
Chapter 16. Michele Basso 
 
Throughout this chapter, unless otherwise noted, details and specifics of the problems in the 
Basso lab are from four sources. One is the letter from the Chief Campus Veterinarian to a 
university official detailing the problems in the lab; another is the minutes of a special session of 
the medical school ACUC; another is a letter to the Chancellor from a faculty committee that 
investigated the items in a grievance filed by Basso when she was suspended; and the last is an 
oddly formatted untitled document missing early and late pages. It is a near complete item by 
item rebuttal to each of the veterinarian's long list of violations and problems. Each is mentioned 
in context below. 
 

"The All Campus ACUC amended its Policy on Non-Compliance (policy number 1999-
008) on 03/06/2009 (one month after suspending Professor Basso's protocols) to include 
the following statement: "As a duly constituted and recognized ACUC and accordance 
(sic) with the University's PHS Assurance, the All Campus ACUC may also initiate 
investigations and implement remedial action as described above above (sic.)" (sic)  
 
-- From an October 4, 2010 report to Chancellor Carolyn A. Martin from William F. 
Tracy, Chair of the University Committee in response to a formal grievance from 
Michele Basso. 

 
Not long afterwards, Michelle Basso left the University of Wisconsin, Madison. By early 2012, 
she had procured a position at the University of California, Los Angeles where she is now the 
Director of the Fuster Laboratory of Cognitive Neuroscience.1 William Tracy noted in the 
University Committee's report to Chancellor Martin that Basso's brain experiments on rhesus 
monkeys were the most invasive experiments with monkeys at the university. Now they are 
probably the most invasive brain experiments on monkeys at UCLA.  
 
Basso started her UW-Madison tenure sometime in 2000. By April of 2002, monkeys she was 
using in her lab were experiencing serious health problems, but the problems seem not to have 
been noticed by anyone outside her lab, or if they were, no one called it to the attention of the 
veterinary staff or the local ACUC. Basso was part of the School of Medicine and Public Heath, 
the SMPH ACUC was responsible for assuring that her lab was in compliance with her approved 
protocol.  
 
Death, illness, pain, and/or suffering are not Animal Welfare Act violations if they are expected 
and mentioned in the protocol and are approved ahead of time by the ACUC. If they occur 
unexpectedly they have to be reported. They are then addressed at an ACUC meeting and 
typically a brief discussion follows about the cause of the incident(s) and the steps that have been 
or should be taken to fix the problems. In some cases a protocol might be amended in a way that 
allows for some previously unforeseen situation. But in Basso's case, no one seems to have 
reported the problems or else the ACUC did not take any action. It is likely that few, if any, 
people outside her lab knew what was going on inside.    
 
My conversations over the years with people who have worked in animal labs suggests that the 
apparent ignorance of the things going on in the lab down the hall is not unusual. It also helps 



explain why violations occurring in labs across the campus have been discovered by federal 
inspectors and have (apparently) come as surprises to university officials. This problem is not 
unique to the University of Wisconsin-Madison. A case in point is the internal shock that 
occurred when undercover videos from the Oregon Primate Center were made public and staff at 
the Oregon center saw the monkeys in Daniel Casey's lab.2 Behind the resulting public relations 
effort to whitewash the undercover investigator's report, there was an internal response to the 
obvious suffering being endured by Casey’s subjects.  
 
Casey was studying psychotropic drugs. Some of the monkeys in his lab had been receiving 
injections of antipsychotics like Haloperidol and Haloperidol-like drugs for over twenty years. 
The monkeys had developed severe and debilitating tardive dyskinesia, the involuntary and 
uncontrollable movements of the mouth, tongue, trunk, and limbs, well known side effects of 
prolonged use of certain antipsychotic drugs. The internal concern caused by the videos led to 
Casey’s monkeys being sent to animal-friendly zoos and sanctuaries. Very few people at the 
primate center knew about the suffering in Casey’s lab, and at least some of them had regularly 
been making public statements that all the animals there were well cared for and that the research 
was subject to strict oversight.  
 
Local oversight is considered the keystone to the system, but it does not and cannot work when 
the local regulators, the ACUC members, do not know what is going on and do not frequently 
inspect the laboratories. The absence of meaningful local oversight of animal research in labs 
around the country is ubiquitous. A number of cases involving the failures of local oversight at 
the university and at other institutions around the country are discussed or mentioned throughout 
this book.  
 
The problems in the Basso lab were noticed by the ACUC when she tried to repair one of the 
explants screwed to the skull of a rhesus monkey named Corby. There were complications. 
Basso did not have a key to the first aid cabinet and Corby died. Basso recounted the event three 
years later when she was trying to explain the pattern of problems in her lab that Chief Campus 
Veterinarian Janet Welter had documented in a report to William Mellon, Associate Dean for 
Research Policy, and the university's Institutional Official, the person who signs an institution's 
PHS Animal Welfare Assurance (See Chapter 13, Oversight and Regulation.)  
 
Corby 
 
Basso said that Corby had been her first monkey at the university. She blamed his death on 
everyone but herself. Though she mentions Corby by name, she seems to have thought of the 
monkeys she used as tools and sometimes referred to them after all the surgeries they endured as  
"preparations."  
 
She wrote, "At the time of the incident, this animal had not yet received its daily fluid ration." 
Basso and researchers in labs across the country who study the neurobiology of awake monkeys 
commonly restrict their access to water. The monkeys are taught various tasks that when 
completed to the satisfaction of the scientist or technician using them, results in them being 
rewarded with a single drop of water, sometimes sweetened, or a drop of juice. The monkeys' 



access to water is chronically restricted; the resulting thirst is utilized as a motivator to make 
them perform.  
 
In Basso's lab, the monkeys were restrained and had their heads fixed in place with a rigid post 
that attached from above to a device permanently attached to their skulls with screws and glue, 
commonly referred to as a headcap. Up to three other devices were also affixed in a similar way 
to their skulls; those devices, referred to as explants by Basso, were placed over holes drilled 
through the monkeys' skulls which gave her access to their brains. She inserted tungsten 
electrodes into their brains and recorded impulses from individual neurons while the monkey 
followed a dot of light with his eyes. From the names of the monkeys associated with the 
problems in the labs, it appears that all the monkeys Basso used were males.  She explained that 
multiple electrodes were pushed deep into a monkey's brain, sometimes all the way to the 
brainstem. Basso sewed devices called scleral search coils to their eyes. The coils were 
connected to a computer which recorded the monkeys' eye movements and the signals from the 
electrodes. This general method is common in similar projects around the U.S.3  
 
Basso explained that the shear number of devices screwed to the skull and the holes she drilled 
weakened the bone. The monkeys were "worked" while bolted in position from between three 
and five hours at a time according to Basso, but the "University of Wisconsin-Madison 
School of Medicine & Public Health Institutional Animal Care and Use Program Description," 
dated July 19, 2008, prepared for the AAALAC site visit, states that she was allowed to keep the 
monkeys bolted into position for up to 12 hours at a time.4  
 
Then other monkeys started dying. Over a four month period, Corby and three other monkeys 
died unexpectedly according to the minutes of a special meeting of the medical school ACUC.5  
Committee chair Amy Moser, whose own work is focused creating cancer in mutant mice,  
explained that "animal #93056," Corby to Basso, had been headcapped and experimented on for 
three years. His headcap broke during routine cleaning while he was in a restraint chair. Basso 
immediately anesthetized him and took him to a surgery suite to reattach the device. He never 
recovered from surgery. Basso told the committee that Corby had lost blood, was dehydrated 
(probably because he was chronically deprived of sufficient water), and needed an intravenous 
infusion of fluid. She said that the needed catheter and Ringer's Solution, the fluid she needed for 
the IV therapy, were not available to her in the surgical suite, but that the needed supplies may 
have been in the locked supply cabinet, but she did not have the combination.  
 
