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Abstract: A survey of public funded research specifically targeting alternatives to animal testing was conducted over 2006/2007. 
Responses were received from 16 European countries (Austria, Belgium, Czech Republic, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany
Hungary, Italy, Netherlands, Norway, Slovakia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland and the United Kingdom). The responses were compiled
by national agencies or national consensus platforms. The current annual total across the 16 countries was estimated as €30 million. 
The largest contributions came from the United Kingdom with €14.4 million (48% of the total) and Germany with €4.6 million (15% of 
the total). Information was also collated on the existence of a national strategy on alternatives research, the focus of any such
strategies, the research priority setting process, stakeholder consultation in that process, project funding preferences or limits, 
coordination mechanisms and the separation of responsibilities of competent authorities (i.e., for research support, laboratory animal 
welfare and chemicals management). Countries with national strategies (France, Germany, the Netherlands, Sweden, Switzerland and 
the UK) are skewed towards the higher end of the spending distribution. These 6 countries account for over €25 million i.e., >80% of 
the overall total of national spending identified. Most countries have national consensus platforms. These should help to both stimulate
stakeholder consultation and further national spending on alternatives research.
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Reported public funds for alternatives research in European 
countries: The largest contributions came from the UK (€14.4 
million) and Germany with (€4.6 million). The total across the 16 
countries is €30 million. This compares with an FP6 total of €80 
million across five years for 13 projects actively involving
ECVAM.

Public Funds for Alternatives Research
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Relative importance of allocation of public funds for 
alternatives research in different European countries:
Countries with national strategies (France, Germany, the 
Netherlands, Sweden, Switzerland and UK) are skewed towards
the higher end of the spending distribution. These 6 countries
account for over €25 million i.e., >80% of the total. 
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