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CUT OUT
DISSECTION 
Moving on from long-held “traditions”  
means changing more than just  
laws—it means changing attitudes,  
as well. 
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The National Anti-Vivisection Society (NAVS) is 
dedicated to ending the exploitation of animals 
used in science. 
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As part of our long-standing commitment to advancing science without 
harming animals, each year, thanks to your generosity, NAVS awards a  
grant to the International Foundation for Ethical Research (IFER) to  
support graduate students who are working to develop human-relevant, 
animal-free alternatives.

�e students selected for prestigious IFER Graduate Fellowships for 
Alternatives to the Use of Animals in Science are selected through a rigorous 
process in which IFER’s Science Advisors choose projects based on their 
scienti�c merit as well as for the likely impact the research will have on the 
reduction, re�nement or replacement of animal use. Priority is given to 
projects most likely to replace animal use. 

�is year, for the 2019-2020 grant cycle, fellowships were awarded to three 
new graduate students and three former fellowship recipients who had 
their funding renewed.  NAVS’ investment in IFER has provided funding 
for a wide range of innovative research projects, supporting studies in areas 
including Alzheimer’s disease, diabetes, eye disease and cancer.

We will be sharing more information about this year’s fellowship recipients 
in the next edition of Animal Action. But until then, please visit the NAVS 
website to learn more about how these cutting-edge research projects have 
the potential to reduce and replace animal use in science.

In September, Marcia Kramer, NAVS’ director of legal and legislative 
programs, was invited to speak before the Student Animal Law Society at 
UIC John Marshall Law School. At their request, Marcia spoke on an  
issue of interest to all aspiring attorneys—�nding a career a�er law school  
is complete. 

�e opportunities to work in the area of animal law have never been 
brighter, whether working for an established non-pro�t animal advocacy 
organization (such as NAVS), establishing a new non-pro�t, or working 
through traditional legal channels to prosecute animal abusers, dra�ing legal 
documents for animal shelters or acting on behalf of animals pro bono as 
part of a volunteer program at a large law �rm.

While educating the public on the use of animals for research, testing 
and education is a core tenet of NAVS mission, sharing the satisfaction of 
working for animals with students is a rare privilege. We thank UIC John 
Marshall Law School for the opportunity and look forward to seeing the 
great work these students will do as they join the �ght to protect animals.

IFER: Smarter Science Starts Here

Inspiring the Next Generation of 
Animal Defenders
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Artists of all ages helped make 2019 another record year for NAVS’ Art for Animals competition. Our 
30th annual contest brought in more than 900 compelling images in a variety of visual media, with 
each bringing their own unique perspective to the table. As in years past, entries came not only from 
the U.S. but around the world.

Five prizes were awarded this year: One “Best in Show,” First, Second and �ird Place adult winners, 
and one Youth Award.

Judges awarded this year’s “Best in Show” to Zhanna Kanevskava’s work, “Another Life.” First Place 
went to “Plenty of Room for Everyone” by Uros Pajic. Second Place went to “Behind Closed Doors” 
by Noor Alvi. And our �ird Place selection, “Best Friend” by Gurjant Singh Atma Singh Sekhon, 
rounded o� our slate of adult winners. 

Ten-year-old Zhdan Protsuk received this year’s Youth Award for “Do Not Torture Me Because I Am 
Your Friend.” And while every artist had their own reasons for wanting to express compassion, Zhdan 
may have summed it up best:

“Animals are our brothers,” she said. “�ey also have a soul. No experiments and research are worth 
the su�ering of animals.”

�anks to all of the amazing artists who lent their talent—and compassion—to Art for Animals 2019.

