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Honorable Mayor Wolf, Viee-MEiyor Reeves, and a)1mcillors'"siin1van,
Duehay, Walsh, Toomey, Cyr, Myers, and Russell:

As a citizen of Cambridge, I am approaching the city council to ask

your strong support of the ordinance before you to ban the LD50 and

Draize tests for cosmetics and household produets in Cambridge. To

those of you who have &monstrated your support, I would like to
express my sincere respect and gratitude.

Although sane of you are already familiar withthe ID50 and Draize
tests because of the 1987 Order, I would like to stress once more that
these tests have been widely criticized by science and health
professionals. These tests are crude and irrpreeise.

* The LD50 gives little or no information about the prevention
and correction of overdose situations.

* It gives little or no information about the long term effects
of a substance.

* Differenees between species make the LD50 and the Draize
tests of questionable applicability to humans.

* The LD50 and the Draize tests are subject to wide
inter-laboratory variation and do not yield consistent
results.

* There are alternatives to both the LD50 and theDraize tests.

Researchers claim these tests are not being done in Cambridge at
present. The ban on these tests will therefore be supportive of their
practice. It will, furthermore, provide residents of Cambridge with a
clearer sense of our city's ethical stance not only about public
accountability in research, but also atout the treatment of sentient
beings undergoing experimentation here.

I urge you to danonstrate the quality decision-making that your
residents have to respect. I urge you to follow through on the
1987 order and to vote to pass the ordinance to ban the LD50 and Draize
tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge.
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Honorable Mayor Wolf , Vice-Mayor Reeves, and amncill'cigs'iSulltvm',,
Duehay, Walsh, Toaney, Cyr, Myers, and Russell:

As a citizen of Cambridge, I am approaching the city council to aSk

your strong support of the ordinance before you to ban the ID50 and

Draize tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge. To

those of you who have danonstrated your support, I would like to
express my sincere respect and gratitude.

Although of you are already familiar with the LD50 and Draize
tests because of tiie 1387 Order, I would like to stress once nijre that
these tests have been widely criticized by science and health
professionals. These tests are crude and imprecise.

* The LD50 gives little or no information about the prevention
and eorreetion of overdose situations.

* It gives little or no information about the long term effects
of a substance.

* Differences between Species make the ID50 and the Draize
tests of questionable applicability to humans.

* The LD50 and the Draize tests are subject to wide
inter-laboratory variation .and do not yield consistent
results.

* There are alternatives to toth the ID50 and the Draize tests.

Researchers claim these tests are not being do"ne in Cambridge at
present. The ban on these tests will therefore be supportive of their
practice. It will, furthermore, provide residents of Cambridge with a.

clearer sense of our city's ethical stance not only about public
accountability in research, but also about the treatment of sentient
beings undergoing eXperjjnentation here.

I urge you to dEnjonstr&: te the quality decision-making that your
residents have to reSpeet. I urge you to follow through on the
1987 order and to vote to pass the ordinance to ban the LD50 and Draize
tests for cosmetics and hcusehold products in Cambridge.
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'-"·"·t'"/l:ii,'|;":.: " · ,,Honorable Mayor Wolf, Vice-Mayor Reeves, and Cbuncillors SuMYan,
Duehay, Walsh, Tbamey, Cyr, Myers, and Russell:

As a citizen of Cambridge, I am approaching the city council to ask
your strong support of the crdinanee before you to ban the LD50 and
Draize tests for cosmetics and household products in Canbridge. To
those of you who have &mnstrated your support, I wuuld like to
express my sincere respect and gratitude.

Although of you are already familiar withthe ID50 andDraize
tests because of the 1987 Order, I would like to stress onee more that
these tests have been widely criticized by science and health
professionals. These tests are crude and imprecise.

* The Ilj50 gives little or no information aEout the prevention
and correction of overdose situations.

* It gives little or no information atout the long term effects
of a substance.

* Differences between species make the LD50 and the Draize
tests of questionable applicability to humans.

* The LD50 and the Draize tests are subject to wide
inter-laboratory variation and do not yield consistent
results.

* There are alternatives to both the ID50 and the Draize tests.

Researehers claim these tests are not being done in Cambridge at
present. The ban on these tests will therefore be supportive of their
practice. It will, furthemore, provide residents of Cambridge with a
clearer sense of our city's ethical stance not only atout public
accountability in research, but also about the treatment of sentient
beings undergoing e:tperimentation here.

I urge you to &monstrate the quality decision-making that your
residents have to respect. I urge you to follow through on the
1987 order and to vote to pass the ordinance to ban the LD50 andDraize
tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge.
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.Honorable Mayor Wolf , Vice-Mayor Reeves, and Cbune11&org'Sul11van,

Duehay, Walsh, Toaney, Cyr, Myers, and Russell:

As a citizen of Cambridge, I am appmaehing the city council to ask
your strone support of the ordinance before you to ban the LD50 and
Draize tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge. To
those of you who have danonstrated your support, I wmild like to
express my sincere reSpect and gratitude.

Although of you are already familiar with the ID50 and Draize
tests beeause of the 1987 Order, I would like to stress once more that
these tests have been widely criticized by science and health
professionals. These tests are crude and irrprecise.

* The II)50 gives little or no information about the prevention
and correction of overdose situations.

* It gives little or no informtion about the long term effects
of a substance.

* Differences between Species make the LD50 and the Draize
tests of questionable applicability to humans.

* The LD50 and the Draize tests are subject to wide
inter-ldtoratory variation and do not yield consistent
results.

* There are alternatives to toth the LD50 and the I)raize tests.

