
LETTERS

Housing of laboratory primates
Sir,
Weare dismayed to read in the article by
Schapiro and Bloomsmith (2001) published
inAnimal Welfare that the authors misquote
us by asserting that we "claim" in three
different publications (Reinhardt 1997;
Reinhardt & Reinhardt 1999, 2000) "that
primates housed in darker, lower-row cages
suffer" (see Animal Welfare 10: p 387,
p 391).

In none of the three publications did we
make such an unqualified statement. In fact,
we have made our point explicitly clear in
our article published in 2000, where we
note on p 143 that "Lower row housing
per se does not imply that the animals
'suffer behaviourally', but that lower row-
caged subjects are likely to be more
disturbed by the presence of fear-inducing
personnel [eg investigator approaching a
cage to remove an animal for a painful
experimental procedure] than upper row-
caged subjects" (Reinhardt & Reinhardt
2000, p 143).
Viktor and Annie Reinhardt
Animal Welfare Institute,
PO Box 3650, Washington, DC 20007
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Sir,
We stand corrected for misattributing the
word "suffering" to Reinhardt and
Reinhardt in our recent paper (Schapiro &
Bloomsmith 2001). We apologise for the
consternation it may have caused the
Reinhardts.

Through a series of publications
(Reinhardt 1997; Reinhardt & Reinhardt
1999,2000), the Reinhardts have identified
an understudied environmental factor
illumination, and have discussed it~
possible effects on primate well-being, and
on the findings of the biomedical studies in
which these primates participate. We
agreed with the Reinhardts that this issue
was important to assess, and it is to this
general inquiry about the quality of life of
some nonhuman primates that we were
responding when conducting our study. In
this vein, we stand by the data in our paper
(Schapiro & Bloomsmith 2001). Our
analysis, at our facility, with the measures
we applied, did not support the hypothesis
that monkeys living in darker, lower-row
cages showed diminished psychological
well-being. There were no measurable
differences in behaviour between monkeys
housed on upper rows and those housed on
lower rows. There are several implications
of these findings that contradict the basic
theme of the Reinhardts' writings on this
topic (Reinhardt 1997; Reinhardt &
Reinhardt 1999, 2000). According to our
data, there is no need to view housing row
as a potential confounding variable in
biomedical research. Similarly, there is no
empirical support for intimating diminished
psychological well-being among subjects
housed on the lower row. While lower-row
cages are darker than upper-row cages at
our facility (Schapiro et al 2000), as they
probably are at most facilities, referring to
the lower row as a "cave" (Reinhardt &
Reinhardt 1999) seems to us to imply
negative connotations extending beyond
diminished levels of illumination. These
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