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INTRODUCTION

In October, 1948, national cross sections of the adult population,
practicing physicians and public high school teachers* were surveyed with
respect to their information about and opinions of animal experimentation
in medicine, K ‘ '

Despite the fact that many medical schools and medical and biological
research workers find that opposition to animal experimentation is strong
encugh to interfere with their work, the controversy has not, for the most
part, become a general public issue, Familiarity with the mere fact of
animal experimentation is, at best, sketchy among the general public, and
people are, largely, unaware that opposition to it exists. ’

While there is a good deal of popular interest in new medical discoveries,
relatively few people have concerned themselves with the techniques by which
medical advances are made, Teachers, as a group, cannot explain the contri-

' bution made by animal experimentation to some of the leading medical dis-
- coveries of our time, and even many doctors are not informed about them.

Though there are these large areas of ignorance in public thinking,
public sentiment endorses animal experimentation rather overwhelmingly.
~ While there is some doubt and confusion when it is suggested that medical
research may use animals they are fond of, or may be required to inflict
pain on the animals, or may use them in ways the public is not aware of,
these are not, for the most part, strongly-held convictions. Large majori-
ties credit the good faith of medical research: they have no objections
to the way animals are obtained and would explicitly sanction turning over
stray dogs to medical schools; they believe that research animals are well
- cared for and that sincere efforts are made to spare the animals pain; they
-are willing to see regulation of animal experimentation left within the
medical profession, '

The very lack of any wide differences in thinking among different seg-
ments of the population, the negligible effect which familiarity with medical
research and experiences with animals have had upon opinion, underline the
degree to which animal experimentation is taken for granted, It would appear
that it is simply assumed that human interests take precedence over those of
animals, though it should be noted that the Hearst campaign against animal
- experimentation, which presents medical research as brutality for its own
sake, has some effect on the thinking of the sections of the public it reaches.

From the standpoint of medical research, if combatting antivivisectionism
is to be largely a matter of public education, the public must not merely be
informed of facts about animal experimentation, but must be made aware of the
reality of the resistance to it, For it is not that the public opposes animal
experimentation, but rather that they do not recognize the need for their
active support of it. At the present, not only is the public largely unaware
of the existence of opposition to animal experimentation, but those who do

= . : .
The sample sizes were: general public, 2,519 cases; practicing physicians,
L85 cases; and high school teachers, 508 cases, For further details about
the sample, see Appendix, ‘



know of it are unconcerned, regarding it as an
unimportant and ineffective manifestation,
Teachers for the most part share this point of
view, and even the majority of doctors belittle
the importance of the antivivisectionists.

Nevertheless, doctors feel that antivivi-
sectionism must be combatted through some form
of public information program, and the general
public may be receptive to such a program, since
many of them feel that the subject of animal
experimentation has not had proper public pre-
sentation. Both teachers and doctors are agreed
upon the public's need for further enlightenment,
though they have personally not done much to that
end, Doctors are busy people, but their interest
in medical research is such that many of them would
take time to talk with their patients and to give
them literature if they were made to feel some
urgency about it., Teachers, too, are favorably
disposed toward medical research and might be
motivated to use their influence for it, if the
need were made apparent to them,



I

INTEREST IN AND INFORMATION ABOUT

IHE FIELD OF MEDICINE AND ANIMAL EXPERIMENTATION

Prestige of the Medical Field

- The field of medicine commands a great deal of public respect., The
vast majority of the public feels that greabt progress is being made in
medicine, and most frequently attributes it, often rather vaguely, to

"research", one way or another. This public judgment is shared by doctors
and teachers: : g

"How much progress would you say there has been in the field
of medicine and surgery in the last 25 years-~a great deal,
a fair amount, or hardly any?"

General High' Practic~
Popula-~ School  ing Phys-
tion Teachers icians

A great deal ceeeeesseese  B6% 92% 96%
A fair amount ....eee0..s 8 8 L
Hardly any .;........‘;.. 2 * -
Don't KNOW eesceoeoeenses h 3 : *
002 1008 100%

¥
Less than 0.5%.



"What do you think are the main reasons why medicine has
made so much progress in the last 25 years?"

Percent of those saying
"a great deal"

General High Practic-
Popula~ School ing Phys~
tion Teachers icians

Research, non-specific:
it's the result of all
this research, more
research, etCe esevess 31% - Lot 50%

War: War speeds up dis~
coveries, creates
greater needs, greater
opportunities, more
funds, etC. sveeeeseee 21 35 1

Favorable economic con-
ditions: more money
available for research,

foundation grants, etc., 19 35 25
Improved professional

training Y6060 0608083032 19 12 19
New discoveries, tech-

niques, drugs eeceeeses 17 12 2l
Public consciousness,

interest, expectations, 11 25 8
Natural progress seces.es 11 8 8

}
Moral qualities of
doctors: dedicated,
devote lives to re-
search, etC. cessssnas U 5 7

Freedom, individual

initiative ..eveenenee 1 % 17
Animal experimentation . 1 : 1 3
Miscellaneous veveeveas. 1 3 2

- Don't know what seeesese 7 3* %

Some gave more than .
ONe anSWer eeseseveess  143% 185% 177%

*less than 0.5%.



Doctors, themselves, are highly regarded by the majority of
the public as well, though some criticism of them as a class, es-
pecially with reference to their interest in money, is heards

"What is your opinion of most doctors today?®

Well trained, competent «c..o.......6%
Hard-working, conscientious ..ecesss 8
Friendly, interested, humani--
tarian,lt'-’.’.ol.tﬁlﬁl.".‘ﬂ.ﬁ'c"l 7
Miscellaneous ‘and unexplained
appl"OV&l ‘.000.‘0‘.&'.-‘Dn’OOOGQ‘OQO}-h

‘TOO METCENATY eovoescssosassvossvsosll
Cold, unfriendly, lack personal
interest .eeesiersscreicciioasesss 8
Incompetent, poorly trained ...iv... 6
Too narrow in training and outlook.. 5
- ‘Too much specializing seecescseenves 3
Miscellaneous and unexplained
disapproval seeseescecscscconsecas 2

Don't know, can't generallze ssesess |

o ot g

Some gave more than one answer...118%
"Do you think most doctors are too interested in
making money from their patientd or not?"
Mostare 'Q..‘...0.5-".““'.‘/"0000' 35%
MOSt are not aaueo'ocq;;-i-o--wq.o_ﬂ 57

Don't knOW 0P EBOBRIIEOOREDVAGSEIEASB S 8

- wonwi

100%



Interest in Medical Developments

The public has, of course, a strong interest in medicine insofar as
people wish to remain well and be cured when they are sick, and this is
evidenced by the fact that Lhif report themselves very interested in new
medical discoveries while 82% are at least fairly interested:

UHow much interest do you take in new medical discoveries
like the discovery of new drugs or new ways of treating
diseases? Would you say you are very interested, fairly
interested or not interested at all?"

Very interested vevecessoessesesesvassnesseslli®
Fairly interested seseeeecessocssssecaesases3d
Hardly at 21l civeereovesannsonscasossnanresl?
DOn't KNOW sevseresnsorsosansunssssssasreans-l

100%

But this interest in knowing that advances in medicine are being made does
not imply that people have concerned themselves with the means by which
these advances are achieved, as may be seen from the contrasting result
that 78% admit to having given little or no thought to the subject of ani-
mal experimentation prior to having been interviewed:

T wonder if you'd tell me how much you had thought about
the whole question of using animals in medical experiments
before today. Would you say a good deal, a little or not
at all?™ ‘ ‘

AgOOd dcal .OIQQ'tl..ll.‘.'l‘.l'tohbt&b..l-. 22%
Alittle P N R T TR 51
Not at_all;ooeo.‘ocv'oootoootﬁdtnct..onntu.' 27

100%

General interest in medical developments is, of course, related to
interest in the more specific question of animal experimentation, as
shown in the following table. But even among those who said they were
tyery interested" in medical developments, only 36% reported. that they
had given "a good deal™ of thought to the subject of animal experimen-
tationes

Percent with given amount

of interest in animal ex-

perimentation among those

with differing degrees of

interest in medical devel~
opments :

Very Fairly Hardly
inter-  Intere at all

ested ested inter-
Thought about animal experimentation: : ested
A good deal seeseresccsesvsss 368 159 6%
A Jitble siesessnssascssaases 50 59 29
Nob ab 811 ceveovnsscsnananss LI 26 65

100% 100% 100%
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The better-educated people are, by and large, most likely to be inter-

ested in medical developments and research techniques, but even among them
only a quarter have thought a good deal about animal experimentations

Percent who are Percent who have
very interested® thought "a goeod
in medical develop- deal" about ani-

ments mal experimentation
Educational level | |
COL1EER soevosvcesonnce 59% 27%
High School sevescsnsns L5% 23%
Grade SChoOL sevecosnss 33% 20%

Given this orientation, it is not surprising that people for the most
part are content to know that discoveries are being made which doctors will
know how to apply in case of need and to assume, for the rest; that these are
highly technical matters to be left to the specialists. This may be clearly
seen in the extent of public information on these questions discussed in the
next section,

Medical Information

The majority of the population claims some familiarity with the subject of
animal experimentation. Their sources of information have been largely maga-
zines and newspapers, with school and personal contacts with research less
often mentioned:

“Have you ever read or heard anything abouﬁ the use of live
animals in teaching and research in medicine? Where did you
hear or read gbout thiseh

Yes D.ﬁ»OO'-OOOOQOD_QOCCODOE‘G..‘DCCO!.'I.D('.‘»'QI'6'0.082%

Magazines sceevocsvecvasevevososanancnonnsesd?B
NeWSPapers «ocoeonsecevsassocsossanscceoses2d
School work evecscrancsacscecneressovscscssll
General conversation, just talking to

peC)ple cqq‘aooo'neoqvoooQ-ocooco'ouooototoa 8
Personal experiences other than school:

worked in, visited labs, etc, sdoessvaass
BOOKS OQODQ‘.GCOCQQBtl'.IBll{G.OCO‘IGQQ'V‘.!'.v‘
Contacts with medical profession eseesseess
Radio .‘b}t..'.ﬂ"".lvﬁﬁh'aﬁt!.l}_&o.l.””c.

s
MOVleS GO L OEVOIELOIIPOOIEINRNRDEDPESLOIOSTGEDEDD OB

Medical Journals seveeeecesoosnssaccasncans
SPCA, Humane Society or Antivivisection
literature, ads, e1Ce cvvesevscccvoncence 1
Miscellaneous caeesecoceosonccoasssssoscnas 2
Don't remember WHere ceociesveececeevocenssss b

i

No Gﬁ.nq.b.onot..uoeotooooonooootowaeﬁt'acaaeodoa.o].?

Don't knOW GUEOTTOIEREIEIEECPIAIVOAADIADS0TIOROODEESS 1

100%

"This column adds to more than the 82% wheo had heard of animal experimentation
because people frequently named more than one source.
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Beyond this, however, their knowledge gets somewhat vague. Slightly
over half could make some explanation of what the animals were used for be-
yond such very vague statements as "they experiment with them", but even
those who did were fregquently qulte general and inexact in thelr formulations.
As may be seen below, popular impressions largely center around the use of
animals in testlng new drugS°

' "What sorts of things do they génerally use live animals for
in medicine? Is there anything else you know of?"

Discovering uses for new drugs, testing

NeW MediCinesS auvecseensvoccoservoscscocnansoossoldl®
Studies of presently incurable diseases: :

CANCEY; €LC4 eeveanssennsvccosccssssancoosnnsssoll
Studies of diet, nutrition, body functions ce.ee.. 6
Biological tests: Ascheim--Zondek, €tCe seccsvees 5
Development of new surgical procedures sececececes. bt
Manufacture of drugs, biologicalS, SEra escecesscs b
Class~room demonstrations seeeseecesscosssccoscecns 2
Student practice in SUrEErY sesescevcescsescssaces 2
Vague answers like "experiment" ceeccsssescsesscesld
Don' know what seevsesescnesasererecnsoncessonsce 8

98%*

Even when questioned dlrectly about it, only 26% could correctly name
a medlclne made from animal substances: -

"Do you happen to know of any medicine that is made from the
organs or tissues of animals? What?"

Viccines, sera, antitoxins cesesscencerscnacacesssllB
HOYMONES suoenavrononcecssasansocscansossscsscsoens O
Insulln 0‘0tI..0'.'.0.'".'...V0.00.QD."CIQI""l 5
Liver eXbract seeceevescoosecrrorsosnsesaracenssce 3
Other glandular products: adrenalin,

thle ary) therld 00""00OGOQOUDQDCIODOQOOOOOO 2
Miscellaneous COrrect IreSpONSES ..esesesssescevses b
INcorrect responses seiivesiesrvieceoscssvonionnes by
Knows there.are some, but can't name any seeeeeeee 7
Don't know of any'....,...........................63

s - —

Some gave more than one answer Sesesestonianns 106%

Moreover, animal experimentation is seldom connected with their own
medical treatment. Of the L5% who reported that they had had a major illness
or operation only a third had any idea at all of how the treatment they re-

ceived had been developed and few of these attributed it to animal experi-
mentatlon.

*This column adds to more than 82% because some respondents gave more than one
use for anlmals.



"Have you ever had a serious illness or an operation? (If
tillnesg*): Do you happen to know what medicine was used
in treating you? As far as you know how did they first find
out that (name of medicine) was good for (name of illness)?
(If roperationt) How do you suppose they invented that kind
of operation?"

NO Serious illness ..O"..C.'..O.l‘...t‘.‘ol'll-.ltss%
Illness or operation

Don*t know nature of treatment used ...... 9%
Know treatment, but don't know how

it was developed seesesciiocvsvsiasassssll
Developed by trial and error on

human beings seeeeecsiovssosscesescsines O
Developed through experimentation or

research, kind unspecified ..eieveessess U
Developed through animal experimentation . 3
MiSCEllANEOUS sessecrassessasscasassisnses 2 U5

e e

As might be expected, then, questions about specific aspects of animal
experimentation frequently seemed bewildering, since it had never even occurred
to people to wonder about them. For example:

37% sald they didn't know where "medical schools
get most of the animals they use', and many
others admitted that they were only guessing.,

54% said they didn't know how researchers "decide
on what kind of animals to use for their work",
while many others answered only vaguely.

i5% said they didn't know whether "medical schools
generally have any trouble getting animals to
use for research purposes", while L1% said
medical schools did not have difficulties.’

60% had never "heard or read of any people or groups
that are trying to keep medical schools from
using animals for teaching and research purposes”,

Educated, interested people are more likely to have information about
medicine and medical research than less educated, uninterssted people. But
even among the best educated, half do not know of a medicine manufactured
from animal substances, a third have never heard of opposition to animal
experimentation and rather large numbers know nothing of where research
animals come from, why various animals are used and whether medical schools

have any difficulties securing animals, These relationships are shown in
the next table, ’
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What may seem less axpected is the extent to which practicing physicians
and especially high school teschers lacked information about animal experi-
mentation. In answer to a general question about the contributions of animal

_ experimentation, both groups were able to answer for the most part, stressing,
. first; the testing of new drigs: :

‘"o you think that afiimal experlmentatlon has made any contri-
bution to medical progress or not? (If 'Yes?) What contri-
butions has it made?®

High School Practicing
Teachers Physicians

YGS oncno..-lo'-o-a-a-.---ooooﬁ : 9?% . 99%

Testihg new drugs for
effectiveness, uses,

dosage, €tCe seceseses 35% 59%

Current work on incur-
able diseases, de-
termination of
causes of disease .... 17 13

Contributions to know-
ledge of basic _
physiology eeesescees 13 : 16

Experimental surgery,
development of new
surgical techniques .. 9 . 3L

Manufacture of drugs,
biologicals, sera cees 7 3

Biological testS .eeeves 2 2

Training of medical
Students 08 000503500800 2 1

Has made possible the
serving of human life
by experimenting on
animals £irst ceeess... 28 1

~ Is essential to all
medical progress, has
helped in every ad-
Vancement .eeeseecceas 5 19

Miscellaneous sesose0an h : 3
Don't know what seessees 3 1
NO l'.!".."!'t'lQtl_.t.....c i 1 .- %

Don‘t knOW RN RN RN RN NN RN ETR YR 2 1

100% ~ 100%

¥Less than 0.5%.

