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1. The inclusion of animals bred and killed before use in regulated procedures

There is currently no requirement to record the number of animals that are killed or died each year
without use in a regulated procedure, with the exception of genetically altered animals and specially
protected species. This means that a large number of animals that are bred for research but not used in
procedures are slipping through the system and not being accounted for, making the overall statistics
inaccurate.
Under EU legislation, data on animals that are bred and killed or died without use must be published
every 5 years. The UK previously published this data in line with the EU legislation in 2017 but are no
longer legally obliged to do so. 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, is actively misleading the
public on the number of animals involved in all points of research.
We believe that as a bare minimum, the UK should continue the publication of this data, at least every 5
years in line with the EU. However, the optimal decision would be to go a step further, and include this
data in the annual statistics in order to more accurately represent the number of animals involved in
research each year.

2. Improved data collection and auditing

Whilst there is a legal requirement to collect data on how, where, and why animals are used in research,
the way in which this data is collected in establishments is not standardised across Great Britain.
Establishments are able to collect and record data in any way they chose, be that electronically, or on
paper. This leaves room for errors to occur too easily within the system. In the 2021 statistics alone over
4400 errors were found. This is unacceptable and brings into question the validity of all the published
statistics. This number of errors also shows that the data is not being audited properly, if at all. If data
was being audited by external data auditors, these errors, and the sheer number of errors, would be
caught before publishing. 
In March 2023, the Office for Statistics Regulation highlighted in their compliance check that a transition 
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In our previous briefing we highlighted the headlines from the 2022 statistics of Living Animals in
Scientific Procedures, and why the statistics are important for transparency and openness in animal
research. But are the statistics giving the public the information they need, and are they robustly
fulfilling the Secretary of State's duty to collect and publish this information?

In March 2023, the Office for Statistics Regulation published the results of a compliance check on the
annual statistics of animal use in Great Britain. This highlighted several areas in which the statistics are
not fit for purpose and require improvement. 

From this compliance check, there are four main changes or addition to the statistics that we would like
to see:

1.
2.
3.
4.
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to an online system of data collection has begun. This is through the Animals in Science Procedures e-
Licensing system (ASPeL), however this system is only used for data to be inputted at the end of the
year. Project licence holders are still able to collect data throughout the year in their own way prior to
final input into ASPeL, leaving room for errors to occur. 
We are calling for this system to be the only place that data is collected throughout the life of their
project licences, and for this to be a legal requirement in order to avoid the errors that have previously
occurred. This system would also allow automatic data validation to take place, ensuring invalid
combination of data cannot be submitted by mistake.
In a similar vein, a more robust auditing system should be introduced. This would reduce the number of
errors as a whole, and errors would be spotted before data is published, giving greater confidence in
the statistics. 

3. Re-inclusion of establishment type

Prior to the 2021 statistics, the type of establishments that held Home Office licences were recorded
as well as the total number of establishments. Since 2021, only the number of establishment licences
held is published, so we no longer know which types are the biggest users of animals, for example,
universities, public health laboratories, non-profit organisation and government departments. We do
not understand why this change was made, as it reduced transparency, and has no impact on privacy or
identification of individual establishments.
We are calling for establishment type to be reincluded as soon as practicably possible, as knowing
which establishment types hold the highest number of licences and conduct the most procedures is
vital for transparency. This would also highlight the extent to which certain establishments use animals
in research, meaning we can focus work on specific areas and further facilitate change within research
systems.

4. Inclusion of data on animals that are rehomed

Currently, there is no data published on the number of animals that are rehomed annually, or where
they are rehomed. Under the Animals (Scientific Procedures) Act 1986, rehoming is defined as several
different actions, including being moved to a new home (as a pet, to a farm, to an aquarium or to a
zoo), being transferred to a slaughterhouse, or to a research establishment abroad. The term
'discharged' from the legislation was previously used as well as rehoming, but has since been removed.
Defining all of these aspects as rehoming is misleading to the public, and as there is no data on
rehoming at all, we cannot see where animals are rehomed under this definition, what decisions are
made when rehoming them, or how many are rehomed.
We are calling for this data to be included as soon as practicably possible. Being able to see the
number of animals that are rehomed, to which area within the definition they are rehomed to, and the
reason in which they are rehomed to this area, would allow a clearer idea into the future of the
animals. This is vital for their welfare, particularly where they are being transferred to other research
facilities to continue use in research. This data would also make the definition of rehoming under ASPA
much more transparent to the public too. As a minimum, we would like to see the reintroduction of
'discharged' from the act used alongside rehoming in order to clearly understand where animals are
moved to after their use in research.

Many of these improvements can be easily implemented, but will improve reporting, increase
transparency and help target the development of new research approaches, reducing reliance on animal
research.

We encourage you to use the information provided in these briefings in Parliament and relevant  

 WHAT CAN YOU DO TO HELP CREATE CHANGE?



Originally founded in 1969 by animal-lover Dorothy Hegarty, FRAME was established to work with
researchers and institutions to end animal testing. 

Today, we champion Dorothy’s legacy across the world by funding innovative science, sharing
cutting-edge non-animal methods, and educating on human-relevant approaches to research.

Our vision is a world where non-animal methods are accepted as scientific best practice and animals
are no longer used in scientific or medical research and testing.

Join us as we work to replace animal testing with human-relevant science. Get in touch to find out
how you can help at jessie@frame.org.uk
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ebates on animal research. Using this information can help push for realistic and reasonable changes
that will aid in bringing an end to animal use in research.

Improving science strategy and policy for the benefit of humans and animals is an important topic that
we want to highlight, especially in preparation for the next General Election. If you would like to
further discuss the use of animals in science and human relevant methods, particularly in terms of
manifesto planning, please email jessie@frame.org.uk. 


