MINUTES

COMMUNITY SERVICES COMMITTEE

REGIONAL MUNICIPALITY OF OTTAWA-CARLETON

CHAMPLAIN ROOM

18 JANUARY 1996

3:00 P.M.
PRESENT
Chair: M. Meilleur
Members: M. Bellemare, R. Cantin, L. Davis, D. Holmes, A. Loney,

A. Munter, B. McGarry, D. Pratt

CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES

That the Community Services Committeeconfirm the Minutes of 7 December 1995 and
14 December 1995.

CARRIED

INQUIRIES

Supplementary Information re: Assistive Devices Program

Councillor A. Munter requested that theCommittee hear a presentatioinom
Mr. John Burgess of the Independant Living Centre regardingrdpogedfunding cuts
to the Assistive Devices Program (Supplementary Aid/Special Assistance Program).

John Burgess said heorks at peeilintervention and he has been receivoalls from
individualswho cannot have repaivork such as replacing a flat tire obarnt-out motor

on their wheelchair performed becausetloé uncertainty around whatosts will be
covered by theAssistive DeviceProgram (ADP). He addetthis uncertainty has put
some repair technicians the position ofhaving to refuse a servicalcunless itcan be

paid for up-front bythe persormakingit. Mr. Burgesssaidthere areindications even
Supplementary Aid staff are unsure exactly what the cuts entaihotéd he wagsot able

to get clarification about what was meant by “one time only”, i.e., whether this meant once
a year, once in the lifetime of the equipment or once in the lifetime of the individual.
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He cited theexample ofone person whose electidheelchair had to be repaired twice in
two years at a cost of $1100: this person has now ushkis tpne time”and shouldther
repairs be necessary, Wél not beable to have therdone and he will beonfined to his
bed. Mr. Burgess put forth the view that a pemseiving General Welfare Assistance
would not be able to cover these costs.

The Social Services Commissioner &fewart,circulated a Memorandum which provides
clarification on the item referred to as “Other” irthe BudgetCompanion Report
(22 Nov 95). Speaking toMr. Burgess’ presentatiorfGommissionetStewart noted the
Committee, at its meeting of 07 D&&, reinstated th@rovision that the department
would only pay25% of the actuatost ofdevices apposed to 25% of the approved
provincial price list: staff estimated this woutdpresentsavings of $200,00@ross,
$35,000 net. He notetlis policy change hasot yet been implemented. Witlespect to
repairs to Assistive Devicepplicy changes have been implemented beginning 01 Jan 96.
Mr. Stewartsaid thesavere estimatednnualized savings and ander to meeits budget
target, the departmehtid to move in this direction. He addbeé othemajor exception
is the transportation subsidy which was reinstated and paid on 01 Jan 96.

Mr. Stewart acknowledged there is confusi@about the repairand maintenance of
medically-prescribed devices. He indicatéldat, in 1995, the departmeraid
approximately $250,00@hrough Supplementary Aidfor repairs towheelchairs; these
repairs ranged frorbeing one-time only,e., one repair once for one persorrepairing
onechair 35 times and from majeetrofits to repairingdlat tires, providing newoot rests
and covering normakear andear. Hesaidthe intent of theolicy was to pay one-time
for a major retrofit and the cost of subsequent retrofits would be shared 50/50 with clients.
CommissionelStewartindicatedthe Supportive Livingstaff in the Residential Services
Division hastaken this approach and clientistoughfamily and service clubs, haveeen
able to findtheir 50% share. He noted, however, tBapplementary Aid has been paid
100%whenever required and the departmgoes notntend to cease basic repairs. Mr.
Stewart went on teay departmental staff hawasked that theecommendation be re-
phrased to clarify that “one time only” means once a year, not ondeetinae and hefelt
this was a reasonable interpretatigiven these areannualized savings. He said the
decision willrestwith Council as to whethahe overall intent ighat there be aser-pay
element in major maintenance beyond once a year.

In reply to questions from Councillor L. Davis|r. Stewartapologized for thewide-
spread confusion arourtflis issue, notinghat many changes have had to be made to
Supplementary Aiénd these weneot asdetailed as they should have been. He added all
departmental policies contain exception clauses and proviforspecial circumstances,
with decisions being made by supervisors andfioectors. Councillor Davis asked
whether ameanstest had been considered or whether this approach would be too
administratively prohibitive.
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CommissionefStewart noted thenajority of persons whaeceive Supplementary Aid are
recipients ofFamily Benefits Assistancevho havealready been meariestedand have
been found to be withouwbhcome, withminimum asets anaminimum capability to pay;
however, someelderly or aged clients may be in a bétr position inthis regard.
Councillor Davisasked whether there would beiarpact onotherassistive devices. Mr.
Stewartreplied inthe affirmative, notingothernon-prescribed items will also be affected
and clients will be informe@bout changes asoon aspossibleafter Council’'s budget
deliberations.

