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ABSTRACT
Hope is a concept that may mediate between the structural constraints people live under and their
HIV-acquisition risk behaviours/experiences. Drawing on data collected as the baseline for an
intervention trial between September 2015 and September 2016, among young (18–30-year-
old), out-of-school women and men in urban informal settlements in Durban, South Africa, we
assess whether hope, assessed by the Snyder Hope Scale, is associated with HIV-risk behaviours/
experiences. 677 women (35.5%; 33.7%; 30.9%; low, medium, and high hope scores
respectively) and 668 men (40.6%; 32.8%; 26.7%; low, medium, and high hope scores
respectively) were included. Among women, adjusted analyses showed high levels of hope,
compared to low levels, were associated with greater modern contraceptive use (aOR1.57, 1.04–
2.37). For men, medium or high levels of hope, compared to low levels, were associated with
reduced physical and/or sexual IPV perpetration (med: aOR0.55, 0.38–0.81, high: 0.38, 0.25–0.57),
emotional IPV perpetration (med: aOR0.54, 0.36–0.80, high: aOR0.62, 0.41–0.94) and
transactional sex (med: 0.57, 0.38–0.84, high: aOR0.57, 0.39–0.86) respectively. For men, hope
potentially captured a pathway between an individual’s structural context and their HIV-risk
behaviour. Yet this was not the case for women. It may be the Snyder Hope Scale does not
adequately capture localised meanings of hope.
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Background

People living in urban informal settlements in southern
and eastern Africa have much higher HIV-prevalence
and incidence than the general population (Habitat &
UNAIDS, 2015). In South Africa, where approximately
one in seven households reside in informal settlements,
nationally representative data from 2002 to 2012
demonstrated how people (aged 15–49) in those
locations have the highest HIV-prevalence of all settle-
ment types (Gibbs et al., 2020), likely driven by poverty,
high levels of intimate partner violence (IPV) and lim-
ited access to services.

While it is clear that structural inequalities in wealth,
gender equality, and security shape HIV-related inci-
dence and prevalence, the mechanisms mediating
between these structural characteristics/processes and

the individual are less clear (Desmond et al., 2019;
Lane et al., 2004). One potential strategy to clarify
these relationships is to focus on emergent properties,
things that emerge as products of the interaction of
high-level systems, but have qualities possessed by
none of the individual factors (Desmond et al., 2019;
Lakoff & Johnson, 2008; Wilson & Carston, 2006).

Hope has been described as an emergent property,
broadly capturing people’s experience of their agency,
ability, or resilience, and their understanding of the
extent they believe they can navigate the structural con-
straints in which they live. This approach assumes that
levels of hope for individuals and socio-economic
groups are influenced by the wider structural (social,
economic and cultural) environments. This has been
described by Bourdieu through the concept of habitus
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(Bourdieu, 2007). The general theoretical hypothesis
and policy-related assumption are that for a given set
of structural contextual, differences in individual and
group responses may be shaped by individual percep-
tions and interpretations of this reality, which shapes
their response to their structural context. This means
that the group and individual interpretation of the
structural contexts, summarised to an extent by how
hopeful they are, plays a role in determining the
response to that context. Research using qualitative
methods has used hope as a theoretical concept to con-
sider how marginalised groups navigate their daily
structural constraints and build a sense of future orien-
tation (Boyce, 2013; Bryant & Ellard, 2015; Desmond,
2019; Desmond et al., 2019; Hansen et al., 2020).

Understandingwhether there is an association between
hope and health behaviours is important because if such
an association exists, it may be possible to evaluate inter-
ventions that try and address structural contexts, which
often takemany years to demonstrate behavioural change,
through a more proximate measure – hope. This would
enable us to capture changes in individual’s perceptions
and ability to navigate their structural contexts by explor-
ing their sense of the future. Additionally, it may be
another “target” for interventions, around how people
understand themselves and understand their future.

In relation to HIV acquisition, hope has been
described as mediating the relationship between the
wider structural risk context and HIV-prevention beha-
viours (Barnett et al., 2015; Barnett & Weston, 2008).
While there is some evidence of hope being associated
with improved health outcomes among people living
with HIV (Scioli et al., 2012), there is more mixed evi-
dence in terms of behaviours related to HIV-prevention.
In 2015, in a small sample (n = 79) assessing the
relationship between hope and HIV-risk behaviour
among women and men in Uganda, weak evidence
was found in support of this hypothesis, but nonetheless
hope was consistently lower among those reporting
behaviours associated with the risk of HIV-acquisition
(Barnett et al., 2015). In South Africa, among adolescent
girls, hope was found to be associated with delayed sex-
ual debut, but not condom use (Abler et al., 2017). Hope
was also found to mediate the relationship between
household environment and adolescent girls’ sexual
behaviour, higher levels of hope being protective (Hill
et al., 2018). While among adolescents in rural South
Africa, higher levels of hope were associated with
lower alcohol use (Desmond et al., 2019).

