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The A S C 

Animals in Science Committee 

 

 

Animals in Science Committee 

Minutes of the 13th Meeting: 05 December 2016 
 

1.0 Welcome, Introductions and Conflicts of Interest 

  

1.1. The Chair welcomed attendees to the 13th meeting of the Committee. Dr Bettina 

Mavrommatis was welcomed as the new Secretary to the Committee. The Chair 

thanked Mr Adam Qureshi, who has now left the Secretariat, for his assistance 

over the last 14 months. The Chair thanked Prof Sarah Wolfensohn and Dr Sophie 

Dix, whose terms of office would lapse before the next full meeting of the 

Committee, for their support and valuable input over the serving period. 

1.2. Apologies were received from Dr Wendy Jarrett. 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 and published on the ASC website. 
 

2.2 Actions Arising 
 

2.2.1 Actions were complete, with the exceptions: 

 Action 2: Watching brief on chimera experiments 

 Action 3: Redraft HBA report – close to finalisation. Executive summary and 

recommendations to be agreed during the 13th ASC meeting (Item 6).  

 Action 5: Pickard Report Recommendations. Further consideration needed to 

determine next steps.  
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3.0 Presentation by representatives of the Expert Group for Non 

Human Primate (NHP) Neuroscience UK 

 

3.1  The Chair welcomed Prof Roger Lemon and Prof Anna Mitchell to the meeting.  

3.2  Prof Lemon provided a PowerPoint presentation to the Committee detailing the 

background and interests of the Expert Group. The presentation was followed by 

discussion concerning the severity classifications and statistical considerations of 

NHP project licence applications. 

3.3  Following the discussion, the Chair thanked both attendees for attending.  

 

4.0 NHP – Next Steps 

 

4.1 Given time constraints the Chair requested that further consideration of NHP work 

take place at the next ASC meeting in February 2017.  

4.2 Members were informed that in response to the request to hear a variety of views, 

noted in the minute of the ASC’s 12th meeting, the Chair had received a request 

from Dr Katy Taylor (Cruelty Free International) to present in the next meeting.  

4.3 Members agreed that a rounded input and a variety of views were to be welcomed 

and that Dr Katy Taylor should be invited to present the ASC meeting in February 

2017.   

4.4 The Chair reiterated that he and members of the ASC were interested in hearing 

further views of other groups whose interests lie in Non Human Primate (NHP) 

work. 

 

5.0 Chair’s Update 

 

5.1 Meeting with Ben Wallace MP 

 

5.1.1 The Chair updated the Committee on his meeting with Ben Wallace MP, Home 

Office Minister for Security whose role also included the use of animals in testing. 

Overall, the meeting was positive and the Minister expressed an interest in 

attending an ASC meeting in the future.   

5.1.2 The Chair noted the importance of the work of the National Centre for the 

Replacement, Refinement and Reduction of Animals in Research (NC3R’s) and it 

was agreed to extend an invitation to Dr Vicky Robinson (N3CRs) to provide an 

update. 
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 5.2 ASRU training events 

 

5.2.1 The Chair expressed his thanks to ASRU for providing ASC members with the 

opportunity to attend inspector training events, including those provided by 

external stakeholders, as part of the induction of three new Inspectors.  

5.2.2  Further training events had been initiated by ASRU, as part of the recruitment of 

two further Inspectors. A list of training events for 2017 would be circulated to the 

Committee for expression of interest to attend. 

 

Action 1:  Once available, secretariat to disseminate list of training events to 

members, and members to advise the Secretariat of any training events 

which they would like to attend. 

 

5.3 Established Licence Holder (ELH) Event  

 

5.3.1 The Chair attended the Establishment Licence Holder (ELH) event at the recent 

Laboratory Animal Science Association (LASA) conference, where the Head of 

Science Secretariat gave a presentation on the AWERB Hub Initiative.  

5.3.2 It was noted that whilst ELHs were enthusiastic about the AWERB Hub initiative 

there had been issues with regard to communication flows which the secretariat 

were proactively attempting to rectify.  

