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from the CEO

Welcome,

The current system of regulating
animal experiments has long
been a concern of mine. There is
a code of practice, there is ani-
mal welfare legislation, there is
oversight by an Animal Ethics
Committee and there is a sup-
posed adherence to the 3R's
Principle. However it fails dis-
mally in its mission to ‘protect’
animals from harm, and sec-
ondly, it gives a false perception
to the community that the use of
animals is ethically justified. Such
a concern has made it a dilemma for me.

Wany argue that we need to be a part of the ‘system” in order to know
what is going on and to play a part in protecting those animals caught
up inthat same system —and | certainly appredate that stance. But at
the same time, | could never personally be a part of a system | con-
sider to be so very wrong in so many ways. Perhaps being a part of an
organisation like HRA, which strives to end the practice of animal ex-
perimentation, gives me the comfort | depend upon to live with my
OWn conscience.

| often engage in discussion with members and suppaorters who serve
on ethics committees to get some understanding of the difficulties
and challenges they face. | thought it would be good to have this
newsletter featuring articles on the topic and provide you with some
views and perspectives from those who have had a closer insight into
the system.

HRA will always work towards eliminating animal experiments and
replacing them with viable scientific alternatives, but we unfortu-
nately appreciate this is still on the distant horizon. In the meantime

we will continue to participate in dialogue to challenge the
{escalating) use of animals in research and teaching.

Felen

Helen Marston
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The University of Sydney, in conjunction
with University of Groningen, MNetherlands,
has been injecting the brains of cats to
measure responses to fear and anxisety.

Eight cats were used in one experiment.
They were each anaesthetized in 2 box, a
catheter was inserted into the trachea while
the cat's head was secured in a frame and
its body suspended from the frame by
straps.

Twno burr holes were drilled in the skull to
allow access to the midbrain and to enable
suctioning of the brain tissue. The entire
mid region of the brain that includes the
thalamus and hypothalamus was removed,
and then anesthesia was discontinued.
{Anesthesia = considered no |onger neces-
sary as the part of the brain that is believed
to control pain and consciousness has been
remoyed}.

The cats started breathing spontneously
and were then microinjected with an amino

tions - mews and hisses - on a microphone.

The cats were later anesthetized, and their
brains removed and dissected, with injec-
tion sites identified using fluorescent mi-
CrosCopy.

Results:

Cifferent regions of the midbrain have
different effects on breathing behaviour
necessary for survival in specific circum-
stances (that are unlikely to be replicated

N h u m a n =5 }
Larger injections elicited much longer vocal
sounds. IWho wouldwe guessed?}
Irrelevance:

Rezearchers noted the difference in hu-
mans is that the influence from higher
brain levels on the brainstem is missing.
They also refer to previous studies using
ratz= and suggest that “the basic behavioral

—

repertoire in the PAG is further evalved in
cat than in rat.” This statement raises the
guestion as to how relevant the research
would be to humans, assuming that our
midbrain would be even further evolyed.
It is therefore very likely that this experi-
ment on cats actually served little if any
relewvance at ) L
Results support previous observations in
cats (1937, 1938, 1993, 1924, 1997}, mon-
keys (1979, 1985, 1986} and humans
{12388, 1924}

The use of animals in this research has
been |labeled 'senseless’ by neurosurgeon
O Marius Maxwell and veterinarian Or
Andre Menache.

Reference: The Midbrain Periagueductal
Gray Control of Respiration, Hari H. Subra-
manian, Ron L Balnave, and Gert Holstege,
The Journal of Neuroscience, November
19, 2008 . 28(471:12274-12283.

Thiz research was funded by 3 NHMRC Meurpscience
postgraduate scholarship, Please write to the following
urging them not to'support anin

acid to stimulate areas of the midbrain, as
previous studies “have shown that different
portions of the midbrain have different ef-
fects in the context of survival behaviour.”

nal-based research:

There were 23 minute intervals between
injections in order to eliminate the effect of
the previous injection. Up to 40 injections
were made in each animal.