In this paper, we assess whether hope is indepen-
dently associated cross-sectionally with HIV-risk behav-
iour/experience among young women and men living in
urban informal settlements in South Africa. We

hypothesised that higher levels of hope would be associ-
ated with lower levels of Intimate Partner Violence
(IPV) by (men) and against women, and with lower
levels of HIV-risk-related behaviours.

Methods

Data came from the baseline of women and men parti-
cipating in the Stepping Stones and Creating Futures
cluster randomised controlled trial, undertaken in
urban informal settlements in Durban, South Africa.
Data were collected between September 2015 and Sep-
tember 2016 (Gibbs et al., 2017).

Women and men not in work or school, aged 18–30
and resident in urban informal settlements were eligible.
We recruited 16–21 men and 19–21 women per cluster,
with 34 clusters in all. Recruitment was in conjunction
with Project Empower, a non-governmental organis-
ation who delivered the intervention.

Ethical approval

Ethical approval for the study came from the University
of KwaZulu-Natal, and the South African Medical
Research Council. All participants provided informed
consent before participation. Detailed methods can be
found elsewhere (Gibbs et al., 2017).

Data

Questionnaires were self-completed on cellphones,
using an App (Mobenzi Researcher), with inbuilt skip
patterns, range and logic checks. Questionnaires were
available in English, Zulu or Xhosa. Research staff
were available to support and undertake face-to-face
interviews if needed. This occurred in <5% of
respondents.

Measures

Our independent variable was six items from the Snyder
Hope Scale (Snyder et al., 1996). The scale was devel-
oped and validated in US populations (Snyder et al.,
1996). Items on this scale cluster into two components:
pathways (e.g., I can think of many ways to get out of a
difficult situation), and individual agency (e.g., I put lots
of energy into pursuing my goals). Responses are on a
four-point, Likert scale: “definitely false”, “mostly
false”, “mostly true”, or “definitely true”. Items were
summed and higher scores indicated greater individual
hope. The Cronbach Alpha for women α = 0.83 and α =
0.84 men (range 6–24) was good and factorial analysis
was satisfactory (all >0.3), loading on one factor. On
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visual inspection of the scale scores, it was evident that
many men and women had responded “definitely true”
to all items. As hope was not normally distributed, we
adopted a tertile transformation (low; medium; high,
levels of hope).

We selected measures of factors associated with HIV-
acquisition risk. Specifically, we assessed past year IPV
by men against women using the WHO’s Violence
Against Women Scale (Garcia-Moreno et al., 2006),
which asks behaviourally specific questions and has
been shown to be associated with HIV-acquisition.
Physical and/or sexual IPV (five and three items respect-
ively) were assessed, with responses recoded into a
binary (yes/no) if men reported perpetrating, or
women experiencing, any item. A separate five items
assessed past-year emotional IPV perpetration (men)
and experience (women), again recoded into a binary
(yes/no). Finally, past-year economic IPV perpetration
(men) and experience (women) was assessed with four
items and a positive response to any of these items,
led to a coding of “yes’ in the summarised variable.
The scales had been extensively adapted and validated
in South Africa prior to this study (Jewkes et al., 2006).

Three measures assessed other HIV-risk behaviours/
experiences. Past year transactional sex with a casual or
one time sexual partner was measured using a five-item
scale developed in South Africa (Dunkle et al., 2004).
The scale asked women whether in the past year they
had started, or continued, a relationship because they
received goods or items, cash, drugs or alcohol, or a
place to stay. Men were asked whether they thought
any casual or one-time sexual partner had started a
relationship or stayed with them in the past year for
the same reason. We asked about condom use in the
last year (never, sometimes, often or always) and
recoded as inconsistent (never, sometimes or often),
compared to always. For women, we asked about any
current contraceptive use, first with a screening ques-
tion: “Are you currently doing something or using any
method to delay or avoid getting pregnant?” With
“yes’, “no” responses. Those who answered yes were
asked an additional question as to method, with
responses: “injection”, “pill”, “condom”, “IUD”, “herb/
other traditional method”, “condom & pill/injection”,
“implant” or “other”. We coded these as “modern con-
traceptive” or “no” and included those who did not use
any method in the category “no”.