- *¥These columns add to more than their respectlve totals because some respondents
named more than one contribution. :
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However, when these groups were asked about the part played by animal
experimentation in six specific medical developments, only 3L% of the doctors
and 2% of the teachers had any amount of information about all six. Both
_ groups were most familiar with the development of small-pox vaccine, but even
here 18% of the doctors and 38% of the teachers did not know what part animals
had played in it., With relatively new developments like the surgical techniques
used to save Yblue babies" over a third of the doctors and almost all the
- teachers were not informed: In mors detail:

"Here are some important discoveries in medicine, Do you happen
to know what part, if any, animal experimentation played in the
development of each of them? What?" :

Percent uninformed® sbout
each item among:

High School Practicing

Teachers Physicians.

Small—pox vaccine'to{taqanwmdocoo 38% 18%
'InSulin.......-...:.v..v.»..«.'.'ro..‘. 60% 18%
Penicillin7...“'00‘0..0"'D’.».."O5. . ?O% . 31%
Sulfa drugs-.......w‘.--¢.......- 73% 30%
Streptomycin seessesevesensconses 8L% 35%
Surgical procedures for saving :

"blue babies" weeseesreeonreras 87% 36%

In fact, 23% of the teachers and 5% of the doctors had no information
about any of these items, On the average, teachers were uninformed on about

four items, while doctors were uninformed on about two of them. Full scores
are:

Number of Medical Discoveries

* . about which Respondent is High School Practicing
Uninformed: Teachers Physicians
None of theM eeeceevennsasacaces 2% 34%
ONE eeecseseesnncsarannnsssssoss 7 22
Two—0.5»-.-;s.cw»oo.-oaoo--w.oo. ’ 10 16
Three..........;.ﬁ.,.....tr..... . 13 10
Four PSS S PSS NGO PO EDNOCOITOES SIS ES B 18 . 8
Five .".!»"'.’.OD..I‘OOOU;'Qtl'll 2? S
AllSiX BDEOR AP I NN R EPIIEI ORI E RS 23 » 5
100% 100%

Among doctors, general practitioners are more likely to be uninformed than
specialists: 35% of the general practitioners were uninformed about three or
"more of these discoveries as compared with 19% of the specialists, Older
- physicians were also less informed; while only 21% of the doctors under forty
were uninformed about three or more, L0% of doctors sixty and over were.

¥ -

This group consists of the people who said they didn't know plus the small
number who asserted that animals had not played a part in that development.
The remainder gave either correct or partially correct answers, except for a
group whose answers were too abbreviated to permit determination of whether
they had information or not., But even this last group is excluded from the un-

informed to make these figures a conservative estimate of the lack of in-
formation, :
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Among teachers, only those who taught biology were appreciably better informed,
and even these biology teachers did not have the information of the average
doctor, but L48% of the biology teachers had no information about at least
three of the six medical developments as compared with 86% of the teachers

of other subjects.

Teachers and doctors were, of course, better informed than the general
public. For example, they were more likely to have some ideas of the sources
through which research animals are cbtained, and more likely to cite the
major sources of supply, but, still, close %0 a fifth of each group had no
idea or this subject: '

"As far se& you know, where do medical schools get most of
the animals they use?" :

QGeneral High Practic-
Popula- School ing Phy-
tion Teacheras sicians
Buy them oe;oeooo'oqqono‘ 37% )-L6% h9%
City pounds, animal
shelters, SPCA, etc.. 17 38 52
Raise their own ,..e... 16 29 23
Gifts, donations ...... L 5 ' 2
Picked up from the
SEreets sieceecrennss L 5 ' 8
Steal or buy stolen
animals sevoescecnses 1 1 1
Miscellaneous cisvesess 3 1 #*
Don't know ..eeeveseens 37 .18 17
Some gave more than
ONe aNnSWer sesscessss  119% - 1432 152%

Similarly, a fifth of the practicing physicians and a third of the teachers
had no notionas to whether or not medical schools encountered difficulties in
obtaining animals, and most of the rest assumed there were no difficulties:

"As far as you know, do medical schools generally have any
trouble getting animals to use for research purposes?"

General High Practic-
Popula- School ing Phy-

. tion Teachers sicians
YeS eerivavorensoasnnss 1% 228 35%
R PN 1 | hé L5
Don't know coecvscceses LS 32 20
- Toog 0 o

100% 100%

®
Less than 0.5%.
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Teachers and doctors were much more likely to be aware of the anti-
vivisectionist movement than the general public, though even here, close
to a quarter of the teachers had not heard of it:

"Have you ever heard or read of any people or groups that
are trying to keep medical schools from using animals for
teaching and research purposes?®

General = High Practic-
Popula- School ing Phy-

Lion Teachers sicians
XeS veeeeinnenienes 37 762 954
NO veveearancensnnees 60 22 5
Don'™, kNnow ceesesnses 3 2 *
100% 1005 1008

IN SUMMARY:

The general public is favorably disposed
toward the field of medicine and medical re-
search, but has very little information about
it, and not much interest in acquiring this
information, To a lesser degree, high school
teachers share the publicts low level of in-
formation. Even doctors in practice today
have gaps in their information about the pro-
cedures of medical research.

¥
Less than 0.5%,
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OPINIONS ABOUT ANIMAL EXPERIMENTATION

" Overall Evaluation

People, today, favor the use of live animals in medical research and
teaching by a wide margin, with doctors and high school teachers even more
likely to endorse the idea. There are, in fact, few issues for which such
unanimity exists:

uIn general, do you favor or oppose the use of live animals
in medical teaching and research?”

General High Practice-
Popula- School ing Phy-
tion Teachers sicians

Favor .‘.0 LR N 2K I J "Q v > 8 "‘ LI B B S 4 85% 95% 99%
Oppose LR BN I B B BN BN BF BY BN BN 2N BN I B B NI 8 h l
Don't KNOW seeveceennscsss 7 1 -

g e - - rnn

100% 100% 100%

Support for animal experimentation derived from the feeling that experi-
ments are essential to progress in medicine, that out of them come benefits
for the human race and that, since experiments are necessary, risking animal
life is preferable to experimenting on human beings. Doctors were more
likely to explain their stand in terms of the needs of the field of medicine,
while the general public and teachers more freguently spoke in terms of its
benefiting people either directly or by gsparing them unnecessary risks.

In more detail:

"ihy (do you favor the use of live animals in medical re-
search and teaching)?"

Percent of Group Favoring

General: High Pfactic—
Popula- School ing FPhy-
tion Teachers sicians

It's better to experiment
on animals than on

NUMANS sevrsoneevesnnnee  US%E L2% 37%

Experiments are essential

to progress in medicine., 28 .29 58
It benefits humanity ..... 2L 32 U
It's more practical, effi-~

cient to use animals ... 2 6 h

Qualifications: only if
animals don't suffer,
only if the work is ime
pertant, only if they

don't use dogs, etC. ... 3 -3
MisScellaneousS seuvssesesces L 1 2
Don,tknWWhy Ger oot r e 1 haud -

s st 1 o - cas o

Some gave more than oneanswer 107% 113% 116%
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The importance attributed to animal experimentation can a2lso be seen
from the fact that 8L% of the general public¥* accept the statement that it
is one of the main factors in medical progress and must be continued:

"Will you look over these three statements and tell me
which comes closest to the way you feel about experi=-
ments with live animals?"

General
Popula~
tion

Almost nothing important in
medicine has ever been dis-
covered from experiments
with animals and probably
nothing important ever will

be Mo osesrssesiros s RN RrRERARYRSLEIGLS 2%

Maybe experiments with animals
did lead to some important
discoveries in the past, but
further experiments will not
add anything Now sssvesevesvasess 5

Experimenting with animals is
one of the main ways that
medicine has progressed in
the past and it needs to be
CONtINUEA esvsvevenssscancannese Bl

Don‘tknOW I R A R A A A I A R 9

v

100%

In point of fact, only about a fourth of those opposing animal experi-
mentation explicitly disavowed its importance, either saying that it is use-
less or asserting that there are other, bebter research techniques. The ma-
Jority of opponents based their views on the feeling that experimentation
was cruel and inhumane, with a smaller group taking the philosophical posi-
tion that animals are to be regarded as the moral equivalents of men:

*This question was not asked of the other two samples.
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Wihy (do you oppose the use of live asnimals in medical teach-
ing and research)?® ‘

Percent of
" Group Oppos-
Percent of ing among
General General
Populationss Populationiss

It's cruel, inhumane ...... L3 55%

It's useless, doesn't do
8Ny 000 wenvsvosecrsnacs 1 16

It isn't indispensible, there
are other or better re-
search techniques seeeses. 1 10

Animals have or should have,

the same rights as humans. 1 10
Miscellaneous seceesesosnvss 1 9
Don't KNOW sesevsccennsaosss Cox 1
Some gave more than one answer.j-g% EBZ%

Iimitations on Animals Used

On the other hand, endorsement of animal experimentation is not as complete
as these results indicate. Over a fifth of the general population would re-
strict to some extent the kind of animals to be employed in laboratories.
The question asked was:

*Tess than 0.5%.

**While this question was asked of the few doctors and teachers who opposed
animal experimentation, these were too small a number to yield reliable infor-~
mation, so the results are not reported here,
**% 14 should be noted that in tables of this kind, where there is only a small
sub~-group for whom the question is relevant, results are usually presented
only for the sub-group in order to bring out contrasts and simplify presentation.
The data correctly indicate that 55% of those opposed to animal experimentation
said that it is cruel or inhumane, but, since those opposed are only 8% of the
total, this means that L% of the entire population expressed the opinion,
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"Do you think doctors should be free to use any kind of
animal in their work or are there some kinds of animals
that they should not be allowed to use?™

General = High Practic-
‘Popula~ School ing Phy-
tion~ Teachers sicians

Should be free to uSé ANY asesens 67% 87% 96%

Should not be allowed to .
me Some ST O 0P e S E SO SN ETEEY O 22 8 2

Should not be allowed to

USE ANY seveseasassavocrcsvrae 3 2 #
Don't know '0..'*‘!‘.'!.!.!.'.'0.0 8 3 2
100% - 100% 100%

Do .

The animais,these people would exempt from medicél research uses are,
of course, the domestic animals with dogs leading the list, followed by cows
and other food animals, horses and cats. In detail:

"What kind of animals should not be used for medical research?"

Percent of Group Cpposed to
Use of Some or All Animals¥®¥#

General  High
Popula- School
tion Teachers
DOES eveeevnneocasenoncennnes 39% 38%
Cows and other food animals.. 37 20
HOTSES wosevnsevennosonsocens 29 ' 18
CatS eoveeescessnvasvovonoens 18 1l
Pets, generally «ieveesssonns 6 2
Domestic animals generally .. 3 b
MiscellantousS eeeeeeseacseass 15 2L
A1)l animals seceveveccnansnan 12 20
Don't know what kind eeeessa. 3 2
Some gave more than one answer 162% » 1h2%

Reasons for exempting the animals mentioned were primarily of one of
two kinds: either the animals were regarded as being in some sense almost
human, or close to humans in some respect, more sensitive, loved pets etc.,
or they were felt to be useful in other respects, as work or food animals,
primarily***,  Aside from these,people gave as explanations simple assertions
of their fondness for the particular animals, or expressed the belief that
other animals would be equally if not more acceptable for research purposes.
Their answers were:

*less than 0.5%.
sThere are too few doctors in this group to report results for them.

I may be noted that this latter group must have beéen assuming that the use of
such animals for research would noticeably affect the supply of them available
for other purposes.
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"Why should these animals not be used?"

Percent of those .
Explaining their
Opposition

General High
Popula~ School
tion Teachers

They are close to humans,
almost human, are loved,
- are pets, are more sensi-
PiVe, €1Ce sviceerarnonras 39% Lo%

They are useful to6 man in
other ways-~for food,

labor, etCe scesecensanass 37 22
Scientists wouldn't want to

use this kind of animal .. 11 22
Ilike them PS03 OO SPEVESESsEDNS 8 10

It isn't neceésary to use
these, can just as well

usSe Others seeveeveesvsone 6 10
MiSCe1laneous sevessessoess 8 7
Don't KNOW WhY weveveovosse 3 2

——— -

Some gave more than one answer 112%  113%

Still, the opposition to the use of domestic animals was not strong enough
to withstand the prestige of medical research. When those opposed were asked:
"If doctors felt that these animals were better suited to their work than any
other kind of animal, would you still be against their using them or not?",
the majority withdrew their objections, so that we get:

General High Practic=
Popula~- School  ing FPhy-
tion Teachers sicians
Willing to have researchers use all v
ANiMALlS 4eeecenriereranrencnnsannnes 67% 87% 96%
Rather they didn't use certain animals,
but will accept it if really necessary 15 6 2
Oppose use of certain animals, regard-
less of researchers! opinions ....e.. 7 2 *
Oppose use of 2ll animals sevverrorssse 3 2 *
Don't Know seuvnenvinnenennnnnnnnnnses  __8 3 .2
100% 100% 100%

*Less?tﬁéhvo.g%.
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Among the small group who remained opposed to the use of certain ani-
mals in any case, the most frequent ways of explaining their pesition were,
first, to deny the implication of the question by asserting that there was
no reason to prefer one animal to another for research purposes, and, sec-
ond, to acknowledge an emotional block where these particular animals were
concerned, Detailed answers are shown below. .

"Why (would you still be against their using these animals)?®

Percent of group "still opposed"
among general populationit

They don't need these ani-
mals, can use others,
they are all 213Ke veerscossossosess 32%

I love these animals, can't
bear to seec them USed cvveesverssone 31

‘We need these animals for
Other DUTPOSES svissevearsocosecsons 22

Their work isn't imporitant

enough to justify using

them ‘.'."'.'“.............‘.."' 7
Itts cruel to the 2niMelS eeencvcesacs 5

Scientists wouldn'*t w=ht te use.

them &nyway S & 0% 988960 IBGCHELISENEREVSS 3
MiSCellaneOU.S tvessovErsssr b NI e S
Don't Know WhY e.ieeeeeseracosesoesonns 2

Some gave more than one answer........ 107%

Despite this apparent respect for the needs of science, howzver, when
the factor of pain in experimentetion was explicitly suggested, LOZ then
took the position that at least some kinds of animals should not be used,##®
Cows, horses, dogs and cats were the animals most frequently protected.
from pain, in that order, while other animals were selected only rarely:

“®Insufficient cases to report results for the other two samples.

