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The A S C 

Animals in Science Committee 

 

Animals in Science Committee 

Minutes of the 17
th

 Meeting: 11 December 2017 

 

1.0 Welcome, Introductions and Conflicts of Interest 

1.1 The Chair welcomed attendees to the 17th meeting of the Animals in Science 

Committee (ASC).  

1.2 Apologies were received from Anna Rowland and Dr Gerlinda Stoddard.   

Professor Malcolm Macleod, Dr Sally Robinson and Professor Gail Davies 

joined the meeting via teleconference. A full list of attendees is provided at 

Annex A. 

1.3 There were no conflicts of interest to note. 

 

2.0 External Presentation to the Committee 

2.1 The Chair welcomed Dr Mark Sheehan, Research Fellow Oxford Biomedical 

Research Centre, to the meeting.  

2.2 Dr Sheehan gave a presentation on the complexity of ethical decision making 

in research committees.  This compared and contrasted the processes found 

in animal research and human research committees.  It highlighted the 

importance of diversity of opinion within a committee and emphasised the 

need to balance conflicting views. 

2.3 The Chair thanked Dr Sheehan for his presentation. 

 

3.0 Minutes and Actions from the last ASC Meeting 

3.1 Minutes 

3.1.1 Minutes of the last meeting had been agreed and published on the ASC 

website on 05 December 2017. 
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3.2 Actions Arising 

3.2.1 Actions were complete, with the following exceptions: 

Action 4: The AWERB Subgroup are to include a short explanation of the 
HBA within their next AWERB Hub Newsletter. 

Action 6: The secretariat will reach out to other websites to link to the HBA 
report now that the report is online. 

 

4.0 Chair’s Update 

4.1 Appointment of new ASC Chair 

4.1.1 The Chair informed members that the recent recruitment campaign for a new 

Chair had not been successful and was to be repeated in 2018.  In the 

interim, the current Chair had been asked by the Minister whether he was 

content to have his tenure extended by a further 12 months. The Chair had 

agreed. 

4.2 Licence referral process 

4.2.1 The Chair updated the Committee on the proposal to streamline the 

administrative aspects of the licence referral process and to provide as much 

time as possible for members to consider licences referred to them. 

4.2.2 Members were informed of concerns regarding late submissions of 

continuation licences, these concerns were shared by the Committee, licence 

holders, AWERBs and ASRU. 

4.3 Meetings and Events 

4.3.1 The Chair informed the Committee that he had attended a reception at the 

House of Commons in his capacity as ASC Chair and as a member of the 

Home Office Science Advisory Council.  

4.3.2 The Chair, and other members, attended the Royal Society of Biology and 

ASRU joint annual meeting on Animals in Science. 

 

5.0 Harm-Benefit Analysis (HBA) Subgroup   

5.1 The Chair thanked the HBA Subgroup Chair and Subgroup for progressing 

the report and invited the Subgroup Chair to discuss the final publication. 
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5.2 The HBA report had been published online on the ASC website.  A short 

correspondence to Laboratory Animals Nature was being drafted which would 

have the full HBA appended.  The secretariat was to contact other 

stakeholders who may wish to link to the report on their website. 

Action 1:  Secretariat to circulate the link to the HBA to stakeholders to 

place on their website. 

 

6.0 Animal Welfare Ethical Review Bodies (AWERB) Subgroup  

6.1 The Chair provided a brief update on the recent meeting of 02 October 2017. 

Given that the tenure of the ASC Chair had been extended by 12 months it 

was agreed that Sally Robinson would become the deputy-chair and take over 

as Chair during 2018.   

6.2 The terms of reference (ToR) for the AWERB Subgroup were approved, 

subject to minor amendments, and will be published on the ASC website. 

Action 2: Secretariat to publish the AWERB ToR on the ASC website. 

6.3 The Committee agreed, that it was appropriate for AWERB Chairs to deputise 

another member of their AWERB to attend the forthcoming ASC Hub Network 

meeting if they were unable to attend.  The Subgroup discussed the 

continuing need to engage with the lay members of AWERBs.    

6.4 The second issue of the AWERB Hub Newsletter was reported to be in draft 

form and was due to be published in early 2018. 

6.5 The Chair informed the Committee that Penny Hawkins had been co-opted to 

the AWERB Subgroup for 6 months and was tasked with the development of 

a leaflet highlighting the benefits of the AWERB Hub Network for ASRU 

Inspectors to distribute to licence holders.  This was due to be available by 

March 2018. 

6.6 Clare Stanford informed members that the first meeting of the London 

AWERB Hub was to be held in early February at University College London.  

 

6.7  The Committee noted that it was nearly 5 years since the Pickard Report 

had been published. The recommendations of that report had been phrased 

‘in the passive voice’, rather than being assigned to specific stakeholders, 

and it was not always clear how far they were being carried out. The 

AWERB Subgroup and the Non-Human Primate Pain and Distress 
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Assessment Subgroup (NHPPDA) agreed to identify those 

recommendations which most closely related to the remits of their 

Subgroups.  Information relating to these recommendations was to be 

presented at the next AWERB Hub Network meeting in March 2018.  It was 

agreed that the recommendations from the Pickard Report were to be 

mapped to the recent HBA publication. 

