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• Noted that administration of substances is within the moderate breeding protocol 
• Would be useful to see a scoring sheet and add that in- not sure how this works in terms of 

an appendix. Or at least to mention that there are scoring sheets in the relevant protocol 
• Are the numbers in the correct boxes- overall number and ‘number of uses’ 
• Good detail around what average experience of an animal would be 

PL26-19   

Comments 

• New scientist coming to , models of colorectal cancer 
• Existing Project Licence from other Establishment 
• No ethical concerns 
• Issues around references to other establishments and their buildings etc 
• Main concern is around breeding and maintenance protocol which contains experimental 

models although these are in other protocols 
• Options Suggest bring forward renewal and assume that there is likely to be a delay on the 

start of experimental work OR amend breeding and maintenance protocol and take out 
interventions OR leave PPL where it is and get secondary availability 

• To talk to  and the most relevant scientists from his group to work 
out what he actually does and whether these endpoints are actually ‘true’ 

• Should he actually hold the PPL? Is there someone else who would be more suitable? 
• Should we get a written agreement that ERFs will ‘control’ the work – and limit the 

endpoints 
• Suggest e-mail to  to get her up to speed (action  

 

 

PL27-19   

Comments 

• Discussed the challenges are around the use of the new forms- no section ‘letters’, difficult 
to handle such a big document 371 pages 

• Is  using a less up to date template? 
• No project plan section titled and this makes it difficult to see how it all pulls together 
• Copying and pasting remains an issue within the PPL and from previous PPLs 
• There is a lack of clarity around additional disease models described and how this relates to 

lung inflammation 
• Good progress under previous licence reflected in significant funding 
• Currently uses very limited number of protocols so there are questions around use of all the 

proposed protocols- are they all needed? 
• Could she take out all protocols that are unlikely to be used? 

PL28-19  

Comments 

• No ethical concerns  
• No clear indication around funding support and this could be an issue 
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• Also lack of clarity on the scope of the licence regarding lines that will be used etc is it one 
line going through or multiple lines with gene knock outs? May be funding dependent 

• Background is very concise but could do with some additional information 
• Plan of work have requested more justification of optional steps 
• Good description in P2 of use of optional steps and ‘usual’ experience but this is missing in 

P3 
• Adverse effects may need some work- some indication that an animal could be culled with a 

single clinical sign which may need review 

 

Animal work abroad 
 – need more info on facilities and competency and training of staff 

 amendment – refused by HO 
Owing to impossibility of being sure these animals are not suffering 
Can we use lidocaine as an analgesic could that respond to the issues raised? 
Used up to 21d  

 consent forms 

Fluid therapy needs to be on the consent form  
Details around what ASPA actually is 
Clarity that cannot be under ASPA again 
Change of computer system 

Discussed the changes to review the PEL via AWERB 

Informed  

 




