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The Great Leader has spoken. Discussing condom use on MTV Music Channel for World AIDS day, Mr Blair proclaimed: “I think if all the Churches and religious organisations were facing up to reality, it would be better.”


“The danger is if we have a blanket ban coming from the religious hierarchy saying it’s wrong to do it, then you discourage people from doing it in circumstances where they need to protect their own lives.” 


One assumes that by “doing it,” Mr Blair meant “wearing a condom during fornication” rather than simply “fornicating.” Had he meant “fornicating,” his message would have made good sense.


There is only one religious hierarchy in the UK which does not endorse condom use, and that is the Catholic Church. So our Great Leader was criticising the Church for not “facing up to reality.”


Since the Catholic Church worldwide provides care for 26% of all world AIDS victims, through its networks of mission stations, 16,000 clinics and 5,500 hospitals – many of them in developing countries where the state systems are almost non-existent – the Church obviously does need to “face up to reality,” as our Great Leader advocates.


Mr Blair is evidently “facing up to reality” much better: “We are spending £1.5 billion over the next few years, trying to fight AIDS…It is also very important that we work on prevention, and we are planning to uplift the amount of condoms that we will be distributing too.”


Many clinics in the developing world are desperately short of basic equipment, antibiotics, saline drips, and simple medicines. The billions of dollars worth of condoms arriving in their muddy doorways will surely be an encouragement. In this way, the developing countries will see that the West truly cares for the poor, or at least, cares that the poor shall not reproduce themselves, less their multiplication threaten the West’s wealthy lifestyle.


I would not wish to question the far-sightedness of our Great Leader. Yet it is odd that, given two methods of “fighting AIDS”, he emphasises and spends millions on the more unsafe and expensive method.


Let’s “face up to reality”:
1. The first method for “fighting AIDS” can be summarized as “sexual abstinence outside of marriage and fidelity within marriage.” This method is absolutely 100% safe and costs nothing except the sacrifice of morally illicit sexual pleasure. In fact, if everyone abided by this, AIDS would disappear within a generation.
2. The second method for “fighting AIDS” is allegedly the condom. According to the U.S. National Institute of Health’s “survey of surveys” in this area, condom use reduces AIDS transmission by a maximum of 85% in stable heterosexual couples. It is markedly less efficient – down to 50%  - in casual relationships and with teenagers. Condom use requires methodical, conscientious and careful application – not something always associated with impulsive teenage sexual encounters. 


Logically our energies in “fighting AIDS” should be directed towards option 1. It is respectful of native cultures, religious values and the human person, especially of women. Option 2 emerges not as a morally approvable option, but only as a “lesser evil” for those who stubbornly refuse to behave rationally and morally.


As an illustration, consider the Philippines and Thailand. AIDS first appeared in both in 1984. The Philippines is a conservative Catholic society (option 1). Young Filipino men have few sexual partners, often delay intercourse until marriage, and seldom resort to prostitutes. An total 11,200 victims are now HIV+, with less than 1000 deaths per year. Its Government is roundly castigated by international bodies for refusing to cooperate with their condom and sex education.


Thailand, in contrast, is hailed as a “fighting AIDS” success. Widespread sex tourism led to an AIDS epidemic. Condoms were heavily promoted, with some success, but Thailand still has 580,000 people living with HIV, and 21,000 deaths p.a.  


Which better “faces up to reality”: the Filipino “failure” or the Thai “success”?


Given that most HIV infections are spread through casual promiscuity, and that the Church strengthens her members with grace to avoid such encounters, one wonders why she comes in for so much criticism from the “AIDS lobby.”

As to sex between unmarried couples, heterosexual or homosexual, the Church simply says: Don’t do it. It is an offence against God. Unrepented promiscuity leads to exclusion from the Kingdom of Heaven. 

The Church doesn’t go into the details of whether one should wear a condom or not while committing mortal sin. In homosexual activity, the condom is a prophylactic, not a contraceptive.  One should try to limit the possible evil consequences of an immoral act, but if the Church publicly advocated condoms she could seem to be condoning immorality. 


