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P R O C E E D I N G S 
 

             MR. VAN DER GAAG:  I’m listed as a senior fellow at Brookings and co-director of 

the Center for Universal Education, which is true.   

  But the real reason I’m here is that I’m also co-director of the Amsterdam Institute 

for International Development, which is involved just like REACH in health care -- health insurance 

and HIV/AIDS work in Nigeria.  So for me, this is also a real treat to get a good view of what REACH 

is doing there and I’m sure that in the near future we will compare notes.  We have projects in Lagos, 

we have projects in Klaga  state.  So, we can compare the results with the results you have already 

heard. 

  On my far right is Ms. Nkem Dike -- 

  SPEAKER:  Dike. 

  MR. VAN DER GAAG:  Dike?  Assistant project director for REACH.  You already 

met Richard Joseph, the PI for REACH.  On my left is Mr. Nieburg, public health epidemiologist at 

the Center for Strategic and International Studies here in Washington, I believe.  And then we have, 

as you have already seen, Mr. Sunmola, who is principal investigator in REACH.  And also 

associated with the National Agency for Control of AIDS in Nigeria. 

  In the previous panel Ernest has shown how to be really tough on people and let 

them talk no more than the seven allotted minutes.  So I’ll try to improve on that or at least compare 

with it. 

  The microphone is yours, and you have -- according to my notes -- seven minutes. 

  MS. DIKE:  Good morning.  I’m just going to take a few minutes to talk briefly about 

one of the REACH’s main goals of influence in how policy in Nigeria, in addition to data collection 

and capacity building. 

  When REACH was set up one of the main goals that were identified was after the 

data collection was completed making sure that the findings were shared with the HIV/AIDS 

agencies, the national government, local and state governments in Nigeria to somehow influence as 

much as possible policy in Nigeria.  Because we all know how important evidence-driven help policy 

is, particularly social science research. 



  And one unique thing about the AIDS -- the REACH project is this use of social 

science methods and community-based research to find information that could help impact HIV/AIDS 

policy in Nigeria.  In Nigeria currently the health policy that exists regarding specifically HIV/AIDS is 

not evidence-driven or data based, especially at the grassroots level.  So one thing that we hope -- 

we’ve been working to do is, we mention was that we are to some nation began an ABUJAD , 

national AIDS conference.   

  And we’ve been working since the inception of the project with local and state 

agencies getting their ideas of what they were interested in.  And at the end of the project going back 

to them to share with them our information.  And we will continue to work with them to see how we 

can shape health policy in Nigeria based on findings that we have, especially since it’s social 

science.  And this point when no longer just answering how many persons -- how many people are 

getting tested for HIV/AIDS as you saw, but in addition why people are not getting tested.  And that 

could really go a long way influencing effective health policy, HIV/AIDS. 

  So, I’m not really -- it’s really brief, I just wanted to introduce that and so that you get 

an idea.  Most of the speakers are going to expand on how we do that and finally, Professor 

Sunmola will now elaborate on the role of NACA, which is the National Agency for the Control of Aids 

in Nigeria, and the role they will play in how we will move forward, the findings that we’ve found from 

the REACH project.  Because it’s very important in research not to -- which we’ve seen largely where 

findings -- we have findings but they are not necessarily shared with the important people, the 

policymakers so that it can influence policy in Nigeria. 

  Thank you.  (Applause) 

  MR. JOSEPH:  Okay, thank you very much.  I think that was like three minutes that 

we’ve got now in the bank, right?  Okay.   

  MR. VAN DER GAAG:  We’re ahead of the game.   

  MR. JOSEPH:  All right, thank you all very much. 

  You know, for those of you who are runners or maybe swimmers and so on, you 

know, you know what it’s like when you finally can actually see the finish line.  And so this is where 

we are.  This is really the last lap, because I said this is -- we’ve had -- this is our fifth dissemination 



event and that is -- this kind of skill dissemination event.  Not to mention dissemination events in all 

the communities that we went back to and literally the next hour is very much the last lap.  So, it’s a 

wonderful feeling.  Before we move on, of course, to what comes next in this program. 

  But as I was sitting there thinking about starting, a good friend Steve Morrison had 

come in.  We’re very delighted to have him with us.  As you know, he’s a senior vice president of 

centers for strategic and international studies and he also directs the very important Global Health 

Policy Center at CSIS.  But what he brought to my mind, you know, was a John F. Kennedy saying 

that failure is an orphan and success has many mothers and fathers.  I don’t know what that has to 

say for HIV, but the REACH program has many mothers and fathers.   

  And there are a number of them who are in the room here, and I want to indicate 

that, you know -- the actual starting point for this actual was, in fact, the task force on AIDS that 

Steve Morrison directed.  And I was here as a visiting scholar in Washington, both at USIS and then 

at USIP and then National Endowment for Democracy.  And before going to Northwestern I actually 

attended a meeting -- a conference -- of that task force.  And it was at that meeting that I first met Phil 

Nieburg, and I saw presentations being put up by Alex DeWal  and Alan Whiteside , who has been in 

South Africa.  And I said, hey, you know.  Hey, we can do that.  And I literally went to Northwestern, 

saw the president of Northwestern, Henry Bienen, and said hey, you know, I think we should -- this is 

some of the things we should consider doing.  You know, and it’s really taken on after that. 

  So people who can’t be here with us, like Helene Gale  and Lisa Conti  -- you know, 

both who’ve only worked.  But certainly it’s good to have Morrison, and it’s good to have Nieburg 

here, who are very much count among the fathers of what we really feel, you know, has been the 

success. 

  The purpose of this program, as we said all a long, from the very outset, was to 

make a difference.  At the time in which it got started -- and here again I have to go back to the work 

that started here, people like Jennifer Cates  and, you know, and Phil and Steve -- they had HIV 

prevention group.  And the idea that -- in fact the notion was, you know, in this age of treatment that 

prevention could tend to be marginalized and minimized.  And so we got started really a long that 

track that we really have to get going with prevention.   



  And then one of the concerns at the time -- and it’s really something to see the 

foresight -- was that southern Africa -- Uganda had made a lot of progress.  But in the case of 

southern Africa was where -- was very much the vortex.  And a concern was -- and again, was a 

policy decision on the part of the Gates Foundation -- of, you know, trying to avoid another major 

country or major region, you know, falling in that way.  And hence the focus on countries like 

Ethiopia, China, and India, and Russia, and Nigeria.  And that’s how we really came on board. 

  I’ve had a long involvement with India, but I can tell you very frankly, I really wanted 

to be working with Aryeetey and, you know -- I see me here in, you know, places like Ghana.  Nigeria 

is a challenge.  And so -- anyway, that was the orientation. 

  So where we are now is being able to pull together some of the policy 

recommendations.  Some of it already had been mentioned earlier on.  We’re very fortunate that my 

colleague here, Sunmola -- he is wearing two hats.  You don’t see them -- I mean, he has them on 

here invisibly.  He has both a REACH hat on and he also has a NACA hat on because he’s our 

principal researcher.  But he’s also now the coordinator for research in the National Agency for 

Control of AIDS in Nigeria.  And professor, he -- they’re going to steal his thunder, so I’ll let him talk 

about NACA. 