Artists “Draw” Upon �eir Talents to Illustrate 
Compassion for Animals 
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Behind Closed Doors Plenty of Room for Everyone

Best Friend

Do Not Torture Me Because I Am Your Friend Another Life



MAKING
IT  
LEGAL

Legislative efforts 

Another Boost for Transparency 

Collecting 
information from 
federal agencies

“In February 2017, APHIS removed the various compliance and enforcement records from its 
website. *** The Animal Welfare Act (“AWA”) sets minimum standards for the humane treatment 
of animals and regulates several categories of commercial animal enterprises. *** These 
enforcement activities generate the five categories of agency records at issue in this case: annual 
reports; inspection reports; official warning letters; prelitigation settlement agreements; and 
administrative complaints.***

“Plaintiffs’ complaint first alleges the USDA and APHIS violated FOIA’s reading-room provision [by 
removing these records from their public database]. They request that the district court enjoin the 
agency from withholding the aforementioned records and order the agency to make the records 
publicly available in an electronic format on an ongoing basis. *** The district court subsequently 
granted APHIS’s motion to dismiss for lack of subject matter jurisdiction, determining that courts 
may not compel agencies to publish records in online reading rooms under FOIA’s reading-room 
provision. We reverse the dismissal of Plaintiffs’ FOIA claim *** and remand.”

Excerpts from the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit’s opinion in Animal Legal Defense 
Fund et. Al. v. U.S. Department of Agriculture, challenging the removal by the Animal and Plant 
Health Inspection Service’s of public records from its online Animal Care Search Tool in 2017. The 
initial case was dismissed by a U.S. District Court; the issue has been sent back to the lower court 
for a decision on the merits.

12
0
4

Number of Federal bills introduced in 2019 concerning 
animals in research 

Number of Federal bills passed in 2018 limiting research 
on animals

Number of State bills passed in 2019 benefiting animals 
used for research

20  
Statutory number of working days allowed to the 
U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) to respond 
to a request for information under the Freedom of 
Information Act (FOIA)

121
Actual number of days for a response from USDA 
to a NAVS FOIA request filed in May 2019

172
Average number of days for a response to a simple 
FOIA request to the USDA’s Animal and Plant 
Health Inspection Service (APHIS)

305.5
Average number of days for a response to a 
complex FOIA request to APHIS
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ANIMALS 
AND  
SCIENCE

Imprecise animal models have stymied research on 
schizophrenia, autism and Alzheimer’s disease,” which 
is “why studying live, human tissue is so critical.
(Source: Sanders, L. “A Menagerie of Neurons: Studies of living brain cells 
aim to determine what sets humans apart,” Science News, August 17, 
2019.)

We currently have no animal model that can recapitulate 
the response to gluten that we see in humans. 

Stefania Senger, researcher at Massachusetts General 
Hospital, who helped develop human gut organoids to 
study celiac disease
(Source: Freire, R., et al. “Human gut derived-organoids provide model to 
study gluten response and e�ects of microbiota-derived molecules in celiac 
disease,” Scienti�c Reports, May 2019.)

We really need to get better at understanding the 
entire spectrum of human disease and be able to 
use mechanistic studies instead of animal studies to 
determine when adverse effects could occur.
 
The cancer testing is really where I think we will be able 
to make the biggest impact on the use of animals and 
work this paradigm where using human data will inform 
our testing.
(Warren Casey, director of the National Toxicology Program’s [NTP] 
Interagency Center for the Evaluation of Alternative Toxicological Methods 
[ICCVAM], at the May 23, 2019 ICCVAM Meeting)

$28 billion  
Amount spent each year in the U.S. on preclinical 
experiments—including those on animals—that 
cannot be replicated

“Many poorly designed animal studies still seem to 
be falling through the cracks, accruing the associated 
costs without providing the potential benefits.”

(Source: Kwon, D. “Many preclinical studies carried out  
in vivo are poorly designed and generate irreproducible data, 
but e�orts to address the problem are on the rise,” �e Scientist, 
September 1, 2019.)

  2025 
The year by which the U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) will reduce its requests for and funding 
of mammal studies by 30%

 2035 
The year by which the U.S. EPA will stop conducting 
or funding studies on mammals

“We can protect human health and the environment 
by using cutting-edge, ethically sound science in our 
decision-making that efficiently and cost-effectively 
evaluates potential effects without animal testing.”

“Scientific advancements exist today that allow us to 
better predict potential hazards for risk assessment 
purposes without the use of traditional methods that 
rely on animal testing.”