Councillor Munter expressethe view the Committee hadot intendedthat Assistive
Devices be purchasaslithout a provision forepairing them: he said ibought most
members had considered tlise unit. He asked whether the total amount of $250,000
had been used in 199&ommissionerStewartindicated this amount represented the
actualbillings. Councillor Muntersaid it was remarkablanybodywould suggest that
disabled people on FBA p&0% of $1000 for repairgnd henotedthis matter will need

to be revisited at Council.

Mr. Burgess requesteskervice providers bemmediately notifiecthat regularepairs can
be done, athey have been waitinigpr formal authorization. He suggested tHahce a
year” be amended to reflettte reality of the ADPwhich will only buy anew wheelchair
everyfive year. He noted theeality isthat theequipmentdoes notlast that long and
more repairs are needed in the fourtHifth year. He spoke about tiesue of properly
prescribed chairs that factor in the weight of the client, noting this equiprmmesttalsvays
on the ADP approvedist andthe chair provided ighe one thatomes closest to the
proper one. Commission8tewartsaid major supplieraill be immediatelyinformedthat
the department is prepared to repiéat tires, etc., but that the matter sfibstantial
repairs still needs to be considered by Council.

Councillor A. Cullenasked for additionaihformation outlining circumstances apdlicy
implications on this matteprior to Council’'s budget deliberations. He also suggested
councillors receive information on Supplementary Aid policie®nder to know what
standards can be expected. CouncilloHDImes askedor a profile of thoseclientsthat
would be expected to contribute 50% for repaind what an annualizdull might be for
repairs to motorized wheelchairs/scooters.

Councillor B. McGarry thankedhoth Mr. Burgessand CommissioneStewart for the
clarifications provided on thimatter. The Committe€hair, M. Meilleur, expressed the
hope Mr. Burgess would continue to work with the departmenttatche wouldorovide
the Committee with  “reality checks” from time to time.
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REGULAR ITEMS

1.

Tobacco Advertising
- A/Medical Officer of Health and Regional Solicitor’s
Joint Report dated 02 Jan 96 and attachments

The Committee heard fronMr. Rick O’Connor, Regional Solicitor's Office, who
introduced Dr. Rosemary Ramsingbommunity Medicine Resident, Healfrepartment,
and Ms. Deborah McCulloughfobacco Prevention Coordinator, Health Department.
The contribution of thécting Medical Officer of HealthDr. EdwardEllis, who isaway

on regional business, was acknowledged.

Mr. O’Connor presented thesport, which provides background information on the
federal legislation whiclwvas struck down by the Suprer@eurt of Canada in September
1995, and outlines a number of Motions from Regional Council calling for:

- tobacco advertising being prohibited on regional properties;

- OC Transpadbeingrequested to adopt @imilar policy; (the Commission will be
address this matter in February 96 and currently prohibits tobacco advertising);

- alternatives to tobacco funding for arts, culture and sports activities being found.

Mr. O’Connor, speaking tothe last mattersaid the following measures have been
proposed:

- the establishment of a Federal Healtax: this could reducebaccoconsumption
among price-conscious youth and asgisiups inmoving away fromtobacco
sponsorship funding;

- the RMOC to unite witharts, cultureand sports groups tofind revenue
alternatives (an Arts and Heal#lliance, AHA, has been establishedTioronto
and consists of seventy groups working toward this end);

Mr. O’Connor presented the following statistical information on smoking:

- in 1995, 50billion cigarettes were sold, representisales valued at $Billion.
There were 40,000 tobacco-related deaths. Trendsaking behaviour among
adults and youth were highlighted, illustrating the fact that the nurabetsack to
1986 levelsand higher in some cases, i.e. among youyh§-19) women.
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Mr. O’Connor spoke next about tlfederal document entitledTobacco Control: A
Federal Blueprint to Protect the HealthGd#nadians”. H&oted the document provides a
regulatory framework and recommends a ban on advertising, restrictiohsbaoco
promotion and sponsorship, reduced access by youth and packaglageliang
requirements fotobacco products. With regard to than on advertisinghe Blueprint

will propose “the mostomprehensive prohibition possible” and indicdted theFederal
government will be bringinghe evidence necessary to uphold it icaurt oflaw, further

to the September 1995 decision of the Supreme Court. Mr. O’Connor noted the Region is
recommendinghat any advertising bétombstone” advertising, i.etext messagesnly

with no lifestyle advertising. He addethat, given the SupremeCourt confirming that

only the federal government hathe criminal jurisdiction inthis regard, deferring the
regional policy until the federal legislation is implemented would preclude a legal challenge
that the Region lacks the necessary legislative authority to implement a ban.

