Animal Testing

Marcus Podewski

22. August 2010

1. introduction into animal experiments in the context of the bioethics

2. outlining the two major positions
a) freedom of research
i. main arguments for animal testing
ii. elaborating the legal status in Germany and States - comparison
b) animal rights

i. elaborating status quo - how many experiments, etc. - report of the
BMEL is important - all required informations for germany

ii. elaborating the legal status in Germany and States - comparison

A. interantional annerkannte 3R-Regel: Replacement (animal testint is
just allowed when there are no alternatives in methods and aims),
Reduction (just so much animals as necessary) and Refinement
(schmerzausschaltung immer wo moglich); standardwerk RusseLr/
BurcH (1959, reprinted 1992)

B. Germany
¢ 3R plus Bestimmungen des TierSchG (,Niemand darf einem Tier

ohne verntinftigen Grund Schmerzen, Leiden oder Schaden zu-
fiigen.”)

e Tierschutz seit 2002 Staatsziel damit verfassungsrechtlich auf glei-
chem Level wie Freiheit der Forschung (Art. 20a GG)
o Uberblicksliteratur: Lorz/METZGER (2008) BINDER (2009)
C. USA

e normally Animal Welfare Act of 1966 - but mice and rats are
excluded since 2002 - so there are no regulations (for mice)???

e Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee (IACUC) - sol-
len aber unserits arbeiten PLous/HERZOG (2001) dazu gabs aber
auch ne Entgegnung UNKNOWN (2001)



e USDA APHIS Veterinarian inspectors (auch die wurden schwerer
Kritik ausgesetzt WIKI Animal Testing Ref Cit 25)

e Public Health Service (PHS) Policy on Humane Care and Use of
Laboratory Animals

e recht verwirrend - unbedingt klarendes Uberblickswerk beschaf-
fen

L]
iii. ethical concepts or why do have animals rights
A. Peter Singer
B. Maybe Hans Jonas
C. Maybe Descartes as an anti-example: animals as automats
¢) first conclusion

i. abwégend das Spannungsverhéltnis zwischen beiden punkten klarma-
chen

ii. klares Instrumentarium herausarbeiten nachdem die ethische vertret-
barkeit bewertet wird und welches man dann auf spezifische situation
tibertragt

iii. auf Unterschiede zwischen deutschland und USA eingehen

3. outlining iGEM-project and wetlab
a) what is the aim? outlining the main parts
b) what would be the advantage/benefit for the men?

c) what will be precise be done with the mice and what will it do to them?
do they harm them? will they feel pain? will the experiment probably kill
them?

d) how necessary is the usage of mice for the project? are there alternatives
and if it so why they aren’t realized?
4. appreciation

a) the common definitions and positions will be related to the specific situati-
on in the wetlab
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