
 

 
 
 

Professor Wesselingh 
CEO NHMRC 
GPO Box 1421 
Canberra ACT 2601 
 
7 May 2026 
 

By email steve.wesselingh@nhmrc.gov.au 

Dear Professor Wesselingh,  

Re: Recent article on Australia’s non-animal technologies ecosystem  

On behalf of Animal-Free Science Advocacy (AFSA), we would like to draw attention to a 
recent publication by the NSW non-animal technologies network (NAT-Net) (1) and highlight 
the actions necessary to ensure we maintain the Australian advantage of non-animal 
technologies and methods to the economy outlined by CSIRO in 2023, estimated at 1.6 billion 
AUD (2). 

As you will be aware, non-animal methods or more commonly known as “New Approach 
Methods” or “NAMs” are being progressed and funded in most every OECD nation with the 
exception of Australia (3, 4, 5). Major regulators and health research funders in the US, EU, 
UK, India, Korea, and Canada have released roadmaps, policy documents, and/or legislation 
to phase out animal testing to ensure medical progress and successful drug development (6). 
In the UK, the equivalent of the NHMRC, UK Research and Innovation, provides direct funding 
for NAMs (7). 

We understand that a review of the Australian Code for the Care and Use of Animals for 
Scientific Purposes (The Code) is currently underway and appreciate the opportunity to 
contribute to consultations within this review. However, it is unclear if this review will consider 
the broader infrastructure support for NAMs, which is crucial for Replacement to be 
adequately implemented.  

Owing to the uncertainty of The Code review scope and the urgency of the issue, with 
increased global recognition of NAMs as necessary to improve health care, medical product 
development capabilities and advance medical progress, we are raising lack of NHMRC focus 
on NAMs to your attention.  

Below are the key gaps identified in the recent NAT-Net paper (1), which the NHMRC could act 
upon in conjunction with The Code review.  

Key Gaps for NAMs development in AU: 

https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/toxicology/articles/10.3389/ftox.2026.1790806/full
https://www.csiro.au/en/work-with-us/services/consultancy-strategic-advice-services/CSIRO-futures/Health-and-Biosecurity/Non-animal-models
https://doi.org/10.1177/02611929241259117
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/35578444/
https://animalfreescienceadvocacy.org.au/wp-content/uploads/2025/02/AFSA-Business-Case-for-Funding-Non-Animal-Research-Methods.pdf
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S3050620425000661
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/replacing-animals-in-science-strategy/replacing-animals-in-science-a-strategy-to-support-the-development-validation-and-uptake-of-alternative-methods#the-uk-strategy-for-driving-the-use-of-alternatives-to-animals-in-science
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/toxicology/articles/10.3389/ftox.2026.1790806/full


 

 
 
 

1) The establishment of standards and validation processes (91/120; 75.8%),  

2) Improved access to resources (89/120; 74.2%) 

3) Support for finding collaborators or partners (86/120; 71.7%) 

4) Education (66/120; 55.0%) 

5) Policy or regulatory advocacy (65/120; 54.2%) 

A recent report by Bellberry Limited and the Australasian Society of Clinical and Experimental 
Pharmacologists and Toxicologists (ASCEPT) (attached supplementary document) 
emphasised that Australia must engage proactively in NAMs global efforts to remain 
competitive in clinical trials in Australia, and highlighted funding constraints as a key obstacle 
to the advancement of NAMs in Australia. The NHMRC is urgently required to act to fund 
these objectives of national interest.    

AFSA suggest the NHMRC address these areas of key importance by: 

1) Releasing targeted NHMRC/MRFF grant funding opportunities for NAMs development 
and validation (distinct from the current Community research priorities portal – call for 
submissions (8), and 3Rs funding (9). 

2) Releasing targeted NHMRC/MRFF funding opportunities for NAMs related 
 infrastructure, resources and education. 

3) Drafting a policy paper, together with the Australian Health Product Regulation Group, 
alongside the review of The Code, specifying the definition of NAMs in AU, and mandating 
training on NAMs for all NHMRC funded research. A model to follow is suggested as the 
Step4NAMs Interreg program offered in the European Union (10). Australia participates in 
Interreg as part of Interreg Indian Ocean Programme (Outermost regions).  

AFSA are calling on the NHMRC as the main statutory authority of the Australian Government 
responsible for medical research to take action to ensure a future with a sustainable 
healthcare system and globally-aligned medical progress.  

We would welcome the opportunity to discuss these recommended steps with you at your 
earliest convenience. 

Sincerely, 

 

https://www.nhmrc.gov.au/research-policy/research-priorities/community-research-priorities-portal
https://www.nhmrc.gov.au/research-policy/ethics/animal-ethics/3rs
https://step4nams.nweurope.eu/training


 

 
 
 

N Anderson Regulatory Science Officer AFSA and R Smith CEO AFSA  