#*¥his quesvion immgdistely followed the one wpich introduced the idea of
scientific necessity, It is possible that the result here would be even
higher, if it were not for the carry-over of that prestigeful idea, as
well as people's awareness of their inconsistencies.
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"If the work doctors are doing is going to hurt the animals
used, are there any (other) animals on this list that you
think should not be used?"

 General
COWS wvvnnscesseovsaocrsnssanons 27%
HOP'SES eavececcscsseasnennssssas. 25
Dogs cecscecvacsosssacocscnacans 19
CabS seeeansnsnnsnansnseosasanns ' 9
MONKEYS cevessncnensasosssnnsans 3
RabbitS evesotsencanssoresearnns 3
Frogs cecsesecnccvenssoscsoesnun 1
Rats srevinvescsnccansosnnnnnnne 1
Guinea Pigs weceennensorscsorcne 1
A11 of them Juvveverevsnciaennns L
No, all right to use them all .. 60

Some gave more than one answer.., 153%

Limitations on Kinds of Use

In order to make certain that the general public was familiar with the
uses made of animals in medical teaching and research in expressing their
opinions of it, they were asked about four specific types of usage: two of
them pertaining to teaching, and two, to research. The question was:

"As far as you know, doctors use animals for different things.
Do you think it is all right or not all right for doctors to
use animals for each of these?"

A. A new médicine is tried out by giving animals some
disease and seeing if that medicine will cure them,

B. A live animal, under an anaesthetic to prevent pain,
is cut open to show medical students how the differ-
ent parts of the body work,

C. Medical students learn how to perform operations by
practicing on live animals that have nothing wrong
with them while the animals are under anaesthesia
to prevent pain, :

D. Doctors studying a disease that can't be cured now
give it to an animal in order to operate on it
and see what goes on inside the animal when it
has the disease, '
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The research uses, which as we have seen, were typically
what people thought of in connection with animal experimentation,
‘were somewhat more approved of than the employment of live
animals for teaching purposes, but even these uses were accepted
by over four-fifths of the public. The exact results were:

Percent of General Population

Not
A11 right all right Undecided

Discovering new drugs .. 91% 5% L% = 100%
Research in incurable

diSBASES seevsesrrnone 87% 8% 5%
Demonstrations of

PHYSL0L0EY ssesacsvses 84% 10% 6%

" Practice in surgery «... 83% 11% 6%

Over three-~fourths of the population (77% to be exact) found
nothing to object to in any of these four uses, while 16%
objected to one or more, and 7% were undecided about one or
more, :

In the main, people who objected to using animals for any
of these purposes did so on the grounds that sound animals should
not be willfully injured, given incurable diseases. With refer-
ence to the use of animals for demonstration purposes, it seemed
to most of the objectors that other methods, not involving re-
peated use of living animals were available--for example, it
was frequently suggested that the demonstration could be filmed
and the film used thereafter. In other words, the objections
derived from certain qualms sbout using animals, but only
rarely went to the extent of fully denying either the useful~
ness or the desirability of animal experimentation. In more
detail:
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"Why (do you think it is not all right for doctors to use animals for

each of these)?®

Percent of those saying "not all right"
to _each among general population
Research Demon-  Prac-
Discover-~ in Incur~ stration tice
ing New able Dis~ of Phy- in Sur-

Drugs eases siology _gery

Shouldn't harm animals
that have nothing
wrong with them; isn't
right to injure them
or give them incurable
diseases; should use

sick animals evevevesee

Can or should use methods
not involving living
animals: dissections,
autopsies, X-rays,
moving pictures, watch
experienced doctors
operate, etCs seeesesse

L2z sk 13% L9%

Can use humans who already

have the disease or nee

an operation sevevesees

Can't learn anything about

humans by using animals
Shouldn't use certain
species of animals;
. otherwise, all right ..
MiscellaneousS sosesecssesns

- Don't know why eesvsesees

Some gave more than
. ONE ANSWET seeoveencrn

10 9 60 32
d

6 6 2 5
13 15 2 9
. 23 1, 5 8
, 10 b 8 9
. 3 i 1 1

o o - -  com - mn

107% 1032 104%  110%
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Summary of Opinions

It shouvld be apparent that there is a certain amount of contra-
diction and inconsistency in the attitudes expressed by the general
population. Analysis indicates that exactly half the people answered
this series of questions in a way either consistently favorable or
consistently unfavorable to animal experimentation, while the re-
mainder took various mid-way positions, The major divisions were:

L7%...Consistent Supporters of Animal Experimentation

These were people who said:

1) they favored "the use of live animals in
medical teaching and research;™#

'2) Texperimenting with animals is one of the
main ways that medicine has progressed
in the past and it needs to be con-
tinued;"*

3) T"doctors should be free to use any kind
‘of animal in their work;™

L) "if the work doctors are doing is going
to hurt the animals used, it is all
right to use all of them;" and

5) ™it is all right for doctors to use
animals" for all of the four purposes
specified.” :

28%,...0bjectors to the Use of Certain gnimals

This group exempted certain animals from use
in research either generally or in case the
work invelved pain, but they recognized the
importance of animal experimentation and
put no limitations on the types of experi-
ments performed.

19%..:0bjectors to Certain Uses of Animals

These people did not approve of using animals
for one or more of the purposes specified,
and might, in addition, oppose the use of
certain animals,

3%...Complete Opponents of Animal Experimentation

This group said that they opposed animal ex-
perimentation; they did not consider it
essentlal and they felt doctors should
not be permitted to use any animals.

3%4..Were too inconsistent to classify.

*A few cases in which reSpondénts said "don't know" to either or both of

these questions, but gave the remaining responses as indicated are also -
classified here,
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It should not be assumed, however, that half the public opposes animal
experimentation to some degree. The fact is that most of those who would
1imit either the kind of animals used or the uses to which they are put
regard themselves as proponents of animal experimentation: 89% of these
classified as "objectors to the use of certain animals" and 68% of those
classified as "objectors to certain uses of animals" said that, in general,
they favored animal research,’ (The remainder of each group was equally
divided between those who opposed and those who weren't sure where they
stood.) - The problem is largely one of unconcern and lack of information
leading to inconsistent and even illegical points of view rather than oné"
of conscious opposition to animal experimentation.

Some Background Factors in Opinions about Animal Experimentation

The most clearcut relationship is that between educaticn and opinion:
9L% of the college-educated favoring animal experimentation, while 76% of
those with only grade school education do, The contrast is not as extreme
at the other end, however, for only L% of the college-educated and 10% of
the grade school educated say they oppose the use of animals., The better~
‘educated are, of course, much more consistent in their thinking: 66% of
them consistently support animal experimentation without qualifications,
while 36% of the least educated do.

Economic status, as indexed by family income also shows some degree of
relationship. Among those with family incomes of $5,000 and over, 93% favor
and 4% oppose animal experimentation, with 60% classifiable as consistent
supporters, while in the lowest income group 73% favor and 12% oppose, and
only 38% are classed as consistent supporters of animal experimentation.
Since income and educational level are highly interassociated, this relation-
ship is not surprising. ‘

Among religious groups, differences are not sharp, except for a tendency
for Jews to be most favorably disposed, while sects like the Christian Scient-
ists are least favorable, Interestingly enough, those who claim no religion
‘and those who never attend church are somewhat more opposed than others.

Older people are somewhat less favorable toward animal experimentation
than are people under 50 years.of age. Differences between men and women,
the married and unmarried and between parents and the childless married
people are negligible.

, There is some tendency for residents of big cities and residents of the
West Coast to be more unfavorable toward animal experimentation.

It should be noted of these relationships, shown in the tables which
follow, that in every case over two-thirds of any group is favorable and
in no case is there as much as a guarter of the population group opposed
to animal experimentation, o ’
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General Opinion of Animal Experimentation

Favor Oppose Den't know
Education
COL1EEE aesencsarosarassasscosasosess L% L% ' 2% = 100%
8

High School ‘Q.»..Il"'.".‘.'..ﬁ“v."l.l‘ 98 VV
Grade SCHOOL waesesersscsssssesessase 0 10

Euwn

Sex
Men IR E NI I B I A I 2 2 ® o 8 4 5 40 5P PO+ » 85% 8% 7%
Women 2R IR B O BN AR B BRI 4 FEE A N I S AN B N O B K B K A J . e 8)4. 8 N 8

Marital Status

MATTIEA eveeeeeenvenvoonesoassnesesas OTF 1% 6%
Single .""’.....‘..U.....Ql".‘.". ?9 10 ll
Widowed, Divorced, .Separated eeeeeess 75 11 1h

Married at any time:

Have Children eeseeeeesososnenceses O6% % %
Do not have children ceeeeeseserces 02 11 7

Age

v

Under 30 years old seeeeeecsorsccsnss  B6% 8% 6%
30 = 39 eresceracncsnnasensonronanans 09 6 5
ho"h9 G080 80 008 4R RIB TS EPEIEI TP EOEIS 86 7 7
50"59 OOOOOOOIOOIQDl!'l’col"'ll('.no 81 1.0 9
60-69 0.6 9.6 6068 ¢ 20500 00CPCEENEYEIS 78 lO 12
70 and OVET sevesveesovessssasssnsess Tk 15 1h

Religion

ProteStant eeeeecvevesssosversasaess  OUb 8%
CAthOLIC saussnvesoconnsrenerasassess Ol 9
JOWISH vevevnnasnvasnasnscnerssnsanss 2 L
NOE eoveveoaseseonsnansnnssnvsesssss 8O 13

3~

Protestant Denominations

Congregationalist ,eveesecescessess  93% 5
Episcopalion seseeessssssvessconses 80 7
Methodist eeeeseeveeessnovesnsnanes 87 5
Presbyberian veeeeecececsssnssaesss 086 8
9
8
10

Y
N oo\
k-2

LULHETEN «vevesoesovnsoncrsresnrnes O
BaptiSt seeevvvecsecassnrsorareanes 82
Miscellaneous Fundamentalist Groups 82
A1l other (Quakers, Christian
Scientists, Jehovah's Witnesses,etc,) 72 21

Frequency of Church Attendance

ONCE 2 WEEK wssvvneoeoccenssssassses OOF 8% %
1-3 times 4 MONtH eeeveosesrccaeceee 85 6 9
Less than once a MOnth seseesearcess 80 7 7
NEVET sevesescscosnsossesvonnasceses 8 15 7

=t
@O ~3

-3
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Generéi,dpinicn,of Anital Experimentation

Nativity

Native-born of native parentage.....
Native~born of forelgn parentage....
Forelgrlborn lli..!l..““"ﬁ'l".‘.

Race
White _'l'o'l...O‘OOQQl. llllll "“v.‘."
NEBYrO secreccvcanasncons eee ceneess

Socio~Economic Status

Family income -

$5,000 and OVer evececeerevasecosne
$L,000 10 $5,000 4uereuriurerenaes
$3,000 10 $L,000 cevnvarnererasans
$2,000 to $3,000 cevevanvesencrens
$1,000 t0 $2,000 sveerecnsservsnos
Under $1,000 & yEar sesveesscsnacs

Occupation

Professional and semi-professional
" WOTKET'S seecessnsssasoressanns .
Proprietors and managers ceseesccss
Clerical, sales and kindred
workers {white c0llar) seeeseoss
Skilled WOTKEYS eevesosesrnsresones
Semi-skilled WOTrKers seesnssssveces
Unskilled WOTKEIrS sevsensesssorsens
Service WOrkers ceesecsssseeses cene
FarMerS ceeeeesenscvecrcaeessvesas
Not gainfully employed e.veeessasas

Area of Residence

North Eastern States seevcoesversones
Middlewestern States ce.veevvoeseoceas
Far Western States secesrererenee eaee
Southern States .veevenenve s eeses

Cities over 500,000 population ......
50,000 = 500,000 severevsvsosvonnanen
2, soo - 50, 000 vummemii,
Under 2, SOO (Rural Non-Farm) eei.eaes

PArM coeeancoeeescoescnooosocancnncnes

Favor Oppose
85% 8%
87 6
76 12
86% 8%
71 10
93% - L
93 b
89 8
85 9
77 10

13 12
90% 7%
88 7
88 8
85 10
83 7
82 9
77 12
83 7
8l 8
83% 8%
87 7
80 16
85 6
79% 13%

o
W
Vi oo O

Dont't know

7%
7
12

6%
19

3%
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Information and Interest in Relation to Opinion

We have just seen that, except for factors of place of residence,
the items in the social background of people which relate to opinions
about animal experimentation are primarily educational level and other
characteristics~-income, age, race, etc.,-~-that are themselves assoc~
iated with differences in educational level. Since educated people
were shown earlier to be more interested in and better informed about
medical research, we might expect the interested, informed people to
be more favorably inclined toward animal experimentation.

In part, this is the case., For example, among those who said they
" were very interested in new medical developments 91% favored animal
experimentation; while among those who had hardly any interest in
medical discoveries, 66% did. Here again, however, the difference
was largely in the number expressing a definite opinion, for at the
opposite extreme, 6% of the interested and 15% of the uninterested
sald they were opposed.

In a similer fashion, those who had at least heard about animal
experimentation favored it by 89%, while of those who had not heard
of it before, 66% approved, But, only 7% of the former group and 11%
of the latter group expressed opposition to the use of animals. Other
matters of information about animal experimentation show even less clear-
cut relationships, while contact with the controversy at least in the
sense of having considered the question or being aware of the existence
of antivivisectionists, is associated both with more favorable and more
unfavorable attitudes, indicating that people who are completely opposed
to animal experimentation have familiarized themselves with the contro-
VErsy. :
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CGeneral Opinion of Animal Experimentation

. Favor Opposeb Don't know
Among those who: ’
sesare very interested in . :
new medical discoveries .,.. 91% T 6E 3% = 100%
.s.hre fairly interested ,....... 87 7 6
..sare hardly at all interested.. 66 15 19
...have heard or read of animal '
experimentation seceeseo.... 89% 7% L%
.. .have not heard Or 1883 e.eeoes 66 11 23
- sesknow a medicine derived
from animals seesececesocscn 91% 6% 3%
¢++00 not know a medicine ....... 82 9 : 9
v« oknow how animals are chosen ,..92% 5% 3%
seed0 NOL KNOW sinvvenvovsocneeess?8 11 11
+« o bhink medical schools have ’ .
_ trouble obtaining animals ...90% % 3%
+« o« think medical schools do
not have trouble ..eessees...88 8 - L
...don't know whether they do
OF MOb wseoenrseevvseneoreneesld 9 R
.sohave heard of antivivisection- '
iStS C'lu.tunomo-womcvuato-voﬁoBé% 11% 3%
.+»have not heard of them ,.......85 6 9
«sshave thought a good . deal
about the question of
animal experimentation ......86% 12% 2%
esohave thought a 1ittle sveveso..839 7 b

«+.have not thought at all........7h 8 18
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Experiences with Animals in Relation to Opinion

For most people, contacts with animals take the form of owning pets
or of spending time on farms, with a smaller number having worked with
live animals in experimental settings during the course of their education.
At the present time, LO% of the population reports that they own pets and
over 90% have been pet owners at one time or another, most usually of dogs
and cats: ’

"Do you happen to have any pets? What? (If tNone') Did you
ever have a pet? What?? B

NOW'héve pet'S:...--'..‘..--'.....n-.-...-....HLLO%

DOg vesrernsnneeannns 382
Cat sonevevssrsonanenadl?
Other mammals eeesee.. b
Birds, fish, other
NON~MaMMALS wsuwesese It

Formerly had pets seveevessesereseseennsas 518

DO seviesvcavennnseadd??
Cat eiveveccssseeensaslB
‘Other mammals .evevees b
Birds, fish, other
NON=-Mammals seevecess ki

Never had pets eeviveceneevviovensencsnnes §

o~

1009

Close to a fifth of the population now lives on farms, while about
. two-fifths report that they once lived on farms. Only a quarter of the
population reports that they have never spent any time on a farm, even
as a vacation:

"Did you ever spend any time on a farm? (If 'Yes!') Did
you live there or vacation there? Was that when you
were a child or since you've been grown up?"