  So, the ideas that we are putting forward at this point and going -- you know, the 

next several months -- is going to be working with the Nigerian agencies at the national level -- state 

and local levels to roll out what must be a major Nigerian initiative.  And in that initiative, obviously 

prevention is going to be key. 

  Now, I have a power point that I did on all the presentations.  And all I’ve done here 

is pull out two slides from that presentation.  So I’m really skipping straight to, literally, you know, 

what would be almost my wrapping up of it.   

  But here I’ve summarized some of the aspects of what is being called an enhanced 

HIV prevention strategy, and I’ll just go over them very briefly.  The optimal HIV counseling and 

testing scenario, that’s in Chapter 7 of the report that all of you have.  And we have Phil Nieburg 

who’s done an incredible job -- it is incredible.  And he never stops working -- incredible job of 

working with the data that we have.  And as he will point out is that we’re only beginning to skim that 



data.  Because altogether we had 3,500 respondents.  It’s a lot of rich data.  And so the counseling 

scenario that is being put together is a scenario that we think will drive the next phase of this kind of 

research. 

  Next, KYS -- you know, for the person who coined the term REACH -- and in fact I 

coined the term REACH when we had the task force on AIDS, again, with Steve in Nigeria.  But KYS 

means, appropriately -- kiss, as we know it.  But it also means, know your status.  And this is going to 

be very important.  Do you know your status. 

  In fact, when I presented this in Abaden  a few weeks ago, the person chairing the 

meeting turned to the audience -- many of them students, graduate students -- and said, do you 

KYS?  And it was, do you know your status?  So we’ve got something to move forward with. 

  RUN HCT is the need to routinize, universalize, and normalize HIV counseling and 

testing.  And that very straightforward and again I’m going to leave it to Phil to fill in a little more of the 

details of what it really means for Nigeria to move towards routinizing, universalizing, and normalizing 

HIV. 

  Then, PTC for post-test counseling.  One of the things we discovered was in fact 

very unsatisfactory percentage of people who actually took the test.  But what was perhaps even 

more disappointing is what percentage came back for their results.  And one of the most 

disappointing of the disappointing statistics, for example, has to do with pregnant women.  We have, 

of our sampling, only 62 percent of pregnant women actually got tested for HIV in our sample.  And 

of those who did take the test the percentage, about a third, did not come back.  You put it together, 

something like 73 percent of pregnant women in our sample did not have access -- to which 

everybody here knows is one of the most effective prevention methods we have, you know, of 

prevention to newborns, to births.  And that is why Nigeria has over 50,000 newborns HIV positive.  

And so this is a huge area. 

  Community level focus.  We were able to do this work because of the nature of our 

colleagues that you are all able to see.  These are some very impressive colleagues from Nigeria.  

Many of them -- the communities that they’ve worked in and being able to gain access to the 

communities and mobilizing the communities and research.  But we also see a community focus as 



being part of the whole implementation and rollout of that strategy. 

  And then, vulnerable children it was mentioned, especially girls.  Our colleagues 

mentioned what is the age of sexual debut in Nigeria, the vulnerability of girls in so many context -- in 

fact, we weren’t able to do -- we weren’t able to get it done.  We might try to get it done before we 

wrap up.  We wanted to draw a separate brochure, we even have the title there, no safe place in 

terms of the vulnerability of girls in so many contexts.  Not only in homes, overcrowded situations, 

you know -- as hookers on the streets and so on. 

  And then REACH plus.  And this is the, you know, the work that we have done and 

how we carry it forward.  The further in-dept epidemiogical analysis that has to be carried out, both 

on the data that we already have and what has to be done.  And there’s a buyer statistics 

collaboration center in Nigeria which is working with us on this. 

  How many more minutes do I have? 

  SPEAKER:  (inaudible) 

  MR. JOSEPH:  All right, okay.  This is my last slide. 

  Enlightened and sustained African leadership is actually key.  So very important.  

And I only have the major leaders here, political leaders.  But we have leaders at all levels in terms of 

religious leaders, traditional group leaders.  You really have to be able to mobilize those, it makes a 

great difference.  And so the South African government has stepped forward with a major effort, 

everybody knows here.  South Africa is now following -- Botswana has already taken the step about 

five years ago -- to make, you know, HIV tests routinely available in the public health system. 

  And if we just -- I just put down these three countries that you’ll all be familiar with.  

In the case of Uganda, when Museveni came forward with very strong leadership we saw significant 

gains in Uganda.  With those prevalent -- it really just came right down.  Museveni has been 

wobbling in recent years and we’re seeing the Ugandan slippage.   

  In the case of South Africa, Mbeki Thabo -- for years in terms of his denials which 

are known to everyone.  And we know that that is reflected in South African deaths and has actually 

been computed, the number of South Africans who are dead because of that policy.  In the case of 

South Africa, Zuma has now stepped forward with his commitment, hopes now are rising that maybe 



South Africa will (inaudible).   

  In the case of Nigeria, Nigeria really wasn’t doing very  much for a long time.  And 

President Obasanjo, when he came in, in his second term in 1999, he stepped up the effort.  And so 

Nigeria really had a much more vigorous Nigerian national response. 

  Nigeria now has a new president -- wonderful name Goodluck.  But his wife also 

has a wonderful name, Patience.  And so the question is, will we see a bold and comprehensive 

Nigerian AIDS initiative from Goodluck Jonathan?  Obviously he’s going to be hearing from us.  

We’re proposing that Nigeria is having its 50th anniversary on the first of October.  And in fact, 

Professor Doku  is already on board.  We want to have a freedom from AIDS conference in Lagos 

sometime close to the Independence Day.  And by that time, we hope to have this new national 

strategy ready to roll out. 

  Thank you.  (Applause) 

  MR. NIEBURG:  Okay, thank you.  I’m going to be talking for a few minutes about 

what’s been learned from this REACH project in public policy terms about HIV prevention and control 

efforts.  And the focus -- because there was a focus on testing and counseling in the report -- 

preliminary report that you got, we’ll be focusing on that in the discussion, too. 

  And there are really three topics that I’m going to hit briefly.  First of all, the low rates 

of uptake of HIV testing and counseling are related to a mix of issues, some of which are surprising 

and some of which are not so surprising.  And the second one is that community level social science 

research -- that is, operational research -- can be used in an ongoing way to study and improve HIV 

control efforts and in a way that influences policy.   

  And finally, based on what we’ve learned about specific obstacles to HIV testing and 

counseling, and incentives to testing and counseling, approaches that have been used elsewhere 

can have a large impact relatively quickly on improving prevention efforts in Nigeria. 

  So, first is the mix of structural socio-economic attitudinal and systemic issues that 

are influencing HIV uptake.  Dr. Sunmola and others mentioned a number of them, and I’m not going 

to cover any in detail.  But issues like poverty and gender and education are critical in terms of 

determining low or high uptake levels. 



  And actually, let me echo a comment that was made earlier about the critical role of 

gender, which is a much larger issue than you would think from this report.  We actually did not have 

time to begin to dig into the data, but gender is a critical issue that needs further exploration. 