Researchers claim these tests are not being done in Cambridge at
present. tlhe ban on these tests will therefore be supportive of their
practice. It will, furthermore, provide residents of Cambridge with a
clearer sense of our city's ethical stance not only about public
accountability in research, but also about the treatment of sentient
beings undergoing experimentation here.

I urge you to ckmonstrate the quality decisiommaking that your
residents have to reSpect. I urge you to follow through on the

.

1987 order and to vote to pass the ordinance to ban the ID50 and Draize
tests for eosnetics and household produets in Cambridge.
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Honorable Mayor Wolf , Viee-Mayor Reeves, and Cbuncillors Su'ihvdh, '

Duehay, Walsh, Toaney, Cyr, Myers, and Russell:

As a citizen of Cambridge, I am approaching the city council to aSk

your strong support of the ordinance before you to 'ban the LD50 and

Draize tests for cosneties and household products in Cambridge. To

those of you who have danonstrated your support, I vmuld like to
express my sineere respeet and gratitude.

Although of you are already familiar with the LD50 and Draize
tests because of the 1987 Crder, I would like to stress once mre that
these tests have been widely criticized by science and health
professionals. These tests are erude and intgprecise.

* The LD50 gives little or no information about the prevention
and correction of overdose situations.

* It gives little or no infonqation about the long term effects
of a substance.

* Differences between species make the ID50 and the Draize
tests of questionable applicability to humans.

* The LD50 and the Draize tests are subject to wide
inter-laboratory variation and do not yield consistent
results.

* There are alternatives to both the ID50 and the Draize tests.

Researchers claim these tests are not being done in Cambridge at
present. The ban on these tests will therefore be supportive of their
practice. It will, furthermore, provide residents of Cambridge with a
clearer sense of our city's ethical stance not only atout public
accountability in research, but also about the treatment of sentient
beings undergoing experimentation here.

I urge you to dancinstrate the quality decision-mking that your
residents have to reSpect. I urge you to follow through on the
1987 order and to vote to pass the ordinance to ban the ID50 and Draize
tests for cosnetics and household products in Cambridge.
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Honorable Mayor Wolf, Viee-jfayor Reeves, and Cbuneillors Sullivan,
Duehay, Walsh, Ty, Cyr, Myers, and Russell:

As a citizen of Cambridge, I am approaching the city council to ask

your strong support of the ordinance before you to ban the LD50 and

Draize tests for cosmetics and household products in Caiibridge. To

those of you who have &monstrated your support, I vuuld like to
express my sincere respect and gratitude.

Although of you are already familiar withthe LD50 and Draize
tests because of the 1987 Qrder, I 'mild like to stress ence mre that
these tests have been widely criticized by science and health
professionals. These tests are crude and iirprecise.

* The LD50 gives little or no information about the prevention
and correction of overdose situations.

* It giveS little or no infomation about the long term effects
of a substance.

* Differences between species make the LD50 and the Draize
tests of questionable applicability to humans.

* The LD50 and the Draize tests are subject to wide
inter-laboratory variation and do not yield consistent
results.

* There are alternatives to both the LD5C) and the Draize tests.

Researchers claim these tests are not being done in Canbridge at
present. The ban on these tests will therefore be supportive of their
practice. It will, furthermore, provide residents of Cambridge with a
clearer sense of our city's ethical stance not only about public
accountability in research, but also alx)ut the treatment of sentient
beings undergoing emperimentation here.

I urge you to demonstrate the quality decision-making that your
residents have to remect.. T urge you to follow through on the
1987 order and to vote to pass the ordinance to ban the ID50 and Draize
tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge.
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Honorable Mayor Wolf, Vice-Mayor Reeves, and
cbuiELiilejq'Slilgan,

Duehay, Walsh, Tcmey, Cyr, Myers, and Russell:

As a citizen of Cambridge, I am approaching the city council to aSk

your strong support of the ordinance before you to ban the LD50 and

Draize tests for eosnetics and household products in Canbridge. To

those of you who have dancmstrated your support, I would like to
express my sincere reSpect and gratitude.

Although of you are already familiar with the LD50 and Draize
tests because of the 1987 Order, I muld like to stress once more that
these tests have been widely criticized by science and health
professionals. These tests are crude and imprecise.

* The LD50 gives little or no information atout the prevention
and correction of overdosC sitUatioiiS.

* It gives little or no information atout the long term effects
of a substance.

* Differences be'tmen species make the LD50 and the Draize
tests of questionable applicability to humans.

* The LD50 and the Draize tests are subject to wide
inter-laboratory variation and do not yield consistent
results. '

* !Ihere are alternatives to toth the ID50 and the Draize tests.

ResearChers claim these tests are not being done in Canbridge at
present. The ban on these tests will therefore be supportive of their
practice. It will, furthermore, provide residents of Cambridge with a
clearer sense of our city's ethical stance not only atout public
accountability in research, but also about the treatment of sentient
beings undergoing eXperimentation here.

I urge you to &monstrate the quality decision-miking that your
residents have to reSpect. I urge you to follow through on the
1987 order and to vote to pass the ordinance to ban the ID50 and Draize
tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge.
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Cambridge City Council
Cambridge City Hall, 795 Massachusetts Aveme
Cambridge, MA 02139

Honorable Mayor Wolf , Vice-Myor Reeves, and (Jc'mci11ors Sullivan,
Duehay, Walsh, Ttmey, Cyr, Myers, and Russell:

As a citizen of Cambridge, I am appmaching the city council to aSk

jmur strong suFqx)rt of the ordinance before you to ban the LD50 and
Draize tests for and household products in Cambridge. 'lb
those of you who have &mnstrated your support, I uould like to
express my sincere reSpeet and gratitude.