With respect to the restrictions on sponsorship proposed ltieprint, Mr. O’Connor
said it is anticipated there will be continued tobacco sponsorship of arts, cultuseoarsd
activities. However, there will bprohibitions on brand-identifiable elements on non-
tobacco promotionatems(caps, Tee-shirts, et@nd health messages mustpaet of all
advertisement.

Mr. O’Connor then spoke about theluntaryCode of Conducteleased by th€anadian
Tobacco Manufacturer€ouncil, notingthe codeonly applies tahe Council’'s members,
Imperial Tobacco,Rothmans - Benson and Hedges and RJR MacDonald. He indicated
the code has been called weak, as there is no penalty for violating it.

Mr. O’Connor concludechis present#on by highlighting the recommendations put
forward by staff. He drew Committee’s attention to the second recommendation, that the
policy be deferred to the new proposéederal legislation, pointingut that adeferred

item has a life span sfix months, and, during this “window of opportunity”, regioatff

will:

- review the federal legislation that will come out in the Spring and comment on it as
necessary;

- begin toconsult moreclosely with some of itpartners, i.e., the National Capital
Commission (Festival Plaza a@bnfederation Park), th€ity of Ottawa,which
leasegwo properties from angbintly owns a third property with the RMOC and
the O.-C.Regional TransitCommission to implement a uniforend consistent

policy.
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The Committee heard fro@r. R. Ramsingh,who spoke about the evidence for the
association betweetobaccoadvertising and smokinghe impacttobaccoadvertising is
having on children andifestyle advertising. She directethembers to a Summary
Document of the Literature, found Annex A of the reportand outlined some of its
major components..

Committee Chair M. Meilleur congratulated staff for an excellent presentation.
The following delegations were heard:

Ms. Carolyn Hill, representing the Ottawa-Carleton Council on Smoking and Health

Ms. Hill spoke in support of theneasures contained in tiiederal document and she
expressed thbeliefthere should be #tal ban on advertising. She sdftere is no doubt
the tobacco induy aggressively markets to young people and if advertidows not
increase consumptiomhy do companiespend such large amountsmbney onit. She
said shethought the Voluntary Code tstally unacceptable and the inthysis actively
soliciting universitystudents. She posited thall governments should be committed to
introducing the mostomprehensive restrictions. She stid Blueprint appears to be
weak in that it wouldstill allow companies t@resent sports eveand adds could appear
on billboard adjacent to schools. TBECSH suggests ongay to phaseout tobacco
sponsorship is through a tax t@e on manufacturers: this would be used to provide
alternatefundingfor arts, cultureandsports groups. She added tBeuncil is supportive
of the artsand is sensitive tthe financial situations most organizatiofiad themselves in
at this juncture. She suggested an alternate approach would be to increase ¢xreg on
pack of cigarette to increagbe price. The OCCSH strongly suggésat Regional
Government be a leader in this area and not wait for the federal legislation.

Cynthia Callard, representing Physicians for a Smoke-Free Canada

The speaker corrected thHeggure of $80 million cited as the amount of tobacco
sponsorshipsayingDuMaurier haslarified it gave$1.5million to arts groups irCanada
and in the 25 years of its existence, it has provitmillion. The Canadian Conference
on the Arts surveyed 78 organizations and estimates tiesebeen &3.9 million
contribution in cash anl5.6 million in posters, etc. M<Callard said thigepresents a
very different economic impact. She alsoted that the Suprent@ourt did not saythat
Provincial or Regional governments couttbt take action, only that the Federal
Government had it within itsriminal power toimpose legislation: Provincial governments
can impose restrictions on advertiswghin their Trade andCommerce regulations and
the administrative policies of governments can reflect l@tahdards. She noted that,
notwithstanding théndustry’s VoluntaryCode, there isdvertising, in subtle ways. She
expressed the hope the Region wake a strong positiowith respect to th@&lueprint
document. She added that the issue of sponsorship remains problematic, but is solvable.
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Ms. Jane Gardner, representing the Great Canadian Theatre Co. and the,
Ottawa International Jazz Festival

