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FOREWORD

The National Anti-Vivisection Society campaigns to explode the myths about animal
experimentation, and to show that this system of research is not the ‘necessary evil’
many assume that it is. There is a choice; a choice for safety testing of products and a
choice for medical progress, without the use of animals. It is our firmly held belief that
animal experiments are unreliable, unethical, and unnecessary. We are against animal
experiments, but we are for good science, and better medical research.

Within the context of our educational campaigns about the misleading information
gained from animal tests, we also press for changes to the administration of the law gov-
erning animal experiments.

The vivisection industry generates a great deal of public concern, whether people are
against all animal experiments or not. There can be no other industry which arouses so
much concern, and yet is manifestly unaccountable.

There has to be accountability; the experiments are secret, the Home Office
Inspectorate is secret, the procedures for applying for licences are secret and the justifica-
tion for experiments is also closely guarded. At no point do the public have free access
to the level of information we need on this issue in order to have an informed debate,
and make an informed decision. There is currently no opportunity to debate the justifi-
cation for carrying out an animal experiment before the licence is awarded by the
Home Office.

Although we campaign against all animal experiments, there is a much wider issue here.
The debate cannot be resolved without open and free discussion. Until there is free-
dom of information about the reasons for carrying out animal experiments, controversy
will continue.

At the very least, many people would agree with us that there must be something seri-
ously wrong with the administration of the law in this area when the only way we can
find out what is really happening to animals in laboratories is to put a person undercov-
er for two years.

The report should be read by members of the public who wish to find out how their
tax money or charity money is being spent. It is directed at people who want to know
more about the rationale involved in this debate, and we have translated the science into
everyday language to enable the reader to grasp the main issues. It should be read by
Members of Parliament who are concerned about open government, and about the use
of animals in laboratories. And last but not least, it should be read by the Home Office
Inspectorate and the Animal Procedures Committee. It is hoped that these two bodies
will take action on the specific questions we have raised about the two laboratories, and
also take a long hard look at the administration of the Animals (Scientific Procedures)
Act 1986.
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