HIV PREVENTION PLANNING COUNCIL (HPPC)
Substance Use Issues and Structural Solutions (SUISS)

Action Minutes from Meeting:
April 5, 2007
Committee Members Present: Emalie Huriaux, Bernie Berger, Luke Woodward, Elizabeth Davis, Abbie Zimmerman, Eiko Sugano 

Committee Members Absent: Shane Anglin, Vincent Fuqua, Tom Kennedy

Community Members Present: Pauli Gray

Community Members Absent: Anthony Phillips

Professional Staff Present: Ju Lei Kelly (HPS), Israel Nieves-Rivera (HPS), Kym Dorman (Harder & Co.), Naomi Forsberg (minute taker)

1. Welcome, Announcements, and Changes

· The meeting began at 3:34.

· It was announced that the meeting would be tape-recorded. 

· It was announced that Shane Anglin, Anthony Phillips, Tom Kennedy, and Vincent Fuqua would be absent.

2. Public Comment

· None

3. Response to public comment

· None

4. Approval of minutes from 3/1/07 (vote)

Ju Lei Kelly informed the committee that the “draft minutes” were updated to provide context of the information presented to the committee. 
· Motion was made and seconded to accept the minutes from the 03/01/07 with the information added and approved by the following members:
	
	3/1/2007 Minutes Approved

	Shane Anglin
	Absent

	Bernie Berger
	Approved

	Emalie Huriaux
	Approved

	Tom Kennedy
	Absent

	Eiko Sugano
	Approved

	Luke Woodward
	Seconded

	Abbie Zimmerman
	Motioned

	Anthony Philips
	Absent

	Pauli Gray
	Approved


5. Steering Report

Emalie Huriaux and Kym Dorman provided the committee with an overview of the March 22, 2007 Steering Committee Meeting.
· The HIV Prevention Section is in the process of developing a community forum on social marketing with the idea of broadening input and community discussion around the topic.  For more information, contact Vincent Fuqua.
· At the May Council meeting, there will be a facilitation training to support co-chairs in their role as facilitators, as well as provide the entire HPPC with a understanding of “Roberts Rules.”
· The Steering Committee members reviewed the update to the Epidemiology chapter. It will be presented to the Council to be voted on in the April council meeting.  Members are encouraged to look at it for flow and to make sure that it understandable for a broad community audience. 
6. SUISS Work Plan
Kym distributed the document entitled “Substance Use Issues and Structural Solutions – Work plan/Timeline 2007.” Discussion followed.
· It was noted that the work plan (and the data matrix) is organized around the Behavioral Risk Populations in order to help facilitate discussion around similar risk factors impacting the target populations.
· There is time incorporated into the Work Plan for working on the presentation to the Council. 

· The SUISS Work Plan was motioned, seconded, and approved by the following members.

	
	Work plan

	Shane Anglin
	Absent

	Bernie Berger
	Approved

	Emalie Huriaux
	Seconded

	Tom Kennedy
	Absent

	Eiko Sugano
	Approved

	Luke Woodward
	Motioned

	Abbie Zimmerman
	Approved

	Anthony Philips
	Absent

	Pauli Gray
	Approved


7. Data Matrix by Behavioral Risk Population (BRP) 
Kym distributed the document entitled “Substance Use Issues and Structural Solutions.” The document includes the guiding questions for the committee, as well as the Data Matrix by BRP.  Kym informed the group that the document would be updated after each meeting to reflect the changes made by the committee. Discussion followed.
· There was a discussion about how the top drugs were ranked for each BRP.  
· The committee started to discuss MSM and MSM-IDU. It was shown how there was information pulled from different data sources. 
· Shelley Facente, SFDPH AIDS Office presented SF Counseling and testing data from July 1, 2004 through June 30, 2006.  The data comes from the Client Information Form (CIF).  CIF data is captured in an interview where the person being tested tells the counselor, the counselor makes an assessment and fills out the form and then the data is then interpreted by a data specialist. Counselors who collect data from individuals report as best they can but it is not perfect. It is good to look at this data for general trend analysis. Also each individual report is not always a different individual; it could be one individual who tested multiple times. 

· A recommendation was made to look into more studies about MSM and alcohol related to HIV transmission.
· A recommendation was made to look at the data to see if people are getting tested or not.  If MSM’s aren’t getting tested in a particular zip code, a recommendation for the committee could be to conduct more outreach in that zip code.
· The committee found it interesting to look at cocaine use and how it is comparable to meth use.  Also, the committee saw by zip code which drugs are reportedly being used.  It’s important to look at which neighborhoods have extreme differences in comparison to other areas.

· There was a question and note about the importance of looking at the population size of each statistic and how many people reported compared to overall population size. 

· The information about HIV positivity rate was not given in this information, which is important for understanding about populations and HIV transmission.   

· There was a note about wanting to find out how many people tested positive who use poppers. 

· A note was also made that the data does not capture frequency of use of the drug, which is related to HIV transmission.  There was a note that it is important to know about frequency of use and whether or not this increases chance of HIV transmission.

· There was also a question about if there are studies regarding the difference between gay and lesbian identified people and heterosexual identified people and the rate and prevalence of alcohol use.
· The next question posed was if meth and cocaine are taken intravenously among MSM’s, even if they don’t identify as IDU. There was a question regarding the norm of how meth and cocaine are used. Around the table there was an agreement that cocaine is usually not injected but meth is often times injected.
· There were some questions about what went on in the Structural Interventions Committee last year and if the structural solutions that were brainstormed could be applied to this committee.

· There was a statement about how moving onto discussing drugs other than alcohol, that are more stigmatized, is important because the amount of stigma around the drug relates to HIV transmission. Of all drugs alcohol is least stigmatized.

· There was discussion regarding Legal Drug Consumption Facilities (DCF) and whether or not it’s plausible in the U.S. because of the Federal Crack House Statute that makes it illegal to operate a structure/building where people consume drugs. There was note about how successful DCFs have been in Australia and in Europe.

· There was also a note about the need to focus on MSM/F and transgender youth transitioning into adulthood.
· There was a comment that there needs to be outpatient services for youth, like New Leaf. A comment was made that young people might not necessarily identify with one BRP.  It is important, therefore, to include transgender youth in the MSM BRP recommendations.  There was also a note to separate youth data from adult data.
· A structural solutions program called PROP (Positive Reinforcement Project) was brought up, which is a program that helps to keep some individuals off of speed through drug tests, monetary compensation, and referrals.  The program doesn’t include counseling, but it was designed for people who didn’t want psychotherapy. It has been shown to be very effective. There was a suggestion that this program could be expanded to include different drugs and also counseling and education.

· There was a suggestion to look at mental health for substance users and HIV and the connection between the three, which could relate to funding.
· A structural solution could be to recommend language for the San Francisco Harm Reduction Policy that has never been written.  There needs to be guidance around how to implement harm reduction in city programs.
· The committee is now prepared to continue brainstorming structural solutions.
8. Closing

· The meeting closed at 5:07 p.m.


Next meeting:  May 3, 2007, 3rd floor conference room 330B
Meeting minutes were prepared by Naomi Forsberg, reviewed by Kym Dorman, Ju Lei Kelly, and Israel Nieves-Rivera
