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Commission on HIV – Workgroup Report: Restructuring  

Introduction 
The Los Angeles County Commission on HIV (COH) convened community workgroup 
sessions from March 19th to 21st, 2025, to address the current challenges facing the 
Commission. In light of the Board of Supervisors' request for all commissions to review 
operations and the ongoing budget constraints, directives for the COH are to review its 
operations in relation to sustainability, enhance operational efficiency, and achieve its 
federal and local obligations. This report outlines the discussions, findings, and 
recommendations focusing on restructuring the COH's committees and membership to 
better align with the available budget and improve its overall impact and effectiveness. 

Directive and Overview 

The core directive presented to the workgroups was clear: the COH's existing structure is 
no longer sustainable due to current budget constraints and other factors, and significant 
changes are necessary to continue its mission. Workgroups were tasked with identifying 
ways to streamline operations, reduce costs, and maintain the commission’s capacity to 
address HIV-related issues in Los Angeles County. The overarching goal is to ensure that 
the COH remains reflective of the epidemic while staying efficient and impactful despite 
reduced resources. 

Overarching Themes and Considerations 

The workgroups identified several key themes and considerations for restructuring: 

• Purposeful Restructuring: A shift towards a more focused and intentional 
structure, with clear functional priorities. 

• Functional Focus: Ensuring that the COH prioritizes essential functions that align 
with its mission and responsibilities. 

• Reflecting the Epidemic: The COH must remain attuned to the evolving nature of 
the HIV epidemic and adapt its structure and information to drive decision making 
accordingly. 

• Quorum Issues: Reducing the number of commissioners to address the ongoing 
challenge of not meeting quorum, which has hindered the commission's ability to 
effectively conduct its business. 

• Budget Constraints: Aligning the COH structure to accommodate financial 
limitations while ensuring that the COH can still fulfill its duties. 

Additionally, several considerations were proposed to optimize the functioning of the 
COH: 

• Reducing Membership Size: A smaller membership would help alleviate quorum 
issues and streamline decision-making processes. 
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• Reorganizing Committees: Merging and refocusing committees where possible to 
maximize efficiency. 

• Meeting Frequency and Duration: Reducing the frequency and adjusting the length 
of meetings to minimize costs and time commitment. 

• Education and Communication: Providing enhanced training for COH members to 
better understand their roles and educating providers about the COH’s mission. 

Committee Restructuring Discussion 

The restructuring of COH committees was a major focus of discussion. The workgroups 
explored ways to consolidate, reorganize, and streamline the committee structure to 
better align with current needs and budget constraints. 

• Public Policy: One workgroup suggested maintaining the Public Policy Committee 
(PPC) as is. However, the most frequent recommendation was to elevate the Public 
Policy workgroup to the Executive Committee, allowing it to have a broader, more 
strategic role while streamlining the number of committees. Other suggestions 
included eliminating the PPC entirely, given that the Chief Executive Office under 
the direction of the Board of Supervisors has a designated office and staff with 
policy expertise for this function. A final proposal was to have all committees handle 
policy-related work. 

• Operations: A popular suggestion was to rename the Operations Committee to 
"Membership and Community Engagement," consolidating various non-required city 
members to be members of this committee; and incorporate faith-based leaders, 
caucuses and task forces into this committee's work for better alignment and 
coordination. There was extensive discussion about increased youth representation 
on the COH.  This area of concern should be developed by youth for youth to 
determine an appropriate path forward with greater representation on the 
Commission.  The Assessment of the Efficiency of the Administrative Mechanism 
(AEAM) and bylaws could be moved out of this committee work, potentially as well 
to align workloads.  
One workgroup discussed eliminating the Operations Committee, redistributing its 
responsibilities to the Executive Committee (Bylaws, Recruitment, Community 
Outreach) and the Planning, Priorities, and Allocations (PP&A) Committee. 

• Standards and Best Practices: The committee could absorb additional work to 
better align with standard development and reduce workload on PP&A. The 
frequency of meetings could also be reduced, and subject matter experts could be 
consulted on an as-needed basis. 

• Planning, Priorities, and Allocations (PP&A): The PP&A Committee could transfer 
certain duties (e.g., PSRA) to the full Commission and focus solely on planning 
responsibilities. This could improve the overall engagement of the full COH.  The 
committee could focus on integrated prevention and care planning efforts.   

• Executive Committee: This committee could absorb additional functions from the 
Operations and Public Policy Committees, such as policy review, bylaws and AEAM. 
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Committee Restructuring Recommendations: 
The primary goal of the committee restructuring is to reduce costs while maintaining the 
effectiveness of the COH’s operations. Key recommendations include minimizing the 
number of meetings, consolidating overlapping functions, and reducing the overall size of 
the COH membership. Taskforces and caucuses, while valuable, may need to be 
reevaluated as non-federally required functions under current budget constraints. 

Membership Restructuring Discussion 

The workgroups also reviewed the current membership structure and identified ways to 
reduce its size while still ensuring diverse representation and compliance with federal 
requirements. The key findings are outlined below: 

Quorum Challenges: A consistent issue raised by workgroups was the difficulty in 
meeting quorum due to the large membership size, which hampers the COH’s ability to 
conduct business effectively. 

Through the workgroup discussion, there were two scenarios recommended as a potential 
outcome: 

• Option 1 – Status Quo: One workgroup preferred maintaining the current structure 
with 51 members, arguing that Los Angeles County’s size necessitates a larger 
membership to represent diverse communities. However, this option does not 
address quorum issues, nor does it offer a potential reduction in operational costs. 

