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Outbreak of HIV infection in a Scottish prison

Avril Taylor, David Goldberg, John Emslie, John Wrench, Laurence Gruer, Sheila Cameron,
James Black, Barbara Davis, James McGregor, Edward Follett, Janina Harvey, John Basson,

James McGavigan

Abstract

Objectives—To investigate the possible spread of
HIV infection and its route of transmission among
prison inmates.

Design—In response to an outbreak of acute
clinical hepatitis B and two seroconversions to HIV
infection, counselling and testing for HIV were
offered to all inmates over a two week period in July
1993. Information was sought about drug injecting,
sexual behaviour, and previous HIV testing.

Setting—HM Prison Glenochil in Scotland.

Subjects—Adult male prisoners.

Main outcome measures—Uptake of HIV coun-
selling and testing; occurrence and mode of HIV
transmission within the prison.

Results—Of a total 378 inmates, 227 (60%) were
counselled and 162 (43%) tested for HIV. Twelve
(7%) of those tested were positive for antibody to
HIV. One third (76) of those counselled had injected
drugs at some time, of whom 33 (43%) had injected in
Glenochil; all 12 seropositive men belonged to this
latter group. Thirty two of these 33 had shared
needles and syringes in the prison. A further two
inmates who injected in the prison were diagnosed as
positive for HIV two months previously. Evidence
based on sequential results and time of entry into
prison indicated that eight transmissions definitely
occurred within prison in the first half of 1993.

Conclusion—This is the first report of an outbreak
of HIV infection occurring within a prison.
Restricted access to injecting equipment resulted in
random sharing and placed injectors at high risk of
becoming infected with HIV. Measures to prevent
further spread of infection among prison injectors
are urgently required.

Introduction

Several studies have reported that HIV infection is
prevalent among prisoners™® and that drug injecting
occurs within prisons.**? While it has been conjectured
that sharing needles and syringes has resulted in
epidemic spread of HIV within prisons, however, to
date no evidence exists to support this. When trans-
mission has been detected rates of seroconversion have
been under 1% per prison year,”” and relevant
behavioural data are often lacking.

Between April and June 1993 eight symptomatic
cases of acute hepatitis B infection together with two
seroconversions to HIV infection were detected among
inmates of HM Prison Glenochil in Scotland. Reports
of drug injecting and needle and syringe sharing were
also received by the prison doctor. This precipitated a
public health response which entailed HIV counselling
and testing over a two week period beginning at the end
of June 1993; the findings are reported here.

Methods

The principal aim was to offer prisoners counselling
and testing for HIV infection if appropriate and to
inform them firstly, of the risks of transmitting blood-
borne infections through sharing needles and syringes
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and, secondly, of measures which could be taken to
prevent spread of infection. Although the opportunity
for HIV testing already existed through the prison
medical service it was considered that more intensive
counselling and testing were necessary.

The initiative was coordinated by a multidisciplin-
ary working group in association with governors and
officers from Glenochil Prison, and authorisation and
guidance were provided by senior staff from the
Scottish Prison Service. The day before the initiative
began inmates in the four prison halls were spoken to
by counsellors and told that some prisoners had
became ill with hepatitis B infection, possibly as a
result of sharing needles and syringes. Accordingly,
voluntary confidential counselling and testing for both
hepatitis B and HIV infections were to be offered to
every prisoner. During this period an embargo was
placed on the movement of prisoners to and from other
prisons; only a few inmates whose release date coin-
cided with the initiative were allowed to leave.

Information sought during counselling was restricted
to what is normally collected as part of routine clinical
practice. Analysis of demographic and- behavioural
data and test results was performed at the Scottish
Centre for Infection and Environmental Health by
using spss software.

Blood for HIV testing was sent to the regional virus
laboratory at Ruchill Hospital. Initial testing was
performed by using an HIV 1 and 2 enzyme linked
immunosorbent assay (ELISA; Abbott Laboratories,
third generation) with reactives confirmed by western
blotting (Cambridge Biotechnology, Ortho Diag-
nostics). HIV antigen was detected and reactives
confirmed by neutralisation with the p24 antigen
ELISA (Coulter Corporation).

Test results and counselling were given one week
later. In a few cases arrangements were made with the
prison doctor for second tests, either because the
specimen had been taken during the “window period”
(a period of less than three months having elapsed since
the last high risk exposure) or because the western blot
had shown an early banding pattern suggestive of
seroconversion but was not definitive enough for
diagnostic purposes.