5.3.3 The Secretariat had recently issued a request to Hub chairs to send an email to 

their allocated AWERBs requesting a response confirming that contact details 

could be circulated across the network.  

 

6.0 Harm-Benefit Analysis Subgroup (HBA Subgroup)  

 

6.1 The Chair of the HBA Subgroup provided an update on the progress of this work. 

6.2 Members were thanked for their comments and suggestions which would be 

incorporated into the final report. Members were asked to forward any further 

comments.  

 

Action 2: ASC members to send final specific/ technical points to the Chair of the 

HBA Subgroup by 21-12-2016. 

 

6.3  An overview of the executive summary and nine recommendations, their 

background and impact, was provided. Discussion was invited around three main 

areas: 

 What parts of the HBA review were particularly good?  
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 Were there any parts/ subjects/ considerations from the current iteration of 

the assessment that were still missing?  

 Once finalised, which individuals/ institutions or organisations should take 

ownership of the HBA review?  
 

Action 3: ASC members to reflect and suggest organisations/ individuals and 

institutions to which the document would be of particular interest. 

 

6.4 Specific comments regarding Recommendations 3, 5, 8 and 9 were raised during 

the discussion:  

 Recommendation 3: This Recommendation was, in its current form, 

addressed to both AWERBs and scientists but referred to different aspects 

of cumulative severity. Members suggested these recommendations be 

separated out and that cumulative severity should be further defined by the 

severity experienced by the animal over the lifetime of a project and/or the 

cumulative severity of the animal over its lifetime. 

 Recommendation 5: Recommendation 5 referred to assessing the benefits 

from basic research. Members felt that this required the inclusion of a 

caveat to better define ‘basic research’ in relation to the “valid benefit under 

ASPA”.  

 Recommendation 8: Questions were raised regarding the meaning of 

‘different routes through the HBA’ within the first sentence. The Subgroup 

Chair explained that she referred to societal concerns as one of the key 

triggers resulting in a licence referral to the Committee. 

 Recommendation 9: This refers to the Harm-Benefit-Analysis and its role in 

supporting transparency and learning around uncertainties. The Head of 

Policy at ASRU pointed out that this recommendation is highly dependent 

on the ‘owner’, and whether it is intended for the public domain or for 

advisory bodies/ researchers. The Subgroup Chair advised she would seek 

advice from ASRU on this item before finalisation. 

 

Action 4:  Subgroup Chair to clarify with ASRU the addressee of 

Recommendation 9. 

  

7.0 Licence Referral Review Task and Finish Group (LRR Subgroup) 

 

7.1 The Chair thanked the LRR Subgroup for sending the finalised documents to the 

Committee and invited the Subgroup Chair to update the members. 

7.2  Having analysed the data extracted from 20 historical NHP project licence 

application referrals made to the ASC and its predecessor, the Animal Procedures 

Committee, the ASC Subgroup had considered whether there were any algorithms 
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that could be applied to licence applications (such as length of restraining time for 

an NHP) to improve selection for referral to the ASC. None had been determined. 

7.3 An overview of the subgroups’ final report and recommendations was provided. 

Members were thanked for their valuable input. An error in Recommendation 3e 

(“in the event of an absence of consensus but majority view”) was noted and it was 

agreed to redraft the recommendation to better reflect discussion of the previous 

ASC meeting. 

 

Action 5:  LRR Subgroup to redraft Recommendation 3e as agreed in the Minute 

of the previous full Committee Meeting. 

 

7.4 It was agreed that, following the requisite change to recommendation 3e, that the 

report and recommendations would be passed to the Minister with a view to 

publication.  

7.5 In taking forward the recommendation of the final report, members agreed that the 

Terms of Reference (ToR) of the current ASC Licence Referral Subgroup required 

amendment.   The LRR Subgroup agreed to provide an amended ToR.    

7.6  The Head of Policy at ASRU enquired whether, in addition to other 

recommendations, the scope  of the Licence Review Subgroup could be 

broadened to enable feedback to the Inspectorate concerning specified topics/ 

methods within a licence, that were more widely applicable to aid both the 

Inspectorate and the applicant. The Subgroup Chair enquired whether ASRU 

would like to see this implemented in the ToR. 

