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The A S C 

Animals in Science Committee 

 

Animals in Science Committee 

Minutes of the 18
th

 Meeting: 19 February 2018 

 

1.0 Welcome, Introductions and Conflicts of Interest 

1.1 The Chair welcomed attendees to the 18th meeting of the Animals in Science 

Committee (ASC).  

1.2 Professor Malcolm Macleod and Dr Sally Robinson joined the meeting via 

teleconference.  Apologies were received from Dr Hannah Clarke and Donald 

Bruce.  A full list of attendees is provided at Annex A. 

1.3 There were no conflicts of interest to note. 

 

2.0 Minutes and Actions from the Last ASC Meeting 

2.1 Minutes 

2.1.1 One amendment  was suggested to the minutes of the meeting held on the 

11th December 2017.  Item 7.3.4 was amended to more accurately convey the 

intention that the Licence Analysis Subgroup would commence with a scoping 

and informing exercise. The study design would be revisited  and refined in 

light of the outcomes of the scoping exercise. 2.1.2. Minutes of the last 

meeting had been agreed and published on the ASC website on 09 February 

2018. 

2.2 Actions arising 

2.2.1 Actions were complete, with the following exceptions: 

Action 1:  The secretariat would distribute the link to the HBA report to key 
stakeholders pending any further recommended organisations to contact. 

2.2.2 This action would be completed before the next meeting. 
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3.0 Chair’s Update 

3.1 Appointment of a new ASC Chair 

3.1.1 The Chair informed members that the recruitment campaign for a new Chair 

had begun and the closing date for applications would be 11th March 2018. 

3.2 Invitation to visit facilities 

3.2.1 The Chair and the Home Office Chief Scientific Advisor had been invited to 

visit the animal facilities at Imperial College London.  The meeting had been 

arranged by ASRU to help inform the Chief Scientific Advisor of the work of 

the regulator.  

3.3 NC3Rs prize giving 

3.3.1 The Chair informed the Committee that he had been invited to attend the 

NC3Rs prize awarding ceremony but was unable to attend. Sally Robinson 

would attend in his absence. 

3.4 Meeting with ASRU 

3.4.1 During a meeting with the Animals in Science Regulation Unit (ASRU) the 

Chair had requested clarification regarding the basis on which decisions were 

made to refer licence applications to ASC  on the ground of ‘societal 

concerns’. The Chair was informed that applications are considered on a case 

by case basis by inspectors. Further consideration may be given through 

routes including: a monthly meeting of Inspectors; at the regular ASRU 

conferences; with specialist inspectors and/or Principal Inspectors, as well as 

the Chief Inspector. In addition, the ASRU policy team had an oversight of all 

ASRU correspondence, which provided additional insight of the concern of 

different sectors of society. 

 

4.0 ASRU Updates   

4.0.1 ASRU informed the Committee of recent staff changes, their focus on modern 

regulation, stakeholder engagement plans and the ongoing development of 

the new electronic licensing system which will replace ASPeL.  They reported 

positive feedback from stakeholder engagement, on areas such as: 

implementation of the compliance policy; publication of the annotated project 

licence form; responsiveness as a regulator, and presence at key stakeholder 

events. 
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4.0.2 ASRU will be shortly working with the Minister to assist in the development of 

the next ASC Commissioning Letter. 

4.1 Update on the EU exit 

4.1.1 ASRU updated the Committee on their ongoing work to ensure that the 

Animals (Scientific Procedures) Act [A(SP)A] remains fit for prurpose after the 

exit from the EU.  A Statutory Instrument was being developed which would 

remove references within A(SP)A to the  EU Directive 2010/63/EU whilst 

ensuring that  animals in science regulation continues following EU exit. 

4.1.2 In ASRU’s regular stakeholder meetings, they had continued to inform key 

external stakeholders and government departments of the work being 

undertaken to prepare for the EU exit. 

 4.2 Current priority work areas and policy documents 

4.2.1 ASRU updated the Committee on areas of work which were their priority.  

These included the replacement computer system to ASPeL, the production 

of the non-technical summaries and their timely publication, enhancement of 

openness and transparency and ensuring non-animal alternatives have been 

properly considered.  Detailed advice regarding production of high quality non 

technical summaries has been published in their annotated project licence 

form on the ASRU website. The new electronic licensing system will provide a 

tool to deliver improvements in openess and transparency, including handling 

of non technical summaries,  and this is being considered throughout its 

development. ASRU were also reflecting on their future position in relation to 

their existing tobacco testing policy to ensure that a robust ban remains in 

place with regard to tobacco product testing, whilst recognising the rapid 

growth of  e-cigarette technologies that had not existed when the tobacco 

testing ban was introduced.  

