
Beautiful Cruelty 

 Bloody corpses litter tables. Animals’ tortured cries of pain echo through the hallways of 

research facility after facility. People have been using animal experimentation for centuries, 

especially in the cosmetics field. It is frequently argued that animal testing is essential for studies 

and that mankind would not be as advanced as it is today if it wasn't for animal experimentation 

(Woolf par. 4). Although it is impossible to deny that experimentation on animals has never been 

beneficial, it is unnecessary, inhumane, and often unreliable (“Animal Testing Is” par. 4). Much 

advancement has been made in technology and animal testing is no longer needed (Flecknell par. 

6). The United States should outlaw testing on animals for cosmetics. 

 Humanity is taking a stand against animal testing (Emert par. 1) which is now an 

outdated way to acquire answers ("Federal Bill" par. 2). As a result, the United States needs to 

join in with the other countries that have already stopped the use of animal testing (par. 2). 

Animal lovers everywhere are speaking out because of the beloved animals being tortured and 

often killed for experimentation (par. 4). The Humane Society of the United States (HSUS) 

wants the United States to see how inhumane these acts are and ban them, along with the many 

other thriving countries (par. 1). Animal testing is causing an outrage in many societies and 

countries around the world (Malara par. 12). Pamela Anderson spoke out against one of her long 

time loved makeup brands, MAC, when she found out they use animal testing (par. 3). Anderson, 

along with numerous other high-profiled celebrities, has fought for the ban on animal testing. 

Paul McCartney, along with actors Alec Baldwin and Kim Bassinger, has all contacted PETA for 

their help to start a movement in their areas (Emert par. 23). Even the cosmetics industry itself 

favors such a ban, finding animal testing unnecessary. Cosmetics company Urban Decay 

changed its decision to sell products to China until they can do so cruelty-free (“The Leaping 

Bunny” par. 3). Too Faced, MakeUp Geek, and Kat vonD Beauty have all chosen to do business 

Comment [s1]: This is the hook. 

Comment [s2]: This means that it was in the 

second paragraph on this website. 

Comment [s3]: Note that the thesis is the last 

sentence in the introductory paragraph. 

Comment [s4]: This sentence provides internal 

transition in this paragraph. 



 

without animal testing (“The Leaping Bunny” par. 3). These companies all agree there is a far 

more humane way to test these products (par. 7). 

 Animal testing is also inhumane and unreliable (Newkirk 28). In many laboratories 

across the globe, innocent animals are having fluids injected into them, eyeshadow applied, and 

their throats tortured with products (“Federal Bill” par. 3). Yet still the United States has done 

nothing as a whole to stop the suffering (Morris par. 2). Humane Society president and CEO 

Wayne Pacelle noted,  

 Given the ready availability of alternatives, there is no compelling reason to continue 

 using outdated animal testing methods that cause tremendous animal suffering. So many 

 companies are already using non-animal testing for shampoos, makeups and other 

 products sold around the world, and the United States can help accelerate that trend

 (qtd. in “Federal Bill" par. 3). 

Animals subjected to testing have had to endure being drowned, burned alive, and isolated along 

with countless other cruelties (Newkirk 29). They often have to watch other animals die in front 

of them (28). Many experiments that are performed on animals prove to be unreliable, causing 

sickness or even death in humans (Fano 65). In 2011, the human's closest relative, the 

chimpanzee was retired from animal testing (66). If the human's closest relative cannot relay 

accurate research, then why would any other animal be capable of doing so (66)? Animal 

experimentation neither is against the law, nor required by the law, yet is immoral and 

unnecessary in the cosmetics industry ("Federal Bill" par. 3). The multiple sources that have 

conducted studies on the effectiveness of animal testing can vouch for the validity of banning 

testing all together. Many companies would save millions of dollars in research by eliminating 

animal testing; companies devote whole departments into research that involves animal testing  

and by eliminating the need for testing, these companies would eliminate the need for a whole 
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department (“Peta Gets Second” par. 2).  

