
 

 
 

Summary Minutes: AWERB Standing Agenda Items meeting 

Status: FINAL  

Meeting held: 28 June 2023 at 10am via MS Teams  

Present:  
16, plus 1 attendance and 10 apologies. 
 

1 MINUTES 
The minutes of the meeting held on 13 June 2023 were confirmed as an accurate record. 

2 MATTERS ARISING/ACTION LOG 

2.1 Item 6: Maintaining 3Rs expertise (13  June 2023 meeting) 
The meeting to discuss strategies and proposals on how to maintain our 3Rs expertise still 
needed to be arranged.  It would be arranged for July.  As part of this, ideas that had already 
been suggested separately on how best to promote 3Rs awareness within the RVC would be 
considered (such as having a poster competition and targeted e-mails). 

2.2 Item 1: Control of Pests on Campus (26 April 2023 meeting) 
The Campus Services Manager had been e-mailed a reminder about the queries that had been 
raised.   

2.3 Item 1: Pest Control Contracts (26 April 2023 meeting) 
A meeting had been arranged to discuss whether it was possible to harmonise pest control 
contracts within the departments and also the problems experienced with rabbits. 

2.4 Item 4.11



https://nc3rs.org.uk/3rs-resources/culture-care-creating-right-environment-animal-care
https://nc3rs.org.uk/3rs-resources/culture-care-creating-right-environment-animal-care


RVC – Minutes: AWERB, 28 June 2023  

  3 

• The literature could be reviewed to see if there were any critical papers about the 
proposed animal model.  The landscape was changing all the time in terms of what people 
were saying was a good or poor animal model.  Researchers therefore should define the 
element of the model they wanted to use.  The majority of models were flawed in some 
aspects so it was important to check that the model they were using was suitable to 
answer their research question.   
 

• It was recognised that it could be difficult for AWERB members to challenge PPL holders on 
the model of animals being used if they did not have expertise in that model.  However, 
the responses to questions on the form should be evaluated to see whether they had been 
answered adequately.  If for example, in terms of replacement, inadequate justification 
was provided, then this should be challenged.  It was the PPL Holders responsibility to 
check what alternatives were available and if they decided not to use them, then to 
explain properly why.  If they did not do this, then they should be asked to do so.  
 

It was highlighted that there were two areas in licence applications that should be scrutinised 
in relation to the animal model being used: 

• NTS: “why do you need to use animals to achieve the aim of your project”. 

• Protocol justification: why is each type of animal, experimental model, and/or method 
selected for this protocol: 

o The most appropriate scientific approach? 
o The most refined for the purpose? 

Within this there were suggestions of how to challenge PPL Holders if it was felt that they had 
not answered the questions properly.   In particular had the researchers justified each animal, 
each model and each method and not just focussed on answering one of these questions and 
ignoring the others.  It was also important to ensure that each type of animal received a similar 
level of scrutiny so they were all treated equally: did the animal have the specific characteristic 
that allowed the scientific question to be answered? 

4 POLICIES UPDATE 

• Training and Competency: 4 new SOPs in relation to training requirements have been 
drafted.  The aim was to issue these by the end of July.   These related to training, DOPs, 
and how to assess people.  

5 FELASA RECOMMENDATIONS FOR THE REHOMING OF ANIMALS 
A copy of FELASA recommendations for the rehoming of animals used for scientific and 
educational purposes had been circulated.  These were based on general concepts.  AWERB 
were asked to consider whether there were any recommendations that would be useful for 
the RVC to follow.   

The rehoming programme was discussed in detail.  It was felt that an excellent job was being 
done but there were also challenges in running the successful programme.    

6 EUROPEAN CITIZEN’S INITIATIVE (ECI) PETITION – “SAVE CRUELTY FREE COSMETICS: COMMIT 

TO A EUROPE WITHOUT ANIMAL TESTING” 
AWERB were informed that ECI were petitioning for the end of the use of animals in all 
biomedical research in the EU by the end of 2024.  This had started from an initial complaint 
about using animals to test ingredients used in cosmetics.  There had been a hearing at the 
European Parliament where the petition was outlined but no life science representatives had 
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been invited to speak 



RVC – Minutes: AWERB, 28 June 2023  

  5 

13 PROJECT WITH  CHINA 
AWERB noted that the Challenge Study in China had been approved.  A virtual tour of the 
facilities was in the process of being arranged.  

14 STUDY REQUESTS  
Four study requests had been approved since 19th 