  In terms of perceptions and attitudes, there are issues such as fear of blood drawing 

that have had an impact on uptake.  There are system issues, health care system issues that are 

interesting.  And one example is that among the youngest group of respondents, people of the 18- to 

24-year age group had much higher recent testing and counseling rates -- that is, over 20 percent -- 

than the group just below them, the 15- to 17 year olds.  And in Nigeria the age of consent is 18 and 

so what we may be seeing with these data is a situation that is similar to what was seen in Botswana 

when they first started to scale up HIV testing and counseling 10 or 12 years ago, which is that 

young people under the age of consent were turned away from places where counseling and testing 

was done unless they had parents’ permission which, obviously, they’re not going to spend a lot of 

energy trying to get.  So some of this lower rate, obviously, may be due to the youngest people who 

are not yet -- who have not yet initiated sexual activity, not really needing testing and counseling.  But 

I think there’s a reasonable chance that the consent issue is an obstacle here.  And that’s something 

that needs to be further explored. 

  Secondly, the use of social science research at a community level is both doable 

and important.  And as several people have mentioned, this is a large data set and we’ve just 

scratched the surface.  There’s a lot of additional analytic work that needs to be done on this data 

set.  And there’s actually -- there’s really the possibility of developing a simplified form of this that can 

be used at local -- at community levels.   

  One of the concepts that UN AIDS and WHO have used about control efforts for 

HIV/AIDS is, know your epidemic.  It’s for policymakers at local levels.  And I just wanted to comment 

briefly on an earlier question in the earlier session that relates to this.  And it relates to the concept of 

evidence based policymaking.   

  That is, the ABC issue that several people asked about was a policy that was 

implemented without the use of the kind of local data that we’re talking about, in terms of what might 

work, what might be acceptable, what might not be acceptable.  And the kind of methodology that 



was used in this survey can be used to avoid the confusion about effectiveness of interventions such 

as ABC, if that contextual information is collected at the beginning of those kind of interventions. 

  The third and final issue is the potential to use prevention approaches that are 

currently used elsewhere.  And I’d refer to some of the obstacles and incentives to testing that were 

mentioned by several other speakers.  So, for example, rapid HIV tests can be used to reduce the 

need for a second visit to a counseling and testing site that may be a long distance away.  And 

reduce the need for post-test counseling at a second visit.  There’s now tests for HIV that are based 

on either use of saliva or use of finger stick blood that can be used to address the obstacle of the fear 

of blood drawing that many people expressed.  There are an issue of mobile clinics, including door to 

door clinics that could be used to take advantage of the incentive of the interest people had in having 

the increased privacy and less fear of confidentiality issues that people seem to have about 

hospitals. 

  Couples counseling can be used to address the fear of disclosure that many people 

used as a reason for not being tested.  Fear of having to disclose an HIV infection to a sexual 

partner.  Provider-initiated testing and counseling --which is also called opt-out testing or routinized 

testing -- again, has the potential as it has done in almost every country where it’s been tried to 

markedly raise the acceptance and uptake of HIV testing. 

  Disclosure support is the last one -- example where, again, the fear of disclosure is 

a very real one in these data.  And it’s not surprising, in a sense.  But implementing a policy where 

counseling -- post-test counseling includes an offer of support for disclosing to spouses and other 

sexual partners would be important. 

  And some of these interventions are already being contemplated by authorities in 

Nigeria.  But I think all of the obstacles that were identified -- and the potential incentives -- deserve 

at least a pilot test of some sort of response and then a rapid scale up of that kind of program if it’s 

found helpful in increasing uptake. 

  And finally, there’s some issues that were not addressed in REACH because of the 

way the interviewing was done that need to be addressed in future research.  So, one is the gender 

issue which even -- although it wasn’t addressed directly it’s clear that there are large gender 



problems that are involved with -- or gender disparities that are involved with HIV transmission.  And 

structural issues such as laws that are in place or laws that might be in place, for example, against 

discrimination.  And then issues such as injection drug use, which was simply not a focus of this 

clinic -- or of this survey.  But is a problem in all of Africa as it is here. 

  Thanks.  (Applause) 

  MR. SUNMOLA:  Good morning, again. 

  What’s -- I’ve been introduced as the coordinator of research for NACA, so I’ll be 

speaking in that capacity now.  I have a dual personality, that’s what it means, yeah, you know.   

  But I try to do something that is helpful, you know.  The -- what I’m supposed to 

speak to this morning is about NACA role in research and NACA role in terms of what is to be done 

with REACH findings. 

  What I did hope for is that I did not want to talk from an idiosyncratic point of view for 

my personal feelings.  So I have to put across to the DG of NACA yesterday and who eventually 

responded by calling me at midnight today and then he said that he has a message for you all.  And 

so what I’ll be discussing now is a national position about towards all of these things that I’ve been 

asked to speak to. 

  He sends his greetings, and he feels a deep appreciation of this gathering.  A deep 

appreciation of the gathering that is going to be talking about the future of Nigeria, about the future of 

the epidemic, and about coming out with ways in which these -- our ideas can help to shape the 

course of the prevention of HIV in Nigeria. 

  He’s very gratified, you know, and I could feel his heart.  It touched his heart.  But 

the other part of it also is that he says that he looks forward to the outcome of our meeting.  He wants 

to see how we can implement or being to implement or see to consider the outcome for the potential 

use of it.   

  So but the point I would also like to say is that in terms of the major last message he 

sent, which I think is crucial, is that after reading through what REACH has done, after going through 

discussions with the members of REACH team, after the national AIDS workshop conference that 

REACH participated in, in the beginning of this month at Ata Buja , the leadership of NACA has 



come to the conclusion that they will have to partner with REACH in terms of implementing some of 

these major recommendations that have been put forward.  And that is very significant. 

  The realization or the conclusion of partnering with REACH did not come from the 

blues , because it connects the REACH agenda -- the agenda of community based agenda of 

REACH.  The intention of REACH to combat HIV, the correspondent and the connect with the 

current thinking of the national response in Nigeria as of now.  You know, so it is very important, this 

momentous -- we should realize that what REACH -- what NACA is doing with audastic  orders 

which World Bank and development partners and the rest of the sub-national agencies -- is to put 

prevention at the front burner.  Prevention is at the front burner now. 

  Unfortunately, resources that we have received in the last three, four years is tilted 

or skewed towards treatment.  70 percent of the resources were spent on treatment, 30 percent on 

prevention.  What we’ve found now that is very scary at the beginning of this month was the UN 

AIDS (inaudible) that you -- every two people that is put on antiviral, about additional three people get 

infected.  So, he turns us to think and to be consistent with our thoughts that prevention is the way 

out.  

  So, we plan to invest a lot of efforts on prevention.  So, that is -- in that regard, what 

we are doing now at the national level is to develop a research agenda and a research policy.  

Nigeria doesn’t really -- we don’t have, as of now, a strong research agenda to be able to understand 

the epidemics in ways that we can slow it down or minimize it.  You know, a number of our 

colleagues participated in trying that research agenda and eminent researchers in Nigeria and 

(inaudible), so it was a broad-based thing. 

  So in the next three weeks or thereabouts we are going to do a stakeholder 

validation meeting on that research agenda.  And what that research agenda shows for REACH is 

that it coincides with the vision of REACH.  The trust of that agenda is community based intervention.  