She apparently called a veterinarian, who seems to have arrived almost right away. Basso blamed 
this vet for Corby's death. The vet's name is redacted. Basso said that she asked the vet to 
administer fluids to Corby, but that the vet said that Corby might have pulmonary edema, or fluid 
in his lungs, making an IV contraindicated. Basso also said that the LAR, the School of Medicine 
and Public Health, Laboratory Animal Resources Unit, did not have adequate supplies on hand to 
meet medical emergencies.6 
 
Veterinarian and pathologist Annette Gendron reported to the committee on the results of her 
investigation into the causes of the monkey's deaths. She explained that she was unable to 
suggest the cause of Corby's death because neither Basso nor the veterinarian who was present 



when he died thought to conduct a postmortem examination. (The term commonly employed in 
the literature is necropsy, in lieu of autopsy, when the dead animal is not a human.) 
 
Hanuman 
 
The next monkey discussed by Gendron was Hanuman, or R99045. That number was tattooed on 
his chest, just like the numbers tattooed on the arms of the Nazi's concentration camp prisoners. 
The number signifies that Hanuman was the 45th rhesus monkey born at the university's primate 
center in 1999. On August 11, 2003, Basso's staff reported that he was showing signs of 
neurological impairment; it was suggested that he may have had an "intracranial bleed." He was 
treated with an antibiotic and Dexamethasone, a steroid used to treat inflammation; he was found 
dead on the 23rd.  
 
A postmortem examination was conducted by a veterinarian whose name is redacted. Gendron 
reported that the vet discovered that one of the screws Basso had driven into Hanuman's skull 
had gone all the way through and penetrated the dura mater (Latin: hard mother), the outer of 
three membranes encasing the brain and spinal cord. The postmortem also revealed that 
Hanuman had an undiagnosed brain abscess in his right frontal lobe. In later documents, this 
abscess is reported as being in his left frontal lobe 
 
One member of the committee commented that damage to Hanuman's dura was a potentially 
serious event and that aggressive antibiotic therapy should have been an immediate response. 
Basso, in her later Grievance, argued that the damage done by the screw was probably not the 
cause of Hanuman's brain abscess, and that it was probably caused by a six-month long infection 
in his left eye. Other monkeys in Basso's lab also had problems with their eyes, likely cause by 
the scleral search coils stitched to their eyes. In her Grievance, Basso said that the LAR staff did 
a poor job of caring for Hanuman, and that his death had been preventable. 
 
Basso's argument is surreal. She blamed the veterinary staff for Hanuman's and other monkeys' 
poor health and deaths even though she was the one depriving them of water, keeping them 
bolted into place for hours on end, screwing things to their skulls, sewing things to their eyes, 
and pushing electrodes deep into their brains, for years on end.  
 
R98054 
 
The third monkey was discussed only briefly by Gendron. A week after undergoing surgery to 
screw one of the devices to his or her skull, he began having unspecified neurological symptoms. 
A CT scan and an MRI were done. According to the ACUC minutes, "a longer screw" was 
"clearly shown" penetrating the dura and also revealed another brain abscess. He was 
euthanized. I do not know this monkey's name, but the tattoo on his chest was R98054. In her 
Grievance, Basso argued that the screws she used could not penetrate a healthy dura. She 
suggested that the heat of the drill may have weakened the dura and that is probably what 
"precipitated the brain infection." She said that she had wanted to remove the explant but that 
James Southard, LAR Director, had refused to allow it and said that she or someone whose name 
is redacted did not have the "expertise to oversee this kind of 'heroic' treatment." Basso said that 



she was ordered by Southard to "cut her losses" and euthanize R98054. No postmortem was 
conducted. 
 
Animal 4 
 
I do not have a name or serial number for the fourth monkey. This is a passage from the Special 
Meeting minutes: 
 

Animal 4 -- [redacted] 
 
Dr. [redacted] summarized -- [redacted] was being transported from [redacted] to 
[redacted] for eye coil repair. His cage was clearly marked for no food in the morning, 
but he was fed by the animal care staff. He was anesthetized with Ketamine and 
diazepam and placed in transport cage. When he arrived at [redacted], he was dead and 
attempts to revive him were unsuccessful. 
 
Dr. [redacted] explained that necropsy showed that the animal died of hypoxia from 
airway obstruction, but there was no evidence that he had aspirated food. There was 
cerebral edema, but seemed clear that it was caused by airway obstruction and was not an 
ongoing problem.[sic] Necropsy showed that screws had not penetrated the dura. This 
animal had an amputated tongue and food in one cheek pouch. No traces of food were 
found in trachea or esophagus.   
 

The explanation for this monkey's death seems unlikely. I asked a practicing surgeon whether the 
explanation seemed reasonable; she also did not think it did, and then consulted with a critical 
care specialist who also was suspicious. My surgeon friend then asked an anesthesiologist who 
said that it was more likely that the monkey just was not adequately monitored after being 
injected with the Ketamine, because the side effects of Ketamine can include convulsions, and 
difficulty breathing and swallowing. It may have been a simple case of gross negligence. 
 
The death of four monkeys in four months had caught someone's attention, but these were not the 
only deaths and problems in the lab. And they were not the first. Other deaths and problems were 
discovered to have occurred previously, and monkeys kept dying.   
 
Weiland 
 
The earliest problem documented in Chief Campus Veterinarian Janet Welter's report was the 
case of Weiland, R96089. On April 24, 2002, Weiland underwent eye coil replacement surgery, 
and again on July 24, 2003. After that surgery, pus began oozing from the site of one of the 
explants screwed to his skull. By April 26, 2006, Weiland had undergone nine eye coil 
replacement surgeries. According to Welter's report, it was not until Basso was pressured by the 
ACUC that she asked for assistance from campus veterinarians. In her reply to Welter, Basso 
says that Weiland was the second monkey she had used at the university. He had  three cylinders 
attached to his skull. Basso says that his medical care was the responsibility of the LAR staff. 
Weiland was euthanized on May 5, 2006 "at the end of study." No postmortem was conducted. 
 



In her reply to Welter's report on Weiland, Basso argued that the problems with the eye coils 
were not hers, but rather the result of the eye coil manufacturer changing the composition of the 
metal they were using.  
 
Quinlan 
 
In late March or early April, 2004, Basso ordered a CT scan on a monkey named Quinlan, 
R97098, who was "doing poorly." By that time, her relationship with campus veterinarians had 
apparently become quite strained. The CT scan revealed no "neurological signs," but on April 8, 
Quinlan was still not well. A veterinarian ordered an ultrasound. According to Basso, the 
technician, who she referred to as a radiologist, diagnosed Quinlan's condition as being caused 
by a "paralytic ileum." Basso said in her response that surgery was contraindicated but that two 
people whose names and titles are redacted took Quinlan somewhere and performed abdominal 
surgery. Basso wrote: "By the time I arrived at [redacted] Quinlan was dead -- his pupils were 
dilated and fixed. I asked for the brain because I needed it to conclude our studies of this animal 
and was denied." She was apparently livid and called a number of senior administrators.  She 
said later that she "publicly apologized to the Veterinarians for speaking unprofessionally."(sic) 
She was reprimanded in writing by the ACUC for ordering the CT scan without permission from 
a veterinarian, but it seems that she actually had standing permission and a requirement to have 
the scans done written into her approved protocol.  
 
