Bruxelles, September 10, 2015

Dear Members of the European Commission,

Your written "Communication on the European Citizens' Initiative Stop Vivisection" dated 3
June 2015 (1) is yet another demonstration of the fact that we, the citizens of Europe, are
considered in Brussels to be an amorphous mass of individuals unable to discern between
propaganda and true facts, incapable of understanding the difference between a number of
generic, undemanding declarations and the crude dynamics of vested interests underlying
animal experimentation.

Your official response to three years of democratically motivated campaigning involving tens
of thousands of tireless activists across Europe and nearly 1,200,000 signatories, came as a
shocking revelation of the inability by the European Commission to analyse or appropriately
address the fundamental raison d'étre of Stop Vivisection, namely to expose and to challenge
the very unscientific assumption that the animal model is a valid modality for human drug
development and disease research, and that the current use of animals as human surrogates is
therefore unsound and invalid. Your text completely misses the point from the very
beginning, when it states that "The EU shares the Citizens' Initiative's conviction that animal
testing should be phased out" (pages 2 and 7).

You failed to notice that the main focus of Stop Vivisection is not about the phasing out of
animal experimentation per sé, an objective which is widely shared by the great majority of
people both in Europe and elsewhere (with the obvious exception of those who earn a living
and billionaire budgets from it). We did not need to mobilise 1,200,000 people across 28
European countries had our aim been to gradually phase out animal experiments. No: our goal
was and is to end animal experiments without delay by making it patent how many false
obstacles - both political and scientific — stand in the way of achieving this aim.

To that end, we asked for an independent scientific inquiry involving international experts to
discuss the historical, legal and predictive aspects of animal research and testing. All we were
presented with was a ritualistic reaffirmation of your reliance upon the current laws
addressing animal experiments: directive 2010/63/EU and Cosmetics regulation 1223/2009. A
very poor response indeed.

Directive 2010/63/UE, which is the formal object of our Initiative as well asthe crude
materialisation of countless vested interests, neither protects animals nor is it a legal text
paving the way to a world free of animal testing. Quite the contrary, under a thin layer of
winsome, would-be reassuring enunciations about animal welfare, it reveals the backward and
cunning nature of the in vivo business.



°° Do we need to remind you that no animal experiment has ever been validated and that an
ever increasing number of internationally renowned scientists question its validity with
irrefutable arguments pertaining both its theoretical basis and its practical results?

°° Do we need to remind you that the 3Rs principle on which Directive 2010/63 is founded
has stood in the way for several decades of implementation, to achieve any meaningful
reduction in the numbers of animals used for experiments, and all statistical data concerning
animal experimentation at a national level show an alarming increase in the number of
animals used in EU laboratories?

°° Do we need to remind you that compared with the previous law dated 1986, Directive
2010/63 is more backward on such extremely sensitive_issues as the levels of suffering and
stress that can be legally inflicted on animals? And namely:

- that directive 86/609/EEC prohibited experiments on stray cats and dogs whilst the one
passed in 2010 allows them in order to make EU more economically competitive towards the
U.S?

- that directive 86/609/EEC prohibited the use of neuromuscular blocking agents without
general anaesthaesia whilst the one passed in 2010 allows it?

- that in response to the pressures of the professionals in the field the law was supplied
with two additional clauses, the first of which permits experimenters to surpass '"the upper
limit of pain that the animal can be subjected to", whilst the second allows the use of non-
human primates in applied research in areas that are not linked with debilitating and life-
threatening conditions in humans?

°© Do we need to remind you that contrary to all claims of transparency and
accountability, under articles 40/42 member states may allow the authorisation of multiple
generic projects for a period up to five years and introduce simplified administrative
procedures (if the projects contain procedures classified as "non-recovery", "mild" or
"moderate", and are held to satisfy regulatory requirements) waiving the requirement for a
non technical summary accessible to the public?

°° Do we need to remind you that alternative methods are mostly recommended but never
made compulsory?

°© Do we need to remind you that Cosmetics Regulation EC 1223/2009 imposes
"a complete marketing ban on cosmetics products and ingredients tested on animals" but only
in theory, only to dazzle the more optimistic and credulous opponents of vivisection? Worse
than ever, in fact, nobody in Europe can possibly ascertain whether the solar filter or lipstick
or make up she/he is using has been totally or partially tested on animals (or not) given the
intricacy of derogations the law has been abundantly furnished with.



To sum up:

the focal point explaining why Stop Vivisection was set up three years ago is that whilst
conceived and finalised to satisfy relevant economic and financial needs, Directive 2010/63
proves to be thoroughly out of step with modern scientific knowledge. This is particularly
evident at recital n. 10 which summarizes the spirit of the law by stating that "the use of lives
animals continues to be necessary to protect human and animal health", a principle
repeatedly echoed in your response to Stop Vivisection. But no explanation, no written
references, no scientific in-depth examinations are provided, alas, to support such an
egregious declaration while countless scientific studies underpin the contrary.

To discuss and overcome these scientific loopholes, and to promote Europe as a preeminent
scientific economic force worldwide we presented a Deossier supported by 1,173,131
signatures with 10 requests, none of which was taken into account. We didn't want to know
how much you like Directive 2010/63. We didn't want to know how much you appreciate the
false premises of cosmetic regulation 1223/2009. We didn't want to know that you will go on
spending money on conferences about the pitiful 3Rs principle nor funding morally
degrading, counter productive and wasteful enterprises where millions of animals and
millions of euros are being sacrificed on the altar of a perversion of science (2). We want
Europe to strive unequivocally for a leading role both on scientific and ethical grounds. We
want Brussels authorities to take seriously the problems posed by an increased, uncontrolled
rise in all acute and chronic illnesses, and unequivocally embrace a new vision and new
modern strategies that rely upon evidence-based medical and toxicological research. We want
the leading international scientists of both sides to enter publicly the arena and discuss the
principles of a truly modern science.

Pursuant to the all the above we therefore respectfully ask you to reconsider and provide real
answers to our proposals. Here attached you will find them again so that you can give us and
millions of european citizens the 10 answers they deserve (3).

Please note that in the absence of a reply within 30 days following the sending of this letter,
we reserve the right to pursue all possible legal means to enforce compliance with the spirit of
the European treaties.

Andre Menache and Gianni Tamino,
representatives for Stop Vivisection Initiative

(1) http://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/3/2015/EN/3-2015-3773-EN-F1-1.PDF

(2) to name but two, the Xenome Project, and the European Conditional Mouse
Mutagenesis Program: http://www.mousephenotype.org/about-ikmc/eucomm

(3) http://www .stopvivisection.eu/sites/default/files/dossier -11_may 2015.pdf