At the same time, electronic recordings
were conducted using electrodes surgically
implanted in diaphragm muscles to measure
breathing during each brain stimulation. &
19 gauge needle was inzerted into the tra-
chea to record changes in tracheal pressure
and the mouth kept open to record vocaliza-

‘Dr Michael Spence:
Wice Chancellor

University of Sydney, NSW 200

Or emall: Yice-Chancellong rooedu.au
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when less Is better

Jacqueline Cuthbertson, (BAppSclhealth)RN AM Grad Dip Comm.Dip. Journalism] reports on a safer,

species-specific methodology for determining drug safety.

Microdosing — take a minute amount of a
drug, and give it to g healthy human. Then
wateh how that human processes the
drug. You can then apply what you learnt
to larger doses of the same drug in the
same species. Sounds pretty straight for-
ward doesn’t it? Like one of those really
simple ideas, that ewveryene loves and
wonders why no one thought of before.
Woell it's not really that easy, and one of
the reasons is that to watch tiny amounts
of drugs travelling arcund the body, we
need some intense technological eguip-
ment. For this reasen the expertise which
has been used in carbon dating has been
modified and applied to the Microdosing
process.

Microdosing is a method using human wol-
unteers at the earliest stage of drug devel-
opment. Yery small doses of 3 drug accom-
panied by radicisotope-14 are given to a
healthy volurteer, and with extremely sen-
sitive monitoring devices, the body's re-
sponse to the drug can be observed safely.
There are several ways that the dose can
be monitored and these are Accelerator
MMass Spectrometry [(AMS}, Muclear Mag-
netic Resonance and Positron Emission
Tomography, with AMS being the most
popular.

The amount of drug used is less than 1

percent of the minimum pharmacologically
active dose needed. In this way scientists
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can gain insight into the pharmacokinetics
(PK} of a medication. This is the study of
how the drug behaves in the body. It in-
cludes absorption, distribution, metabo-
lism, excretion, onset of action, and dura-
tion of effect. These processes are known
as ADME and they are usually conducted
on animals during pre Phase | of drug test-
ing. The drug then mowes on to Phasze I, 1l
and Il .The first stage of drug development
can take up to 18 months to complete and
cost 53-5 million {1}, so any streamlining of
this process will be welcomed by drug com-
panies as a money—saver. The attraction of
microdosing to animal advocates is that
animals aren’t used in the process, or their
use is minimised. Also, drugs which are not
going to make the grade are eliminated
earlier, and it allows finer tuning of the
type of animal needed for the rest of the
process.

Testing of drugs for approval involves the
suffering of thousands of lab animals and
pressure has been mounting to reduce,
replace and refine the number used. This
has been because the public has become
more aware of the cruelty involved and
because of the inherent flaws of animal
usage. The results of animal tests for drugs
are often misleading. Many drugs have
moved through the early stage of develop-
ment without a hiccup only to show |ater in
the process or even after marketing that
they are not suitable. Data from the Inter-
national Life Sciences Institute showed that
rodents for example, predicted only 43

percent of adverse effects from drugs (2}
Conversely, the drug is often shown to be
unsafe in a rat or a dog, for example, and it
has to be withdrawn from development
when it may have been successful in hu-
mans.

Emily Mclvor of the Dr Hadwen Trust re-
cently addressed a House of Lords EU Com-
mittee which is revising the use of animals
in experiments. She said “the animal
model is inherently flawed as a surrogate
for humans and it would be wrong to as-
sume that flawed animal models are the
best science we can ever achieve or to
limit our ambition of what science can
bring us tomorrow (3}

The United States” FO& (Food and Drug
Administration} has also asked why we are
still using tools from the 2ot century to
formulate drugs in the 21% and that a new
development methed is needed. Currently
Europe uses around 12 million animals per
year for testing, and 115 million are used
worldwide (4}

So with the time ripe for new processes
the development of Microdosing has come
to fruition. The process has been around
for several years and a paper was written
in 2003 as a result of a workshop on the
subject by volunteers in research and
teaching, including FRAME (Fund for Re-
placement of Animals in Medical Experi-
ments} and pharmaceutical companies, but
apparently the concept was slow to take
off. ii One of the reasons is the size and
complexity of the imaging equipment and
another is that there have been rumblings
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Fifty years ago in 1959 William Russell and
Rex Burch proposed the three R’s — re-
placement, reduction and refinement -in
their manuscript the principles of humane
experimental technigue. The recommenda-
tions, which have been universally ac-
cepted, were intended to reduce the over-
all amount of suffering caused to animals
during research.