Although of you are already familiar with the ID50 and Draize
tests because of the 1987 Order, I wjuici like to stress once mre that
these tests have been widely eritieized by science and health
professionals. These tests are crude and Fmprecise.

* The II)50 gives little or no information atjout the prevention
and correction of overdose situations.

* It gives little or no informtion atout the long term effects
of a substance.

* Differences between species make the LD50 and the Draize
tests of questionable applicability to hunans.

* The ID50 and the Draize tests are subject to wide
inter-laEoratory variation and do not yield consistent
results.

* There are alternatives to both the ID50 and the Draize tests.

Researchers claim these tests are not being done in Cambridge at
present. The ban on these tests will therefore be supportive of their
practice. It will, furthermore, provide residents of Cambridge with a
clearer sense of our city's ethical stance not only about public
accountability in research, but also about the treatment of sentient
beings undergoing experimentation here.

I urge you to danonstrate the quality decisiommaking that your
residents have to reSpect. I urge you to follow through on the
1987 order and to vote to pass the ordinance to ban the LD50 and Draize
tests for cosDeties and household products in Cambridge.
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Cambridge City Council
Cambridge City Hall, 795 Massachusetts Avenue
Cambridge, MA 02139

Honorable Mayor Wolf, Viee-Mayor Reeves, and Councillors Sullivan,
Duehay, Walsh, Toomey, Cyr, Myers, and Russell:

As a citizen of Cambridge, I am approaching the city council to aSk

your strong support of the ordinance before you to ban the LD50 and

Draize tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge. To

those of you who have danonstrated your support, I would like to
express my sincere respect and gratitude.

Although sane of you are already familiar withthe LD50 and Draize
tests because of the 1987 Order, I muld like to stress once more that
these tests have been widely criticized by science and health
professionals. These tests are crude and imprecise.

* The LD50 gives little or no information about the prevention
and eorreetion of overdose situations.

* It gives little or no information about the long term effects
of a substance.

* Differences between species make the LD50 and the Draize
tests of questionable applicability to humans.

* The LD50 and the Draize tests are subject to wide
inter-laboratory variation and do not yield consistent
results.

* There are alternatives to both the ID50 and the Draize tests.

Researchers claim these tests are not being done in Cambridge at
present. The ban on these tests will therefore be supportive of their
praetiee. It will, furthermore, provide residents of Cambridge with a
clearer sense of our city's ethical stance not only atout public
accountability in research, but also about the treatment of sentient
beings undergoing eXperimentation here.

I urge you to demnstrate the quality decision-making that your
residents have cane to respect. I urge you to follow through on the
1987 order and to vote to pass the ordinance to ban the ID50 and Draize
tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge.
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Cambridge City Council
Cambridge City Hall, 795 Massachusetts Avenue

Cambridge, MA 02139

Honorable Mayor Wolf , Vice-Mayor Reeves, and Cbuncillors Sullivan,
Duehay, Walsh, Tcx=y, Cyr, Myers, and Russell:

As a citizen of Cambridge, I am approachiUng the city council to ask
your stmng supprt of the ordinance before you to ban the LD50 and
Draize tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge. To
those of you who have dEmc)nstrated your support, T wxild like to
express my sincere reSpect and gratitude.

Although of you are already familiar with the ID50 and Draize
tests because of the 1987 Order, I would like to stress once mre that
these tests have been widely criticized by science and health
professionals. These tests are crude and inprecise.

* The LD50 gives little or no information about the prevention
and correction of overdose situations.

* It gives little or no iniormtion about the long term effects
of a substance.

* Differences between Species make the ID50 and the Draize
tests of questionable applicability to humans.

* The ID50 and the Draize tests are subject to wide
inter-laboratory variation and do not yield consistent
results.

* 'Ihere are alternatives to toth the Ilj50 and the Draize tests.

Researchers claim these tests are not being done in Cambridge at
present. The ban on these tests will therefore be supportive of their
practice. It will, furthermore, rmvide residents of Cambridge with a
clearer sense of our city's ethical stance not only atout public
accountability in research, but also about the treatment of sentient
beings undergoing experimentation here.

I urge you to &monstrate the quality decision-mking that your
residents have to reSpect. I urge you to follow through on the
1987 order and to vote to pass the ordinance to ban the LD50 and Draize
tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge.

Name '11nLemj q t
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Honorable Mayor Wolf , Vice-Mayor Reeves,
Eiiii'iE',Ruli(ii1|9}'

Sullivan,
Duehay, Walsh, Toomey, Cyr, Myers, and Russell:

As a citizen of Cambridge, I am approaching the city council to aSk

your strong support of the ordinance before you to ban the LD50 and

Draize tests for eosneties and household products in Canbridge. To

those of you who have ckmnstrated your support, I wxild like to
express my sincere respect and gratitude.

Although of you are already familiar with the ID50 and Draize
tests because of the 1987 Order, I would like to stress once more that
these tests have been widely criticized by science and health
professionals. These tests are crude and irqprecise.

* The LD50 gives little or no information about the prevention
and correction of overdose situations.

. * It gives little or no information atout the long term effects
of a substance.

. * Differences between species make the ID50 and the Draize
tests of questionable applicability to humans.

* The LD50' and the Draize tests are subject to wide
inter-laboratory variation and do not yield consistent
results.

* There are alternatives to both the ID50 and the Draize tests.

