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Throughout decades, animal testing played crucial roles in the development of medicine and the understanding of the human anatomy. It was necessary in the creation of insulin drugs used for the treatment of diabetes. Through vivisections, scientists studied animals with exact DNA structures as those of humans (Mayir et al., 2016). Essentially, experiments conducted in mice and chimpanzees played critical roles in the study and understanding of the human anatomy. Despite the advantages, the dynamic changes in the field of medicine have propelled individuals to device alternative testing methods. Ethicists advocate for the use of the 3R principle in scientific experiments. The acronyms illustrate aspects of replacement, refinement and reduction. Through the first activity, the use of tissue cultures and slices is advocated for (Mayir et al., 2016). The second process is emphatic on methods that adhere to animal welfare. Through the third activity, scientists are advised to use research methods which minimize the number of animals used. It is prudent to discuss the testing of foetal microchimerism in mice as an ethical issue. 
The experimental study utilized female wild type mice and mated them with the male EGFP+ male ones. Through the injection of caeruelin for two days after the delivery of the mice, sixty of them were divided into three categories (Vojdani et al., 2018). The researchers then grouped pregnant pancreatitis induced ones to mate with the EGFP ones and pregnant sham animals. After the process, the pancreases were extracted from sub sections of each category. Based on these activities, one realizes that the methods used for the study did not cause harm to the animals (Vojdani et al., 2018). The activities were worth the potential of the study because they played critical roles in explaining foetal microchimerism. Essentially, the activity was essential because EGFP+ cells were located within the pancreases of pregnant pancreatitis induced animals (Vojdani et al., 2018). Due to that discovery, a better understanding was created on the foetal microchimerism phenomenon. Apparently, the activity allows foetus cells to pass through the placenta and create cell lineages with the mother (Kinder et al., 2015). The study proved the factual nature of the activity.
If a different type of animal was used, individual feelings would be different. The activity would differ because some animals play significant roles in the lives of human beings. In this case, if the study used cats, one’s feelings would differ because they act as pet animals. Cats are considered integral since they help humans in eliminating harmful rodents and clearing homes from the invasion of snakes (Joffe et al., 2016). Therefore, by using cats instead of mice, one would feel that the animals were harmed. The sentient nature of cats inhibits their use for experimental studies. Essentially, the gestation period of cats is much longer than that of mice (Joffe et al., 2016). Therefore, cats would be less suitable for the study. If the study used chimpanzees, the reaction would be different because primates have a central role in the evolution of human beings. The genetic characteristics of primates are very close to that of humans (Kinder et al., 2015). Therefore, by using chimpanzees, one would feel that the study was harmful. Such tendencies propel scientists to think more and find alternative methods of testing other than the use of animals.
Based on the research studies conducted, one realizes that the nature of an animal directly influences the ethical value judgement individuals make on given research. The practise is common because animals are grouped into human and non-human ones. Therefore, based on such factors, individual opinions on the use of given animals for research vary. The ethical value judgement subjects’ people to treat the human animals with much consideration and care (Kinder et al., 2015). Apparently, such animals are perceived to be highly intelligent and sentient. The sentient nature of animals such as primates and cats propels individuals to believe that they have the same feelings as those of humans. Therefore, using analgesia and conducting vivisections on them is considered harmful (Kinder et al., 2015). Despite these aspects, the non-human animals receive a different stance of ethical value judgement due to their characteristics. Mice are considered disastrous rodents causing significant harm to humans. Additionally, the mice and rats are closely associated with the Black Death in history. Therefore, their use in experimental studies is considered fine and less harmful to them.
The testing of foetal microchimerism in mice propels individuals to discuss the activity as an ethical issue. Through the research studies conducted, one realizes that the practise is considered ethical because it causes no potential harm to the animals used as subjects. However, individual feelings would be different if cats were used instead. Humans consider cats as human animals with feelings and a significant influence on the lives of human beings. Notably, cats eradicate rodents and snakes. The process would be considered harmful to them because they remain pets to human beings. In the same way, the use of chimpanzees would be considered harmful because they share a significant percentage of their genetic characteristics with humans. The ethical judgement value of individuals is directly influenced by the nature of animals utilized for studies. Those human animals are highly regarded whereas non-human animals with no sentient elements are subjected to animal testing.
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