Community is central to prevention.  Community -- when we look at our data now before us, we 

realize that the new epidemics we are having community (inaudible) in the new epidemics.  You 

know, so community plays a role in terms of how the epidemic comes.  The community plays a role 

in terms of knowing the needs of the community about how to combat the epidemic.  Community 



plays a role in terms of capacity, more than even government agencies.  In terms of talking about the 

vulnerabilities, gender inequality, stigma, and discrimination -- the roots are in the community.   

  Community can reach if they are well mobilized, they can partner with NACA, 

partner with REACH in terms of all of these -- in terms of our combating many of these problems.  

You know, and for social change and social mobilization they are very important in prevention.  So, 

that is where the interest lies and that is where NACA is embracing REACH and is inviting REACH. 

  It’s going to be mutually beneficial role that we are going to be having if REACH 

totally accepts that.  The role is beneficial, but more to the national interest, you know.   

  So I think that I would also like to say that vaccine is one of the research area -- 

vaccine development is one of the research areas that we are focusing upon now.  You see, we 

abandoned the project about two years back for resources.  You know, science, of course, has not 

come out with a magic bullet with regards to kill or treatment.  But Nigeria is not considering science 

to have failed.  

   So, what we are doing now is to -- with the Canadian government that just recently, 

about two weeks back, came to the aid of Nigeria with huge grants to be able to find a way to 

resuscitate the vaccine trial that we started, which was promising because many of our people from 

the north are becoming technical partners and local.  So that is by design, the trust of our policy now 

is prevention.  And the DG says -- the director general says -- which is (inaudible) delegations. 

  Thank you very much.  (Applause) 

  MR. VAN DER GAAG:  Well, thank you very much.  You all make the role of chair of 

this panel fairly easy.  We are right on time. 

  We have a nice chunk of time for the audience to ask questions.  And please, when 

you get the microphone, introduce yourself. 

  MS. OKOE:  My name is Oge Okoe  with the National Endowment for Democracy.  

And I have two questions for you. 

  The first question is what role if any did looking at religion play in coming up with 

some of the figures -- or coming up with the data that you came up with, as well as making some of 

the recommendations that you’ve made in your report. 



  And then secondly in terms of looking at policy formulation and passing laws, I 

guess -- will you be putting forward recommendations to ensure that -- and looking at Nigeria’s 

federal system -- will you be putting forward recommendations to ensure that the state legislatures 

have some independence from the national legislature to pass or to domesticate bills such as anti-

stigmatization bills in their respective states to ensure that they tackle the problems and the 

prevalence of HIV/AIDS in their own states based on the different -- based on the diversity of drivers 

-- the diverse drivers that you’ve mentioned. 

  MR. VAN DER GAAG:  Thank you.  I have one, two, three questions here.  And 

then we go to the next. 

  MALE SPEAKER:  I do agree that prevention is clearly the best solution.  If you can 

prevent people from getting sick, then that is good.   

  But I would like to know among those who, unfortunately, have already become 

infected the extent of treatment, the extent of access to lifesaving retroviral drugs, and what the 

problems are that you may be facing of access to these drugs.  Thank you. 

  MS. ROBINSON:  Hello, my name is Rachel Robinson, I’m a faculty member in the 

school of international service at American University.  And I have, I guess, a two part question. 

  One is about the response -- the national response to HIV thus far.  And if there’s 

any elements from the perspective of NACA, but also, in general, that you would highlight as 

particularly unique about the Nigerian response, things that have worked particularly well. 

  And then the second part is about the shift to the emphasis on prevention and what 

kinds of challenges do you anticipate with that.  Particularly we’ve heard a lot about testing today, 

which is so important.  But beyond the realm of testing, the question about religion, other social 

groups that will be important to bring in to the effort. 

  MR. VAN DER GAAG:  Thank you, one more? 

  MS. FLEMING:  Hi, my name’s Camille Fleming.  I’m with Schneidman Associates 

International.  And I wanted to know, what role can the media play in pushing this REACH initiative? 

  In my travels abroad, I’ve found that young adults look to the west and our American 

culture and Hollywood and television.  And also, these days how everyone is technologically savvy 



and how technologically savvy are the people in Nigeria.  And these days, everyone has a cell 

phone.  Is there any way we can, I don’t know, support this?  Just have billboards up or 

commercials?  Just talk -- trying to educate the people so they know where to go to get tested or 

what to do or anything like that? 

  MR. VAN DER GAAG:  Okay. 

  MR. SUNMOLA:  One of the questions on policy formulation, the role of local 

legislatures in domesticating (inaudible), I think that’s very crucial in terms of all what we are saying. 

  The -- unfortunately, there is a disconnect between policy, between knowledge and 

the use of knowledge in the country at every level, national, sub-national.  There is a clear 

disconnect, and that is what we are grappling with, with our research agenda.  How do we ensure 

that the knowledge that we have is used in policy?  How do we ensure that the knowledge that we 

have is used by the legislators?  You know?   

  So, some of the things that we are doing in the past two years is to make advocacy 

visits to legislators to even let them know that HIV/AIDS is a development issue.  In many of these 

things that you went, they think HIV/AIDS is the business of the Ministry of Health.  So, the 

(inaudible) the legislators are trained -- are informed.  Many of them are informed now about stigma 

and discrimination and about all of that.   

  But the problem -- the issue is that they have not been able to -- most are -- to really 

come up with important legislative legislations that will slow down stigma and discrimination.  Only 

two states out of the whole states in Nigeria -- Edo and Enugu -- are those that have clear 

legislations on stigma and discrimination. 

  So what that means is that for many other states, people who are infected or who 

needs to seek redress because they are stigmatized or because they are discriminated -- sent away 

from jobs, for example, because of HIV.  Sent away from schools, for example, because of HIV.  You 

know, people who have that problem, they don’t -- there is no formal procedure of seeking redress.  

That is what we are grappling with now. 

  And in terms of -- I will just take the questions randomly, and -- yeah.  In terms of 

media, the role of media in putting across REACH initiative.  And I think you also talked about 



technology.  I will tell you that that is very vital, and very important part of the initiative NACA has 

started to take in the last two months. 

  In the last two months I was sitting in a hall like this with our celebrities, those that 

are in the media, in the filmmaking industry, the (inaudible) of Hollywood.  I was fascinated in the 

meeting with them, and we -- and the thrust of the meeting was how can you mainstream HIV, 

sexual violence, into the films you are making?  Because the films that are being made, they are 

seen in nooks and crannies of the country.  Even in rural areas, you know. 

  The actors that we -- admittance, they are not just rising.  They are risen stars 

already.  So people would like to watch and listen to them.  And the message it communicates are 

going to be very important.  We are on the joint board with that.  Where we are is that you cannot just 

construct your scripts and go to the film industry.  We have to see it as you are making standard 

prescription -- standard information that are correct for the people, and accurate.  You know.   

  But in terms of technology, Nigeria is waking up, really.  In terms of what is being 

done with technology.  And the initiative is coming from private sector.  Fortunately in terms of the 

use of, for example, cell phones.  Now cell phones are being used to tell people about every -- you 

see, periodically, there is a network that they call Zane  in Nigeria.  I don’t know the equivalent here.  

Zane and MTN.  Regularly, Zane sent messages out, so those that use the network -- like, every two 

weeks, about the importance of HIV testing.  About the importance of reducing stigma and 

discrimination.  About the importance of if somebody is HIV infected, do not discriminate. 

