PRC National Community Committee
Annual Spring Business Meeting

Monday, March 12, 2007

Attendance:

Sandy Good – Kentucky



Seante Hatcher - Baltimore
Monique Barber – University of Texas

Ella Greene-Moton - Michigan

David Collins – Morehouse/Atlanta


Chuck Conner – West Virginia

Patricia Peterson – North Carolina


Ralph Fuccillo - Harvard

Delphine Smith – North Carolina


Eileen Michaels - Albany

Sylvia Stevens-Edouard – Harvard


Sharon Bradford - Yale

E. Yvonne Lewis  - Michigan



Freda Motton – Saint Louis 


Suzanne DeVore – Colorado



Imogene Wiggs – Saint Louis

Linda Pekuri – South Carolina


Linda Scheffilei – Saint Louis

Shellie Striegel – Iowa



Brenda McDaniel – Saint Louis

Sheryl Threadgill – Alabama (Birmingham)

Sue Smith - Pittsburgh

Charmayne D. Little – Johns Hopkins

Vinton Zunie – New Mexico

Darrell Sabbs – Emory



Jenny Oliphant - Minnesota

Aietah Stephens – Oklahoma



Reed Edmundson – Texas A&M

Joanne Brown – Oregon



Sangsook Cho – UC Berkeley

Willie Mae Bennett-Bradley – Boston

Katie Barnes – North Carolina

Rosemarie Rodriguez-Hager – Minnesota

Josephine Dhungana – UCLA
Lisa Hofman – San Diego



Lisa Cuestas – San Diego
Diane Rivera – San Diego



Ella Heard Trammell – Morehouse

Ann Scott Poole – Morehouse


Theresa Rudder - Colorado

Welcome and Gathering

Ralph opened the meeting with a welcome to all.  A brief history of the NCC was given by Ella and Yvonne.   Introductions were held.  

· Newcomer’s orientation – Ralph summarized the structure of the NCC. These include:  Leadership, Regional Directors; Content Committee, Policy and Operations Procedures; Fund Development and Communications.  There are three meetings per year which includes the annual meeting, the retreat and the training.  The strength of the committee is the rotating leadership function.  The connection for this group is the monthly NCC conference calls held the 2nd Tuesday of each month.  Ralph participates in conference calls with the PRC Steering Committee on a monthly basis which allows him to bring updates about the NCC and our activities to the steering committee.  
Regional Directors’ Updates – Each region reported.
Yvonne summarized reason for creating the Regional Directors Leadership.  It is an opportunity to develop leadership and to have a mechanism for better communication, ie, challenges in working together, policy development and promoting the power of the community.

Genetics Equity Research Project (NCC Midwest Region)
Presented by Ella Greene-Moton.  This project will include 5 states in the Midwest region engaging the community.  These states include: Illinois, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri and Iowa.  This is an opportunity for 5 different states with 5 different populations to bring in their grassroots community folks to hear about and discuss genetics and genetics research and how it impacts their community.  Each of these states is funded to sponsor forums to educate the population and allow for dialogues to be held about genetics research which will impact some of the national policies and laws around genetics.  The forums will take place in late fall.  There will be technical assistance for these forums.  This will be an opportunity to create a unique model for holding these forums and to obtain community involvement.  This study has the implications for:  Engaging the community; opportunity for education; address health disparities; understand genetics/genomics; promote the value of diversity; and how to sustain the network.
The following states’ focus of the project is as follows:

Minnesota – Tribal nation and Latino population


Michigan –Community Based Organization Partners (CBOP) 
Illinois (Chicago area) - Latino population

Missouri – Representing rural (White and African American)

Iowa - ARC

SIP 13 – Increase Physical Activity Among Adults in Racially/Ethnically Diverse Communities Update & Future of PRC SIP Process – Yvonne Lewis
Partnership included St. Louis University and the NCC.  The goal was to build NCC capacity; Evidenced Based Public Health Course and Concept Mapping training; Developed the application for the grant and reviewed by both academics and community members; 

Funded communities:  
· Increasing Awareness and Developing Positive Attitudes toward Physical Activity Among Filipinos and Samoan Pacific Islanders in Carson, CA University of California/Los Angeles

· Enhance Fitness:  Urban Native American/Alaskan Native/University of Washington; 
· Salsita Community Mapping Project/Latino Community/University of California at San Diego/San Diego State University