Researehers elaim these tests are not being done in Cambridge at
present. The ban on these tests will therefore be supportive of their
practice. It will, furthermore, provide residents of Canbridge with a
clearer sense of our city' s ethical stance not only about public
accountability in research, but also atxjut the treatment of sentient
beings undergoing experimentation here.

I urge you to danonstrate the quality decision-making that your
residents have to respect. I urge you to follow through on the
1987 order and to vote to pass the ordinance to ban the LD50 and Draize
tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge.
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Honorable Mayor Wolf, Vice-Mayor Reeves, and Cbuncillors Sullivan, \

Duehay, Walsh, Toaney, Cyr, Myers, and Russell:
'

As a citizen of Cambridge, I am approaching the city council to aSk

your strong support of the ordinance before you to ban the LD50 and

Draize tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge. To

those of you who have danonstrated your support, I wuuld like to
express my sincere respect and gratitude.

Although sane of you are already familiar withthe LD50 and Draize
- tests because of the 1987 OrdCr, I wjuici like to stress once mre that

these tests have been widely criticized by science and health
professionals. These tests are crude and imprecise.

* The LD50 gives little or no information about the prevention
and correction of overdose situations.

* It gives little or no information about the long term effects
of a substance. ,

* Differences between species make the LD50 and the Draize
tests of questionable applicability to humans.

* The ID50 and the Draize tests are subject to wide
inter-laboratory variation and do not yield consistent
results.

* There are alternatives to both the ID50 and the Draize tests.

Researchers claim these tests are not being dcme in Caubridge at
present. The ban on these tests will therefore be supportive of their
practice. It will, furthemore, provide residents of Canibridge with a
clearer sense of our city's ethical stance not only atout public
accountability in research, but also about the treatment of sentient
beings undergoing experimentation here.

I urge you to denmstrate the quality decision-making that yow
residents have to respect. I urge you to follow through on the
1987 order and to vote to pass the ordinance to ban the LD50 and Draize
tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge.
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Honorable Mayor Wolf , Viee-Mayor Reeves, and Councillors Sullivan,
Duehay, Walsh, Toomey, Cyr, Myers, and Russell:

As a citizen of Cambridge, I am approaching the city council to aSk

your strong support of the ordinance before you to ban the LD50 and

Draize tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge. To

those of you who have ckmnstrated your support, I would like to
express my sincere respect and gratitude.

Although some of you are already familiar with the LD50 and Draize
tests because of the 1987 Order, I would like to stress once mre that
these tests have been widely criticized by science and health
professionals. These tests are crude and inprecise.

* The LD50 gives little or no information about the prevention
and correction of overdose situations.

* It gives little or no information about the long tenn effects
of a substance.

* Differences between Species make the ID50 and the Draize
tests of questionable applieability to humans.

* The ID50 and the Draize tests are subject to wide
inter-laboratory variation and do not yield consistent
results.

* There are alternatives to both the ID50 and the Draize tests.

Researchers claim these tests are not being done in Cambridge at
present. The ban on these tests will therefore be supportive of their
practice. It will, furthennc)re, provide residents of Cambridge with a
clearer sense of our city's ethical stance not only about public
accountability in research, but also about the treatment of sentient
beings undergoing experimentation here.

I urge you to Ckmonstrate the quality decisiommking that your
residents have cane to respect. I urge you to follow through'on the
1987 order and to vote to pass the ordinance to ban the ID50 and Draize
tests for eosmeties and household products in Cambridge.
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Honorable Mayor Wolf , Viee-Mayor Reeves, and Cbuneillors Sullivan,
Duehay, Walsh, Toomey, Cyr, Myers, and Russell:

r

As a citizen of Cambridge, I am approaching the city council to aSk

your strong support of the ordinance before you to ban the LD50 and

Draize tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge. To
those of you who have dtmonstrated your support, I wmild like to
express my sincere respect and gratitude.

Although sane of you are already familiar with the ID50 and Draize
tests because of the 1987 Order, I would like to stress once more that
these tests have been widely criticized by science and health
professionals. These tests are crude and imprecise.

* The ID50 gives little or no information about the prevention
and correction of overdose situations.

* It gives little or no information about the long term effects
of a substance.

* Differences between species make the LD50 and the Draize
tests of questionable applicability to humans.

* The LD50 and the Draize tests are subject to wide
inter-laboratory variation and do not yield consistent
results.

* There are alternatives to both the ID50 and the Draize tests.

Researchers claim these tests are not being done in Cambridge at
present . The ban on these tests will therefore be supportive of their
practice. It will, furthemore, provide residents of Cambridge with a
clearer sense of our city's ethical stance not only about public
accountability in research, but also about the treatment of sentient
beings undergoing experimentation here.

I urge you to danonstrate the quality decision-making that your
residents have cane to reSpect, I urge you to follow through on the
1987 order and to vote to pass the ordinance to ban the LD50 and Draize
tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge.
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Honorable Mayor Wolf, Vice-Mayor Reeves, and Cbuncillors Sullw ,
Duehay, Walsh, Toomey, Cyr, Myers, and Russell:

As a citizen of Cambridge, I am approaching the city council to aSk'

your strong support of the ordinance before you to ban the ID50 and

Draize tests for eosmeties and household products in CMbridge. To
those of you who have damnstrated your support, I wxild like to
express my sincere respect and gratitude.

Although sane of you are already familiar withthe LD50 and Draize
tests because: of the 1987 Order, I would like to stress once mre that
these tests have been widely criticized by science and health
professionals. These tests are crude and imprecise.