We also asked about age, education level completed,
food insecurity (Coates et al., 2007) recoded into a
three-level score (none, medium, high); depression
was assessed using the 20-item CESD scale (Radloff,
1977) previously used in South Africa (α = 0.85
women; α = 0.86 range: 0–40) and recoded with ≥21

as possible depression. We asked eight items about
men’s controlling behaviours towards their main part-
ner (α = 0.76 women; α = 0.67 men, range: 0–24),
using a modified sexual relationship power scale (Puler-
witz et al., 2000), with higher scores indicating greater
male power in relationships (compared to female
power).

Statistical analyses

We first present descriptive statistics of the sample, and
then compare these to the hope tertile, presenting per-
centages and N’s for binary variables and means and
95% confidence intervals (95% CIs) for continuous vari-
ables, and p-values (chi-squared or t-tests). We then
modelled associations between hope and HIV-risk and
IPV measures, as unadjusted and then adjusted associ-
ations, adjusting for age, education, depression, control-
ling behaviours, and food insecurity, presenting odds
ratios (ORs) and 95% CI. All analyses are stratified by
sex as outcomes had different framing (e.g., Men’s per-
petration and women’s experience), and account for
data clustering.

On visual inspection, many participants had
responded “definitely true” on all items. As such we
undertook a sensitivity analysis excluding these partici-
pants. We also did a sensitivity analysis with hope as a
continuous scale using the full sample.

Results

Women

In total 677 women were recruited. Women were
young (Table 1), with just under half (44.8%) aged
20–24 years, and 1 in 10 (12.6%) 18 or 19. Only a
third (30.4%) had completed high school, and many
were food insecure, with a third (31.3%) reporting
high, and half (50.12%) medium levels of food inse-
curity, and depressive symptoms were common
(45.2%). Women experienced high levels of IPV in
the past year (65.1% physical and/or sexual IPV,
78.1% emotional IPV, and 52.4% economic IPV),
and engagement in transactional sex in the past year
was common (40.6%). There were low levels of con-
sistent condom use (25.6%), but two-thirds (68.5%)
reported “modern contraceptive” use.

Overall, 35.5% of women reported low levels of hope,
a third (33.7%) medium levels, and 30.9% high levels.
Overall mean hope scores and the range of scores for
each tertile are reported in Table 1. A greater proportion
of those reporting “modern contraceptive” use reported
high levels of hope, and this was sustained in unadjusted
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Table 1. Sample description and distribution of socio-demographic factors and HIV-risk behaviours by levels of hope, for women and men.
Men Women

Overall Low hope Medium hope High hope Overall Low hope Medium hope High hope
p-

value
% (n)/mean (95%

CI)
% (n)/mean (95%

CI)
% (n)/mean (95%

CI)
% (n)/mean (95%

CI)
p-

value
% (n)/mean (95%

CI)
% (n)/mean (95%

CI)
% (n)/mean (95%

CI)
% (n)/mean (95%

CI)