  You see, that is going on.  You know, that is going on.  And there are all lines that 

are being maintained in Nigeria at national level.  If there are issues with HIV, call this line.  The lines 

are well advertised.  You know, but we know that there are limitations with that.  You know, so 

limitations in terms of the rural epidemic that we have.  They may not be able to have access to 

telephones to call and all of that, but is working well in the urban areas. 

  I don’t know if I can state it more (inaudible). 

  MR. NIEBURG:  Yeah, I’d comment quickly on two points.  One is that issues such 

as religion and other socioeconomic variables have been collected in great detail and are waiting to 

be analyzed.  So, in general there were no large differences between various Christian groups within 



the Christian community, and for some issues there were differences between Islam and Christianity.  

But there was no opportunity at this point to focus on that yet. 

  The second issue is the issue of lack of resources and antiretroviral drugs, and, you 

know, in general -- and I’m not in a position to make recommendations to the government of Nigeria, 

and I’m actually not interested in doing that, but the public policy approach to infectious disease in 

general over history has been on stopping transmission of various organisms, and smallpox is the 

classic example, but if you think about diseases such as measles where a vaccine is used and 

tuberculosis where treatment is important, but the major focus of treatment is making sure people are 

not contagious anymore.  And HIV is an exception to that general rule where the focus of resources 

to this point has been heavily on treatment without an effective focus on prevention, and, you know, it 

makes you think that there’s possibly an unending line of people coming along who are going to 

need treatment, and so the question really is: Is the community, the local community, the global 

community, the national community going to have an impact on the spread of HIV or not? 

  And there was a question earlier about -- someone made a comment about he was 

glad that the report didn’t set prevention and treatment in a competition with each other, and I guess 

my sense is that avoiding that conversation is a big problem, that they are in competition with each 

other in reality and that there needs to be more public discussion about that, that we are in a position 

where there is not enough -- there are not resources to do everything, and so the community at 

whatever level you’re at needs to make a decision about how that kind of rationing is going to be 

done. 

  SPEAKER:  Let me come in here.  In fact, one of my points picks up but in a 

different way from where Phil left off, and I was going to refer to that earlier question about 

prevention/treatment.  In fact, and this is your question, Rachel, about prevention, that, yes, we have 

to focus on prevention and how much needs to be done on all the challenges.  But we also have to 

recognize that Nigeria also has a huge treatment and financing gap, and the two, for me, are going to 

be going hand in hand.  And let me just try to illustrate a little bit.  And I don’t have all of the slides as 

shown, but at the Abuja conference, my colleague, Robert Murphy, from the Northwestern Medical 

School, who’s been very important in setting up PEPFAR in Nigeria, he talked about the fact that we 



now have effectively a dual system globally in terms of treatment; that in the richer countries, people 

are able to begin on treatment when their CD4 cell count, you know, is under, you know, 350.  But in 

Africa, where Nigeria falls in this, it’s, you know, your immune system has to be impaired to a much 

further point, which is 200 and below. 

  Now, even at that 200 CD count, there are currently 350,000 Nigerians on 

antiretroviral.  300,000 of that 350 are paid for by United States, right?  So, that’s really one particular 

issue, and even with those 350,000 currently, Murphy points out that in fact there are 200,000 at that 

level who are not receiving treatment.  Now, if Nigeria were to go to comply with the WHO UN aid 

standard of 350 now, he said there’s 1-1/2 million Nigerians who would be doing it.  So, we really -- 

so, we’re not -- everybody who should have, even at the present rate, is not being done so.  If you try 

to be able to move forward, if you’re talking about astronomical costs, and you know, one of the 

things that I’ve learned so much from Phil is, in fact, the earlier you train people in terms of the 

infection is how in fact that becomes a very important prevention element.  So, I really feel like these 

two things are going to go hand in hand.  So, in terms of the challenges that we’re facing, we have 

two simultaneous challenges that Nigeria has to do. 

  I also happen to -- I really look upon, you know, what we’re really talking about, and 

we were all at a dinner last night, and I basically said this, you know, that I really see what Nigeria is 

facing.  It was actually going to really be able to turn this thing around as basically equivalent to the 

kind of national campaigns that were made against colonial rule, that were made apartheid, that were 

made against segregation in the United States, that were made against a lot of the authoritarian 

military governments we had in Africa that is really going to be of that level of a change if we are 

going to be able to deal with it.  And you have then to be able to get the national leaders, the 

religious leaders, the civil leaders, all of them mobilized. 

  And then the last question about media, you know, when I think about -- and I’m 

one of those people who are kind of like eternal Nigerian optimists, right?  And with regard to this, 

one of the -- when I think of Nigeria actually embarking on this campaign, are we actually going to be 

calling for that campaign.  I mean, I’m literally, you know, hoping I’ll be speaking in Nigeria around 

independence time on a number of issues, but I hope to be also speaking about this issue.  And part 



of Nigeria has resources to mobilize for this.  And if we just take one of them -- there are many of 

them, but if we take media, I mean, the Nigerian media is -- anybody if he’s new, it’s incredible; it is 

huge and fast, all right?  And so being able to mobilize all of those results is, in this kind of a 

campaign, I think is important.  Fortunately, I think that Nigeria is in a position. 

  And just finally on the financing it’s rather interesting to hear from the deputy 

assistant secretary -- you know, we get a concrete date and a figure -- that by 2015 part of the U.S. 

approach to Nigeria is that, if I understood her correctly, Nigeria will absorb 50 percent of the costs of 

this treatment.  And that’s fair enough, that Nigeria has the resources, that the U.S. Government, you 

know, shouldn’t be the one carrying, you know, 80 to 90 percent of the cost of this kind of a 

treatment.  Nigeria should call on its resources, and it’s good to put it forward like that, and it’s unlike 

other countries; and Uganda and other countries, you know, also have the resources to be able to do 

more. 

  MR. VAN DER GAAG:  Go ahead. 

  SPEAKER:  Just quickly to answer the media issue.  An interesting thing that we 

found from our data was that most people got their information on HIV/AIDS from radio and some 

from TV, but radio was a lot more common.  But when we probed further to find out comparison of 

correct information that they had, most people who had correct information about HIV/AIDS actually 

got it from written media, from billboards and from newspapers; and, further, we found that women 

were less likely to have information about HIV/AIDS compared to men, but men were more 

educated.  So, in thinking about the (inaudible) and policy, it’s important that something that we will, 

you know, want to put forward in Nigeria is that whatever is being done since people listen to radio a 

lot more literate or illiterate that the information on these media are, you know, expanded so that it’s 

more media or coming up with creative ways. 

   For an example, when we went to communities to give our dissemination, because 

we knew we were going to a lot of the rural communities and the epidemic had just come in 

(inaudible) in Nigeria.  We went with a Jama  troop that acted out a lot of the information that we had, 

so it wasn’t just giving reports or writing billboards, because there are lot of people who are not able 

to read this information.  So, although the information may be out there, they don’t have access to 



that information. 

