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Against Animal Experiment
Animal rights movement had begun a hundred years ago, and it never stopped. Numerous organizations have been established to seek rights for animals. Among all the issues toward animals, the one concerning animal experiment has always been the center, and it is continuously contentious. For years, people, including scientists, researchers, animal advocates, and even politicians have been arguing on that
.

I have to make it clear at the very beginning that the animal experiments I discuss in the paper refer to those cruel medical researches in which animals are used as replacement to human bodies, not those harmless studies on animals, such as teaching monkeys doing math or studying the memorial ability of doves. Animal experimentation is not only cruel and unethical, but also unscientific. It has no reason to exist in modern research.

Animal experiment is a complex and controversial issue, but it boils down to two essential questions: does it work effectively, and is it ethical?

Animal experiment had a long history, and it contributed to the development of medical treatment in the past. People who support the continuing conduct of animal experiment state that the testing is workable and useful, for “human beings are biologically similar to species such as mice, so their bodies may respond to diseases and treatments much as ours do.
” (Colin, 2008). They also provide evidence to confirm their ideas. Lipobay®, Vioxx®, Trasylol®, Acomplia® and TGN1412 are the successful results of animal experiments. 
It is true that animal experiment is workable, but there is lack of evidence to prove that animal testing is effective. According to latest research, animals and humans differ considerably with regard to anatomy, physiology, and metabolism. (Corina Gericke, 2008). Even animals of different species can react quite differently to chemicals and pharmaceutical drugs. It is nearly impossible to predict whether a human will react identically or differently based on the results of experiments conducted on animals, thus the results are not directly applicable to humans. Trusting the results blindly may cause tragic accidents. After 150 years of medical practice based on animal research, two-thirds of our illnesses remain neither curable nor adequately treatable.
 (Astrid Reinke, 2008). Statistics show that only 5 - 25% of the substances harmful to humans also have adverse effects on the experimental animals. (Astrid Reinke, 2008). Some drugs like Opren, Clioquinol, Thalidomide, and Eraldin, which had been “safely tested” on animals, have caused horrific harm to people. Even though some drugs based on animal experiment prove to be successful, they are just tips of the iceberg. One surgeon gives a precisely statement:
"Animal models differ from their human counterparts. Conclusions drawn from animal research, are likely to delay progress, mislead and do harm to the patient.”

Moreover, people now have more scientific measures to do their research, and do not have to rely on animal experiments. With the aid of modern technology, researchers can cultivate cells, skins, or other organs to do their experiments. Vivisection and other researching measures based on animals are in fact no long indispensable. Nowadays, the continuous conduct of animal experiment is just a tradition more than a progress. People use the result of animal experiment as a means of hedging their liability. 
We can draw conclusion from all these evidence that animal experiments are unscientific, ineffective, and contribute little to the development of new therapies. 
The next question concerning this issue is much easier to answer. Animal experiment is indeed unethical. It represents excessive cruelty and suffering. Each year, at least 115 million animals die in the laboratories of the chemical and pharmaceutical industry, in universities and other research institutes
. In British laboratories today, animals are still burned, paralyzed, brain damaged, and given heart attacks and electric shocks. (Gill, 2008). 
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Cats’ brains are often used as materials in neurophysiologic experiments. In the picture above, the little cat is having electrode transplanted into the brain. Animals cannot express their painful feelings, but that does not mean they are insensitive to pain and suffering. As human beings, we have a moral duty to prevent suffering wherever possible, whether in humans, rabbits, and
 monkeys. If the animal experiments go on, pain and suffering are inevitable. 
Some people raise a question: since we can kill animals for food, we can also kill animals for our health; the results are the same. This is indeed a difficult question and has already instigated a series of arguments. Eating animals and experimenting on animals are different. Looking at the surface, experimenting on animals brings much more pain to animals than taking them as food. We take limited kinds of animals, such as pigs, cows, and fish for food, but the animals used for experiments are of various kinds, including rabbits, ferrets, monkeys, and apes. 
Moreover, the laboratory animals have to endure a long process of torturing before they die. How can the researchers go on with their experiments neglecting the yelping, whimpering, and twisting of the poor animals?  
Looking deeper into this issue, we may have further thinking. Human being is part of the food chain. In the primitive era, our ancestors lived on animals and plants. Though they ate animals, they awed nature and other creatures, and lived in balance with them. Nowadays, human beings are still and will go on playing their roles in the food chain, but in a much more cultivated way because we raise animals on purpose for food
. However, Animal experiments degrade animals as model organisms to disposable measuring instruments. Seeing in this prospect, human beings categorize themselves to be the most superior creatures in the world and can control everything, including the destinies of other lives. Since human beings cannot stand the pain of medical experiments, innocent animals are used as replacement, yet animals are also sentient fellow creatures capable of feeling suffering. Animals are used as measures of experiment because they are weaker than us and are not able to confront strong and intelligent human being. Being the most powerful creatures on earth, human beings should perceive the prospect that all the creatures have the equal rights. If human beings still consider themselves to be the
 superior, the result will be terrible. Since we can categorize creatures into lower and higher grades, we can also make ranks inside human society. The superior may have the rights to abuse the inferior races, conduct medical test on them, or even annihilate them. At that time, we may have another holocaust like the one conducted by Nazi in World War Two. No one dare to imagine that. Abolishing animal experiment will represent a progress in human ethics. Once we can regard all the creatures with equality; we can have a better world. 
A better result would be 
that human beings move on to a more vegetarian type of diet. It will be a long process. However, at least we can start with stopping unnecessary cruel treatments on animals. 
In conclusion, we should ban cruel animal experiment, for it is unscientific, misleading, immoral, and certainly unnecessary. The abolishment of animal experiment will not only represents a progress in medical history, but will also reflects a positive change of human beings’ attitude toward other creatures on earth. 
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Essay 3: Argument Paper 
	
