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Animals in Science Regulation Policy Unit
2 Marsham Street

Westminster

SW1P 4DF

Via email: animalsinsciencepolicy@homeoffice.gov.uk, HOAIStatisticalTransformation@homeoffice.gov.uk

Recommended improvements to the Annual Statistics of Scientific Procedures on Living Animals
publication and collection

25th March 2026

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

During the Animal Protection and Welfare Stakeholder Group meeting on 10™ March 2026, we were very
pleased to hear that future improvements to the Annual Statistics of Scientific Procedures on Living Animals
are currently being considered.

We have previously written to you on the topic of the statistics and provided suggestions to strengthen their
collection and publication, and improve their transparency, accessibility and usability.

Following the discussions during the stakeholder meeting, we would like to reiterate our calls for
improvements to the statistics and highlight how these changes will not only improve transparency and
openness but also aid in strengthening replacement opportunities and implementation of the Government’s
‘Replacing Animals in Science’ strategy.

1.Inclusion of animals bred but killed/died before use in regulated procedures
We were very pleased to hear that the Policy Unit are currently considering and drafting a Ministerial
submission on animals bred and killed/died before use in regulated procedures. We understand that the
collection of this data is a large undertaking, however, it was undoubtedly a step backwards for transparency
to not continue with its publication after leaving the EU.
Whilst publication of this data in line with the previous EU 5-year requirement would be a welcome initial
commitment, we are calling for this data to be published annually as part of the annual statistics.

2.Re-inclusion of establishment type
Since the removal of establishment type in 2021, we no longer know which types of establishments use the
most animals. This reduced transparency in an area that has no impact on the privacy or identification of
individual establishments.
We are calling for establishment type to be re-included in future statistics publications. 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. This would allow work to be focused on specific areas and further
facilitate change within research systems.
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3.Data on procedures relevant to the ‘baskets’ within the A °
Government’s ‘Replacing Animals in Science’ Strategy nlmal

We recommend publishing specific statistics on the models that are Resea rch
outlined as priorities for replacement in the ‘baskets’ of the Government’s ‘Replacing Animals in
Science’ strategy.
It’s very positive to see certain animal tests and models assigned timelines for the phase-out and
replacement of their use.
Publishing statistics on the number of procedures that are conducted for these purposes would provide a
transparent baseline against which progress can be measured. This would strengthen accountability and
help identify where efforts to achieve these commitments are succeeding or falling behind.

4.Specific data on high-use, high-severity, and low-translation animal models
We recommend the publication of specific statistics on high-use, high-severity, and low-translation
animal models, with a focus on basic and applied research.
This information could feed into the Government strategy, supporting a targeted, evidence-based
approach to populating the ‘basket’ system. The strategy does cover all areas of research and testing,
however the current ‘basket’ system largely focuses on regulatory tests. This is a concern given that the
majority of procedures using animals in Great Britain are conducted for basic and applied research purposes.
If possible, collaboration with the Animals in Science Committee on their thematic reviews of licences would
be beneficial to identify animal models where the most severe harms are occurring, where high numbers of
animals are being used, and where animal data has poor translation to humans. This would provide more
detailed, model-specific data that could be added to the statistics to improve overarching knowledge of their
use and transparency.

5.Further data on genetically altered animals
We are calling for improved data collection and transparency on the use of genetically altered (GA)
animals.
Whilst the current statistics show headline figures around creation and breeding procedures and
experimental procedures which use GA animals, they lack detail on key issues such as the success rates of
genetic alteration techniques, the scale of off-target mutations, and how many animals are ultimately
unusable or ‘wasted.’
Given the sheer scale of GA animal use for both creation and breeding, and use in experimental purposes, this
gap in data makes it difficult to properly assess both scientific value and animal welfare impacts.
More detailed reporting, including the specific areas of research in which GA animals are used and the
outcomes of genetic alteration processes, would provide more transparency and aid in the development of
alternative methods, as highlighted in the Government’s ‘Replacing Animals in Science’ strategy.

6.Inclusion of data on the ‘rehoming’ of animals
Given the various endpoints that are included within the definition of ‘rehoming’, we are calling for data on
‘rehoming’ to be collected and published, including the number of animals who are ‘rehomed’, and
where they are ‘rehomed’.
Using the term ‘rehoming’ for all given endpoints is misleading, and as there is no data currently published, it
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is not possible to see how many animals are ‘rehomed’ to each

destination. This information is vital for the animals’ welfare and would
make the definition of ‘rehoming’ much more transparent.
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There is also an argument for using a more representative term than ‘rehoming’, such as ‘discharged from the
Act’, which was historically used under ASPA, and is more reflective of the destinations currently under the

definition.

7.Improved data collection and auditing

We are calling for improvements to the way in which data is collected and audited.

Currently, there is no standardised procedure for the way in which data is collected in establishments. This
allows establishments to collect and record data how they choose, leaving room for errors to occur.

In March 2023, the Office for Statistics Regulation noted in their compliance check that a transition to an
online system had begun (ASPeL), however this is only used for end-of-year data entry. Project licence

holders still collect data independently throughout the year, increasing the risk of errors.

We recommend making ASPeL the mandatory system for data collection across the entire life cycle of a
project licence. This would enable automatic validation and prevent incorrect data submission. This would
also make retrospective assessment easier to complete, as data would have previously been input during the
lifetime of a project that could be collected more efficiently for this purpose.

Additionally, a more robust auditing system should be introduced to identify errors before publication and

improve overall confidence in the statistics.

Many of these improvements could be easily implemented, but will improve reporting and retrospective
assessment, increase transparency, and help target the development of new research approaches, reducing
reliance on animal research. This is particularly important given the Government’s ‘Replacing Animals in
Science’ strategy, and the steps being taken to phase-out animal use in science.

We would be happy to discuss these recommendations in more detail and look forward to hearing more
about the Policy Unit’s and Statistics Team’s work around the statistics in the coming months.

Kind regards,
Jessie McConnell-Hellier

Policy Officer
Replacing Animal Research
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