Basso's reference to a diagnosis of a "paralytic ileum" probably refers to a condition called 
paralytic ileus, a medical term for an intestinal obstruction due to paralysis of the intestinal 
muscles. But neither the Mayo Clinic nor Medline-Plus mention ultrasound or sonography as a 
diagnostic tool for this serious condition. One authoritative description of the condition describes 
some of the symptoms: "[T]he main symptoms are vomiting (possibly in bouts) and strong 
intermittent pain in the abdomen. In many cases, the abdomen is strongly bloated and very 
sensitive to pressure. Depending on the location of the obstruction, the patients may have no 
stools and no discharge of gas any more."7 
 
In Quinlan's case, if he did have paralytic ileus, he would not have been eating and his abdomen 
would have been extremely sensitive and perhaps distended. And yet, when he was "doing 
poorly" Basso and the university veterinary staff thought only to scan his brain. This sort of 
apparent medical bumbling and quackery is common in these settings. Researchers claim to be 
investigating human diseases and various human maladies by studying other species, and 
because we tend to swallow whole any claim made by a purported authority, few people stop to 
wonder at the obvious silliness of such a claim. But worse is the problem that people using 
animals are at a loss as to how to cure their most common ailments or even how to meet their 
basic health needs. 
 
Two Wrongs are Still Wrong 
 
"AAALAC contends that good animal care and good science are inextricably linked, since 
medical and scientific bounty emanate only from the use of healthy research animals." [My 
emphasis.] -- ALN Magazine. "The leading source for today's animal research facilities."8 
 



"Animals, like humans, are living organisms, and if you are trying to study a phenomenon that is 
characteristic of a living organism, there are certain kinds of questions that you only can answer 
using a living organism, complex questions where a response involves all of the feedback 
mechanisms that exist within the organism, but don't exist when you have an isolated piece of 
tissue or cells that are cultured.” -- Eric Sandgren.9 
 
These dual claims – living animals are needed and they must be healthy – are commonly heard 
from those who defend the use of animals in research. The claims frequently go hand-in-hand as 
a rebuttal when an institution’s animal care is criticized. Researchers claim to be very concerned 
about the animals’ health because research results would be hopelessly skewed if the data came 
from sick animals; it is the complex biology of healthy living animals that is needed as a test bed, 
they claim. 
 
Setting aside the question of whether or not one species is likely to be a predictive biological 
model of another, following the researchers’ arguments to their conclusion, if they use sick 
animals in their experiments, the results will not be meaningful. But in the case of monkeys, it 
appears that essentially all the animals are chronically ill. Following the researchers’ logic, much 
of the data coming out of the monkey labs is tainted due to the poor health of the animals. 
 
Consider the health of two monkeys I believe to be reasonably representative.  
 
s9305210 
 
s93052 was a stump-tailed macaque, a member of the species Macaca arctoides. Stump-tailed 
macaques are rarely used in research today although they are claimed to be good models of male-
patterned balding. That s at the start of the number is like the R or r that appears before the 
numbers tattooed on the rhesus moneys at the university. The s is sometimes also recorded as st. 
 
s93052’s story is exceptional in one way. He is one of the very few monkeys ever to make it out 
of a U.S. government-funded primate laboratory with his life.  
 
s93052 was born on July 14, 1993 at the university's primate center. Like other baby stump-
tailed macaques, he was cream-colored when he was born. Stump-tailed macaques mature more 
slowly than do rhesus macaques and remain with their mothers for a longer period. Like other 
macaques, these highly social animals live in stable groups organized along matrilineages with 
social rank transferred from mother to daughter. 
 
Records kept by the primate labs on individual animals are sometimes cryptic and sparse. The 
university's records state that s93052’s mother was st0338 and his father was st0355. Someone at 
the university began using s93052 when he was 34 days old. He was assigned to a project titled: 
"Hair Growth in Juvenile." (sic)  
 
On or about July 31, 1995, just after his second birthday, s93052 underwent his first skin biopsy. 
No reason for the biopsy is given though it may have been a part of the Hair Growth study.  



Another skin biopsy was performed on October 18, another on November 27, and another on 
April 16, 1996. It was noted in his records that he had a wound on a finger of his left hand; it 
might have been infected. 
 
On June 25, and again on June 27, s93052 had two more skin biopsies. 
 
On July 9, 1996, a remark was made in s93052’s records that he had diarrhea. Over the next 31 
months, s93052 was reported with diarrhea 113 times. Diarrhea is by far the most frequent 
comment in his records. 
 
s93052 did not always have diarrhea. The primate center’s veterinarians tested him for a variety 
of diarrhea-causing microorganisms and began treating him. First with Flagyl, an antibacterial 
drug, for six days, and then with Pepto-Bismol for another six days. Then they tested him again 
for diarrhea-causing microorganisms; the tests came back negative again, but they went ahead 
and treated him with the antibiotic, erythromycin, twice a day for seven days. 
 
Eleven days later, on September 24, 1996, the diarrhea returned and was persistent. This time, 
treatment was not begun for some time though many remarks (29 entries) concerning his illness 
were entered into his records. 
 
On February 20, he had another skin biopsy. 
 
It was not until March 19, 1997, that treatment for the diarrhea was resumed. Again, the lab 
results had come back negative. The veterinary staff and researchers were unable to diagnose the 
cause of his diarrhea. This time, they treated him with enrofloxacin, a veterinary antibiotic, and 
Pepto-Bismol every day for a week. Three days following his last dose, the diarrhea was back. 
 
On May 1, he had another skin biopsy and another on June 3, and another on July 17. After 
another 37 comments about his diarrhea, more lab tests were performed. Two amoeba species 
were identified: Iodamoeba butschlii and Entamoeba coli. Both live happily in human intestines 
without causing illness. 
 
On October 14, 1997, they began treating s93052 again. This time with Pepto-Bismol alone, for 
six days. Two days later, the diarrhea was back, and they put him back on the Pepto-Bismol. 
 
The pattern continued. A week of Pepto-Bismol, a day or two later, more diarrhea. Then more 
Pepto, then more diarrhea. At the end of one Pepto course, a note says that he had “normal stool. 
[G]ood response to peptobismol (sic) therapy.” The next entry: “diarrhea.” 
 
On December 10, 1998, s93052 had a vasectomy. 
 
On January 6, 1999, after another Pepto-Bismol course, a note was made: “Diarrhea gone – 
resolve case.” The next entry is “diahrrea.” 
 
On January 11, “pulpotomies” were performed on all four of s93052’s canine teeth.  
 



Adult male macaques' canine teeth are long and kept sharp through the natural honing that occurs 
when the top and bottom teeth slide past each other. These teeth are deeply rooted; extraction 
carries significant health risks. As an alternative, and to reduce injury to staff, primate labs 
routinely blunt the monkeys' canines,  remove the exposed pulp, and fill the teeth with a dental 
amalgam or acrylic. It is undoubtedly a traumatic experience. 
  
s93052's Pepto-Bismol treatments, broken by bouts of diarrhea, continued until February 23, 
1999, at which point they started giving him Flagyl again, and continued to do so until February 
28, three days before they shipped him to Texas and declared: “Feces consistency normal – 
treatment complete – resolve.” 
 
