




















Commission on HIV Meeting Agenda
September 13, 2007

Page 2 of 3
4, Member Doty Statements: Introduced MEOTION it6
5. Membership Recruitment
B.  Priorities & Planning (P&P) Committee Ieff Goodman/Kathy Watt, Co-Chairs  1050am - 1055m
1. Priority- and Allocation-Setting Framework  MOTION #7
C.  Standards of Care (SOC) Committee Angelica Palmeros/Fariba Younai, Co-Chairs  103%am - 1i00um
1. Special Population Guidelines: Youth MOTION #8
2. Medical Care Coordination Framework Foilowmg Commission Corrections Hearing, nnd
Forums for Consumers - September 21, 2007 9:30 =11:30 am
D.  Joint Public Policy Committec Whitney Engeran/Lee Kochems, Co-Chairs  H{0m - [1Bam
18. Commission Comment Commission 11:5am - 1L:Ham
19.  Announcements Commission ILHam - 1L:15%m
20. Recess , Commission  111%am - 1130um

21, Call to Order Whitney Engeran/Lee Kochems, Co-Chairs, JPP Comm.  1130am - 11:32am
22.  Approval of Agenda MOTION #5 Commission  1132am - 11:38am
23.  JPP Committee Co-Chairs’ Report Whitney Engeran/Lee Kochems, Co-Chairs, JPP Comm.  113%am - 1h4%um
24.  Public Comment Public 1td%am - 1:15pm
25.  Commission Comment Commissioners/Alternates/Staff  1:15pm - 1:45pm
26. Public/Commission Comment Follow-Up Whitney Engeran/Lee Kochems, Co-Chairs, JPP Comm. 1:485pm - 1:555pm
27.  Adjourmment Carla Bailey/Anthony Braswell, Co-Chairs  135pm - 2:00pm
A.  Roll Call
PROPOSED ACTIONS:
P= Prgsentaﬁiou Planned P*= PowerPoint Presentation Planned
le

MOTION #1: Approve the Agenda Order.

MOTION #2: Approve the minutes from the August 9, 2007 Commission on HIV meeting.

MOTION #3; Accept and file the Assessment of the Administrative Mechanism for Year 13, as presented, and adopt accompanying
recomimendations.

MOTION #4: Forward the nomination of Joanne Granai for the SPA #1Provider seat and Ruben Acosta for the SPA #4 Consumer
Alternate to the Board for appointment.

MOTION #5: Approve the policy for interviewing new Commission candidates, as presented.

MOTION #6: Approve the duty statements for the Medi-Cal, HIV Epidemiology (non-voting), OAPP {non-voting) and DPH Part A
representative seats, as presented

MOTION #7: Approve the Priority- and Allocation-Setting Framewark and Process policy and procedure, as revised and presented.

MOTION #8:  Approve the Special Population Guidelines for Youth, as revised and presented.

MOTION #9: Approve the Commission’s HIV and Corrections Hearing Agenda Order.
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Commission on HIV Meeting Minutes

_f_\_“n_“g“ust 9, 2007

Page 8of 12

2

Priority- and Allocation-Setting Framework: Mr. Goodman called attention to the revised Framework in the packet
being refeased for 30 days” public comment. The revision reflected the responsibilities of the Finance Comtnittee that
were consolidated into P&P. It also included the appeal process that was being incorporated into the Framework.

B. Public Policy Committee: _
Joint Public Policy (JPP) Commitiee Proposal;

L.

I

Ms Schwartz called attention to the report in the packet, previously released for a 30-day public comment peried, on
merging the Commission and PPC Public Policy Committees.

Mr. Giugni asked what the breakdown of seats was between Commission and PPC members. Ms. Schwartz said
seats were not specified by body. It had been specified that there could not be more non-Commission voting
members than Commissioners on the Committee, She added that some members could be members of both bodies.
Ms. Schwartz said that Ms. Watt reported at the last meeting that the PPC would not nominate additional members
in the foreseeable future, so the point is moot for now, Mr. Kochems noted PPC member interest had increased.

