Europe Says No to Animal Testing

	BRUSSELS, Belgium (Achieve3000, April 22, 2013). A wide range of cosmetics and related HIGHLIGHTproductsEND HIGHLIGHT—from shampoos and deodorants to makeup and lip balms—HIGHLIGHTare tested on animals. In some countries, companies are required by law to conduct such tests to ensure that their cosmetics are safeEND HIGHLIGHT for human use. HIGHLIGHTThis is no longer the case inEND HIGHLIGHT the 27-country HIGHLIGHTEuropean Union (EU), however. In the EU, such tests are now a thing of the past.END HIGHLIGHT
Effective March 2013, HIGHLIGHTthe EU banned the sale of new cosmetics containing any ingredients that were tested on animals.END HIGHLIGHT Now, only cosmetics containing ingredients that were not tested on animals—or that were animal-tested before the ban went into effect—may remain on the shelves in the EU. Cosmetics products that contain medicinal ingredients are an exception.

The EU had implemented an earlier version of the ban in 2009, but the measure left loopholes for certain tests. The new ban closes those loopholes.The European Commission, the group responsible for proposing and implementing legislation for the EU, said the new ban is "in line with what many European citizens believe firmly: that the development of cosmetics does not warrant animal testing."

HIGHLIGHTAnimal rights groupsEND HIGHLIGHT such as Humane Society International (HSI) HIGHLIGHTapplauded the EU's banEND HIGHLIGHT as a major step in HIGHLIGHTpreventing the suffering of animals.END HIGHLIGHT The group also said it hopes that the course taken by the EU—whose nations combined represent the world's biggest economy—will soon be replicated by the global cosmetics industry.

"[The EU has now become] the world's largest HIGHLIGHTcrueltyEND HIGHLIGHT-free cosmetics market," wrote HSI on its Web site.

Tonio Borg, the EU's top official on health and consumer issues, agreed. "This is a great opportunity for Europe to set an example of responsible innovation in cosmetics HIGHLIGHTwithout any compromise on consumer safety,END HIGHLIGHT" said Borg.

Kathy Guillermo is senior vice president of laboratory investigation for the activist group People for the Ethical Treatment of Animals (PETA). She said the effort to limit animal testing in cosmetics has "ushered in a whole new era of non-animal science [in Europe]." It has also had a significant effect on the American cosmetics industry, said Guillermo.

HIGHLIGHTNot everyone, however, is enthusiasticEND HIGHLIGHT about the changes. Cosmetics Europe (CE), a trade body representing the EU's cosmetics industry, is concerned about the effects of the measure. The group argues that the ban threatens the competitiveness of the cosmetics industry, which recently reported revenues of $93 billion. CE also argues that the ban essentially prevents companies from developing new products, acting "as a brake on innovation" that will HIGHLIGHTstifle the industry's growth.END HIGHLIGHT The group added that the ban comes too early. That is because HIGHLIGHTthere is currently no alternative for some specific animal tests that ensure the safety of ingredients.END HIGHLIGHT
"By implementing the ban at this time, the European Union is jeopardizing the industry's ability to innovate," said CE chief Bertil Heerink. The ban, Heerink added, puts the 27-country bloc at odds with its own goal of fostering a knowledge- and science-driven economy.

At this time, neither the U.S. nor Asian market has a ban such as the EU's in place. The U.S. Food and Drug Administration (FDA) prohibits the sale of unsafe cosmetics. It does not, however, stipulate that animal tests be conducted to show that the cosmetics are safe. Meanwhile, the EC said that it is determined to "explain and promote the European model [among its trading partners]. The Commission will make [animal testing for cosmetics] an [essential] part of the [EU's] trade agenda and international cooperation."

Dictionary

bloc (noun)    a group of nations that share common interests and usually act in concert in international affairs

ethical (adjective)    having to do with what is right and what is wrong

innovation (noun)    the act of creating or introducing something new

jeopardize (verb)    to put into danger or risk

stipulate (verb)    to demand as part of an agreement