  MR. VAN DER GAAG:  Thank you.  Before I give the floor to you again, I think 

there’s one question still unanswered that I believe came from you; that is, if you go all out on 

prevention, people need to have access to, you know, to a clinic or to a doctor.  If there’s a provider-

induced treatment, then there has to be a provider.  And as I say, I work on some project in Cuava 

state.  Cuava  is a very large, a very poor state, but very sparsely populated.  It’s not hard to drive for 

hours, even days, without seeing any health care infrastructure, so that is impediments to both 

treatment and especially probably to prevention since prevention needs to reach in an easy way as 

much people as possible.  What is being done about the building up of support of infrastructure, 

health care infrastructure that would be supportive for an HIV/AIDS campaign? 

  SPEAKER:  I think you -- well, that’s not part of the question.  The issue has to do 

with structural issues, largely in terms of access to shipments and the obstacles. Isn’t that the crux of 

our question? 

  In terms of access, I will say that as of 2006 the government declared -- (inaudible) 

declared that there should be free access for everyone who needs to take anti-retroviral.  They were 

discovered from research in 2008 that only 48 percent of those who needed to take the test were 

able -- I mean, who needed to take the RV were able 48 percent.  So, there are a lot of people who 

did not have access.  Some of the reasons are infrastructure reasons, but the large part of the 

reasons are structural issues, vulnerability issues like stigma and discrimination.  And the other part 

of the reason is cost.  And treatment comes in there.  It is free to take the RV, but they have to do 

laboratory tests sometimes for their viral load, for their (inaudible).  That is not free, and many people 

don’t have that money to drop. 

  Infrastructures and types of facilities.  Facilities are far, far from where people are 

staying.  There are 998 sites now by PEPFAR, by Global Fund , you know, by some development 

agencies, but not other than its sites in the country.  And, you know, it’s like we have 700 and 77-

something -- 774 LGAs, local government areas.  If you look at that, you know, some LGAs don’t 

have sites of treatment.  So, people have to travel long distances to be able to access, as they don’t 

have funds much.  We are talking of marginalized war to most of them that are afflicted and infected, 



you know, so the issue of infrastructure is very important, and through some of the things that we are 

doing as around eight of Global Fund is to see how they can improve in terms of integrates RV 

treatment into primary health care.  It is not in primary health system, not in Nigeria.  You know, that 

could be one of the issues that we are looking at.  That could try to elevate our problem in the short 

run. 

  MR. VAN DER GAAG:  Thank you. 

  I see one, two, three, four, five hands, and a sixth one in the back. 

  SPEAKER:  Thank you, and thanks you once more to this panel.  I think we don’t 

have the luxury of failing the DG of NACA in terms of these expectations of our deliberations this 

morning.  I don’t think we’re doing badly.  I’m not inferring that we’re doing badly.  But listening to the 

first panel in terms of what the findings of the research were. 

  I’ll specifically to the barriers for testing.  It’s partner or position; it’s disclosure, 

difficulty; it’s cost consents .  Yes, it’s death sentence, which I think the colleague from Nigeria is 

eloquently putting together as stigma related and antidevelopment related.  So, fundamentally in my 

view, those are the problems that we’re struggling with, and I think, as we discuss and make 

recommendations to the NACA of Nigeria, we should be speaking to those problems. 

  I listened to Mr. Joseph outline some of the recommendations in terms of policy -- 

ACT keys , PCT.  Yes, those things needed to be done, but they still remain the question.  I think we 

could take it further, the question as to whether those things would address the fundamental 

problems of stigma and antidevelopment, and I think in my view we should begin to get to 

understand the question of stigma, which in my understanding is based on fear.  It was defined 

anyhow as a concept of fear for condition, and in this case HIV, which is seen as a disease that is 

not preventable, that is not treatable. 

  I think that science has moved a lot of ground, and I don’t think that we’ve done well 

in communicating the findings of science to the communities so that they understand this disease 

better as a disease that is manageable, that is treatable to some degree.  But not only reaching 

communities with that scientific information, supporting -- I was happy to hear reference to the revival 

of the vaccine research in that country, and I think that we need to, as we make recommendations to 



NACA, to ensure that we support the research towards vaccine development.  Not only vaccine 

development, we should support research towards the finding of a cure for this disease, and as we 

communicate the confidence of the scientific community in terms of the knowledge and the things 

that are being done, too, in terms and the nuanced terms that committees will understand, then 

communities get the confidence of being able to deal with the challenge. 

  Going back to the question of antidevelopment, there was a question that was 

raised earlier about the economic situation in the African continent.  That I think is strange that this 

disease is where it is right now.  I think that we should, as we make recommendations here, put as 

one of them supporting economic growth with a focus on human capacity development, especially in 

showing that empowerment of women as part of that.  We can do all of these things -- ACT, PCT, all 

of them -- but I don’t think that we should have dealt with the fundamental issues if we don’t go a step 

further to say as we formulate this program then it should be part of a broader kind of development 

strategy. 

  MR. VAN DER GAAG:  Thank you. 

  SPEAKER:  Thank you. 

  MR. PATTERSON:  Yeah, hi.  Rob Patterson, self-management consultant in 

International Health Systems.  The question is directed toward NACA.  Does NACA intend to 

implement any kind of sort of strategic plan, strategic actions to increase the incidence of male 

circumcision among infants, and also the prevalence of circumcision among young men and men 

throughout the population as a preventive measure toward blocking HIV transmission? 

  MR. EGBULEM:  Chris Egbulem, Action Africa.  My question has to do partly with 

the recommendation that has just been reechoed here about development -- research and 

development for vaccines, but I want to ask this question with regard to traditional health assistance -

- traditional medicine within Nigeria and societies.  What kind of integration has been made in this 

search for a cure and search for prevention, and how have they been brought in as partners in the 

search, sort of -- we’re not continuously looking outside for some, you know, chemical means alone 

for a result in this crises? 

  MR. VAN DER GAAG:  I think those two and then the panel. 



  MR. CHUBU:  Hi, Chinet Chubu .  I’m a Nigerian physician.  I just want to echo, you 

know, the sentiments of my South African sister, sir -- I don’t know your name, but -- about getting 

actionable, I guess, policy recommendations across the NACA.  I think, Dr. Sunmola, you sort of 

hinted at the frustration you feel about the disconnect between, you know, research and, you know, 

evidence and natural policy, and I think the one thing I’m struggling with today is -- I don’t know if you 

guys have thought through this in your research, but the top things your highest conviction ideas for 

NACA to do that could, you know, affect, you know, the curve, you know, of HIV prevalence. 

   And just thinking about that, I’m not sure that NACA is well equipped to address 

issues about economic development, for instance, you know, even though they’re important, right?  

But I’m sure if I could guess, you know, that NACA probably receives what, you know, 1 percent of 

the national budget would be a big stretch.  I just don’t think they can influence economic 

development in any meaningful way. 

   So, I think we should focus on the one, two, three things, you know, that NACA 

could do based on the research that REACH has done to affect, you know, the prevention of HIV in 

Nigeria.  And I wish you would and if you could narrow down your thoughts to those, you know, top 

two or three things. 

  MR. VAN DER GAAG:  All right.  I forgot, Rene and then the gentleman in back 

there. 