* The LD50 gives little or no information about the prevention
and correction of overdose situations.

* It gives little or no information about the long term effects
of a substance.

* Differences between Speeies make the LD50 and the Draize
tests of questionable applicability to humans.

* The LD50 and the Draize tests are subject to wide
inter-laboratory variation and do not yield consistent
results.

* There are alternatives to toth the LD50 and the Draize tests.

Researchers claim these tests are not being done in Cambridge at
present. The ban on these tests will therefore be supportive of their
practice. It will, furthermore, provide residents of Canbridge with a
clearer sense of our city's ethical stance not only about public

. accountability in research, but also aEout the treatment of sentient
beings undergoing experimentation here.

I urge you to danonstrate the quality decision-making that your
residents have ccxre to reSpect. I urge you to &jllcjw through on the
1987 order and to vote to pass the ordinance to ban the ID50 and Draize
tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge.

t
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Honorable Mayor Wolf, Viee-Mayor Reeves, and
amnet:'tigi:&ii'i;u',

Duehay, Walsh, Toomey, Cyr, Myers, andRussell:

As a citizen of Cambridge, I am approaching the city council to aSk

your strong support of the ordinance before you to ban the LD50 and

Draize tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge. To

those of you who have &monstrated your support, I would like to
express my sincere respect and gratitude.

Although sane of you are already familiar withthe ID50 andDraize
tests because of the 1987 Order, I would like to stress onee mre that
these tests have been widely criticized by science and health
professionals. These tests are crude and injprecise.

* The LD50 gives little or no information atout the prevention
and correction of overdose situations.

* It gives little or no information about the long term effects
of a substance.

* Differences between species make the LD50 and the Draize
tests of questionable applicability to humans.

* The LD50 and the Draize tests are subject to wide
inter-laboratory variation and do not yield consistent
results.

* There are alternatives to both the ID50 and the Draize tests.

Researchers claim these tests are not being done in Cambridge at
present. The ban on these tests will therefore be supportive of their
practice. It will, furthermore, provide residents of Cambridge with a
clearer sense of our city's ethical stance not only about public
accountability in research, but also atout the treatment of sentient
beings undergoing experimentation here.

I urge you to damnstrate the quality decisionnmking that your
residents have care to respect. I urge you to follow Lhruugh on the
1987 order and to vote to pass the ordinance to ban the LD50 and Draize
tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge.
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Honorable Mayor Wolf, Vice-Mayor Reeves, and Cbuncillors Sullivan,
Duehay, Walsh, Toomey, Cyr, Myers, and Russell:

As a eitizen of Cambridge, I am approaching the city council to aSk

your strong support of the ordinance before you to ban the ID50 and

Draize tests for cosnetics and household products in Cambridge. To

those of you who have danonstrated your support, I wcmld like to
express my sincere respect and gratitude.

Although sane of you are already familiar withthe ID50 andDraize
tests because of the 1987 Order, I would like to stress once more tmt
these tests have been widely criticized by science and health
professionals. These tests are crude and inprecise.

* The LD50 gives little or no information about the prevention
and correetion of overdose situations.

* It gives little or no information atout the long term effects
of a substance.

* Differences between species make the LD50 and the Draize
tests of questionable applieability to humans. .,

* The LD50 and the Draize tests are subject to wide

inter-laboratory variation and do not yield consistent
results.

* 'Mere are alternatives to both the LD50 and the Draize tests.

Researchers claim these tests are not being done in Caiibridge at
present. The ban on these tests will therefore be supportive of their
practice. It will, furthemore, provide residents of Cambridge with a
clearer sense of our city's ethical stance not only about public
accountability in research, but also about the trealmmt of sentient
beings undergoing eXperimentation here.

I urge you to danonstrate the quality decision-making that your
residents have cane to respect. I urge you to follow through on the
1987 order and to vote to pass the ordinance to ban the LD50 andDraize
tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge.
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Honorable Mayor Wolf, Viee-Mayor Reeves, and Cbuncillors Sullivan,
Duehay, Walsh, Toomey, Cyr, Myers, and Russell:

As a citizen of Cambridge, I am approaching the city council to aSk

your strong support of the ordinance before you to ban the LD50 and

Draize tests for eosneties and household products in Cambridge. To

those of you who have ckmonstrated your support, I wxild like to
express my sincere respect and gratitude.

Although some of you are already familiar withthe ID50 and Draize
tests because of the 1987 Order, I would like to stress once mre that 4,

these tests have been widely criticized by science and health
professionals. These tests are crude and irqprecise.

* The LD50 gives little or no information about the prevention
and eorreetion of overdose situations.

* It gives little or no information about the long term effects
of a substance.

* Differenees between species make the ID50 and the Draize
tests of questionable applicability to humans.

* The LD50 and the Draize tests are subject to wide
inter-laboratory variation and do not yield consistent
results.

* There are alternatives to both the ID50 and the Draize tests.

Researchers claim these tests are not being done in Cambridge at
present. The ban on these tests will therefore be supportive of their
practice. It will, furthemore, provide residents of Cambridge with a
clearer sense of our city's ethical stance not only about public
accountability in research, but also about the treatment of sentient
beings undergoing experimentation here.

I urge you to demnstrate the quality decisionmnaking that your
residents have ccne to respect. I urge you to follow through on the
1987 order and to vote to pass the ordinance to ban the LD50 and Draize
tests for co ties and household products in Cambridge.::..:%%l*iiy
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Honorable Mayor Wolf , Vice-Mayor Reeves, and Cbuncillors Sullivan,
Duehay, Walsh, Toomey, Cyr, Myers, and Russell:

As a citizen of Cambridge, I am approaching the city council to aSk

your strong support of the ordinance before you to ban the LD50 and
Draize tests for cosnetics and household products in Cambridge. To
those of you who have ckmonstrated your support, I wmld like to
express my sincere respect and gratitude.