 

Action 6: LRR Subgroup and ASRU to discuss whether a broader scope, 

including general recommendations to the Inspectorate regarding 

certain methods that were more generally applicable to a range of 

licences, could be implemented into the Terms of Reference.  

 

7.7 The Subgroup Chair added that the Inspectorate had already gained knowledge 

from previous licence referrals evidenced by a slight decrease in the extent of the 

advice required by the Inspectorate from the ASC.  

7.8 Members enquired whether responses had been received for Question 4.6.3 in 

reference to licences not referred to the ASC where the views of the Committee 

with regards to ethical implications would differ from the Inspectorate. The 

Subgroup Chair explained that no responses had been received but, along with 

the ASC Chair, he believed that in practice most licences that may be considered 

to have ethical implications were indeed referred to the ASC for review.  
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8.0 AWERB Subgroup 

 

8.1 Hub Network 

 

8.1.1 The Chair provided an update on the AWERB network and Hub initiative and 

progress made since the last ASC Meeting. Nearly all Hubs had now held, or plan 

to hold, their inaugural meetings. Some Hubs were awaiting the hub support 

document before taking this further (discussed below). 

8.1.2  To further facilitate communication across Hubs, the Secretariat, on behalf of the 

ASC, had circulated a request to Hub Chairs to share contact details across the 

network. Some had responded with the requested information, while others had 

requested more time. Once a complete list had been prepared it will be 

disseminated across the network.  

8.1.3  During the recent LASA meeting the Chair had been asked whether, as an interim 

measure and until given current communication gaps were closed, the Hub system 

might be circumvented with communication sent direct to all AWERBs. This was 

agreed.  

8.1.4  The Chair updated the members on progress regarding the proposed North-West 

England hub. Two AWERB Chairs had agreed to jointly host a hub, with this 

expanding by up to 3 additional AWERBs over time.  

8.1.5 Mr Ken Applebee noted that a new Hub Chair may be required for the London 

area in the near future. He will update the Secretariat on this matter.  

 

8.2 AWERB Hub Support Note  

 

8.2.1  The Chair thanked the Subgroup for producing the final iteration of the document. 

This had been distributed to the ASC along with the meeting papers with the aim 

to gain sign-off.  

8.2.2 Members enquired whether Section 5 which summarised ‘good practice’ in 

regards to ‘Reduction’ and ‘Refinement’ requires expansion to include an 

additional paragraph referring to the AWERBs role in ‘Replacement’ (such as non-

animal alternatives). It was confirmed by the Subgroup that a paragraph regarding 

replacement had initially been in the document, but had been removed. This would 

be reinstated.  

 

Action 7: Authors of support note to reinstate paragraph on the AWERBs role in 

‘Good practice’ regarding Replacement. 
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8.2.3  It was noted that members had been approached concerning the Hub Support 

Note and the request had been made for members to provide a role description of 

AWERB Chairs within the note. In discussion members felt it would be 

counterproductive to include a role description and that chairs should have the 

flexibility to translate the note as appropriate.  

8.2.4 Members queried the number of Hub regions and their names. It was agreed that 

the addition of a map depicting the geographical features of the regions would 

benefit the document.  

 

Action 8: Secretariat to circulate a map of AWERB regions to Subgroup members 

and ensure regions in the Support Note are correct.   

 

8.2.5 Discussions centred on an agreement of Hub tenure length and whether a period 

of three or five years would be more appropriate. It was suggested that three year 

tenure may be most appropriate. This could be discussed with AWERBs at the 

next AWERB workshop (planned for February 2017). Members noted that in 

agreeing a tenure time, and given the staggered response to uptake of roles, a 

common ‘launch’ date should be decided upon. Members concurred that the start 

date for all hubs should be agreed as 1st of March 2017.  

8.2.6 A final point was raised on the importance of the Hub network to be able to 

organise themselves independently and this may require an explicit sentence 

within the Hub Support note. 