From s93052’s records, I learned that during the nearly six years he was at the university's 
primate center, he was anesthetized with Ketamine on 24 occasions, and had at least 10 skin 
biopsies. I do not know what his living arrangements were. Whether he was caged with another 
monkey or caged alone, is undisclosed. I learned that he had diarrhea for over two and a half 
years. The fact that the specialists at the university were unable to cure s93052’s diarrhea 
suggests that their claims of curing human disease by studying monkeys are unlikely to yield real 
results. If the extent of their understanding of the physiology and pathology of a monkey results 
in treating years of chronic diarrhea with Pepto-Bismol, then claims of insight into HIV/AIDS 
and other human maladies must amount to very little. Basso's claim of being able to understand 
the human brain, even consciousness, by forcing a monkey with electrodes stuck deep into his 
brain to follow a dot of light across a screen is a wild divergence from reality. 
 
s93052 was one of the Vilas monkeys. (see Chapter 9)  He made it to a sanctuary in Texas. 
According to the sanctuary director, his diarrhea resolved shortly after his arrival. Perhaps his 
chronic diarrhea had been stress-induced by the highly unnatural conditions monkeys are forced 
to endure in the labs. 
 
MCY28114 
 
As a comparison, the summary below is a review of 144 pages received from the University of 
California, Davis primate center in response to a public records request for the daily care logs of 
MCY28114.11 The CY probably signifies that he was a cynomolgus monkey. Cynomolgus is a 
term used almost exclusively in primate laboratories. It is used as a synonym for crab-eating or 
long-tailed macaques, all names for Macaca fascicularis.  
 
MCY28114 was born approximately April 1989 and was shipped to CNPRC. Almost all the 
long-tailed macaques used in the U.S. are imported. He spent four months in quarantine, 
probably alone in a cage. 
 
Between August 26, 1994, and September 21, he was electroejaculated on ten separate 
occasions.  
 
One of the procedures clandestinely video recorded by the undercover investigator at the Oregon 
center was an electroejaculation. The technician makes the off hand statement that he would not 



want any animal rights people to learn about the procedure. It appears to be painful and is 
associated with burns to the monkeys' penises. 
 
In December he was reported to be bleeding from both nostrils. 
 
MCY28114 suffered from chronic diarrhea from April 1996, until he was killed in 2003. The 
144 pages that record his life are dominated by references to his diarrhea. 
 
Below are just a few of the continuing problems MCY28114 endured. 
 

10/31/96: fifty-nine reports of diarrhea between May and the end of October.  
02/11/97: pronounced rectal prolapse12 (a common problem in the primate labs.)  
07/97: rectal prolapse; still has diarrhea. 
08/24/97: laceration to arm. 
08/25/97: primate in next cage is fighting with #28114 
09/24/97: hand and fingers lacerated. 
09/27/97: amputation site on left hand has an abrasion. 
07/13/98: more rectal prolapse recorded. 
08/19/98: arm has puncture wound. 
08/19/98: bite wound. Self-trauma, self-mutilating. 
09/11/98: 2 small wounds on right bicep. 
09/15/98: not eating. 
12/22/98: he has had diarrhea for 7 days. 
01/02/00: observed diarrhea and vomiting. 
02/02/00: breathing abnormally. 
06/02/00: lesions on neck reported-collar removed. 
10/23/00: not eating. 
10/27/00: poor appetite. 
03/05/01: blood & clotted blood in cage. source unknown. 
03/26/01: more self-trauma, self-mutilation. 
01/23/02: unconfirmed bloody nose. 
03/02/02: toe trauma confirmed, dried blood. 
03/03/02: toes curled, laceration to the bottom of his foot. 
04/26/02 thru 05/30/02: unconfirmed depression. 
05/31/02: depression reported. 
07/25/02: digit trauma confirmed on left hand. #28114 anesthetized to close laceration. 
Amputated fingers. Bite wound on left hand. 
12/14/02: depression 
12/20/02: poor appetite. 
01/06/03: left hand finger trauma--amputated. 
01/16/03: #28114 killed by lethal injection. Pancreas harvested--sent to necropsy.  
#28114 died @ 13years and 9 months old. Experimental necropsy as per study design.  

 
Diarrhea is epidemic and chronic in the primate labs. Scientists at the Southwest Foundation for 
Biomedical Research in Texas, one of the giant NIH primate centers, published a paper in 2002, 
reporting on the "protracted intractable diarrhea" that plagued their colony. Chronic colitis 



occurred in 65 out of the 83 monkeys' intestines sampled and chronic ulcerative colitis was seen 
in 17 out of the 83 monkeys.13   
 
In 2003, thirteen scientists from the Tulane Primate Research Center in Covington, Louisiana, 
another giant NIH primate facility, published a paper that was very clear:  "Chronic enterocolitis 
is the leading cause of morbidity in colonies of captive rhesus macaques (Macaca mulatta)... In 
colonies of nonhuman primates, recurring diarrhea is the leading cause of animal morbidity 
requiring veterinary care."14   
 
Put this in perspective: researchers claim to need healthy animals, but the monkeys are sick. 
They claim to be on the verge of a cure for every known human ailment, but are unable to cure 
diarrhea, even with an endless supply of animals with the naturally occurring condition to use as 
research subjects. 
 
And in Quinlan's case, if he did have paralytic ileus as Basso seems to imagine, did his likely 
chronic diarrhea suddenly stop? No one thought to consider that a digestive system ailment was a 
contributing factor to his "doing poorly"? 
 
In addition to the “protracted intractable diarrhea” so common in the monkeys at the primate 
labs, they are also, universally apparently, suffering from a condition known as hypervitaminosis 
A. 
 
You can consume too much vitamin A. Over a period of time, large amounts can result in bone 
pain and a host of other symptoms like hair loss, high cholesterol, liver damage, vision problems, 
fatigue, malaise, and nausea. In children it can cause softening of the skull, irritability, decreased 
appetite, poor weight gain, and a multitude of skin problems.15  
 
In 2006, researchers at the university reported on a survey they conducted with colleagues at the 
other large NIH primate centers regarding the amount of vitamin A the monkeys were 
consuming. Data from the five of the eight NIH primate centers that participated showed that the 
vitamin A concentration in the chow, biscuits, or kibble that comprised the bulk of the monkeys' 
diet was "well above" that considered adequate for humans, and up to four times the level 
recommended for monkeys by the National Research Council.16 The report was not the first to 
have pointed out the monkey's high vitamin A intake.17  
 
Adding to the problems of “protracted intractable diarrhea” and hypervitaminosis A is the 
problem of chronic captivity-induced mental illness. One manifestation, self-mutilation, effects 
at least 10% of the rhesus monkeys in U.S. labs. Mental illness may be present in nearly all 
laboratory housed macaques.18 
 
These chronic health issues challenge the industry claim that "Medical and scientific bounty 
emanate only from the use of healthy research animals." If true, then the data coming out of the 
monkey labs cannot yield medical and scientific bounty because the monkeys are chronically ill. 
If it is not true that they believe the animals must be in good health, why would they say it? One 
reason might be that they want the public to believe that they take good care of the animals in the 



labs, whether or not they do. But perhaps they are right; the animals' chronic poor health and 
stress might contribute to the dearth of benefits coming out of the labs. 
 
If, as vivisectors claim, they need whole living animals because they need to see all the feedback 
systems at work, or in the words of mouse vivisector Eric Sandgren, “[I]f you are trying to study 
a phenomenon that is characteristic of a living organism, there are certain kinds of questions that 
you only can answer using a living organism, complex questions where a response involves all of 
the feedback mechanisms that exist within the organism,” then the research with monkeys is 
bound to fail. The animals they are using are sick to their stomachs, have chronic diarrhea, are 
being poisoned with vitamin A, and are insane, even if no one is using them. I imagine one or 
two feedback systems might be affected.  
 
