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[bookmark: _Toc510523194][bookmark: _GoBack]Executive Summary
This report will focus on the detailed research and development made in support of anti-animal testing and how this research helped back up the poster presented on March 28th 2018. It will critically evaluate the data obtained and show statistical support of findings and how positive changes can be made to create a more sustainable future.



[bookmark: _Toc510523195]Introduction
As part of our Management Ethics Module we were required to work in pairs and choose a subject to debate. With a wealth of subjects available we eventually decided to tackle the controversial subject of testing on animals. Looking at the subject from the perspective of an animal activist my representation was in favour of the fight to ban all animal testing within the United Kingdom. The process has at times been difficult visually but on the whole very educational. The report will show evidence of research and how this was an integral part of my poster presentation. 

[bookmark: _Toc510523196]Research and development
[bookmark: _Toc510523197]Government procedures
In 2013 the European Union introduced a new law to the Animals (Scientific Procedures) Act 1986, stating that no country within the EU may sell any cosmetics tested on animals (Government, 2013). As the UK’s national organisation for the innovation and application of new technologies, The National Centre for the Replacement, Reduction and Refinement of Animals in Research (NC3Rs) introduced the 3R’s to reduce the number of animals used for scientific purpose. Additional. Tighter rules have been implemented and each person, establishment and project is required to carry one of the following licences: 
· PELH: Performance Establishment Licence Holder: the establishment where the work is carried out. 
· PPLH: Performance Project Licence Holder: the project animals are used in.                                        
· PILH: Performance Personal Licences Holder: the person carrying out the work (LASA, LAVA & IAT, 2016).
With these procedures in place, the number of illegal test and experiments on animals should reduce however; evidence shows there are still a high number of non-compliance and unauthorised cases being carried out with a blatant disregard for animal welfare Fig 1. (Snowdon, 2017). 
[bookmark: _Toc510523198]Figures of Animals tested on
Between 1939 and 1972 animal testing saw a drastic rise from below 1 to almost 6 million animal tests and experiments Fig 2. (Magee, 2017). One could assume that with the increasing development of modern medicine and the development and increased use of cosmetics, scientists felt that it would be in humanities best interest to test on animals instead of humans as they were less important and lacked intelligence. They may even have adopted what Tom Regan calls ‘indirect duty views’, and do not see that animals can feel (Regan, 2007). 
We see a sudden decrease in statistics leading away from the mid 1070’s to 2002 when advancements in technology were developing at a staggering pace, it once again begins to increase. As we can see, from the mid 1980’s, there is more information available about the variety of ‘specimens’ used. Not only is the testing on animals fundamentally inhumane but as you can see, scientists were genetically modifying animals to suit their purpose. During 2016 alone, nearly 4 million animals were used in tests and experiments with details shown in Fig 4 of which classification of animals were used and for what (Understanding Animal Research, 2017).
[bookmark: _Toc510523199]Genetically modified animals
 “The creation and breeding of genetically altered animals now accounts for around half of all scientific procedures conducted in Great Britain, the majority (73%) being mice.” Will Reynolds, Head of the Animals in Science Regulation Unit. (Home Office, 2018)
Obtaining an approximate number of genetically modified animals was once again incredibly difficult but in a story run by the Independent in 2017 we can see that nearly 2 million animals were genetically modified and as per Will Reynolds, 73% were mice. 
“According to Home Office statistics, in 2016 the UK completed 3.94 million procedures on living creatures, of which nearly half (49 per cent) are associated with the production of genetically altered animals …”. (Bulman, 2017)

Though government procedures are in place one must query if the policy includes genetically modified animals? The research carried out did not produce a specific answer but did introduce another problem, if genetically modifying animals was humane. Playing God with lives by mutating a species to appease scientific research should surely cross a line?
[bookmark: _Toc510523200]Cosmetic and chemical testing
Since March 2013, implementation of a new law states that NO EU nation can legally sell cosmetics tested on animals (European Commission, 2013). This includes cases where the tests were done out of the EU. No company may purchase animal tested products and sell them within the EU. Something we hope the UK will adhere to once we break from the EU. But… and this is quite a BUT; the law does not stop the ingredients that go into the cosmetics from being tested on animals. PETA (People for the Ethical Treatment of Animals) continues its fight and since 2012, when it introduced PISC (PETA International Science Consortium Ltd) (PETA International Science Consortium Ltd, 2018) has been an accredited stakeholder with ECHA (the European Chemical Agency) and EURL (European Union Reference Laboratory for alternative animal testing). They have a say in what is done and how testing can be improved in the future.

[bookmark: _Toc510523201]Medical experiments and alternative humane routes
(REACH) Registration, Evaluation, Authorisation and Restriction of Chemicals is the largest chemical testing programme to test on animals (Health and Safety Executive, 2018) , each programme can last months of for the life span of the animal and can cause an irrevocable amount of pain and suffering.  Results from 2016 show the approximate percentages of suffering caused from experimentation Fig 4.  (Magee, 2017). 4% of animals die, the figure may seem low but that’s nearly 160,000 animals who suffer such extreme pain it causes death.

Figures obtained by PETA show 90% of experiments done globally will fail on humans even though they were successful on animals (Kretzer, 2018). Why, when we live in an age where technology is advancing tenfold do we still revert to causing pain and suffering to animals for our own benefit. There are advances in technology which allows us to carry our testing and experiments in other, more humane ways:
· Cell cultures
· Human tissue
· Computer models
· Volunteer Studies
· Human medical breakthroughs 

I have found that although the research facilities are attempting to reduce the number of animals used in scientific research, the process is costly and time consuming. It is hoped that using modern technology, in time things will change.
[bookmark: _Toc510523202]Conclusion
Although there is so much more depth to each subject, I wanted to briefly cover a variety of sectors to properly deliver varied report showing a true representation of the damage and injustice caused to animals. The fight to eliminate animal testing is long and arduous but many activist groups are confident it can be done, in time. From research for this report I have discovered how naïve I was to the extent of suffering caused to animals and have resolved to participate in the efforts to expel future use of animals in this way.
[bookmark: _Toc510523203]Recommendations
This report merely scratches the surface of the issues faced by animals and the fight to free them. I would like to have gone into far more depth but rely on the reader to explore some of the references given to properly understand the magnitude of the problems faced.
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The actual suffering in each category in 2016 was:
	Category
	     2015
	              2016 
	Rise or fall?

	Sub-threshold
	33.7%
	38.4%
	↑

	Mild
	45.1%
	37.7%
	↓

	Moderate
	13.7%
	16.0%
	↑

	Severe
	4.5%
	3.9%
	↓

	Non-recovery
	3.1%
	4.0%
	↑






1
Emma-Sian Davies (1502478) MANAGEMENT ETHICS

image2.png
0

Millions

m Animal experiments

Procedures (harmful genetic mutations)
Procedures (genetically modified animals)

Procedures (normal animals)

1939 1942 1945 1949 1952 1955 1959 1962 1965 1969 1972 1975 1979 1982 1985 1989 1992 1995 1999 2002 2005 2009 2012 2015




image3.jpeg
Statistics of Scientific Procedures
on living animals

2016

Mice
72.8%
Fish

13.6%

Rats
6.3%

Birds
3.9%

Others
3.4%





image1.png
Figure 1. Categories of non-compliance, by theme, 2013-15
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