisi 
1. Welcome, Introductions, and Announcements
Co-Chair Ed Byrom called the meeting to order at 3:06.  Everyone introduced themselves.
There were several announcements.  The results of the needs assessment for late testers were imminent.  There was training for supporting positive health coming up.  There were signs posted at the meeting the same as the full council regarding various notices.

2.  Public Comment

There was no public comment.
3.  Approval of minutes from 02/05/07 meetings (vote)
The draft minutes had been revised by the note taker to reflect the prioritization of the parking lot.  A question was raised concerning votes or abstentions by members who had not participated in the February 5, 2007, meeting.

Motion (Byrom/Phillip) passed with two abstentions (Allgaier/Pearce).
4.  Committee Business

· Report from HIV Prevention Planning Council (HPPC)

A conflict would occur on Labor Day with the regular meeting of the Committee.  Possible dates would be circulated among the members to see what made sense.  Starting the day after the next HPPC meeting, March 8, a new attendance policy would take place, for the first time affecting community members.  A reminder was given that the meetings are taped and that public comment would be taken after discussion of each item.  Although photos at the meeting are allowed, photographers would be requested to check in with the chairs before hand so that the members could be reminded.

· Report from HIV Health Services Planning Council (HSPC)

There was a discussion of the upcoming Prevention with Positives forum hosted by the Community Outreach & Advocacy Committee.  Efforts should be made to offer that committee the expertise developed in this committee.

· PIR discussion

This is the time to search out community members particularly those who represent groups not now at the table.  Applications could be received until the end of April.

5.  Discuss the serosorting presentation
Co-Chair Byrom wanted to hear the members’ reaction to the serosorting presentation at the Joint Council meeting.
There was a discussion of the development of the term, “seroadaptation.”  This led some to ask for a review of the literature on the issue from other areas and countries.  Harder & Co. could also assess any campaigns that these folks may have had as a formal intervention.  What tools have been developed to promote strategy?

Some thought that the Committee should evaluate the feedback from the evaluation of the meeting on the presentation.  The Care council members had expressed great interest in the subject and a desire for more information.  A common complaint was the lack of time to discuss the issue.
Some believed it was important to acknowledge the innovative, creative prevention strategies developed by the community outside the mainstream prevention community.
Others noted the role for providers to give accurate information to allow intelligent decision making.
The risks of seroadaptation for positives were easier to assess than for negative men.  Positive gay men appeared to be choosing safe sex with negative men.  Can the strategies developed among positive gay men translate to other communities, to negatives and to HIV positive men who have sex with women?

There was a discussion of measuring the effect of seroadaptation by comparing transmission rates in San Francisco with other areas that have not embraced the strategy.
Some noted that the reported results are consistent with the harm reduction strategy promulgated by the Department of Public Health.
Some saw the upcoming Prevention with Positives forum as an opportunity to collect more data concerning seroadaptation.  What strategies are in use by the community?  What kind of strategies do they believe have been promoted?  Where is the community information coming from?
· Next step

The discussion will continue into April when a literature review could be presented and some assessment made of national and international trends.  Also seroadaptation and transmission rates could be correlated along with viral load and infectiousness.
Issues that could be discussed then also include whether POI wished to adopt the seroadaptation terminology.  Also we could examine the effect public health intervention might have.  We may also want to discuss the different meanings of seroadaptation to the positive and the negative communities.  Finally, Willie McFarland’s presentation could be reviewed.
6.  Finalizing our Workplan (possible vote)
· Timeline

A draft workplan/timeline was presented with the reminder that it could be flexible.  Literature review along with needs assessment would be used to inform the decision makers.
Motion (Allgaier/Mapp) to adopt the proposed workplan/timeline was unanimously passed.
· Parking lot

PIR discussions could be added.  The Committee needed to keep in mind that any prioritization/allocation suggestions needed to be made to the CARE council by July so that it could be incorporated in their August decisions.
7.  Evaluation and closing

The meeting was adjourned at 4:40 pm.
Minutes were prepared by Joe Lynn.

Minutes were reviewed by Vincent Fuqua, Michael Paquette, Susan Philip, and Ed Byrom.
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