We are all aware that the 3R’s serve as
complementary rules of thumb to reduce
overall suffering and form the framework
of the animal ‘ethics’ systems. When we
consider the continued rise in animal usage
statistics however, it is clear that this
framework simply isn’t working.

At conferences | have attended there has
been quite some focus on refinement but
very little on reduction and specifically on
replacement. Similarly, the use of animals
in education is a clear example of an area in
which we CAN replace animals and yet they
are still being used.

Even according to co-author William Rus-

should always seek further reducti
if possible, replacement... Replacement
always a satisfactory answer.” (1}

It'’s absolutely essential that we ask the
question, “Can the aims of the research be
achieved in ways that do not invol
mals?” And “Will the scientific outcome
this research justify the lives it will

and the suffering it will cause?” In man
cases you will find that it will not.

The House of Lords Select Committee
said: “We are not, however, p
that enough effort is always made to avoid

the use of animals. We are similarly
persuaded that where this is possib ff
cient effort is always made to minimize the
number of animals used, and to minim
the pain and suffering inflicted on
animal."(2}

The major problem with the 3R’s prit
along with inadequate legislation







Dr. Denise Russell, Honorary Research Fellow, Arts, University of Wollongong

Dr. Denise Russell was asked to he-
come an independent member of the
Animal Ethics Committee at the Uni-
versity of Sydney in 1924, and in the
helief that she could find out more
about animal experimentation and
passibly help some animals, she
joined. Denise discovered that there
was no possibility of debating ethical
issues heyond questions concerning
the numher of animals used and
whether they could be anaesthetised
ar not. Froam her words the term
‘Ethics Committee’ appears at best to
he an axymaoran = a justification of the
translation from the unpalatable to
the acceptahle. She describes her
experience.

There was never any discussion about
whether the value of the paossible experi-
mental outcome justified the harm dane to
animals in the experiments. | tried to get
such a discussion going concerning experi-
ments with dogs where they were given
random electric shocks, appeared to just
giva up on life, and refuse to eat. This was
put forward as a model of anorexia nervosa
in humans. One of the committee members
said to me: ‘if you object to this what will
you do'with my research proposal which is
caming up at the next meeting an the same

line of research. Would you ohject to that
toa?’ [said with a laugh). | said ‘yes'. The
chairperson then told me there were no
erounds for objection as this was a reputa-
ble area of research because other peaple
had puhblished papers about it. | wondered
then whether the joh of the Ethics Commit-
tee was just to rubhber-stamp the status
cquo. In fact in the years since the commit-
tee has been meeting no research proposal
had ever been rejected, though some had
been sent back for modificatian.

The researchers were required to note
whether the proposed experiment was
useful for humans or not. Some experi-
menters ticked a hox when asked if the
experiment was useful to humans when it
guite clearly was not, eg. one research
project concermed a heak disease in par-
rots. When | objected that the responses
are often put down in a cynical or jocular
vein | was told “there is @ need to maintain
a sense of perspective in all matters’.

| was deeply shocked by my experience 'on
this committee and thought that if ever |
have time ta go into this area further | will.
Over the years since that time | have dis-
cussed the Animal Ethics Committees with
other independent members (oftzn phi-
losophers) and members fram animal pro-
tection organizations. The situation has
nat changed. Research propasals are not
rejected outright, the scientists may be

’ ook “'.'

Photo: Dr Denise Russell

asked to trim the edges, and there is no
discussion of non-animal alternatives.