• Option 2 – Reduced Membership: A majority of workgroups (four out of five) 
favored reducing the membership size by removing non-RWA-required positions, 
except for the five Board of Supervisors' representatives which is a local 
requirement. This option proposes the creation of a new "Membership and 
Community Engagement" committee (formerly Operations) to include cities with 
separate Health Departments and integrate Part F into the Standards and Best 
Practices or local AIDS Education and Training Center (AETC) work. 
Academics/Behavioral social scientists could be included as a required position, 
reducing the overall membership to 28 COH members. The COH members should 
be reviewed during the application period for epidemic reflectiveness to include 
youth representation as a priority since it continues to be a challenge.  

 

Membership Recommendation: 
Option 2 is strongly recommended, as it would reduce costs, address quorum challenges, 
and streamline decision-making. This approach ensures that the COH can meet federal 
obligations while remaining responsive to the needs of the community. 
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Conclusion 

The workgroup sessions held from March 19th to 21st, 2025, have laid a foundation for a 
more efficient and sustainable COH. By restructuring committees, reducing membership, 
and aligning operations with budget constraints, the COH can continue to fulfill its vital 
mission to address HIV in Los Angeles County. The proposed changes will not only ensure 
the COH’s continued effectiveness, but will also allow it to operate within the fiscal 
realities currently facing the organization.  

The consensus of the workgroups was that the COH needed to restructure with a purpose, 
while reducing membership to improve the ability to accomplish the business of the COH.  
The discussion resulted in two potential restructuring recommendations: see Exhibit A and 
Exhibit B. 

Membership of the COH should be scaled down to address the quorum issue of the 
committees and commission meetings and reduce budget costs.  The recommendation is 
to have a 28-member COH with the following positions: fifteen federally mandated 
positions, five local required positions, one representing Academia, and 7 non-affiliated 
reflective members. 

Moving forward, it will be crucial to continue monitoring the implementation of these 
changes and adjust as needed to maintain a balance between operational efficiency and 
the COH’s public health objectives. 

 

*Two Virtual Listening sessions were conducted after the in-person focus group meetings 
to ensure all Commissioners and Community Partners could provide input.  This input was 
incorporated into the report without any significant changes from the in-person meetings. 
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Exhibit A 

Restructure Recommendation 1  

Commission of HIV 

• Clearing House of all operations duties of the Commission 
• Priority Setting and Resource Allocation  
• Monitor Prevention and Care Funds  

 

Executive Committee 
• Oversee administrative and operational activities 
• Serve as the clearing house to review and forward items for discussion, approval and action 

to the Commission and its various working groups/units 
• Act on an emergency basis on behalf of the Commission, as necessary, between regular 

meetings of the Commission; 
• Approve the agendas for the Commission’s regular, Annual & special meetings; 
• Address matters related to Commission office staffing, personnel and operations, when 

needed; 
• Develop and adopt the Commission’s annual operational budget 
• Overseeing and monitoring Commission expenditures and fiscal activities; and 
• Carry out other duties and responsibilities, as assigned by the BOS or the Commission. 
• Provide Public Policy recommendations on areas that impact STD/HIV 
• Bylaws and policy reviews and updates 

 

Integrated Planning 
• Needs assessments 
• Comprehensive HIV Plan 
• Monitoring prevention and care funds 
• Monitoring service needs and systems improvements 
• Service utilization review 
• AEAM 
• Service Standards 
• QM data activities 

 
Membership and Community Outreach 

• Membership, recruitment, retention, leadership development and training 
• Community Outreach and Engagement 
• Community report out 
• Caucus reports 
• Taskforce Reports 

Frequency: 6 times a year with Priority Setting & Resource Allocation in a shorter timeframe closer 
together for the full Commission.  Half-day planning session resulting in two separate days with one 
day priority ranking and one day allocation setting.  
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Figure 1 Exhibit A - Frequency is 6 times a year with P&R in a shorter timeframe closer together for the full Commission.  
Half-day planning session resulting in two separate days with one day priority ranking and one day allocation setting. 
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Exhibit B 

Restructure Recommendation 2 

Commission of HIV 
• Clearing House of all operations duties of the Commission 

 
Executive Committee 

• Oversee administrative and operational activities 
• Serve as the clearing house to review and forward items for discussion, approval and action 

to the Commission and its various working groups/units 
• Act on an emergency basis on behalf of the Commission, as necessary, between regular 

meetings of the Commission; 
• Approve the agendas for the Commission’s regular, Annual & special meetings; 
• Address matters related to Commission office staffing, personnel and operations, when 

needed; 
• Develop and adopt the Commission’s annual operational budget 
• Overseeing and monitoring Commission expenditures and fiscal activities; and 
• Carry out other duties and responsibilities, as assigned by the BOS or the Commission. 
• Provide Public Policy recommendations on areas that impact STD/HIV 
• Bylaws and policy reviews and updates 

 
Planning, Priorities and Allocations 

• Priority Setting and Resource Allocation  
• Monitor Prevention and Care Funds  
• Needs assessments 
• Comprehensive HIV Plan 
• Monitoring prevention and care funds 
• Monitoring service needs and systems improvements 
• Service utilization review 

 
Standards and Best Practices 

• Service Standards 
• Best practice recommendations 
• QM data activities 
• AEAM 

 
Membership and Community Outreach 

• Membership, recruitment, retention, leadership development and training 
• Community Outreach and Engagement _Ensure Reflection of Epidemic - Youth 
• City reports  
• Caucus reports 
• Taskforce Reports 

Frequency - All committees are to meet 6 times a year.  Work PSRA into a multi-day longer session 
in the summer months, before the application is due, usually before August. 
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Figure 2 Exhibit B - All committees are to meet 6 times a year.  Work PSRA into a multi-day longer session in the summer 
months, before the application is due, usually before August. 

 

 