· Built Environment Project, University of Texas

· Dancing with our Elders/New York/Albany

Each project received 2 years of funding ($5,000 per year).  
Several levels of models developed as a result of this process:
a)  Brought a national group together

b)  Community based organizations and a university partner acting as fiduciary

NCC committee introductions/plans for individual committee meetings

· Content -  Understanding of the SIP process; understanding the history of prevention; common language around prevention; models of prevention of public health versus health care models; interviewed PRC directors within our region
· Policy/Procedures and Operations – Created vision/mission statement; Pursue 501c-3 status; leverage funding; internal and external policies; developing a prevention vision; how will NCC handle future funds; NCC office transition guidelines; member orientation guidelines; clarify a community representative; developing guidelines for hosting an NCC retreat; 
· Communication – Newsletter in June and October; preparing a new brochure; how the NCC can better communicate with each other; documentation of the history of NCC
· Fund Development – How are we going to get funds; how funds will be utilized; 
· Leadership Committee – Includes Regional Directors and officers.
Working Lunch

Vision of the NCC with Dr. Eduardo Simoes, Director of the PRC
Acknowledged the development and the success of the NCC and how community participatory research can make an impact for these communities.  Dr. Simoes commented that the NCC has been agents for change.  
Future of NCC – Have not heard, loud and clear a list of recommendations; assessment of  the PRC community-based participatory process; what is an advisory board for: has not listed what the PRC is doing well or not; need to identify what should  be done to improve the community participatory process. 
Questions to Dr. Simoes:
Question 1:  Do PRC Directors truly understand the concept of community-based participatory research and that the NCC can make recommendations for ideas for research projects?

Answer:  The PRC Directors have been given the same instructions regarding CBPR.

Question 2:  Can we have a standardized evaluation and understanding of CBPR?
Answer:  When recommendations come from the NCC, it will be re-affirmed.  There are certain limitations, however, due to politics and lack of enough funding.

A presentation was made to Dr. Simoes by Vinton Zuni of the Zuni Pueblo, NM as an inspiration of the SIP 13 project.
New NCC items/activities in development:  Stormin’, Formin’, Normin’, and Transformin’ in advocates for prevention – “Agents of Change”.
Vision for NCC articulated by Eduardo
-The NCC is a fundamental piece of the PRC
-NCC needs to create an evaluation process for the PRC program which are standardized

-List of recommendations on how community participation should happen in the PRC’s  

  and how to improve it
-How CBPR can be improved

-To be true partners of the core planning of our PRC’s

-Assess the level of impact

-Certain limitations due to politics and lack of enough funding
Challenges in this advocacy and being agents of change:  

a. Making sure the communities are involved and be valued for the input

b. Put in system in place 
c. Report Card/Accountability

d. Opens opportunities to attend trainings and share what we have learned on a national level

e. Community members need to learn the language of academia; develop talking points.
Timely discussion as within the next year or so, the RFA will be developed.  Make our presence known.
NCC Subcommittees/working group meetings:

Content Committee:  

-Health Contents of research

-Recommendations for community involvement

PPO:

-Evaluation

-Future opportunities of SIPs

-Process for facilitating getting on the steering committees

-Look at internal processes – how to facilitate our leveraging funds

Fund Development:

-Need for technical assistance and mechanism to provide it

Communication:

-Participated in a joint communication workshop with the PRC/CDC Communication 
 Department.
Ideas for NCC Retreat 2007 –Retreat Guidelines as set forth by the PPO Committee:  

Any PRC/NCC who is interested in hosting the fall retreats will be asked to submit the request in writing with their intent to host.  The PPO committee has recommended that the NCC will take a vote to determine the site for the Fall Retreat.  

It is noted that Havard and South Carolina have expressed an interest in hosting the retreat in 2007.  Unfortunately, Linda Pekuri from South Carolina was not in attendance at the time of this discussion and could not corroborate whether South Carolina is prepared to host the 2007 retreat.  Sharrice noted that she had received an e-mail from the South Carolina PRC indicating that they will be happy to host the 2007 or 2008 retreat.  After much discussion, Suzanne DeVore made a motion to have the retreat in Boston in 2007 and at that meeting will decide on 2008 based upon the new recommendations; 2nd by Charmayne.  Motion carried.  Ralph abstained from voting due to his being Chair of the Harvard CAB. 
Items that need follow-up: 
Senator Kennedy’s Bill (Bill Number)

One page summary of this project
Meeting was adjourned at 5:20 p.m.
NCC subcommittee/working group meetings

