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Animal Rights/Welfare (on Animal Testing more specifically)
For a long period in history, the issue of animal rights and welfare was not addressed. This subject was however brought into the limelight in 1980, after the formation of the People for the Ethical Treatment of Animals (PETA) movement. The movement used a lot of publicity, and sometimes even creating spectacles on the streets in order to create awareness on this issue. As a result, PETA became the most recognized animal rights movement all over the world (Atkins-Sayre 309). The rights of animals are covered under the 1966 Animal Welfare Act (New England Anti- Vivisection Society (NEAVS) 1). Other welfares include the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) and the Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee (IACUC) (1). However, NEAVS notes that these institutions have many loopholes that hinder the protection of animals. According to the Animal Legal Defense Fund, 95% of the animals used in research are not protected by the law (1). There is a lot of controversy regarding the circumstance under which animals should be used for research. However, the ethical duty to reduce the sufferings of humans, justifies their use for medical advancement. Moreover, researches that use animals for practicality; where the use of human would be harmful or ineffective are also justified. However, in accordance with the utilitarian theory, the animals used for research should be treated well in order to reduce the cost of using them. Therefore,  ethical use of animals in research should entail using them for the optimal necessity to decrease the suffering of humans, while taking care of them  during the process in order to reduce their sufferings too.	Comment by USER: Thesis statement
The consideration of animal suffering during research and the benefits that are accrued from the research are two intertwined factors. This is especially true when the study is based on advancing medical intellect. This is due to the fact that; the suffering of human beings and that of other animals are linked in this issue. For instance, some medical fields require research that could help decrease the sufferings of human beings. Notably, it is not ethical to risk the life of some individual for the well-being of others (Barley 39). Therefore, these studies cannot be conducted using the humans. An ethical necessity, therefore, arises for the test to be conducted on other animals in order to fulfill the moral duty of preventing human suffering (35). This is in accordance with the utilitarian theory; whereby the benefits that would be achieved by using animals for research, in this case, surpass the cost to the animal, (Rollin 1). On the other hand, failure to conduct the test as a way of protecting the rights of the animals would mean putting the interest of the animals above that of human beings (Dolan 5). 	Comment by USER: Main point 1	Comment by USER: Main point 2	Comment by USER: Main point 3
On the other hand, the necessity to use animals for research can be viewed from the point of purpose. For instance, after confirming that research is important for reducing human suffering, care should be taken so that the notion is not misused. The word “necessary research” should be strictly scrutinized in order to protect its misuse. For instance, with the rising rivalry in the pharmaceutical fields, some animal may be used to conduct experiments in which; the patient’s needs have not been clearly defined (Barley 36). Also, the same could be applicable in the advancement of medical products which differ insignificantly from the existing ones. Such cases can be considered using the deontological theory (Dolan 6). For instance, the move to advance the pharmaceutical field is right, but since it is not necessary, the results are considered as demeaning to the animals. Moreover, if animals are used in this way, the moral duty of protecting their rights is overlooked. Therefore, dire necessity should be a significant factor to consider while using animals for research.	Comment by USER: Main point 1	Comment by USER: Main point 2	Comment by USER: Main point 3
Similarly, conducting research on animals can also be justified if the moral status of both the animals and the humans is considered. Even under the consideration that humans have an equal moral standing with animals, it would be still ethical to conduct experiments depending on the nature of research (Barley 39). For instance, if the research to be conducted has negative effects which are more adverse for humans than animals, it would be practical to use animals in order to reduce the overall harm. Alternatively, the use of animals can be justified in researches which yield effective results while using animals as compared to using humans. For instance, the use of humans for conducting a research on reproduction would be too slow for some studies. Therefore, it would be preferable to use animals in order to achieve effective results. The application of utilitarian theory is notable in this case, whereby the overall benefits are weighed against the cost while considering the moral equality in humans and animals. Conversely, failure to use the animals in the above circumstance would hinder the benefits of the research in question. Moreover, use of humans for the research would be ineffective and more harmful. (Barley 40).	Comment by USER: Main point 1	Comment by USER: Main point 2	Comment by USER: Main point 3
The treatment of the animals which are used in research is also a main concern while justifying the use of animals for research. This can be achieved by ensuring that the animals’ suffering is reduced throughout the whole process. For instance, the condition under which the animals are kept should be made more favorable (6). Also, animal husbandry and proper dwellings should be provided for animals in the lab. The researcher should also use the less painful procedures on the animals. An analysis of the procedure, side effects of the substance and amount of handling should be considered beforehand. In addition, anesthesia can be administered to relieve the pain during the procedure (Festing and Wilkinson 529). On the other hand, the number of animals used in the research should be the least possible. According to Dolan, the acceptance of the utilitarian theory as a justification for using animals for research should be accompanied by the minimization of the cost that is incurred.  Therefore, this is applicable in this case; whereby, the overall cost on the part of the animals would be reduced significantly and the ethical duty of caring for animals would be achieved (Barley 39).	Comment by USER: Main point 1	Comment by USER: Main point 2	Comment by USER: Main point  3
In conclusion, the concept of caring for the welfare of animals came into the limelight in 1980, despite the fact that the Animal Welfare Act had been enacted in 1966. Subsequently, the controversy started rising on how and when animals should be used in research. This debate is mostly based on the benefits and the cost of using animals for research where use is justified if the benefits outweigh the cost; in accordance with the utilitarian theory. For instance, the use is justified where there is an optimal necessity to conduct the research in order to reduce the suffering of humans. Conversely, use of animals for research based on market rivalry is not justified. Also, while considering moral equality of animals and humans, the animals can be used in researches where the use of human is impractical or more harmful. Moreover, the utilitarian theory should further be endorsed by considering the care for animals used in research as a moral duty of humans. 
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