FRAME Animals in Science Statistics Recommendations

FRAME

Dear Home Office Animals in Science Regulation Policy Unit, and Home Office
Statistical Transformation Team

We recently raised some questions and concerns about the annual statistics of living animals in
scientific procedures in the July Animal Protection and Welfare Stakeholder Group (APAWSG)
meeting. Following our discussions at this meeting, and the recent compliance check conducted by
the Office for Statistics Regulation, we would like to further discuss the statistics and highlight why
we do not currently believe that they are fit for purpose.

Below, we outline proposed changes to the statistics that we believe should be implemented. Please
forward this letter to relevant members of the Policy Unit and Statistical Transformation Team.

We understand the concerns you raised in the previous APAWSG meeting around the increased
workload and large undertaking that changes to the statistics will involve, however, we believe that
these are vital for creating change.

The OSR compliance check, ongoing regulatory reform process and David Main’s recent letter on
strategic direction have each provided recommendations or outlined priorities that can be achieved
through improvements to the statistics. We believe that the following changes will improve
transparency and openness, which are critical to the full implementation of the legal requirement to
replace the use of animals were possible, whilst also strengthening understanding of where animals
are used, where replacements do not currently exist, and where funding should be directed. These
changes will not only be beneficial for stakeholders such as FRAME, but also for public interest in the
use of animals in science.

1. Annual publication of the number of animals bred and killed before use in regulated
procedures

This could be included in the publication of the Annual Statistics of Animal use in Science. We are
disappointed that the Home Office will not be publishing this data in line with EU requirements this
year. This is undoubtedly a step backwards for transparency. Publication of this data in line with the
previous EU 5-year requirements would be an acceptable initial commitment, however we believe
the publication of this data annually would be a positive use of time and resources.

We understand that the collection of this data is a big undertaking for establishments, however as
this data has been published once before under EU requirements, frameworks and processes
already exist within establishments to collect the data.

Not including this data is, at best, compromising the use of the annual statistics to accurately reflect
the scale of animal use today, and at worst, actively misleading the public on the number of animals
involved in research.
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2. Re-inclusion of establishment type in the annual statistics

Since the removal of this in 2021 we no longer know which types of establishment F RAM E
are the biggest users of animals. The annual statistics from 2021 onwards state

“Information regarding establishment type is no longer collected in the return of

procedures collection. Establishment type is not an indicator of the type of procedures carried out

and often establishments could be categorised as more than one establishment type.” We, however,

do not understand why this change was made, as it reduces transparency and has no impact on

privacy or identification of individual establishments. This information is vital for openness and

transparency and would also paint a clearer picture of the extent to which certain establishments

use animals in research, meaning work can be focused on specific areas and further facilitate change

within research systems.

3. Theimplementation of tools or processes to improve data collection processes at
Establishment level

How data is collected by establishments lacks a legal framework and is not standardised across Great
Britain. A FRAME supporter found, through FOI requests and contacting universities, that
establishments use different methods, including electronic recording, or in some cases recording the
data on paper. This same supporter also found over 4400 errors in the 2021 statistics. This number
of errors brings into question the validity of the statistics as a whole, as well as bringing into
guestion the auditing process.

Whilst the introduction of ASPel to record data is a step in the right direction, we would suggest
ASPel being the only place that data is collected throughout the life of a project licence, rather than
licence holders collecting data by their own methods prior to final input into ASPeL. If this were a
legal requirement, it would reduce the number of errors that have previously occurred and allow for
the automatic data validation that currently occurs in ASPel to work more effectively. We appreciate
this system may not be amendable and there may not be the funding to change. This is just one
suggestion to improve data collection. However, data collection requires improvement and would
benefit from strengthening the processes in any way that is possible and practical.

4. Publication of data on animals that are rehomed

Data on rehoming should be included in the annual statistics in order to see the number of animals
that are rehomed and where they are rehomed under the definition (to a new home as a pet, to a
farm, to another research facility, to a slaughterhouse, etc).

Using ‘rehoming’ to define all these areas is also misleading to the public, so incorporating a more
representative term, such as ‘discharged from the act’ when publishing this data would allow a
clearer idea of the future of the animals. This is vital for their welfare, particularly when they are
rehomed to other research facilities. This data would also make the definition of rehoming under
ASPA much more transparent.
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The improvements to the statistics we have suggested, and the recommendations

in the compliance check, will improve reporting and increase transparency in animal

research as is the core purpose of the annual statistics collection and publication. F RAM E
We believe that improving the statistics should be a priority for the Policy Unit, and

we are very happy to help and support ongoing and upcoming work where we can.

We look forward to discussing with you further in the future,
Kind regards,
Jessie Hellier

Policy Officer, Fund for the Replacement of Animals in Medical Experiments

FRAME Fund for the Replacement of Animals in Medical Experiments
Cawley House, 149-155 Canal Street, Nottingham NG1 7HR

Registered charity no: 1176266


mailto:jessie@frame.org.uk