Add to those maladies the multiple brain and eye surgeries endured by the monkeys in the Basso 
lab, the repeated insertion of electrodes deep into their brains, the long hours restrained with their 
heads bolted into place, their chronic thirst and likely dehydration, and it does not seem 
surprising that the monkeys kept dying.  
 
Quinlan died on April 8, 2004.  
 
Mookie 
 
On January 12, 2005, blood was seen on one of the electrodes Basso or one of her students 
pulled out of Mookie's brain. They assumed he had a cerebral hemorrhage. Mookie (R97090) 
was probably treated with one of two drugs, but the next day he was found recumbent in his 
cage. He died during a brain scan on January 13, 2005.  
 
Welter reported that Basso had treated Mookie with the corticosteroid, dexamethasone, in spite 
of "lengthy consultation[s] with [a] veterinary neurologist, MD anesthesiologist, and MD 
neurologist" who decided that dexamethasone was contraindicated. In her response, Basso 
argued that Welter had her facts wrong and that it was the drug Lasix that was contraindicated, 
not dexamethasone, and that manitol was the recommended treatment. She goes on to say that it 
was a veterinarian who treated Mookie with Dexamethasone and manitol. Basso argued that 
Mookie died as a result of the anesthesia used during the brain scan, but Welter reported that no 
cause of death could be determined because Basso had taken Mookie's brain. Basso also said that 
one of the veterinarians involved was a bird and reptile specialist who had little experience 
treating monkeys.  
 
Buster 
 
Buster (R96099) was found dead in his cage on February 1, 2006.  
 
Like Mookie, an electrode stuck deep into his brain had caused a hemorrhage. Also like Mookie, 
the immediate cause of Buster's death could not be determined, Welter explained, because Basso 
took his brain as well. Basso said she did not take his brain.  
 



If the chief campus veterinarian is unable to accurately report the facts, it is yet another reason to 
be skeptical of statements by the university on matters concerning its animal care and use. If 
though, veterinarian Welter's report was reasonably accurate, then it means that Basso's problems 
were left largely uncorrected throughout much of her tenure.  
 
At around 11 o'clock on the morning of January 29, 2006, the day after a session in the chair, 
someone noticed that Buster was having seizures and other "CNS symptoms," or central nervous 
system related problems, and was recumbent. He was treated with Dexamethasone and 
Diazapam, or Valium for the seizures.  
 
In Basso's response, there are passages written in the third person; someone else participated in 
writing the response, that person is not named in the documents I have reviewed. Perhaps it was 
one of her graduate students. The response was probably a collaboration. This is the answer in  
response to the charge that Buster died when he was left uncared for overnight:  
 

... this animal (Buster) presented at 11am on 1/29/06 with signs consistent with an acute 
hemorrhage resulting from an electrode penetration the previous day. The veterinarian 
[redacted] was called and instructed the lab on a treatment protocol which we 
implemented with LAR staff at 12:30 pm. (1.0mg/kg Dexamethasone  and 20 mgs 
doxycycline for the next 3-7 days). Water intake was reduced to minimize cerebral 
edema. 1/30/06 [redacted] took over the care of the animal at 9:30 am. Monitoring by lab 
staff continued throughout the day ([redacted]). At 8:15pm. on 1/30/06 Dr. Basso called 
[redacted] to report condition of Buster and noted the increased ICP [intracranial 
pressure]. Diazapam treatment commenced due to suspected seizure. The animal was 
monitored through the evening - notes in the record through 9:50pm from the veterinarian 
and again at 5:30am from Dr. Basso, in contrast to the allegation that the animal was not 
monitored. There was no instruction by the veterinarian to maintain a log through the 
evening. Throughout the day on 1/31/06 animal was monitored, treated and taken for 
MRI. MRI read by neurosurgeon colleague for possible treatment options. Buster was 
returned to cage at 7:05pm. The veterinarian indicated in the notes that there would be an 
exam in the morning. Buster was found dead at 7am and his body was taken to the 
necropsy. [sic throughout] 

 
According to this account no record was made in Buster's care log from about 10 p.m. until 7 
a.m. the next morning because the vets had not required it. They imply that the very sick Buster 
was not left alone over night, but it appears that he was. If any medications were given to him 
over that period, record of it would have been entered into his log. Anyone checking on the 
dying Buster would have made a note of his condition sometime over the night. No one did. 
Buster had been abandoned. 
 
"No reports of non-compliance." 
 
Just more than two months later, on March 13, 2006, UW-Madison Chancellor John Wiley sent a 
letter to the residents of Madison's Nakoma neighborhood alerting them to a publicly advertised 
series of protests against the use of monkeys at the university. A truck outfitted with 100-inch 
video displays was going to be parking in front of primate vivisectors' homes while volunteers 



handed out leaflets about their experiments and talked to their neighbors. The videos were from 
undercover investigations at other primate labs. Chancellor Wiley wrote in his letter that: 
"Professor Basso's laboratory has passed all inspections with no reports of non-compliance." He 
did not mention the protracted problems and internal criticisms.19 
 
On May 23, 2006, Basso testified before the House Subcommittee on Crime, Terrorism, and 
Homeland Security during a hearing on H.R. 4239, the "Animal Enterprise Terrorism Act." The 
lead sponsor was Representative Thomas Petri, Wisconsin (R). (The near complete text of her 
written statement is included as part of a rebuttal from me to the committee members. See  
Appendix 2) This passage is from her oral testimony:  
 

So it's critical, also, to point out that the work that I do is subject to very strict regulations 
and oversight, and we have at least five animal care and use committees on campus  that 
regulate what we do. And we also abide by the 3R principles for research: We reduce, 
refine or replace our  animal models whenever possible. And when we are doing that  
already, we are required to justify why we don't do it even  more. So working on animals, 
we believe, is a privilege, and one that we don't take lightly.20 
 

Chip 
 
I do not know where or when Chip (AX25) was born. His serial number tells me only that he was 
born somewhere other than the university. Basso began experimenting on Chip in 2004; she 
euthanized him on June 19, 2008, after someone accidentally drilled a hole all the way through 
his skull, penetrating his brain. There was some hemorrhaging. The hour-and-a-half-long surgery 
ended at 12:30 in the afternoon. At 1:20 p.m., a record was made saying that Chip was 
"recovered and moving." But he did not fully recover from the anesthesia; at around 3:40 p.m., a 
veterinarian whose name is redacted reported that Chip was QAR (quiet, alert, responsive) but 
uninterested in food. When the lab staff administered some pain medication at about 7 p.m., they 
noticed some vomit in his cage. At about 10 p.m., they all decided to go home for the night, but 
they worried that the mortally wounded Chip might suffocate on his vomit, if he started 
vomiting, so they used the cage's moveable back wall, or squeeze-back, to pinion him in an up 
right position, and they left. When they returned the next day, he was comatose, and they 
euthanized him. Basso said she had not experienced such an accident in her fifteen years of 
drilling holes into monkeys' skulls. She must have forgotten about Hanuman or the unnamed 
R98054. 
 
Harish 
 
The last monkey mentioned in the Welter report on the problems in the Basso lab was Harish, 
another monkey whose tattoo tells us that he was born someplace other than the university. 
 

On 10/13/08 PI repaired skin (animal #1640) after explant became dislodged, and did not 
call a veterinarian before beginning repair, as required by the SMPH ACUC. PI also did 
not notify veterinarians that the repair was healing poorly, due to haired skin that was 
curled into incision -- it was discovered during a routine walk-through. 

