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The A S C 
Animals in Science Committee 
 
 

Animals in Science Committee   
Minutes of the 12th Meeting: 12 September 2016  

 
 

1.0 Welcome, Introductions and Conflicts of Interest 
  
1.1. The Chair welcomed attendees to the 12th meeting of the Committee. He 

introduced the seven new Members of the Committee, and noted that their 
appointments had been announced that morning on the ASC website, alongside 
pen portraits and registers of interest.  
 

1.2. Apologies were received from Dr Sophie Dix and Ms Moore Flannery. A full list of 
attendees is provided at Annex A. 

 
1.3. No conflicts of interest were reported. 
 

2.0 Minutes and Actions from the last ASC Meeting 
 

2.1 Minutes 
 
2.1.1  Minutes of the last meeting had been agreed via e-mail and published on the ASC 

website. 
 
2.2 Actions Arising 
 
2.2.1 Actions were complete, with the exception of actions 5, 12, 13 and 15; 

• Action 5: Secretariat to liaise with ASRU on taking Pickard Recommendation 
paper forward. 

• Action 12: Secretariat to arrange a teleconference between the Chair and Chair 
of the Harm Benefit Assessment Subgroup (HBA SG) to discuss proposal for 
agenda items with the Higher Education Funding Council for England (HEFCE). 

• Action 13: Members to forward potential agenda items for discussion at the 
HEFCE meeting.  
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• Action 15: Chair of the Licence Referral Review subgroup (LRR SG) to draft a 
note, for agreement by the ASC, to the Business Innovations & Skills (BIS) 
Minister. 

 
2.2.2 Action 5: The Head of Science Secretariats and Chair of the Committee agreed 

that further consideration was needed on if, and how, this action might be taken 
forward. 

 
2.2.3 Action 12 and 13: A meeting between the Chair and Chair of the HBA SG to 

discuss matters for the HEFCE meeting was unavoidably postponed. The 
Secretariat will rearrange this and then arrange a meeting between the Chair and 
HEFCE. 

 
2.2.4 Action 15: BIS recently underwent a restructure; therefore the action is in 

abeyance until a suitable opportunity to make an impact arises.  
 

3.0 Chair’s Update 
 
3.1 New Minister 
 
3.1.1 It was reported that Ben Wallace MP had taken on the portfolio for Home Office 

Science, and a meeting had been arranged between the Minster and the Chair for 
mid-October. Members would be informed of discussions. An invitation to attend 
the next ASC meeting will be extended to the Minister. 

 
3.2 Meeting with the Expert Group for Non Human Primate Neuroscience UK 
 
3.2.1 Professor Lemon and the Expert Group have postponed attendance at an ASC 

meeting until December. This was as a result of a workshop scheduled to take 
place at the end of September which is being run by the Expert Group and which 
all members of the ASC have been invited to. 

 
3.2.2 The Chair also confirmed that members of the ASC were interested in hearing the 

views of other groups whose interests lie in Non Human Primate (NHP) work. 
 
3.3 ASRU training events 
 
3.3.1 The Chair expressed his thanks to ASRU for extending invitations to ASC 

members to attend stakeholder training events, as part of the recruitment of three 



Page 3 of 10 

 

new Inspectors. A list of training events had been circulated to all Committee 
members. 

 
Action 1:  Members to advise the Secretariat of any training events which they would 

like to attend. 
 
3.4 Chimera moratorium 
 
3.4.1 The Chair advised the Committee that the moratorium on funding of experiments 

using chimeras had been lifted by the US National Institute of Health (US NIH). 
 
3.4.2 The Chair requested that a member of the ASC monitor developments and update 

the Committee. 
 
Action 2:  Members to advise the Secretariat of interest in compiling a watching brief on 

chimera experiments following the end of the moratorium. 
 

4.0 Harm-Benefit Analysis Subgroup (HBA SG)  
 
4.1 The Chair expressed his thanks to Dr Penny Hawkins and Dr Huw Golledge for 

agreeing to remain on the HBA SG as co-optees until the completion of the current 
work programme. He then invited the Chair of the SG to update members on the 
progress of this work. 

