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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, Toaney, Cyr, Myers, and Russell:

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

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

Draize tests for cosnetics and household products in Canbridge. To
those of you who have dmmstrated your support, r wjuici 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 to stress once mre 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 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-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 sllprortive of their
practice. It will, furthermore, provide residents of Cambridge with a
clearer sense of our city's ethical stance not only atxjiit public
accountability in research, but also about the treatment of sentient
beings undergoing eq?erimentation here.

C'

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 cosmetic household products in Cambridge.
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' Cambridge City Hall, 795 Massachusetts Avenue

Cambridge, MA 02139
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Honorable Mayor Wolf , Vice-Mayor Reeves, and Counci11ors Sullivan, ·
.

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

bd

S

.

As a citizen of Canibridge, T am aapproachimg the city council to aSk

your strc)ng sul*ort of the ordinance before you to ban the LD50 and

Draize tests for eosneties and household products in Cairbridge. To

those of you who have danonstrated your supµ)rt, I wjuld like to
express nny sincere reSpect and gratitude.

Although of you are already familiar with the ID50 and Draize
tests because of the 1987 Order, I muld like to stress once more that

1

these tests have been widely criticized by science and health(

professionals. These tests are crude and ilrtprecise.

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

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

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

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

* !Ihere are altematives 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 supµ)rtive of their
practice. It will, fiirthermore, urovide residents of Canbridge with a
clearer sense of our city's ethical stance not only abut public .

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

C

- I urge you to d€monstrate the quality decision-mking that your
residents have to regpect. I urge you to follow through on the
1987 order and to vote to pass the ordinance to ban the LD50 and Draize

r

tests for cosnetics and household products in Canibridge. '
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MA.

,Honorable Mayor Wolf , Vice-Mayor Reeves, and Cbuneillors Sullivan,
Duehay, Walsh, Tcxxney, Cyr, Myers, and Russell:

As a citizen of Cambridge,@&approaehing 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 sllpportNEwjuld like to
express Msineere respect and gratitude.

Although sane of you are already familiar with the ID50 and Draize
tests beeause of the 1987 Order,WEwjuld like to stress onee 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 atout the long term effects

of a substance.
* Differenees between species make the ID50 and the Oihize

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 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.

Nurge you to ckmonstrate the quality decision-making that your
residents have come to respecte 1AE urge you to follow thromh 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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Cambridge City Hall, 795 Massachusetts Avenue - '· ·' ut.jj\,\
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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 LD50 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 sane of you are already familiar with the ID50 and Draize
tests because of the 1987 Order, I would like to stress once mjre 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 about the long term effects
of a substance.

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

* The U)50 and the Draize tests are subject to wide
inter-lUoratory 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, furthermore, provide residents of Cambridge with a
clearer sense of our city's ethical stance not only atout public
accountability in researeh, but also about the treatment of sentient
beings undergoing experimentation here.

I urge you to dtmmstrate the quality decision+.king 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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Ciil'iBR1GGE MA
Honorable Mayor Wolf , Vice-Mayor Reeves, and Cbuncillors Suliivan,
Duehay, Walsh, Toaney, Cy", Myers, and Russell:

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

your strong s11Rport of the ordinance before you to ban the LD50 and

Draize tests for cosneties and household products in Canbridge. To

those of you who have dmxistrated 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 would like to stress once mjre that
these tests have been widely criticized by science and health
professionals. These tests are crude and imprecise.

* The LD50 gives little or no informtion about 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 humns.

* The II)50 and the Draize tests are subject to wide
inter-laboratory variation and do not yield consistent
results.

* There are alternatives to both the II)50 ,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 ckmonstrate 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 and Draize
tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge.

Name Xcnhn 'j-W\ rc\c\ujrm\ M\>rc,,
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CAH13RIDGE MA.
Honorable Mayor Wolf , Vice-Mayor Reeves, and Cbuncillors Sullivan,
Duehay, Walsh, Toomey, Cyr, Myers, and Russell:

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

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

Draize tests for cometies and household products in Cambridge. To

those of you who have dancmstrated your support, I would like to
express my sincere regjeet 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
pmfessionals. These tests are crude and itrqprecise.

* The LD50 gives little or no information about 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 11)50 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, furthermre, provide residents oI Cambridge with a
clearer sense of our city's ethical stanee not only about publie
accountability in research, but also atout the treatment of sentient
beings undergoing eXperimentation here.

I urge you to dcmc)nstrate 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 and Draize

' tests for cosmetics and household products in Cambridge.

Name £dL"A Y/j Laj, L1or }nS
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Six comunications received requesting

·'-;- ' support for the ordinance amendment
banning the LD50 and Draize test for

,
" cosmetics and.household products in "

-'" "" Cambridge.
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In City Council,

january 28, 1991

AM-"