  MR. BONAIRE: I just would like to -- I’m sorry, I’m Rene Bonaire from the World 

Bank.  I just would like to ask a question on the cost of the testing.  The reason I mention that 

because when I look at the data included in your very interesting report, it seemed that already 

Nigerian households are spending a very large amount of money on health expenditures.  Maybe I 

understand not correctly, but when I look at it, it seems that health expenditures -- about half of food 

expenditures.  Now, that seems to indicate, you know, it’s already a large share. 

   Now, the question is then if you ask a household to spend more on testing, whether 

it is physical or not, and I suspect as you indicated in last part of the report, it may not be physical 

because only about 30 percent of people negate the doctors because of the cost.  So, the question 

then is what can be done? 



   And I’m just wondering in this context whether you have the possibility of the 

example of conditional cash transfers, giving money to people so that -- in exchange to get tested.  

But I would think they may need to have some financial incentive.  It’s really you ought to shift more 

to other testing on the general scale. 

  MR. BROADWIDTH:  Yeah, David Broadwidth from Infectious Disease Society.  

Just two recommendations for NACA.  One is to take directly to the President if at all possible this 

recommendation of using a portion of oil revenue to expand these programs. 

  And No. 2, when you talk about research I would urge you to go beyond vaccines to 

think about things that will have potentially an impact sooner, and I’m thinking particularly of 

microbicides, which are showing enormous promise, and I think we’ve going to be seeing this 

coming July some really important results on that. 

  And just No. 3, in terms of this prevention versus treatment dialogue, I think it’s 

important to recognize that the HBA is actually not an exception when it comes to provision of 

treatment, that’s the drive to get TB and malaria treatment and other treatments out there, is not only 

for prevention, but also to save lives. 

   And to take fully into account -- NACA must take fully into account what would be 

the potential costs, including economic cost, of a stall in the expansion of treatment -- and I’m talking 

about enormous numbers of orphan children, numbers of dead health care workers, dying patients 

flooding the health care system.  And actually according to your own research, people are not 

uptaking VCT -- or voluntary counseling and testing -- because they’re not sure that they’ll gain 

access to treatment.  So, the overlap with prevention and with health care system impact is actually 

really important to take into account as you wrestle with these difficult resource questions. 

  MR. VAN DER GAAG:  Thank you.  Let’s ask the panel to precisely answer these 

questions in a short period of time. 

  SPEAKER:  Okay, thank you very much.  Several questions here now, one on 

costs.  What can be done with testing? 

   Yeah, I agree really, certainly, that cost plays a role.  But I must say that there are 

many testing centers, to be fair, that’s cost free.  There are many testing centers are cost free.  



Majority of those that charge costs are private institutions -- institutes for testing.  But the issue -- if 

you look at the research, what can be done, you know, with costs, is that people know where to get 

tests, but they don’t go there to test.  Well, you could see that there is a gap between knowledge and 

behavior.  Seventy percent of the people know where to get tests, but only 20 percent actually went.  

Many of those places didn’t know.  Many of those places are cost free.  Therefore, the reasons that 

we have said which goes to stigma discrimination, which goes to the likelihood that they will die 

soon, which goes to the likelihood that they would not be able to have treatments guaranteed, you 

know. 

   Some of those issues:  confidentiality, barriers.  We need to work on those barriers.  

Very important.  I’m not sure I have time.  There is a plan that we have that (inaudible) suggests 

about all of that.  We begin to integrate those barriers into the messages that we sent across.  There 

are so many IEC messages in town -- in Nigeria -- we cannot count them.  They are not evidence 

driven.  Some of those messages can tell where people can get cost-free testing.  Some of those 

messages can talk about HIV not a death sentence.  But then, something that they can manage and 

productively manage.  Some of those messages can bring out people who already have HIV and 

who are doing very well and begin to talk to talk to people as models and champions, you know.  So, 

we have not been -- we don’t understand these barriers in their entirety, like (inaudible).  And it’s 

good (inaudible) now as we have it.  If one has the mainstream HIV into media, we begin to say look 

at this barrier to really to work your scripts, you know. 

  So, there is another question on -- the question of stigma and discrimination, I think I 

can’t agree with you for that.  I don’t want to spend time.  Stigma is so (inaudible), it’s causing a lot of 

problem.  It’s clearly modeled on the virus itself, you know.  They are ejecting people from school 

because they know they are positive.  They are preventing people from workplaces because they 

know they are positive.  You realize that happened in Malawi about two weeks back?  One of the 

judges sentenced those guys that were almost as well to 40 years imprisonment, you know.  These 

are issues that are breaking down -- that are making people not to disclose their status if and when 

they know. 

   And because they don’t disclose, they are likely to go underground.  Their partners 



may not know.  They can be prisoners (inaudible) couples and then infects.  So, stigma places a lot 

of rule in all of this, and I think it is the most important problem in the country, the most neglected 

issue in our agenda.  So, it is growth in the forefront of our agenda now and our strategic policy in the 

country, and there is a pattern that is being constituted to look at how HIV stigma discrimination can 

be reduced.  You know. 

  MR. NIEBURG:  I was laughing before, because Richard and I have worked 

together for, like, six years now and he just found out a couple of nights ago that I have a 

curmudgeon aspect of my personality, and so let me express -- 

  MR. JOSEPH:  That’s his word. 

  MR. NIEBURG:  In terms of the concept that came up about vaccine research or the 

question and the need to express the confidence of the scientific community about vaccine 

development and cures.  There is no confidence in the scientific community.  There’s a sense of 

optimism that progress will be made, but in terms of cure, there’s certainly not a sense of confidence. 

  And vaccine development, we’re still 20 years away from -- at least 20 years away 

from an HIV vaccine.  Even if that’s -- even if there is a vaccine, it’s important to realize that this is an 

endemic disease.  It’s in every place, every country; it’s in people’s nucleic acids.  And it’s instructive 

to think about what’s happened with measles.  Measles vaccine became available in 1963, which is, 

what, 40-some years ago, 30-some years ago, and became available in developing countries in the 

late 1970s.  And measles vaccine is very cheap.  It only requires one dose, and people are 

permanently immune.  There are still hundreds of thousands of measles deaths in the world.  So, it’s 

-- I think vaccine development needs to go on, but it’s important to keep that concept in perspective, 

to have reasonable expectations. 

  Aspirational goals are good for lots of reasons but not if they get in the way of 

realistic goals, and in terms of controlling the disease, it’s -- you need to remember that prevention of 

transmission in the end -- it either is going to work or not.  We’ll either learn how to prevent 

transmission from one person to the other or not.  The answer to this disease is not going to be 

treatment, and it’s unlikely in our lifetime to be vaccine. 

  MR. VAN DER GAAG:  (inaudible) 



  SPEAKER:  Yeah, right.  Just listening to -- I said to Phil he’ll have another title, you 

know, which is our senior tutor, because he keeps tutoring us.  We know he -- almost a day doesn’t 

go by when he isn’t printing something to give us. 

  But part of -- no, but part of REACH, again, you know, is that the idea first of all of 

preparing a REACH manual, because of all that we have done and learned in terms of training and 

carrying this out and also thinking of a REACH institute because we’ve been training people all along 

and we can make that part of the whole process assuming that we’re going to all be scaling up.  You 

just heard from the director general of NACA officially, you know, about, you know, moving forward 

about REACH and NACA collaboration. 