 
4.2 The Chair of the HBA SG expressed her thanks to Ms Anna Rowland for acting as 

Deputy Chair over the summer period. She also thanked SG members for drafting 
key sections of the paper. Some further changes remain, this will involve: 
additional contributions on the sections on harms and benefits; some further 
refinement on highlighting the collective responsibility for harm benefit 
assessments, specifically that these do not solely lie with ASRU; and some 
reshaping of the final report. She confirmed the paper should be finalised by the 
next meeting of ASC, scheduled for December 2016. 

 
4.3 The Chair of the HBA SG invited the Committee to send any comments or 

suggestions on the current draft to the SG at their earliest opportunity. 
 
Action 3: HBA SG to continue reworking the HBA paper for final presentation at the 

December ASC meeting. 
Action 4:  Committee to send comments on the draft paper to the Secretariat for 

dissemination to the SG. 
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4.4 The Head of Policy at ASRU suggested that a member of ASRU attend the next 

meeting of the HBA SG, to help ensure both the SG and the unit were kept up to 
date on policy developments. 

 
Action 5:  Secretariat to invite ASRU representatives to the next meeting of the HBA 

SG. 
   

5.0 Licence Referral Review Task and Finish Group (LRR SG) 
 
5.1 The Chair of the LRR SG extended his thanks to Dr Huw Golledge and Prof Gavin 

Woodall for remaining as co-optees with the Group until the completion of the 
project. 

 
5.2 He provided an update on the work of the SG. The SG, having analysed the data 

extracted from 20 historical NHP project licence application referrals made to the 
APC/ASC, were tasked to consider whether there were any general criteria that 
could be applied to licence applications (such as length of restraining time for an 
NHP) so as to obviate the need to refer them to the ASC.  

 
5.3 The SG had concluded from their analysis that it was not, in fact, possible to 

develop any such general criteria, and that the ASC’s licence application sub-
group added value to the applications that were referred to them. 

 
5.4 The Deputy Chair further explained that following a series of interviews she had 

carried out  with ASC members to discuss potential improvements in the licence 
referral process, some suggestions had already been implemented; 

 
I. The full Committee now see, and have an opportunity to comment upon, 

project applications referred to the project licence sub-committee. 
II. A list of questions/ comments raised by the Committee is now provided to the 

applicant in advance of the meeting, to allow them time to prepare responses 
and obtain information as required. 

III. It was also agreed that the attendance of ASRU for the duration of the 
meetings was helpful, as they were able to provide further information on 
request. It was also agreed that the membership of the subcommittee should 
be reviewed once new members had been appointed but that the current 
Chair should remain in post. 
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5.5 The Chair asked the Committee whether they agreed to the recommendations 
made within the paper and whether they had any further comments. No objections 
were raised to the recommendations made, subject to the following; 
 
I.  A  secure online system, to allow members to comment on applications, 

should be explored; 
II. As part of the online system, blinded and nil returns should be included as a 

requirement, to ensure all members have had the opportunity to provide 
comments; 

III. In the event that the ASC are happy to recommend approval without a 
meeting, the applicant themselves should be able to request a face-to-face 
meeting. In addition, the Chair and assigned Inspector should each be able 
to convene a meeting if they think it necessary. 

IV. The Chair of the sub-committee should ensure that relevant expertise is 
represented at sub-committee meetings.  

 
5.6 It was further agreed by the Committee that, where a project licence application 

was approved by a majority rather than unanimously, this should be stated in the 
letter containing the Committee’s recommendations. 

 
Action 6: LRR SG to amend report in line with suggestions made in 5.5 - 5.6 above. 
 

6.0 AWERB Subgroup 
 
6.1 The Chair of the AWERB subgroup provided an update on the progress made 

since the last ASC Meeting, commenting that many of the Hubs have held or plan 
to hold their inaugural meetings. 