 In order to accentuate how unnecessary that animal testing is, Animals Matter’s twelfth 

chapter is titled, We Don’t Need to Cut Animals to Learn about Life. Animal testing is no longer 

needed when there are alternatives and restrictions (“Cruelty Free International” par. 4) Two 

British scholars by the names of, William M.S. Russell and Rex Burch, wrote a book about the 

three R’s (Bekoff 145). Reduction, refinement, and replacement are in focus in their book (146). 

This book illustrates the rights and natural needs of animals, clarifying why the cosmetic 

industry does not need to participate in animal testing in order to be successful (149). Urban 

Decay pulled their merchandise from China because their policy requires animal 

experimentations on every product sold (“The Leaping Bunny” par. 2). Urban Decay still 

remains to be one of the more prosperous beauty companies today (par. 1). Urban Decay 

Cofounder, Wende Zomnir, expresses her concern about animal testing by saying, “Our hope 

remains that the adoption of alternatives to animal testing worldwide will enable us to offer 

Urban Decay products [worldwide] (qtd. in “Leaping Bunny” par. 4). There are numerous 

alternatives available for scientists and researchers, besides animal testing (“Juice Beauty 

Receives” par. 6) In 2012 PETA and IIVS (Institution for In Vitro Sciences) teamed up to help 

allocate officials in China, with training in non-animal testing (par. 6). The effect of IIVS setting 

up labs at four different locations has begun to persuade China to start using non-animal testing 

in the cosmetics industry (par. 7).  

 Many believe that the pain and suffering those animals endure through testing is not 

comparable to the benefit to humans from their results (Flecknell par. 6). Numerous scientists 

strongly advocate animal testing because they believe it saves human lives and helps the world 

as a whole (Corey 22). Lawrence Corey, professor of laboratory medicine at the University of 

Washington School of Medicine in Seattle, stated, “Animal experimentation is still needed to 



 

prevent harm to humans…Without animal experimentation, human lives would be jeopardized” 

(22). It is to said that human lives are more important, which is true, but does that mean animals 

have to suffer to suffice the human race (24)? Corey elaborates on how mice have helped stop 

the flow of disease or stopped someone from obtaining such disease or illness (24). Mick Hume 

says, “Using nonhuman primates for research to benefit humans is right and proper and to 

suggest otherwise is ridiculous” (Hume 52).  This statement is incorrect. Animal testing keeps 

proving to be more inaccurate as time goes on. In fact, the results of animal testing have little to 

none scientific value or benefit to human life (Flecknell par.6).  Animal testing helps the public 

find the flaws in items much quicker, than as they were to if humans tested the cosmetics or any 

other items in general for that matter (Solomon 62). Humans would be at much higher risk to 

catch diseases or have terrifying side effects from things such as eyeshadows, lipsticks, and 

mascaras if they were tested on human flesh rather than animals such as rats and mice (62). 

Actually, testing on animals can be far more unreliable than testing on humans. Rats are often 

used as subjects, Alix Fano says,” their physiology—which is very different from humans—

makes them inadequate and unreliable subjects” (Fano 65).  Fano also elaborates on how animals 

are typically tested using methods and doses that are at odds with real-life conditions (68).  

 PETA along with many celebrities, civilians, organizations, and other business are 

strongly fighting to persuade and to prove, not only America, but to the world as a whole, that 

animal testing is outdated and no longer needed. These animals have rights and deserve to be 

treated with respect and concern (Bekoff 70). Humans should be obligated to respect the claim 

that animals do obtain rights to an extent and that it is wrong to cause animals pain and suffering, 

even if it is at the benefit of the human race (71).   

 In Conclusion, it has been revealed that there are far more effective means of testing the 

safety and effects of cosmetics for human use or consumption without using animals. Because of 
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the viable alternatives to animal testing. Rising public opinion against animal testing, and the 

success of numerous prosperous companies that do not use animal testing, the United States 

should pass legislature to make the cosmetics industry cruelty free.  
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