Although of you are already familiar with the LD50 and Draize
tests beeause of the 1987 Order, I would like to stress once more that
these tests have been widely criticized by science and health
professionals. These tests are crude and irrprecise.

* The LD50 gives little or no information about the prevention
and correction of overdose situations.

* It gives little or no information about the long term effects
of a substanee.

* Differences between species make the LD50 and the Draize
tests of questionable applicability to humans.

* The ID50 and the Draize tests are subject to wide
inter-laboratory variation and do not yield consistent
results.

* There are alternatives to both the LD50 and the Draize tests.

Researchers claim these tests are not being done in Cambridge at
present. The ban on these tests will therefore be supportive of their
practice. ' It will, furthemore, provide residents of Cambridge with a
clearer sense of our city's ethical stance not only about public
accountability in research, but also about the treatment of sentient
beings undergoing experimentation here.

I urge you to danonstrate the quality decision-making that your
residents have cane to respect. I urge you to follow through on the
1987 order and to vote to pass the ordinance to ban the ID50 and Draize
tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge.
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Honorable Mayor Wolf , Viee-Mayor Reeves, and Councillors Sullivan,
Duehay, Walsh, Toaney, Cyr, Myers, and Russell:

As a citizen of Cambridge, I am approaching the city council to ask

your strong support of the ordinance before you to ban the ID50 and

Draize tests for eosmeties and household products in Cambridge. To

those of you who have danonstrated your support, I would like to
express my sincere respect and gratitude.

Although sane of you are already familiar with the LD50 and Draize
tests because of the 1987 Order, I would like tc stress once more thsit
these tests have been widely criticized by scienee and health
professionals. These tests are crude and imprecise.

"

* The LD50 gives little or no information about the prevention
and correction of overdose situations.

* It gives little or no information about the long term effects
of a substanee.

* Differences between species make the ID50 and the Draize
tests of questionable applicability to hunans.

* The LD50 and the Draize tests are subject to wide
inter-laboratory variation and do not yield consistent
results.

* There are alternatives to both the LD50 and the Draize tests.

Researehers claim these tests are not being done in Cambridge at
present. The ban on these tests will therefore be supportive of their
practice. It will, furthermore, provide residents of Cambridge with a
clearer sense of our city's ethical stance not only about public
accountability in research, but also ahmt the treatment of sentient
beings undergoing experimentation here.

I urge you to dtzmnstrate the quality decision-naking that your
residents have to respect. I urge you to follow through on the
1987 order and to vote to pass the ordinance to ban the LD50 and Draize
tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge.
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Honorable Mayor Wolf , Vice-Mayor Reeves, and Cbunci11ors 2l!l;l;jm(;F i·i/j,.
Duehay, Walsh, Toomey, Cyr, Myers, and Russell:

As a citizen of Cambridge, I am approaching the city council to ask

your strong support of the ordinance before you to ban the ID50 and

Draize tests for cosnetics and household products in Canbrldge. To

those of you who have damnstrated your support, I 'wcmld like to
express my sincere respect and gratitude.

Although sane of you are already familiar with the LD50 and Draize

tests because of tne 1987 Order, I would like to stress once mre that
these tests have been widely critieized by science and health
professionals . These tests are crude and imprecise.

* The LD50 gives little or no information atxjut the prevention
and correction of overdose situations.

* It gives little or no information about the long term effects
of a substance,

* Differences between species make the LD50 and the Draize
tests of questionable applicability to humns.

* The LD50 and the Draize tests are subject to wide
inter-laboratory variation and do not yield consistent
results .

* There are alternatives to both the LD50 and the Draize tests.

Researchers claim these tests are not being done in Cambridge at
present. The ban on these tests will therefore be sUm)rtive of their
practice. It will, furthermore, provide residents of Cambridge with a
clearer sense of our city's ethical stance not only Qxjut public
accountability in research, but also almt the treatment of sentient
beings undergoing eXperimentation here.

I urge you to danonstrate the quality decision-making that your
residents have cane to respect. I urge you to follow through on the
1987 order and to vote to pass the ordinance to ban the ID50 and Draize

tests for cosmetics and household products in Carrbridge.
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Honorable Mayor Wolf, Vice-Mayor Reeves, and Cbuncillors Sullivan,
Duehay, Walsh, Toomey, Cyr, Myers, and Russell:

As a citizen of Cambridge, I am approaching the city council to ask

your strong support of the ordinanee before you to ban the LD50 and

Draize tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge. To

those of you who have ckmnstrated your support, I uould like to
express my sincere respeet and gratitude.

Although of you are already familiar withthe ID50 andDraize
tests because of the 1987 Order, I would like to stress once mc)re that
these tests have been widely criticized by science and health
professionals. These tests are crude and irrjprecise.

* The LD50 gives little or no information atout the prevention
and correction of overdose situations.

* It gives little or no information about the long term effects
of a substance.

* Differences between species make the LD50 and the Draize
tests of questionable applicability to humans.

* The LD50 and theDraize tests are subject to wide
inter-laboratory variation and do not yield consistent

'

results. '

* There are alternatives to both the ID50 and the Draize,tests.

