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The use of non-human primates (NHPs) for research poses im-
portant ethical questions. In recent years, these ethical consider-
ations have led to increased scrutiny and diminished public sup-
port of NHP research. Yet, reliance on NHP research continues 
and, in some scientific domains, is increasing. Ethical consid-
erations are crucial in shaping public policy and in the United 
States, there is increasing pressure to better align NHP research 
policy with our current understanding of the ethical implications 
of this work.

To support this effort, our report “The Ethics of Non-human 
Primate Research” examines the various ethical features of NHP 
research from the perspective of different ethical frameworks 
that influence our moral understanding and, subsequently, pub-
lic policy. The report opens with an overview of how key eth-
ical frameworks consider issues of harm and moral status, and 
then examines the ethically salient features of NHP research. By 
guiding readers through examples of how different ethical frame-
works might reflect on the specific features of various research 
contexts, it provides an opportunity for those outside the field 
of professional ethics to consider the unique ethical features of 
NHP research. The ethical analyses provided are grounded in our 
current understanding of the cognitive and behavioral capacities 

mal uses. Last, a way forward will be discussed for national com-
petent authorities and policy makers to take advantage of this 
scoring system. Ideally, defining criteria can identify good prac-
tices and being shared among other MS so that new and specific 
steps towards replacement are ongoing.
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Animals have been considered instrumental in serving as a tool 
to learn knowledge and skills of living organism functioning as 
well as in human and veterinary medicine for millennia (Hart et 
al., 2008). However, animal use in education has been recent-
ly criticized by students, scientists, educators, philosophers and 
policy makers on ethical, economic and environmental grounds 
(Oakley, 2013; Sapontzis, 1995; Tolbert, 2019). Replacement of 
animals in education should be easy considering the variety of 
the non-harmful alternatives that are currently being developed 
and successfully implemented. And yet, every year thousands 
of animals continue being used for the purposes of education 
and training in the European Union alone (European Commis-
sion, 2020). The aim of this study was to understand why this is 
the case. In order to answer this question, we analyzed recent-
ly published non-technical summaries, which all EU Member 
States are obliged to publish in line with the Directive 63/2010 
EU. Data from 249 non-technical summaries from 18 EU and 
EEA Member States published in 2017-2019 revealed that the 
most often cited barriers to implementation of animal-free alter-
natives are: 1) practice on living animals is necessary for proper 
learning or 2) there is no adequate model currently available. In 
majority of the cases, the latter argument is however invalid, and 
I will provide specific examples in my presentation to demon-
strate that. In conclusion, it is necessary to put a stronger empha-
sis on engagement with ethical questions that underlie the use of 
animals and careful consideration of how the learning objectives 
could be achieved through non-harmful alternatives.
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