(EPA Administrator Andrew Wheeler, in EPA’s September 
2019 announcement to stop conducting or funding studies on 
mammals by 2035)
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nimal dissection continues to 
be a commonly-performed 
classroom exercise in the 
United States and has been 
a deeply-rooted tradition in 

American biology classrooms for decades. 
Not all students who have the chance to 
cut into once-living animals are keen to 
participate, however, and over time, many 
students have objected to the practice for 
religious, ethical or other reasons. 
 Objection to animal dissection has led 
to laws and policies being adopted in 16 
states and Washington D.C. �ese laws 
and policies give students the right to 
opt out of classroom dissection exercises 
without penalty and ensure they have 
access to dissection alternatives. 
 NAVS strongly believes that no 
student should be punished for standing 
up for their right to choose a humane 
dissection alternative, and through 
our Compassionate Humane Options 
in Classroom Education (CHOICE) 
initiative, we have been working hard 
to encourage legislators in states lacking 
student choice measures to consider 
introducing student choice legislation.
 Recently, we have also taken on another 
e�ort—one designed to investigate 
whether such student choice laws and 
policies are working as intended. Student 
choice measures are, a�er all, only 
e�ective if teachers and students are aware 
of them and if the laws and policies are 
properly implemented.
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We originally raised this question because a nationwide survey on 
dissection and dissection alternatives that we conducted a few years 
ago revealed a general lack of awareness among educators about 
student choice measures. �is suggested to us that information about 
student choice measures is not widely disseminated among educators, 
raising concerns about their implementation.  

As part of our e�ort to promote humane education, this past 
summer, NAVS conducted a new survey of biology educators who 
teach in states with student choice measures. In doing so, we hoped 
to better understand if and how teachers are noti�ed about these 
measures and if they are complying with them. 

We also used this opportunity to collect general information on 
the prevalence of dissection and use of dissection alternatives. We 
reached out to 13,216 biology teachers in states with student choice 
measures and received responses from 1,527 individuals. Of these 
individuals, 1,453 taught a biology class within the past two years and 
their responses were further analyzed.

Our study revealed that animal dissection still continues to be a 
common practice, but perhaps not as prevalent as before. While 81% 
of educators polled revealed that they had used dissection at some 
point during past school years, only 59% indicated that they were 
planning to conduct animal dissection exercises during the current 
school year.

We also learned that 70% of biology educators polled use 
dissection alternatives in some capacity, with 34% of teachers using 
them in place of animal dissection. �irty-six percent of educators 
used alternatives in conjunction with animal dissection, 11% of 
educators did not use alternatives at all, and 18% used neither 
dissection nor dissection alternatives. Most educators polled, 73%, 
indicated that they had access to web-based dissection alternatives at 
their school, while access to 3-D models and interactive CDs/DVDs 
was available to 30% and 21% of educators, respectively. Educators 
ranked all available alternatives as useful, but they identi�ed web-
based programs as the top tier of “very useful” alternatives.

Just as we found in our previous survey, our current study revealed 
that many biology educators in states with student choice measures 
are not aware of the existing laws or policies. Only half of the biology 
educators polled were aware of the student choice measures in their 
state. Eighteen percent reported that there weren’t student choice 
measures, and 32% indicated that they didn’t know if there were 
student choice laws or policies.

Concerned about this lack of awareness about student choice 
measures, we further investigated whether educators were formally 
noti�ed of the student choice policy at their school. Only 45% of 
educators said that they had been formally noti�ed. �irty-seven 
percent of respondents did not receive noti�cation, and 18% did not 
remember. Teachers who had been formally noti�ed about student 
choice greatly varied in their responses as to how they received such 
noti�cation. Teachers most o�en received student choice noti�cation 
by their department chair or supervisor, by word of mouth, or by 
their administration.

Our survey further revealed that 92% of educators in states with 
student choice measures permit their students to use an alternative 
instead of animal dissection, if requested. Eight percent of educators 
in these states do not allow their students to use dissection 
alternatives when requested and are not in compliance with their 
state’s student choice law or policy.