Now 1iving on a farm cueveevieceesasnnssecesnneel?%

Formerly lived on a farm:

Both as a child and as adult e.ces......10%
As child ONLY sinvevonrsacnncnsesnvncsssl3
As aduld only wesseesvereennennnrsnnnnes 6

39
Never lived on a farm but vacationed
there:
Both as child and as adult seeesseeocess 3
As Child only .Q.C’.‘90...00'."0’0‘.'6010
AS a«dult Only B LOOCOLILLELOISIFIOLOIOISIBERLARSGES 5
18
Never lived or vacationed on a farm ..... - 26

-

100%
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Thirty-five percent of those with college education and 18% of
those with high school education report that they have had "courses
in which either they or the instructor did experiments with live
animals", If we assume that no one whose education did not go beyond
grade school had such courses, then about 15% of the public has had
personal contact with animal experimentation in school. -

These experiential factors, however, play no strong role in de-
termining opinions about animal experimentation. For example, while
pet owners generally are somewhat more opposed to animal experimenta-
tion than are those who never owned pets, only 10% of the dog owners,
the most oppoded group, are opposed to animal experimentation, as com~
pared with 3% of those who never owned pets:

General Opinion of Animal Experimentation

Among those who V Favor Oppose Don't know

Now. have pets:

DOZ seovrnennnncnnvesone 83% 10% 7% = 100%
C&'t o‘oa‘.o“;via-¢-t0'¢¢ 8)4 9 7
Other mammals weseeesss 87 8 5
NOn~mammals seeeeeoonss 87 7 6
Formerly'had pets:
Dog ..Q..‘.’.l.“‘l"l.. 86 8 6
Cabt seveeererncannanana 88 7 5
Other mammals seseceass 96 3 1
Non"mamals cwoco-'----c 93 3 h
Never had a pet +vveeveess  B1 3 16

Again, differences between people with farm experience and those
without are slight, and it seems to have made very little difference
whether people lived on farms or spent briefer periods there and whether
this was ghildhood experience or took place in later 1life,

General Opinion of Animal Experimentation‘

Favor Oppose Don't know
. Among those who: ‘

Now live on a £arm see....... B88% Y4 7% = 100%

Formerly lived on a farm:

Both as a child and adult. 83 7 10
As child ONlY ceeeencanses BL -9 10
AS adult Only IR NN 79 12 9
Never lived on a farm, but

vacationed there:

Both as child and adult... 8U 13 3
As Child- Only IR R R NN Y 86 8 6
As adult only seievcessoes. 91 5 L

Never lived or vacationed v
Onafarm POBRTARTESISsIsREELTS 8h 9 7
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Similarly, experimental work in school does not appear to be related
to opinions about animal experimentation. While those who had laboratory
courses tend to be a little more favorable toward animal experimentation,
the differences are so slight as to have no significance:

General Opinion'of Animal Experimentation

Favor Oppose Don't know
College-educated
| Had courses involving
animal experimentation ..... 95% 3% 2% = 100%
Did N0t eevevrenensersnnnseoes 93 5 2
High School~educated
Had courses involving
animal experimentation ..... 91 6 3
Did N0t suveveerosesenesasenss 86 9 5

It seems likely that opinions about animal experimentation do not
primarily grow out of specific experiences of this order, but rather are
merely a reflection of people's general approach to life., These opinions
are affected to a certain extent by increasing education and sophistication,
but to a greater extent appear to derive simply from an acceptance of a
value system which places humans above animals and sanctions, therefore,
any use of animals which offers the possibility of human benefit, '

The Role of the Hearst Press

Hearst newspapers reach only a minority of the population—-l9% of
the general population, 1L% of the teachers and 20% of the doctors named
~ Hearst papers as the daily newspaper they “usually" read. Of those who
do read them not everyone remembers the articles which dealt with animal
experimentation, so that we get sbout 12% of the general public, 8% of the
teachers and 16% of the doctors who remember reading the Hearst articles
on animal experimentation.”™ The doctors and teachers who had read the
articles were not, for the most part, impressed with them: 85% of the
doctors and 58% of the teachers expressed disapproval of the articles,
accusing them of being dishonest, distorted, one-sided, and so forth,
as compared with 11% and 26% who expressed complete or partial approval.
Among the general population who had read the articles 36% appeared to
disapprove as against L7% who approved, In detail:

"It is possible, of course, that some people who do not Musually" read Hearst
read these articles, but this was not determined.
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"What did you think of them (the articles in Hearst papers
about how animals are treated in medical research)?"

. Percent of group that remem-
bers reading articles

Ceneral High Practic~

Popula~ School  ing Phy-

tion Teachers sicians
Acceptance, approval. LO%Z - 18% 11%

Qualified acceptance,
approval seeevesceeee 1 8 -

Rejection, dis-

approval ceeesvasess 36 58 85
Non-evaluative re- _

SPONSES evesssensess [ 8 -
Miscellaneous

reactions seesseses. 5 - 3
Don't remember them :

clearly enough to say 5 8 1

100% 100% 100%

These figures cannot, however, be taken as the reaction of Hearst
readers to the articles "exposing" practices in animal experimentation,
without some qualification. There is good reason to believe that a good
many of the respondents who expressed approval were thinking, not of this
series of articles, but of straight news stories about medical discoveries
and of feature stories, treating research sympathetically, sometimes pub-
lished in The American Weekly, the Hearst Sunday supplement, BEvidence
for this comes from the fact that among the group of Hearst readers that
had consistently expressed a favorable attitude toward animal experi-
mentation with no qualifications, 21% said they approved of these articles.
But, in any case, readers of the Hearst press were less likely to favor
animal experimentation than were non-readers:

General Opinion of Animal Experimentation

Favor Oppose Don't khow
Read Hearst papers only 66% 33% 12 = 100%
Read Hearst and other '
PAPETS ssavosressncnes 19 15 6
Read only other papers. 89 5 6

Do not read newspapers. 6l 12 2l
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While it is true that Hearst papers in general are more likely
to circulate among the lower inceme, less educated groups, still the
fact that opp051tlon to animal experimentation is higher among Hearst
readers than it is in even the lowest income and educational groups
strongly suggests that its editorial policies on animal experimenta-
tion have had an effect on its readers.

IN SUMMARY: People generally favor animal experi-
mentation by a wide margin, justifying it
primarily in terms of the benefits which
accrue to mankind from it, They usually
regard it as an essential technique in
medicine, though there are sometimes con=-
fusion and reservations azbout the necessity
of using particular animals in particular
ways. While higher education and upper
income groups tend to favor animal experi-

. mentation to a somewhat greater extent than
others, differences in factors of this sort
and in matters pertaining to information
about medicine and to experiences with
animals are so slight as to suggest that
opinions derive primarily from a cultural
assumption that attempts at human improve-
ment are more valuable than animal life.
The fact that readers of the Hearst press
critiques of animal experimentation have
bean influenced toward opposition to
animal experimentation suggesits that the
public does not countenance brutality for
its own sake and reacts negatively to
medical research when it is represented
in this light. '
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SOME . BELIEFS ABOUT PROCEDURES IN MEDICAL RESEARCH

As we have seen, people actually know very little about animal experimen~
tation, but their tendency is to approve of medical research and to assume
that animal experimentation, as part of the research process, is equally de-
sirable, Despite the confusion and contradiction which detailed questioning
discloses in their thinking, psople's reactions are in intent favorable. When-
ever they were questioned zbout the way things were done in medical research,
people, for the most part, either admitted that it had never occurred to them
to wonder about it or élse assumed that it must be a2ll right., This may be
seen with reference to three issues covered in this survey: the ways in which
animals are obtained, the treatment of animals in experimental work, and the
need for regulation of medical research.

Sources of Animals

ks shown earlier, a good many people had no idea where experimental ani-
mals were obtained, but among those who did, commercial breeders, city pounds
and breeding of animels by the research laboratories were the ways most fre~
guently mentioned.¥ Of those who had any idea where the animals came from,
the vast majority felt that this was a2 good way to get animals and had no bet-
ter suggestions to offers

Do you think that this (source cited by respondent) is a good
way for, medical schools to get animals or would some other way
be better?™

Percent of group who mention sources:

General High Practic-
Popula- School ing Phy-

tion Teachers sicians
A good way .........‘;‘.‘. 8L% B86% 86%
Some other way bettér..¢.w 9 11 13
Don't KNOW eseesesasecnvas 7 3 1
| 1008 0% 100%

This, in fact, applied to each of the major ways of obtaining animals.
While commercial suppliers and breeding of animals by the research group were
most likely to be approved of, city pounds were regarded as a good source by
four-fifths of thdse who knew that they were a source of experimental animals,

¥* See pagé 13
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Percent who say "this is a good way"
among those citing each source:

General . High Practic-
Popula- School ing Phy-
tion Teachers sicians
Source st
City pounds, animal shelters, ’

SPCA, €tCa ssesvcesossncsnane  BOF 827 86%
Commercial suppliers seseeessere  85% 90% 86%
Raise their own sscsiecivivenies 91 .93 92
Gifts, donations svisscrreissess 88 s ) e

And the leading suggestions as to "better ways", were these same sources, though
breeding their own animals was the leading suggestion here:

"hat way (would be better)?

Percent of those who say there is a

better way

General High Practic-

Popula- School ing Phy~

tion Teachers - sicians

Raise their owWn ., ....voveevssss 53% 61% Log
Commercial suppliers.......isee.. 18 . 28 16
Gifts; donations ,...ii.eseseses B 2 L
City pounds, animals shelters,

SPCA‘, etc".ion--ou-toon;cé.ooo 6 13 22
l\ﬂj‘scellaneous trsanarnanssssrr e 16 . 2 10°
Dontt knOW.’............&..5;.4. S . P -
Some gave more than one answer,, 106% , 108% : 101%

setLess frequent sources are omitted because of the small number citing them.
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The proposal that unclaimed peund animals be turned over for use in med-
ical research is favorably received by 85% of the public, even though the
question is asked in terms of dogs, for whom, as shown earlier, many people
have sentimental feelings: :

"In most - cities and towns, stray dogs are piéked up by
the avthorities., What do you think should be done with
these dogs, if they are not claimed by their owners and
if nobody else wants them as pets. Do you think they
should be put to death by the authorities or should they
be turned over to medical schools to bhe used in research®

General High Practic-
Popula- School ing Phy-
tion Teachers sicians
Put t0 deathocevesncannsncs 112 8% L%
To Medical SChOOLS sesssess 85 89 95
DOn‘t KnOW'.;..........-;.u h 3 1
100% 100% 100%

The idea that pets are stolen to be used in medical research finds lit-
tle public acceptance. About 5% believe it happens frequently, while only
20% in all think that it ever occurs:

“"Some people say that pet dogs or cats are stolen in ore-

- der to sell them to medical schools for research pur-
poses., Do you think this is true or not? (If 'true!')
would you say this happens often or only once in a while?!

True vo..-'t'oo.'it;"pcci 20%

OFtEN sevenosvnnnens 5
Once in a while .eses 1hL
Don't know how

OfteN quesseneaens L

Not tI'ue GrrPererer s e 59

Don't KNOW seeassacerersss 21

-

100%

And those who think that thefts of pets do occur seldom hold the medical
school responsible. About a fifth of this group blame the medical schools for
encouraging theft by buying animals without investigating the sources, while
the remainder feel thet either the thief or the pet's owner is primarily at
faulte :



The Treatment Snimals Receive

A large majority believes that animals being used in research re-
ceive good care and are not umnecessarily abused: :

"When medical schools have animals that they are using in

research, do you think they take as good care of them as
individual owners would? ‘

General High Practic=~

Popula- = School ing Phy-
tion Teachers sicians
As 00U secrsorssranen 75% - T7% 8%
Not as g2000eeevscsancsa w13 7
Can't compare the two.. 2 3 7
Don't Know sueuvereanss 12 7 2
C 1008 1008 100%

"In general, when doctors use animals in their work, do you
think they really try to keep from huriing the animals?!

General High " Practic-~
Popula~— School ing Phy~
tion Teachers sicians
Try.o.n.o-a--»lcqt‘tooc'bo 79% 82—‘»% 99%
DO N0t wevernsvvsnenvan 8 5 L%
Don't KNow vesesossecss 13 1 ' 1
1002 . 100% 100%

Tes5 Than 0.5%



39

For the most part, those who felt that research animals do not re-
ceive as good care as pets, were thinking less of the physical treatment

" of the animal than of the lack of personal attention and affection in

the laboratory situation, This factor was cited more frequently than all
the others combined and the poorer care was typically explained in terms
of the contrasting situations,rather than poor. intentions:

"In what ways is the care not as good?

