	
	More animals used in basic research     
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	The latest EU figures on animal experimentation show that their use in basic research is increasing.
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The European Commission has published its fourth report on the numbers and types of animals used in experiments within the EU.  This report records the animals used during the year 2002.  For the first time, the report was compiled from data submitted by Member States all using the same system for recording the information, which was agreed several years ago. 
 

When the first EU report on the numbers of animal experiments was produced in 1994, the quality of the information was quite varied, with member states submitting data in differing formats and for different years.  In some cases the information was incomplete and estimated.  Since then, the Commission has worked to ensure that the data was submitted in an agreed, identical format to allow meaningful comparisons between countries and years.  Although the same format was used across the board this time, it was not all relating to the same year.  France does not collect the information every year and did not have 2002 figures, so they submitted their 2001 data instead.
 

The 2002 report records that a total of 10.7 million animals were used for experimental and other scientific purposes in the EU.  This is an increase on the 9.8 million counted in 1999, but less than the figure of 11.6 million recorded for 1996.
 

The number of animals used for fundamental research has increased steadily, from 25% in 1996, to 30% in 1999 and 34% in 2002.  This is likely to reflect the increasing use of transgenic mice for fundamental biomedical research. The purposes of the other experiments remained roughly the same, with 28% conducted for research and development in human and veterinary medicine, 14% for production and quality control (mostly antisera) and 10% for toxicology testing.
 

Rodents were the animals most commonly used, comprising three quarters (75.5%) of the total.  This is a significant change from 1999, when rodents comprised 84.6%.  However, there was a significant increase in the number of fish used, which rose from 6.3% in 1999 to 14.8% in 2002.  This appears to reflect a large increase in the study of diseases of fish.  In 2002, 80% of experiments on fish were for the study of animal diseases, up from 56% in 1999.
 

The number of primates used increased from 6,552 in 1999 to 9,270 in 2002.  This reflects an increase of about 50% in the use of old-world primates while the number of new-world primates used appears to have dropped significantly.  The number of dogs used remained almost unchanged at 21,000 in 2002, but there was a drop in the use of cats, which went from 5,500 in 1999 to 3,800 in 2002.  
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	Revision of Directive will take longer
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	The referral of several questions to the European Food Safety Authority will add another year to the process of the revision.
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It now looks as though the legislative proposal for the revision of Directive 86/609 will not be available to the European Parliament and the public before the middle of 2006, adding a further year's delay to the process.   The Commission has referred a number of questions to the European Food Safety Agency (see December's Bulletin) and their opinion, which was originally requested in July 2004 looks as though it will not be ready until the autumn of 2005.  The EFSA have set up a working party which intends to consult experts on specific issues during the spring and summer, as well as undertaking a literature review.

DG Environment will shortly launch a call for tenders for an organisation to undertake a preliminary impact assessment on some aspects of the proposed Directive, to be competed by the end of 2005. The first draft of the Directive is not expected until early 2006, when it will be put out to a stakeholder consultation.  Only after the impact assessment is available and the responses from the consultation received will officials begin drafting the legislative proposal, which will then need to go to other DGs for 'inter-service consultation' before it can be published.   So it looks unlikely that MEPs will begin the debate until the autumn 2006 session of the Parliament.   The whole Parliamentary process can take at least two years, and implementation in the Member States a further two, so national legislation to implement the Directive may not be in place until 2010.
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	Primate protests grow in Spain


	[image: image7.png]




	Local protests against a new primate breding centre in nothern Spain have grown over the last few months.
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A new primate breeding facility built in Northern Spain by the long-established Mauritian company Centre de Recherches Primatologiques (CRP) is facing increased protests as it opens for business.
It took CRP five years to build its new centre in the Basque region.  The initial application for planning approval, made in 1999, was refused after protests by residents in the nearby town of Camarles and local animal rights groups.  However, after careful negotiations with the regional government and a number of changes to their plans, CRP secured permission to construct the facility.  Once construction began, the campaigning increased with several national animal rights groups becoming involved, some local politicians aligning themselves with the protesters and even some international groups mounting campaigns against the facility.
Despite this opposition, the new facility, known as Novoprim, was finished last year and took delivery of the first batch of animals, which sparked a new wave of protest.  The Altarriba Foundation, based in Barcelona, is urging people to write to Pasqual Maragall, president of the autonomous Catalonian government, asking him to prevent the animals from being sold for research, although it is unclear whether the imported macaques are intended for resale or as a breeding nucleus.