  I just want to -- and again, the lady from South Africa -- I just want to respond to two 

things that you said -- well, sort of respond to it from the standpoint of what REACH is bringing to the 

table.  Now, when we had the dissemination event at Northwestern, the subtitle -- it had the same 

title as what we have here, but the subtitle was Designing Knowledge-Based Strategies.  And a lot of 

the strategies -- and, again, I’m thinking this notion that Professor Sunmola has said.  He said for 

20 years a lot of the prevention program in Nigeria was very generic, right, all over the country.  

Somebody will come up with an idea, and then they’ll get a poster, and a poster -- well, yeah, we got 

to aim at stigma, so let let’s have some posters all over the country that you should not discriminate 

and don’t stigmatize and so on.  What effect does that have, right? 

   From the standpoint of our research is understanding when we say “stigma” the 

ignorance that people have.  And in fact, you know, going to some of those sessions and listening to 

people tell you -- I mean, you’re just amazed after all of these years of how people think about it.  I 

mean, you know, one that comes to mind is a person saying well, you know, one of the problems 

now -- giving people anti-retroviral drugs -- is that we can’t tell who is infected and, therefore, who to 

avoid, right?  Well, you know -- well, to begin with, you know, to know that people could be infected 

and you can’t know it and they’re the most contagious, right, I mean, and on and on. 

   So, when you have so -- the part of the whole community action approach -- and I 

really feel like ignorance is one of the biggest problems when we call thing stigma and you sort of 

disaggregate what that is.  Find out how much of it is ignorance and how in fact the kind of 



approaches that could be used to get it.  I can’t go into it (inaudible) because obviously you don’t 

have the time. 

  But let me just take another one, just sort of a general statement.  And you stated, 

madam, and people have said to it, well, you know, it’s really questions of economic development 

and it is poverty that is driving this.  Well, you could say, well, okay, we’ll solve the problem.  You 

know, we’ll get economic development going and we’ll end poverty, you know.  But when we’ll 

actually look for example and, you know, Professor Sunmola pointed this out very clearly, you know, 

is the idea -- and also Professor Erinosho -- about transaction sex, right, and all the different forms of 

transaction sex that you’ll have.  And when you try to understand what that transaction sex is, I 

mean, I know one particular case of just providing schoolgirls -- I don’t know if it was in Kenya or one 

of the countries that they provided schoolgirls with school uniforms, right?  So, they’re different ways 

of now being able to understand, breaking this down, of what is really driving some of these 

behaviors and then being able to tackle them in that way. 

  MR. VAN DER GAAG:  (inaudible) 

  MS. DIKE:  Yeah, just on the question of second position.  It’s -- I don’t know if that’s 

a real big problem in Nigeria, because the majority of people in Nigeria, well, they’re Muslims and 

they circumcise by (inaudible), and then a lot of other ethnic groups in Nigeria, also.  I know, for 

instance, the Ibos, they all circumcise, so, it’s not as big an issue as it is in maybe Southern Africa.  

Just to point that out. 

  MR. VAN DER GAAG:  All right, you have the last one. 

  SPEAKER:  Okay, thank you, sir. 

  Nkem actually dealt with circumcision and I wanted to talk about it.  Nkem already 

talked circumcision.  What (inaudible) just encouraging people to do at macro level is look, why don’t 

you circumcise?  We know it’s (inaudible), but use sterile treatment and that is very important. 

  The point about oil  revenue is well taken and is very informative.  I will sit back 

again, as we are going to take (inaudible) back.  But the point I want to raise about that is that it’s 

already going on in the country, that there is a debate which almost causing the problem now.  The 

PPP level -- public, private, partnership level -- they say look, we -- private sector -- we are doing 



something on HIV, at our internal developmental business in the companies where we work.  Are 

you now going to ask us to pay again (inaudible)?  You know.  Those are some of the issues. 

   So, double taxations could be a problem in all of that.  Public sector same; NFPC 

same.  (inaudible) we be paying tax again on audit where we are also indirectly doing something on 

HIV.  So, it’s a debate that is raging on, but is very useful. 

  Microbicides -- excellent points you have made.  You know, the (inaudible) agenda 

that we have crafted -- and I’m happy that (inaudible) was consulted in part of the process for crafting 

such an agenda as the president of Africa’s Psychological -- Sociological Association.  He will testify 

that microbicides is at the front burner of our research agenda.  It is something that is there that 

people -- that we are looking -- we are working on in terms of priority. 

   Poverty.  In terms of privacy, there was a question about poverty and he said the 

recommendation to NACA.  You are right.  NACA is not a private institution.  That’s not the way you 

put it.  NACA is not -- NACA is not in charge of poverty alleviation, per se.  There is the ministry -- 

agency for poverty (inaudible) in the country.  NACA work closely.  In fact, we have regular meetings 

with them in terms of saying that look, for people that are HIV infected they cannot compete for 

macro credits the same way like orders.  Preference should be given a lot of those issues. 

   You know, so NACA is working with the MDG goal on poverty.  There is an MDG 

office at the president level.  There is a NACA MDG for (inaudible).  That goes to -- its business is to 

ensure that poverty is reduced to people that have HIV or to those that are affected through the 

framework of MDG forms.  You know, so NACA is not doing -- is not working directly ,but indirectly in 

terms of all of these.  Traditional (inaudible) Nigeria, they are problem.  They are -- it’s a problem that 

we cannot go around integrating them totally.  We identified that as a policy gap, because they have 

potentials. 

   What they are doing now for -- that is very productive in the countries that -- there 

are nutritional supplements that have been brought that we -- that have been tested by scientists on 

(inaudible) in the country and they realized that it helps boost immunity.  To that extent, traditional 

(inaudible) are contributing significantly.  But in terms of cure, no traditional (inaudible) been 

endorsed.  Many of them said that it’s cured, but none has been endorsed by the (inaudible) 



laboratory. 

  MR. VAN DER GAAG:  I’m afraid that our time is up. 

  SPEAKER:  That’s right. 

  MR. VAN DER GAAG:  This gentleman here wants to -- 

  SPEAKER:  Yeah. 

  MR. VAN DER GAAG:  -- come to closure. 

  Mr. JOSEPH:  Yeah, I want to -- got words of some closure -- I mean, thank you all 

for staying and being part of this.  Like I said, we’ve really come full circle, you know, that this idea 

started off with a city.  Seven years later, we come back to the city for what it is, but, you know, the -- 

but especially given Washington and the importance of the United States’ engagement on this issue. 

   The Global Health Initiative of the Obama administration, you know, for 2009, 2014, 

when you look at it, they have nine things they are focused on.  HIV/AIDS is number one.  But when 

you look at the funding that they projected, 70 percent of the funding is projected going forward.  

Now, this has, you know, tremendous implications, you know, for a lot of the other issues, as well as 

for these other countries, which will now have to pick up a lot of it when they’re faced with a lot of 

these other issues. 

   So, the -- you know, the global -- the policy significance of all the things that we’re 

talking about I think now is really at the really, really high level.  And the good thing about it -- and, 

you know, the case of Nigeria, we do have the attention of the most important agency, and we’re 

hoping that, you know, in due time we will have that, you know, of the national leadership. 

   But again, thank you very much.  Thank you, Jacques, and thank you, Brookings, 

for hosting this. 

 

 

*  *  *  *  * 


