
 

 

 

 

Dr. O.P. Chaudhary  

Joint Secretary (Animal Welfare) and Chairman (CPCSEA) 

Department of Animal Husbandry and Dairying 

Ministry of Fisheries, Animal Husbandry and Dairying 

 

11 October 2022 

 

Via e-mail: jspf-dadf@nic.in  

 

Dear Dr. Chaudhary, 

 

I am writing on behalf of People for the Ethical Treatment of Animals (PETA) 

India and our more than 2 million members and supporters to humbly request that 

you withdraw the recent recommendations for the use of stray dogs for 

vaccine trials made by the Committee for the Purpose of Control and 

Supervision of Experiments on Animals (CPCSEA) to all the registered 

establishments and nominees of CPCSEA during its 101st meeting.1  

 

These recommendations contravene the duties assigned to CPCSEA by the 

Government of India under Rule 10 of the Breeding of and Experiments on the 

Animals (Control and Supervision) Amendment Rules, 2006, which states that, 

“an establishment shall acquire animal(s) for experiments from registered 

breeders only”, with exemptions only made if there is a shortage of animals, in 

which case they must still be legally sourced or imported.2 

 

Besides being highly unethical, this recommendation is unjustifiable from a 

scientific perspective: other nations’ policies already go further than India’s by 

advising against the use of stray animals in scientific procedures, as shown by the 

following: 

 

 The European Union Directive 2010/63 on the protection of animals used for 

scientific purposes guides national authorities against the use of stray animals 

in experiments, stating, “Since the background of stray and feral animals of 

domestic species is not known, and since capture and placement into 

establishments increases distress for such animals, they should not, as a 

general rule, be used in procedures.”3 Article 11 of this directive clarifies that 

“Stray and feral animals of domestic species shall not be used in procedures” 

and that exemptions may only be granted in very specific circumstances.3  

 

 The United Kingdom has gone further to state that stray animals of domestic 

species should not be used in any scientific procedures.4  

 

 In the United States, the National Institutes of Health no longer funds studies 

that use “random source” animals from “Class B dealers”, including dogs 

acquired from pounds, breeders, and related sources.5,6 The United States 

Department of Agriculture has also halted renewing or granting Class B dealer 

licenses for the purpose of selling dogs or cats to laboratories and for teaching 

or testing.7 This measure has been adopted in all appropriation bills going 

forward preventing the use of live dogs or cats who have been acquired from 
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sources other than approved breeders in research, experimentation, teaching, 

or testing.8 

 In Australia, special conditions apply to the supply of dogs and cats used in 

laboratories, with the state of New South Wales explicitly stating that “an 

impounding authority may not supply to a licensed animal supplier, and a 

licensed animal supplier may not accept from an impounding authority, any 

animal for use in connection with animal research.”9  

 

As countries with whom India competes in science and technology effect more advanced policies 

on the acquisition of animals for use in scientific procedures, it is vital that India does not adopt 

such regressive policies that can negatively impact science, animal welfare, public health, and 

the economy. 

 

Moreover, reliance on tests using dogs and other animals to predict human responses to vaccines, 

drugs, and other compounds can be dangerously misleading. Peer-reviewed publications have 

established that the results of drug testing studies using animals have salient differences and 

cannot be reliably used for predicting human responses, including tests using non-rodent species 

such as dogs and monkeys.10,11,12 Studies regarding toxicity tests performed on dogs and rabbits 

have established that these tests are unreliable predictors of the safety of compounds for human 

use and do not accurately predict responses observed in humans.13 

 

Extensive research has demonstrated the poor translatability of basic and applied research using 

animals to understand human disease and predictive failures when using animals to anticipate the 

safety and efficacy of human therapeutics and medical devices. Inherent species differences 

mean that other animals cannot reliably serve as analogues for understanding human disease and 

developing safe and effective treatments for humans.14 It is estimated that fewer than 10% of 

“highly promising” basic science discoveries based on animal studies enter clinical use within 20 

years.15 A more recent analysis found that studies using animals have not furthered our 

knowledge in the field of human health or led to the development of treatments for conditions 

affecting humans.16 There is a growing global scientific consensus that far more is to be gained, 

scientifically and economically, from enhanced support for human-relevant research methods 

that are better suited to solving human biomedical and regulatory assessment paradigms than 

from reliance on using animals.  

 

In view of the above evidence, I respectfully request that you withdraw this decision and 

encourage all the registered establishments and nominees of CPCSEA to adopt the use of 

superior, human-relevant animal-free research methods, which are more effective, ethical, and 

economical and do not cause dogs or any other animals to suffer. 

 

Thank you for your time and consideration for this crucial issue. I would be pleased to meet with 

you to discuss this matter further. Please inform me of any action taken in this regard by your 

office. 

 

Most respectfully, 

 

 
 

Muskan Bhatia, PhD 

Science Research Associate,  

PETA India 
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