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Abstract. This qualu.n ivc xtudv t·xpl\lrt's rcuxon-, for heterosexual studc nts not 
u,ing condom, :1, a means of protection :1g:11nst HIV transmission. Twcntv sexually 
.rctive. hetero-evual l'niwrsit, "f Cape Tow11 (UCT) students (10 women and 10 
mc111. all of whurn had r e l auvc.v g()(>d knowledge about l l l V t r auvrnivvro n. 
par ticipate o in individual. e rni-vtructur e d interview, Data were first analvzed by 
method of ethnogr aphic content ana lvvi-, hut luuuauons of this approach lead to 
,he predominant use of a di-cu r-ivc aualv-,i-, Seven themes arc highlighted: 
negative att1ll!Jes 10 .... ar d-, coilll"m c..ndorn« seen primarily as contraceptives; 
pe r ce iv c d i nvulne r abiluv: stai,:e of r e l at iou-hip and condom use; gender-role 
expectations; gt'11dercd powo relauon-: and a new women-centred discourse of 
sex11a1Jt:, l-indim; pruvidc insight into gender differences i11 safer sex negotiation: 
the most significant being that women's real or perceived sense of powerlessness 
within sexual encounters prevent them from insisting on the use of condoms. 
l mpl.cation of these finding, for future prevention programmes are discussed. 

" .. be ing the type of lover who will assume several povition- ... and who moves 
around .. the; (condoms) become problematic ... " (Peter) 

lt\TRODUCTION. 
Research on condom mage ha, recently undergone a paradigm shift from the 
knowkdgc-attitude-helief-rractice (KABP) paradigm to a post-structuralist one. 
Central to thi change has been the realization that condoms are not neutral 
objc cts and that dec1,1ons about their use are perhaps not driven hy rational 
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reasoning alone. Rather condom use i, intimately linked tu ,uual constructions 01 
sexuality and gender as well as power r clation« opera1111g bc twce n individuals. 

As there i, no cure for Acquired l mmunodeficie ncv Svndro me (AIDS), nor a 
preventative vaccine. health education leading to hehJ\1oural change 1, argued 10 
he the 01111 wav 1ll reduce the spread of Human l mmunodcficie ncv \'1rus (HI\' 1. 

the virus th.u causc , AIDS (Aggktrin. 198(); Fishbein. !'!'HJ; (l'Kt:eitc. '\esselhot­ 
Kendell and Baum. 1990). In South Africa the HIV vir u-, i, pr e dominantlv a 
sexuallv-tr.msmiucd disease with rnung heterosexual women and men h:mng the 
highest HIV pr cvale nce rate (Strebel, l'Nl: Strebel and Pc r k e l. l'i'I!; Ahdool 
Karim, Abdool Karim, Pre sron-Whvtc & Sankar. !9<J2h. Kustncr Swanevelder S.: 
Van Midd!ckriop. l'llJ~). One n::1J<H emphasis nf cduc.n i.mal .:ind pr eve ntuu: 
carnpaiun. li;i, of 11cccssi1y then focussed on proper :ind con,iqent u-«. ot condom- 

Such prevention work ha, general II been infor mc.] h\ r csc ar ch c:,rrini 11·Jt v. 11h1n 
the KABP paradigm. Cc ntrul 10 ihi- paradigm 1, the assumpt1011 ,11 mdivrdua: 
rationality and causalitv (Ingham. Woodcock & Stenner. ]4<J2; Joffe. J<l9:la1 In 
terms of this view campaigns have relied pre dorm nantlv on 'he provision ()! 
information with the expectation that this will 1n itve lf lead 1" hd1a\'1our:il change. 

In South Africa. however. studies have shown that ;n spite ot ;, t.ur!v high t.kgree or 
knowledge regarding Ill\', /\IDS and condom-; there 1, a Im, m.ide nce of condom 
use and a widespread lack of feelings of personal susceptihilm 1 \1arhe\-s, Kuhn, 
Metcalf . Joubert & Cameron. 199(); Friedland. Junke lowu/. De· Beer. De Kink. 
Khoury. Cxivmundru. Padayachce ,\: Len. l')l/1; Str cbcl ,', l'cr kcl. l'Nl: ,\hdllol 
Karim ct ul , 1992h: Fl ishc r. 7.iervogel. Charlton. Leger,\: Robc nvo n. l'J'I:,; 
Gallowav ,\: Schccpcrs, 199:l ). Therefore. i1 i, apparent tha1 kn<ll, ledge: acquisiuon 
regarding the tr:msmission and pr evc nuon of 111\' 1s no guar:1ntc·e 1hat precautiom 
will be taken to avoid infection (O'Keeffe er al. J()()(); Strebel&: Perkel, J()()J; 

Perkel. l'N2). KABP studies ha\'l' further found a general dislike for rnndoms and 
strong peer pressure encouraging both voung females and male, to eng:.ige in 
condomle,, sexual intercm!r,e at a rnung age (Mathews ct al. ]<)()(): Fnc•dland er al, 
llJ91; Pres1,in-Whv1e cl:: Zondi. 14'11. Strehel and Perkd. ]'-NI: J\hd"nl Karim ct al. 
1992h: Prc,1m1-\\'hvtc· & Ccadin1a. ]')l)_,: \1:ikhaha. 1 <J()4) 

KABP '-tudics have hecn irnport:rnt in gauging 1hc knowkdge. 'rn1s-knov.kdge ... 
attitudes. beliefs, subjective norms. past behaviour and heharniurai intent1m1s of 
individuals. These studie, have ohv1ously provided valuahle rnforrnatinn which ha, 
heen useful in informing and directing AIDS educa11onal campaign,. llowner. J 
fundamental problem with KABP >tudics is their a'-Sumption ot ,ndiv1duai 
rationali1v .:ind linc:ir cau,alit1 (Ingham ,,1 a!. \<N2; Joffe. llJ'(h) :\, the studies 
outlined ah,ive h:t\l' ,hown. voung pcopk m:1v he well 1nf"rrned. b,:t till, d11e, n"'· 
necessarilv kad 10 the ad,,ption of s:,kr "-'' pr:1cticc,. 

As a rc,iilt. there h.:,, hn·11 :, ,hift 111 recent vear, to exploraton. qt:.:ilit:1!1ve ,tudies 
Informed 11\ p11st-,tructural1st, ,:1,cllur,L' anaht1c and '"c'1:rl repre,entauon, 
theoric,, this new 1licorc11cal clu,1er ha, JHi1nted to various 111terpersonal harrier, 
which render the i,,11e of condom-u,e more problematic than mnelv the 
posse"ion, it :tl'Cllfate k1rn\1 ledge or good intentions. 
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This l i tc r a tu r c has shr,,,n that individu.r}, q1\I link :\IDS vu l nc r ab i l itv with 
membership of sc xuallv deviant group, in <ocictv Thu, an1 suggest111n to one's 
partner regarding th,· n,:cd to use a condom in order to prevent 111\1 transmission 
is seen a, an insulting insinuation or an indication of one's <m·11 irnmorulitv (Miles. 
JQ92; Joftc. ]99.,a: Wiuht, 1<i<)_,)_ Reasr,n, for not discussing condom use arc then 
driven t->1 fr:n, that :1· ":xu:il opportunity might he lovt (Wight, J9<)J) Similurl. 
thr ouuh ·a <ele ct ive perception that r,nlv certain people get :\IDS, i ndividua ls 
perceive themselves to h,· invu lne r ah!c and feel that thcv can ide ntifv and avuid 
someone who has the virus Thev, therefore. do not use condoms because thev ,cc 
no need to (I ncham, Woodcock · & Stenner. I<)() I: (iold, Karmiloff-Smith, Skinner 
,'-: Mortor. l<J<J2: Osw:ilt ,'.: \1atscn. J<i'I'\: \\:ildll\, Kippax cl:: Crawford, J<J<J3) . 

.-\ further harrier to the ,uggotion of cr,ndom use IS that they are ,ec:1 prirnarill as 
a method of contraception and an 1ndt,·ct1vc and intrusive one at that. A, a result. 
they are often abandoned. particularlv in long term relationships, in favour of an 
a!t~rnativc method of contraception ((,old ct al, 1992; Stephenson, Brcakwcll & 
Fife-Schaw, J9l/J; Wight, 1993). Their continued uve once another form of 
contraception 1s used wrnild svrnbolize Lick ()f trust or infidelity (Abdool Karim ct 
al. J992b: Holland, Ramazanoglu, Scott, Sharpe and Thonr-on, l9'J2a: Maticka­ 
Tyndak, l 9'J2; .\1iles. l '1'12) 

A final and central r e a- o n for not di,cu,s1ng the issue of condom use in 
heterosexual relationship, is that this suggestion is discordant with certain gender­ 
role expectations, traditional beliefs, vested interests, constructions of appropriate 
and pleasurable sexual behaviour and gender power relations (Ho l l an d, 
Ramazanoglu, Scott, Sharpe & Thomson, l 990a, 1990b, I 99 I, I 992a, I 992b: 
Richardson. I 99(); Ingham et al, I 992). 

A series of qualitative studies carried out by Preston-Whyte and her colleagues 
(Abdool Karim, Abdool Karim, & Preston-Whyte, I 992a; Ahdool Karim et al, 
I 992b: Abdool Karim, Preston-Whyte & Abdool Karim, I 992c: Preston-Whyte & 
Gcadinja. l 993) have found similar harriers complicating the negotiation of 
condom use among young heterosexuals in South Africa. 