668 40.6 (271) 32.8 (219) 26.7 (178) 677 35.5 (240) 33.7 (228) 30.9 (209)
Hope (range, min–max) 6–24 6–18 19–21 22–24 6–24 6–18 19–21 22–24
Hope (continuous) 19.1 (18.7, 19.4) 14.7 (14.3, 15.1) 20.7 (20.5, 29.8) 23.7 (23.6, 23.8) 19.5 (19.1, 19.8) 14.6 (14.2, 15.1) 20.7 (20.5, 20.8) 23.7 (23.6, 23.8)
Age
18/19 10.8 (72) 10.7 (29) 12.3 (27) 9.0 (16) 0.543 12.6 (85) 12.9 (31) 10.1 (23) 14.8 (31) 0.016
20/24 52.0 (347) 53.9 (146) 52.1 (114) 48.9 (87) 44.8 (303) 52.1 (125) 43.4 (99) 37.8 (79)
25/30 37.3 (249) 35.4 (96) 35.6 (78) 42.1 (75) 42.7 (289) 35.0 (84) 46.5 (106) 47.4 (99)
Education
Primary or less 11.2 (75) 10.7 (29) 10.1 (22) 13.5 (24) 0.0416 8.3 (56) 12.1 (29) 5.3 (12) 7.2 (15) 0.05
Secondary not complete 57.9 (387) 64.2 (174) 53.0 (116) 54.5 (97) 61.3 (415) 60.0 (144) 60.1 (137) 64.1 (134)
Secondary complete 30.8 (206) 25.1 (68) 37.0 (81) 32.0 (57) 30.4 (206) 27.9 (67) 34.7 (79) 28.7 (60)
Food insecurity
Low 18.4 (123) 17.0 (46) 19.2 (42) 19.7 (35) 0.803 18.6 (126) 18.3 (44) 17.5 (40) 20.1 (42) 0.312
Medium 56.8 (379) 59.3 (160) 56.6 (124) 53.4 (95) 50.1 (339) 54.6 (131) 50.0 (114) 45.0 (94)
High 24.7 (165) 23.7 (64) 24.2 (53) 27.0 (48) 31.3 (212) 27.1 (65) 32.5 (74) 34.9 (73)
Controlling behaviours (>=more) 10.2 (10.6, 11.2) 11.2 (10.2, 11.6) 10.4 (9.9, 10.9)** 11.1 (10.6, 11.7) 10.3 (10.0, 10.6) 10.5 (10.0, 11.0) 9.9 (9.3, 10.5) 10.5 (9.9, 11.1)
Depression (20/21) 46.9 (313) 48.3 (131) 47.5 (104) 43.8 (100) 0.622 45.2 (306) 43.8 (105) 47.4 (108) 44.5 (93) 0.713
HIV-risk behaviours/experiences
Past year physical/sexual IPV 57.2 (382) 68.3 (185) 53.0 (116) 45.5 (81) <0.001 65.1 (441) 67.1 (161) 65.4 (149) 62.7 (131) 0.617
Past year emotional IPV 65.7 (439) 73.4 (199) 58.9 (129) 62.4 (111) 0.002 78.1 (529) 77.1 (185) 79.8 (182) 77.5 (162) 0.745
Past year economic IPV 47.2 (315) 52.4 (142) 46.1 (101) 40.5 (72) 0.044 52.4 (355) 54.2 (130) 53.1 (121) 49.8 (104) 0.631
Transactional sex casual partner past
year

56.6 (367) 65.1 (170) 50.7 (108) 51.2 (89) 0.002 40.6 (275) 37.5 (90) 39.9 (91) 45.0 (94) 0.263

Condom use consistency (always, past
year)

33.6 (218) 33.0 (86) 34.7 (74) 33.3 (58) 0.915 25.6 (151) 25.6 (52) 27.8 (57) 23.8 (42) 0.569

Modern contraceptive use xx xx xx xx xx 68.5 (457) 63.2 (151) 70.0 (156) 73.2 (150) 0.066

Note: p-values for continuous variables: *p < 0.1; **p < 0.05; ***p < 0.01 with comparison to “low hope”.
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and adjusted (aOR1.57, 1.04–2.37) analyses (Table 2). In
both sets of sensitivity analyses there were no meaning-
ful differences to the main results (Supplementary
Tables 1 and 2).

Men

We recruited 674 men. Among men half (52.0%) were
aged 20–24, and a third (37.3%) aged 25–30. Men
reported low levels of education, with only a third
(30.8%) having completed high school, and food inse-
curity was common (24.7% high; 56/8% medium;
18.4% low). Almost half (48.2%) reported depressive
symptoms (Table 1).

In terms of hope scores: 40.6% had low, 32.8% med-
ium, and a quarter (26.7%) high levels, with mean scores
and ranges reported in Table 1. Men reported high
levels of HIV-risk behaviours. Over half (56.6%)
reported transactional sex in the past year with a casual
partner, and limited condom use consistency in the past
year (33.6%). Men’s perpetration of IPV against their
partners was high (Table 1).

Descriptively, a higher proportion of those with high
hope levels had completed high school (32.0%), com-
pared to those with low hope levels (13.5%). Low levels
of hope were descriptively associated with higher risk
behaviour, specifically transactional sex, and per-
petration of emotional IPV, physical and/or sexual
IPV, and economic IPV, compared to medium, and
high levels of hope (Table 1).