Results
COMPLIANCE WITH COUNSELLING AND HIV TESTING
(FIGURE)

There were 636 inmates in Glenochil at some time
between 1 January and 30 June 1993. By the time of the
exercise, however, 66 had been released and 192
transferred to other prisons. Of the remaining 378, 227
(60%) came forward for counselling. Of those who
accepted counselling a greater proportion were aged
between 21 and 29 years compared with age 30 and
above (65% (159/244) v 51% (68/134)). The prison,
however, was not a homogeneous unit; it comprised 11
subunits, and for each the uptake for counselling
varied from as low as 43% in one to as high as 84% in
another. In the absence of any contact with the 151 who
declined counselling it is impossible to venture a
considered opinion on full epidemiological differences,
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Glenochil
Total population
378

Seen/counselled?

Ever injected?

ver

injected in

Glenochill
N

Yes
33

ﬁedfor HIV?

Includes 2 known to be positive

(from prison GP)
Yes
27
Negative |5 (8W)

Positive 12
(11 confirmed, | presumed positive
(declined follow up))

Flow chart of testing for HIV and counselling in HM Prison
Glenochil. W=window period—that is, less than three months having
elapsed since last high risk exposure. GP=general practitioner

including category of risk, between the two groups:
Anecdotal reports, however, suggested that many of
those who had declined counselling were injectors
from a subunit in which injecting was particularly
prevalent.

HIV TRANSMISSION (FIGURE)

Of the 227 counselled, 162 (71%) opted to be tested
for HIV infection. Twelve of the 162 (7%) were
diagnosed seropositive, and 12 were in the window
period at the time of sampling. One third (76) of those
counselled had injected drugs at some time, of whom
33 (43%) reported injecting in Glenochil; all 12
seropositive men were among the 27 in this latter group
who were tested for HIV. The prevalence of HIV
infection among the 27 who had injected in Glenochil
and who were tested was 44% (12/27). Two other

TABLE I—Data to support case for outbreak of HIV infection in Glenochil prison in 1993

inmates, diagnosed two months previously as infected
with HIV and who did not participate in the counsel-
ling exercise, also reported injecting in Glenochil.

No infected men were identified among the 34 tested
injectors who had not injected in Glenochil or among
the tested non-injectors. Thus, even with only 43%
(162/378) of inmates undergoing HIV testing, there
was an extremely strong association between inmates
becoming infected and the practice of injecting within
the prison during the early months of 1993 (P<0-01
for HIV among those injecting in Glenochil com-
pared with HIV among drug users not injecting in
Glenochil).

No attempt was made to look for predictors of HIV
among the 27 tested injectors who had injected in
Glenochil because small numbers were involved; there
was a high probability that many who had injected in
Glenochil did not come forward for counselling and
testing; and of the 15 seronegative men, eight were
tested during the window period.

For the 14 infected cases table I lists data which
provide definitive evidence that an outbreak of HIV
occurred within the prison during the first half of 1993.
Based on the dates of results of HIV tests in relation to
time of entry into the prison, six transmissions (cases 1,
3, 4,9, 10, and 12) definitely occurred within Glenochil
and another two (cases 6 and 7) probably in Glenochil
but possibly in another prison before transfer. In six of
the cases (1, 3, 6, 7, 9, and 12) western blot testing of
sequential specimens taken within a three month
period showed the transition from an early to a
complete banding pattern of nine proteins specific for
HIV, thus confirming seroconversion.'* Although p24
antigenaemia is transient during seroconversion, its
presence in five of these six cases further suppeorts the
case for recent HIV infection. Cases 6 and 12
also experienced acute symptoms of primary HIV
infection. The transition from an early to a complete
banding pattern on western blot was not observed in
two cases (4 and 10), but each had a previous negative
test result at least three months after admission to
Glenochil.

All but one of the seropositive men came from
Glasgow; all but one were under 29 years of age; and all
had injected and shared needles and syringes during
one or more of the first six months of 1993.