All the interpersonal barrier, mentioned above have been shown in the literature 
to affect adversely individuals' ability to interpret rationally and implement advice 
disseminated in AIDS education campaigns. It is apparent that young people are 
shaping the knowledge they receive into strategies. However, these strategies do 
not necessarily prevent III\' tr anvrnisvion. Knowledge transfer concerning 
transnu-sron and prevention i, obviouslv necessary hut this should not overshadow 
the need for skills transfer as well a, the need for challenging the dominant 
attitudes young people have regardin!' vcxualuy and the need for far reaching 
social change throughout sncietv. The aim of thi-, study i, to explore some of the 
reasons whv he ter osexual vtude nts do not uve condoms as a means of protection 
a g a mst HIV t r ansrm svio n and AIDS in order to inform AIDS prevention 
campaigns. The question of gender differentiation in negotiation of condom use is 
central to this research. 
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METHOD. 
Participants. 
Participants were twe ntv unmarried \ · nive r-itv of Cape Town r LCTJ <tude m- ( 1 n 
women and 10 men). all of whom defined themselves a, hctcro-exuals and had had 
penetrative ,cxu;i\ mtc rcour-.e. Thcv ranged in age from 1 <J to::>>-:. with a mean age 
of 22.S year, The students wer e from different fuculrie-, and study years ( 10 
undergraduate, a1Jd 10 postgraduates). The participants were either friends of the 
first author or icfcrrcd contacts. Participants wcr e sekcted using the criteria that 
they were h;1,·ir:g or had had peuctr.uivc sexual uue rcour-,e with a member of the 
opposite sex 

Procedure. 
The participants were all individu al}, intc rvic wc d The uuc r, IC\1> we r« semi­ 
structured and lasted between 20 nunutc-, and I huur-; The 111tc'rY1ew schedule. 
drawn up after fi"e pr e liminarv pilot uuc rview-, with other friends. w;is dcs1t'.ned to 
encourage participants to explore reason, tor not thllh' co ndum-. 

Individual iruervicw. with friend, a!1d their referral, was C:1(1't'r1 ;,, a method of 
data collection because of the: scn-iuvitv of the topic and the kvcl of trust and 
intimacy that was needed for i ndiv iduals to he able tu -hare their personal 
experiences. A central goal of research was to im·eqigate whether harriers to 
negotiating condom use are gender differentiated. and, thcrc ior e. both men and 
women were interviewed. 

The interviews were all taped with the par ticip am«' knowledge and consent. 
Ethnographic content analysis (Althcidc. J<Jt-17) was iniu.rllv chosen to analvze the 
data. This approach allowed for svstematic and analviic analvsi. of the interviews 
without being rigid. On listening to the tapes. categone, were drawn up and the 
individuals' responses coded according to these catcgones. This allO\\ed for the 
inclusion of nc«: themes as thev emerged in the diffc re nt interviews. Categories 
were not mutu.rllv exclusive. The number of times a person mentioned a certain 
point was not recorded. Statements of particular interest were joncd down in order 
to supplement thl' anticipated numeric analvsis. 

However. once all twe ntv interviews had been coded, the rnding she c: h:id become 
so long and included so mam categ11ries that we r e t>nl~ supported b, individual 
participant, th:n it wa-. unmanaccable to work with. Therefore. relevant care gone­ 
were collapsed into each other and catcgoriL'' with ve r , l i t t l e support w c r e 
excluded (Bre nnc r , Brown and Cantor, l 'll\S ). Male and female rc,pnnse, "ere 
tallied up and compared across each c.ucgorv 

However, t h i-, process was pr oblc ma uc From listening to the tapes. ;1 clear 
impression L'mngcd that for xo m c heterosexual women their gendn -.,;,, :1 

prominent b;1rrier to initiating condum use. But. when scanning throu~h the 
content analvs1s tahle. no significant gendn ditferenn.:, could he idcnt1t'1ed. Thi, 
was partlv due to there being too much individual var1ahilit:, for d11s method <>f 
analysis to pick 1q1 dominant trends. i\s Potter and \\'ethcrcli I Jll~-:') art!UC. content 
analysis through restriction and gr"ss c1terori1;1tion tends tu ,upprt's, account 
variahilitv. hir example, equal numbers of men and womt'n in this stud, claimL'd 
that condom, \\l'Jl' 1r1trus1vc 111 th:1t thn rcs11ltcd in "In, i1111m;1te" ,cxu:.il 
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intc r cour ,c. However. for ,,>me men, "k" nuimatc" was apparentlv svnonymous 
with a dc cr c a-,c in pleasure', whc rc as for some women condoms were "less 
intimate" because they u,uall1 resulted in an argument over their use. Thus, it is 
clear how 1n content analy,1.s through adopting broad categories, out of nccessitv, 
account var iahilitv i, suppressed 

A further :1nJ related probicm with ,:omcnt analysis is that language is treated as a 
transpurc nr medium, representative of some external, stable and enduring "truth" . 
. .\.s Hollway ( J'IWl) clairn-, content analysi,, in this way, imposes "consiste ncv" on 
accounts. Since content .inaly-,i-, t e nd-. to ,uppress account var iahilitv, neutralize 
texts and oh,curc inconvixt c ncicv. we· decided to adopt a more post-structuralist 
method uf analyxi-, However. occavion allv the findings from the content analysis 
are incorporated within the texl!Jal anal,,1s in order to contextualize the findings. 

Tapes were partially transcribed drawing on interesting and relevant sections (a 
judgement based on experience and theoretical reading). All names and places in 
the tats have been changed in order to ensure anonymity. No de t a il e d 
tran.,cription of lingui"1ic Ie a.ur c-, were attempted since this did not contribute 
further to analvsis. Where st'C'i'li:' :,r,· !illlittcd. within a single response, they art· 
indicatc.: hv three dots ( ... ) .in,: whcr.: ;1 large ,ecti!ln of th,· interview has been 
orniue d, the term [Sect1<Jn le n uutj i, u-e d tll ref:,·c, this. The dominant i"uc 
which c mc rge d in each tr:11hcr1hcd ,ection w.i-. l.rhc lle d (for example. "fear of 
losrng par tne r", ,.,n i, unpulvive", ct,) Thr.c coded transcriptions were then 
collapsed into broader theme, which then formed 3 structure for writing up of 
resulrs. Particular attention wa-, paid to en,uring that intra- and inter-relationships 
between themes •xa, car cfu llv .malvzcd Wherever possible, participants' own 
wor ds were uve d In this way, the rnocc,, of m te rpre t a t ro n 1s made explicit 
(Holland cl al, l1J92bJ. 

RESULTS A/1.D I>ISCUSSI01'i. 
K/1.0WLEDGE. 
In spite of the fact that rw formal knL,\1ledge test was carried out, it was apparent 
from the interview, that the level of knowledge of all the participants about 
HIV/ AIDS wa-, relatively high. The on!:, ;m:as of confusion seemed to concern the 
· window per iod" and whether 111\' couhl be tr anvrnitted through oral sex. 

HEHA \'IOlJR. 
The number of sexual partner, for the full sample ranged between I anJ 14. The 
sample', mean number of sexual partners was 4.S /4.7 for women and 4.) for men) 
Tweive of the partic1panh were currently involvetl in a serious sexual relationship 
(7 women and 5 men). Only 8 of the part1cipanh (4 women and 4 men) had used a 
condom the last time they had had penetrative sexual intercourse. Of these 8, five 
participants used a condom as well as some other form of contraception whereas 3 
of the women used only a condom, the expressed purpose being to prevent 
conception (that is, no other form of contraception was used). Of the participants 
who were involved in a serious relcttionship, only one used condoms as well as 
another method of contraception in his relationship. 

Seven of the participants ( 4 women and 3 men) had been for an /\IDS test. Onlv 2 
of these participants were in a serious relationship and in one of thdse 
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relationship, thc ir partner's Ill\ ,1atu, \,a, u11k11,m11 Ot the· ,111glc: parucrparu: 
who had bce n tor J\IDS tc-.t-, , our of the' had used a ,·,i11dom the las! time thn 
had penctr anvc sex with a person who had an unknown 111\' status. 

Only one male participant had pr eviouvlv be e n diagnosed as ha\lng a se xuall, 
transmitted disease (STD) 011c male who wa, involve d in ,1 -cr iou« r el.uionship 
reported th.u he had been unL1ithf1;I w Im partner on a number of occasions. Four 
women reported (or had the su-picion ! that their partner, lud been unfaithful to 
them durinj; their re lntionvhip. 0111\ one of these women had m,rnaged to insist on 
the use of condoms followin!-' these in>tances One woman reported having had 
unprotected sex with a married man. '\o one in the s.1mpk rcpurtnl mtr ave nou-, 
drug use. 

ATTITUDE TOWARDS COND0'\1S, 
Both men and women expressed :1 dislike' of co11d,l111,. \V"111c1: J1,'.iked condo m-, 
becau-.e thcv kit that the'\ ruu: th· :.11I111i,pherc ,rncl ti1:1t ,·,i1~cl,,11h r em.nd one that 
there are con-cquc nce-, of ,c.\ 

Ruth: "Yes, t hcv do, because vrn: ,1rc al! caught up with tl:c rn•>me·Jl\ and now vo.: 
have got t" st<lp and put the c,,nd,,m "11 ,l!lJ \OU hecnmc 1110:c ,1\,;1re' ,,f whuts 
actuallv goin,: 011 here and I can': ~ct it ,rn or "1111ctlrn1g like· that and the whule 
thing just hcc,,mes cmbarra-vuu; ,1ml c1>lllj'l.c.11cd ", vr iu J11,1 le," c 11 ou: 

Men, on th,· o:hn hand. di,lik,·cl :!1c::1 bc,:1u,c the'\ v c r c di,rn1H1\t' and drcr c.r-.cd 
the sensation ,i: a sn:u:tl npcr1cnce' .\lthuuf'h ,1111.>mcn r e port th:11 c'<>mlum, lead 
to a reduced ,c-11>:1 t .on of a scxu:1: C\l ie r rc ncc for the :n, b, it 11 men ,n,d \I omen fr It 
that the dt'l...'rc:1-l' 111 'l'!h:!Iinn w.i - ;._'rt...·::tL'r for mc r than tl ,r \\ · .rnc u 

Alan: "Oh detimtcly. Thn arc h1de<11:, ohjcct,. The-\ realh are \ef\ na,t\ Lmm, 
what do thn do'' They, urn111, dc,e'lhitizc unque'11,rnahh the'\ pre\Cl11 direct 
skin contact Thev pinch ... the,.-rc unccm1fortahk. Thcv're like screwing a plastic 
hag ... thev hunch up ... Thev com,· off ,rnd thcv do all m,11rncr ot thing, 1hat arc 
not conduci\,' to the ,eamless fulfil!111c::t ot pk,1>urc. 