	[image: image9.png]



	Opinion polls in France and Spain
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	The French and Spanish public show support for the use of animals in medical research.
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Recent opinion polls in Spain and France have found high levels of public support for the use of animals in medical research.  In France, a poll commissioned by the Groupe Interprofessionnel de R馬exion et de Communication sur la Recherche (GIRCOR) revealed that 80% of the public support the use of animals in biomedical research.  However, there was a sharp difference in public trust of academic scientists (56%) and industry scientists (13%) carrying out experiments on animals.
 

In Spain, the Centro de Investigaciones Sociologicas polled 2,500 people on a variety of environmental issues.  Amongst the questions asked was, "Do you agree with animal experimentation if this contributes to saving lives?"  62% of the respondents agreed and 19% disagreed.
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	More tough extremism laws in the UK
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	The UK government has announced further tough legislation to deal with animal rights extremism.
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The United Kingdom government has announced that it will bring in new laws which will make it a crime, punishable by up to five years in prison, for animal rights activists to inflict 'economic damage' on a company.  Under these proposals it would become an offence to interfere with the commercial activities of a company that uses animals in research.  This would include any activites directed at the staff of such a company and at other companies that are customers of the original company or at anyone who supplies services to the company.  The new laws would also cover universities and medical research charities.   The government said it would bring these laws in as fast as possible, by adding them to the Serious and Organised Crime Bill, which was already passing through the Houses of Parliament.
The new offences come in addition to measures currently in the Bill to tackle intimidation and harassment by extremists. These include: 
 

* A new offence of protesting outside someone's home in such a way that causes harassment, alarm or distress to residents. 
* Additional powers for a constable to direct a protestor to leave the vicinity of a home and not return to within such period as the constable may specify, up to three months. 
* Extension to the Protection from Harassment Act 1997 to cover harassment of two or more people
Trade and Industry Minister Patricia Hewitt said, "We can't have these extremists going way beyond the bounds of peaceful protest into these vicious campaigns of intimidation which have not yet been stopped by individual laws.  The law that we are proposing is the right response to what is becoming a growing problem and which is threatening to destroy a very important part of medical research in our country.  The simple fact is that attacks by animal rights extremist put medical breakthroughs in areas like AIDS, cancer and Alzheimer's directly at risk."
 

Animal rights and civil liberties groups expressed their concerns about the proposed legislation.  Shami Chakrabati, Director of Liberty, the civil rights organisation, said that the proposals were unclear and worrying and needed urgent clarification.  But Ms Hewitt said that the proposed law was compatible with human rights legislation and would not interfere with the right to protest peacefully.
	[image: image15.png]



	German researchers win welfare prize
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	Two German researchers have been awarded a new laboratory animal welfare prize.
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The Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft has awarded a new laboratory animal welfare prize to two researchers in Hanover and Ulm.   The research funding agency created the Ursula Handel Animal Protection Prize, which consists of a €12,500 cash award, to recognise and reward the work of scientists that improved the protection of animals used in research.  Ursula Handel, a life-long supporter of animal welfare, made a substantial donation to the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft to endow the prize.

Professor Klaus Otto of the Department of Surgery at the University of Hanover Medical School was awarded the prize for his work on the accurate measurement of the effectiveness of anaesthesia in animals.    He developed a method based on electroencephalograms to replace the more tradition methods based on cardiovascular activity and pupil dilation.   The other recipient of the prize was Professor Lisa Wiesmuller of the Department of Gynaecological Oncology at the Women's Clinic of Ulm.   She had developed a human cell culture system which could be used to detect potential carcinogenicity as measured by DNA damage. 
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	UK licence details to be published
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	The details of all licences for animal experimentation in the UK will be published in the form of abstracts.
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The UK government has announced that, from now onwards, it will routinely publish details of licences granted for animal experimentation.  Home Office minister Caroline Flint hailed the move as "ground breaking" and "a major step towards greater openness and more informed public debate about animal experimentation."  However, she promised that this would be done in a manner that protected the safety of the scientists involved. 

"We expect that a licence abstract in each case will cover points of general interest to the lay reader." she explained, "These might include the expected benefits of the project, the reason for using animals and the choice of species, the procedures and their likely effects on the animals, and the steps taken to minimise the number of animals used and their suffering." 

The minister, who is responsible for the licensing of animal procedures, continued: "I wish to record the Government's appreciation of the willingness of many of the scientists concerned to co-operate in such a ground-breaking development.  I also wish to make clear that we will continue to take the greatest care, in collaboration with the scientists, to ensure that no details are published which could jeopardise their safety or their work."