4.2.2 ASRU would continue to keep the Committee informed of policy development 

and would request input from the Committee, as appropriate, during the 

development of new policies. 

4.2.3 The Committee were provided with a summary of the six publications that 

ASRU had produced since the last meeting.  All publications are publicly 

available on the ASRU website. 

4.3 Judicial review update 

4.3.1 The Committee were referred to the published outcome of a recent judicial 

review: Cruelty Free International v Secretary of State for the Home 

Department [2017] EWHC 3295 (Admin).  The review concerned the licensing 

http://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:32010L0063
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of the batch testing of medicinal products containing botulinum toxin.  The 

review was successfully defended by ASRU. 

4.3.2 ASRU confirmed that they only issued licences for the testing of medicinal 

products, and not cosmetic products.  The final destination of the product, if 

used off label for anything other than its original intended medicinal use, was 

beyond the control of ASRU.  This was concluded in the judicial review in 

paragraph 72 “It is not the defendant who controls good prescribing practices, 

even in the United Kingdom. The remedy must be an approach to the medical 

regulator”. 

4.4 Update on parliamentary questions (PQs) and freedom of information 

requests (FOIs)  

4.4.1 The Committee noted the PQs, and the FOIs that had been responded to by 

ASRU since the last meeting.  

 

5.0 Animal Welfare Ethical Review Bodies (AWERB) Subgroup  

5.1 AWERB newsletter: second issue 

5.1.1 The AWERB subgroup updated the Committee on the progress of the second 

issue of the AWERB Hub newlsetter.  The newsletter was in its final draft and 

would be published shortly. 

5.1.2 The Committee approved the draft newsletter and requested that members 

distribute copies at the conferences and or meetings that they attend. 

5.2 AWERB leaflet for inspectors 

5.2.1 Members were informed that an information leaflet providing information on 

the ASC AWERB Hub network, to be distributed by the ASRU inspectors, had 

been completed by the subgroup.  Sally Robinson was to attend the upcoming 

inspector conference to introduce the leaflet and address any questions that 

inspectors had concerning the network.  

5.2.2 The leaflet would be placed on the ASC website and would be printed tri-fold 

for the inspectorate to distribute to establishments as a means of promoting 

the network and providing the ASC secretariat’s contact details to enable 

those AWERBs that were not yet members of the network to join it.  

5.3 AWERB Hub meetings update 

5.3.1 The London AWERB Hub held its inaugural meeting in February 2018.  The 

feedback was that the discussions were very constructive and that attendees 
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had benefited from sharing information and best practice.  The 

representatives at the meeting had proved enthusiastic about having further 

meetings and had proposed holding a workshop day for the members of the 

AWERBs that they represented. 

5.3.2 The North West region hub had held two meetings and their third meeting 

would be a workshop on a selection of topics of interest to them.  Most other 

regional Hubs had met during 2017. 

5.4 AWERB Hub Chair workshop 

5.4.1 The agenda for the AWERB Hub Chair workshop had been finalised and 

would be distributed to delegates and to the Hub chairs shortly.  Topics at the 

meeting would cover sharing the challenges and benefits of chairing an 

AWERB Hub, the purpose and enhancement of non-technical summaries and 

talks on the difference between, and importance of, both the implementation 

of the 3Rs and ethical review as separate processes within an AWERB. 

5.4.2 Members were informed that the majority of the regional Hub chairs  had 

signed up to attend the meeting. 

5.4.3 In addition to a note of the meeting, a slide set of the workshop’s content 

would be prepared and distributed to attendees to be shared at their next 

regional meetings to facilitate the dissemination of good practice to the 

AWERBs. 

Action 1: Secretariat to arrange a teleconference with the members of the 

AWERB subgroup to finalise the arrangements of the Hub workshop. 

 

6.0 ASC Task and Finish Subgroups  

6.0.1 The Committee considered mechanisms to expedite the workstreams of the 

task and finish groups.  It was considered advantageous to have the ability to 

modify and improve the terms of reference as the projects developed. 

6.0.2 The Committee agreed to publish a short news item that summarised the 

planned work for each task and finish group, rather than publish each group’s 

specific terms of reference.  This would be accompanied by a generic terms of 

reference which would cover the general working arrangements. 

Action 2: Secretariat to publish a website news item about the task and finish 

groups and a general terms of reference for the groups. 
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6.1 Non-human Primate Pain and Distress Assessment (NHPPDA) task and 

finish Group 

6.1.1 The subgroup had been waiting for input into the terms of reference before 

they commenced.  Members agreed that it would be expeditious to start work 

and modify the terms of reference if necessary in the future. 

Action 3: Secretariat to arrange a teleconference between the members of the 

NHPPDA task and finish group and the ASRU Chief Inspector. 