Percent of those who think care
.is not as good

General High Practic~

Popula~ School ing Phy~-
tion Teachers gicians
Lack of personal attention
and affection sevesesnsesssees 607 [ 75%
Insufficient, inadequate
dlet .‘00.Q‘ODCOCQOOOOOC'QOOOD 15 11 12
Unnecessary suffering, in-
difference, abuse, mis~
treatment ofpcg.nnt!tot'.ov'o’g 15 11 9
General physical care not as
good, Neglect vesvsssnsseseeee O ' 11 6
Pzin necessarily involved in
experimentation seeeceesesses 6 5 3
Restrictions on free activity... 5 -8 9
Dirty, unssnitary gquarterse..... 5 5 18
Miscellaneous seeseesecscssearas 1 - 3

Don't knOW P eRE PRI L OSOIIBENEIES S h l 2

‘Some gave more than one answer..ll7% 126% 135%
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"What do you think are the reasons for this?t

Percent of those who think care
is not as good

General High Practic=

Popula~ School ing Phy-
tion Teachers sicians
Interested in animal only
for research purposes,
‘have no feeling for the
animal, regard it as a ‘
tOQl tcﬁ:.’ooo-ococonooooo-ov--hé% . ) 59% 57%
Lack incentive of ownership _
to care for animal ooocuouoqo'tlé ' 6 10
Too busy, don't have the
~time to care for animal seeee..10 - 16 13
Have large numbers of ani-
mals to attend 0 seecescossesesd 13 30
Experiments require it eesesssosedb 5 -
Become hardened, inhumane, A
Sadistic c‘oooco_ootot._o.oOOOvutnns‘ ll 7
Must avoid becoming atitached
to experimental animals cevevoeolt 3 3
Lack Of Spe\-ce “.UQIOOQQQOOOOt'COOI2 2 . haaiend
MiSCELLANCOUS oeuvereneannesnonensd 3 3
Dontt know .l‘b‘l."'....l”".!..B 2 3

L Lot -~ - ——n

Some gave more than one»answer..th% 120% 126%
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- The Need for Regulation

About two-thirds of the public feel that it may safely be left either
to the individual doctor or to the medical schools to control the use of
animals, while 207 feel that legal regulation is necessary:

"Do you think it is important to have riles and regulations
covering. the way animals are used in medical research or
should each doctor be allowed to decide for himself how the
animals are to be used? (If 'Rules and regulations!) Do you
think- that the medical schools should set up the rules or
should there be laws setting up the rules for the medical

schools?!
- General High - Practie-
- Popula~- School  ing Phy~
tion Teachers siciang
- Individual decisions eeesess  1L9% Lo% L%
Rules and regulations
By medical schoolS seesess 19 35 2
BY 18W ceesceceocceversnns 20 20 11
Dont't know Which..,....... 3 2 1
. Don!t‘ know LI 2K 2R BE B0 BN B B BB N NN B R R 9 3 2
100% 1007 100%

The rules people would like to see followed are rather general ones
designed to make sure of humane treatment of the animals. Most frequently
referred to are the avoidance of unnecessary suffering, the elimination of
unnecessary experiments, good physical care of the animsl in housing, diet,
sanitation, and the like, the use of anesthetics, and some system for have

ing experts set up standards in the field and then see that they are ad-
hered to: - '
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What rules should there be? Any others?V

Percent of ﬁhose who favor rules

General High Practic=
Popula= School ing Phy-
tion . Teachers sicians
Humane treatment, generalieses 20% 23% 27%
‘No unnecessary pain, pre-
vent needless syffering,
don't hurt the animals, : _
EtCQ IENEEEEENENNENRNENNES NNENNSE ] 31 ho Bh
Good physical care outside h
the experimental situa-
tion -~ housing, food, v
Sanitation, etCecsseceavesss 1h 18 20
No unnecessary experiments, :
make sure the work is im= .
portantooooooo'o-cnucnoodcae lh 17 12
Use anaestheticsn..-n..'...“. 12 15 - 11

Have supervision, inspection :
to enforce standards.eceeess 10 1k 11

Set up standards defining
types of animals to be
used, legitimate uses,

number to be used; etCeesess 9 8
MiScellaneous .veeseeessansses 7T 1 b
Don!t know .tvo&‘l'...o;';I.ll 11 8 ‘ 3

"o e o g ————

Some gave more than one answer 128% BRIV S 129%
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Those persons who faver laws to regulate animal experimentation do $o
from a desire to make sure the rules get enforced, to set up uniform stand-
ards which will put reasonable limits on what is done, to make sure of hu-
mane treatment and prevent abuses by individuals. There is also expressed
some desire to have non-medical viewpoints represented to make certain of
impartidlity. In more details:

"Why do there have to be laws?!

Percent of those who favor laws

General High Practic-
Popula- School ing Phy-
tion Teachers sicians
To insure enforcement essssesses 3&% 17% 15%
To prevent abuses, require
hlmlanlty 4ec0sdteesssssecaers 30 324 3)4
To set limits on what can be :
done .‘0!."0..'!'.0.0."0O.!‘O 20 19 11
To insure uniformity of prac=-
tiee from one medical school o
to &no‘thel" Oohcothpc.nc'tclcovﬁﬁ 16 11 21
To get disinterested, impartial
rules by giving non-medical
people 3 say uc‘oa’b'oot.ﬁtooonvco 11 33 11
To encourage medical research,
silence OppOsition cassrorsonw 1 . S 11
Miscellaneou's Sencesssieseovesen l ——— l.!.
Don't knOW 4ess0cve PP BCOBIROELIRYIESE 2 —— b ound
Some gave more than one answers. 115% 119 107¢
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‘Those who favered regulatory laws for animal experimentation were
most often not familiar enough with their state anti-crueliy laws to
express an opinion as to their adequacy; the next largest group was
satisfied with the present laws, leaving only a minority definitely
feeling that further legislation is needed., In fact, only L% of the
general public, 3% of the teachers, and 2% of the doctors feel both

that legislation is necessary and that the present laws are inadequate-
ly protective of the animals., Opinions of state laws are shown below:

"Do you think the present anti-cruelty laws in your state
do the job or not?® , .
R - Percent of those who favor laws

General  High  Practic-
Popula- School ing Phy-
tion Teachers sicians

Do the jOD seeeaseseesos 358 23% 35%

DO N0t aveeorsenesernnes 19 18 12
Don't KNOW ovvvveearanns b6 59 53
100% 100% 100%

The few critics of the state laws say primarily that the laws
are not strict enough or not v1gorously enforced,

Relation of these Beliefs to Overall Impressions

As might be expected, people who oppose animal experimentation
in general are more likely to hold views which are critical or sus-
picious of animal experimentation. In every one of the instances dis-
cussed~~the methods of obtaining animals, the care given them, and the
need for regulation, those who had said they 6pposed animal experi-
mentation took the less favorable stand, The differences, as shown
below, are large and cannot be disregarded; yet, it is interesting
that even so a bare majority of .the opponents of animal experimentation
approve of the sources for obtaining animals that they are familiar with.
and accept the idea of turning over stray animals to medical schools.
Similarly, a majority credit research workers with consideration for -
the animals they work with,
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SUMMARY:

L5

Percent gitving indicated
response amohg those who:

Favor .

Animal

Experi-
mentation

Oppose
Antimal .
Experi-
mentation

Present sources of animals
are & good way of getting them.. 87%

Stray dogs should be turned
over to medical schools suves... 90%

It is not true that pets are
stolen for sale to medical
SCHOOLS geovesvavosnsvovsccensan H3%

Medical schools take as good
care of animals seevevasvesevess 80%

Doctors really try to keep from
hurting the animals .o.evvven... 82%

Use of animals can be left to
individual decision or to
regulation by medical schools ...73%

- 55% .

- 51%

32%
37%

52%

3L%

Though they may have given reléﬁively little

‘thought to the subject, the majority of the public
-accept current practices in animal experimentation.
They do not object to the way animals are procured,
feel that animals receive good care and consider-
ation and are willing to leave the whole guestion
of the treatment of animals as a matter for self-
regulation, Opponents of animal experimentation
are far less likely to express these opinions.
Teachers and doctors endorse these viewpoints

even more decidedly,
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OPINIONS. OF THE ANTIVIVISECTIONIST MOYEMENT

Acquaintance with the Opposition to Animal B¥péfimentatiot

It was pointed out earlier that the majority of the public is not
even aware of the existence of opposition to the use of animals in medical
research and the same may be said for a quarter of the teachers and 5% of
the doctors.™ About L% of the public report that they have given money
to groups opposing animal experimentation, among whom are included 1% who
have joined such organizations.

Those whe are familiar with opposition to animal experimentation think
first of the antivivisectionist groups, but, among the general public and,
to a certain extent, among teachers the Society for Prevention of Cruelty
to Animals and local Humane Societies are also frequently cited, Doctors,
being more personally involved in the conflict, are far more likely to
single out antivivisectionist groups, It should be noted that even among
the 37% of the public who claimed familiarity, over a quarter were not
able to mention specific groups, leaving only 27% of the general public

- with enough familiarity with the problem to name groups, while only 12%
had ever heard of the antivivisectionisis:

"What people'or groups (are trying to keep medical schools
from using animals for teaching and research purposes)?" .

General High Practic~
Popula~  School  ing Phy-
tion Teachers sicians

- Didn't know there were any¥¥ 63% b 5%
Antivivisectionist groups... 12 32 71
SPGA........,................ 6 15 9
Humane SoCi€ties waeseevssss 6 11 N
Hearst press seceescvecesses 3 12
Religious groups eesecseessss 1 2
Animal Rescue leagues,

Animal Shelters seavreress 1 2 1
Miscellaneous groups eeeseee 1 i 1
Individuals, not

organized groups eecssssas 1 1 1
Don't know which groups ..., 10 16 6
Some gave more than one answer, , 16).:% ES% 1;2'%

*Ses page i

¥¥Includes those who said they had never heard or read anything about it and
those who said they didn't know whether they had or not,
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Oplnlons about the Opposition

Opinions about the oppohents of animal experimentation were prlmarlly
critical: unfavorable comments about them outweighed favorable or neutral
ones by about 2 to 1 in the general publics, 5 te 1 among teachers and

10 to 1 among doctors. The more common epithets applied were #ignorant!,
"erackpots®, "well meaning but misguided", “over-sentimental™ and the like
with selfishness, idleness and frustrations being less frequently attrlbuted
to them. On the other side, they were described as kind, good, humane peo-
ple who were fond of animals, or as being just average, ncrmal people:

“From what you know, what kind of people would you say they
are?t .

Percent of group who has
heard of opposition

. High Practic=~
General S8chool  ing Phy-
Public Teachers sicians

Favorable or Neutral Impressions

Kind, geood, humane,
idealistic secsccvecacass 11% 63 2%

Fend of animals, pet owners = 18 11 6

All kindsj just average,
‘typical, NOYMElsescsnnsee &y 1 2

Unfavorable Impressions

Well-meaning, well-
intentioned, but mis-
informed, misguided eeses 12 13 -3k

Too emotional, over—
sentimental, impractical,
$00 1dealistic seeesasese 8 23 13

Ignorant, stupid, narrow,
“prejudiced, opposed to ‘
medical Progresseseesesse 18 25 20

Cranks, fanatics, crackpots,
faddists, qUEeTeseresveee 18 21 26

Selfish, cold, inhumane; like
animals better than people 7 8 6

Wealthy, idle, "society"
people, locking for somee
thing to do with their
time and money, seeking ,
PUbLicitFeuerosonsecaceaas & L &

Childless, old-maids, taking
out their frustrations

on AanimalSeescecevsvaroes h 6 b
Miscellaneous and Unclassified sses by 6 5
Don't knew enought t0 S8¥eersesesss i -

Some gave more than one answer,.. 1219  128% 130%

FIT should be remembered that the majority of the public has n¢ opinion
about them,
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Estimates of the Importance of +the AntiVivisectionists

Yet, even the people who. are aware of opp051t10n to animal experl—
mentation do noty . for the most part take it seriously. In the informed
section of the publlc, two-fifths either believed that the opposing groups
have achieved nothing or had no idea what they have done, while only 12%
referred to actions which successfully interfered with medicil research;
the remainder either stressed the propaganda and lobbying work done or
their humane work, Doctors and feachers were similarly unimpressed,
though 27% of the dectors and 21%-of the teachers who knew of the opposi-
tion were aware that it had achieVed some successes:

"What have these people or groups done so far? Anything else?Mi¢

Percent of group who has
heard of dpposition

‘General High Practic-
Popula~ School "ing Phy-
tion Teachers sicians

.Educatioﬁal or propagaﬁda
campaighs shiveissosiasenes 21% 9% 10%

Stir up trouble, cause dis-
sention, spread misinform-
BLION gonuncrrscccoracseres 11 17 21

Lobby, try to pass legislation
restricting the use of
animalsF.....-.--......*.... 9 5 8

Have gotten resirictive legis-
lation passed or permissive :
legislation defeated svves.. L 9 11

Have interfered with, impeded
medical research in ways
other than legislation or
unspecified eciveveservsnnses 8 12 16

Help prevent mistreatment of ,
animals [ NI RN SR I A A A N O N 2 8 lo h

Take care of stray animals,
provide wild life sanctuaries

RaiSe MONEY svvevansurcscssons

Miscellaneous seseevecersascne 1 1l *
Haven't done anything eee.s... 14 23 23
Don't know of anything seeee.. 27 22 14
Some gave more than one answer 110% 111 109%

*Less than 0.5%.

**Doctors and teachers were asked: "What have they been able to accomplish?
Anything else°"
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Morecever, few of them, in the general public at least, believe that anti-
vivisectionists will succeed in preventing the use of animals; only 6% of
the group aware of opposition or about 2% of the entire population belisve
that there is a liklihood of the opposition to medical research succeeding.
In comparison, 23% of the teachers and L% of the doctors comsider the
antivivisectionists a real threat to medical research. The question:

"Do you think they will succeed in keeping medical schools
from using animals or not?"s

Informed

Portion of High® Practic-
General School ing Phy-

Populations Teachers sicians

Will succeed (are a

threat) veeseeevevesnes 63 23% LLg
Will not (are not) ...... 83 62 . 51
Don't KNOW wevevsovesnone 11 15 5
100% 100% 1002

Those who are not impressed by the efforts of the antivivisectionists
feel that they are only a minority group, that majority opinion favors

animal experimentation, that the importance of animal experimentation
is self-evident: '

s : . R
Doctors and teachers were asked: "As far as you know, are the anti-

vivisectionists (the people who oppose animal experimentation) a real
threat to medical research or not?"

**Excludes those who had not heard of opposition to animal experimentation.
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"Why? (Why do you think they will not succeed?) (Why do you
feel this way--that they are not a real threat?)"

Percent of group who has
heard of opposition, but
does not expect it to
succeed

General High Practic-
Bopula=- School ing Phy-
tion Teachers sicians

Animal experimentation is nec-
essary, important, has done
good, and therefore will
CONLANUE eovvenrsosnnronnns 36% 9% 9%

Most people favor animal experi-
mentation, think it is neces-
sary, want it to continue . 29 17 19

The antivivisectionists are a
minority, don't or won't
have the strength to succeed 19 53 - 50

There are too many broadminded, -
sensible, intelligent people 7 7 8

Medical schools are strong
enough to protect themselves 6 2 2

The antivivissctionists haven't
a worthwhile cause, aren't
sensible, want to stop progress, :
and therefore, won't succeed L 8 12

Animals are too easy to get,
couldn't stop the medical

schools from getting them... L 3 b
People will take steps to com-

bat the antivivisectionists 1 1- 1
MiSCellaneous e.essssvsonsoces 3 3 6
"Don't KNOW vuvevescanevasoonns 1 1 -
Some gave more than one answer 155% 15&% ;15%

The doctors and teachers who regard the antivivisectionists as a real
threat do so on the grounds that any attempt to retard medical research
must be taken seriously, that they have some successes to their credit
already, that they affect public opinion, and that, being a well-organized
minority, they may achieve their goals: . :
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"Why do you feel this way (that they are a real threat)?"

Percent .of group that feels
they are a real threat

High  Practic-
School ing Phy-
Teachers sicians
They are trying to re-
tard research; if they
succeed, progress would .
be halted SR P I RPEEPIS SR 37% hh%
They have succeeded in
_ hampering medical re-. .
gearch to some extent
21ready seeecevescrsnesee 25 17
They are well-organized,
" hard-working, have
money to spend t¢ reach
their gO&lS Bravsesrsraree 13 19
They give medical research
adverse publicity, spread
distorted accounts, in~
fluence public opinion
adVersely eseeessseescess 13 ‘ 11
Their use of emotional
‘appeals is an effective
techniq_ue 22 4B EP IS OREIES 12 ll
‘They are growing stronger,
gaining support seaseenes T 6
They will succeed unless
actively combatted, people
are apathetic, don't com~
bat them IR R RN EE RN NN - . 5
Miscellaneous ssesesocesves 2 1
Don't KNOW eeeeecscesnasnes 1 *
Scome gave more than one answer,, 110% 1%

The much smaller group of the general public that said the antivivisection-
ists would succeed did so, for the most part, on the grounds that theirs
was a good cause which either was or would come to be supported by the
majority., A much smaller sub-group--13% of those who thought the anti-
vivisectionists would succeed--felt that their success would result from -
public apathy, from a failure to combat the antivivisectionistis.