Roth men am1 \1nme11 di,!1ked c•nHl•im, hcc1use thn 11ne le,, 111timate 11,mevcr. 
as mentioned ,.-:1rlin. the \1·,ird 1nt1nutc h:id gendn cliffcrent1.1tc>d crnrnot:1t1orh. 

PRl'\1ARY Pl Rl'OSF OF ('0 DO\IS, 
Many of the p.11ti,·1p:rnts see·nie·d 111 u,e' uind,ims m,irc f<ir the·:r C•l:ltraceptiw 
propt:rtic, than as a rne:111, <lf Ill\' prevention C1,11do111>. hm1c\-Cr, were nnt 
viewed as,, \l'IV dkctin· me·thnd of C(>11tr:1cql•i,i11 and hcc11:,c the'\ Jre ,fo!ikeJ. 
they are pftc:, :,hallll•inc·d in Li\·,.iur of :rn altcrn:1'.ive method «f contr:1ccpti()r1, 
such a, the pill <>r the inJe'ct1on. ( ·ond.,111, :ire then 1,nlv 1,sed when thev ,ire needed 
as a suppkmcntarv form of c<Hltracep11<ln, ,11,h a, :fa wurnan i, ,,nan :.ir.t:h11it1,, 
which interkrc·, with the e·!tic,c\ Ill rhe 11ill Ji, thi, saml'k \l!lh 1 \,llman and_. 
men used crn1d,i111s in additron t" :111,ithn fnr111 "' C<llltr:1ceptio11 the la,t time the\ 
had had penetr,1ti\'t' ,c 11al 1111,·rc»'.11" lh1"11!,'hout the 111ter\1n1s. m:1m ,it tlll' 
partrcip:mt,. p.11t1rnl:1rlv some "t the \<1i111c11. n111e·,,ed :, pcatl'r kar "''"\;\ L.i!ing 
pregnant tli:111 ~.cttin~ .-\IIJS. 



R111/i. TJ h,· vcrv worried (sc:x witho.ir :1 condom). But 1101 tor AIDS, fur getti11g 
pregnant !',;.,t fo~ AIDS at all, JUSt wurr ir«] about getti11g pregnant . ,. 

vi att , um111, at a time when v,>L1, vour e re adv to get more iru inuuc, vou 
ba-icnllv ask the quc-tiun. 'arc :,'(Ill proll'CteJ or Should We put SO!llc'thing on?' ... ·· 

Whe11 ec>nrn1e11t1ng u11 the behaviour of other student,, <,Yi of Ilic p:1rticipa11ts felt 
that -tudc nt-, we're u,i11~ co11d.,m, t" prevent pregnancy rather than to prevent 
111\' .·\IDS. The re:1,.,11 uivcn for tins \1a, that amhody could fall (or get so111e"11c) 
prcg11a11t whcr cu-, onl\ c~rt:11n people were like Iv· 10 get AIDS. l'regn:rncy was also 
xcc n tu ha,e 11101,· i111111nl1ate ,011'eq11,·11c,·, tor <Jill'', lite th:111 i\l!)S. 

S1~nifica11th 111,1re men th:111 w,1111e1;, however. kit that cnndom-, were beuu; u,ed 
i,\~ sa:cknt,· f11r r:1c du;il purpose of preventing pregnancy and 111\'/:\l[)S (X ~ 
,.(12h. df ~. p < 11. l ). Als», a l;1rge 1111111her of me n expres,cd a real cunccrn 
:d,.,ut he,·1H11111g HIV i''"'tive 

l/;,,111w PctriLcJ ol .·\l[)S. I k11"" I a111. A11d I know th.n for ccn:1111. .·\ml I 
also .:n,m a whole hu11ch of rm fr.e nd- are also petrified .,f 1\l[)S . -vnd th:ct\, 
that\ one of the major re:i,011s wh. th,·v arc ming comlom,. li111111, even in ,te:1d\ 
relationship,. "'"· 11<> cc r r a i ntv that, a, such. vo u r partner 1, 11<>!, u111n1, l l l v' 
p()<,Jt!\e. 

PERCEIVED 1 '-\TL\'ERAHI LIT\'. 
"It won't happen to me", 
Eighteen of the -amplc ,,f ::'() identified the attitude "it won't happen to me as a 
m:,;"r har rie r t,, -tudc nt-. using cond11111, a, a mc a n-, of protcct1<JJl aga111s: Hl v 
mfc cu..n. lit tc cn p.ir ucrp.uu- l'I '.111111c11 :ind 1, men) ratcJ t!1c11 vulncrahil1ty to 
Hl v' ;11:~ecti<JJ1 :1, mild.::' 111:tlcs p:1rti,ip:1111, rated 11 ;1s n1<>der:1te anti., part1c1p:1111s 
( 1 wo111:rn anti::' 111c111 ,;1w their vul11e1:1hilit:, a, high. T\\11 p:1rticipa11ts cla1111eJ 
that the\ h;1d previ,,u,ly engaged 111 high risk hch:i\wur :i11d were ··1ucky that thn 
haven't got it" 

/,11111: lt°II happen to other people, 11·, Just not going to happen to me ... Yoe 
don't want t11 think of plaving with Jeath. so you jmt put it in the hack of yom mind 
and f"r~et the u,nJ"m.·· 

John: '·Aggh, it', more like it won't happe11 to me ... you think that you the <rnc· that 
vou are with ... ohvimhly won't have AIDS. Umm. only people who go with umm 
ho<,ker, and urr that kind of thing "ill get AIDS. But like student, don't. umm the\ 
come from ,cho"I, they are frlJrn good homes . 

AIDS 1s an i11tect1mis di,case with full hlow11 AIDS being a terrrnnal disease. Thu,. 
hv being ahk to denv that "1t won't happc:n to me:". inJiviJuals arc abk to alleviate 
the potential arl\lety a"ociateJ with the poS\ihility of contracting IIIV (Archer, 
19k'J; l'erisel, Strebel & Joubert, ll/'11, Perkel, 1992; Joffe, l'l'J:laJ. Joffe ( l'i'J:la) 
argue, that individuals intcrpret AIDS 111format1on rne,sages through u11rnnsc1ous 
defrmive and 1deological tilter,. She identifies projection of r\lDS susceptihilitv 
<Jnt<J deviant ··1Jthers" a, a c1,rn111011 defc11se used hv individual\ to di,t:i11cc 
thenheive, from the d1,c;:se. · 
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The people or groups that this sample identified to he at greater risk than 
themselves are promiscuous people (55'ic ), less educated people ( ·Hl S, ), prostitutes 
(350c), intravenous drug users /30': i ). pe ople wh o don't u-.e condoms (25Sc). 
younger people (2'i1ii ). people in "the experimental ,tagc· (2U'; ). people ot lower 
class or income group (20'.:; ). health care worker, ( I~' i I and 1,omcn ( l~'.i ). 

The participants on the whole. thus. tv nde d to attribute n.c mbcr ch.p to "risk 
groups" (for example, pr o rruscuou- people, im r avcn..u-, drut' u-r rv) rather than 
engaging in "r iskv practices" a, making cen ain pcopk nu ir c vunc r ahlc to Ill\' 
transmission. 

"Gays and Blacks: The promiscuous other", 
While rccog1111111g that outgrouptnf tc11ck11c1 uc,ur, .,c1,is, .,,I 1ckn11•1c, 1 I ai!c: 
1981), p1n1ou, •n,·a1ch (C'lath ,\ \lut,·ilkr. l'ISt,: I i ilruu n, !'IS .. J<1l!e, it1tJ.~h1 ha-, 
found tll~tt 111dt\idt1~1h 11ftt·11 1dl·J1t11_\ h:;11.:k f)l'li1ik ~111i.. J :.2.1\, ,1'- !)cq1~' tih: t,ni:­ 
peoplc SIISll'J'lihk '" l l l v illil'Cci(•IL 1, 11,1, lei: th;,: ,:uue·11•, \s<lllili ;wt Ill' 

forthco1nillf \\11!1 tht'\l' ~(1c1~d rt·prl':-st'll!~1ti(ll1'. t'\l'I1 11 t'.;t·> \\Ct;__· llcll:. ~1:-- tt:cy 1u:1 

counter to thL' etho, (11 l'CI. 111.11 1,. 1,11,· w luch ,1q>i1,1n, ll<>ll-r,,cr,111. 11•.111-,c\!'111 
and non-homonh.ibr«. lwo quc,t1111, wcr c. ther ct.ire. mcluuc.: tr, P'Clhc 11:1cthcr 
the: p.uucip.nu. kit ih.u black st:,dc111, ,,ml f:,\ ,tt:Lll'llls wc:;c 11:.irc 1t:!nn,u,!c trr 
HIV i nfc c t.on t h a u t hc mvc lvc s. Thne' quc,t1on, r evc a le d i hat :'~ o! the 
participants t<:lt that hl:ick ,tmknts a, a group wcr c more vu.ncr.rb!« ;111d _:>,1r, ft'il 
that gay studcru-, :is ;1 group were more I ulne rable. 