Ms. Gardnesaidthat in thelast 20 yearsyreat progresbhas been made limiting where
people can smoke. The proposed federal legislation prohititengurchase of tobacco
by youth will have a tremendous impact. She saidl@bieed forward to theipcoming
legislation to see how it will affect culturgtoups,specificallywith regard to sponsorship.
She noted groups have to lookn@anycorporate partners touild a bankrolland Boards
come to these partnerships as educated people who know the @nodiwdto try to limit
the marketing of the corporations.

Ms. Gardner expressed théew there is confusion betwedifestyle advertising and
sponsorship; the JaEestivalprogram angosterwhich contain amalllogo recognizing
DuMaurier's contribution willnot make someonetart smoking. Shenoted the new
legislation will place additional restrictions on what organizationgdcasuch asmailings

or having to place warnings atherpromotional materialabout theeffects of smoking
on health. Ms. Gardner said there has to be a balanca|tived reasonablmdividuals to
acceptmoney fromcorporations. Imeply to aquestion from Committee Chduleilleur,
Ms. Gardner noted the total JaEestivalbudget is $500,000, and in 1995 DuMaurier
contributed $8,000 for the first time.

Councillor A. Munter pointedbut that acontributing factor tohaving to findother
sponsors is thadll levels ofgovernments are cutting theiupport for the arts. Hasked
whether it wouldnot bepreferable to say no sponsorshipthere are concerns about
labelling. Ms. Gardnerreplied this would be possible gupport for the arts were
increasingput asthis isnot thecase, the path for culturagencies ishroughindividuals
and corporations. Responding to a quesdibout restrictions oregional properties, Ms.
Gardner indicated artilvind a way to expresgself andwill adapt ancvolve according
to how the rules change. She commented omtpkcationsfor the written wordand for
the Internet,saying placingrestrictions is a form of censorship. Councillor Munter
pointedout this is a question gsublic health, and as long #e health caresystemworks
the way it does, public bodies must promote good health.

Councillor R. Cantin asked if there was support for using only company names as opposed
to logos. Ms. Gardnereplied sponsors’ preferencesre followed, andmany
organizations have fundraising ethics; in good times it is easy to make certain decisions but
this becomes more problematic in difficult times.
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Mr. John Forster, representing Odyssey Theatre

Mr. Forster echoed Mr. Gardnecemmentaboutdifferentiating sponsorship aritestyle
advertising. Henoted DuMauriehas been sponsoring OdyssHyeatre for 6 years and
has been an important corporate supporter of the arts in Canada for 2%hggzsipany

is interested in sponsorirgmall and intermediatgroups that are prepared to dew,
interesting Canadiaworks. He notedOdyssey has received no complaints about
DuMaurier’s sponsorship to-date.

Mr. Forstersaidthe company has increased its fundraising revenuemnbythird in 1995

but placing restrictions omwho companies can armannot deal with will make this harder.

He put forth theview thatmanyother products arkearmful tohealth, such as automobiles

that pollute the air and kill people. He expressed support for the recommendation to await
the federal legislation, as anmeasure approved todagay generate a moreniform

policy throughout the Region. Mr. Forster asked fRagional Councihot support the
restrictions on sponsorship and sepalifdstyle advertising fronsponsorships, otherwise
many organizations and events will be affected. He indichte&egion needs to look for

a viable, stable fundingase, and he expressed the htps would be a consideration
during the upcoming budget debate.

Ms. Anja Miler, representing Opera Lyra Ottawa

Ms. Miler note Opera Lyraeceives$12,000 from DuMaurier Artkimited: althoughthis
may not appeasignificantout of abudget of $1.6nillion, in reality the company would
have to earn $47,000 aorporatesponsorships to keep its budget close to balanced. She
expressed theiew some ofthe commentsput forth arealarmist, sincehe Region does
not have thesame potential as Montreal amdrontofor large events. She re-emphasized
the importance ofdifferentiating betweerlifestyle advertisingand sponsorship. She
pointedout thatthe majority of persons who attend Opergrh performanceareroughly
between the ages of 25 and 62 #mel likely would not beswayed bythe presence of a
tobaccocompanylogo on programs angosters. Councillor D. Holmes asketbr a
comment on the proposal &dlow only “tombstone” advertising. MdMiler said it is a
matter of what is more suitable, and decisians made on marketing issues, as the
company is trying to sell the performance, not DuMaurier.