	Levels of Achievement

	Criteria
	4
	3
	2
	1

	Introduction, thesis, and conclusion

(    x 5 =     )
	Intro is engaging and presents multiple positions of argument, argumentative thesis clearly stated and creatively developed, conclusion recasts thesis in a new light and makes connections to the larger world. 40

	Intro grabs attention somewhat, provides some info on other sides of the argument, thesis is implicitly stated but clear, conclusion reiterates thesis with little implication for the larger world.

	Intro provides little info about other sides of the argument and does little to capture attention, thesis is implicit and hard to find, conclusion makes little reference to thesis 
	Intro provides no info about other sides of the argument, does not capture attention, thesis is not explicit or not present, conclusion does not refer to thesis and does not add to cohesion of paper

	Argument
& organization

(    7 x 5 =    )
	Argument is identifiable, reasonable, and sound. Counter-arguments are included and successfully refuted. Every main point is supported by persuasive evidence. Paragraphs with clear transitions are clearly ordered with the argument progressing in a logical fashion. (there is one hole in the argument) 

35
	Argument is generally reasonable, but identifiable. Counter-arguments are included and defused somewhat.  Main point is supported by some evidence. Order of paragraphs could be better organized. Some transition sentences and cohesion markers are used but could be more effective
	Argument is barely reasonable and identifiable. Counter-arguments are included without defusing them. Few major points are supported by evidence and examples. The order of paragraphs doesn’t make sense in most of the paper, transition sentences and cohesion markers are rarely or inappropriately used
	Argument is not identifiable with no supporting evidence or examples. Counter-argument is not included. Paragraphs seem to be out of order and haphazard, no transition sentences or cohesion markers are used

	Audience awareness

(    8 x 5 =     )
	Targets specific audience. Engages audience effectively throughout paper. Has an academic and consistent tone throughout the paper. Provides sufficient background info about the topic to the audience 40
	The specific audience is generally identifiable. Engages audience through most of the paper, can capture but not sustain interest. Has a somewhat academic tone. Provides some background info about the topic to the audience
	The specific audience is barely identifiable. Has little engaging qualities to hold the interest of the audience. The tone is inconsistent and inappropriate through most of the paper. Provides little background info about the topic to the audience
	There is no specific audience. Does not hold audience interest. The tone is inappropriate and inconsistent throughout the paper. Provides insufficient background info about the topic to the audience

	Use of sources 

(    7 x 5 =    )
	Quotations,  paraphrases, and visuals are well integrated into the text and are adequately analyzed. At least 5 sources are referred to. (One source is missing for a piece of information used)
	Quotations. Paraphrases, and visuals are somewhat integrated into the text and analyzed. 5 sources are referred to.
	Quotations, paraphrases, and visuals are scarcely used and analyzed or overly used. Fewer than 5 sources are used. 
	Quotations, paraphrases, and visuals are not used or used incorrectly or inappropriately. Fewer than 5 sources are used.

	Language

use & mechanics

(   7  x 5 =    )
	Sentences are clearly written, economical, varied in structure. APA style correctly followed. Impeccable spelling, grammar, word order, word usage, and punctuation, good use of 
academic language. 35
	Sentences are generally clearly written except for some wordiness or repetition. APA style generally followed. Few errors in spelling, grammar, word usage, and punctuation.
	Sentences could be improved a lot. There are many cases of wordiness or repetition, and choppy sentences. APA style barely followed. Several errors in spelling, grammar, word order, word usage, punctuation.
	Sentences are poorly written, problems with wordiness, repetition, or choppy sentences. APA style was not followed. Many errors in spelling, grammar, word order, word usage, punctuation.


Dear Amelia,

You have picked a very meaningful topic. Your position on the issue is very clear and is supported by efficient reasoning and clear examples.

I indicated a few problems in the margin.

Overall, excellent job,

Your grade is 190/200
Figure1 Electrode transplanted into the brain (source: Animal Aid Action)











�Be more clear. Replace “that” with a more meaningful word or phrase.


�Remove this period


�Remove period


�This should not be a separate paragraph


�Source?


�or


�there is a weakness in the argument here. Does it mean suffering of 100 pigs is less important than suffering of 2 chimps and several mice? Why?


�“for food” is enough


�remove


�An option might be


�Do not use any bullets. Sort your sources alphabetically according to the first letter of the authors last name