So how are we tackling these issues?
Because greater e�orts to inform educators about student choice 

measures and available dissection alternatives are necessary in 
order to improve educator compliance and to ensure that students 
have access to these alternatives, NAVS has been working hard to 
help spread the word about student choice laws and policies. Each 
academic year, we contact state departments of education and boards 
of education and ask individuals there to disseminate information 
about student choice to superintendents, principals and teachers. �is 
year, we provided those state departments and boards of education 
with state-speci�c survey results so they could better understand 
whether or not educators in their state were complying with student 
choice laws or policies. 
 �is year, we also contacted all of the superintendents in states with 
student choice measures, asking them to share NAVS’ information 
with principals and teachers in their district. We received many 
positive replies from these individuals, who said they would notify 
the educators in their schools. We will also be sharing the results of 
our survey with educators directly at the National Association of 
Biology Teachers Annual Conference this fall in Chicago.
 But we know that outreach to schools will only address part of  
the problem. 
 �e results of our surveys and discussion with educators point 
to an overarching institutional challenge. Despite laws, policies and 
student requests for alternatives, dissection is still, unfortunately, 
perceived as the “gold standard” for studying the life sciences. A key 
driver in the perpetuation of this line of thinking is the fact that the 
standards published by major educational organizations—notably  
the National Association of Biology Teachers (NABT) and the 
National Science Teachers Association (NSTA)—promote to their 
members the notion of dissection as an indispensable aspect of a 
biology course. 
 In fact, a recent update to the NABT’s position statement on �e 
Use of Animals in Biology Education calls dissection “a total sensory 
experience that removes abstraction as students learn about structure, 
function, adaptation, and diversity.” And while the statement pays 
lip service to being “sensitive to the beliefs of each student,” it states 
that the use of alternatives in place of dissection “may constitute 
a disservice to many students and does not acknowledge the well-
documented educational bene�ts of hands-on dissection.”
 NAVS has long sought to re-orient the educational community’s 
commitment to dissection as a mandated element of student life. 
However, the goal of replacing the outdated use of animal dissection 
with superior alternative methods can only be achieved if the key 
players in this �eld are persuaded that doing so is the best course of 
action. We are �ghting a mindset—and until that mindset changes, 
true progress will continue to be stymied.
 Changing long-held beliefs is not a challenge that will be overcome 
quickly. However, we believe that it can happen—and that it will.
 Over the coming year, NAVS will be putting renewed e�ort into 
working directly with educators and educational experts in the 
�eld of biology and related areas, in order to examine the desired 
learning outcomes of traditional dissection. We will weigh the value 
of dissection against that of alternatives, including the educational, 
�nancial and environmental bene�ts of each method. 
 NAVS will then be able to clearly demonstrate that the current 
course of action (e.g. animal dissection) that is sanctioned and 
promoted by the NABT and NSTA is not based on core educational 
values. Doing so will allow us to recommend the development of new 
educational standards which recognize the equivalence or superiority 
of dissection alternatives. 
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1929
�e National Anti-Vivisection Society (NAVS) 
is founded in Chicago by George Arliss, Jeanie 
McCredie Matile and Clarence E. Richard to 
end the cruelty and waste of vivisection. 

1938
NAVS co-founder and noted actor George 
Arliss refuses to portray John D. Rockefeller 
in a motion picture due to Rockefeller’s pro-
vivisection stance.

1948
NAVS begins a campaign against Army 
experiments in which live animals are slowly 
frozen to death.

1955
NAVS exposes the fact that dogs were among 
the animals used at the site of the Nevada 
A-Bomb tests.

1956
NAVS launches a campaign in cooperation 
with other animal organizations to pass federal 
legislation prohibiting interstate shipment of 
cats and dogs for vivisection.

1965
NAVS publishes an Open Letter to Members 
of the Illinois Legislature urging opposition 
to legislation that would “allow biology and 
zoology teachers to subject high school boys 
and girls to experimentation upon living 
animals.”

