Animal Testing: Do The Ends Justify The Means?
Every person in this room, whether they know it or not, has used a product that has been tested on countless animals.  Animals that have been raised in cold, dark, over-crowded cages. They are starved, hurt, poked, and prodded on a daily basis. They are purposely given deadly diseases and have their limbs broken.  They are fed poison and fatal drugs. Is this ethical for humans to take over the lives of helpless animals for our benefit? 

The practice of testing of animals for scientific gains dates back to ancient Greece, and for centuries since, animals have been sacrificed for the knowledge of doctors and researchers.  No matter how useful to science, these methods are cruel.  Though very controversial, the use of animals in research is growing, not only in the medical field, but in cosmetics and household products as well. Ever since the Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals was formed in England in 1824 there have been heated debates on animal rights.  These types of societies were first formed to help protect work animals, but towards the end of the 19th century, societies protecting animals in scientific research started forming.  
An estimated 20million animals are killed each year for scientific purposes alone. 90% of these animals are not protected by law. The research that is being done includes biomedical, drug development, psychological behavioral, military, automotive, veterinary and wildlife field studies.  Products that are tested on animals include cosmetics, personal care products, and household products. Animal rights campaigners argue these test are unnecessarily cruel and could be replaced with more humane ways of making sure products are safe for human use.
 Most people don’t think about it, but every day animals lives are being sacrificed for you. You may not be the one doing the actual testing, but helpless creatures spend painful lives in these labs at your expense. I know a lot of people who think animal testing is wrong and cruel and that it shouldn’t be done, but they don’t do anything about it. It is easy to say you are against it, but unless you decide to do something about it, animals will continue to be killed. If you feel that animal testing is wrong or inhumane, write a letter to your legislator asking for tighter laws on the treatment of lab animals. Write a letter to companies who use animals asking for more products NOT to be tested on animals or to treat the animals they use well. Unless you decide to write a letter, companies may not be aware how many people have strong views on this issue. 
Every day you use products that have taken the lives of animals, but have you ever stopped to think about it? When you brush your teeth, are you aware whether or not the brand you are using tests its products on living creatures? When you’re washing your dishes are you thinking about the unwilling sacrifice of lab animals?  When you have a headache and automatically reach for the Tylenol, are you worried about how many animals were used to make this product available to you?  
 It is true some testing on animals is needed for medical reasons, but the amount of testing that goes on is unnecessary, causing helpless animals who cannot defend themselves much pain and suffering, for pointless tests. At the Lovelace Foundation, in Albuquerque, New Mexico, experimenters forced sixty-four beagles to inhale radioactive Strontium 90 as part of a Fission Product Inhalation Program which began in 1961 and has been paid for by the US Atomic Energy Commission. 
In this experiment 25of the dogs eventually died. One of the deaths occurred during an epileptic seizure; another from a brain hemorrhage. Other dogs, before death, became feverish and anemic, lost their appetites, and had hemorrhages. The experimenters in their published report compared their results with that of other experiments conducted at the University of Utah and the Argonne National Laboratory in which beagles were injected with Strontium 90. They concluded that the dose needed to produce an early death in fifty percent of the sample group differed from test to test because the dogs injected with Strontium 90 retain more of the radioactive substance than dogs forced to inhale it.
 Also, at the University of Rochester School Of Medicine a group of experimenters put fifty beagles in wooden boxes and irradiated them with different levels of radiation by x-rays.

21 of the dogs died within the first two weeks. The experimenters determined the dose at which fifty percent of the animals

would die with 95 percent confidence. The irradiated dogs vomited, had diarrhea, and lost their appetites. Later, they bled from the mouth, nose, and eyes. In their report, the experimenters compared their experiment to other test results that each used about seven hundred dogs.
 The experimenters said that the injuries produced in their own experiment were “Typical of those described for the dog”. Similarly, experimenters for the US Food and Drug Administration gave thirty beagles and thirty pigs large amounts of Methoxychlor (a pesticide) in their food, seven days a week for six months. Within

eight weeks, eleven dogs began abnormal behavior including nervousness, salivation, muscle spasms, and convulsions.

Dogs in convulsions breathed as rapidly as two hundred times per minute before they passed out from lack of oxygen. 
Upon recovery from an episode of convulsions and collapse, the dogs were uncoordinated, appeared blind, and any stimulus such as dropping a feeding pan, squirting water, or touching the animals initiated another convulsion. After further experimentation on an additional twenty beagles, they concluded that massive daily doses of Methoxychlor produce different effects in dogs from those produced in pigs. These three examples should be enough to show that the Air force beagle experiments were in no way exceptional or very helpful to humans. These tests obviously caused much pain and suffering to the animals. 
The seventh UU principle states “We need to take care of the earth, the home we share with all living things.”  I do not believe testing on animals qualifies as taking care of our home. Humans are not the only ones on this planet, and it is just as much the animals planet as it is ours. I believe that testing on animals in such horrific processes is wrong. It is not fair or just, and it should be minimized, if not stopped. 

In conclusion, I believe animal testing is inhumane, and more people need to help stand up for the animals. Some animal testing is needed to test medicines, but the treatment of animals participating in these types of tests needs to be improved. 
