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Some feel that animal testing is a reliable 

and quick way to make sure that products 

are ready for consumption, while others 

believe it is unnecessary due to alternative 

forms of testing. Is it time to retire the practice 

completely? Research shows that 

sustainability is popular amongst consumers 

(Sheehan & Lee, 2014).

Is Animal Testing Ethical? 

❖ Animal testing and experimentation has been 

recorded as early as Ancient Greece (Hajar, 2011). 
❖ The EU is the current driving force of abolishing 

animal testing through legislation (Innis, 2019). 
❖ While Animal Testing is necessary for biomedicine, 

it is not explicitly needed for cosmetics (Get the 

Facts, 2021). 

❖ Once animals are proven no longer useful, they 

are disposed of by asphyxiation, neck-

breaking, or decapitation (Innis, 2019).  

❖ The Animal Welfare Act does not protect 95% of 

animals used for testing (ie. Rodents, birds, and 

fish) (Of mice and model organisms, 2019).

❖ In Vitro methods of testing are actively being 

optimized in order to create an alternative to 

skin sensitization testing (Pfuhler et al., 2014).

❖ The term “sustainability” is seen as a “positive 

buzzword”, meaning it makes consumers feel 

admirable when purchasing a seemingly 

sustainable product (Pantelic et al., 2016). 

❖ Research proves that sustainability is a 

persuasive marketing trope (Sheehan & Lee, 

2014).

Research Question

Method

Introduction/Problem Statement

Major Literature Review Findings

❖ I utilized the Sacred Heart Databases in order to 

conduct my research. 

❖ I only used peer reviewed current sources. 

❖ When a source proved specifically useful, I 

used the reference list for further research. 

1) History of Animal Testing and Current 

Legislation

2) Pros and Cons Arguments 

3) Current updates on Alternatives 

4) Consumer Behavior and Sustainability

Literature Review Themes

Conclusions/Suggestions for future 

research

In conclusion, animal testing is proving to be a 

subjectively unethical practice. While it is 

necessary for fields such as biomedicine (Get the 

Facts, 2021), it is not necessarily needed to 

produce cosmetics. Due to recent technological 

advancements, alternative testing methods, such 

as In Vitro assays, have been able to test the skin 

sensitization of certain chemicals used in 

cosmetics (Pfuhler et al., 2014). According to 

recent studies, sustainability and cruelty-free 

marketing have proven to be extremely 

persuasive amongst consumers (Sheehan & Lee, 

2014). Non-cruelty-free companies should use 

this finding as motivation to step away from the 

mistreatment of animals and adopt more 

sustainable practices. In the next coming years, 

It is expected to see significant advancement in 

the alternative testing methods. 
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