As to sexual relations for a married couple, where one spouse is HIV+ or has syphilis, the Church urges abstinence. The truly loving spouse will not endanger his partner’s life – will not play Russian roulette -  for the sake of sexual pleasure. Only a society which considers sexual orgasms more important than life itself could countenance this.

The proper answer for women trapped in the sex trade, or who take to prostitution to avoid poverty, is not merely to hand out condoms. It is to liberate them, jail their pimps and oppressors, and promote education and development -  to enable the next generation to escape poverty and to build a truly human future. 


The Blair Government ploughed millions into sex advice centres for young people, and ensured every school nurse could arrange contraception or abortion for the pupils without the interference or knowledge of their possibly moralistic parents.

As a result, the teenage (under 18’s) conception rate has fallen slightly from 46.3/1000 in 1996 to  42.3/1000 in 2003. Hardly on track for halving teenage pregnancies by 2010, which was the Government’s proclaimed target. The sex advisers are doubtless proud of one grisly achievement: The proportion of under-18 pregnancies terminated by abortion rose from 40.0% in 1996 to 45.6% in 2003.

This leaves Britain still with the worst teenage pregnancy record in Europe - twice as high as Germany, three times as high as France. Only Russia, Ukraine and Bulgaria have higher teenage pregnancy rates. Many of their conceptions are however to young married women.


Worldwide, Britain’s dreadful record for unmarried teen pregnancies is only exceeded by the USA, Canada and New Zealand, and followed close by Australia. Is there something about family disintegration in Anglophone cultures which is responsible?

During Mr Blair’s reign, births outside of wedlock in England and Wales have risen from 219,900 in 1995 to 257,200 in 2003, that is, from 33.9% to 41.4 % of all births. This does not bode well for the physical and mental health of the next generation.

Mr Blair is not personally pro-abortion, he assures us, yet he has often voted in Parliament in favour of “a woman’s right to kill her baby.” UK abortions steadily creep upwards: a 12% increase from 177,500 in 1996, to 199,003 in 2005.

The more contraceptives are promoted, the more abortions result. The Great Leader should remember that condoms burst, especially when filled with purple flour.


In his MTV speech, he did approach the nub of the dilemma: "I think that the real key to it is education. That is about two things: educating people about sex when they are young, but also making sure that if people are sexually active, then they are taking protection. There is a big debate about this; how far are you going by saying to people, “take protection with you”? Are you encouraging young people to have sex?" 


Instead of examining this point in detail, or mentioning that uncool word “abstinence,” he veered back onto politically correct turf. It was “silly” to suggest that people should not take precautions, he added, “You should try to encourage people to be responsible, but you should recognise that, if you are sexually active, it's better to be sexually active and responsibly so.” 

The statistics for sexually transmitted diseases in the UK reveal the true effectiveness of New Labour’s sex policies. Between 1996 and 2005 we find that syphilis has risen from 134 to 2284 cases. Over the same period gonorrhea cases have risen by 54%; chlamydia, which can cause female infertility, has tripled from 35,840 to 109,958. Herpes has increased 18%, genital warts (first attack) by 26%.  The human papilloma virus, which can lead to cervical cancer, is oddly omitted from these Health Protection Agency summary tables. 

All in all, annual diagnoses and workload have gone up by 164% (1996) from 996,000 to 2,632,000 (2005). Genito-urinary medicine must be the fastest expanding area of the British economy.  If condom promotion is so effective, how come all this human misery?

Most Honourable Mr Blair, people in glass houses shouldn’t throw stones. It might be better if your Government “faced up to reality”, rather than lecturing the Vatican on moral theology. With the same success as you have halted the opium trade in Afghanistan, and brought peace to Iraq, you have improved the sexual health and well-being of this nation’s youth.  Would you export the policies which have failed in Britain to the whole world? Face up to reality!