 
6.2 The Chair also proposed that Dr Penny Hawkins, a previous Committee member, 

be co-opted on to the subgroup for a term of one year. The Committee agreed. 
 
Action 7:  Secretariat to write to Dr Penny Hawkins with a formal invitation to join the 

subgroup as a co-optee member for a one year term of service. 
 
6.3 Since the ASC met in May, the Chair had visited 3 Hubs in Scotland and the Hub 

for the Northern region.  
 
6.4 The Chair and Secretariat are currently awaiting a decision from an AWERB 

based in the Northern region, on whether it is willing to act as a Hub. If it agrees, 
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the North of England region (currently the largest region) will be split into two 
regions of more manageable size (North East and North West). 

 
Action 8:  Secretariat to follow up with contact regarding acting as a Hub for the 

proposed North West region. 
 
6.5 Hub Support Note 
 
6.5.1 The Hub support note had been circulated to the previous full Membership of the 

Committee and their comments have been incorporated within the current 
iteration. The Support note was also reviewed by Hubs which the Chair had 
recently visited.  

 
6.5.2 The Head of Science Secretariats is also in the process of working with ASRU and 

the Home Office legal department to gain clarification on any potential implications 
of Section 24 to maximise the potential for AWERBs to share information within 
the Hub network.  This information will be shared with members as soon as it 
becomes available. 

 
Action 9:  Head of Science Secretariat to share with Committee members the findings 

on Section 24 as they relate to communication within the AWERB network.  
 
6.5.3 The Chief Inspector raised a point on behalf of Establishment Licence Holders 

(ELH) who had asked for further clarity on the difference between the roles of the 
AWERB Hub network, as established by the ASC, and AWERB UK.  

 
6.5.4 The Chair explained that the AWERB Hub network had been established 

essentially to promote communication between the AWERBs. AWERB UK was 
established to disseminate more general information to AWERBs. The Chair 
confirmed that the issue of how the two bodies interrelate will be addressed, once 
the Hub network is fully established. The Secretariat agreed to write a response, 
detailing the differences between the AWERB Hub network and AWERB UK, and 
forward this to the Chief Inspector for wider dissemination. 

 
Action 10:   Secretariat to detail the differences between the AWERB Hub network and 

AWERB UK, then forward to ASRU. 
 
6.5.5 The Head of Science Secretariats welcomed further comments on the draft 

support note. Some general points were raised including; reordering of the support 
note to better highlight Hub specific material; annexing existing guidance to avoid 
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duplication; the need to refer to the role of Lay Members of AWERBs and, the 
addition of a digest on the technical aspects of the AWERB role.  

 
6.5.6 Following a discussion on these issues three members of the Committee agreed 

to review the support note and amend in line with the discussions held and in 
consultation with the Committee. 

 
Action 11:  Committee members to review the Hub support. 
Action 12: Committee members to forward comments and suggestions concerning the 

support note to the Secretariat for dissemination to the above three members 
as part of their review. 

 
6.6 Hub Workshop 
 
6.6.1 The Chair proposed that a second AWERB Hub workshop be arranged for later in 

the year. 
 
Action 13: Secretariat to look into proposal for an AWERB Hub workshop in December 

2016 or January 2017. 
 

7.0 Stern Review of REF 
 
7.1 The Chair of the LRR SG provided a brief update on the letter sent to Lord Stern’s 

office regarding the ongoing review of the Research Excellence Framework. The 
letter had previously been agreed by the Committee and sent to Lord Stern’s 
office. A response has not yet been received.  

 
Action 14:  Secretariat to follow up with Lord Stern’s’ office and update the Committee 

when a response has been received.  

 
8.0 EU Measures Review 
 
8.1 The Head of Policy for ASRU confirmed that until a position has been reached on 

Brexit matters by Senior Government, any implications for ASPA cannot be 
determined. It was agreed that the Committee would be kept up to date with 
progress.   
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9.0 ASRU Updates 
 
9.1 The Chief Inspector explained that following the retirement of the former Head of 

ASRU, the unit’s senior leadership had been reorganised and now comprises the 
Chief Inspector, who is also Head of Unit, the Head of Policy and Administration, 
the Head of Operations and Strategy and three Principal Inspectors. The team 
focuses on strategic issues, policy making and has oversight of operational issues. 
Inspectors will also lead on specific areas of ASRU business including ASC liaison 
on project licence application referrals, Compliance and AWERBs. 

