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SUBMISSION IN # Z DINSE=EC)
BARTLETT'S CALL F OR NATI@NAL REGISTER OF
ALL LABORATORY ANIMALS USED

Thank you for the opportunity to express my views.

I have enclosed the article from “The Age” which prompted me
to write.

Yours faithfully
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JANET ALLAN Dip.T.(Com)
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ANIMAL EXPERIMENTATION IN SCUTH AUSTRALIA

The Queen Elizabeth Hospital Research Fut#fiHlation’s 2003 report details
many cruel and invasive experiments on cattle, pigs, mice, guinea pigs
and marmosets.. For example, starving pregnant guinea pigs and
depriving them of water, blocking off various tubes in the bodies of
animals (the blocking off of any internal tubes causé¥ €xcruciasisig pain),
inducing tumours in animals, organ transplants and various chemical and
surgical interventions causing damage to the reproductive organs of
animals and to babies developing within their wombs

The Eastern Courier 17/5/2000 reported that the number of animals used
in experiments annually in South Australia alone is in the hundreds of
thousands and the number is rising. Recently, when Australian scientists
were trying to get consent to do embryonic stem cell research I saw on
the news a frog whose eves they had gouged out and were presumably
going to inject with stem cells to “cure’ the blindness. They also showed
a poor little rat whose spine they had crushed and then injected with stem
cells. They dropped it into a fish tank so the poor creature had to move
its painful back legs or drown and it moved very feebly. It then turned
out that they lied about the type of stem cells they used anyway. They
weren’t embryonic stem cells. They also showed a rat strapped in a
restraint device. It was obviously fully conscious and they were
performing major surgery on its back. This is what they are not even
bothering to hide!




GENERAL COMMENTS

Just recently (18/9/03) I videoed Catalyst showing rats with open
festering wounds in heads, electrodes in heads, cameras strapped to
backs, scientists playing with them like toys. Called them remote
controlled rats. Said they were better off than the rest of the rats in
laboratory. One rat had 60 electrodes in its brain. So what are they doing
to the rest? This is what they put on TV and consider OK. The
electrodes, by the way, are what they have done to the cats in the pictures
I sent you. They are screwed to the sinus bones. Pus runs down into the
sinuses and causes blindness and death if the experiments don’t kill the

animals first.

I am totally opposed to vivisection of all kinds on both ethical and
scientific grounds and [ am in very good company there.

I quote Dr Henry J Bigelow (Professor of Surgery at Harvard University)
~There will come a time when the world will look back on
vivisection, in the name of science, as they do now to burning at
the stake in the name of religion.

And

Albert Einstein —~It has become appallingly clear that our
technology has surpassed our humanity.

And

Gandhi —The greathess of a nation and its moral progress can be
judged by the way its animals are treated.

Vivisection is the blackest of all the black crimes that man is
at present committing against God and His fair creation. It ill
becomes us to invoke in our daily prayers the blessings of God,
the Compassionate, if we in turn will not practise elementary
compassion towards our fellow creatures.

And




George Bernard Shaw ~ Atrocities gre not less atrocities when
they occur in laboratories and are called medital research.

And

Brigid Brophy (author) —In point of fact, I am the very opposite
on an anthropomorphiser. I don't hold animals superior or even
equal to humans. The whole case for behaving decently to
animals rests on the fact that we are the superior species. We
are the species uniquely capable of imagination, rationality and
moral choice - and that is precisely why we are under the
obligation to recognise and respect the rights of animals.

Even Dr Christian Barnard, the pioneer of transplant surgery, saw
the error of his ways and vowed to abandon research on animals as a
cruel and barbaric practice.

