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Overview

A NHBS/BESURE standard indicators project:
using behavioral data for prevention planning

A HET data

A Sample characteristics (HET1, HET2, HET?3)

A HIV status, unrecognized infection & testing (HET1, HET2,
HET3)

A Standard indicators (HET3)
A Local questions (HET3)

A Notable analysem progresqUAI in HET, HCV in MSM
A Upcoming MSM4 cycle




STANDARD INDICATORS (REVIEW
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Goals

A Match NHBS items with local and national HI\
prevention and service goals

I NHAS
I ECHPP

A Make it easier to use NHBS data locally




Methods

A Review NHAS, ECHPP, locaireliated goals in
collaboration with stakeholders

A Identify priority list of goals

A Review NHBS surveys of all waves for potential
related measures

A Identify consistent set of measures (46)

A Descriptive data for each measure

I Total, by HIV status, by newly diagnosed HIV, by
race/ethnicity




Final items

A Sociedemographic characteristics (5)
A Injection and sex risk behaviors (6)
A HIV testing (5)

AHIV care (5)

A STIs (12) & Hepatitis (5)

A HIV communitybased interventions (8)
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Example: HIVesting goalsHET

HET1 (n=332)

HET2 (n=383)

HET3 (2013)

Total Pos New Total Pos New Total Pos New
n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%)
HIV Test in past 2 years 196 6 (54.5) 5(50.0) | 245 (65.0) | 11 (47.8) | 3(37.5)
(63.2)
HIV Test in past year 138 5 (45.5) 4(40.0) | 166 (44.2) | 5(21.7) | 2 (25.0)
(44.8)
Obtained result of recent test 227 4 (57.1) 4 (66.7) | 313(92.9) | 16 (76.2) | 8 (61.5)
(87.0)
Offered HIV test by health 141
care provider in past year * (57.8) 7 (70.0) 7 (70.0) | 168 (60.2) | 8(40.0) | 5(41.7)

Most common location last
test**

CHC/PHC (37%)

CHC/PHC (35%)

Most common reason for no
HIV test in past year **

Afraid of finding out &€ (28%)

Afraid of finding out & (28%)




NHBS/BESURE data to date

| Wwavel | _Wae2 | Wae3

Men who have sex with

men (MSM)
Data collection method

Total MSM in past year*
HIV prevalence

Prevalence newly diagnosed
HIV infection

Injection drug users (IDU)

Data collection method

Total IDU in past year recruited*

HIV prevalence

Prevalence newly diagnosed
HIV infection

Heterosexuals at high
risk (HET)
Data collection method

Total recruited *
HIV prevalence

Prevalence newly diagnosed
infection
*Complete survey and HIV test

June 2004- April
2005
Venue-based
645
37.7%

58.4%

Aug 200671 Jan
2007
Respondent Driven
Sampling
539

11.9%
50.0%

July 7 Oct 2007

Venue-based

332
3.9%
83.3%

July - Oct 2008

Venue-based
448
37.5%
78.4%

Sept 17 Dec 2009

Respondent Driven
Sampling
507

16.2%
41.2%

Sept i Dec 2010

Respondent Driven
Sampling
376
6.1%
65.2%

Sept-Dec 2011

Venue-based
403
42.4%
69.6%

Aug-Dec 2012

Respondent Driven
Sampling
TBD

TBD
TBD

2013

Respondent Driven
Sampling
TBD
TBD
TBD



HETEROSEXUALS AT HIGH RISK,
BALTIMORE NHBS DATA




HET overview

Wave 1 Wave 2 Wave 3
Jul Oct2007 Septg Dec 2010 | Septc Dec 2013

Data collection method Venuebased Respondent Respondent
Driven Driven

Total HET recruited * 332 376 505

HIV prevalence 3.9% 6.1% 6.5%

Prevalencainrecognized 83.3% 65.2% 36.4%

infection

*Complete survey and HIV test




HET recruitment 2013

Wavel Wave2 Wave3 Wave4 WaveS5..

Total recruited

= 818

Seeds = 10
Eligible seeds
8

Non-seeds =
808

]

Eligible non
seeds =510

Eligible non
seeds with HI
result = 503

Most common
reason for non
eligible:
duplicate/ repeat
participants
(n=233)




HET recruitment 2013




Sample characteristics:

HET1, HET2, HET3

Gender Male 55% 48% 52%
Race/Ethnicity Black, noHispanic 96% 80% 89%
White, not Hispanic 4% 16% 6%
Hispanic 0% 0% 1%
Other 0% 2% 5%
Age <25 26% 25% 18%
25-34 27% 26% 29%
3544 32% 18% 17%
4560 16% 30% 37%
Education High school or less 79% 86% 79%
College or some 21% 14% 21%
Unemployed Of total 35% 44% 40%
Ofworkforce 43% 60% 58%
Median annual (mid-point) $10,00015,000 $5000 $10,000
householdncome $10,000 $12,500

Homelessness Past year 23% 39% 17%



HIV among heterosexual men and women
20072013

==H|V prevalence -m=Unrecognized infection
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HIV prevalence by gender among
Baltimore heterosexual men and women:

2007-2013
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HIV among Africadmerican heterosexual
men and women, 2002013
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IDU and MSM among HIV+
heterosexual men and women, 2013

All (n:503)J
I
[ JE—

Men Women
(n=259) (n=244)

HIVE | C HIve

7.3% 5.7%
(n=19) (n=14)

Ever MSM:
26.3%
(n=5)

E\é%régou: Nerl]tgreerl\(lfM Ever IDU: e B
(n=10) 21.1% (n=4) 50% (n=7) 50% (n=7)




IDU and MSM among HIV
heterosexual men and women, 2013

{:Aﬂ(n:SOS)J

{ Men 1 { Women 1

(n=259) (n=244)

{HIV— 92.7%} {HIV- 94.3%}
(n=240) (n=230)

Ever MSM: ) Neither MSM Ever IDU: Never IDU:
Ever IDU: nor IDU: -
13.8% 0 _ 16.5% 83.5%

(n=33) (ﬁifgg) (n=192)




HIV testing
among
Baltimore
heterosexual
men and
women: 2007
2013
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STANDARD INDICATORS: HET3