NAVS’ 10-year �ght to pass legislation to stop 
petnapping ends in victory as the law is signed 
by President Johnson.

1970
Westinghouse Electric Company responds 
to NAVS’ criticism of the Westinghouse 
Science Talent Search by no longer allowing 
experiments involving animals.

Celebrating 90 Years  
of Animal Victories
On December 17, 1929, a small group of dedicated 
individuals—appalled by the cruelty inflicted on 
animals in the name of science—founded the 
National Anti-Vivisection Society. Inspired by a 
vision of a world of greater compassion, respect 
and justice for animals languishing in laboratory 
cages, NAVS has been dedicated to ending the 
exploitation of animals used in research while 
advancing better, more humane science. We’ve 
made a lot of progress over the past  
90 years. Here’s a small sampling:
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1973
NAVS �les suit in U.S. District Court 
seeking an injunction against the use of 600 
beagles for military tests, including the Air 
Force’s use of puppies to test exposure to 
highly polluted fumes.

1985
Funded primarily by NAVS, the 
International Foundation for Ethical 
Research (IFER) is founded to support the 
re�nement, reduction and replacement 
of animal experiments. To date, grants 
totaling more than $1.7 million have been 
awarded to researchers who are integrating 
scienti�c discovery with ethics and respect 
for animals.

1986
NAVS publishes the �rst edition of  
Personal Care with Principle, the most 
comprehensive consumer guide to  
cruelty-free shopping.

1987
NAVS launches “Project Chimp,” an 
educational program aimed at elevating the 
status of chimpanzees to “endangered” in 
the U.S. and halting the proposed Chimp 
Management Plan which would further 
exploit chimps for research purposes.

1989
NAVS provides a grant to the Animal Legal 
Defense Fund in support of the launch 
of a national toll-free Dissection Hotline, 
which students and educators can call for 
support and information on alternatives to 
classroom dissection.

1990
NAVS participation in the Summit for the 
Animals and the March for the Animals 
in Washington, DC, includes the dra�ing 
of a Declaration of Rights of Animals in 
cooperation with noted animal advocates.

NAVS launches Project NOAH (Neighbors 
Organized for Animals and Health) to 
help individuals learn how to launch an 
investigation into animal cruelty.

NAVS testi�es before the Research and 
Development Subcommittee of the House 
Armed Services Committee opposing the 
use of animals in research conducted by 
the U.S. military. �is and other testimony 
resulted in an amendment to the Defense 
Appropriations Bill that would require 
accountability by the DOD on animal 
experiments and encourage the use of non-
animal alternatives.

1991
NAVS helps to sponsor a Congressional 
Friends of Animals caucus brie�ng on the 
use of animals in product testing.

NAVS and the Progressive Animal 
Welfare Society successfully prevent the 
NIH from funding maternal deprivation 
experiments on monkeys at the University 
of Washington.

1993
NAVS launches the Frog Fund, an initiative 
that would become the �rst and largest 
resource of alternatives to the use of animals 
in classroom dissection.

NAVS joins an international e�ort to stop 
the importation of non-human primates for 
research.

1994
NAVS takes sole responsibility for the 
national Dissection Hotline.

NAVS joins a coalition in support of the 
Great Ape Project’s e�ort to liberate the 
chimpanzees managed by the Coulston 
Foundation at the Holloman Air Force Base 
in New Mexico. 

1995
�e Fourth Annual NAVS/John Marshall 
Law School Symposium on Animal Rights 
features attorney Steve Wise outlining 
his case for establishing legal rights for 
chimpanzees.

1996
NAVS establishes the National Research 
Library for Animal Advocacy at �e John 
Marshall Law School.

NAVS spearheads a plan to establish 
a National Chimpanzee Sanctuary by 
organizing a coalition of animal protection 
organizations, creating a scienti�c advisory 
board and retaining the services of a 
professional lobbyist that would become the 
National Chimpanzee Sanctuary Task Force.

1997
NAVS provides funding to retire 50 
chimpanzees from New York University’s 
Laboratory for Experimental Medicine and 
Surgery in Primates (LEMSIP) to Wildlife 
Waystation. 