In adjusted analyses for men (Table 2), compared to
those with low levels of hope, men with medium levels
of hope reported less physical and/or sexual IPV
(aOR0.55, 0.38–0.81), emotional IPV (aOR0.54, 0.36–
0.80) and less transactional sex (aOR0.57, 0.38–0.84).
While those with high levels of hope, compared to low
levels, reported less physical and/or sexual IPV
(aOR0.38, 0.25–0.57), emotional IPV (aOR0.62, 0.41–
0.94), economic IPV (aOR0.62, 0.41–0.95) and transac-
tional sex (aOR0.57, 0.39–0.86). Sensitivity analyses
showed no significant differences to these relationships
(Supplementary Tables 1 and 2).

Discussion

Among a group of young people who had self-selected
into an intervention trial, who lived in contexts charac-
terised by high levels of poverty, limited government
support and widespread community and inter-personal
violence, there was variation in the relationship between
the construct of hope as captured by the Snyder Hope
Scale, and HIV-risk and IPV experiences for both
women and men. For women, hope was only associatedTa
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with “modern contraceptive” use, but no other beha-
viours/experiences, while for men there was a consistent
association whereby higher levels of hope were associ-
ated with reduced HIV-risk behaviours, and IPV
perpetration.

Descriptively, while mean scores for hope were simi-
lar for women and men, more men than women (40.6%
compared to 35.5%) were in the lowest tertile for hope
and the reverse was seen for high levels of hope. This
potentially suggests men see the world in less positive
ways.

For men, the data supported the hypothesis that
those with greater levels of hope had fewer HIV-risk
behaviours, specifically less transactional sex, and
reduced IPV perpetration. Qualitative and quantitative
research on men’s perpetration of IPV and transactional
sex suggests these behaviours are part of how men con-
struct their masculinities (Gibbs et al., 2014), and these
masculinities emerge at the intersection of poverty, gen-
der inequalities, and experiences of trauma (Bourgois,
2002; Gibbs et al., 2019). In the present analysis, after
controlling for many of these variables, higher levels
of hope remained associated with a reduction in IPV
and transactional sex, suggesting that hope may be an
important factor in understanding individual level
agency and response to wider structural contexts, and
how these structural contexts shape HIV-risk behaviour
and IPV perpetration. If this is the case the Snyder Hope
Scale does appear to capture some aspect of positive
future orientation and a way to understand variation
in different individual’s responses to a broader struc-
tural context. Thus it may be that there is an indication
that, for men, hope as measured here can be considered
as an outcome variable for interventions tackling struc-
tural constraints such as gender attitudes, poverty, and
more widely improving opportunities (Bernays et al.,
2007).

There was no association for men between hope
scores and consistent condom use in the past year. Con-
dom use is shaped by questions of trust and intimacy
between partners (Bauman & Berman, 2005) and pre-
vious studies suggest that the relationship type shapes
condom use, more established relationships including
higher trust making condom use less likely (Bauman
& Berman, 2005). As we assessed an overall measure
of condom use in the past year, we cannot be sure
what types of sexual relationships men were reporting.

Among women the only association between hope
and HIV-risk behaviour or experience of IPV was
with modern contraceptive use. One explanation is
that the other HIV-risk behaviours assessed in this
study were primarily those where women had limited
control as they were substantially driven either by

poverty, such as transactional sex (Dunkle et al., 2004;
Zembe et al., 2013), or else men’s behaviours (particu-
larly IPV). “Modern contraceptives” are potentially pri-
marily a woman’s decision in these contexts and may
give women some autonomy, especially if they are
using covert methods (Gibbs & Hatcher, 2020). If this
is the case, hope can only be used to capture the
relationship between structural contexts and behaviours
where people have agency to affect the behaviour. In this
situation, the HIV-risk behaviours which women
reported were those over which they had little individual
agency.

Another explanation for the lack of association is that
the Snyder Hope Scale may well be inadequate to
measure hope in this context, particularly it might not
be equally appropriate for women. Initial pilot testing
found women and men understood the scale, but in
the study many people reported the highest scores.
This is similar to a recent study using the Snyder
Hope scale among women in Tanzania, which found
scores highly skewed towards respondents being very
hopeful and concluded the scale may not function in
this population in the same way as it did in the US (Han-
sen et al., 2020). Furthermore, two recent qualitative
studies of hope, conducted after the data were collected
for this study, found the Snyder scale’s orientation did
not resonate with South African’s conceptualization of
future orientation, and hope (Abler et al., 2017; Des-
mond et al., 2019). As such, while people may under-
stand the questions asked, these may not reflect local
understandings of hope, suggesting that within specific
and local structural constraints, hope has particular
manifestations, rather than having universal properties.
Further work on scale properties and local adaptations
is clearly required, probably requiring concentrated pre-
paratory ethnographic investigation.