 



In her defense, Basso cites a passage from an amendment to her approved protocol which gave 
her permission to make small repairs to the explants as long as no tissue exposure would occur. 
Oddly, she calls attention to the date of the amendment, November 27, 2008, about ninety days 
after the accident. She says that one of the explants came off during a routine cleaning and that 
Harish began bleeding profusely. She says that she then anesthetized him and removed him from 
the restraint chair and applied pressure in an effort to stop the bleeding. She had a student call a 
veterinarian for help. She said that the subsequent healing problems were caused by the vets who 
failed to follow up on Harish's care. She makes no claim though that she or anyone from her lab 
took any notice of Harish's non-healing wound or tried to get any additional help for him. It 
hardly matters who sewed up his head. Welter's report is clear that it was not done correctly.  
 
The university's All Campus ACUC suspended Basso's experiments on monkeys in February 
2009; a highly unusual step, but the public did not learn about it for over a year, on March 19, 
2010, from an article in the Wisconsin State Journal21 which included a copy of Welter's May 9, 
2009 report to Institutional Official William Mellon, Welter summarized her findings: 
 

This PI has had significant difficulties with the cranial explant model--many more than 
other investigators using the same model in the same animal care unit with the same 
veterinary staff. There is a lengthy history of non-cooperation with veterinary staff, 
including failure to follow explicit instructions and reluctance to permit necropsies on 
animals that die with CNS signs. There have been multiple instances of proven or 
suspected brain abscesses, and multiple events involving screws penetrating the dura, 
leading to either hemorrhage or abscess. Animals have been left unattended for hours in 
compromised condition-the most recent event in June '08 is what triggered the 
involvement of the All Campus ACUC. Medical records are often incomplete or 
inaccessible; despite training, PI insists that it is unclear what needs to be recorded in a 
medical record. Recently it was discovered that the PI has been inserting unsterilized into 
brain tissue. This could be a partial explanation for abscessation and chronic 
inflammation that has affected several research animals. 

 
The State Journal's article and Chancellor, Carolyn “Biddy” Martin's 1700-word letter to 
students and staff22 about the saga were published on the same day. The university probably 
delayed public mention of the suspension and the problems until they were also able to say that 
Basso had been reinstated and that the problems had all been resolved. 
 
Basso's problems and the way they were handled, coupled with Gary Splitter's lab's dangerous 
and illegal creation of antibiotic-resistant pathogens led to multiple problems for the university. 
There were probably other contributing problems that were never made public. The resulting 
shake-up led to the university being forced to admit to federal regulators that it was not doing a 
good job. The university dissolved the All Campus ACUC because of the confused lines of 
authority it created, and a number of new biosafety inspectors were hired. In one of the resulting 
"Town Hall" meetings put on by the university to explain the reasons for the reorganization to 
faculty and staff , Provost Paul DeLuca explained that the university risked massive financial 
loss if the federal agencies decided to reduce or halt their funding. It took that risk to force the 
university to act. 
 



There is a postscript to Basso leaving the university and moving to UCLA. In her testimony to 
the House Subcommittee on Crime, Terrorism, and Homeland Security, she said that she 
supported everyone's free speech rights. But she was not very supportive during a protest that 
occurred on January 18, 2014, in the neighborhood of one of her UCLA colleagues, a primate 
vivisector named Edythe London. Eleven people, part of a group called Progress for Science, 
planned to stand in silence for eleven minutes in front of London's home to honor the eleven 
monkeys being used on campus. The UCLA-based pro-vivisection group, Speaking of Research, 
organized a counter demonstration of maybe forty people, many of whom, maybe all, were 
directly involved in animal experimentation.  
 
The Speaking of Research crowd was loud and raucous. They surrounded the small silent group, 
shoving their signs and placards into their faces while screaming directly into the ears and faces. 
At one point they had to be restrained by police officers. While the insults and angry threats 
rained down on them, Basso stood idly by, only a few feet away holding a hot pink sign that 
read: "Animal Research Has Saved Lives." Maybe she had someone else's research in mind.23  
 
 
Notes.  
                                                 
1 On Joaquin M. Fuster's website, JoaquinFuster.com, his earliest mentioned paper written in English was published 
in Science in 1958: "Effects of stimulation of brain stem on tachistoscopic perception." In that paper he reported on 
the effects of electric current delivered through electrodes in the brainstems of six monkey's and provided what he 
acknowledged as being a sanitized drawing of the apparatus he used to test the effects of the electric stimulation. He 
noted that at stimulation with higher intensities resulted in "observable motor effects, such as generalized muscular 
jerks (startle reaction), eye movements, pupillary oscillations, vocalization, and so forth," and that the effects were 
"consistent and reproducible from animal to animal." 
 
By at least the early 1980's he was using procedures very similar to those that were being used in the Basso lab. See: 
"Neuronal firing in the inferotemporal cortex of the monkey in a visual memory task." The Journal of Neuroscience 
2, no. 3 (1982): 361-375.  
 
I became aware of Fuster's experiments on monkeys when colleagues of mine began publicizing UCLA's primate 
vivisection, sometime around 2003. A UCLA webpage lists the "significant contributions" of Fuster's "group" since 
1962: 
 

• Showed that brain-stem reticular activation facilitates visual (tachistoscopic) attention 
• Pioneered intracellular records from the brain, showing a psychophysical power-function between visual 

stimulus intensity and synaptic potential amplitude in visual system. 
• Showed reversible working-memory deficits by selective temporary cooling of cortical areas 
• With one of the earliest microelectrode drives developed by him for the behaving animal he discovered the 

first "memory cells" in the prefrontal cortex of the monkey in working memory 
• Discovered the first memory cells in inferotemporal (IT) cortex 
• Showed functional interactions between IT and prefrontal cells in visual working memory 
• Found tactile memory cells in parietal cortex 
• By using working-memory tasks of different modalities, showed the distributed and associative nature of 

cortical networks in working memory.  
 
Slightly modified from the original. Joaquin Fuster, M.D. University of California Los Angeles. Web retrieved 2- 
21-2015.    http://people.healthsciences.ucla.edu/institution/personnel?personnel_id=7893 
 
Not one of those "contributions" have contributed to an improvement in health care. It is unlikely they ever will. Not 
one of the monkeys' grueling experiences have led to an improvement in clinical care.  



                                                                                                                                                             
 
Michelle Basso's doctoral professor, Robert H. Wurtz, has been experimenting on animal's brains since 1958, he has 
been at the NIH since about 1966. He too says that he has made significant contributions. His list: 
 

• developed methods for studying the visual system in awake behaving monkeys, a technique now widely 
used for the study of higher brain functions.  

• pioneered the use of this technique to explore the neuronal basis of active vision, the integration of the 
visual, oculomotor, and cognitive functions underlying visual perception.  

• established the functional organization of the primate superior colliculus, its role in generating saccadic eye 
movements, and its contribution to higher functions, including visual attention 

• identified a brain circuit for a corollary discharge of eye movements and the possible contribution of this 
corollary to stable visual perception  

• identified the circuit connecting the basal ganglia to the superior colliculus and the nature of its inhibitory 
action and the contribution of cortical visual motion processing to perception, pursuit eye movements, and 
the registration of large field optic flow. 