Members are required to sign a canfidenti-
ality agreement so the general public is
kept'in the dark about how many experi-
ments are conducted, what animals are
used, how they are sourced, the pain and
distress inflicted on research animals, the
number of animal deaths and so on. There
is little or no monitoring of research. The
overseeing committees are called ‘Ethics
Committees’ and so it sounds like any is-
sues that may be ethically problematic
would be dealt with but from my experi-
ence, and the experience of colleagues an
Ethics Committees at other Australian uni-
versities, this is most definitely not the
case.

....l.‘.......I........I..II......I.I.......I.-.I‘

“Animal Ethics Committees and the Community’s (lack of) Involvement in Decisions
about Animal Research. A personal account by Dr.Siobhan O’Sullivan

Dr Siohhan O'Sullivan is a Research
Fellow at the School of Social and Pa-
litical Sciences at the University of
Melboume. Ta learn maore about her
work, visit her webpage at: http://
www.ssps.unimelbh.edu.au/about/
staff/profiles/osullivan.

Fram 2002 until 2005 she sat on the NSW
Government's Animal . Research Review
Panel (ARRR). ARRP has operated . in NSW
for a little over 20 years. It exists by virtue
of an Act of the NSW Parliament. The Act
states that ARRP is to be made up of a
range of stakeholders including researchers,
veterinarians, employees of pharmaceutical
companies, and representatives from ani-
mal protection agencies, as weall as academ-
ics and government employees. Siobhan
was nominated to ARRP by the NSW Ani-

mals Societies Federation, and began sit-
ting on the panel while waorking for the
Warld League for Protaction of Animals
(WLPA).

When the NSW Government’s representa-
tive from the Department of Primary indus-
tries visits research focifities every couple
vears to inspect the focility to see if it is
complying with its research license, mem-
hers of ARRF are notified of the visit and
may choose to participate it the inspection.

As | was keen to learn as much as | could
aghout animal research | attended numer-
ous inspections. Research institutions were
always notified well in advance that an
inspection was to take place. Prior to an
inspection | received written information
aghout the institution | was to visit. On the
day of the inspection the inspection team

would be shown aground the focifities, usu-
alfy by g senior member of staff. if animals
were onsite the inspection team would
often see them, although i was not com-
mon to see animals actually undergoing an
experiment. Most often they were in cages
in the animal house, or in outdoor facilities
in the case of wildlife research. As @ mem-
ber of the inspection team | afso had the
opportunity to speak to the researcher(s),
hear whaot they were doing and why, and
ask questions. Finally, the inspection team
would normaily sit in on the Animal Ethics
Committee {AEC) meeting, observe how the
Committee conducts its meetings, and then
have a look back through their records.
Following the inspection | would be invited
to fist what | thought were problems/issues
at the institution. That fist was taken back
to ARRP for discussion at the next meeting.
If other members of ARRFP shared the in-
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spection teant’s concerns the institution would be notified and asked
to take remedial action. That action could include making changes to
the way the AEC meetings are conducted, or the way animals are
housed in cages, or the amount of exercise time the animals receive
etc. A list of issues for remedial action would be sent to the institu-
tion — although ot the time | was a member, ARRP did not have a
good system in piloce fo ensure suggestions/proposals were acted
on.

Members of ARRP do not have the same function as members of
AFCs. AEC members are agsked to make decisions about whether a
research project can be carried out, and if it can, under what circum-
stance. Members of ARRP are not colled upon to make decisions
ahaut whether a process can go ahead {except in the case of toxicol-
ogy testing). Rather, their role is to ensure the AEC is doing its job
fawfully and effectively.