This study has a number of limitations: data were
cross-sectional and the variables could have a bidirec-
tional relationship; in the primary analysis we used
hope as a tertile, as it was non-normally distributed;
while we did sensitivity analyses which confirmed the
findings, it suggests the scale may not have functioned
as anticipated; the sample was limited to a narrow
group of out-of-school people aged 18–30 and is thus
not representative of the South African population,
but this could also limit variability in responses.

Conclusion

In this sample of young South Africans living in urban
informal settlements higher levels of hope among men
were associated with less IPV perpetration and less
transactional sex, but higher levels of hope were only

6 A. GIBBS ET AL.



associated with “modern contraceptive” use for women,
but not with HIV-risk behaviours/experiences. Typi-
cally, men have slightly greater agency and economic
and social power in these settings (though still highly
constrained) and hope potentially captured a pathway
between an individual’s structural context and their
HIV-risk behaviour. However, given the overall lack
of association for women, it appears that the Snyder
Hope Scale does not adequately capture localised mani-
festations of hope in these contexts. Development of a
locally appropriate form of hope scale will be important
to capture how individual’s respond to socio-economic
structures.

Acknowledgements

The authors would like to thank the participants who gener-
ously provided their information and time, the fieldwork
teams who collected the data in challenging circumstances,
and the wider research team involved in the original project.

Disclosure statement

No potential conflict of interest was reported by the author(s).

Funding

AG: funding for initial study was received from the DFID
funded programme, What Works to Prevent Violence Against
Women and Girls? Global Programme. Funding for this
analysis was through the UKRI Global Challenges Research
Fund, Context and Health Grant (MR/T029803/1). Funding
was managed by the South African Medical Research Council.

Data availability statement

Data are freely available in a public, open-access repository.
De-identified data sets for the project are available from
http://medat.samrc.ac.za/index.php/catalog/WW managed
by the South African Medical Research Council.

ORCID

Andrew Gibbs http://orcid.org/0000-0003-2812-5377
Tony Barnett http://orcid.org/0000-0001-9399-9607
Maryam Shahmanesh http://orcid.org/0000-0001-7129-
8535
Janet Seeley http://orcid.org/0000-0002-0583-5272

References

Abler, L., Hill, L., Maman, S., DeVellis, R., Twine, R., Kahn,
K., MacPhail, C., & Pettifor, A. (2017). Hope matters:
Developing and validating a measure of future expectations
among young women in a high HIV prevalence setting in

rural South Africa (HPTN 068). AIDS and Behavior, 21
(7), 2156–2166. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10461-016-1523-6

Barnett, T., Seeley, J., Levin, J., & Katongole, J. (2015). Hope:
A new approach to understanding structural factors in HIV
acquisition. Global Public Health, 10(4), 417–437. https://
doi.org/10.1080/17441692.2015.1007154

Barnett, T., &Weston, M. (2008). Wealth, health, HIV and the
economics of hope. Aids (London, England), 22(S2), S27–
S34. https://doi.org/10.1097/01.aids.0000327434.28538.51

Bauman, L. J., & Berman, R. (2005). Adolescent relationships
and condom use: Trust, love and commitment. AIDS and
Behavior, 9(2), 211–222. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10461-
005-3902-2

Bernays, S., Rhodes, T., & Barnett, T. (2007). Hope: A new
way to look at the HIV epidemic. Aids (London,
England), 21(Suppl 5), S5–S11. https://doi.org/10.1097/01.
aids.0000298097.64237.4b

Bourdieu, P. (2007). Outline of a theory of practice. Duke
University Press.

Bourgois, P. (2002). In search of respect: Selling crack in El
Barrio. Cambridge University Press.

Boyce, G. (2013). The relationship between perceptions of
racial identity, hope and educational aspirations amongst
young people in South Africa. University of KwaZulu-Natal.

Bryant, J., & Ellard, J. (2015). Hope as a form of agency in the
future thinking of disenfranchised young people. Journal of
Youth Studies, 18(4), 485–499. https://doi.org/10.1080/
13676261.2014.992310

Coates, J., Swindale, A., & Bilinsky, P. (2007). Household Food
Insecurity Access Scale (HFIAS) for measurement of food
access: Indicator guide. Food and Nutrition Technical
Assistance Project, Academy for Educational Development.