1998
�e NAVS Sanctuary Fund is created to help 
animals in dire circumstances from natural 
and man-made disasters. Its �rst emergency 
grant is awarded to Primarily Primates to 
help a�er �ood damage.
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1999
NAVS provides a critical grant of $200,000 to 
Chimp Haven to qualify them as a credible 
bidder to become the National Sanctuary 
for retired chimpanzees. �e site selected to 
build the sanctuary was on donated land near 
Shreveport, Louisiana.

A NAVS-commissioned poll reports that 80% 
of respondents believe that animals should 
not be harmed for a science fair project. 88% 
support o�ering students the option of using 
dissection alternatives in the classroom.

2000
NAVS launches the Animal Law Resource 
Center at www.animallaw.com, which 
provides authoritative information on laws 
and legislation pertaining to animals in the 
United States.

NAVS founds the International Institute 
for Animal Law (IIAL) to promote legal 
scholarship and advocacy skills to advance 
greater protections for animals within the 
legal and legislative arena. 

�e Chimpanzee Health Improvement, 
Maintenance and Protection (CHIMP) Act 
(formerly the Postresearch Chimpanzee 
Care Act) is signed into law a�er unanimous 
approval by both houses of Congress. NAVS 
coordinates e�orts to develop Standards of 
Care and Maintenance for Chimpanzees 
in Sanctuaries with a Scienti�c Advisory 
Committee.

2001
NAVS proposes the awarding of an annual 
prize at the International Science and 
Engineering Fair (ISEF) for projects that 
promote humane science and/or the use of 
alternatives to the use of animals in research.

2002
NAVS awards its �rst Humane Science Award 
at ISEF. 

2003
IIAL and �e John Marshall Law School 
sponsor a presentation by Steve Wise, author 
of Rattling the Cage and Drawing the Line.

2004
NAVS Executive Director Peggy Cunni� 
testi�es before the administrators of Intel ISEF 
on proposed changes to the rules of the Intel 
ISEF concerning the use of animals.

2007
BioLEAP (Biology Education Advancement 
Program) is launched as an expansion and 
enhancement of NAVS’ Dissection Hotline 
and Dissection Alternative Loan Program.

NAVS launches “Science First,” a weekly email 
highlighting and explaining current animal-
related science news.

2008
NAVS launches “Take Action �ursday,” a 
weekly legislative email digest that empowers 
supporters to take action that promotes 
greater protection for animals.

2011
NAVS provides expert testimony to the 
Committee on the Use of Chimpanzees in 
Biomedical and Behavioral Research.

2012
�rough a grant to the Institute for In Vitro 
Science, NAVS supports international e�orts 
to replace animal use in toxicity testing for 
cosmetics and personal care products.

2013
�e National Institutes of 
Health announces that 
their chimpanzees will be 
permanently retired from 
research and moved to 
sanctuaries.

2014
NAVS conducts a 
nationwide survey of 
students and educators 
to better understand 
their attitudes toward 
dissection and non-
animal alternatives. 
A paper outlining the 
results of that survey is 
selected for publication 
in the journal American 
Biology Teacher.

As a result of NAVS’ e�orts to ensure federal 
accountability and transparency, the Animal 
and Plant Health Inspection Service resumes 
annual release of data on the number of 
animals used in research.

2015
NAVS launches the Compassionate Humane 
Options in Classroom Education (CHOICE) 
initiative, a state-by-state e�ort aimed at 
ensuring that no student is punished for 
standing up for their right to request an 
alternative to classroom dissection

2016
�e NIH announces the end of its use of 
chimpanzees for biomedical research, a 
victory that is the culmination of decades 
of work conducted by NAVS and countless 
animal advocates around the country.

2017
NAVS begins a state-by-state legislative e�ort 
to require laboratories that use dogs and cats 
for research to adopt out healthy animals 
when they have been retired, allowing them 
the chance at loving, forever homes. In May, 
NAVS’ home state of Illinois signs such 
legislation into law.

2019
NAVS celebrates 90 years of working to end 
the use of animals in science.
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alternatives to the use of animals in research.