The key re;1s()11, propo,ed h1r hlad, ,tudcnt, i1c11w lllllrc· \ulncr;1hk 1,.,, their 
suppllsed gre·:itn 11rorn1,,·u1t\', their s\\c1.1i 11u1·1:1, :ind their lc'll1n;1ncc 

Cat/iv (1ntcn,e·11cr)' "l)o vou think that rilack ,tu,1c11ts ,ire lll\\,C \Uincr:d1le th:111 
you?" 
Andrn1·: Proh:1hll', p. I don't h.11011, but J ;tSsumc I think that the·\ arc. ugh. more 
prom1scuou,. 11gh. k,, 1nformnl. So 1n that ,cn,c, p. 

Gay students, ,111 the other hand, were 11e11ed t,> he ,en ;:ware 01 the n,k. 1lt Ill\ 
infeclion. It w,1, 1athcr 1,,11cs re·lat111g tll their lik,t1lc. su;1f1,isnll1 rnhne·nt 111 tlw11 
choice of '-l'\L.il (lrlt.'lll~1tioi;, ih:.it put thl·n1 dt ~rl'~lil'; ri,k tll~1r1 the h,:!c:11"~'\L:~:'. 
partic1pa11h. 

Alan: " ... the p;nt1cular l1tcstyk ol, c,t g.11 rnen tc:11,h lll prorn1,cc11t1 and 111cred1hic 
msecuritv and 1mtahilitv within pcr,cin,d rclation-.h1p,. The, tend t(I ha1c a lot.;; 
hell of a lilt ol ,c,11,d partners, fl()\ ncL·t·-,s:1ril1 s1mult:meou,ll. but 1n th, c, ,ur,t· ot. 
of their sexual :ik Thn are a mmL' \Ulnc·rahk group. 

"I onl~ sleep with 'nice· people", 
Maticka-Tvnd;1k ( 1'1'12) and l'attC1!l I l'l'l"~I ;1q,uc· that hetc1,,s,·\tL1h. ,,, c,11l\ 
accepting th;1l part1nii,lf 1nd1v1duals ;ire r1,b and n,ll tha1 cert;,111 pra,,1ce, arc 
risky. hclic1e th.11 thn are ahk to ,111.c:k out ,1ml ickntifv s<1111e·hu,h .,111,, 1, Ill\' 
positive, de,p1k k11<rw111g that a per,011 "1th Ill\' due, not io11k ,1,k 

l'a11/: ". 
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irnag1rw, that on:v certain sort-, of peopk (Cathv: Mrnm) get AIDS ... l have been 
in the compar» of some girb, u111m. and there is something inside me th;1t sav», '110 
way. JU\! don't have anythim; !() do w it h ihem.' Urnru. and it is almost like vou 
almost know that something is wrong." 
Cm/;_1: "Lrnm, what is it about those girls''" 
Paul: "(.mr», l d()n·1 know, it is like It 1, an intuition, l don't know l can't explain 
it. 
Cathv. "ft i, not like their behaviour Ill' 11h:tt they say')" 
Paul: "Ju, it is a combination (lf a lot of things. tinv little subtle thin['.s. 

horn this extract. it is clear that some of the participants, and in particular some of 
the mc n, •elt t hcv had the :d1ilit1 !(> idcntitv and avoid people who are infected 
with I !IV. vle n, 1r1 p:,rticular. sc·i:1n to distinguish between "clean" women (HIV 
free) and "uncle-an" wome n (potcnti:11 earners of the Ill\' virus}. Dcscriptions of 
"clean" women and "unclean" women were. however. vague. "Clean" women are 
iden:1fied ll\ their clear, appe:1r 1r>cc. thcv are honest and thev have often just come 
out of a vcr iou. rel:t!io11,hip. w he rca-, :t "combination of a lot of things. tinv little 
subtle things" make a woman "u11c·le:111". "( 'lean" women are safe to "make love" w 
without a condom despite kno11ing nothing about their <e xua] historv or Ill\' 
,n,tus whereas "unclean" 11m11cn :ire rn hc r ;;l'oided or a cond11m is u.,ed. 

Waidhv ,·r al I ll/'l.,1 ximilar!v )1J11nd t lu-. ckar1/u1Klean dich.u omy 111 the AIDS 
discour-.e of vou!lt-! hL·tc·rmernal 111,·n. Thev argue that it creates an imaginary 
margin of ,afct.,_ :i cordon 1,111/r111r,· The speaker pl:iccs him (or her),clf in the 
centre a nu tiers wo m e n (()J m c n ) :11,:11 from the centre', whose presumed 
intecuou-ne», increase, a, thn :ire pl;rcnl further a11a1'. lr orn the discu-,sion. with 
Julian (bei,m ). which probe, ,1 hc-thn he and/or his partner ,rnuld go for an AIDS 
test helore thev had ,c,. it ;, app:1rc•nt that a number of vari;1hks are u,ed to 
"asse,, a person's risk of hc:ng Ill\' infecter!": rlllmber of partners (4 or more); 
t:,pe of partner, (have a dul]Jr>IIS background): being a member of any of the high 
risk c:.1tegories: a person who ··d"es r,()t mate among,t their ()Wn kind" (see quote 
heiowJ: and a person 11.ho is cv:1,in: a11out their background. The potential partner 
is n"t r.!irecth :i,ked ;1h•>111 thi:1r hacl-,pr,,und and once a susp1ci()t1, impression 1, 
made. thcv are either :11·rndcd. "trea1ed wrth extreme cauti()n" or condom, are used 
11, maintain di<;tancc. 

Cmh1·: "lJmm, could you Just explain what you mean hy high risk?" 
J11lfcm: "High risk as in multiple sexual partners as. urnm. rnultipk snual partner, 
with a dubious background .. he or she ha, gone out with someone who has a kind 
of verv long histor1 of being pl;1yhov ,!ash plavg1rl has probably had multiple 
sexual partners and is not particularlv d1,crirninat1r1g with thil,C sexual partners . 
That I would. umm. class1tv as a fa1r!v, umm, dangcrou, wa1 oi going around." 
Carh1 · "Ih rnultipk partners whar·_, .. 
Ju!iaw "A quantifiable number'.' Lmm. rt depend,. from my per,pcctive, I would 
,av five would he a lot. t:mm, two n•Jt part1cularly. Three not particularly. Umrn. 
hut four and five and above would he :.1 lot of partner,. At, at what point things do 
begin to get risky because then there is a straight exponential curve after that 
and the numher of people they have had ,ex with and on it goes, urnrn. If you are 
working with a incestuous group. urnm. where he goes out with that girl and, then 
he goes out with that girl, then she goes out with his hest friend and all the re,t of 
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it, that kind()! thing. Thcn 1<,u _lcCt. l 111111, then 10:1 get a !,mer r i-k c nvrr onme ru 
and a considerable a111011nt of inbreeding too. Umrn, hut that kind of thing. I don't 
regard as high risk. l 'm111, it dc pc nd-. urnrn, ho« rnanv soual poups people go 
through. l tmm. kind of people who don't mate amongst their kind. Lrnm. arc 
going to he again in lairlv high r i-k categories. Lrnrn. w her e thev ,lcO through a 
number of social circles and a number of groups and. umrn, again 1n each une 
increase the· chance. umrn. quite :1 l,11 of. umm, the P""ihil11i,:- "f hcl\11,g one of 
them a scxuallv trunsmiucd disea-.c. 
Cathv: "So wouk] 1·<1u di,russ number of partner, with vuur p.rr mcr betor e the two 
of you had sex?' 
JU/ia11: "Yes, prnhahlv talk ahuu t 11 Not dir c ct iv. Lrnm. then get an over all 
impression and then p1csum:1hlv pi,·k up whether the pcr,011·, e ithcr tr.ing t,> he 
evasive or. unun, directlv indicate, the , hav« been w uhm ii high risk c:1tegor1 of 
one type or another. umm, and it"' trc:.t with cxue me c:1ut1"n :dtn that.' 

In thi'.'I c xt rart. ~\ "11101 ;lii·.tic" lli,c(·,ur:--c cn1t·rgl·,. It !" ~u~gc,tcd ihat pl·npk wh(i 
have "multiple scxuiil purtnc r-" are "high r ivk :111d :is :1 re·,ult ihe , need t" he 
treated "with extreme cauuon" .\, Agglcton. 110111:rn,. \1oJsa. \\'at,on and Watnev 
(JCJSlJ) suggest. it is not the numhrr of p.u me r-, a pcr,011 In. hut th, kind oi sexual 
act> that occur be twrc u 111,1 lover- ih:u pl:,,·c, them ill r i-k uf inte cnon. Uh1·ioush, 
if a person h:1, a \arL!c n11111he·r ,,t ,nu,1! p11rtners and d1Jc, r111, ;1r:1Cticc s:ifcr ,ex 
with the,t' p:trtncrs, their ch:rn,·c "f 1:11e·c't1<lll incrc:1,c,. llowne·r. the ,·::;,·:a: tact,,r 
is not the numhn of se·xual partner,. hut rather the kind ot ,nuiil practice, th:it 
occur 11ithi:1 '.he,e relationship,. 