Councillor Munter asked the transitway, OC Transpo anolad allowancesare defined
as regional property. Having received an affirmative reply, he said that while
municipalitiescannot prohibit advertising, tH&y-law that govern®RegionalRoads could
be used to impose some prohibitions and restrictids.O’Connor cautionedhis could
potentially be a dangerous situation.
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At this point, Committee Chair M. Meilleur called for a vote on the first recommendation.

1. That Regional Council support theFederal Government’'s tobacco control
legislation as proposed in_Tobacco Control: A Blueprint to Protect the
Health of Canadians and that thisreport constitute Council’s response to the
proposals.

CARRIED
Councillor R. Cantin proposed the following Motion:

That Council implement the policy adopted at its meeting of 25 Oct 95 wittegard

to _prohibiting all tobacco advertising as well as lifestyle ads by tobacco companies;
and that “shell” company advertising be limited to the name of the company, with
no logos or parent company colours to predominate the adds.

Speaking tadhis Motion, the Councillor saidthe second padeals withthe promotion of
activities, festivals,etc., where theshell companysponsors theactivity. He noted
representatives have said these contributesesmportant and must be acknowledged in
some manner. With thigroposal, thename ofthe company wouldappear but not its
logo, nor its identifiable colours or markings.

Councillor Holmes said she was attempting to allow some type of sponsorship and she
suggested thdederal government be asked to permit this, with controls in place.
Councillor B. McGarry expressetthe view the proposed Motion is aadministrative
nightmare and is complicated and bureaucratic to the extreme.

Councillor Muntersaid it is irrelevant whethendividual groups usedvertising, it is the
cumulative effect of seeing @ver and ovengainthat matters. Hesaid he would prefer
that tobaccadvertisingnot bepermitted on regiongroperty: if tombstonadvertising is
to be permitted, it should be made clear what this means. He said it ajpedaderal
legislation will define this and heuggested Mr. O’Connaeport back orwording that
will eliminate the uncertainties. Ineply to aquestion from Councillor Holmes, R. O’
Connor confirmed that this will have to be contained in the federal legislation.

Councillor M. Bellemareasked whethergiven the SupremeCourt decision,the Region
would be leaving itself liable to a lawsuit by adopting an independant policy. R. O’Connor
said this risk is incurred with every policy decistout staff feltthe Committee should be
apprised of théederal policies. Councillor Bellemapait forth the view thdéederallevel
should be permitted to do its job.
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Moved by R. Cantin

That Council implement the policy adopted at its meeting of 25 Oct 95 wittegard

to _prohibiting all tobacco advertising as well as lifestyle ads by tobacco companies;
and that “shell” company advertising be limited to the name of the company, with
no logos or parent company colours to predominate the adds.

LOST

YEAS: R. Cantin, A. Munter
NAYS: M. Bellemare, L. Davis, D. Holmes, M. Meilleur, B. McGarry

2. That Regional Council deferthe implementation of a policy, the intent of
which is to prohibit all tobacco advertising as well as lifestyle ads by tobacco
companies or their “shell” companies on Regional properties, in deference to
the new proposedfederal legislation, as setout in Tobacco Control: A
Blueprint to Protect the Health of Canadians.

CARRIED
(R. Cantin, A. Munter
dissenting)
Moved by D. Holmes
3. That the document “Tobacco Control: A Blueprint to Protect the Health of

Canadians” include the provision that arts, cultural and sports organizations
which receive tobacco sponsorship funds shall only recognize said sponsorship
with “tombstone” advertising in their publications.

CARRIED

Moved by D. Holmes

That a working group made up of representatives from the RMOC Arts Committee ,
the RMOC Legal Department, the Manager, Arts Program, the, representatives of the
festival network and RMOC funded arts groups be established to investigate and
develop new sources of funding for arts and cultural needs.

CARRIED
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Moved by D. Holmes

That Council recommend to the Minister of Health that the federal health tax on
tobacco industry profits be instituted to be used for arts, cultural and sports funding.

CARRIED

Councillor A. Cullen spoke inupport of a resolution put forward as a result of the

A. C. Neilson which investigated retailer compliance in Canada and found that compliance
rates were well below average: for example, in the Ottawa-Carleton region, 181 stores were
prepared to sell tobacco products to a minor. GtamCullen said it is upsetting to see this

lack of compliance and he suggested the Regional Police step up their enforcement of the
legislation. He said he thought this would help change behaviour and not enforcing the law will
ensure it is not obeyed.