INJECTING AND SHARING NEEDLES AND SYRINGES

Of the 76 inmates who claimed to have injected at
some time, seven began injecting while serving their
current sentence (two of these were diagnosed sero-
positive), four of these seven injected less than once a
month, information was missing for the three others.
All seven always injected with used equipment. Of the
69 who had injected outside prison, 26 continued to do
so in Glenochil. For these 26, frequency of injecting
outside prison tended to be daily compared with

Most recent

negative resultsof ~ Earlybanding  First positive result HIV antigen Months during
Arrived test for HIV pattern on western of test for (at time of ELISA)  Symptomatic Definite evidence first half of 1993
Sentence began Glenochil infection blot testing* HIV infection reactive result) primary HIV for HIV infection of injecting and
Case No (month/year) (month/year) (month/year) (month/year) (month/year) (pg/ml) infection in prison sharing
1 9/88 7/91 NA 6/93 8/93 12 No Yes Jan-May
2 12/91 3/92 7/91 NA 6/93 0 No No May
3 5/90 4/91 NA 6/93 7/93 0 No Yes Jan/-Mar
4 5/90 6/90 9/91 NA 6/93 0 No Yes Jan-Apr
5 1/92 9/92 NA NA 6/93 0 No No Jan-Mar
6 9/92 3/93 NA 5/93 6/93 191 Yes Yes Mar-May
7 9/92 2/93 NA 3/93 5/93 127 No Yes Feb-Apr
8 9/91 3/92 NA 6/93 1 NA No No Jan-Feb
9 5/90 6/91 NA 5/93 5/93 14 No Yes Jan-Jun
10 2/91 10/91 . 2/93 NA 6/93 0 No Yes Jan-Jun
11 2/90 4/90 7/89 NA 5/93 0 No No Jan-Apr
12 3/91 5/92 NA 4/93 6/93 290 Yes Yes Jan-Apr
13 1/93 3/93 NA NA 6/93 0 . No No Jan-Apr
14 NA 0/91 NA NA 6/93 0 No No Jan-May

*By definition HIV negative but ELISA reactive and early banding pattern on western blot highly suggestive of early seroconversion. TPatient declined a repeat test. NA=data not available.
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weekly or monthly or even less than monthly while
inside (P <0-:001) (table II). Even more striking were
the differences in sharing needles and syringes before
and after their sentences; only two always injected with
used equipment outside prison as opposed to at least
20 inside (P <0-001). Indeed all those who had injected
in Glenochil and for whom information was available
(32/33) had shared needles and syringes there. For the
12 injectors infected with HIV who had injected both
inside Glenochil and outside prison, eight never did so
with used equipment outside while 10 always shared
inside. Some prisoners informed counsellors that
between 20 and 30 inmates had often used the same
needle and syringe in recent months.

Thirty one of the 32 who had shared needles claimed
that they always cleaned their equipment before use,

TABLE I—Drug injecting behaviour among 26 intravenous drug users
who had injected in Glenochil and before imprisonment

During six months

Frequency of injecting before sentence ‘While in Glenochil

No of men 24* 22¢
No (%) who injected:
Daily 22(92) 14)
Weekly/monthly 1(4) 9 (41)
Less than monthly 0(0) 12 (55)
Never 1(4) 0 (0)
No of men 23% 25§
No (%) who injected with used
equipment:
Always 209 20 (80)
Sometimes 9(39) 5 (20)
Never 12 (52) 0(0)

*Information missing for two men.

FInformtion missing for four men.

}Informtion missing for two men and for one man not applicable (never
injected).

§Information missing for one man.

the other man doing so sometimes. The usual cleaning
methods used were mostly ineffective: 17 usually
rinsed the needle and syringe with hot or cold water,
three used hairdressing liquid, three used bleach, one
used boiling water, and seven used a combination of
techniques (information missing for one case). Case 7,
who definitely contracted HIV infection in Glenochil,
claimed he always cleaned the needle and syringe with
bleach before injecting.

SEXUAL PRACTICES

Of the 227 counselled, one non-injector admitted to
having had sex with another man during his current
sentence in Glenochil. In the 12 months before their
sentences began the 33 inmates who had injected in
Glenochil reported having had a median of three
female sexual partners; all except one (no information)
said they never used condoms.

