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et’s face it, condoms are a worry!
The humble latex prophylactic has
the eyes of the world on it as never
before. Society expects it to carry
much of the modern burden of contra-
cepuon plus protecuon agamst sexually
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dom,jwnh ‘the: -purpose? ? of *locating
,f poor:zquality¥ mbber*candr"locahsed

ﬂaws. .The» freedom:from ‘holes i test

«,:"placed on’condoms dunng use..Does‘ +gent’ limitston’ ‘what‘can and. cannot -,

transmitted diseases, including AIDS.
Was the condom ever designed to be
perfect? We have high expectauons of
the product — but there is also much
folklore about its failures. Can we trust
the condom?
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should"form : part“of the Standard
Concern'is’ ‘also’ expressed over sam
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-and ‘the: appropnate size'of. sample
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ual rbatches may ‘contain ‘as’ many was
100: 000't04300 000: condoms.How
many should be’ testcd'—'to destruc
tion —"before ‘the ‘community can be
satisfied the partxcular batch has been:
made to'the’ hxghest quahty?

Storage is‘also’emerging as‘an im-
portant issue, It’s ong thmg to make a
good* condom, 'but ;poor “storage " or :
handlmg.. can® senously iweaken the 5
latex. . Thereshould: be a program ‘0
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A team of researchers in Sydney is
testing condoms and the effectiveness of
Standards in this area, partly funded by
the Australian Consumers’ Association.
In this issue we bring you the results of
the first part of the study, which tested
condoms to the Australian Standard. Al-
together more than 13 000 individual
condoms were tested.

The important finding which
emerged is that there is a relationship
between the strength of a condom and
its thinness. When we last reported on
condoms (CHOICE, July 1987) the con-
nection had not been substantiated by
research. A serious question mark now
hangs over condoms which are extra-

The report shows:

a The thinnest condoms have a higher
risk of failing the Australian 3tandard
(inflation test). Only one of the six
thinnest condom product lines passed -
the Standard tests (SKIN LESS SKIN
Neroa) and it has since been recalled
after another sample failed Common-
wealth Government testing.

1 Only one condom product line which
has average or thick walls failed the
Standard inflation test.

In both cases there were individual
condoms which either passed or failed
the Standard tests, as the case may be.
However, the Standard assesses the



