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“Is animal testing necessary to produce cosmetics?” 
	Animals are continuously put in danger to advance the production of cosmetics. Many of us cringe at the thought of rabbits being forced to eat lipsticks and rats being blinded by our favorite shampoos. The sad truth is that the public supports this torture every time they purchase cosmetics from companies that still use animals to make their products. Every year cosmetic companies kill millions of animals while testing their products (Cruel Beauty). Although many companies still use the practice of animal testing for their products, the Food and Drug Administration does not require testing on animals (Cruel Beauty). The choice is made for these creatures and it is not fair for animals to be killed every year for the advancement in the cosmetic industry. It is the public’s job to take a stand and embrace the fact that animals are not necessary to produce cosmetics. 
	Animal testing has been a way of life for cosmetic companies in the United States for many years. The practice of animal testing for cosmetics began in 1933 (Siegel-Maier). Since 1933, animals have suffered from painful injections while they squirm and scream until their bones are broken or it is too late. According to statistics from the American Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, millions of animals feel excruciating pain each year during these experiments (Cruel Beauty). Some companies, however, rise above the rest and stop the use of animal testing for their benefit. In 1989, Revlon and Avon became the first major company in the United States to end the act of testing their products on animals (Bunny Love). Many customers were not even aware of the inhumane practices occurring inside the laboratories where their favorite cosmetics were produced. The public became interested in animal testing in the mid-1970s when they learned of the procedures such as forcing cosmetics into the eyes of animals to determine if they were harmful (A Beastly Business; Animal-rights protests).With the public now aware of the truth behind the labels, animal testing started to decrease. Over the last twenty five years, the number of animals used for testing has decreased approximately fifty percent (A Beastly Business; Animal-rights protests). While the act of animal testing for cosmetics has dropped, an estimated eighteen million animals are still used for research by companies each year (A Beastly Business). 
	Even today, while some cosmetic companies have stopped the use of animal testing, many still continue this inhumane practice. However, there are alternatives to animal testing that companies could use to replace this practice. Animals should not lose their lives or face unimaginable pain when there are alternatives that could produce cosmetics. Non animal methods take less time to complete than the animal tests they replace (Dovey). When there are alternatives that take less time than cruel animal testing, there is no reason to put animals through unnecessary torment. These alternatives also cost a fraction of the price of animal experiments (Dovey). Animals’ lives should not be put at risk when there are cheaper alternatives to produce cosmetics. Also, these alternatives are not affected by species differences that may make applying the tests extremely difficult or even impossible (Dovey). Using animal testing to produce cosmetics can be a challenging gamble considering humans and animals differ greatly. When there are alternatives that are not affected by the differences that could make applying these tests difficult there is no need to put animals through harsh experiments. Several laboratories and firms have taken the first steps to developing useful alternatives in place of animal testing. CeeTox is a pioneering contract research laboratory and their discovery uses human cell-based toxicity screening to test drugs, cosmetics, chemicals, and consumer products (Dovey). This technology replaces the animal testing that involves pumping substances into animals’ stomachs and inserting chemicals into their eyes. Hurel is an innovative biotechnology firm that developed a three dimensional human liver to study the breakdown of chemicals in the human body (Dovey). With this technology it mimics human organs and can be used to test cosmetics, chemicals, and drugs. Along with this model, MatTek’s three dimensional human skin tissue equivalent is an effective replacement for animals when it comes to cosmetics testing (Dovey). With the access to useful alternatives continuing to increase, the need for animal testing to produce cosmetics is becoming more and more unnecessary. 
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Figure 1: (Kinver, Mark, and Paul Ricon)
	The act of animal testing causes severe pain and suffering as well as death to many animals around the world. One utterly horrible example is the injection of substances into the eyes of living animals to test for levels of skin irritation (Cruel Beauty). There is absolutely no reason to test animals for cosmetics when it causes them unspeakable pain and torture. Not only does this awful practice bring suffering to many helpless animals, it simply scares animals when they are placed in cold, unfamiliar laboratories. The number of protests against companies that continue to research on animals has increased dramatically over the past several years (A Beastly Business). The use of animal testing is growing more and more insignificant due to the fact that millions of animals are being put through unforgivable experiments every single year. In fact, to test cosmetics thousands of animals are poisoned, blinded, and killed to help increase profit for corporations (Lambert). Many animals are put in harm’s way when it is not even necessary in any circumstance. In some laboratories, mice and rats are forced to inhale toxic fumes, dogs are force-fed pesticides, and rabbits have chemicals rubbed on their skin and in their eyes (Humane League; Animal testing). All of these violent acts of torture are inflicted onto animals even if it can’t determine if a cosmetic is worthy to market or not making animal testing useless in every way. “The cost of human beauty should not include product testing that inflicts unspeakable cruelty on animals” (Cruel Beauty). When animal’s lives have to be put at stake through unbearable experiments to produce cosmetics, animals testing should be an option for any corporation to even consider. 
	Many of these harsh tests performed on animals are not even required by law and often produce inaccurate or misleading results. Also, there are no laws regulating the labels of beauty products concerning animal testing (Animal testing; the truth behind the labels). Therefore, what the label states is not always the complete truth. The company can state on the label that the completed product was not tested on animals but the individual ingredients may have been (Animal testing; the truth behind the labels). The public has no way of knowing for sure if a cosmetic or its ingredients were produced through the act of animal testing. The practice of animal testing to make cosmetics is a very unreliable system because even if a product harms the animal it was tested on, it can still be marketed to the public (Humane League; Animal testing). Customers cannot trust the companies to put the truth on their labels. The fact that products can still be marketed even if they harm animals proves this inhumane practice should be abolished. Legislators are now considering imposing controls on the claims about animal testing made on product labels, but almost no product is cruelty free (Bunny Love). Also, humans and animals differ too much to make animal testing useful to produce cosmetics.  A product that may harm animals may or may not harm us. There is no reason to rely on animal testing to produce cosmetics when the products can still be marketed to the public even after they harm helpless animals. 
	Animal testing is a cruel and inhumane act of torture to millions of animals throughout the world and should be abolished completely. With all of the technological advancements we have today, there is truly no use for animal testing. There are many alternatives that can replace animal testing that would be more affective and reliable as well as cost efficient. Not only are these alternatives cheaper and more reliable, they also take less time to complete than the animal tests they replace. Animal testing causes animals excruciating pain and suffering that could be avoided if alternatives were put into place to rid the world of animal testing. Animal experiments are not required by law and provide the public with misleading information frequently. A cosmetic can be tested on an animal and harm the animal but still be put on shelves for the community to purchase. Animals and humans differ greatly to the point where the results from animal testing are not even useful to the production of cosmetics. “I am not interested to know whether vivisection produces results that are profitable to the human race or doesn’t...the pain which it inflicts upon consenting animals is the basis of my enmity toward it, and it is to me sufficient justification of the enmity without looking further” (Dovey). Animal testing is not and has never been necessary to produce cosmetic products. 
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