Discussion

This is the first report which provides definitive
evidence for an outbreak of HIV occurring within a
prison. Sharing needles and syringes was undoubtedly
the behaviour responsible. Eight transmissions
definitely occurred in prison during the first half
of 1993, and a further six possibly took place. An
unknown number were not identified because some
injectors declined counselling and testing while others
were not approached because they had been released or
transferred from Glenochil during the period of high
exposure. The primary objective of the counselling
exercise, however, was to prevent further spread of
infections and not to determine prevalence of HIV
infection in a way similar to that of other recent surveys
in Scottish prisons.? '

The absence of reliable prevalence data for inmates
of Glenochil is offset by the unique findings of incident
HIV infection there. Although some behavioural
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studies support the belief that prisons throughout the
world might be fertile environments for the spread of
HIV, hitherto such spread has been shown only rarely.
In the United States Castro et al observed eight HIV
seroconversions a year among 2390 susceptible inmates
of correctional facilities during 1988 to 1990." Hors-
burgh er al reported two seroconversions occurring
among inmates during their period of incarceration,
but in both cases infection could have occurred before
entry.” Kall and Olin record an HIV incidence of
about 1% among injectors recruited for study at the
remand centre in Stockholm during 1987 to 1988, but
similarly definitive evidence for infection having
occurred inside prison was lacking. Various studies of
behaviour and prevalence of HIV in injecting drug
users have shown that a period of imprisonment is an
independent predictor of being positive for HIV,
though they were unable to determine if transmission
occurred there.!**

This paucity of evidence for infection in prison is
probably accounted for by the difficulties in deter-
mining the time of HIV seroconversion in relation to
the period of incarceration rather than by the rarity of
the event. Only if an HIV seropositive person has had
western blot tests on sequential specimens, showing
the transition from an early to a complete banding
pattern, or a previous seronegative result with the
interval between tests being relatively short can the
time of infection be elucidated with any accuracy. At
Glenochil a cluster of cases of acute hepatitis B
infection was the critical sign that inmates were
practising high risk behaviours. This, coupled with the
evidence that HIV seroconversions were occurring, led
to the prison authorities encouraging and sanctioning
the counselling and testing exercise. .

Thirteen of the 14 men positive for HIV infection
came from Glasgow, a city with an estimated 8400
current injectors where the prevalence of HIV infec-
tion was found to be 1-8% (8/457) in a community wide
survey conducted in 1990%; as most of the seropositive
cases in that study already knew they were infected the
incidence of “new” HIV infections was estimated to be
extremely low at between 0 and 0-2 per 100 person
years. During 1991, 1992, and 1993 prevalence
remained stable at 1:2%, 1:0%, and 0-6%, respec-
tively. The city’s extensive needle and syringe
exchange scheme, instigated in 1988, seems to have
prevented the circumstances which predispose to rapid
spread observed, for example, in New York,* Edin-
burgh,” Bangkok,* Manipur State,” and Rangoon.”
Rapid spread of HIV occurs in settings where injectors
share equipment randomly,* usually because of res-
tricted availability of needles and syringes, and lack of
awareness about transmission of bloodborne infection.

In Glenochil during early 1993 HIV spread rapidly
among prison injectors, almost all of whom shared
needles and syringes at that time. Reports of between
20 and 30 inmates using the same needle and syringe
indicate that random sharing occurred. The methods
used by prison injectors to clean their injecting equip-
ment were mostly unsatisfactory; even bleach, used
by a few in Glenochil and still regarded as the virucidal
agent of choice, may not always be used effectively.?
Prison injectors seemed to be aware of the risks
involved, however, as they all attempted to clean their
needles and syringes inside prison, and only a few
reported sharing equipment during their most recent
six months’ period outside.

Usually the consequences of rapid spread become
apparent long after the event, but at Glenochil the
investigation was virtually contemporaneous with the
incident. This provided the rare opportunity of collect-
ing information about recent risk behaviours which,
for some inmates, coincided with HIV transmission
events. Furthermore, serum samples showing distinct
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Key messages

® Rapid spread of HIV infection among inject-
ing drug users can occur within prisons

® In this outbreak, acute hepatitis B was the
earliest indicator of the possible occurrence of
HIV transmission

® All infected inmates had shared injecting
equipment within the prison

® Random sharing of equipment may still
occur in settings where access to sterile needles
and syringes is restricted

viraemia (expressed as HIV antigen) were obtained
from some prisoners who had just become infected. In
the context of the rapid spread of HIV which occurred
in Glenochil this observation supports the view that
people can be particularly infectious shortly after
exposure.” Thus it is likely that the presence of high
levels of circulating virus among some inmates who
practised random sharing with and ineffective cleaning
of a limited number of needles and syringes constituted
a potent cocktail of factors which permitted the rapid
spread of HIV.