 
9.2 In addition, three new Inspectors have completed the recruitment process and are 

currently undertaking training. ASC members have also been invited to participate 
in the training modules as an opportunity for greater engagement with and 
understanding of the role of ASRU. ASRU now have 18 Inspectors, three Principal 
Inspectors, and the Chief Inspector making 22 Inspectors in total. 

 
9.3 Project Licence Referral Process Map 
 
9.3.1 A process map created by ASRU to define the process and associated timelines 

for a project licence referral to the ASC had previously been presented to the ASC. 
ASRU confirmed that the comments and suggestions from Committee members, 
specifically those relating to the timing of feedback to the Committee which will 
now be provided ‘as soon as practicable’, had been incorporated into the process 
map.   

 
9.4 Feedback on project licence application 
 
9.4.1 An ASRU Inspector outlined that, in line with the process map referred to in 9.3.1, 

feedback had been provided to the Committee on a recent project licence 
application referred to them. The Inspector confirmed that all the points raised by 
the Committee had been addressed by the applicant prior to ASRU granting the 
licence. The Inspector welcomed any further comments from the Committee on 
whether the information contained within the feedback could be improved. 

 
Action 15:  Committee to forward any further comments concerning project licence 

application feedback and suggestions to improve this to the Secretariat.  
 
9.4.2 It was also noted that, following the recent referral to the ASC of an application for 

a project licence to work with animals containing human materials (ACHM), the 
ASC had requested that ASRU develop a protocol for future ACHM licences which 
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would ensure applicants identify, as part of the application process, that the 
necessary permissions from the relevant regulatory bodies had been obtained 
before the licence authority was granted. 

  
Action 16:  ASRU to update the Committee on protocol development concerning checks 

with relevant authorities for the required permissions on ACHM project 
licence applications. 

 

10.0 Committee Matters 
 
10.1 The Chair thanked Members for their attendance at the meeting and the ASC 

Induction held earlier that morning. He suggested that Members contact the 
Secretariat if they had any further questions or points that they would like clarified 
in relation to any of the induction content. 

 
Action 17: Members to contact the Secretariat if they need any additional information 

following the induction morning. 
 
10.2 The ASC 2015 Annual report had been finalised and will shortly be published on 

the ASC website. 
 
10.3 The Secretariat will contact all Members regarding membership of subgroups.  
 
Action 18: Secretariat to contact all members to seek preferences for subgroup 

membership.  
 
10.4 The Secretariat will contact Members regarding dates for further meetings of the 

ASC.  
 
Action 19:  Secretariat to secure meeting dates of the ASC for 2017. 
 

11.0 AOB  
 
11.1 None 
 
 

 Next Meeting 
 5 December 2016 

ANNEX A 
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Animals in Science Committee (ASC) 
Dr John Landers (Chair) 
Mr Ken Applebee 
Professor Donald Bruce 
Dr Hannah Clarke 
Professor Gail Davies 
Ms Wendy Jarrett 
Professor Malcolm Macleod 
Mr Barney Reed 
Dr Sally Robinson 
Ms Anna Rowland 
Professor Clare Stanford 
Dr Gilly Stoddart 
Dr Aurelie Thomas 
Professor Sarah Wolfensohn 
 
Home Office (Animals in Science Regulation Unit, ASRU) 
Mr Will Reynolds 
Dr Sue Houlton 
Dr Peter Thornton 
Ms Katherine Knight 
 
Home Office Science Secretariat 
Dr Jo Wallace 
Mr Adam Qureshi 
Ms Caroline Wheeler 
 
Apologies 
Dr Sophie Dix (ASC) 
Ms Moore Flannery (ASRU) 
 