6.1.2 The Committee agreed the finalised proposal for the NHPPDA task and finish 

group. 

6.2 Comparative Study of Regulation task and finish group 

6.2.1 The Committee considered the breadth of the work set out in the terms of 

reference to be quite large, and that narrowing its scope to topics that are 

pertinent to the interests of ASRU would make the task more manageable.  

6.2.2 The selection of case studies used within this workstream would shape the 

output considerably, and so detailed planning of the types of case studies to 

be applied should be undertaken. 

6.2.3 A teleconference between members of the subgroup would enable the 

refinement of the individual case studies. 

Action 4: Secretariat to arrange a teleconference between the members of the 

Comparative Study of Regulation task and finish group and ASRU to 

scope the initial work plan. 

6.2.4 The Committee agreed the finalised proposal for the Comparative Study of 

Regulation task and finish group. 

6.3 Licence Analysis task and finish subgroup 

6.3.1 It was agreed that it would be beneficial if, rather than having a fixed inspector 

as an observer, this position remained flexible to allow the most relevant 

inspector to be present as determined by the licences under consideration.   

6.3.2  In considering the number, and differences in severity classification, of 

protocols within individual licences it was agreed that the process of selecting 

the licences for analysis would require further consideration. 

6.3.3 The Committee agreed the finalised proposal for the Licence Analysis task 

and finish group. 

6.4 Harm Benefit Analysis (HBA) report recommendations to ASRU 
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6.4.1 Members were reminded that the HBA report that was published in December 

2017 contained twenty seven recommendations for strengthening the 

legitimacy of the HBA and for promoting its further development. Many fell 

within the remit of ASRU. The HBA report recommendation review subgroup 

had reviewed the recommendations, selected seventeen for action by ASRU 

and provided commentary on how they might be actioned.  

6.4.2 In their considerations members raised only minor editorial adjustments which 

were addressed within the meeting. 

6.4.2 The Committee approved the recommendations to be sent to the Minister, 

and simultaneously published. 

Action 5: Secretariat to submit the “HBA Recommendations to ASRU” to the 

Minister. 

6.4.3 The completion of the submission to the Minister was the final action of the 

HBA task and finish group and the group was closed. 

 

7.0 Chair’s Updates  

7.1 The Chair congratulated Gail Davies on the successful publication, in Nature 

Lab Animals, of the summary of the ASC’s Harm Benefit Analysis (HBA) 

Report.  The full report has been appended to the summary article making it 

easily identifiable to the search engines used by scientists and researchers. 

7.2 The HBA report would be printed in hard copy to be distributed to institutes 

and organisations that requested copies. 

7.3 The Chair will meet with the Minister to discuss the HBA recommendations 

and the commissioning letter before the next ASC meeting. 

 

8.0 AOB  

8.1 Members reiterated their interest in attending establishments using animals 

under ASPA.  

Action 6: Secretariat to liaise with the ASRU Chief Inspector to arrange a site 

visit to an animal establishment.  

8.2 The Committee were informed that 118 organisations had now signed up to 

the Concordat on Openness on Animal Research in the UK.  
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8.3 There was no other business. The Chair thanked those present and closed 

the meeting. 

 

Next Meeting: 

04 June 2018 
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Annex A 

 

Animals in Science Committee (ASC) 

Dr John Landers (Chair) 

Ken Applebee 

Prof Gail Davies 

Wendy Jarrett 

Prof Malcolm Macleod 

Barney Reed 

Dr Sally Robinson 

Anna Rowland 

Prof Clare Stanford 

Dr Gerlinda Stoddart 

Dr Aurelie Thomas 

 

Observers 

Dr Kate Chandler (Head of Policy, ASRU) 

Mr Will Reynolds (Head of ASRU) 

 

Home Office Science Secretariat 

Dr Joanne Wallace (Head of Science Secretariat)  

Dr Martin Whiting (ASC Secretary) 

Caroline Wheeler (ASC Secretariat)  
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Action Table 

 

ASC18 1 Secretariat to arrange a teleconference with the members of 

the AWERB subgroup to finalise the arrangements of the Hub 

workshop. 

ASC18 2 Secretariat to publish a website news item about the task and 

finish groups and a general terms of reference for the groups. 

ASC18 3 Secretariat to arrange a teleconference between the members 

of the NHPPDA task and finish group and the ASRU Chief 

Inspector. 

ASC18 4 Secretariat to arrange a teleconference between the members 

of the Comparative Study of Regulation task and finish group 

and ASRU to scope the initial work plan. 

ASC18 5 Secretariat to submit the “HBA Recommendations to ASRU” to 

the Minister. 

ASC18 6 Secretariat to liaise with the ASRU Chief Inspector to arrange a 

site visit to an animal establishment. 

 