~rhe ··n1or~ili,til·'' di-.,((lllr\C i-. ~l ;'l'\t·:,c d1,l·1.H:r,c (l·(ilj(~iult. \l/lJ()j fr,_)n~ tL~l! v.!~;(\: 
llollwav ( J<l.'4) ha, 1,kntificd illld i:,helkd :Js the 'pcr111:"1,c" discourse In the 
"pcrn1is"i\·c· di~,l·our:-.l', huth \\l)::ct·:1 .. r1l! !lll'!l ~1r-.~, it'\1.t·d ~1, cn~d~in~ in "l'\ n1crcl~ 
for physic:ii J>k:isu:,· witlw11t ge·tt111g 111,,,i-.e·d 111 :1 rcl11tH111,h1p ill"llw:l\. ]IJ~.;I 111 
the other tl\l• d,11:1i11,1r1! d1,c1H1r,,, 11k1·1iti,·d h1 ll"ll,,:11 ( !<li-t 1. n:imch the· maic 
,ex drive" d1',<lll!St' illld the ha1c hold' d1sc<1ur,c. ,,omen :ire 111 no p1Js1t1m1 !II 
negotiate "l'\ :1· their sexu:dit1 is v1e'\1e·c! 11, either rn111n1sier:t ,ir cornplc111cnt:1r\ t11 
men's ,ex11ili:t1 (K1pp:1x. Crawford. \\:1idt11 ,'-: Bent,111. J<I\Ji1) Kip;1:1x 1'/ ,1/ (\tl<J11, 
argue that it h :i!ll\ 111 the "pern1i. ,1\,.-· ,11,1.:nLr..,c th~1: V,lHlk'r~ ;1rt· thcorct;,.:;:!l~ ab::..~ 
to ne·go11:1tl' 'l' ,11Kc thn h11n· e·qu11l 11,·rcss to the· ,uhjectin· jH>s1t1<ll1 ,,t se\Uill 
desire and :;r:...· 1..·()'hl'i..Jlll'lllly ~d,k :n l' :}11c-,, their 1..ic '.--ifL'"'· n1~1k:llf t!:L· '.'-Ug~c..,~l()Jl r)f 
C()ndom use c'i1,i<:r ll{)IICl'e·r. :;, lloll11i11 i 1'1~-t) ca11t1ons, ,ince t:endcr 
diffcrl'nt1a'.11,11 1n '-e'\U:1!1'.1 h:,, 1:,,1 undcr,:11ne· r:1J1cal tri,;:,t11rrLtt1,>n. the 
"permi;.s1l'c" d1.se<Hthl' 1, nddkd ,11th l'()!ltr11dictiun,. cspcciallv tor women. It 1, qill 
more ,ol'1:ilh :1l'n:pt:1hk !or 111,:n to ha,c a greater number ot ca,ual ,e.·ua1 

part1H.'f" tliitll 11·,1111e·11. As app111c11t 111 thl' :!110\c quote, 11()men who position 
them,el\n :is the s11h1cct of the "pn111i,,1,·e" di,c,1111,e rnn the ri,k of he·intc 
pejorat1H:il l""1t1011c·d 111 th, "111or;il1s:1e .. d1,ct111r,e' 11, 'high ri,k an,; 1·1e11cd a 
needing t" be· trc:1ted "with l' trcme ,·aut1on" 1'11esc derog:1tor1 co111wtat1on, 
discnurai:e· ,1,Hncn Imm jll»1tt!>ll111~·. 1h,·rnsel1e, 111 th,, d1,course' and. :i. :1 re,ul1. 
they are pu,hcd into p1is1t1011, wl1nc thn h:1,c tll depend on men t(> 1n1t1at<' afcr 
sex. 



Discourse or stigma. 
:-\ discour:.e of ,tigm.i 1n r,·latillrhhip !() AIDS i, di-cernablc. 

Peter: • ... the sort of stigmu of well you must use a condom because vou may have 
AIDS is a very, very big stigma to put on somebody, because it is implying a large 
amount of sexual pr orniscuitv and, thc rctor e. a partner might be reluctant to Jo so 

The selective perception that llnl, deviant "othcr-," will get :\IDS ha-, resulted in a 
divcou r-.c of st1glll;1 co mp l icat i nj; c<>mlo111 negfltiati,in. pa n icu lur lv for women 
(discu,sed later). Through sugges1ing that a partner should use a condom as a 
me.m-, of protection tr om Hl v, one· i, cu her questioning that pn,"11\ infectious 
statu, or suggesting th.u you 111ight h;1H' IIIV Because of an understanding that 
only deviant people have :\IPS. this is perceived a, insulting or indicative of an 
immor.i! past hist,in 

Through this discour-.«. however. mdividual- are able to define thc ir friends' and 
their own behaviour as ,ak 111 term- of who tht'v art' not. This occurs despite their 
behaviour b e i nu 110 d iffc r e nt trom i hc group ,if people t h c v arc ddin1ng 
the rnvclvex against. 

Thus. Julian (,cc earlier knl!thv quoit: J in al1c111a1111g bc t wc c n "moralistic" 
discourse and discourse of ,t1gma h able tll sc lcctivelv define people who have had 
mu lt ip!e partners as "high risk". That is. 1f a pc rxo n has had multiple sexual 
partner-, hut these have all hce n within one ("My") group then s/hc is not regarded 
as "high risk" Only when ;1 person goes "through a number of ('other") social 
circles" in terms of his/hc:r sexual r e lauon-Jup-, 1, s/he seen to he "high risk". Thus. 
the "moralistic" disnH1r,c 011lv applies to certain "others" (discoursc of stigma). 

:\ per-on who is 111 "rm ,oc1:.d circle could nor possihlv hc HIV intc cted as this 
would reduce the divt.mce be twe e n "me/my f ric nd-" and the dcviaut "others". 111 
this wav, AIDS would 110 longer ht' kept al a "controllable di-t.mcc" and Julian, for 
example. would h.ive to co nvidc r the pos,ibilitv that ht' too could get AIDS. 
Furthermore, by seeing AIDS as only belonging to deviant "milers", the implication 
is that if a potential partner i, familiar, ihev are saie. 

Carin·: "Did the STD influence future rclatiomhips'I" 
!'au/· Wei!, sort of half and half. Became the per,on I am thinking of after that 
when I met her we, we went to bed. The first time, I used a condom, 1 remember 
that. But I remember thereafter, I didn't and I hadn't really discussed and I didn't 
reallv know 1f she had HIV either. So it is a hit of an actual assumpt10n that 
because you have been with them once, then you sort of think, well now I know 
them ... so there aftnwards I wasn't as concerned. The STD didn't make me wrap 
up every time. 

For Paul, having sex with an unfamiliar woman made hn immediately familiar. 
Thus, she hecamt' somebody who could not have AIDS becau,c she was now 
"known". Condom,, therefore, did not need to he used. Issue, like previous sexual 
history then became irrelevant hecausc "havrng been" with that person made them 
a "nice person" who could. thus. not have AIDS . 
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Therefore. co m r ar v to KAl'B research predictions. people Jo not ratiunally 
interpret and implement information they receive. Rather they shape knowledge 
concerning IIIV and AIDS into strategics. These strategic, Jo not necessarily 
prevent IIIV transmission. Thus. it is, important that AIDS educators access the 
social representations of AIDS held hy target groups. It i, univ once the current 
social r e p rcve nt at i o nx that individuals and groups hold are known. that the 
anxieties. Icur-; prejudices and stneot\pes that thev susi.un cm he modified and 
dealt with (Moscovic], 1981: :\ggkton.el al, 19/N: Paez. Echcbar n a. Valencia. 
Romo, San Juan & Vergara. 199 I). 

STAGE OF RELATIO:-.SHIP. 
Some women considcr e d it more difficult to initiate condom use Ill casual 
relationship, than in a long term relationship. because in casual relationships the 
space haJ not been created for equal negoriarion or there was not vet enough trust 
in such delicate matters. l lowcvc r. tor the major n , ,,f p.rr ucip.mt-; long-term 
re lationshin-, presented greater prohlcms for condom-use. par ucular lv if condoms 
were not pa rt of the Ir pr n 1, HI, r nut In e. C n 11 d il 111, are , ,t t c 11 cons Ider e d 
inappropriate and are r ap id l , ab.mdo ne d 111 tavou r ll! a le,, uuruvrve , more 
effective met hods of corur acc puon. Abandoning condom, tr e que nt}, seems to 
symboliz« t ha t relationships huv c become <c r ious. mc a mncful. trusting and 
committed 

Lynn: "I mean I haven't used them in long-term rc lationvhip-; umm, having been 
on the pill and ha,·ing trusted m, partner. Umrn. it i, almost something mu want tu 
do for each other then. a sort of commnrnc nt. And It 1s a trust issue. umrn . 

Christopher. 1t all depends. it 1t. vou see. sex 1s tun, it\ like 1t\ casual and It 
doesn't really matter you are ju-t out for the hang. But 1f 1t 1s like with your 
partner, obviously, you want a more meaningful thing. ja." 

Therefore. when another form of contraception is used. to continue using 
condoms, or suggest this. is consider cd an indication that one is questioning the 
faithfulness of one's partner or oneself. 

Andrew: "If the guy suddenly savs no he wants to use a condom well maybe the girl 
thinks he's been messing around and 1s worried. Ia, or if she insist» on usin]; one. It 
is the same thing. I would be suspicious." 

Because ot the discourse of stigma. to suggest the re-use of condoms within a long­ 
term r e lurionship. even if one is doubting the faithfulness of one's partner, is 
considered diff i cu l t because t h i-, suggestion is seen to vio lat e all that the 
relationship stands for, that is. love. trust and commitment. 

Judv: "Umrn. he is in Joburg and I am here and according to me. a ,·e~ negative 
view, but all men fool around. So I know he has got lots of girlfriends. So I don't 
want to take the chance of getting AIDS and we have big fights about it became I 
say vou hav« !c•lt to use a condom and he ,ays. 'but vou love me. don't \OU trust 
me?" 



GE'iDER-ROLE E\l'E( TA TIO'iS. 
"Real men don't wear condoms". 
In the "male sex drive" discourse idrntilied In llollway ( ll/84), me n'x sexuality is 
viewed as bei n]; driven hv biological nccc,,ity, and a dc,irc that is irrational and 
overwhc lrning (Ingham ,·1 al, }l)<J2) U,i11g this discourse, a fc" male participants 
expre"c·J that 11 \\·a, "unmacho" to initiate thc use· of condoms. ,\11 cxtre me view 
wa, that Cllllli<>ms w1llholized pote nti.rl L·11stratio11. 