Researchers claim these tests are not being done in Cambridge at
present. The ban on these tests will therefore be supportive of their
practice. It will, furthemore, provide residents of Cambridge with a
clearer sense of our city's ethical stance not only atout public
accountability in research, but also about the treatment of sentient
beings undergoing experimentation here.

I urge you to demonstrate the quality decision-making that your
residents have come to respect. I urge you to follow through on the
1987 order and to vote to pass the ordinance to ban the ID50 andDraize
tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge.
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Honorable Mayor Wolf , ViceA4ayor Reeves, and Counci11ors Sullivan, ·

' :

Duehay, Walsh, Toaney, Cyr, Myers, and Russell: ': ·

As a citizen of Canibri&e, I am approaching the city council to ask
your strong support of the ordinanee before you to ban the LD50 and
Draize tests for cosneties and household products in Cairbridge. To ·

those of you who have danonstrated your supFc)rt, I 'would like to
express my sincere respect and gratitude.

Although of you are already familiar with the ID50 and Draize
tests because of the 1987 Qrder, I muld like to stress once more that
these tests have been widely critieized by science and health
professionals. These tests are crude and irrprecise.

* The LD50 gives little or no information atout the prevention
and correction of overdose situations.

* It gives little or no information atout the long tem effects
of a substance.

* Differences between species make the LD50 and the Draize
tests of questionable applicability to humans.

* The LD50 and the Draize tests are subject to wide
inter-laboratory variation and do not yield consistent
results.

* There are alternatives to toth the ID50 and the Draize tests.
0

Researchers claim thoso tests are not being done in Cambridge at
present,. The ban on these tests will therefore be supportive of their
practice. It will, furthemore, provide residents of Cambridge with a
clearer sense of our eity's ethical stance not only aHut public
accountability in research, but also atmt the treatment of sentient
beings undergoing experimentation here.

I urge you to danonstrate the quality decision-mking that your
residents have to respect. I urge you to Iollow through on the
1987 order and to vote to pass the ordinance to ban the LD50 and Draize '

tests for cosmetics and household products in Canibridge.
.
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Honorable Mayor Wolf, Vice-Mayor Reeves, and Cbuncillors Sullivan,
Duehay, Walsh, Toomey, Cyr, Myers, and Russell:

As a citizen of Cambridge, I am approaching the city council to ask

your strong support of the ordinance before you to ban the LD50 and

Draize tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge. To

those of you who have damnstrated your support, I would 1ike.to
express my sincere respect and gratitude.

Although sane of you are already familiar withthe LD50 and Draize
tests beeause of the 1987 CIrCler, I muld like to stress onee mcjre that
these tests have been widely criticized by science and health
professionals. These tests are crude and imprecise.

* The LD50 gives little or no infonnation atout the prevention
and correction of overdose situations.

* It gives little or no information about the long term effects
of a substance.

* Differences between species make the LD50 and the Draize
tests of questionable applicability to hunans.

* The LD50 and the Draize tests are subject to wide
inter-laboratory variation and do not yield consistent
results.

* There are alternatives to both the ID50 and the Draize tests.

Researchers claim these tests are not being done in Cambridge at
present. The ban on these tests will therefore be supportive of their
practice. It will, furthennore, provide residents of Cambridge with a
clearer sense of our city's ethical stance not only about public
accountability in research, but also dbout the treatment of sentient
beings undergoing experimentation here.

I urge you to damnstrate the quality decision-making that your
residents have cane to respect, I urge you to follow through on the
1987 order and to vote to pass the ordinance to ban the LD50 and Draize
tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge.
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Honorable Mayor Wolf, Vice-Mayor Reeves, and Cbuneillors Sullivan,
Duehay, Walsh, Toomey, Cyr, Myers, and Russell:

As a citizen of Cambridge, I am approaching the city council to aSk

your strong support of the ordinance before you to ban the ID50 and

Draize tests for cosneties and household products in Cambridge. To

those of you who have d«xmstrated your support, I would like to
express my sincere respect and gratitude.

Although sane of you are already familiar withthe LD50 and Draize
tests because of the 1987 Qrder, I uould like to stress once'mre that
these tests have been widely criticized by science and health
professionals. These tests are crude and imprecise.

* The LD50 gives little or no information about the prevention
and correction of overdose situations.

* It gives little or no information about the long term effects
of a substanee.

* Differences between species make the ID50 and the Draize
tests of questionable applicability to humans.

* The Ld50 and the Draize tests are subject to wide
inter-laboratory variation and do not yield consistent "

results.
* There are alternatives to toth the LD50 and the Draize tests.

Researchers claim these tests are not being done in Canbridge at
present. The ban on these tests will therefore be supportive of their
practice. It will, furthermore, provide residents of Cambridge with a
clearer sense of our city's ethical stance not only about public
accountability in research, but also atout the treatment of sentient

· beings undergoing experimentation here.

I urge you to danonstrate the quality decision-making that your
residents have to respect. I urge you to follow through on the
1987 order and to vote to pass the ordinance to ban the ID50 andDraize
tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge.
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Honorable Mayor Wolf, Vice-Mayor Reeves, and
=lqql2%ttSuan,

Duehay, Walsh, tlbaney, Cyr, Myers, and Russell:

As a citizen of Canibridge, I am approaching the city council to ask
your stmn® suRport of the ordinance before you to ban the ID50 and
Draize tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge. 1Ib

those of you who have Ckmnstrated your support, I would like to
express my sincere reSpect and gratitude.

Although of you are already familiar with the ID50 and Draize
tests because of the 1987 Order, I would like to stress once mre that
these tests have been widely criticized by science and health
professionals. These tests are crude and imprecise.

