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Dissec t ion Essay

By Carmen Crosland, Blk. B

Dissection is a way to explore the internal parts of dead animals, in the classroom. As our world develops in 
technology, our options expand. Dissection alternatives are growing to be more and more acceptable, in some 
parts of the globe, as students become aware of what is out there. In this essay, I will express both sides, and 
give my personal opinion on dissection.

It is believed by some individuals, that dissection, being a hands-on approach, is the most accurate way to 
explore the body systems, and how they work. Dissection allows you to examine and analyze your specimen, 
up close. For some students, dissection is the fun and exciting part of Science class, and some people believe 
that dissection is the best way to explore. Many people also believe that dissection is essential to their future 
careers. On the other hand, all of these points can be argued from the other side ...

Dissection is not necessarily the most accurate method of exploring a specimen. For one, if a student makes 
a mistake, there is no turning back, whereas, with a digital model on your computer, you can start all over 
again if you mess up. Another important point, is that there are strong preservative chemicals used on dead 
animals, that can actually change the skin texture and colour, so you are not even observing the animal the 
way it would naturally look and feel. In other words, you would not be missing anything by using a computer 
version, or plastic model, except some blood and guts. For those students who look forward to dissection, 
being their fun and exciting part, that is not to say that alternatives cannot be fun or exciting. You can do 
basically the same with a computer simulation or plastic model, and with a report on the parts of an animal, 
you would learn more. As for dissection being and important part of our future careers, statistics say that 
out of the 75-80% of students that dissect, only about 1% will actually go into anything remotely related to 
dissecting. Even for that one percent, alternatives are certainly not out of the question to them. Alternatives 
do not limit our learning.

As for why an individual may be opposed to dissecting, it may be against their religion or beliefs, or maybe the 
thought of it is to revolting to them. For some, it is a way of life; they do not eat animals, wear them, use them, 
or dissect them. Some teachers may think it hypocritical that a student not dissect, but still eat meat and wear 
leather, but what they need to understand, is that everyone chooses what they are comfortable with, and that 
everyone takes things step at a time. Whatever their reason, they all have the right to choose not to dissect, 
and their mark not to suffer.

Many places now have student choice policies, or more commonly, a resolution that those students who do 
not wish to dissect, for whatever reason it may be, will be offered an alternate assignment to dissecting. In the 
United States, some of these places include, Florida, California, Pennsylvania, New York, Rhode Island, Illinois, 
Virginia, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, and New Mexico. The Vancouver district passed a “Student Choice Policy,” 
in 2005. The issue was discussed for the Okanagan, but they settled on more of a resolution. Policies do not 
restrict teachers, either. They are just required to offer something in place of dissection, and those teachers 
interested, get a chance to learn more.
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In a frightening sense, dissection can be a start for future serial killers. It may seem far out to some, but this 
should be taken seriously, as sick individuals have admitted their first taste for killing had started with animals. 
Serial killer, Jeffery Dahmer, said it started with dissecting a fetal pig in grade nine, then two dogs and cats, 
and then humans. Cutting up dead animals gave him excitement and power, and fantasies of doing the same 
to a human body.

Not only is dissection offensive to some individuals, but the reality behind it is that these animals certainly do 
not live their last days in exceptional conditions, and are not killed humanely, if one believes that there even 
is a humane way to kill a living being. According to investigations, by the People for the Ethical Treatment of 
Animals, animals are physically abused, deprived of food and water, and killed painfully. The state of mind at 
the biological supply companies, were basically that it didn’t matter if the animals got hurt, they were going 
to die anyway. Animals were beat with metal rods. The workers thought it was funny to dip a rat into the water 
several times, before finally drowning it. Many people don’t like it, but these places can be compared to the 
Holocaust; there is no doubt about it. Animals live in cramped conditions, get abused, and then sent into the 
gas chambers. About six million animals, per year, are killed to be cut up in the classroom. It is unjust, and 
unnecessary.

Chemicals, such as formaldehyde, which preserves dead animals, are said to be linked to throat, lung, and 
nasal passage cancers, as well as asthma attacks.

There are definitely enough points against dissection, although it is just a matter of educating the public 
about it. If companies were to argue that workers will lose their jobs, were dissection to end, they can put 
themselves to use making and advancing alternatives to dissection, rather than harming animals and illegally 
dumping chemicals.

To conclude, I will give my personal thoughts, being that I strongly disagree with dissection. It is a lifestyle, 
for me. I first became a vegetarian, at about four years old, then got very into the animal rights aspect around 
age ten, and became a vegan (no meat, dairy, eggs, or honey). As I am a step ahead of animal welfare, even 
if animals used in dissection were treated humanely, I would still choose not to dissect. I don’t believe that 
animals are ours to use. I believe that they are here, just trying to live, like us, and that they have an equal right 
to life. I also don’t believe that students should be breathing in harmful chemicals, and these chemicals should 
not be released into the environment. Given the evidence against dissection, I don’t know who could still 
believe that it is right, or even useful. In a hypothetical situation, where certain human cultures were crowded 
into a dirty factory, and hit hard with cold metal rods, deprived of food and water, sometimes tortured, and 
finally, gassed to death, for research, there would be mass controversy. No matter what species of human or 
animal, we all feel pain equally. It is just a matter of power. Humans are most advanced in technology, so we 
take advantage, although, many animals have a brain capacity of a toddler, so that is not to say that they are 
not intelligent. Dolphins have an even more advanced vocabulary than us. The one thing animals don’t have, 
however, that we do, is a voice to speak up for themselves. This is why I have chosen the path that I have taken. 
I will not dissect a living, breathing, feeling organism, because I know what it is that I would be supporting....
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