Just a few of the many others I could quote are Buddha, Pythagoras,
Leonardo da Vinci, Francis Bacon, Voltaire, Samuel Johnson, William
Cowper, Jeremy Bentham, William Blake, Schopenhauer, Lord
Shaftesbury, Cardinal Newman, Victor Hugo, Richard Wagner, Cardinal
Gibbons, Mark Twain, Thomas Hardy, William James, George Gissing,
C G Jung, Dr Albert Schweitzer, Queen Victoria, C S Lewis, John
Galsworthy, Arthur Koestler, Charles Chaplin, John Cowper Powys,
Adlai Stevenson, Dr Joseph Bronowski, Prince Rainier, Muriel the Lady
Dowding, Fannie Hurst (author), Clare Boothe Luce, Dr Graham Richard
(lecturer Oxtord University), Professor Peter Singer.

I quote the British Medical Journal 28/2/2004: -Clinicians and the
public often consider it axiomatic that animal research has
contributed to the treatment of human disease, yet little evidence
is available to support this view....... Despite the lack of
systematic evidence for its effectiveness, basic animal
research....receives much more funding than clinical research.

I have also enclosed a recent example I have from a magazine called
Ethical Treatment for Animals.
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XENOTRANSPLANTATION — A PANDORA’S BOX

Xenotransplantation is the process of genetically manipulating animals
for the purpose of animal to human organ transplants. It builds bridges
for the transference of disease between different species. The risk of
zoonoses, or animal to human diseases, is very unpredictable and largely
incurable even if detected. The likelihood is that far more people would
die from epidemics similar to the current one of SARS than would be
“saved’ by organ transplants. It is certainly not ethically sound to allow a
few people who could benefit from organ transplants (less than one
hundredth of one percent of the population) to put at risk millions of
healthy people. There is mounting evidence that diseases like AIDS are
the direct result of this type of genetic manipulation.

1t is certainly not ethically sound to use other sentient beings as living
organ banks, to endure a life of constant suffering. To begin with these
animals are subjected to the same cruelty as battery hens by being kept in
bare wire floored cages. On top of that, they are subjected to repeated
painful medical and surgical procedures: For example: over stimulation
of the animals” ovaries can cause painful cysts and enlarged ovaries.
During the microinjection process genes often reach the wrong target
cells within the embryo and cause painful abnormalities, severe diarrhoea
and vomiting and death. An animal thrashing around in agony in a bare
wire floored cage sprayed with vomit and diarrhoea is typical of these
experiments. Certainly, we already treat farm and experimental animals
this way, much to our disgrace. It is high time we started to improve our
black record of atrocities towards our fellow creatures, not add yet
another hidecus crime.

It only takes one (non-human primate) transplant to start an
epidemic. Only one. You are playing Russian roulette..Dr Allan
P220 Sacred Cows and Golden Geese.

P 88 of the Response paper on xenotransplantation issued by the National
Health and Medical Research Council admits that animal organs, even
when genetically manipulated, are not suitable for humans because they
are, for example, the wrong size. At best it puts the entire world’s
population of healthy people at risk to achieve some improvement for a
tiny fraction of the population who might benefit from a transplant. At
worst it could benefit no one at all and cause worldwide plagues. Healthy
people cannot possibly gain anything. They can only lose their most
precious possession ~ their health.
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As a result of these meetings Australia wide xenotransplantation has been
banned altogether for the next 5 years and primates are excluded entirely
from the research but no such progress seems to be occurring in any other
area of animal experimentation.

SOURCES
‘Animals Today’ Vol 10 No 4 2002

NH&MRC Response to 2002 public consultation draft guidelines and
discussion paper on xenotransplantation

“The Cutting Edge’” SBS 2/3/04

‘SACRED COWS AND GOLDEN GEESE The Human Cost of
Experiments on Animals’ By C Ray Greek (doctor) and Jean Swingle
Greek (vet)




SACRED COWS AND GOLDEN GEESE

The Human Cost of Experiments on Animals
By C Ray Greek (doctor) and Jean Swingle Greek (vet)

This book does not dwell on the terrible suffering and cruelty inflicted on
the billions of animals used in research. Instead, it demonstrates how
advances in medical science have been made not because of but in spite

of animal experimentation.

