25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 70 San Francisco CA 94102

Minutes Draft San Francisco Hepatitis C Task Force

Monday, September 12, 2011

5:30pm to 7:30pm

1. Welcome, Call to Order, Announcements:
· Recommendations for Strategically Addressing Hepatitis C In San Francisco Final Report, available. Emalie will store the reports in her office so they will be available to members.
	Members Present
	Members Absent
	Guests

	Shirley Barger
	Karen Aziz
	

	Brian DiCrocco
	Alex Baty
	

	Ryan Clary
	Charles Fann
	

	Misha Cohen
	Todd Frederick
	

	Donna DeMatteo
	Pauli Gray
	

	Joe Exterovich
	Nina Grossman
	

	Jenna Ferrara
	Brad Hare
	

	Jessica Hall
	Dominique Leslie
	

	Theresa Hughes
	Clayton Robbins
	

	Emalie Huriaux
	Antonio Gonzalez
	

	Susan Latham
	Carla Wilson
	

	Alice Osiecki
	
	

	Andrew Reynolds
	
	

	Alicia Rigby
	
	

	Robin Roth
	
	

	James Stillwell
	
	

	Laura Thomas
	
	

	Total= 17
	
	

	Quorum reached
	
	


2. General Public Comment 
· No public comment 
3. Review and Approval of Minutes 
· Minutes approved without revision (all in favor).
4. Presentation about Safer Injection Facilities, presenter -Laura Thomas 

· Objective: To inform members about the history and research pertaining to safer injection facilities and their relationship to HCV prevention. 
· Laura began by providing a definition of a safer injection facility (SIF): 
· “Legally protected places where drug users consume pre-obtained drugs in a safe, non-judgmental environment and may receive health care, counseling, and referrals to other health and social services, including drug treatment.” (City of Vancouver Four Pillars Drug Strategy)
· Laura gave a brief history of SIFs, the first opened in Switzerland in 1986 and there are now at least 65 SIFs in seven cities and eight countries: Switzerland, Germany, the Netherlands, Spain, Australia, Norway, Luxembourg, and Canada. 

· The following links: 

· http://supervisedinjection.vch.ca/research/research,

· http://uhri.cfenet.ubc.ca 

· Provide information on current data available regarding SIFs, much recent research and data has come from the evaluation of North America’s only legal SIF ‘Insite’ in Vancouver Canada.

· Laura provided 9 major research findings from the evaluation of ‘Insite’
· A few key findings are as follows- 

· According to the research SIFs are strongly associated with:

1. A reduction in public disorder

2. An increase in detoxification program enrollment

3. A decrease in fatal overdose

4. A reduction in HCV and HIV in the IDU population 
5. The attraction and retention of the IDU population often characterized as hidden and high risk

6. An increase in safe injection practices 

· According to the research SIFs are not associated with: 
1. Initiation into injection drug use

2. An increase in drug related crime 
· Laura referenced three journal articles that covered two key issues that arise when discussing SIFs; 
1. Impact of SIFs on syringe sharing
2. The cost-effectiveness of SIFs 
· There is a 69% reduction in syringe sharing among IDU who use SIFs
· SIFs are decidedly cost-saving primarily due to the reduction in HCV and HIV, thus the reduction in medical costs associated with these diseases (journal references available upon request)
· The HCV Task Force Recommendation that speaks to this issue reads: 

A. “Access to effective HCV prevention interventions and services.” 
B. “Support and fund the creation of a supervised injection facility in SF.” 
· The main goal of supporting this type of structural change is to address the larger social and environmental factors and systems that are known to reduce the acquisition and transmission of HIV and HCV
· Discussion and comments around SIF presentation:
· Concerns that were raised regarding supporting and funding the creation of a SIF in SF were: 

· That it is an uphill battle politically and that certain communities such as BVHP are less inclined to support of SIF due to the prominence of churches. It was also mentioned that some drug users are more interested than others to utilize a SIF

· The stigmatization of drug users was addressed and it was recommend that the word ‘junkie’ not be used in the task force

· Some members felt strongly that the SIF recommendation is the most direct recommendation addressing HCV prevention among IDU
· Concerns working around US Crack House Statute laws were raised 

· Ryan stated that the arguments made against needle exchange years ago are similar to the arguments being made about SIFs today

· Andrew said that he feels it is good public health policy to support a SIF 

· The idea of framing hepatitis C among IDU as a public health emergency, in order to get a SIF passed was suggested. Laura responded that the public health officer has the authority to do that and that the other option is to launch a pilot research program

5. Prioritization of Public Policy Recommendations (action item/vote) -Ryan C. 
· Objective: To prioritize one to three recommendations in this category for implementation
· Motion: To prioritize the following Public Policy recommendations:
i. Establish and fund a HCV coordinator position at SFDPH / Establish and coordinate a standing HCV community planning council, modeled after  the HIV Health Services and HIV Prevention Planning councils.

ii. Ensure that San Francisco is preparing for implementation of the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act and that the needs of people living with and at risk for HCV are addressed throughout the implementation process.
iii. Work with the Board of Supervisors and SFDPH to establish a pilot legal supervised injection facility as an HCV prevention intervention.
· Those in favor:
1. Shirley Barger, 

2. Ryan Clary, 

3. Joe Exterovich, 

4. Jenna Ferrara, 

5. Jessica Hall, 

6. Emalie Huriaux, 

7. Susan Latham, 

8. Alice Osiecki, 

9. Andrew Reynolds, 

10. Alicia Rigby, 

11. Robin Roth, 

12. James Stillwell, 

13. Laura Thomas
· Those who abstained:  
1. Donna DeMatteo

2. Theresa Hughes 
6. Discussion of committee structure (action item/vote) -Andrew Reynolds

· Objective: To discuss the committee structure and development of committees. 
· Laura mentioned the importance of having a group dedicated to meeting with supervisors to discuss the importance of SIFs and other policy recommendations 
· Jenna recommends restructuring the committee system 
· Ryan suggests that as projects arise those interested can sign up 
· Emalie stated the importance of organizing and coming to agreement on the scope of work the task force will commit to 
· Laura mentioned that the CA Viral Hepatitis Prevention network is worth connecting with 
· The American Association for the Study of Liver Diseases is holding a conference in SF from November 4-8
7. Overview of U.S. Dept. of Health and Human Services report, “Combating the Silent Epidemic of Viral Hepatitis: Action Plan for the Prevention, Care & Treatment of Viral Hepatitis” (Discussion item)  -Ryan Clary 

· The Obama administration has put forth a plan to reduce the spread of Viral Hepatitis that was released on May 12, 2011
· The vision and purpose is: “A nation committed to combating the silent epidemic of viral hepatitis”
· It is hoped that by 2020 the following will take place: 

· Ensure that 66% of people with hepatitis B and/or C know their status

· Reduce new HCV infections by 25%

· Eliminate mother-to-child transmission of hepatitis B
· The six key topic areas of the report are:

1. Educating providers and communities to reduce health disparities

2. Improving testing, care, and treatment to prevent liver disease and cancer

3. Strengthening surveillance to detect viral hepatitis transmission and disease

4. Eliminating transmission of vaccine-preventable viral hepatitis

5. Reducing viral hepatitis caused by drug use behaviors

6. Protecting patients and workers from health-care associated viral hepatitis 
· This plan is dependent on health care reform 

· Funding is completely dependent on the affordable care act
· Congress is currently resistant to the implementation of this plan 

· This plan will require significant community oversight and advocacy 

8.  Closure & Evaluation 

· Next meeting, 10/3/2011 
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