  

Action 9:  After amendments, Subgroup Chair to send final Hub Support Note to 

Secretariat for dissemination and sign off by the full Committee.  

 

8.3 Hub Workshop 

 

8.3.1 The Chair proposed that a third AWERB Hub workshop be arranged for February 

2017. He noted that a possible agenda had been discussed at a recent AWERB 

Subgroup. The workshop would be split into two parts, with an initial themed 

workshop and an afternoon session of small groups for hub/ AWERB feedback. 

Further suggestions for agenda items were requested from members.  

8.3.2 A central objective of this would be to commence the development of work themes 

across the Hubs as a means of instigating improved good practice.  

 

Action 10: Secretariat to take forward AWERB Hub workshop in February 2017 and 

ASC members to provide items for workshop agenda. 
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9.0 ASRU Update 

 

9.1 Feedback from ELHs on ASRU processes 

 

9.1.1 Members were informed of the meetings that ARSU had held recently with 

stakeholders including ELHs, Bioindustry representatives, and animal welfare 

groups etc. Feedback received would be worked up into public-facing materials and 

would include actions that ASRU would undertake to provide further clarity with 

regard to matters such as consistency, timeliness and communication. 

 

9.2   Section 24 – Governing the Protection of Confidential Information 

 

9.2.1 There had been a number of matters that have sequentially limited progress since 

the last consultation regarding the potential revision of section 24 of the Animals 

(Scientific Procedures) Act (ASPA). ASRU will revisit the options to address the 

aims of Section 24; both protecting information about people, places and intellectual 

property whilst providing greater openness and transparency. It was agreed that the 

Committee would be kept up to date with progress.     

 

9.3 Other ASRU Business 

 

9.3.1 Previous consideration of which Government Department should home ASRU has 

ended. ASRU will remain as part of the Home Office and its work will be overseen 

by the Minister of State for Security. 

9.3.2 It was confirmed that it was not yet clear when or how ‘Brexit’ might impact the 

implementation of the ASPA in the future. It was agreed that the Committee would 

be kept informed of further developments. 

9.3.3 Upcoming Publications: 

 ASRU 2015 Annual Report 

 Compliance Policy Report (as described above in Paragraph 9.1.1 to include 

actions that ASRU would undertake to further improve matters such as 

consistency, timeliness and communication.)  

 Revision and publication of the Rehoming Advice Note 

 

Action 11:  Secretariat to disseminate Rehoming Advice Note for comment to ASC 

members.  

 

9.3.4 It was confirmed that the recruitment of a further two Inspectors will commence 

shortly. 



Page 9 of 12 

 

9.3.5 Positive feedback was provided on the recent Continuing Professional 

Development day organised by the British Neuroscience Association (BNA) and 

attended by Inspectors and members of the ASC. Regarding the Neuroscience 

day, members queried whether the request from the BNA for improved 

communication between the Inspectorate and BNA and/ or other groups will be 

followed up. The Head of ASRU confirmed that closer liaison would be 

encouraged with a diverse range of stakeholders.  

9.3.6  It was noted that the intention of the release of recent guidance was to move to the 

production and submission of one high quality draft licence application with the 

ultimate aim of increasing the timeliness of the processing of project licence 

applications.     

9.3.7 Members suggested further ways of streamlining ASRU’s processes by 

developing Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs) which could be readily 

referred to and updated as methodologies concerning replacement, refinement 

and reduction further develop.  

9.3.8 Members were informed that the Chair and Head of ASRU had commenced 

discussions concerning the development of a three year programme of work and 

invited the Committee to joint conversations to draft ideas in such a way as would 

co-ordinate the Home Office’s requirements of ASC with the work streams that the 

Committee itself would want to take on in the future.  

9.3.9 Several topical areas were identified, including the use of NHP in both 

Neuroscience and basic science as well as work related to Section 24 relating to 

project licences. 

 

Action 12: Both ASC and ASRU to consider areas of common interest. 

Action 13:   ASC members to submit proposals for potential future work streams to 

the secretariat by 16th Jan 2017 and initiate conversation regarding 

long-term goals.  

