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This Australian standard was prepared by Committee CS/9, Contraceptive Devices. 
It was approved on behalf of the Council of the Standards Association of Australia 
on 26 November 1985 and published on 2 December 1985.

The following interests are represented on Committee CS/9: 
Australian Federation of Consumer Organizations 
Canberra Consumers Inc.
Confederation of Australian Industry 
Department of Health (Commonwealth)
National Biological Standards Laboratory
Royal Australian College of General Practitioners
Royal Australian College of Obstetricians and Gynaecologists
State Departments of Health
The Australian Federation of Family Planning Associations

Review of Australian Standards. To keep abreast of progress in industry, A ustralian standards are subject 
to periodic review and are kept up-to-date by the issue of amendments or new editions as necessary. It 
is important therefore that standards users ensure that they are in possession of the latest edition, and 
any amendments thereto.
Full details of all SAA publications will be found in the Catalogue of SAA Publications; this information 
is supplemented each month by SAA's journal ‘The Australian Standard’, which subscribing members 
receive, and which gives details of new publications, new editions and amendments, and of withdrawn 
standards.
Suggestions for improvements to Australian standards, addressed to the head office of the Association, 
are welcomed. Notification of any inaccuracy or ambiguity found in an Australian standard should be 
made without delay in order that the matter may be investigated and appropriate action taken.
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L
et’s face it, condoms arc 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 modem burden of contra­
ception plus protection against sexually

transmitted diseases, including AIDS. 
Was the condom ever designed to be 
perfect? We have high expectations of 
the product — but there is also much 
folklore about its failures. Can we trust 
the condom?
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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- 
necdon had not been substantiated by 
research. A serious question mark now 
hangs over condoms which are extra- 
thin.

The report shows:
a The thinnest condoms have a higher 
risk of failing the Australian Standard 
(inflation test). Only one of the six 
thinnest condom product lines passed 
the Standard tests (SKIN LESS SKIN 
Ncroa) and it has since been recalled 
after another sample failed Common­
wealth Government testing, 
a Only one condom product line which 
has average or thick walls failed the 
Standard infladon 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

42 — CHOICE, January 1989