Desmond, C. (2019). The role of corrosive internalisation and
denial of responsibility in stabilising inequality in South
Africa. Development Southern Africa, 36(6), 735–750.
https://doi.org/10.1080/0376835X.2019.1674637

Desmond, C., Seeley, J., Groenewald, C., Ngwenya, N., Rich,
K., & Barnett, T. (2019). Interpreting social determinants:
Emergent properties and adolescent risk behaviour. PLoS
One, 14(12), e0226241. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.
pone.0226241

Dunkle, K., Jewkes, R., Brown, H. C., Gray, G. E., McIntryre, J.
A., & Harlow, S. D. (2004). Transactional sex among
women in Soweto, South Africa: Prevalence, risk factors
and association with HIV infection. Social Science &
Medicine (1982), 59(8), 1581–1592. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.socscimed.2004.02.003

Garcia-Moreno, C., Jansen, H. A. F. M., Ellsberg, M., Heise, L.,
Watts, C. H., & Wo, W. M.-C. S. (2006). Prevalence of inti-
mate partner violence: Findings from the WHO multi-
country study on women’s health and domestic violence.
Lancet, 368(9543), 1260–1269. https://doi.org/10.1016/
S0140-6736(06)69523-8

Gibbs, A., & Hatcher, A. (2020). Covert family planning as a
symbol of agency for young, married women.
EClinicalMedicine, 23, 100393, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
eclinm.2020.100393

Gibbs, A., Hatcher, A., Jewkes, R., Sikweyiya, Y., Washington,
L., Dunkle, K., Magni, S., Peacock, D., Khumalo, M., &
Christofides, N. (2019). Associations between lifetime trau-
matic experiences and HIV-risk behaviors among young
Men living in informal settlements in South Africa:

AIDS CARE 7

http://medat.samrc.ac.za/index.php/catalog/WW
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-2812-5377
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-9399-9607
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-7129-8535
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-7129-8535
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-0583-5272
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10461-016-1523-6
https://doi.org/10.1080/17441692.2015.1007154
https://doi.org/10.1080/17441692.2015.1007154
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.aids.0000327434.28538.51
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10461-005-3902-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10461-005-3902-2
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.aids.0000298097.64237.4b
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.aids.0000298097.64237.4b
https://doi.org/10.1080/13676261.2014.992310
https://doi.org/10.1080/13676261.2014.992310
https://doi.org/10.1080/0376835X.2019.1674637
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0226241
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0226241
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2004.02.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2004.02.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(06)69523-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(06)69523-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eclinm.2020.100393
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eclinm.2020.100393


A cross-sectional analysis and structural equation
model. JAIDS Journal of Acquired Immune Deficiency
Syndromes, 81(2), 193–201. https://doi.org/10.1097/QAI.
0000000000002010

Gibbs, A., Reddy, T., Dunkle, K., & Jewkes, R. (2020). HIV-
Prevalence in South Africa by settlement type: A repeat
population-based cross-sectional analysis of men and
women. PLoS One, 15(3), e0230105. https://doi.org/10.
1371/journal.pone.0230105

Gibbs, A., Sikweyiya, Y., & Jewkes, R. (2014). “Men value their
dignity”: securing respect and identity construction in
urban informal settlements in South Africa. Global Health
Action, 7(1), 1–10. https://doi.org/10.3402/gha.v7.23676

Gibbs, A., Washington, L., Willan, S., Ntini, N., Khumalo, T.,
Mbatha, N., Sikweyiya, Y., Shai, N., Chirwa, E., & Strauss,
M. (2017). The stepping stones and creating futures inter-
vention to prevent intimate partner violence and HIV-
risk behaviours in Durban, South Africa: Study protocol
for a cluster randomized control trial, and baseline charac-
teristics. BMC Public Health, 17(1), 1–15. https://doi.org/
10.1186/s12889-017-4223-x

Habitat, U., & UNAIDS. (2015). Ending the AIDS Epidemic:
The advantage of cities. United Nations Human
Settlements Programme. https://www.unaids.org/en/
resources/documents/2015/20150918_Ending_urban_
AIDS_epidemic_en.