During my time as @ member of ARRE | saw
some things that made me feel less concerned
about animal research than | might have otfi-
erwise been. 7o this day | find myself in the
position of saving to animal advocates ‘no it's
not that bad and this is why..” But, | also saw
things that | found very traumatic, things that
confirmed my worst fears ahout animal re-
search. | would like to be ahle to share with
reagders what | sow 50 everyone can have the
opportunity to draw their own conclusions
about animal research in NSW. However, by
faw, | am not permitted to divuilge the details
of what ! saw, nor are members of AECs. The stringent confidential-
ity requirements plfoced on ARRR and AEC members have coused me
to reflect on the suitabifity of those fows, and what their impaoct
might be. in the remainder of this article { would fike to make o cou-
ple of {personal) observations about animal research and confidenti-
ality. | hope they will give readers something to think about and also
stimulate debate:

1. Confidentiglity clouses mean the onimal research community
can make no legitimate claim to community engogement. (n 1959,
a Senate Select Committee into animal research recommended that
the animal research community take steps to ensure the {entire)
community is engaged and informed ghout the animal research
process. it concluded that it has been the secretive approach in the
past and the refuctance to provide public information about their use
of animals in experiments which has lead to the public misapprehen-
sion ahout the nature of animal experimentation in this country’.

In Australio it is likely that most, if not all, anima! resegrch is over-
seen by a properly constituted AFC including @ Category D
{community) member, It is the inclusion of the Category O person
who is thought to constitute the community engagement aspect of
the system. However, | would argue that the AEC systemn resufts in
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Eth-ics (eth’iks)

#n. Motivation based on
ideas of right and wrong.
2. Thephilosophical study
of moral values and rules,

—Webster’s Dictionary

fittle to no community engagement in animal experimentation. Let’s
do the sums. In g country with a population of 20 million, there is
fikefy to be ground 100 AECs. As glf Category O members are profib-
ited from sharing what they know about animal research with oth-
ers, we can assume that community knowledge ohout animal re-
search is imited to those 100 Category D AEC members. That trans-
fates to one in every 200,000 citizens of this country granted the
apportunity to engage with, and form their own view chout, animal
research. If onfy one imevery 200,000 citizens were permitted to vote
in Australian efections, would we consider that o democracy? | think
not. The inclusion of Category D members on AECs carries with it the
promise of some level of community engagement. But the confiden-
tiality clause stunts that possibility and does little more than make a
mockery of the suggestion that the community
figs the right to participate in the animal re-
search decision making process.

2. What is there to be afraid of ? Either animal
reseagrch can stand up to comumunity scrutiny
or it cannot. The AEC system is designed in
such a way that AEC members must carry out
a cost benefit analysis — is the animal suffering
worth the results that might be generated; its
pain versus gain. The community knows that
{some) animal research harms animals, why
seek to obscure that? instead of trving to hide animal research he-
hind impenetrable lohoratory doors why doesn’t the research com-
munity make g case to justify what they are doing? Either a practice
can withstand public scrutiny or it cannot. Animal researchers seem
to be in g highly privileged position whereby they do not fave to
account for their actions to the community ot forge. Do we trust any
group in society such that their actions need onfy be accountahle to
a smalf number of hand-picked overseers?

3. Are other countries doing better? Other countries in the OECD
have recognised the un-democratic nature of the animal research
confidentiality requirements, and have moved to enhance the com-
munity’s capacity to engage in the debate over animal research. For
exgmple, in the UK a summary of aff approved protocols is avaifohie
to the community on the Home Office’s website.

Community engagement is chaflenging, but it is rewarding. If vou
think democracy has something going for it, then vou will agree that
confidentiality stifles community engagement, and where the com-
munity is not engaged, the system can not be scrutinised and re-
formed as required. Animal research without community engage-
ment {5 a risky proposition, not least of afl for the animals who de-
serve to have the community involved in deciding whether what
animals go through as part of the research process is fair or not.

1. Senate Select Committee on Animal Welfare (1982 Animal Ex-
perimentation: Report by the Senate Select Committee on Animal
Welfare, Canberra, Australian Government Printing Service, p.6.
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ke face wm othe UK The Gowemmenl oy
hepsns o dmaa) ressanch niarsery aed
Qass aul af 5 way o defend ard prosa-
gandise e fovour of ammal experimenna-
Lo A hvsuing @ mohntaa) bevelpia peng ald
wad maks a huge difsrencs. Ore focnor
Rothis walld be rransporsncy bur oncs
aQgae the Govemment har  delibergsly
prevented relabls Mnfamaanian ahout an-
) Same RSN AR from Smanging.