Mr. Acosta asked about determining quorum. Mr. Vincent-Jones said it would be a majority of all voting members.

MOTION #4: Approve the plan to merge the Commission’s and Prevention Planning Committee (PPC's) public policy
commitiees into a Joint Public Policy Committee, as presented (Passed by Consensus).
JPP: Proposed Bylaw Revision:

The revision had also previously been released for a 30-day public comment period, Ms. Schwartz noted.

She said that the inability of PPC members to vote was a problem with the previous attempt at a joint commitiee.
That problem, as reflected in the Bylaw revision, had been resolved. In addition, PPC members would be eligible for
one of the Committee Co-Chair seats.

PPC members attended the last meeting and Co-Chair nominations were opened with Lee Kochems and Daniel
Rivas nominated. An election date had not yet been chosen since the August meeting would have a special agenda.

MOTION #5: Approve the proposed Bylaw revisions, as presented (Passed by Consensus).
HR 3043: Fed Appropriations to HEHS:

Mr, Engeran said this was the Health and Human Services (HHS) appropriations bill that passed through the House
of Representatives in July. 1t was en route 10 the Senate and would not be taken up until after the August recess,
Language was added to the bill without markup or the Committee of record discussing it up.

The language effectively created a hold harmless for EMAs and TGAs based on Year 16 funding. EMAS could not
be reduced by more than 8.4% and TGAs by more than 13.4%. Previously, there was a 5% hold harmless for EMA
Formula Awards onty, and none for TGAs.

Those EMAsfTGAs that experienced reductions in Year 17 would receive a significant amount of funding if the
language were accepted. San Francisco, for example, saw an overall award reduction of about 33% or $9.1 miilion
based apparently on its supplemental competitive score. This legislation would, in effect, restore those reductions.
The bill also had an additional $29 million, though other aspects of the bill would direct that mostly to those who
lost funds. Mr. Engeran pointed out that the it would effectively alter that reauthorized legislation retroactively
through an appropriations bill.

In addition, the President has threatened to veto any legislation that exceeds his budget number. If these hold
harmless numbers remained but funding were vetoed, Los Angeles would lose money retroactive to March 2007,
AHF had spoken with the Office of the Speaker of the House, who is from San Francisco, and had been assured no
Jurisdictions would lose funds. However, prior to that, the HHS had released a spreadsheet that showed every
California EMA would lose funding except for San Francisco,

He recommended the Commission ask the State to adjust to others’ actions. It was conceivable, for example, that the
federal, state and county governments could all backfill San Francisco for a net gain while Los Angeles lost funds,
Mr. Engeran said he had gone to DC. Senator Coburn and some others had sent a letter asking HHS and/or the
Office of Management and Budget to give a report on the funding differences. The County would lose $789,000.
Ms. Taylor said budget language around the $1.8 miflion redirection restricts it to bringing up to six jurisdictions to
their previous level{s). If federal funds did that, the $1.8 million would be released for any other state purpose.

Mr. Ballesteros asked if watching might be the best position. Mr. Engeran replied that further action would most
likely happen in conference. It might be made part of an omnibus or other action. Often those were moved quickly
when they hit 1,000 pages. Since the Commission was active in the Reauthorization process, he felt it was
appropriate to speak up now as the change was made in an inherently unfair manner, through appropriations,
regardless of funding.

In addition, though there have been assurances that this only applies to 2007, the language says “beginning in 2007,
Me. Land asked if another member of the California delegation might offer an amendment. Mr. Engeran noted that
they atl voted in line with the Speaker. Ms, Broadus said it was unlikely that any would contradict the Speaker, -
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Additional information
included in the report:

M Graphic display of steps in administrative review
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Additional information
included in the report:

m Merged table of currently active cumulative
recommendations, along with the Year 15
suggested recommendations

® Thirteen Administrative Mechanism Findings
and Observations, using a graphic quick key of:
Ej}] “thumbs up,” (improvement)

g}‘ “thumbs down” (decline) or
7
&.
“ancertain” (lack of compelling data)
related to findings stated by respondents and

informants.
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