1'1111!: .·\ \.,t of 111e11 umrn. really have. u nun, distorted self images when it 
come, t<l thcir m11sculi11itv ... "llx-v 111c cunditioncd and brought up to believe the 
sort of thin,:.·. t!\111 o.rr p.uriarch.r! sllci,·tv npccts tis to believe, the sort of power 
issue,. W"111c11 arc th,·r·,· :"r our pi,·11,urc .-\11d that manifests in going to a pany. 
being r c.rllv macho. l 'mm, I am goillf to pick up a few birds tonight, sort of thing. 
Have :.i good time, .unm, buy the girl a f,·,, drinks, seduce her. Arni the whole thing 
of wc11ri11g a condom docsn't. docsn: f11 into tint picture. " 

Alan: "I think in ,0:11,· mc11 the ,aguL''-1 hint that in sornc wav thcv are going to 
be di-c mpowcr e d. u111111, either hv vorne t hin]; corn:ng he twc e n them and their 
ejaculation or. u m m, cvc n bv vague 11ssoci11tion, umrn, John Bobbitt. Bobbitt's 
experience Any me nuon of castr.uu.u. I suppose I r cudian castration a nxic tv, 
u rn m, th.».e must, and pc rf or ruancc anxiety and so forth, in relation to, to 
condoms, those rnu-.t p\a\ a part in ll11lurc to bring the -ubject up. to LLSC, to use 
them. 

In the "male sex drive· d ixcou r vc , l l ol l wa y (1984) argues that women are 
positioned a, the ,,hJcct, of men's sexual urges and. apart from curtailing these 
male irnpul-c-; the, 11rc -ilcnt. W1,rnc11·, ahilitv Ill negotiate condom use within this 
di-cour-,e h con,tra111nl I Kippa x ct ul, I '1'1II). Thus. the entire scrip: 1s written for 
men. the pursuer, of ,11,rnc11. and hec:11.,sc· the ,cript ,ecrns also to prl'ciude men 
from 1r11tiating co1Hl<11ih. thcv will 11111 ~.,·t u,ed because neithn partner will bring 
the issue up. 

"Sill~ girls and slags". 
As stated abo,·c. in both the "mak ,ex drive" and the "h:ive-hold" discourses, 
women\ ,exualit\ 1, predominant!\ constructed as something which is either 
nonexi>tcnt or complementary to men\ sexuality (llollw:iy, 1984; Kippax, et al. 
1991J) \Vomen arc supposed to he pur,ued in relationships and adopt a passive 
role as far as ,ex is concerned (llolla11d et al, I990h, 1992a; Richardson, 1990). 
Within these di,courses. women's abilitv to initiate and negotiate condom usc i, 
constrained. However, ,ince male ,exuality 1s predominantly constructed as 
irrat:,1nal and out of control. AIDS prevention di,course has emphasized tbe need 
tllr w,nnen to initiate condom use (a, they are supposedly more respomible and 
culllrnlled). Thi, has occurred without challenging their relative powerlessness in 
hetem,cxual SC\ (R1cl111rdson, IIJ'IOL It i, proh\c111at1c to expect women to carr1 
cond,1m, :1round 1111J, thereby. lie pr,·parnl for ,ex when traditional belief, 
discourage this through emph:1s1, <>I female pa-,siv1ty. Some of tht female 
p:1rt1up:rnt· struggled with tlm p:1radux hctwec11 the AIDS prevention discour,e 
and these domrnant discourse, of sexuality. 



Ca thv: "Who-«: rule du you think it i, t<l initiate condon: u,;igc''' 
Ruth: "It should be both I SUPl""c hut. umrn, I am r'l<lre comfortahk if he hrinp 1t 
up. If I, if I. ·cos that's exactly how I feel that I am the little girl saving (put. on 
voice) ·oogh, come on, vou must put ihc condom .,n·. v..u kn"" ;illll he think-, 
'umm, oh Cod. what haw I got here.' .. But I ,uppo,, 1t ,h,,ul,! 1,,_. h"th" 

Sexual activitv, particularly fur wo me n. i, also "lci:illv con-uuctcd a, ,1,methin!,'. 
mysterious, natural and spnntaneou-, OllL' shnuld nnt prepare for. or even t.ilk 
about, sex with a partner. It should juvt happen tlngham ,•1 al. JlJlJ2). Sex i, 
considered to hl' romantic when 11 happen, a, a result of being carried away b\ the 
moment. This construction of xcxualitv denies people. particularly women, the 
opportunity to bring up the issue of condoms. Bv "pr e me di tatinj; the act" the 
"spontancuv of the morncut 1s spoiled. To car rx condom- around on vou 1s seen tll 
be in direct contrast to the dominant social con-truction-, of sexualitv ; men w h11 
carry condoms arc JLISt "after one thing" and women who prepare for sex art' 
pejorativc lv Libcllnl '\lags'. 

Lynn: 'The 0111\ problem i,. 1t vou .u « ~0111g to h:1\c' "llL' ;1\ :1il:1hk then. th,· whole 
thing is sort ot planned. It\ not rh.u spnnt:111e11u,. S11 cven ii voi. ,h1l1·c 11 under the 
pillows, so vou don't have to g11 \<:ilk1n~ :,cross the r,",m 1,1 !'l'' 11. '1 1, qi\!, 'whoa. 
there is the po,sihility we nov are f'.ll!lll.! to have ,n. the r e tor c. \IL' arc purung the 
condom under the pillow.' And it sort of sp()ils 11 in a wa1 

Christopher: ". 11\ _just the ,tigma attached to klling condom- Jn vour wallct and 
the stigma that goes attached with th:n. Ja, vou are un-t carrv1ng hecau,L' \OU ma\ 
get lucky .. · 

Samcmtlw: "Su women rnav not 11mt1c1tl' co11do111,1 hccau,e 1!1:J1be the\ don't want 
to be seen as. a, a slag and having condoms in her bag. 

However, \l1chclle revealed that whereas previoush ,lll' felt sill\ in,isting on 
condoms, in her last relationship with Tr()v, the, negotiated condom use and an 
AIDS test. This. she claims, did not detract from the relJtion,hip, 11 actuallv adued 
to it, resulting 1n a "phenomenal sexual relationship'. 

Michl'!lc: Somehow, we (1()11·1 1mag1ne that ,ex ,hould he ncgot1:!lcd. It should 
just happen hv having negotiated 11·, almost likL' we Wl'rl' entering i11w a 
contract that had been set up that then allowed u, w hL' am thing 11e needed 
(Cathy: Mmm1 or wanted to he Because there wasn't tlm ittv ground ahuut where 
sex just kmd of suddcnlv happened one mght. It had hem d1,cussed and it h:1d 
been sorted out I didn't once feel pm1erless. I felt empowered hv the whole 
thing because I was being asked (Cathv: \1mm) for rnv coriscnt. in a wa,. to 
actually ha\·in,: ,c, . 

GENDERED POWER REIATIO:\S. 
Earlier on in the interview, however, Michelle spoke about the two sexual 
encounters she had had pnor tn her rclallonsh1p with Trov. Both ()f tlie,e Sl'XLJ:d 
encounters were unprotected and onl' OL'l'Lirred w 1th a rnarnnl rn:111. She attribute 
the fact that both these cncountn, ,1ne unprotected. despllc her tr:11111ng a. an 
AIDS counsellor, to her feel1np of p1l1,crlnsncs, at that tin1e \11th1n tlw,c 
rclation,hqis 



Michelle: the fact that we were sleeping together wa» in itself problematic 
Forget the fact that then a condom came in to it ... the only thing that makes sense 
ro me i, that sense of powerlessness It wasn't even a case of saying, 'we don't 
need a condom or wc'. It almost didn't even get to the point of discussing a 
condom be c.u.sc I felt that I was in no position to even negotiate the whole 
process. [Section left out] .. I just didn't have the personal sense. The kind of 
personal power, in inverted rn111111as, of being able to say this is what I want 
(Cathy: Mmm) and being able to put my needs forward and like I said it feeds into 
so many other situations in life. It's not just a sexual encounter, it's that kind of 
inahilitv •o Where wt: haven't been encouraged to put, to insist lln our needs heint: 
kind of taken into consideration and being the most important ... " 

Michc.Ic t:ilb abou: the w:iy she wa- feeling about hnself at that time, a "scusc of 
powe r lcxvncvs", .rbour not having been encouraged "to insiq on our needs hc1ng 
kind nf u~en :11:" c"11si,kratio11 :1ml hc111g the most imporu.ru" and. lain on in the 
interview :d1,,u1 how it \v:l.s "more· .mporu.n: what that person ulunuuc!v though! 
about m<:" ,\II thc-.c feeling, kad to her not initiating condom use, despite her 
high awareness concerning AIDS. Thus. it is clear in Michelle'» case, as l'erkc! 
! 1 G'!2) has arguc·d, her low ,elf-concept r,·sulted in hc·r seeking external acceptance 
from lovers anJ .hcr eb, ending up in positions of r c l.uivc pll\,·erlc:ssne" in thc.sc· 
encounters. She. rhu-, kit "in no position to even nq_'.otiat,· the whol-- prnccs,· 
Michelle ackn,,wledgc, her u11n·rta11111 a, to whether, it ,Ire w:is "fc:c>li11g rc:ilh J,,1, 
~1§_;;.tin'·, -.,he n1i~!lt end up in thi, ~itu~ttion 01H:c a1:ai11. 

