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INTRODUCTION

In 2020, the Indian Ministry of Chemicals and Fertilizers released the draft Chemicals (Management & Safety) Rules, 20XX.
The draft rules provide for:

« the creation of a national chemicals inventory

 notification of all chemical substances marketed in India in quantities above 1 tonne per year

 registration of priority substances

« evaluation and authorisation for restricted use or prohibition of chemicals, depending on the risks they pose
International chemicals legislation, such as the Registration, Evaluation, Authorisation and Restriction of Chemicals
regulation in the European Union (Regulation (EC) No 1907/2006) and the Toxic Substances Control Act in the United
States include requirements to avoid the use of animal tests wherever possible, and India must implement similar
requirements to align with international standards.

METHODOLOGY

Modernisation of the chemicals legislation provides India with an opportunity to use the most scientifically advanced
non-animal assessment strategies, thereby ensuring better protection of humans and the environment. Therefore, PETA
India made recommendations to the Indian government highlighting several opportunities for using reliable and relevant
non-animal testing approaches.
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