As with that for HIV prevalence, information
concerning the prevalence of risk behaviours should be
interpreted with caution because of the counselling
exercise’s comparatively high rate of non-partici-
pation. Twenty six (38%) of 69 inmates who had
injected before imprisonment also injected in
Glenochil—a proportion which lies within the range of
previous findings from behavioural surveys conducted
in prisons in the United Kingdom.**

As some injectors discontinue their injecting while
in prison, incarceration may have a protective effect on
their health. The restricted access to drugs and
injecting equipment, which was probably responsible
for the cessation of injecting by some inmates in
Glenochil, however, did not prevent seven from
injecting for the first time there and placed all of those
who did inject in prison at high risk of contracting
infections. This is manifested by the extraordinarily
high incidence of sharing needles and syringes among
the 33 prison injectors. Sexual intercourse between
men did not feature as an important risk behaviour in
Glenochil. Not one of the 33 prison injectors, however,
reported using condoms with their female sexual
partners in the 12 months before imprisonment. In
addition to the dangers of further spread of HIV among
injectors inside and later outside prison, there is clearly
considerable potential for the dissemination of infec-
tion into the wider heterosexual population after
release.

Issues relating to the prevention of spread of HIV
infection among and from injecting inmates are beyond
the scope of this paper and will be tackled elsewhere.
Urgent consideration, however, must be given to this
problem. Injecting drug users spend large parts of their
lives in prison. The effort and imagination that has
already been expended on preventing HIV transmis-
sion among injectors outside the prison setting should
be afforded to the prevention of spread of infection
inside.

We thank the following for their help with the work
associated with this report: Ms Gwen Allardice, Ms Rachel
Austin, Ms Ellen Carragher, Mr Hamish Cleland, Ms Brenda
Colligan, Ms Kate Crombie, Ms Roana Dickson, Ms Shona
Donald, Ms Moira Fischbacher, Ms Jennifer Fraser, Mr

Mike Gilmour, Ms Sarah Kennedy, Ms Mary Lewis, Mr
David McCallum, Mr William McGrail, Mr Bill McKinlay,
Ms Grace MacLeod, Ms Julie Metcalf, Ms Karie Murphy,
Ms Audrey Park, Mr David Pattison, Mr Paul Silk, Ms
Jacqueline Simpson, Dr David Sloan, Ms Anna Stallard, Ms
Anne Thomson, Mr Graham Watts, Ms Jennifer Wheelan,
Miss Ruth Wheelan, Dr Rodger Wong, and all prison and
medical staff at HM Prison Glenochil.

This public health exercise was funded by the Scottish
Centre for Infection and Environmental Health, the Scottish
Prison Service, Greater Glasgow Health Board, and Forth
Valley Health Board.

1 Harding TW. AIDS in prison. Lancet 1987;ii:1260-3.

2 Bird AG, Gore SM, Joliffe DW/, Burns SM. Anonymous HIV surveillance in
Saughton Prison, Edinburgh. AIDS 1992;6:725-33.

3 Gellert GA, Maxwell RM, Higgins KV, Pendergast T, Wilker N. HIV
infection in the women’s jail, Orange County, California, 1985 through
1991. Am ¥ Public Health 1993;83:1454-6.

4 Vlahov D, Brewer TF, Castro KG, Narkunas JP, Salive ME, Ullrich J, et al.
Prevalence of antibody to HIV-1 among entrants to US correctional
facilities. ¥4MA 1991;265:1129-32.

5 Hankins C, Gendron S, Handley M, Rouah F. HIV-1 infection among
incarcerated men—Quebec. Canada Diseases Weekly Report 1991;17-43:
233-5.

6 Covell RG, Frischer M, Taylor A, Goldberg D, Green S, McKeganey N, Bloor
M. Prison experience of injecting drug users in Glasgow. Drug and Alcohol
Dependence 1993;32:9-14.

7 Kennedy D, Nair G, Elliot L, Ditton J. Drug misuse and sharing of needles in
Scottish prisons. BM¥ 1991;312:1507.

8 Turnbull PJ, Dolan KA, Stimson- GV. Prison, HIV and AIDS: risks and
experiences in custodial care. Horsham: AVERT, 1991.

9 Dye S, Isaacs C. Intravenous drug misuse among prison inmates: implications
for spread. BM¥1991;302:1506.

10 Carvell AL, Hart GJ. Risk behaviour for HIV infections among drug users in
prison. BM¥1990;300:1383-4.

11 Power KG, Markova I, Rowlands A, McKee A], Anslow PJ, Kilfedder C.
Intravenous drug use and HIV transmission among inmates in Scottish
prisons. British Journal of Addiction 1992;87:35-45.

