Abstract Read the ful

position paper:

Under the European Union’s REACH Regulation, animal testing is intended to be used for providing information on chemical toxicity only if no other testing
approaches can be used and therefore as a last resort option. Yet, despite the availability of non-animal approaches and a growing consensus for their scientific
validity, testing requirements often default to traditional /7 vivo methods. This project explores the concept of Difficult, Impossible and Meaningless (DIM) testing
within REACH, focusing on cases where animal testing was performed in situations where testing was difficult, technically unfeasible, or scientifically unjustified.
Drawing on insights from the Animal-Free Safety Assessment (AFSA) Collaboration and recent literature, the current potential and the limitations of REACH were
addressed with a focus on Annex Xl, which has been drafted to enable adaptations and waivers from standard testing requirements. Based on the preliminary results,
a scientifically driven reinterpretation of regulatory frameworks appears necessary to ensure alignment between regulatory needs and testing strategies, moving
beyond checkbox compliance toward robust, substance-tailored, animal-free safety assessments.
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