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Animal Besearch: Good News and Bad News

1988 has been a difficult year for animal rescarch,
especially research related to drug abuse. Several members
of Division 28 have been targeted by animal rights activists
for their investigations of biomedical and hehavioral factors
related to drug abuse. As the result of pressure from
animal rights activists, a scientist at Cornell Univers
returned a NIDA research grant that was to support her
rescarch on barbiturate dependence.  Presently, investiga-
tors conducting research with animals face expensive regula-
tions that may do more to hinder research progress than to
improve animal care. Given the frequency and intensity of
these events, I believe it is important that Division members
begin to take an active role in responding Lo this situation.

The good news is that we are not alone in countering
thesz attacks. My own experiences in the last few months
led me to & surprising discovery: The scientific community
and several of its professional organizations have already
developed strategies for dealing with stlacks on animal re-
search and are eager to share their insights. Upon inguiry, |
was provided with written materials, offers of assistance,
and moral support from several groups, including the Scien-
tific Directorate of the American Psychological Association,
the Foundation for Biomedical Research, and individuals
within the Mational Institute on Drug Abuse. 1 also re-
ceived a greal deal of support from my own Institution, the
Liniversity of North Carolina, which was more than willing
to respond (o inguires about animal rescarch as well as
provide additional security within my laborataory,

The bad news, of course, is that it takes time to be
proactive, and that’s time away from research, teaching, and
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other responsibalitics. In a recont articke-about the situation
at Cornell, a reporter noted that aot one leifer was receivad
from the scientific communily in supporl of the research in
question, 1 would hke to change this situation by urging you
to express your views on animal research (o your congress-
men, as well as to universities with faculty members under
attack, In this respect, two ¢xamples come (o mind--MNew
York University, where Ronald Wood has been singled out
for his research on inhaled substances, and Emaory Universi-
ty, where several individuals doing research in the area of
drug abuse have been tarpeted. Both New York University
and Emory University deserve praise for the support they
i §

In order to make it easicr for you to respond (o this
situation, 1 have written two model letters which you could
adapt for your oom purposes. One is a thank you letier 1o
NYU; the other is a letter of concern to Cornell Univergity.
I hope you will be able to take a little time to share your
own views with these institotions or with aother relevani
mdividualks and instifutions in your area;

I} letter to NYTLI:

D, Saul Farber

Dean of Mew York University Medical Center
550 151 Avenue

Mew York, NY 10016

Dwear Dir. Farher:

I am wriling fo thank MNew York University for the
rode it has played in supporting research on problems
related to drug abuse, As a scientist, | am guile awars
of Dr, Ronald Wood's research and (he contribution it
has made o our understanding of the abuse polential
and behavipral toaty of organic solvents and inhaled
substances, Your efforts in behalf of Dr. Wood's
research also provide an excellent model of how uni-
