 
Reformatted from the original. "Robert H. Wurtz." The History of Neuroscience in Autobiography, Volume 7. Edited 
by Larry R. Squire. Web retrieved 2-21-2015. 
http://www.sfn.org/~/media/SfN/Documents/TheHistoryofNeuroscience/Volume%207/c16.ashx 
 
As learned as his list may sound, not one of his contributions have contributed to an improvement in health care. 
And what must be a large number of monkeys have had to live nightmarish lives before being killed or simply dying 
from the procedures. 
 
Fuster, Wurtz, and Basso are similar when it comes to the things done to monkeys in their labs. They are peas in a 
pod. One motivation for spending one's life doing these terrible things must be money. This line of "work" can be 
lucrative. NIH REPORTER reports that between 1985 and 2009, Fuster's projects received $4,227,086, but many 
records are missing. Wurzt has one project in the database. 1 ZIA EY000109, has been continuously funded since 
1980. NIH reports that from 2007 through 2014, the only years showing funding amounts for this project, it received 
$11,330,728. And from 2002 to 2015, Michele Basso's projects had received $6,836,239. All of this money mostly 
went to salaries. And, as senior scientists at these institutions, they received comfortable salaries and  great benefits. 
 
2 I was working for In Defense of Animals when we went public with Matt Rossell's report on his two-year-long 
investigation. 
 
3 On February 2, 2015, using NIH REPORTER, I was able to quickly locate other projects using monkeys with their 
heads fixed in place, with electrodes in their brains, and being rewarded for some visual task: 
 
5 R01 NS065065 04 DIFFERENTIAL CONTRIBUTIONS OF FRONTAL LOBE AREAS TO EYE/HAND 
COORDINATION. BATISTA, AARON PAUL. UNIVERSITY OF PITTSBURGH AT PITTSBURGH.  2014. 
NINDS.  $370,233. 
  
2 R01 MH080007 06A1 NEURONAL SYNCHRONIZATION IN THE MEDIAL TEMPORAL LOBE AND 
MEMORY FORMATION. BUFFALO, ELIZABETH A. UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON. 2014. NIMH. 
$505,611 
 
5 R01 EY016711 09 NEURAL CODING OF COMPLEX 3D SHAPES. CONNOR, CHARLES E. JOHNS 
HOPKINS UNIVERSITY. 2014. NEI. $383,334. 
  
5 R01 EY022062 03 INTEGRATING NEUROPHYSIOLOGICAL VIEWS OF THE AGING VISUAL SYSTEM. 
DUFFY, CHARLES J. UNIVERSITY OF ROCHESTER. 2014. $526,686. 
  
1 F32 EY024515 01 CORTICAL CONTRIBUTIONS TO VISUAL SLANT PERCEPTION. ELMORE, LAUREN 
C BAYLOR COLLEGE OF MEDICINE. 2014. NEI. $53,282. 



                                                                                                                                                             
  
5 R01 EY022290 03 MOTOR UNIT DIVERSITY IN HORIZONTAL EYE MOVEMENT CONTROL. GAMLIN, 
PAUL DOUGLAS. UNIVERSITY OF ALABAMA AT BIRMINGHAM. 2014. NEI $548,081. 
  
1 ZIA EY000415 12 NEURONAL NETWORKS FOR CONTROL OF EYE MOVEMENT. HIKOSAKA, 
OKIHIDE. NATIONAL EYE INSTITUTE. 2014. NEI. $1,672,930. 
  
5 R01 EY010217 21 STRUCTURAL BASIS OF AMBLYOPIA AND STRABISMUS. HORTON, JONATHAN 
C.UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, SAN FRANCISCO. 2015. NEI $577,231. 
  
1 R21 EY024362 01 CORTICOTECTAL TRANSMISSION FOR EXPRESS SACCADES. HORWITZ, 
GREGORY D. UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON. 2014. NEI $267,000. 
  
5 F30 MH102010 02 NEURAL MECHANISM OF SUSTAINED SPATIAL ATTENTION ACROSS SACCADES. 
MARINO, ALEXANDRIA CONCETTA. YALE UNIVERSITY. 2014. NIMH. $38,784. 
  
5 F32 EY023921 02 THE INFLUENCE OF EYE MOVEMENTS ON VISUAL CORTICAL PROCESSING 
THROUGH THE ENTRAINM [sic, truncated].MCFARLAND, JAMES MONROE.UNIV OF MARYLAND, 
COLLEGE PARK. 2015. NEI. $55,094. 
  
5 R01 MH055806 18 NEURAL CONTROL OF VOLUNTARY MOVEMENT. SCHALL, JEFFREY D. 
VANDERBILT UNIVERSITY. 2014. NIMH. $390,000. 
  
5 R01 EY021579 03 NEURAL MECHANISMS OF FIXATION CHOICE WHILE SEARCHING NATURAL 
SCENES. SEGRAVES, MARK A et al. NORTHWESTERN UNIVERSITY. 2014. NEI. $376,478. 
  
1 R01 EY024248 01A1 BRAINSTEM SACCADE CIRCUITRY IN STRABISMUS. WALTON, MARK M. 
UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON. 2015. NEI. $404,440. 
  
1 ZIA EY000109 34 VISUAL PROCESSING IN THE PRIMATE BRAIN  WURTZ, ROBERT H.  NATIONAL 
EYE INSTITUTE 2014 NEI  $969,815 (This is the lab Michelle Basso was trained in.) 
 
2 R01 EY013692 11 VISUAL TARGET SELECTION FOR SACCADIC EYE MOVEMENTS BASSO, MICHELE 
A UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA LOS ANGELES 2015  NEI $531,221 
 
4 University of Wisconsin-Madison School of Medicine & Public Health Institutional Animal Care and Use Program 
Description. July 19, 2008. AAALAC File No. 305. Web retrieved 2-8-2015. 
http://apps.pharmacy.wisc.edu/acpe/uploads/BE7261ED/standard_27_animal_care.pdf. AAALAC is discussed in 
chapter XX Oversight and Regulation. This program Description described the university's program in 2008: 
 

The University of Wisconsin is one of the 10 largest universities in the United States. UW-Madison is the 
largest university in the University of Wisconsin system. The main campus covers 932 acres in Madison, 
Wisconsin, and has an experimental farm system located throughout the state. 
 
More than 700 principal investigators use more than 250,000 animals annually at the UW-Madison 
campus. About 1,100 animal projects, including teaching and research, are on-going on campus. In fiscal 
year 2006-07, research awards in the biological sciences amounted to $252 million, with in excess of $70 
million awarded for projects that involved the use of animals. The large majority of these projects take 
place at more than 30 animal care facilities on campus with additional facilities at university-owned 
experimental farms and other outlying facilities. 
 
Five units on campus are involved in the use of animals in teaching and research: 1) College of Agricultural 
and Life Sciences, 2) School of Veterinary Medicine, 3) Graduate School, 4) School of Medicine and 
Public Health, and 5) College of Letters and Science. Total federal support for the university is $498 
million, and total extramural research support is $725 million. 



                                                                                                                                                             
 
5 Special Meeting. University of Wisconsin School of Medicine and Public Health Institutional Animal Care and 
Use Committee. Meeting minutes. 10-30-2003. Present: Michelle Basso, Boehm (non-voting), Croft (non-voting), 
Drezner; Michael Gallardo, Department of Laboratory Animal Resources (LAR), (non-voting); Jensen, Jarvis, 
Lyons, Peggy Margolies, the non-affiliated "community representative"; Amy Moser, ACUC Chair; and James 
Southard, LAR Director. Guests: Annette Gendron and Tom Yin.  
 