Hansen, C. H., Lees, S., Kapiga, S., Seeley, J., & Barnett, T.
(2020). Measuring hope amongst Tanzanian women who
participate in microfinance: An evaluation of the Snyder
Hope Scale. Global Public Health, 15(3), 402–413. https://
doi.org/10.1080/17441692.2019.1682027

Hill, L.M., Abler, L.,Maman, S., Twine, R., Kahn,K.,MacPhail,
C., & Pettifor, A. (2018). Hope, the household environment,
and sexual risk behaviors among young women in rural
South Africa (HPTN 068). AIDS and Behavior, 22(6),
1908–1918. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10461-017-1945-9

Jewkes, R., Nduna, M., Levin, J., Jama, N., Dunkle, K.,
Khuzwayo, N., Koss, M., Puren, A., Wood, K., &
Duvvury, N. (2006). A cluster randomized-controlled trial
to determine the effectiveness of stepping stones in

preventing HIV infections and promoting safer sexual
behaviour amongst youth in the rural Eastern Cape,
South Africa: Trial design, methods and baseline findings.
Tropical Medicine & International Health, 11(1), 3–16.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3156.2005.01530.x

Lakoff, G., & Johnson, M. (2008). Metaphors we live by.
University of Chicago Press.

Lane, S. D., Rubinstein, R. A., Keefe, R. H., Webster, N.,
Cibula, D. A., Rosenthal, A., & Dowdell, J. (2004).
Structural violence and racial disparity in HIV trans-
mission. Journal of Health Care for the Poor and
Underserved, 15(3), 319–335. https://doi.org/10.1353/hpu.
2004.0043

Pulerwitz, J., Gortmaker, S. L., & DeJong, W. (2000).
Measuring sexual relationship power in HIV/STD research.
Sex Roles, 42(7), 637–660. https://doi.org/10.1023/
A:1007051506972

Radloff, L. S. (1977). The CES-D scale a self-report depression
scale for research in the general population. Applied
Psychological Measurement, 1(3), 385–401. https://doi.org/
10.1177/014662167700100306

Scioli, A., MacNeil, S., Partridge, V., Tinker, E., & Hawkins, E.
(2012). Hope, HIV and health: A prospective study. AIDS
Care, 24(2), 149–156. https://doi.org/10.1080/09540121.
2011.597943

Snyder, C. R., Sympson, S. C., Ybasco, F. C., Borders, T. F.,
Babyak, M. A., & Higgins, R. L. (1996). Development and
validation of the State Hope Scale. Journal of Personality
and Social Psychology, 70(2), 321–335. https://doi.org/10.
1037/0022-3514.70.2.321

Wilson, D., & Carston, R. (2006). Metaphor, relevance and the
‘emergent property’ issue. Mind & Language, 21(3), 404–
433. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-0017.2006.00284.x

Zembe, Y. Z., Townsend, L., Thorson, A., Ekström, A. M.,
Naidoo, R., Johnson, K., Muhihi, A., Gimbi, D., Njelekela,
M., & Shemaghembe, E. (2013). Money talks, bullshit
walks” interrogating notions of consumption and survival
sex among young women engaging in transactional sex in
post-apartheid South Africa: A qualitative enquiry. Glob
Health, 9(1), 28. https://doi.org/10.1186/1744-8603-9-28

8 A. GIBBS ET AL.

https://doi.org/10.1097/QAI.0000000000002010
https://doi.org/10.1097/QAI.0000000000002010
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0230105
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0230105
https://doi.org/10.3402/gha.v7.23676
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-017-4223-x
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-017-4223-x
https://www.unaids.org/en/resources/documents/2015/20150918_Ending_urban_AIDS_epidemic_en
https://www.unaids.org/en/resources/documents/2015/20150918_Ending_urban_AIDS_epidemic_en
https://www.unaids.org/en/resources/documents/2015/20150918_Ending_urban_AIDS_epidemic_en
https://doi.org/10.1080/17441692.2019.1682027
https://doi.org/10.1080/17441692.2019.1682027
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10461-017-1945-9
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3156.2005.01530.x
https://doi.org/10.1353/hpu.2004.0043
https://doi.org/10.1353/hpu.2004.0043
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1007051506972
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1007051506972
https://doi.org/10.1177/014662167700100306
https://doi.org/10.1177/014662167700100306
https://doi.org/10.1080/09540121.2011.597943
https://doi.org/10.1080/09540121.2011.597943
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.70.2.321
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.70.2.321
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-0017.2006.00284.x
https://doi.org/10.1186/1744-8603-9-28

	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Ethical approval
	Data
	Measures
	Statistical analyses

	Results
	Women
	Men

	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	Disclosure statement
	Data availability statement
	ORCID
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles false
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile ()
  /CalRGBProfile (Adobe RGB \0501998\051)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings false
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.90
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.90
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 300
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects true
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /ENU ()
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [595.245 841.846]
>> setpagedevice