12 Dolan K, Wodak A, Hall W, Gaughwin M. HIV Risk behaviour in and out of
prison [abstract]. Proceedings of the fifth international conference on the
reduction of drug related harm; 1994 March 6-10 Toronto.

13 McKee K], Power KG. HIV/AIDS in prisons. Scottish Medical Fournal
1992;37:132-7.

14 Centers for Disease Control. Interpretation and use of the western blot assay
for serodiagnosis of human immunodeficiency virus type 1 infections.
MMWR 1989;38:1-7.

15 Bird AG, Gore SM, Burns SM, Duggie JG. Study of infection with HIV related
risk factors in young offenders’ institution. BM¥ 1993;307:228-31.

16 Castro K, Shansky R, Scardino V, Narkunas J, Coe J, Hammett T. HIV
transmission in correctional facilities [abstract]. Seventh international
conference on AIDS 1991; Florence. (Abstract No MC 3067, p 314.)

17 Horsburgh CR Jr, Jarvis JQ, McArthur T, Iqnacio T, Stock P. Seroconversion
to human immunodeficiency virus in prison inmates. Am ¥ Public Health
1990;80:209-10.

18 Kall KI, Olin RG. HIV status and changes in risk behaviour among
intravenous drug users in Stockholm 1987-1988. 4IDS 1990;4:153-7.

19 Dolan K, Medley G, Stimson GV. A model of HIV transmission by syringe
sharing in English prisons using surveys of injecting drug users (abstract].
Eighth International Conference on AIDS 1992; Amsterdam. (Abstract No
MOD 0038.)

20 Richardson SC, Ancelle-Park R, Papaevangelou G. Factors associated with
HIV seropositivity in European injecting drug users. AIDS 1993;7:1485-91.

21 Martin V, Bayas JM, Laliga A, Pumarola T, Vidal J, Jimenez de Anta MT,
et al. Seroepidemiology of HIV-1 infection in a Catalonian penitentiary.
AIDS 1990;4:1023-6.

22 Choopanya K, Vanichseni S, Des Jarlais DC, Plangsringarm K, Sonchai W,
Carballo M, et al. Risk factors and HIV seropositivity among injecting drug
users in Bangkok. AIDS 1991;5:1509-13.

23 Taylor A, Frischer M, Green ST, Goldberg D, McKeganey N, and Gruer L.
Low and stable prevalence of HIV among drug injectors in Glasgow. Int ¥
STD AIDS 1994;5:105-7.

24 Des Jarlais D, Friedman SR, Choopanya K, Vanischeni V, Ward TP.
International epidemiology of HIV and AIDS among injecting drug users.
AIDS 1992;6:1053-68.

25 Green ST, Willocks L], Leen CLS. The appearance of HIV among Edinburgh
and Glasgow injfecting drug users. Why do the HIV dissemination patterns
differ as much between the two cities? ANSWER: (Scottish Centre for
Infection and Environmental Health AIDS Supplement) 1991;91/09. (Ruchill
Hospital, Glasgow.)

26 Naik TN, Sarkar S, Singh HL, Bhunia SC, Singh YI, Singh PK, er al
Intravenous drug users a new high risk group for HIV infection in India.
AIDS 1991;5:117-8.

27 Frerichs RR, Htoon MT, Eskes N, Win S. Comparison of saliva and serum for
HIV surveillance in developing countries. Lancer 1992;340:1496-9.

28 Contorregi C, Thornton CG, Jones SW, Simpson PM, Lange WR, Meyer WA.
Individual variability in syringe disinfection effectiveness as measured by
direct observation and by detection of human leukocyte antigen DNA by
polymerase chain reaction [abstract]. Ninth International Conference on
AIDS 1993; Berlin. (Abstract No PO-C15-2948.)

29 Daar ES, Moudgil T, Meyer RD, Ho DD. Transient high levels of viremia in
patients with primary human immunodeficiency virus type 1 infection. N
Eng ¥ Med 1991;324:961-4.

30 Taylor A, Goldberg D, Frischer M, Emslie ], Green S, McKeganey N.
Transmission of HIV in prison. BM¥ 1993;307:623.

(Accepted 14 November 1994)

292

BM] voLuMmE 310 4 FEBRUARY 1995