Dr. G. Dunkley noted some provincial funding was allocated to the Health Department for
enforcement and this amounts to a full-time equivalent inspector. Councillor Ceygested
enforcement not be done by the Police but by local licensing personnel in conjunction with the
Health Department. Councillor Cullen said he believed all resources should be utilized and that
there is a greater impact when the Police announce they will be enforcing specific regulations.

Moved by R. Cantin

That the following be substituted as the final recommendation in Councillor Munter's
Motion:

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that staff join forces with local licensing
authorities to charge clerks and companies for non-compliance with the
provisions of theTobacco Control Act.

CARRIED
Moved by A. Munter
WHEREAS Regqional Government, in partnership with other public health authorities,

has promoted policies to reduce disease, disability, and mortality associated with tobacco
smoking, both to save lives and reduce health care costs;

WHEREAS each year in Ottawa-Carleton some 1,500 adolescents start smoking;

WHEREAS 85% of all smokers started smoking by age 16;

WHEREAS in 1992 Regqional Council set tobacco use targets for Ottawa-Carleton,
including no sales to minors by 1995;
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WHEREAS in 1994 the Ontario Government adopted the Tobacco Control Act, making
illegal the sale of tobacco products to anyone under age 19 (with fines up to $2,000 a
person, $5,000 a corporation) for offenders; repeat offenders are automatically
prohibited from selling tobacco, and face fines up to $50,000 a person, $75,000 a

corporation;

WHEREAS a study recently conducted for Health Canada shows that in Ottawa,
59.9% of retailers contacted (302 stores including gas bars, convenience and _grocery
stores) are willing to sell tobacco products to minors between age 15 and 17:

BE IT RESOLVED that staff join forces with local licensing authorities to charge clerks
and companies for non-compliance with the provisions of theTobacco Control Act.

CARRIED
Moved by R. Cantin

That Council be r equested to waive the Rules of Procedure to consider this item at its
24 January 1996 meeting

CARRIED

RESPONSES TO MOTIONS/INQUIRIES

2. Response to Inquiries on Anonymous Testing for HIV - Inquiry CSC-20A
- Associate Medical Officer of Health memorandum dated 29 Nov 95

In reply to aquestion from Councillor AMunter, Dr. G.Dunkley confirmed anonymous
testing isavailablethrough the AIDS Bureau, th&alk-in clinic atthe Somerset West
Community Centre and theSITE Program (HIVPrevention Program, HealtBept).
Dr. Dunkley indicatedhe AIDS bureau is booked up ksiaff atthe SITE Progranmave
been able to meet the demand.

Councillor Muntersaidthe report thatvas prepared in response to timguiry illustrates
that the rate ofinding positive test results throughanonymous testing isignificantly
higher tharthrough other methods. He noted it is to the advantage abthenunity if
people knowearly onthattheyareinfected andake thenecessary precautiobhs.stop the
spread of HIV.

Moved by A. Munter

That staff report on the feasibility of the RMOC expanding the availability of
anonymous HIV testing at its own facilities.

CARRIED
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That the Community Services Committee receive this report for information
RECEIVED

INFORMATION ITEMS

That the Community Services Committee receive the following items for
information:

JOURNALS, ARTICLES

- Canadian Public Health Association - Health Digest - Autumn 1995

- Ontario Public Health Association - OPHA News, November and December 1995
and Healthbeat, Fall 1995

- American Journal of Public Health - December 1995 (Index attached)

- American Public Health Association - The Nation’s Health, December 1995

MISCELLANEQUS
- Child Care Information - Statistics, November 1995
- Ontario Injury Prevention Resource Centre - Newsletter, November/December 1995
- Regional Coordinating Committee to End Violence Against Women -
Minutes, December 6, 1995
RECEIVED

INFORMATION PREVIOUSLY DISTRIBUTED

1. Tobacco Advertising Prohibition - Interim Report
- Regional Solicitor report dated 24 Nov 95

2. Coordinated Approach to Discarded Needles
- Associate Medical Officer of Health memorandum dated 15 Dec 95

3. Alcohol Use Harm Reduction Strategy Update
- A/Medical Officer of Health Report dated 15 Dec 95

ADJOURNMENT

The meeting adjourned at.6:00 p.m.

COORDINATOR CHAIR