Hawe you had amp suptessesy

Prokakly aur BQest S S55 05 rehated ta
thes mewn L af fresdam af informanan Back
2000 wes were leaked arpom shing dacw-
mMens from nsds @ Blatsck  company
called Imuan — @ subkRdary aff Mo

Phamaa — thar descnbed  ther mg-ro-
SRIRZLE QRGN RARSIGRTD SAmeRmerLs. OR
21 Reprember, kg UEhshed Che documen s
ragether with @ report sneoled "Dianss af
Despanr® e recagri o af the hamific re-
cards af the dying pRma s Wis foll e
e Jusnfeed e our B sLne Besaurs af
Lhe werongdanng revedled i the docwments.
On the same day, the Daly EMpress ma-
Lol RokiEeanet road By owsr @ milon
peamle pubhished  an saolushes gkeand
bl PTG FLE

Wathn @ fow' daps hakesvsr, Imviman had
Qae [0 the High Coure & Londan 10 obann
3 [EMEOAn LRIURCLOR barning ol distlae
sure af thewr confidenual docwmenis 1o keas
[a ke the Frar af an arduans and tromadar-
g 30 mon th laga) barte. Harvesver, Mowar-
L5 B aRnannsd that lmu e walkd be
chaged down, 5o ke had alreod packeewed o

FAR fhran D W

Phata: O Dan Lyans, Dirsctar Lintagad
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Eventuafly, the body responsible for offocoting fegof
oid finolly accepied thot we hiod © good chonce of
stccess and ERat there were imporiant pubfic inter-
est fssues of sioke. We finally received legol oid and
professionol representofion. This gove ts some-
thing of a fevel ploving field. Then, in Ocfiober 2002,
during ihe fegof botile, we received onoiher feak of
documents refoted o fmutron’s resecrch, this Hme
from the Home Office - the government deport-
ment which is supposed fo reguinie orimel experi-
menis. The revelotions i the Home Office docu-
ments sirengifiened our case

I the foce of Ehis, Imutron/Novarifs were forced o
bock down, On 1st Aprif 2003, fhe High Court finofly
refified o new infunciion which offowed the publica-
tion of over o thousand poges of documentefion,
with nomes ond commercielly confidenticl detads
kept Ridden. These documenis, especiolly the clini-
cof signs of the dving primotes, Blows away the ved
of secrecy surrounding vivisecifon o give o fruly
unprecedented insight info whot reclly hoppens io
onimoel used in experiments. They con be found on
our websife of www. xenodicries.org .

What is the current situation of xenotransplanta-
ticn in the UK?

One of the effects of the Diories of Despoir revelo-
tions wos ihot f gove reguiciory bodies informao-
fion thoet even they wouldn't normolly gef fo see. As
@ resuff, the expert body advising the Government
on xerofronsploniotion bosicoffy concluded thot
the technology wos dead in the wofer. So fhere hos
been o much more criticol oiiffude fo xenofrons-
ploniciion in ihe UK since 2000, Hoving soid thoi,
one rather infomous scientist fere wos given per-
mission fo research xenciranspioriotion vie pig-io-
pig tronsplantaiion experiments, Buf, inferestingly,
os soon s we siorfed {o kick up o fuss obout i the
resecrch wos mysieriously hafted. So, | ihink thot
xenofransploniation research fios been significanily
constrained ond there doesn’t oppeor fo be ony
appetite for clinfcol triols of pig cell ironsplonis,
which we understond are foking ploce in Souih East
Asig.