Action 14:  ASRU will develop a three year work programme for discussion with 

ASC at its next meeting (scheduled for 20th February 2017). 

 

9.3.10 The Head of ASRU provided a brief update on the EU Commission’s request for 

an update to the scientific opinion (from 2009) on the need for NHPs in biomedical 

research by the Scientific Committee on Health, Environmental and Emerging 

Risks. The update will contribute to the preparation of EU Commission Review of 

the Directive.  

 

10.0 Chair’s Update and Committee Matters 

 

10.1 Dates of 2017 Committee meetings were distributed to the Committee. 
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10.2 A meeting between the Chair, Prof Gail Davies and Dr Steven Hill (Higher 

Education Funding Council for England (HEFCE)) had been scheduled for the 13th 

December 2016. The meeting would focus on the Research Excellence 

Framework (REF), a system for assessing the quality of research in UK 

higher education institutions and consequent funding, and whether ‘good practice’ 

in animal work can be factored in.  

10.3  The ASC 2015 Annual Report was close to finalisation and would shortly be 

published on the ASC website. 

10.4 The Chair informed that two members of the Committee had come forward with 

suggestions on work topics the Committee could take forward. The Chair asked for 

a brief outline on both topics and reiterated that any other work streams would be 

discussed in greater depth at the next ASC meeting.  

10.4.1 Dr Sally Robinson referred to the reduction of non-rodent secondary species 

toxicity testing, which was suggested as an area for improvement at the 

recent British Library event on improvements to the 3Rs. She pointed out 

that N3CRs was currently investigating this issue but may be open to advice 

from the ASC on this matter. The Chair agreed that this could be discussed 

with Dr Vicky Robinson who had been invited to the next meeting.  

10.4.2 Mr Barney Reed had provided two papers for discussion at the meeting 

based on the replacement of ‘animal-produced antibodies’ in research. He 

had a particular interest in the process of how ‘animal-produced’ protocols in 

licence applications were currently handled by the Home Office.  

In discussion it was noted that the current approach to reducing animal use 

was to request a harm-benefit analysis and promote replacement options. 

Alongside the early action of local AWERBs this approach had no doubt 

assisted in reducing the number of applications.  

The Chair added that it is within the Committees brief to advise Ministers on 

issues if there were views that this may promote animal welfare and good 

science.  

Nevertheless, the Chair asked the Committee for concrete suggestions for 

ways in which this may be promoted. This could also be discussed at the 

next meeting with Dr Vicky Robinson. 

 

Action 15:  All Committee members to provide suggestions for ways in which the 

ASC’s views on animal welfare issues could be actively promoted.   

 

10.5 During discussion, Dr Donald Bruce added ‘Animal Integrity’ as a potential 

additional theme of interest for consideration of the Committee at its next meeting. 

10.6  In December, the Chair would attend a meeting at the European Parliament, in 

Brussels, initiated by the Dutch National Committee, to discuss "Phasing out animal 
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experiments, the next steps: applying openness, scientific justification and 

transparent reporting". An update would be provided at the next meeting. 

 

11.0 AOB  

 

11.1 None. 

 

 

          Next Meeting 

          20 February 2017 
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ANNEX A 

 

Animals in Science Committee (ASC) 

Dr John Landers (Chair) 

Mr Ken Applebee 

Professor Donald Bruce 

Dr Hannah Clarke 

Professor Gail Davies 

Professor Malcolm Macleod 

Mr Barney Reed 

Dr Sally Robinson 

Ms Anna Rowland 

Professor Clare Stanford 

Dr Gilly Stoddart 

Dr Aurelie Thomas 

Professor Sarah Wolfensohn 

Dr Sophie Dix 

 

Home Office (Animals in Science Regulation Unit, ASRU) 

Mr Will Reynolds 

Dr Sue Houlton 

Dr Peter Thornton 

 

Home Office Science Secretariat 

Dr Jo Wallace 

Dr Bettina Mavrommatis  

Ms Caroline Wheeler 

 

Apologies 

Ms Wendy Jarrett 