6 The Department of Laboratory Animal Resources, School of Medicine and Public Health, or LAR, is a semi-
autonomous unit at the university. In addition to being responsible for the care of animals used in labs at the School 
of Medicine and Public Health, LAR is responsible for care animal care at the School of Pharmacy and the School of 
Nursing. 
 
7 Intestinal Obstruction. Ileus. Baermed Centre of Abdominal Surgery. 2013. Web retrieved 2-10-2015. 
http://www.baermed.ch/en/intestinal_obstruction_content---1--1109.html. 
 
8 F. Key Kidder. Vivarium Forum: Accreditation A-Z. ALN Magazine; September/October 2005. 
 
9 Eric Sandgren. Chair, University of Wisconsin, Madison All Campus Institutional Animal Care and Use 
Committee quoted by Nathan J. Comp in “Comp Time with Eric Sandgren.” Isthmus. 10/10/2007. 
 
10 In 1999, my wife and I began making public records requests for the "daily care logs" for specific monkeys at the 
NIH primate centers. The information regarding s93052 comes from my summary of one of those records. 
 
11 This brief glimpse into the laboratory life of MCY 28114 would have been impossible without the efforts of Gary 
Brock. Thank you Gary for preserving these details of MCY28114's life. 
 
12 Rectal prolapse: Visible protrusion of distal colon from the rectum; commonly seen in animals that are stressed, 
have recurrent gastroenteritis, or high parasite loads; seen in animals with chronic diarrhea or constipation. 
Courtney, Angela, Pocket Handbook of Nonhuman Primate Clinical Medicine. Boca Raton: CRC Press, 2013.  
 
Rectal prolapse is often seen in conditions that cause tenesmus (the feeling that you need to pass stools, even though 
your bowels are already empty. It may involve straining, pain, and cramping. Persons with tenesmus may push very 
hard (strain) to try to empty their bowels. However, they will only pass a small amount of stool.)  "Tenesmus." 
MedLine Plus. U.S. National Library of Medicine. 2-12-15. Web accessed 2-21-15. 
http://www.nlm.nih.gov/medlineplus/ency/article/003131.htm. 
 
13 Rubio CA, Hubbard GB. Chronic colitis in Macaca fascicularis: similarities with chronic colitis in humans. In 
Vivo. 2002. 
 
14 Sestak K, Merritt CK, Borda J, Saylor E, Schwamberger SR, Cogswell F, Didier ES, Didier PJ, Plauche G, Bohm 
RP, Aye PP, Alexa P, Ward RL, Lackner AA. Infectious agent and immune response characteristics of chronic 
enterocolitis in captive rhesus macaques. Infect Immun. 2003. 
 
15 "Hypervitamintosis A." Medline Plus. National Library of Medicine. 2-12-2015. Web retrieved 2-22-2015.  
http://www.nlm.nih.gov/medlineplus/ency/article/000350.htm. 
 
16 Penniston KL, Tanumihardjo SA. Vitamin A intake of captive rhesus monkeys exceeds national research council 
recommendations. Am J Primatol. 2006. 
 
17 Mills JP, Penniston KL, Tanumihardjo SA. Extra-hepatic vitamin A concentrations in captive Rhesus (Macaca 
mulatta) and Marmoset (Callithrix jacchus) monkeys fed excess vitamin A. Int J Vitam Nutr Res. 2005. 
 
"We showed previously that hepatic vitamin A concentrations of captive rhesus monkeys (Macaca mulatta) are 
subtoxic to toxic, with livers exhibiting stellate cell hypertrophy and hyperplasia." Penniston KL, Thayer JC, 



                                                                                                                                                             
Tanumihardjo SA. Serum vitamin A esters are high in captive rhesus (Macaca mulatta) and marmoset (Callithrix 
jacchus) monkeys. J Nutr. 2003. 
 
"Liver autopsy samples from rhesus and marmoset (Callithrix jacchus) monkeys were obtained from the Wisconsin 
Regional Primate Research Center.… Liver samples were extracted and analyzed…. The vitamin A concentration of 
the rhesus monkey livers was very high…. Considering that the natural diet of the rhesus monkey (fruits, seeds, 
roots and insects) is not high in preformed vitamin A, the vitamin A content of the diet appears excessive,...". 
Penniston KL, Tanumihardjo SA. Subtoxic hepatic vitamin A concentrations in captive rhesus monkeys (Macaca 
mulatta). J Nutr. 2001. 
 
18 Lutz, Corrine, Arnold Well, and Melinda Novak. "Stereotypic and self‐injurious behavior in rhesus macaques: a 
survey and retrospective analysis of environment and early experience." American Journal of Primatology 60, no. 1 
(2003): 1-15. "Behavioral assessments of 362 individually housed rhesus monkeys were collected at the New 
England Regional Primate Research Center (NERPRC) and combined with colony records. Of the 362 animals 
surveyed, 321 exhibited at least one abnormal behavior...". 
 
19 Letter to UW-Madison Chancellor Carolyn A. Martin from William F. Tracy, 2009-10 Chair, University 
Committee. 10-4-2010. (The University Committee is a standing Faculty Committee.) 
 

Dear Chancellor Martin: 
 
Associate Professor Michele A. Basso, on 19 March 2010, submitted a grievance to the University 
Committee under the provisions of Faculty Policies and Procedures 8.15 and UWS 6.06 alleging that her 
rights as a faculty member had been violated by the All Campus Animal Care and Use Committee (please 
see enclosed correspondence, and other documents submitted to the University Committee by professor 
Basso at the request of the committee.) This letter constitutes the committee's findings of fact, conclusions, 
and recommendations in this matter, which has been a stressful and difficult situation for professor Basso 
and many other members of the university community..... 

 
20 ANIMAL ENTERPRISE TERRORISM ACT.  HEARING BEFORE THE SUBCOMMITTEE ON CRIME, 
TERRORISM, AND HOMELAND SECURITY OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES. ONE HUNDRED NINTH CONGRESS. SECOND SESSION. ON H.R. 4239. MAY 23, 
2006.  Serial No. 109-125. Printed for the use of the Committee on the Judiciary. U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING 
OFFICE. WASHINGTON : 2006. Web retrieved 2-15-2015. http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/CHRG-
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21 "UW Madison Suspends Researcher Over Animal Welfare Problems." Deborah Ziff. Wisconsin State Journal. 3-
19-1010. We retrieved 2-15-2015. http://host.madison.com/wsj/news/local/education/university/uw-madison-
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22 Email.  
 

Subject: Statement on animal research 
Date: Fri, 19 Mar 2010 
From: Chancellor Biddy Martin  
To: Students, faculty and staff. 
 
Animal-based research, at UW-Madison and across the nation, raises complicated issues that are also 
emotionally charged. Reasonable people can disagree about the appropriateness of animal research, and we 
respect people's rights to make their views known. 
 
Let me affirm once again UW-Madison's support for animal-based research, including research involving 
non-human primates. We base that support on its benefits to human and animal welfare, and, hence, to 
society at large. The university is committed to ensuring the ethical care and treatment of those animals, 



                                                                                                                                                             
and is responsible for abiding by the standards and regulations set by the federal government..... [1526 
words] .... 
 
.... My observations since my arrival suggest that the system of accountability for research compliance and 
safety on campus, which has improved over time, and is certainly not broken, is still not where it needs to 
be. Getting it there is a goal for which I take responsibility and one I will continue to pursue aggressively. 

 
23 "Vigil for Monkeys Disrupted by Animal Researchers." Progress For Science. 1-30-2014. YouTube video. Web 
reviewed 2-22-2015. https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=GiECGuXixmQ. 
 