* The LD50 gives little or no information about the prevention
and correction of overdose situations.

* It gives little or no information about the long term effects
of a substance.

* Differences between Species make the ID50 and the Draize
tests of questionable applicability to hurmns.

* The LD50 and the Draize tests are subject to wide
inter-laboratory variation and do not yield consistent
results.

* There are alternatives to both the ID50 and the Draize tests.

Researchers claim these tests are not being done in Cambridge at
present. The ban on these tests will therefore be supportive of their
practice. It will, furthermre, provide residents of Cambridge with a
clearer sense of our city's ethical stance not only about public
accountability in research, but also about the treatment of sentient
beings undergoing exl?erimentation here.

I urge you to danonstrate the quality decision-making that your
residents have cane to reqmt. I urge you to follow through on the
1987 order and to vote to pass the ordinance to ban the ID50 and Draize
tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge. '
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Honorable Mayor Wolf, Vice-Mayor Reeves, and Cbuncillors Sullivan,
Duehay, Walsh, Toaney, Cyr, Myers, and Russell:

As a citizen of Cambridge, I am approaching the city council to aSk
, your strong support of the ordinance before you to ban the ID50 and

Draize tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge. To

those of you who have darmstrated your support, I would like to
express my sincere respect and gratitude.

Although sane of you are already familiar with the ID50 and Draize
tests because of the 1987 Order, I would like to stress once mre that
these tests have been widely criticized by science and health
professionals. These tests are crude and imprecise.

* The LD50 gives little or no information atout the prevention
and correction of overdose situations.

* It gives little or no information about the long tenn effects
of a substance.

* Differences between species make the LD50 and the Draize
tests of questionable applicability to himans.

* The LD50 and the Draize tests are subject to wide
inter-laboratory variation and do not yield consistent
results.

* There are alternatives to Eoth the LD50 and the Draize tests.

Researchers claim these tests are not being done in Cambridge at
present. The ban on these tests will therefore be supFc)rtive of their
practice. It will, furthermore, provide residents of Cambridge with a
clearer sense of our city's ethical stance not only atout public
accountability in research, but also atout the treatment of sentient
beings undergoing experimentation here.

I urge you to danonstrate the quality decision-making that your
residents have cane to respect. I urge you to follow through on the
1987 order and to vote to pass the ordinance to ban the LD50 and Draize
tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge.
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Honorable Mayor Wolf, Viee-Mayor Reeves, and cbunciliaumliuagA.
Duehay, Walsh, Toomey, Cyr, Myers, and Russell:

As a citizen of Cambridge, I am approaching the city council to ask

your strong support of the ordinance before you to ban the ID50 and

Draize tests for cosmetics and household products in Canbridge. To
those of you who have danonstrated your support, I would like to
express my sincere respect and gratitude.

Although

s of you are already familiar withthe LD50 andDraize
tests because of the 1987 Order, X wouldUke to stress once more that
these tests have been widely criticized by science and health
professionals. These tests are crude and inqprecise.

* The 11)50 gives little or no information atout the prevention
and correction of overdose situations.

* It gives little or no information atout the long term effects
of a substance.

* Differences between species make the LD50 and the Draize
tests of questionable applieability to humans.

* The LD50 and theDraize tests are subject to wide
inter-laboratory variation and do not yield consistent
results.

* There are alternatives to both the ID50 and the Draize tests.

Researchers claim these tests are not being done in Cambridge at
present. The ban on these tests will therefore be supportive of their
practice. It will, furthermore, provide residents of Cantibridge with a
clearer sense of our eity's ethical stance not only about public
accountability in research, but also about the treatment of sentient
beings undergoing experiinentation here.

, I urge you to danonstrate the quality decision-mking that your
residents have cane to respect. I urge you to Ioliow through on the
1987 order and to vote to pass the ordinance to ban the LD50 andOraize
tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge.
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Name Nalyk6ukde4
Address '157b|wdy/q'
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Honorable Mayor Wolf, Viee-Mayor Reeves, and Councillors Sullivan,
Duehay, Walsh, Toomey, Cyr, Myers, and Russell:

As a citizen of Cambridge, I am approaching the city council to ask

your strong support of the ordinance before you to ban the LD50 and

Draize tests for cosmetics and household products in Carobridge. To

those of you who have daxmstrated your support, I would like to
express my sincere respect and gratitude.

Although sane of you are already familiar with the ID50 and Draize
tests because of the 1987 Order, I muld like to stress once more that
these tests have been widely criticized by science and health
professionals. These tests are crude and imprecise.

* The LD50 gives little or no information about the prevention
and correction of overdose situations.

* It gives little or no information about the long term effects
- of a substance.

* Differenees between species make the ID50 and the Draize
tests of questionable applicability to himans.

. * The LD50 and the Draize tests are subject to wide
inter-latoratory variation and do not yield consistent
results.

* There are alternatives to both the ID50 and theDraize tests.

Researchers claim these tests are not being done in Caiobridge at
present. The ban on these tests will therefore be supµ)rtive of their
practice. It will, furthermore, provide residents of Cambridge with a
clearer sense of our city's ethical stance not only about public
accountability in research, but also about the treatment of sentient
beings undergoing eXperimentation here.

I urge you to danonstrate the quality decision-making that your
residents have cane to respect. I urge you to follow through on the
1987 order and to vote to pass the ordinance to ban the LD50 and Draize
tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge.
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30 comnunications received requestin support
forthe ordinance amendment banning the LD50

.
and Draize tests for cosmetics and householf
products in cambridge.
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In City Council,

january 7, 1991
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