Doctors are pretty much agreed that something should be done to combat the
antivivisectionists, with 70% of them favoring it as against 23% who feel
that nothing should be done, Teachers divide equally on this question:

*Less than 045%.
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"Do you think that anything should be done to combat the
antivivisectionists or not?t

High Practic-

School ing Phy-

Teachers sicians
Should combat sssseecnsasess  L5% 70%
Should nOt L B O B B S B B NE N BE BE B BE BN N hs 23
Don't knOW';....,.......'o.. 10 7

100% 100%

Those who see no reason to combat the antivivisectionists take this position
largely because they see no real threat; others fear that publicity may work
to the advantage of the antivivisectienists, defend their civil liberties,

or point to their usefulness in preventing abuses in animal experimentation:

"Why not? (Why shouldntt anything be done to combat the anti-
vivisectionists 2)n

Percent of group who think
nothing should be done

High Practic-
School ing Phy-
Teachers sicians
No need for it, they aren't
a threat, not influential,
not worth bothering with,, 50% 51%
Publicity might aid them, .
call attention to them,
itts better to ignore
them LR BB B L BN 2N B BE BRI BE BN BE BU BN BN BN BN I 16 . 18
Everyone has a right to his
own opinion seeveseveccees 18 12
No need to combat irration-
ality, the truth will
Win Out L I B BN B AL B R AR BF BN B B B Y B NN 7 ll

They play a valid role in

checking, preventing abuses 8 7
They are in the right c..... 3 1
Miscellancous sveeesessocens 1 3
Don'tknOW P4 ¢SSP s ENsEI S . 1 2

- . -

Seme gave more than cne answer.., 10L% 105%
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Those who favored combatting the antivivisectionists usually propeosed
programs of education aimed toward the general public, although there was
sometimes the suggestion that, since the antivivisectionists are misin-
formed, educating them would dlssuade them from their opposition to medieal
research, The only #ther suggestion of any frequency was that attempts to
legislate agains? animal experimentation should be fought and that desired
legislation be forwarded, These proposals were:

"What should be done (to combat the antivivisectionists)?®

Percent of those who
think something should

be done
High Practic-
School ing Phy-
Teachers sicians

Educate the public about the
value of animal experi- :
mENtation .eeeeeerecesoons 59% 68%

Educate the antivivisection=-
ists, show them how wrong '
they are S E 2B BESII PO EPIES O 19 16

Try to effect desired legis-
lation, defeat unfavorable

1aws T EPOINE I OSBRSSO ICS lo w
Teach values of research in the

SChOOL SYSLEM sevenveseran 9 1
Refute the charges of the

an‘hi’ViViSGCtioniS'GS Sesboe 5 ' h
Institute self-regulation to

meet the cbjections c..... 3 1
Suppress the antivivisection- ‘ -

iS'bS CE RGO POSEIOOLECESSISOIPVIGPEY l L‘
MiS‘CellaneOUS Sssse st l h
DOn't knaw PeSOOeDE PP LETRSOSSY h l
Some gave more than one answer, 1113 113%

IN SUMM ARY: The general public, for the most part, is not

even aware that there is opposition to animal ex-
perimentation, Those who are aware often have only
vague knowledge of it, but tend to be unsympathetic
toward the people in the movement and to regard the
movement itself as of no real consequence. Doctors,
as an interested group, are far more conscious of

the movement, critical of it, and in favor of counter-
ing it in some way, usually through popular education,
Teachers' opinions fall between those of the general
public and the doctors,
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APPROACHES TO PUBLIC EDUCATION

Theﬂ&eed

Public unawareness of animal experimentation exists to such an extent
that a third do not even know how much public attention the subject has re-
ceived, Of the remainder who express opinions on this score, the larger
number feels that there has not been the right amount® of public attentionm,
Among the teachers and doctors surveyed, a clear majority feels that there
has not been proper publicization:

"Do you think the question of the use of animals in medical
research has received about the right amount of public atten-
tion or not?" -

Generai High Practic=
Popula- School ing Phy-
tion Teachers. siclans

About the right amount sees. 28% 32% 28%

Not the right amount seeeees 38 55 72

Don't know .Q.t.......‘ﬂ".'.' ‘ 3h 13 10
‘ 100% 100% 100%

Those who believe that there has not been the right amount of attention
to animal experimentation are likely to feel either that there has been in
general too little material made available in the mass media, since they have
never seen any mention of the subject, or else that such presentation as
there has been has been too one~sided, with too little presentation of the -
facts favoring animal experimentation and too much publicity to views criti-
cal of it. In view of the fact that large sections of the public are not
aware of antivivisectionism, it is not surprising that they are more likely
to give the first explanation, while the more sophisticated groups of
teachers and doctors rely more frequently on the second.

On the other hand, the view that the right amount of public attention
is being given to animal experimentation is usually explained by the belief
that there is, in general, a good deal of publicity given the subject; often-
times, it is made explicit that the publicity is favorable to0 animal experi-
mentation and, therefore, is sufficient. A rather large minority, however,
approves of the amount of publicity given the subject only because there
hasn't been much, and they feel that there should not be, regarding animal
experimentation as a technical matter better left to the specialists--"the
less said about it, the better®, appears to be their keynote. This view-
point is more characteristic of teachers and doctors than of the public,
itself, The answers given were: . ‘

#
‘The question was asked in terms of "amount", but was often interpreted in
terms of the kind of publicity rather than mere quantity. e



"Why do you think that? (Why do you think that the question
of the use of animals in medical research has or has not re-
celved the right amount of public attention?)

Percent of those saying
"right amount!
General High Practice
‘ Popula~ School ing Phy-
Reasons for saying "right amoung!: tion Teachers sgicians
There's enough publieity, gene
eral; both sides receive a good '
deal of attention, etCeessceceses L6 36% 38%

Animal experiméntation is favora-
bly publiCiﬂed Bsseaseesensserare 13 17 19

Should not get public attentiony
it's a matter for doctors, peo-

ple dontt¥need to know about it 20 - 35 30
People aren't particularly inters

ested in knowing 2bout iteceseses L 3 7
Animal experimentation is unfavoraw

bly publicized.................-. h 2 1
MiSCE1LanEOUS enns sssonssenesnnensas 6 ' 6 L
Dontt know Why.&v.‘tc.tl._t‘.l.l.'... _._z ‘__l __l

100% 100% 100%

Percent of those saying not
“right amount!

General High Practic~
Popula~- - School ing Phy-
Reasons for saying "nobt right amount": %tion Teachers sicians
Too little attention to it, in
general; haven't seen or heard
anything about it; people know
nothing about it PeErecr e v st h9% 32% 10%

There is too little favorable and/or.
too much unfavorsble to animal ex- )
perimentation presented ...vevesees 39 . 57 82

There is too much favorable and/or
too little unfavorable to animal
experimentation presented sesvesesrse 5 2 ¥*

People aren't particularly interested

in knowing about it 4. ,i.veivereves 3 L 2
Should not get public attenticne...,. 2 5
MiscellaneouSaesseseasossassensscenss 1 1 1
Dontt knOW'why..,....;.ﬁ...........,.__l _‘: —

100% 100% 100%

¥ Less than 0.5%
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Teachers and docters agree that the public does not understand the
role of animal experimentation in medicine:

"In your opinidn, does the general public pretty well under-
stand the role of animal experimentation in medicine or not?"

High Practic~
- School ing Phy-
- Teachers sicians
UnderstandS eaeeeesseccaces 21% 25%
Does not .;}.;.;..;..;..... 76 ’ 71
Don!t know ....;.;.;....;..’ '3 L
100% 1009

When the critical majorities were asked what _the main gaps in public
understanding are, their answers followed four main lines: one group
stressed the lack of understanding of the objectives of animal experi-
mentation, its crucial role in medicine and the benefits resulting from
it; a second group emphasized a lack of familiarity with more specific
details of animal experimentation, saying that people had no idea of ex-
actly what 1s done or how the animals are cared for; a third group
traced the responsibility for public unawareness to the failure of
the medical profession to keep the public informed; the Tourth group
stressed only the general ;ggorance,‘Iack'of'infEFmation and indiffer-
ence of the public, regarding them as too inadequately educated to
‘understand any complex subject and not interested in doing so. The
detailed responses are: ‘




"What would you say are the main

Not aware of necessity for
animal experimentation, its
value, the benefits derived.
from it soveeveviccecconcns

gaps in public understanding?"

Parcent of those saying pube

lic does not understan¢ ,

Too little publicity by and for
medical research made avail-~
able to the public; too little

- effort on part of medical pro-

fession to explain it to the
PUDLIC corevevsncoscscnsones

People generally lack education,

are ignorant, uninformed ...

Public lacks interest in the
subject, not concerned, in-
diffel"ent B PO EEEDP AL EO PN

Don't know hcw'experiments are
done, what is done, the ex-
tent of it, etCs cevecveiones

Not aware of excellent care given

animals, believe animals are
~tortured, 6iC. sevsvssrvvcee

Have only or mainly information

from the antivivisectionists

Misce}.lanecus S0 G s0bes P02 r e

DOn"b knOW 2rer s s rerrre et e

Some gave more than one answer

High Practic-
School ing Phy-
Teachers sicians
30% 32%
2l 27
22 20
13 13
18 ¥
8 1L
LR 6 h
L L
1 1
eees 1314 ©129%
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On the basis of this reasoning, most teachers and doctors believe

that something further should be done

to inform the public:
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"Do you think that anything further should be done to give
the public a clearer conception than they now have of the
role. of animal experimentation in medicine?"

High Practic-
School ing Phy-
Teachers sicians
YeS essss0scsastrerrrsrre 77% 79%
No\.‘QP.II‘O,.’O,“..Q'O!' 19 18
Don't KNOW sevprovsaoanese b 3
100% 100%

Those who oppose further public education do so for the reasons we
have already seen: either they regard people as already favorably disposed .
toward animal experimentation, or they feel that the public is incapable
of understandlng it or not interested in doing so, or they feel that medi-
cal research is better not publlclzed since people will misunderstand and
controversy result:

"Why not? (Why shouldn't anything further be done to give
the public a clearer conception than they now have of the
role of animal experimentation in medicine?)"

Percent of those who say
there "shouldn't be any-
thing further done"

High Practic-
School ing Phy-
Teachers sicians
Publicity will stir uwp contro-
versy, the less said the
better seveesisiensneannas  32% 25%
People already favor, support,
understand medical research 29 31
Itts too technical, not for
lay people, they couldn't
understand, shouldn't try to 26 ' 19
People aren't interested,
don't want to know about it 22 12
There has been enough pub-
licity already cievene.... 1 ' 9
Miscellaneous sveeecscravass l 9

o ——— -

Some gave more than ore answer 114% - 105%
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The Program

For the most part, doctors and teachers are thinkxng in terms of popu—
lar education using the mass media of newspapers, radio, magazines, movies,
etc, As we saw earlier, this was the leading suggestion made when these
groups were asked what should be done to combat the antivivisectionists.

And when asked what should be done to givée the public a clearer conception,
96% of the doctors and 90% of the teachers who felt something should be

done proposed this type of information program, The only other suggestion
of any freguency was that materials about animal experimentation be incor-
porated into school curr1cula,-—177 of the teachers and 5% of the physicians
recommended this,

When the question is personalized and those who favor doing something
to inform the public asked what they could do, answers are primarily in
terms of talking to their patients for doctors and talking to their students
for teachers, although over a quarter of each group feel they can make no
contribution:

"Is there anything that you personally could do? What?!

Percent of those who think
something should be done

High Practic~
School ing Phy-
Teachers siclans
Talk about it to school
) classes LR B I BB BN I N B B B A % ) h?% l%
Learn more asbout it myself, 12 -
Initiate personal conver-
sations with people
about it sievieanenavenes 11 37
Answer criticisms when
they arise Aeavsesersarsa 7 ' ) 22

Give talks to groups,
write articles .eeeesesee 1 10

Influence clubs and organi-
zations to work on the

Problem .ieeeacrsscannssne 2 2
Miscellaneous .asseeseecss. 3 L
No, couldn't do anything .. 27 27
Donft KNOW sivavcocecennoss 2 -3

o don.

Same gave more thanoneanswer .,112% 106%
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Two~thirds of the doctors and almost half the teache?s who fesl
that something should be done report that they have somet1me§ done
the things they say they could do to help enl}ghtgn the publlc.‘ Th?se
who haven't frequently explain that the occasion just hasg‘t.arlsen,
they have never heard criticisms to reply to? never been }nVlted @o
give a talk or never seen an opportunity to introduce it into their
courses, Many teachers admit that it simply never occurred to ?hem,‘v.
that they had not regarded it as an important issue. The question was:

"Have you ever done anything like that? (If 'No!) Why

not?"
Percent of those who feel
that something should be
done and that they person-
8lly could do something
High Practie~-
School ing Phy-
Teachers sicians
Yes E I NI Y BN S N Y B AR AR Y Y AR IR L‘s% 68%
No, haven't bothered,
Just didn't think of
it, didn't know it was
important eeeecececess 2L 5
No, the occasion hasntt
&riSen sueeevesssnscns 19 19
' No, not well enough in-
formed myself .v..veee 8 2
No, too busy, haven't
the time esereseenvres b ' 5
Miscellaneous sesescsers 2 3
Some gave more than g
ONe BNSWET esesoeesesrss 105% 102%

Doctors as Spokesmen for Medical Research

About two-thirds of the practicing physicians report that they some-
times discuss with their patients how the treatments they are receiving
were developed. For the most part, however, they do this rarely, only
12% reporting that they discuss such matters with most of their patients,
As might be expected, doctors who are themselves well informed about
medical developments are more likely to discuss them with their patients:
76% of the doctors who were informed about all six medical discoveries
did so as compared with 50% of these informed about only one or none,*
Reasons for discussing treatments with the patients refer primarily to

~ the patient-doctor relationship; thus, doctors most often explain that
they have an interest in making sure that patients understand their
cases in order to secure their cooperation, and, often, the patients
ask about it themselves, Doctors much less often use it as an edu~
cational device or more especially, as a means of indicating the im-
portance of medical research. The question:

#See page 12 for a discussion of doctors! information.
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"What are your reasons for discussing it (how the treatment
you are using came to be discovered or developed)?"

Percent of those who
do discuss it

Want patients to understand
the treatment they are re-
ceiving, what's being done ,
and why it is necessary ..eeseesecesa,, Uh%

Patients are interested, ask
ab()u’b it 0P 0060928506888 4080005p88R6¢20 0, 3’4

Want to correct misunderstandings,
make people better informed about
medicine in general ssceesscsoserssesss 18

Want to further medical research,
combat antivivisectionism esesevecesss 9

It gives patient confidence in the

doctor I IMACNIPERNBINDOSIESEEEOIIPIBay h
Miscellaneous CECosUPILIEIOQIOEOIOELO ISP ORIOIOTES 24

Some gave more than one answer seie.eee.. 1133

Doctors who seldom or never engage in such discussions with their
patients usually explain that they are too busy, don't have the time to
give to it, that, patients aren't interested, anyway, or that patients
would find it much too technical to follow and emerge with confusion
and misinformation:
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"Do you ever discuss with your patients how the treatment you
are using for them came to be discovered or developed? (If
tYes') Do you do this with most patients or only a few?

Why? (If 'No') What are your reasons for not discussing it?"