Action 3: Secretariat to provide the AWERB Subgroup and the Non-Human 

Primate Pain and Distress Assessment Subgroup with the refined 

recommendations from the Pickard Report to take forward to the 

AWERB Hub Meeting.  

7.0 ASC Task and Finish Subgroups  

7.0.1 The Committee agreed that once approved the Terms of Reference (ToR) for 

each Subgroup would be published on the ASC website. 

7.1 Non-Human Primate Pain and Distress Assessment (NHPPDA) 

Subgroup Update 

7.1.1 The Committee noted the ToR and was content with their broad principles.  It 

was agreed that amendments, including a list of stakeholders, should be 

included prior to its publication.  A teleconference was to occur with ASRU to 

refine the stakeholder list and to decide which inspector will assist the 

Subgroup.  Specific reference to the EU Directive in the ToR was 

recommended to be replaced by references to the A(SP)A, and reference to 

the HBA Report should be included. 

Action 4: Secretariat to arrange a teleconference between the NHPPDA 

Subgroup and ASRU to discuss the updating of the ToR in line 

with 7.1.1 prior to its publication. 

7.2 Comparative Study of Regulation (CSR) Subgroup 

7.2.1 The progress of the CSR Subgroup was noted by the Committee, and a 

desire was expressed to ensure the Subgroup’s final report was useful for 

ASRU.  ASRU clarified that they were particularly interested in two areas: first, 

how other EU States dealt with non-animal alternatives, including their 

consideration in the project licence application process, supporting 

technologies and driving their uptake; second, during the development of 

ASRU’s new online licensing system and review of the project licence 

application process, ASRU are interested in methods of licence application in 

other jurisdictions. Kate Chandler asked representatives of the subgroup if 

these were areas of mutual interest. 
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Action 5: Secretariat to arrange a teleconference between the CSR and 
ASRU to refine the ToR into producing a useful output for ASRU 
in line with their current ongoing work. 

7.3 Licence Review (LR) Subgroup 

7.3.1 The Committee discussed in detail the purpose of the LR Subgroup.  

Members noted that it was important for them to have a deeper understanding 

of the breadth of licences currently processed by ASRU. Improved 

understanding would augment their ability to consider licences referred to 

them. 

7.3.2 It was noted that the current study design, set out in the draft ToR, utilised a 

small sample size and that it was difficult to understand what the specific 

information and desired outcome of the study was and how this would be 

achieved with the study design and how best the inspectorate might assist the 

Subgroup in achieving their desired outcome given the qualitative approach. 

 

7.3.3 The Subgroup confirmed that the intended output was an informal report to 

the ASC, to help members better understand the breadth of the severity 

categories that ASRU inspectors considered, particularly focused on NHP but 

also in other species. A further potential benefit was that the ASC may be able 

to help further refine the criteria for licences referred to the ASC, in particular 

with those licences which posed societal or ethical concerns. 

 

7.3.4 The Chair concluded that further refinement of the purpose of the LR sub 

group and its study design was necessary to ensure it produced an outcome 

mutually beneficial to ASRU and the ASC. 

Action 6: Secretariat to arrange a teleconference between the LR and ASRU 

to refine the ToR prior to their publication online. 

8.0 ASRU Updates  

8.1 Annual Statistics of Scientific Procedures on Living Animals 

8.1.1 Members were provided with a presentation on the 2016 Annual Statistics of 

Scientific Procedures on Living Animals. Data had been collected under the 

mandate of the A(SP)A, and was also used to help inform policy. 

8.1.2 Members were asked to submit any comments on the presentation and 
suggestions for future information about annual statistical analysis to the 
secretariat.  

 
Action 7: Members to submit questions, comments and suggestions for 

future information on statistical analysis to the secretariat to 
collate. 
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8.2 ASRU Compliance Policy Document 

8.2.1 Members were thanked for their extensive comments and feedback on the 
early drafts of the ASRU Compliance Policy Document.  These comments 
had been adopted into the latest draft which was laid before the Committee. 

 
8.2.2 The Chair acknowledged the revised draft and, with no further comments 

provided by the Committee, it was agreed as the final version and was to be 
published by ASRU in early 2018. 

8.3 Legislative Change and Policy Development 

8.3.1 The Head of ASRU Policy was invited to provide an update on the 

implications of the UK exit from the EU on policy related to the use of 

animals in science. 

8.3.2 Members were informed that ASRU provided weekly updates to the Central 

Exit team in the Home Office. Input was collated by the Central Exit team 

and passed to the Department for Exiting the EU. 