[t systematically examines the claims made by animal experimenters and
in every case it turns out, when investigated, that all the advances were

either:
e Falsely claimed to be achieved by the use of animals
OR

s Were developed through the use of animals but could just as easily
have been done using human cadavers or other means.

Worse still, many advances have been delayed or even derailed by animal
experiments and human clinical evidence has been ignored because of the
failure of animal experimenters to reproduce it. A good example of this

is Thalidomide.

Thalidomide was prescribed to pregnant women to help with morning
sickness and sleeplessness after being thoroughly tested on animals over
many years with no adverse results. Even after hundreds of horribly
deformed human babies were born as a result of their mothers taking
Thalidomide it remained on the market because the animal experimenters
could not reproduce this result in animals no matter what they did. Thus
human clinical evidence was ignored, as it so often is, and the drug
caused another 10,000 human babies to be born with missing limbs
before it was finally taken off the market.

PENICILLIN was delayed and almost derailed by animal testing
because it kills guinea pigs and causes deformities and birth defects in

rats.




ASPIRIN, luckily, was discovered by Hippocrates around 400 BC in the
form of willow bark. If it had been discovered today, with our obsession
with animal testing, it would almost certainly have been banned. It

causes birth defects in mice and rats and extensive blood abnormalities in

cats.

Animal testing persists because it provides a legal sanctuary for
pharmaceutical companies and a very profitable business for researchers.
There is always a less than 50/50 chance that medication will produce the
same results in humans as in animals, and it is usually much less. This is
not science. It is expensive and dangerous gambling.
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THE TOTAL FAILURE OF THE CURRENT SYSTEM OF
ETHICS COMMITTEES

The original xenotransplantation discussion paper stated —7he person in the
last category (Cat. C) is required to put aside their personal philosophies, which may
oppose the use of animals for research purposes, in order to participate in a system
that will assist in improving the welfare of experimental animals (page 88)

This makes a mockery of the very term “ethics” committee. They are
told to put aside the very thing they are supposed to be there to discuss —
THE ETHICS (OR RATHER LACK OF) INVOLVED IN
VIVISECTION.

Page 88 of the original discussion paper also stated The animal welfare lobby
in_Austrafia continues to fave major input into all aspects of animal
experimentation

This is simply not true. In 1998 Animals Australia conducted a survey of
Category C members of AECs and found that about half of them were not
happy with the way decisions were made. They were not given
satisfactory answers to even the most basic questions about justification
for and alternatives to vivisection. Many ethics committees are simply
used as rubber stamps on experiments, no matter how cruel and/or

pointless.

P36 of the xenotransplantation Response document outlines the RSPCA’s
complaints that current controls do not give adequate consideration to the
welfare of animals involved in xenotransplantation. If these barbaric
experiments are going to continue then the animals involved should, at
the very least, have watchdogs comprised entirely of people with
exclusively animal rights or animal welfare interests (such as
Humane Charities Australia, Animals Australia and the RSPCA)
who have absolute right of access (without notice) and control over the
care of the animals involved in any research institution. These groups
could seek veterinary advice as needed but they need to have absolute
authority over how the animals are treated and the right to end any
experiment, any time, if their demands on animal welfare are not met.
None of the groups mentioned in the response document (NHMRC and
GTRAP) provide adequate protection for helpless creatures unable even
to speak for themselves.
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Researchers themselves should not be permitted to be members of ethics
committees. The fact that they are is equivalent to accused murderers
being allowed to sit as jurors at their own trials. 1 use the comparison
very aptly because more than one great thinker, including L.eonardo da
Vinci, has said that the day will come when the murder of animals is
regarded in the same way as the murder of men.

PROPOSAL:

That animal ethics committees be comprised of two people involved
in animal welfare work, one person involved in animal rights work,
one veterinarian and one person involved in research which does not
use animals but alternatives.

| enclose an article on humane research.




i
i




g,

Lo,






