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Medical research institutes use animals as subjects in experimentation. Animals may be used as either test subjects or they maybe altered into conditions that can be used to expand cognition regarding human illnesses. Also, animals can be used for testing potential human treatments. Considering the fact that animals share a lot of psychological and genetic resemblance with human beings, experimenting animals can have significant help in furthering medical science. It is however important to understand that there exists a debate regarding the ethics of animal testing (Liou, 2017). People arguing against animal experimentation propose that animal experimentation should be abolished as it is unethical, In this perspective humans use animals as merely experimental instrument for expanding their knowledge. Those who argue for animal testing propose that animal testing should continue for it has significant contribution to medical science.  This paper looks at the different views regarding the ethics of animal experimentation.

Those who argue against experimentation of animals say that humans should treat animals  with similar dignity and respect they treat other humans. As such, animals should have as much rights as humans to live life fully, and a life that is free of pain and suffering. Animals should be respected the same way humans are respected. They should not be subjected to any form of pain or suffering in the name of furthering knowledge for it is unethical. The fact that animals cannot communicate or reason does not mean they do not experience pain or suffering. It is imperative to understand that animals have their own way of suffering and experiencing pain (öcklinsberg, Gjerris & Olsson, 2017). Testing of animals should therefore be considered unethical. The way humans are not used for testing should be the same way animals are spared or treated rather.  Basing on this perspective, animal testing does not have any moral status and it should be abolished at all costs. Proponents of animal testing argue that though hurting animals unnecessarily is uncalled for, using animals for testing should go on as it contributes significantly to scientific resources that enhance medical research. Also, the proponents argue that animal experimentation propose that there is still progress that can be made to ensure that conditions of the laboratory have been improved so that the living and testing conditions are fully supported to improve the condition in the laboratories.  In addition, they propose the use of anesthesia and to have trained workforce to professionally deal with animals.  

Similarly, there is a broad range of viewpoints regarding the argumentation concerning the moral issue surrounding animal experimentation. The positions highlighted above symbolize the differing ends of the scope. Also, there are arguments that appear to be lying in between the spectrum (Rollin, 2017). These views accepts the idea of animal experimentation to some length but not all.  The endorsers of this middle position accept animal testing while avoiding unneeded animal use in animal abuse by looking for alternatives to animal experimentation. 

In the case against animal experimentation, many people concur with the notion that animals posses moral status.. This is the reason it is unethical to cause pain to pets or unnecessarily inflict pain on other animals. This perspective debunks the previous perspective where animals were perceived to have no moral status and that treating animals right was more of keeping the human dignity standard rather than having respect for the innate right of animals (Liou, 2017). Today, the question is no longer whether animals have moral status,  it has shifted to the length to which animals posses moral status, and the rights the status comes with.

The proponents of animal rights argument would respond to this by stating that humans should treat humans the same way they treat fellow humans and should be treated with the same dignity. The endorsers of this argument do not necessarily mean that animals deserve every bit of human treatment (Rollin, 2017). For instance, the endorsers do not necessarily mean that animals should hold offices or elect leaders They mean that animals should be treated and respected like it is the case with humans. In other words, humans should refrain from use animals as a mere instrument to achieve their objectives.  This view point argues that the moral capacity comes with the ability to experience suffering and experience pleasure in life. In regard to this argument, animals have no difference with human beings. They experience pain, the can feel positive stimulus and they have their own way of suffering. As such, they should be treated equally as they have the same moral status. 

In conclusion, there are debates regarding the ethics of animal experimentation. Those who argue for animal testing say that it should continue because it offers significant scientific resource to further medical science.  They contend that animals are the closest to human beings and experimenting them to further knowledge on medical science could be very helpful especially in enhancing new treatments. The argument against animal testing conclude that it is unethical to use animals as mere instruments to further our cognition. Animals posses moral status and should be treated with the same dignity as humans because they have their own way of experiencing pleasure and suffering. 
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