8.3.3 The EU Directive has already been transposed in detail into the A(SP)A, and 

therefore the UK will continue to have functioning legislation governing the 

use of animals in science following the UK’s exit from the EU.  There are 

approximately 40 references to the EU Directive and other EU regulations 

within A(SP)A. ASRU was working closely with the Home Office lawyers on 

identifying whether changes need to be made to these references to achieve 

continued, seamless regulation of animals in science following EU exit. An 

example of such references include a mandatory requirement to return to 

statistics on the use of animals to the European Commission.  

8.3.4 Regarding the recent discussions on animal sentience, ASRU clarified that 

the A(SP)A continued to protect animals in science in relation to pain, 

distress, suffering and lasting harm, and this protection  extended to when 

animals are anaesthetised and unconscious, as defined in current legislation 

and Guidance.  These protections were hard-wired into the A(SP)A and 

there was no intention to change these following EU exit.  The Harm Benefit 

Analysis was, and would remain, the cornerstone of the ethical justification of 

animals in science. 

8.3.5 The Committee raised the concern over workforce provisions if non-UK EU 

citizens who work in the UK on animals in science do not remain in the UK 

after the EU Exit.  ASRU do not collect or hold data on the nationalities of staff 

in research establishments, however ASRU was cognisant that decreased 

staffing levels could negatively impact animal welfare. 
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Action 8: ASRU will continue to keep the ASC updated on any 

developments on the EU Exit impacting on animals in science 

regulation 

8.4 ASRU’s Current Priority Work Areas 

8.4.1 ASRU updated the Committee on their current work priorities.  Their main 

work has been the development of the new e-licensing system and in liaising 

with stakeholders over its design.  The new system will be built in a modular 

form, with stakeholder input at each stage. 

8.4.2 ASRU have been working with stakeholders on the non-technical summaries 
in licences and updated the Committee on their progress.  ASRU may 
approve licence applications where the NTS reaches the legal minimum 
standard, however it does encourage best practice and applicants are 
supported to include further information in line with openness and 
transparency.  The Committee noted that report from ASRU that the 
annotated project licence form had a beneficial impact on the quality of the 
NTS that were submitted, and that it provided a better framework for 
applicants to use.  ASRU was to publish a revised annotated form imminently.  
Additionally, ASRU reported a move to encourage applicants to write their 
NTS with the typical animal experience as the focus, rather than a detailed list 
of adverse effects and procedures.  This focus has in part been prompted by 
stakeholder feedback, gathered in last year’s focus groups, and the aim is to 
better inform the public. 

 
8.4.3 ASRU have been developing a searchable database for the NTS to be 

published online which will allow the 2016 NTS to be presented in a form that 
is useful for those who wish to review the NTS and obtain the data they are 
trying to access. ASRU also reported that the 2016 NTS were to be published 
imminently on their website.  The Committee reiterated the importance 
attached to the NTS being published online in a timely fashion, and looked 
forward to the 2016 NTS being available online in early 2018. 

 
8.4.4 The Committee considered the role of the AWERB to improve the standard, 

openness and transparency of the NTS, and the impact of the annotated form 
on improving the NTS over the last year. 

 
Action 9: The secretariat to add a discussion on NTS to the agenda for the 

next AWERB Hub Meeting, particularly in relation to the annotated 
form and its potential improvement to the NTS. 

 
8.5 Update on Parliamentary Questions (PQs) and Freedom of Information 

Requests (FOIs)  

8.5.1 The Committee noted PQs, and that no FOIs had been returned since the last 

meeting.  
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9.0 Chair’s Update and Committee Matters  

 
9.1 The Committee were encouraged to submit suggestions for a speaker for the 

next meeting to the secretariat. 
 
Action 10: Committee members to submit speaker suggestions to the 

secretariat 
 

10.0 AOB  

10.1 There was no other business. The Chair thanked those present and closed 

the meeting. 

 

Next Meeting: 

19 February 2018 
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Annex A 

 

Animals in Science Committee (ASC) 

Dr John Landers (Chair) 

Mr Ken Applebee 

Dr Donald Bruce  

Dr Hannah Clarke 

Prof Gail Davies 

Ms Wendy Jarrett 

Prof Malcolm Macleod 

Mr Barney Reed 

Dr Sally Robinson 

Prof Clare Stanford 

Dr Aurelie Thomas 

 

Observers 

Dr Kate Garrod (Interim Chief Inspector) 

Dr Kate Chandler (Head of Policy, ASRU) 

Dr Hilary Willingale (ASRU Inspector, present for 1 item) 

Dr Giles Paiba (ASRU Inspector, present for 1 item) 

Mr Justin Brennan (ASRU, present for 1 item) 

 

Home Office Science Secretariat 

Dr Jo Wallace (Head of Science Secretariat)  

Dr Martin Whiting (ASC Secretary) 

Dr Karen Homer (ASC Secretariat)  

 

External Presenter 

Dr Mark Sheenan (Oxford Biomedical Research Centre) 

 