2002
NAVS awards its �rst Humane Science Award 
at ISEF. 

2003
IIAL and �e John Marshall Law School 
sponsor a presentation by Steve Wise, author 
of Rattling the Cage and Drawing the Line.

cosmetics and personal care products.

2013
�e National Institutes of 
Health announces that 
their chimpanzees will be 
permanently retired from 
research and moved to 
sanctuaries.

2014
NAVS conducts a 
nationwide survey of 
students and educators 
to better understand 
their attitudes toward 
dissection and non-
animal alternatives. 
A paper outlining the 
results of that survey is 
selected for publication 
in the journal American 
Biology Teacher.



We are always happy to help longtime friends of NAVS, Oklahoma Primate Sanctuary (formerly 
Mindy’s Memory Primate Sanctuary). Most recently, we o�ered emergency care, veterinary 
support and food for a number of sanctuary residents, including MAYA and HARRY. Maya is 
a 14-year-old rhesus macaque retired from research in 2013. Harry is over 20 years old and has 
been at the sanctuary since he was retired in 2008. 

When LOUIE, an eight-week old French Bulldog got sick, he was facing euthanasia in the 
face of high treatment costs. The good news: Ramapo-Bergen Animal Refuge in Oakland, 
New Jersey, stepped in to save this little guy’s life just in time, and the NAVS Sanctuary Fund 
was able to help defray the costs of his care. Since he was rescued, Louie has been recovering 
slowly, and just recently started playing with his toys and enjoying life like a puppy should. 

When ATHENA was struck by a car, the driver immediately came to her aid and rushed her to 
the nearest veterinary clinic. When the vet called their local Animal Control O�cer, they called 
Whiskers Pet Rescue—an organization well-known in the Woodbury, Connecticut community 
for taking in hardship cases. Athena’s recovery was a long one, but thanks in part to a NAVS 
Sanctuary Fund grant, her leg has healed—and she has found a new forever home. 

Longtime advocates for dogs retired from research, Rescue + Freedom Project recently helped 
a number of animals in dire situations. When they came to NAVS for help, we were glad 
our Sanctuary Fund was able to step in and help dogs like PHOENIX, a beagle found with 
his throat cut and in critical condition in China. Thanks to the quick action of their partner 
organization Beagle China, which performed two reconstructive surgeries, and then the work 
of R+FP, who then transferred him to the U.S., Phoenix was allowed to heal and �nd his forever 
home. The NAVS Sanctuary Fund grant also helped BENNIE, a black lab found paralyzed and 
near death, also in China. After emergency surgery overseas, Bennie was transported to the 
U.S., where he has recovered from surgery but has remained paralyzed. However, with the 
help of his new forever family, Bennie is getting used to his new wheelchair.

FACES
OF  
SURVIVAL

The NAVS Sanctuary Fund is a lifeline to animal rescues, shelters and 
sanctuaries who �nd themselves in desperate need of emergency �nancial 
assistance. Since 1998, NAVS has awarded more than $1.3 million to help 
animals at hundreds of organizations across the United States.

Meet some of the latest animals who have overcome tremendous obstacles 
thanks to your support of this life-saving program.
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page 3  
Submitting more than 900 entries, artists of all ages 
helped make 2019 another record year for NAVS’ 
Art for Animals competition. See all of this year’s 
winners. 
 
page 6
No student should be punished for standing up for 
their right to choose a humane alternative to the 
dissection of once-live animals. Learn about the 
next steps NAVS is taking to “cut out dissection” in 
America’s classrooms.
 
page 8
In 1929, NAVS opened its doors and put into action a 
vision of a world of greater compassion, respect and 
justice for animals languishing in laboratory cages. 
And over the past 90 years, we’ve made a lot of 
progress. Check out our special retrospective section 
for just a small sampling of the victories we’ve 
achieved together on behalf of animals.

page 11
The NAVS Sanctuary Fund is a lifeline to animals in 
desperate need. Meet some of the latest animals 
who are thriving thanks to your support of this life-
saving program.
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