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PPL Standard Condition 18 Notification Form
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Please use this form to notify the Animals in Science Regulation Unit (ASRU) of procedural-related adverse effects that have exceeded or are likely to exceed the severity limitations or controls described in the project licence. ASRU will use this information to determine whether any further action is required.

Do not use to report:
· adverse effects that are due to non-procedural issues;
· potential non-compliance (report by other means);
· issues without adverse welfare consequences.

If you are in doubt whether or not you need to fill in this form, please contact your assigned Inspector.
Please clearly title your document: ‘ASRU_establishment name_PPL number_PPLh surname_date_sc18’ and send to your Inspector (e.g. using cjsm) with the subject heading ‘PPL SC 18 Notification PPL [Number]

	Establishment Licence name
	University of Cambridge

	Establishment Licence number
	X81BD37B1

	Name of PPL holder
	Allan Herbison

	PPL number
	P174441DE


	Protocol no
	8, Section 7

	Protocol title
	Recording and manipulating brain activity in vivo 


	Severity classification of the protocol
	Moderate

	1. Date of incident
	February 2022

	2. Species
	Mouse

	3. Brief details of study and how the limits or constraints  have been breached
	I amended my PPL P174441DE at the end of last year to include a commonly used protocol in our field that involves placing a small Silastic capsule s.c. at postnatal day (PDN) 21 in female mice. This was stated exactly in the project outline of the licence (page 16) with the protocol itself (Protocol 8, section 7) stating "Subcutaneous implantation of a slow-release capsule (AB) (adult or juveniles older than 21 days)”. We have subsequently begun our first cohort of mice by implanting capsules on PND 21 but received feedback from our NACWO Gemini Chu that our licence does not allow this as they were not “older than 21 days" on the day of implantation but rather exactly 21 days old. 

The Vet concerned Jonathan Tesh notes that the mice are clinically well and that there are no welfare concerns. 
 
Clearly, we need to amend our licence to so that the project and protocol description are aligned perfectly. However, it seems that I may need special permission to keep these mice alive for their up-coming experimental protocol as adults. As noted above, the mice are well and there are no welfare concerns. Culling them because of a one-day ambiguity between different parts of the PPL would only require us to generate and prepare more mice to repeat the experiment.
 


	4. Have you taken advice from the Named Animal Care and Welfare Officer/Named Veterinary Surgeon/others?
	Yes.

	5. Cause of Problem, if known
	Inconsistent wording in PPL.

	6. Action that has been or will be taken
(For example, formulation of drug changed, supportive treatment given, study design modified). If no action needed, indicate why (for example, none required as study has been terminated and will not be repeated)
	None. There are no animal welfare issues. An amendment to the PPL will occur in due course.

	7. Reported by (name)
	Allan Herbison

	8. Date
	8th March 2022
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Inspector’s comments and recommendations:

	Comments and recommendations
	· Thank you for this SC18 report.
· The project licence authorises this procedure may be performed in mice over 21 days of age. This means when mice reach 21 days of age this procedure is permissible.
· Therefore, as described above there have been no transgression of the authorities with respect to this procedure and as long as it does not need to be performed in mice under 21 days of age then no alteration of the project licence is required.
· I consider this case closed.


	Inspector name 

	Mark Dagleish BVM&S, PhD, MRCVS, FRCPath

	Date
	9th March 2022
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