Discuss it With most}atients .C".'QO’.Q'.....'0.‘.0.12%

Discuss it with only a few patients

I'm too busy, it takes £00 much tiMEs.........16%

Most patients are indifferent, not
interested ’I..t._!.'..'00000".'".‘Il..."'.ls

Most patients couldntt understand‘;.;.........ll
Occasion doesn't arise, simple treatments

don't call for explanation, patients

trust dOCHOr sescecesscsvcsssssascorssoncesesl

Only when patient‘asks'about it, few
patients ask abcut it G % 800202 R SR 2860 TP 7

Most patients aren't misinformed eceeeesceaces U

lﬁscellaneous ooonoouq-o-ooon0oaooc-n-v.-ca-a;_.,} SS’*

Do not discuss it with patients

I'm too busy, don't have the time .vveseeeeseel3?
Patients not interested, don't ask about it...11
Patients couldn't understand s..e..eeesseccees 6

Patients trust their doctors, don't have
t‘o explain P N N R RN N A N Y I N R RN I 3

Patients are too sick, worried; upset to
be bothered With this BBV O EP I VIROIEOIIESSEEIIEO 2

Patients already know sbout it seevesecconsese 1
Would hurt my practiCe esssesessscsrencecesess 1
Miscellarleous "l'!’."..'.’..".'l’ll.'.'ll'.l. 2

DOn't knOWWhy -0....0..0‘..&!Glll"".'l."l':‘}. -2'3'*
100%

3*
These figures are less than the totals of their respective columns be=
cause some respondents gave more than one type of explanation,
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About two-fifths of the doctors give unqualified
approval to the technique of doctor-patient conver-
sation as a means of educating people about medical
developments, even though, as we have just seen,
most doctors had not thought of such discussions
in this light., These doctors feel that it is a
good way to educate people, especially because of
the doctor's prestige with his patients, and be-
cause it could be presented to patients in the
context of their own illnesses.

Another third of the doctors give only qualified
approval, saying that the idez is all right, as far
as it goes, but that in practice, doctors prcobably
wouldn't have time to do it and that, in any case,
it is a relatively slow educational method which
reaches people only one at a time,

About a fourth of the doctors express outright
disapproval either on the grounds of lack of time
or because it fails to reach many people or because
they feel patients would not be interested or able
te understand.,

These data are shown in the following table:
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"What do you think of this (discussing with patients how
treatments came to be discovered or developed) as a way
of educating people about medical developmente? Why?

Unqngiiﬁiggfapproval

It's a good way to educate people abqut
medicine or medical researchi generally,,.,,.15%

¥

The doctor is in a good position to do this;
he is trusted, believed, regarded as an
authorlty Ol'.'...l‘....l.!‘l....l.l...l...’.n‘

It helps people understand their illness,
makes them more cooperative, easier to treat,12

uiscellanem ...'.".‘“.‘i\..‘%“.."."...'...l.'v. 2 hw

Qualified approval

If there were time for it, it would take too
much timn, doctors don't have the time,....., 16%

Too limited, doesn't reach enough people,
doesn't do as much good as something else ,, 12

I1f people can understand it, if it'doesn't
coni‘use them ..‘..Q...’.IOCC“....I"'Q«‘....'. S

If people are 1nterested N At severescsceress B

Miscellaneous B P S EECTTEES 006000080 esTOOORINOLOEDS 3 35*

Disapproval

Takes too much time, doctors don't have
enough time L N BN B A SR BN B BE AR NN O BN AR B BN BK BE BE AR AN B NE AR 2R IR R R N 4 7%

Too limited, wouldn't reach enocugh people,
doesn't do as much good as something else... 6

People can't understand, get confused, mis-
infomed IC0.0..".'.'!'.000!OQOIOQIQ'.ti’.‘ 6

People aren't interested euesesssesssscccoves

People are too worried, nervous, when they
see doctors, only thinking of their own
illnesses, don't want t¢ be bothered
With BhiS cieeeseenesssiversssesceassnesses L

uiscellaneous AN AR E R EEEEREEENENEEENENXE LN NN NS ] 2 2&*

e G v ——

100%

b
These figeres eare less than the totals of their respective columns be-
cause same respondents gave more than one type of explanation,
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Having literature on medieal research available for patients is
approved. of by a larger number pf‘doctors,—-éh% say it's a good idea as
compared with 31% who disapprove, The reasoning of the doctors who favor
literature shows clearly that they favor educating the public, and, to a
certain extent, regard llterature as a time-saving device for themselves.
Those who oppose literature assume that people would be too little inter-
ested to bother to read it or too uneducated to be able to understand 1t'
some fear that dissemination of popularized medical information to the .
public would have harmful psycholegical and medical effects,while others
simply wish to see the educational work of medicine separated from the
average practitioner, In more detall.

Do you thlnk 1t would be a good idea or a bad 1dea for
doctors to have 11terature explaining medical research
that they cQuld glve thelr patients? Why?"

Good Idea "

It educates'theipublic,;gives them information,
understanding about medicine, medical researqh.BO%

It saves time for the doctor, patients can read
it instead of having him explain, gives them
confidence: in his treatment, understanding
Qf What he lS dOlng 00.i--uo'cuaono-&co‘.“‘.nilB%

It would combat the ant1v1v1sectlonlst point .
of v1ew, show usefulness of medical research,.. 9%

Doctort's office is ‘logical place for it, people
more likely to-be interested in subject in
connection with own illness, more likely to
believe 1nformat10n they get there seeseseceses 5%

Written materials can be taken with them,
read at leisure R LTI PRI TR TR PR PRPP RIS OPPRRT , L

Mlscellaneous .’i‘.DQOII!QOOI'QOCOOQOOQDlJl.‘«.'lO_Df‘—é% 6W
Bad Idea : )

It would riot be effectlve, people aren't :
interested, wouldn't read it svseeevssseseesss 128

It would just- cOnque pGOple, it's too
technical a subgect “they couldn't under-
Stand lt '..‘.ub.t".000'0"0000-0‘0ll‘l!l!l...'lO%

A little medical knowledge is or would be
dangerous, would: encourage self-treatment,
create phobias, promote crit1c1sm of doctor.,..lo%

Other educational approaches are more effectlve,"
more desirable, this is not the doctor's job... 7%

Miscellaneous ".0.‘!.In"l...".‘.l‘IIO'OUD:OOOD!,’ 2% 31*

Don’t knGW .Q.ﬂi.q'.'...'t!'..d.l.l'ltl“l!.l'll....—t- S

———

100%

*These figures are less than the totals of their respective ‘columns
because some respondents gave more than one type of reason,
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A large part of the public feels that the
subject of animal experimentation has not been
properly publicized. This viewpoint is ex-
pressed more strongly by teachers and by doctors
who tend to regard the public as uninformed aboub
animal experimentation and to favor further efforts
at public education along these lines, For the
most part, teachers and doctors visualize their
own conbributions tc such a program as influencing
the people with whom they usually come in contact:
students, on the one hand, and patients on the
other, Many doctors have, at least occasionally,
discussed medical developments with their patients
and, though usvally they were not thinking of it
as a general device for educating people about
medical research, a good many regard it as an

“effective technique, It is probable that, if

adequately motivated, many doctors would co-
operate with an educational program about medi-
cal research both in this way and by making
literature available through their offices.
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APPENDIX

QUTLINE OF THE STUDY

The Samples®™
This survey is based on three samples:

. 1) A rational cross-section of the adult population
of 2519 cases, Quotas of interviews were assigned
to each of the nine major geographical divisions and
within them to cities and towns of various sizes in
proportion to actual population. Within each of the
sample points, respondents were selected by the inter-
viewers in ways which insured the proper representation
of age, sex, and racial groups.

2) A national cross-section of physicians in private practice
of L35 cases, Thils sample was deslgned to secure regional
and size-of-place representation, as in the case of the
national sample., In each locality, the doctors to be
interviewed were randomly selected from lists of all
doctors in private practice in the community. These
lists were secured from a commercial agency. Interviews
were obtained with about 72% of the originally designated
cases, 17% were found to be ineligible for inclusion in
the sample--no longer in practice, dead, moved away, and
the like-—-while 11% refused to part1c1pate. Randomly
selected doctors were substituted for these last two
groups .

Slightly over half the doctors in the sample are in
- general practice, the remainder specialize to some de-~
gree, four~-fifths limiting their practices to a specialtby,
the other fifth giving it special attention. Two~fifths
of the full and part specialists are certified by the
-Specialty Boards. Details are as follows:

In general practice ,eeeecevscssessevevacssss 5%
Specialize in:

SULZETYT voveasnsscnsscrsserosossenvnosnsnnnad
Gynecology and ObstetriCs siveeeeoserrcacsen
Internal Medicing susveeecevoovecsoannasancs
Otolaryngology veseeesrerescranonenssvonvans
Opthalmelogy eveeiireenrinennvssavarssesosas
PediatriCs vuveeereersscococassreennonennans
Neurology and Psychiabdry civeeveneiervnocnns
Dermatolofy wevievstenscocesacecrnannnsonnns
L% £ L=

Some specialists named more than one field 105%

W E SN O

s

*More technical information on the methods of sampllng employed is available
on reguest. .
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3) A national cross-section of public high-school teachers
of 508 cases, As in the other two cases, this sample
was designed to yield representativeness of region and
size of place, with the assumption that teachers were
distributed proportionately to the general population,
Interviews were divided among several schools in each
community, and teachers to be interviewed selected random-
ly within each school, To simplify the sampling, teachers
in junior high schools were omitted from the sample, and,
where there were segregated school systems Negro teachers
were omitted. The distribution of teachers by subjects
taught is shown below, '

“+ Subject Taught

English, Literature .....veee.0...20%"
History, Social Studies evivee....16
Mothematics savavvcessnovsonsersvaall
Natural Science, Biclogy e.veseee.l0
Art, MUSIC sunreeervocecannnnocens T
Business, Commercial subjects .ev. 7
Physical Science, Chemistry,

PhYSICS svsiibtosesvesncecsnsense &
Foreign languages veeepececcscesas B
Vocational training, Shop eesveee. 6
Physical Education, Gym sieceesves 5
Other I R R R R 5

100%

Characteristics of the Sample

For interested readers, descriptive information about these samples
is shown below: ‘

General High  Practic-
Popula- School ing Phy-
tion Teachers sicians

21"29 LACRI AR A B AP A NI SR N WY 20% 13% 3%
36"39 PO S PTQECELIIOILIIEINIESIIARLLIOES 26 26 29
ho-h9 L R N N 22 36 29
50459 4everrrerervseninsnss 15 21 18
60—69 LI R I R I I N I IR A 11 h 13
70 and OVEr sevvaneerseses O - 8
100% 100% 100%
Sex
Ma}-e E 2K 3 B B R B AR AR B NN NS N Y YN N N Y h9% hzz 95%
Female LB I B IR B 2 B B B Y BN I N WY 51 58 S

1005  100%  100%



General
Popula-
tion

High
School

69

Practice
ing Phy-

Teachers siclans

Marital Stafus

Single eeresisassiobibbane 13%
Widowed .oveinionsossisoee 9
Divorced, separated iiie.. 3
Iarriéd desesaciiniocvsasne 75

100%

Parental Statﬁs

Children seveeeseveaosess T0%
No children cecevescnesee 17

Percent ever married ....  87%
Religion

Protestant «eeeeiseseeosos 69%

CatholiC eevenenmmonnevsss 21
JEWLSH suiasereveeonennans 6
Other Non-Christian ..... %
NODE tevevenerossnnonncnn L
100%

ProtesténtADenéminations

Baptist eevevseesseneesss 18%
Methodist seveevrevenees. 17
Presbyterian .voeeeeeseees 7
Lutheran ...vivecesorcens 6
Episcopaliaf ciovevevcenn L
Congregationalist &

Unitarian seessecacenes 2
QUAKETS vesieeoracoancnes 1
Christian Scientists .... 1
Fundamentalist Sects .... 10
Miscellaneous sceesvossos 3%
Undetermined .veseeesvvas 3

Percent Protestant .. 69%

Church Attendance

Once 2 WeeK svrevansusnose 379
1-3 times a month euvenee 20
Less than once 3 month .. 30
Never ...e... vereesesanne 13

100%

L1z
2 .

3
5L

1003

L
17

-

59%

M~ =3 O\

81%

5L
22
20

100%

6%
5

1
88

100%

80%
i

-~

L%

61%

31%
22
37
10

100%

#*Less than 0.5%.
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General High Practic~
Popula~ School ing Phy-

tion Teachers sicians
Nativity
Native of native father e.eveeees... 7Th% 82% 64
Native of foreign-born father ..... 18 16 2L
Foreigh DOIN sevvsrsvecovevvonaonss ,,8. 2 12
100% 1002 100%
Race
White sesessensucrsrnerercnconeeos  91% 100% 97%
Colered severncesrecnorcascnnennse 9 - 3
100 008 100%
Veteran Status
Served in Armed Forces in
World War II sveveecesseversesse 15% Not Not
Asked Asked
DEA NOb eurenrnrreraaarannnnneens 8%
| 1002
Education
Some COLlEEE sevvvvsonssnvnunnnnas 20% Not Not

. Asked Asked
Some High SChOOL ecveavaroscssenss 4B

Grade SQhOOl BOWBLEPLIEOLISIOINIAEROERRIRETSE 3&-
No formal sChoOling eesesssssesess 1

100%



7

General - High Practic-
Popula~  School  ing Phy-
tion Teachers sicians

Socio~Economic Status

Respon&ént‘s Occupatioen

Professional and semi-professional
Workers SN ENEREIEN NI NI IR B A IR N 5% loo% 100%

Proprietors, managers, and officials
excluding farm eesecesescsevvocss 7

Clerical, sales, and kindred workers 8

Craftsmen, foremen and kindred
workers (skilled workers) ceecseae 7

Operatives and kindred workers -
(Semi¢8killed WOrkeTS) LI A A B I

7
Laborers, non-farm {unskilled workers) 3
Service WOTKeIrS ceescecsrecasvsvonne 6
Farmers soeeerececsvsoscocorosonnsnns 9
Not employed eeevesesssnseesvonseces 08
| 100%

Ceceupation of Main Earner in Household

Professional and semi-professional
WorkeI‘S B EBOLIELE DS SIS IATE RIS . 8% - Not Not
Asked Asked
Proprietors, managers, and officials
excluding Farm ,eececesescessscess 15

Clerical, sales, and kindred workers 12

Craftsmen, foremen and kindred
workers {(skilled workers) sesesees 1h

Operatives and kindred workers:
(semi-skilled WOrkers) eeseeeesess 12

Laborers, non~-farm (unskilled
,workers) L2 IR 2 B A B B 3 B BRI BN IR Y Y B BN R A 6

SerVice WOTKETS eerescsrrsaonsnnnres 8
Farmers LR B BRI B R R B N R B B N RN R Y B IR B R R 1-5

No main earner, retired, pensioned,

etC. S & 084000 0PREACSAETIIRIPIEes s 10

100%



T2
General High Practic-

Popula- School  ing Phy-
tion Teachers sicians

Family Income Not Not
Under $500 @ YOar seeesscassescsns 4% . Asked Asked

$500 10 $1,000 eevevcerrennsereace 9
$1,000 up 0 $2,000 suvvrrevinares 17
$2,000 Up £0 $3,000 taurrirereeees 27
$3,000 up to $4,000 .evvvinniane.. 18
$L,000 up to $5,000 vuverevaiasnes 10
$5,000 up to $10,000 seviereenness 8
$10,000 OF MOTE vrvvrverannrenanen. 2

Information refused e.eeesesveeses 5§

100%
Region of Residence
New England States eeevseevseesss. 8% 7% 11%
Middle Atlantic States eeseeeesees 21 21 25
South Atlantic StatesS eevevecrssas Q 11 10
BEast South Central States ........ O 7 6
West Sounth Central States .ovevens 9 10 7
East North Central States seeevees 22 .20 23
West North Central States .eeeeeee O 10 7
Mountain States sesveecernivaseees 3 3 3
. Pacific 5tateS veveveoen. censesess 10 11 8
100% 100% 100%
S8ize of Place of Residence
City over 500,000 svveereavieeaees 31% 30% 343
SO)OOO‘SOO)OOO “ssrssesereeneves 22 22 29
2,500“'50,000 avwEARIPESOELIOOIQGEOELIEBB OGS 15 23 25
Under 2,500 (Rural Non-Farm) ,.... 15 2L 11
Farm ‘.l..'lll."..""‘*......“.. 17 l 1
100% 100% 1004

The Interview Schedules

The questionnaires used in this study are reproduced in full in the follow~
ing pages. '



The Questionnaire for the General Public

1.