Women are often unequal partner, within heteroscxuai rclatiunships. As a r cvult. 
many contradiction, and te nsion-, t'Xi,t that complicate the negotiation of condom 
use for them within these r c lat io nvlupx. ;\, Holland el al ( I ()lJ2a) found, JU st 
because a woman manages to negotiate condom use on one occasion, there is no 
guarantee that 111 other situations or with subsequent partners she will he able to 
negotiate condom use again. The degree of control a woman has within a 
relationship will determine how successtullv she will be able to negotiate condom 
use. As we have outlined above. even 11 condoms were used in the early stages of a 
relationship, once thev arc abandoned. 11 1s very difficult to suggest their use once 
again, even if one\ runner's faithfulness 1s doubted. Condoms arc only acceptable 
in these circumstances as a means of supplementary contraception. Throughout 
the interviews, it became apparent that it is particularly difficult for a woman who 
has a vested interest in a relationship. to insist on the use of condoms when her 
lover is resistant to the idea. This is hecause sex is socially constructed as the 
meam for a women to show a man that she loves hin1. Furthermore, sex is seen as 
most pleasurable for a man when it is penetrative and condornless; that 1s, "real 
sex". Thu,, in order for a women to satisfy her man sh<: should have condomless sex 
with him. 

"Pri\·ileging men's sexual pleasure". 
The dominant rea,on, given equall:, by both women and men tor men not 
initiating condom use were: selfishness; do not like condoms, reduction of 
sens:ition; not concerned ahout HIV and/or pregnancy; and it i, "macho" not to. 
These reasons are driven hy the concerns of men and a desire to maximize their 
degree of pleasure. The dominant rC,1S!ll1' givcn equally hy both women and men 



for women not 1111:i;1ting condom u:«: were: c mbarr a-srnem: tear of losing their 
partner; a11xiet1 th.u partners would not enJO\ -ex with a condom: a feeling that it 
was not their role to ask the man to wear a condom; and a tear of implying that 
their partner 1, ;i, promiscuous. These rea,ons also seem to he driven bv a concern 
for men and for maximizing their degree of pleasure. 

A1111c: "Ja, I think men wouldn't iuui.uc because the) arc anx iuu-, ahou: their own 
performance. \\',linen wouldn't initiate because thev are worried about hurting the 
man's feelings. I definitely think it work, that wav (laugh~).' 

John: "Men wouldn't do it on purpo,e, -.,hereas worne n wouldn't initiate 11 because 
of fear of lming the gu) 

Over half of the pur ticiparus cla imc d that in their expcr re nce men nor mallv 
initiated condom use. Only> women claimed that they i n i t i at e d the use of 
condoms and t, of the participant, claimed that either the) or their partners 
initiated the use· of condoms. An analysi-, of the r cspon-e s tu Oue stion lJ ( Can mu 
imagine a few scenarios 1n which you could see yourself gettmg into the po-iuon 
where you would not use a condom? Plc asc describe ho« these situations could 
arise and whv vou would not use a condom 111 these instuncc-,") ,h,ms that c,W;, u: 
the men replied quite Iir mlv that thn ,·iluld no: imagine ,uch a ,,cnanu. whnc;i, 
only 2W, ol the v ome n could not. 

Cathv: "And could \llU irn;1ginc am other ,cenamls 1n the future'.' 
A11cirC1,: "In the future, I'll actual 11, unlcs.. w cd both had hcc11 ,'heckcll and come 
out ncg.n iv c. I wouldn't. (Cathi: .l.r ) I wouldn: do 11 without ;i cond(,rn. 

It appeared ih.u men who wished to u-,c condom, could quite cas1h m er come the 
social cnn-trucnon that it is "unrnacho to initiate condoms". bv carrving th1, wish 
out in an assertive and dnrnin.uing ma nne r Already being 111 a more· powerful 
position, they did not seem to meet up aga111st the same resistance women did. The 
only see nano, 111 ()uestion 9 that men could imagine. other than bemg drunk, were 
fantastical. sud1 ;1s Claudia Schiffer bursting int,i their flat pleading. "H.1de me 
131G", whereas a large majority of the women could describe situations that had 
actually occurred, m which they were persuaded out of using a condom. 

Cathy: "After rnu brought it up, what were the respon,es that ultimate!\ got mu 
hacking down'1 · 

Michelle:" ... 1t also links into kind of phvsical ma111pulat1on because he nner 
forced. I me;11, 11 was never something phvsicalh forced. Bue 1Catln: h/ unrn1, 
being ven ;1ttr;1ctcd to the per,on, then hc:1ng able to vcrhallv marnpulate that 
attraction (Catliv· \1mrn) was rcallv what k1ppencd.' 

Jwfr: "OL11. u:,1m. a 1..:r1 olw1ou, nn..: (sc·e11;1r10) 1s \\ith my hmtr1enJ. I see !11111 

well like (1lkl' 111 c·,·cr! two nwn:hs. r\nd Isa\, ·a condom·. And he doc,n't \\;111t to 
u,e a condom. :\nd I 1calh \I.ant to he 111t1111atc l'.ith h1111 and there 1s such;, 
dilemma of whcthcr not to use a rn11d(l111 or to use a condom. ( Cath\: Ja) Lmm." 
Cathy: "And in thmc 1nsL111cc, do mu think vou could ,ee v,n1rsclf hacking out of 
using a condom''" 
Jwfr: "Lt." 



The passages above indicate how women often find themvclvc , 1n a dik111111a over 
whether to a-,ser1 their nce d- and thereby upset their lover or remain silent. ,\, 
Holland er 11/ ( Jl/l/lJ;i, Jl/<J:'a) tound. hv ddining ,ex in term- of love. romance and a 
relationship. m.mv wornc r: wc r« m,ne likely to vie« scxu.il prac'tin· in terms of 
men's need, with meu. pka,1ac· being p.rr.unount in the encounter. Worner: were, 
therefore, reluctant t,i ,ugge,t the u-«. ,.,t ,t t·1111do111 as thi, ,,as seen to interfere 
with men's pleasure 

ludv: '()by.I tlunk well l ha"-c· ,·,pc•ricnccd th1, with African men. (C'.1thy: Mrnm) 
Thev will tell vnu. ·I ,1m 1111t goi11g to use a «uidom becau-;c it's nut the same. And 
if \tl,!, \t>u lo,c: 111e '"' ,1r,! Jtht g11i11g '" d11 ii n.uurallv ... ' girb actually get r e allv 
threatcr1ed tr, that ... thn don't w.uu 1,, I,,.,,_. the guy. They rcall, lov« him. (Cathv: 
Ja1 And t hcv end up not u,int a ,·1,nd,>111. [Sc·,·tion ldt out] Wc l l, ok ay, mainly 
because ot the man :,.iy111g the ,e:1,at1t>J1 will he different and women actually 
startint to believe that .I d.,11·t think it 1:, tr ue hut the \\.ay ,t guy tclh vou so 
convincingly ... '.-;,, ,nu think, 'nk av, l w ant this man t,, lrl\c me and if I am going to 
use a condom, he is not g1,it1f to fe,·! :1, much .i, (Cathv: vlmm) thev would 
he otherwise . 
Catl,v: "[)c, voi. think 11 ,·,,rnc, :,h, i l,c,·:1w.•: ,,t l'"''''J ,l:ffc1c11cc h,·tw,·,·n :ndk, 
and rcmalcs?" 
luclr: l:t. dd1111!c'I\ I ,·.1n'1 v.:c 11,:,,c:I: ,:11 to a 111:1k. ·1,Ju hctt,·r us,· :1 condom 
hecnhc: to i'lt" I feel tt1,· ,,·11s.it1•,:1, 11101 c 1 ( 'ath'. \1111111) :\nd the g:1y actuall, 
,aving. ,;k.11 · (Catl11 · J.i / Bec:tu,c h, •. ·• l!t>111~. to ,.1,. ·11u. I don't feel the 
,ensat11nh . .-\nd ,11 the· ,·11LI :,1>11 Jt1,1 th::11-. it i, ,1 nu11 and vou wa111 him tP he· 
happ, 

Thu,. i,sues like ltl\·e. romance ,11HI fear of :o,it1,>,'. one\ lm·cr all complicate 
women's ability to 1n1t1a1e condom t1'c .-\s we see in Judv's acrnunt, when men 
claim that condoms arc uncomfortable. women have no means of telling how 
uncomfortable it actu:iliy" for them: insisting 0:1 rnndoms becomes difficult. 

A further problem for women was the tcns;on that exi-,ted between asserting their 
needs and gender-role expectati,,ns, ,uch as a traditional role as "peacckeeper". If 
a woman wa, to rnitiate condom 11,e. it was hound to lead to a protracted 
discussion which "spoil-. the mood" at a time when all she wanted to do was get 
more intimate with her lover. As a result, many women are reluctant to insist on 
condoms. 

Cathi: "Why do you think women do not initiate condoms'I" 
Jenny: " .. But also the fact that I think because wc like !O always plav the person 
who is going to ... e,t,1hlish the p<:ace once again .. I mean if vou arc goin/! to [!O on 
about condoms rnu arc JUst going to end up fighting .. 

Cathy: 'Your reaction to their ,uggc,t1on to use a condom''' 
Rurh· "Ja, it\ fine (Cathv: la) straight away. Umm, that's weird because if a, if vou 
think about 1t. 1f a girl initiate, a rnndom there would probably he a little 
discw,sion about it. But if they (men) decide then it just goes on, straight awav 
Girls don't que,tion 1t, ever. 



Women ar c t!H1\ se c n lt) he L1r !ll(Jfl' cornpli..m tll ;1 n1;1n·, "Ll~'gc.'"tion to use a 
condom. than ;1 man is to a wornau'< suggestion. 