How do you personally view the future of animal
experimentation? Will it ever end?

f would ffke io think thoi onimol experimentoiion
would end one dov, bul I'm reclly nof sure thot
humon sociefy s eihical or robionol enough o
achieve ihof. Hoving soid thol, f om confident thot
we ore moking o difference, ond fhot if we con
continue fo conduct effeciive, positive compoigns
thot win ihe public’s heart ond minds rofher thon
efiencie them os some of the more oggressive com-
prigns hiove dore, then we con of least moke pro-
gress. f olso suspect thot fechnofogicol progress in
developing non-onimol affernatives, porticuforfy in
foxicofogy, fos the pofentiol fo sove millions of
arimals in thol sector,
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No Animal Testing =
“= No Animal Ingredients
“= All Vegan ==

hair care, household cleaners,
skin care, cosmetics,
personal care, vegan vitamins,
baby care, food, veg cookbooks,
“Veganpet” food, stickers,
t-shirts, gift boxes etc

Shop Online at www.crueltyfreeshop.com.au

or call 0400 823 030

for a mail order catalogue




Lobbyist Guide

] |

Andrew Bartlett has been active in politics for over 20 years, including as a Queensland Senator from 1997-
2008. Since leaving the Senate, he continues with his passion of advocating for animal rights issues.

Thanks to the generosity of Voiceless and their grants program, I've been working throughout this year to
pull together an online guide full of ideas on how to lobby, advocate and campaign more effectively for ani-
mals. It will focus particularly on better ways to engage with political processes, as well as provide as many
resources as possible about all the animal related legislation, codes of practice, groups, organisations and
issues.

I've also been trying to tap into the ideas and experiences of many of the
animal campaigners and advocates around the country. There are many
lessons, successes and frustrations experienced by many of us over many
years, and we all have a lot to learn from each other. It sometimes feels like
little progress is being made, but hearing so many stories from others rein-
forced to me that there have been many victories — large and small — and
importantly that there are many many people working in so many different
ways on behalf of animals.

The reasons | am aiming to make this predominantly an online guide rather
than a traditional printed book or manual are firstly so it can be available as
widely as possible, and secondly so that it can be readily updated and ex-
panded over time if people find it of value.

All things going well, the first version of the guide should be uploaded be-
fore the end of this year. Having relied on the ideas and efforts of many
other people to provide a lot of the content and help pull it together, I'll be
keen to get feedback on how useful it is and ways to improve it further. |
look forward to hearing peoples’ views and ideas then. In the meantime,
well done on your efforts and interest in helping animals — you are making a
difference and | encourage you all to keep doing what you can.

Phaoto: Andrew Bartlett
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A lasting legacy for future generations of people AND animals.

Preparing your Will is an extremely personal matter. It allows
yvou to provide for your family and friends, and any organization
or cause that is ¢close to your heart.

Leaving a bequest is one of the most significant ways to support
Humane Research Australia as our work depends heavily on do-
nations and bequests from our supporters to continue to opposa
animal experiments, and to promote more humane and scientifi-
cally valid alternatives.

After providing for your loved ones, if you would like us to con-
tinue our valuable work please also consider a gift to Humane
Research Australia Ine.

FD LIKE TO MAKE A REGULAR MONTHLY DONATION OF:

[ ]%100 [ 1950 [ 1825 S Other
per month, until further notice. | understand that this pay-
ment can be stopped by me at any time.

MY DETAILS
Name:

Postal Address:

Post Code;
Phone: (m] {wi/h)

Email:

HERE IS MY (ONCE OFF) DONATION OF:
[ 14500 [ 18250 [ ]5100
[ 1850 [ ]925 S Other

PAYMENT DETAILS
I am paying by: [ ] Chegque/Money Order
[ JAmex [ ]Mastercard [ ]Visa

PLEASE SIGN ME UP TO BECOME A MEMBER
[ 1%25

Write: Suite 205, 19 Milton Pde, Malvern VIC 3144
Phone: 03 8823 5704
Fax: 03 8823 5755

Email: info@humaneresearch.arg.au
Online: www.humaneresearch.arg.au  Husuw Research Australia

Card Number:
Narme on Card;

Signature: Expiry:
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