2.

3.

L.

5.

Ts

How much progress would you say there has been in the field of medi-
cine and surgery in the last 25 years--a great deal,' a fair amount,
or hardly any?

A, (IF "A GREAT DEAL") What do you think are the main reasons
why medicine has made so much progress in the last 25 years?
(Anything else?)

B, (IF "A FATR AMOUNT® OR “HARDLY ANY") What do you think are the
main reasons why there hasn't been more progress in medicine
in the last 25 years? (Anything else?)

A, What is your opinion of most doctors today?

B, Why do you feel this way?

Do you think most doctors are too interested in making money from
their patients or not?

A. (IF "MOST AREY) What makes you feel this way?

How much interest do you take in new medical discoveries like the
discovery of new drugs or new ways of treating diseases? Would
you say you are very interested, fairly interested, or hardly
interested at all?

Have you ever had a serious illness or an operation?

&, (IP "YES") What was it (the last one you had)?

IF "ILLUESS":

(1) Do you happen to know what medicine was used in treating
you? What?

(2) (IF SPECIFIC MEDICINE IS NAMED) As far as you know, how
did they first find out that {name of medlclne) was good
for (name of illness)?

IF "OPERATION":

(3) How do you suppose they invented that kind of operation?

Do you happen to know of any medicine that is made from the organs
or tissues of animals? What?

Have you ever read or heard anything about the use of dive animals
1n teachlng and research in medicine?

IF "WYESt:
A, Where did you hear or read about this?

B. What sorts of things do they generally use live animals for in
medicine? (Is there anything else you know of?)

In general, do you favor or oppose the use of live animals in medical
teaching and research?

A. (IF “FAVOR" OR "OPPOSE') Why?



9.

10.

ll.

12.

13.

h

(HAND RESPONDENT CARD) Will you look over these three statements

and tell me which one comes closest to the way you feel about ex-
periments with live animals?

A,

Almost nothing important in medicine has ever been dis-
covered from experiments with animals and probably
nothing important ever will be, '

Maybe experiments with animals did lead to some important
discoveries in the past, but further experiments will not
add anything now.

Experimenting with animals is one of the main ways that
medicine has progressed in the past, and it needs to be
continued,

When medical schools have animals that they are using in research, do
you think they take as good care of them as individual owners would?

IF

"NOT AS GOOD“:

A.
B.

IF

In what ways is the care not as good?
What do you think are the reasons for this?

"CAN'T COMPARE THE TWO":

cC.

As

What are the differences between them?

far as you know, how do doctors decide on what kind of animals to

use for their work?

In

general, when doctors use animals in their work, do you think they

really try to keep from hurting the animals?

A,
Do
to

IF

(IF "DO NOT") What do you think is the reason they don't?

you think doctors should be free to use any kind of animal in their

- work or are there some kinds of animals that they should not be allowed

use?

“SHOULD NOT BE ALLOWED TO USE SOME":

A,

‘B.
. C.

- What kind of animals should not be used for medical research?
Why should these animals riot be used?

If doctors felt that these animals (animals named by respondent
in A) were better suited to their work than any other kind of
animal, would you still be against their using them or not?

(1) (IF "STILL AGAINST") Why?

(HAND RESPONDENT CARD) If the work doctors are doing is going to hurt

the animals used, are there any (other) animals on this list that you
think should not be used? (LIST: Cows, rats, frogs, horses, cats,
guinea pigs, dogs, rabbits, monkeys.)



15,

16,

17,

18.

19.

20,

21,

(HAND RESPONDENT CARD) As you know, doctors use animals for differ—

ent things, Do you think it is all right or not all right for doctors
to use animals for each of these?

A, K new medicine is tried out by giving animals some disease
and seeing if that medicine will cure them.

‘B, A live animal, under an anesthetic to prevent pain, is cut

open to show medical students how the different parts of
the body work.

C. Medical students learn how to perform operations by practicing
on live animgls that have nothing wrong with them while the
animals are under anesthesia to prevent pain.

D. Doctors studying a disease that can't be cured now give it to
an animal in order to operate on it and see what goes on inside
that animal when it has the disease,

As far as you know, where do medical schools get most of the
anlmals they use?

(UNLESS "DON'T KNOW TO QUESTION 16) Do you think this is a good
way for medical schools to get the anlmals they use or would some
other way be better?

A, (IF "SOME OTHER WAY BETTER"} What way?

As far as you know, do medical schools generally have any trouble
getting animals to use for research purposes?

In most cities and towns, stray dogs are picked up by the authorities,
What do you think should be done with these dogs, if they are not
claimed by their owners, and if nobody else wants them as pets?

Do you think they should be put to death by the authorities or

. should they be twrned over to medical schools to be used in research?

Some people say that pet dogs or cats are stolen in order to sell
them to medical schools for research purposes. Do you think this
is true or not?

IF NTRUE":
A, Would you say this happens often or only once in a while?

B. When this happens, who would you say is mainly at fault--
the owner of the pet, the person who steals it, or the
medical school that buys it?

(1) (IF "MEDICAL SCHOOL") Why?

Have you ever heard or read of any people or groups that are try-
ing to keep medical schools from using animals for teaching and
research purposes?

IF UYESY:

A. Vhat people or groups?

B. From what you know, what kind of people would you say they are?
C. Have you ever joined one of these groups or given them any money?

‘D. What have these people or groups done so far? Anything else?

E. Do you think they will succeed in keeping medlcal schools from
using animals or not?

F, (UNLESS "DON'T KNOW TO E) Why?
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22, Do you think that it is important to have rules and regulations
covering the way animals are used in medical research or should
each doctor be allowed to decide for himself how the animals are
to be used? ~

IF "RULES AND REGULATTONS':

A. TWhat rules should there be? (Any others?)

B, Do you think that the medical schools should set up the rules
or should there be laws setting up the rules for the medical
schools? -

IF "LAWS":

(1) Why do there have to be laws?

(2) Do you think that the present anti-cruelty laws in
your state do the job or not?

(a) (IF "DO NOT") Why not?

23. Do you think the guestion of the use of animals in medical research
has received about the right amount of public attention or not?

A. (IF "RIGHT AMOUNT® OR "NOT RIGHT AMOUNT") Why do you think
that?

2li. I wonder if you'd tell me how much you had thought about the
whole question of using animals in medical experiments before
today. Would you say a good deal, a little, or not at all?
FACTUAL DATA
1. Do you usually read a daily newspaper? Which?

A, (IF "HEARST!") Have you ever read any articles in that
paper about how animals are treated in medical research?

(1) (IF "YES") What did you think of them?
2. What was the last grade or year you completed in school?
(IF ANY COLLEGE OR HIGH SCHOOL) Did you ever have any courses in

which either you or the instructor did experiments with live
animals?

3. Did you serve in any branch of the Armed Forces during World War II?
i, What is your approximate age?
5. Do you happen to have any pets? What?
A. (IF "NONE') Did you ever have a pet? What?
6. How often do you go to church or religious services?
7. What religion do you consider yourself?

A. (IF YPROTESTANT") What denomination?




10.

. ll.

12,

13,
1k,
15.
16.
17,
18.

7

In what country were yod born?

A, {IF "UNITED STATES") In what country was your father
born?

Are you married at present?

A, (IF EVER MARRIED) Do you have any children?

Respondent's Occupation or Status. (If respondent is not the
main earner in the family specify occupation of main earner,
also,) :

Would you tell me in which of these general groups your own
total annual family income falls--before taxes? (HAND RESPOND-
ENT. CARD) (We need this information simply to make sure we are
getting a good sample.)

Did you ever spend any time on a farm?

IF WYES": ,
A,  Did you live there or vacation there?

B. Was that when you were a child or since you've been grown up?
Sex |

Economic Level

Race

Size of Town Where Respondent Lives

Region of Residence

Date of Interview
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The Questionnaire for Hng‘Schodl Teachers and Practicing Physicians

1.

3,

How much progress would you say there has been in the field of
medicine and surgery in the last 25 years-~a great deal, a fair
amount or hardly any?

A, (IF "A GREAT DEAL") What do you think are the main reasons
why medicine has made so much progress in the last 25 years?
{Anything else?) '

B. (IF "A FAIR AMOUNT" OR “HARDLY ANY") What do you think are
the main reasons why there hasn'i been more progress in
. medicine in the last 25 years? (Anything else?)

Do you think that animal experimentation has made any contri-
bution to medical progress or not?

A, (IE “XES") What contributions has it made?
B. (IF "™NO") Why do you feel this way?

Here are some important discoveries in medicine. Do you happen to
know what part, if any, animal experimentation has played in the
development of each of them? (What?)

A. Peniciliin

By, Insulin

Cs The Sulfa Drugs

D. Small Pox Vaccine

E, Surgical procedures for saving "blue babies"
F., Streptomycin :

In general, do you favor or oppose the use of live animals in
medical teaching and research?

A. (IF "FAVOR" OR "OPPOSEM) Why?

When medical sc¢hools have animals that they are using in research,
do you think they take as good care of them as individual owners
would?

IF "NOT AS GOOD": ‘
A, In what ways is the care not as good?

B. What do you think are the reasons for this?

IF "CAN'T COMPARE THE TWO":
C. What are the differences between them?

In general, when doctors use animals in their work, do you think
they really try to keep from hurting the animals?

A, (IF PO NOT") What do you think is the reason they'don‘t?
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7. Do you think doctors should be free to use any kind of animal in .
- their work or are there some kinds of animals that they should
not be allowed to use?

IF "SHQULD NOT BE ALLOWEﬁ TO USE SOME":

A. What kinds of animals should not be used for medical research?

B. Why should these animals not be used?

C. If doctors felt that these animals {animals named by respondent
in A) were better suited to their work than any other kind of
animal, would you still be against their using them or not?

(1) (IF "STILL AGAINST") Why?

8. As far as you know, where do medical schools get most of the
animals they use?

9. (UNLESS "DON'T KNOW TO QUESTION 8) Do you think this is a good
way for medical schools to get the animals they use or would some
other way be better?

A, (IF "SOME OTHER WAY BETTER") What way?

10. As far as you know, do medical schools generally have any trouble
getting animals to use for research purposes?

11. In most cities and towns, stray dogs are picked up by the authorities.
What do you think should be done with these dogs, if they are not
c¢laimed by their owners, and if nobody else wants them as pets?

Do you think they should be put to death by the authorities or
should they be turned over to medical schools to be used in research?

12. Have you ever heard or read of any people or groups that are trying
to keep medical schools from using animals for teaching and research
purposes?

IF "YES!:

A, What people or groups? '
B. From what you know, what kind of people would you say they are?
C. What have they been able to accomplish so far? Anything else?

13. As far as you know, are the antivivisectionists (the people who

oppose animal experimentation) a real threat to medical research
or not?

4. (IF "ARE" OR "ARE NOT") Why do you feel this way?

ih. Do you think that anything should be done to combat the ant1v1v1sect10n—
~ists or not? .

4, (IF "SHOULD COMBATY) What should be done?

B, {IF “SHOULD NOT")} Why not?




15,

16.

17.

18,

19.

.20,

80

Do you think that it is important to have rules and regulations
covering the way animals are used in medical research or should
each doctor be allowed to decide for himself how the animals are
to be used?

IF "RULES AND REGULATIONS":

A. What rules should there be? (Any others?)

B. Do you think that the medical schools should set up the rules
or should there be laws setting up the rules for the medical
schools?

CIF "LAWSY:

(1) Why do there have to be laws?
(2) Do you think that the present anti~cruelty laws in
your state do the job or not?

(a) (IF "DO NOT") Why not?

Do you think the gquestion of the use of animals in medical research
has received about the right amount of public attention or not?

A, (IF "RIGHT AMOUNT" OR “NOT RIGHT AMOUNT") Why do you think
that? '

In your opinion, does the general public pretty well understand
the role of animal experimentation in medicine or not?

&, (IF "DOES NOT"™) What would you say are the main gaps in
public understanding?

Do you think that anything should be done to give the public a
clearer conception than they now have of the role of animal ex-
perimentation in medicine?

IF MYES":

A, What should be done? .

B. 1Is there anything that you personally could do? What?

C. (UNLESS "DON'T. KNOW" OR "NO" TO B) Have you ever done any-
thing like that? Why or why not?

IF uNQ"s

D. Why not?

(BOCTORS ONLY) Do you ever discuss with your patients how the.
treatment you are using for them came to be discovered or developed?

IF ﬂYES" -

A, What are your reasons for discussing it?
B. Do you do this with most patients or only a few? Why°

IF mNO":
C. What are your reasons for not discussing it?

(DOCTORS ONLY) What do you think of this as a way of educating
people about medical developments? Why?



21,

1.

2.

3.

7.

9.

10,
11,
1z,
13.
k.

81
(DOCTORS ONLY) Do you think it would be a good idea or a bad
idea for doctors to have literature explaining medical research
that they could give their patients?

A.  (IF "GOOD" OR "BAD") Why?

FACTUAL DATA
Do you usually read a daily newspaper? Which?

A. (IF "HEARST") Have you ever read any articles in that paper
about how animals are treated in medical research?

() (IF "YES") What did you think of them?
What is your approximate age?
Do you happen to have any pets? What?
A, (IF "NONE“) Did you ever have a pet? What?
Are yoﬁ'married at present?

A. (IF EVER MARRIED) Do you have any children?

How often do you go to church or religious services?

What religion do you consider you;self?'

A. (IF "PROTESTANT") What denomination?

In what country were you born?

A. (IF "UNITED STATES") In what countrj‘was your father born?
Did you ever spend any‘time on a farm?

IF "YES":

A., Did you live there or vacation there?
B. Was that when you were a child or since you've been grown up?

(DOCTORS ONLY) Are you in general practice or do you specialize?
IF "SPECIALIZE":

A. Do you limit your practice to your specialty or do you give
it special attention?

B, What field do you specialize in?

C. Are you a Diplomate of the American Board of that specialty?

{TEACHERS ONLY) What subject do you teach? (Enter énly major
subgect taught.)

Sex

Race , v

Size of Town Where Respondent Lives
Region of Residence

Date of Interview