A NEW WOl\11:, '-CENTRED DISC<WRSE OF srxuu.rrv. 
Interviews showed that it was easier for men to initiate and imist on the me of 
condoms. A number of women in thi, sample spoke about feeling s illv and 
crnbarrnsscu initiating condnrn 11se because they were not the ones who wore 
condoms. Wo m c n often did r a i:«, the issue. but \I ere pc r su ade d that it was 
unnecessary even when ihcv did 1111t agree It i, app:,rent that wome n are often 
positioned in the dominant disc<lur,L·, of -exualitv a, the object- of me n's sexual 
urges and th,·i, .rbili:. t<l negoti:,tc ,;1kr -c x i, rn111im11ed . .\, a re-ult, \11J111en rnav 
struggle with th,· tensions bet11,·en ;",erting their needs ;1:1d \·;1!uing their -e xua] 
enjoyment. while -imult.me ou-!', 11111 \\ishlllg t<l \·iol:i!c' gcndn-roie rxpectations 
and upset and dissatisfv their lov c: 

If women .ir« t_-'.11inr 10 he ahk t,1 negntiate successful Iv the use of condoms. a, 
Kippax ct u! (] 9tl0) have :,rgued. a ne11 discour «: from whi.h \\ omen can assen 
their desires needs to he developed. a di,c11urse w hicl: pLice, their -exualuv 
ce ntrallv and 'rom which male 'L'\u;t!;t\ can he p roble matiz cd. Such a di-cour e 
would give Wt\fncn more powt'r to cli:dkngc the dn1nirL11n r11d .... culine di l.·(1ur ~ 
and practices :111d enable safer ,n pr.icucc-; 

It was encouraging to sec the emergence of such a di,c,1ur,e in «une of the 
interviews. with a fcw of the women po,itioning thcrn,elve, as subjects of a 
women-centred discourse of sexual itv. 

Anne:" ... We ll. umm, I can't, the 0111\ scenario (,n vit nou: :1 condom) that I can 
really imagine 1s that, umm. where I am sleeping with Ill\ partner. umrn, or 1f I 
decided to sleep with a woman .. But. umm. J:.i. tho,L' ;;re the onh t\1,1 Other than 
those two, I \VOl:LD '\OT sleep \11thout (C1tln: Ja) either the assurance tha! 
they were AIDS free or a condom. !Section left out] I think 1f I ),'.Ot into a 
situation where. um111. I got that clmc to a man who. who then ,aid w me. 'look I 
have never used a condom and I nner plan on it and et cetera·. I wouldn't want to 
sleep with that kind of person. (Cathv: Ja) [Section ldt Put] . umm. personaliy. I 
get a condom out and wave it around pretty quick. (laugh) vou know. I am JUst like 
that, ja ... " 

Michelle: ". : nd now to me it wouldn't matter what somehodv thou),'.ht o! me 
insisting on an AIDS test. whereas before I wasn't secure enough 111 m\self w he 
ahle to say, 'hn-, actually vou know rnv health is more important than what v1n1 
think of me'. lkcame prior to 1hat. that's what it re;tll\ wa,. It \1as more !TTl[)(lrt;rnt 
what that person ultimately thou!;ht of me." 

These women were not afraid to ;1ssert their needs. They generallv carried 
condoms on them. Thev said th.:v would insist on the use of a condom de,pite the 
fact that th1, might offend their partner or result in snual rntcrcour,c being le. 
pleasurahk fo1 him. Thev found a rn:.n·s relucunce to use ;1 condom a "turn-off'. 
and an indic1t11111 thal such a person w;1s ,omchodv thn should not he lllvuhed 
with. Thn would insist on 1he use Ill Cll11do111s tll the p()]nt of herng prepared tu 
give up a rcl;it1,,nsh1p or sex11;tl 1ntcrc·llt1r,e 

~() 



CO'.\C!XSIO .. 
Iuforrncd J(]intil bv posr-vrrucuu ulist, discour:«. analytic Jilli tc nuni-t tl:L'()]c·tic:1! 
views. th ix studv c:xam111<:J gc:ndc:1 diffc rc m i.ued pc:r,pe,·t1\c·, <111 ,lllld(]m u-«. 
among hetero-cxual xtudc ntx. These newer thc"r<:trcd oricm.uion«, -t il! "1mc·,1l111t 
on the: fr111gc: in p,,chology, plac·c greater t'I111'k1si, upon rc:l;1ti,1n;1I. po\\er, ,,1c1;il 
and iJcologil'al a,pc:ct, than do tr;1d1tion;il approa,·11<:s such a, attitudinal studies 
01 the K.·\Bl' pc r-pccnvc on A!DS-r<:latcd ''"r~. Un a mcthmlolng1cal front thc-.c 
ncwc r pcr,pc:cri,c, tavour qua li t.u iv c appro;ichc:., which e xpl.u c h"th c<>n1111,•11 
(sharnl) aral , ar1;d1k rnc:;1n1n.,:s and r c p r c s c n t at io n s rq:arding a s11c1al 
phe11\l111c11011 ,uc!i a, .·\IDS. ln,tc:;1d of linc.u L·au,;ilit1 as an cxpl.uuuor , mode 
these newer ;,i11pruad1c, ,e,· hu111.111 r c latiun-, a, dilcnunauc. not fullv rati,,:1al a11d 
e mbc ddc d 111 co n t r adicto rv social 111can1ng ,y\l<:m, and di,cour,c:, ,1hici: 
th<:n1'clvc, cxprc,, ;,ml u111st1llltc p11\\n rcl;1tio11,. 

l11 thc 1111,·r,ic·,1,. the tdlowin,l'. i,_q1c·, crncrgc·d a, b.uncr-, to n,·~·ot1;1tiri1: C()]1do:n 
11>e: n,·,:a11,·t· a t t i t u d c . t nw a rc!-, ,·ondo111,, c o n do m x ,ce11 pri111:1111\ ;i, 

co n t r acc pt rvc v: pern:i,cd invulncr abili tv ,llld pr oje cuon (If ncg.ur.c. stigmatized 
:ispect., of .. \][)S 1,r ,cxuaiit1 oilto "thcr.,; :111d the mcanlfl)c: :1tL1cl1nl tu \';tnou, 
,tagc, or ti1rm, ot r,·l:it1q11ship .. \JI the,e area, ;,re in turn ,h11t thrllugh \\llii 
icndcr-rnk cxpcctatioris and gc1Hkred jl()V.Cr rc!1i11(llh. In th,· m:1i11, p:1ttl'rlL, 
reponcd here arc ,upp"r:cd h1 .111 i:1crc:1,ir1~h ,uli,t:1nua! ho,I\ ,ii qu:ilit;,t:-.c· 
research in other rnuntrres (cf \\o,,cl. l'l'i-+) Thi, l1tcraturc ha, ,i1:ill,·nrc·d tiic· 
main.,tre;,;;1 noti,111 in rc·,pect o' .·\ll)S th:it ~11r111lcd!,cc and ;1ttit11de, :ire di1ec'lil 
rcl:ttc:d to hc'1:1, ir11d 

The pattern, t>I gc11Lkr-rel:1tul p,,wcr '"11,·, P"int 11, the need Im a 111"''' hcv"nd 
the K.\li]' :,n,.I rel.11cd C11['.lllt1,c 1q1prll:tcli,·, ll> r\ll)S i11tern:11t1,11t programme·,. 
!30th ,1omen aml rnc11. h11t for d1ftl-rcnt rc:1,011.,, might act to prcvent condom the 
even ,1 hlie thl'j hoth know the attendant risk-- of ,uch actions. Tiu, create, a 
prohkmat1c situation for young people, part1rniarly young women, who attempt t,, 
use cond,H,h a, a preventative mt·a,ur,· 

Men who suggest use ol cond()m, m.:ct with l1ttk or no re,i;,tance from 
hetero,exual part:1.:r,. \\omcn. ,1n the other h:111d, frequentlv enu,unter rc·.,istJnc'l' 
from men p:Htncr,. \\ornc11 1n the prncnt sample ,1cre not economical!\ 
dependent upon their lover, 1101 did they report physical abuse ,11thin the: 
relation,hip 't et an accu111ulatio11 of 1,,un ,uch a, the 1ncaning and 
demonstration of ill,e, pn1ikg1ng men's ,e.xual pkasure. discourses of st1g111:1. 
emharra,srnent and gender-rok expectations lead to situations wh<:rc women ma1 
sacrifice their wishes to use a condom. This is particularly the case when there i., a 
rea! "r perceived imt"ialance of powt:r hctween sexual partners and;or a feeling of 
low sc lf-n,ncept on the part of ,1omc11. 

Clearly the standard c:1ut1(i11s need to he 111;,dc regarding gencral11ation from a 
,mali ,ample. Yet 11 condom negot1;1tio1, 1.1a, ,hown to he a d1ff1cult and compln. 
and ckarlv gender-differentiated, m;1tter ;unong thi, well-educated, rnlormcd and 
relat1,ely eg;il1tar1;rn 11n gender tnrn,) sampk, then it suggest> even greater 
prohlems among other grnup, where gender power relation, arc rnore substantial 
:rnd :iccess to . .\IDS-rel;1tcd knowledge 1, poorer. 



AIDS education and prcve nuun campaigns need to move beyond the rational 
choice model (Aggleton, 1989; Holland ct al, 1990). Provision of information is 
clearly important. but as emphasized hy this study. people arc not necessarily in 
position to make purely rational, individualist decisiuns about safer sex based on 
received information. 

Small gr()up p;1rticipat()ry ,, o r k s h op-, arc suggested a, a complementary 
preventative stratq,v. These allo« fur S()cial constructions of sexuality. masculinity 
and Ie mininitv to be unpacked. lt i, important that such workshops challenge 
existing hetnosnual power dittcrc ncc-, that act as deterrents to safer sex practices. 
AIDS prt.'VL'l1ti1111 campaigns need to challenge the mouvation of women and men 
to position thL·mseh-es within domin;1111 discoursc-, of <e xuulit-, and w encourage 
development of new women-centred discourses. 
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