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he first guy | ever fucked

withiout a condom gave

me HIV. What's more,

that night on
Hampsiead Heath, he wantad
me to fuck him without a
corlom. We were, of course,
‘barebacking', though six vears
ago no-one had thought to use
that word.

Those were the times, after
all, when the words *AIDS and
‘crisis’ invariably appeared in the
same sentence here in the First
World, often next to each other.

But these times are not
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those, and | have a candid,
unapclogetic admission: if that
night an the Meath was the first
unprotected sex | ever had, it
was by no means the: last. Since
I've been HIV-positive, and aspe-
cialy in these Protease Years,
I've had ‘Unsafa’ sex mare times
than ! can remember, often with
men whoese names | could not
tell you now.

| write this in expectation of
an attack and in part as a
response to the debate that you
may have seen in the pages of

obscures what is actuafly going
on. Barebacking, if | must use
that word, is happening and not
just, as some would have it, via
the internet, chatlines and at pri-
vately arranged 'sex parties’,
whalever the hell thay are.

No, barebacking is happen-
ing at a sauna or a backroom
near youl, without fanfare or
announcement and often without
words. | know because |'ve been
there and | know because | am
one of those who've done it
}do not seek deliberataly to

“

It’s absurd to attempt to corral
into a corner those who choose
to have unprotected sex, and
label them as pariahs

Boyz magazine, this paper's
sister pubiication.

I brief, a contributor to the
letters page suggested he and
sorme others with HIV were out to
infect those who were negative,
The response was vitriolic, more
or less unanimous and might be
summed up as: “Wea don’t need
your type here. You are betraying
YOUr own kin,”

The trouble with this is that it
sirmultanecusly disrmisses and

infect anyone. And | am not part
of some AIDS army out to recruit
everyong who comes anywhere
near. | simply seek to point cut
that there is a rational debate to
be hadl. It's absurd to corral into
a comner those who choose to
have unprotected sex, and label
thern as pariahs.

And mostly, let's be clear, Il
often use a condom, sither of my
own volition, and always if
prompted to. That last qualifica-

tion is vitally important. Because
what everyone seems to have
forgotten in the heat and the
sxcitarment of condemning bare-
backing in the pages of Boyz is
that what happens in any con-
sensual sexual act is the respon-
sibllity of both, or all, parties
involved. You always have, in the
backrooms I've been in, the
opportunity to say “no”, to draw
away, or to pull cut a condom.

But if 1 partner consents,
either verbally or physically, then
perhaps barebacking is on the
cards. | don't assumea much, but
| do assume, in any sexual act in
which | am involved, that there is
a choice.

So there was a choice for me
the night that | was infected on
Hampstead Heath. And it was a
chaice that |, as much as the guy
I was having sex with, was free
t» make.

Barebacking can be warm,
exciting and invoking. We nesd
to debate it. But don't let's start
by writing it off as iresponsible
and stupid. That, frankly, is both
absurd and dangerous.

And, incidentally, it's high
time that those of us with AIDS
had a voice in this debate.

B Nigel Wrench can be heard
on PM on Radio 4.
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