Intravenous Injection Poster Feedback
The comments were:
1. You mention an appropriate PIL must be in place before any training, could also be worth stating an appropriate PPL licence should also be in place.
· Ensuring an appropriate PPL is in place will be stated on the poster
2. Practicing on freshly culled cadavers will only be useful to a certain extent as this techniques involves the circulatory system and as an animal is not deemed to be dead unless the circulatory system has stopped (as been told by the home office in the past when I questioned them about it, before doing it I hastened to add) so limited on what you can do. Although can see some advantage to this.
· The committee believes that while there is no circulation in freshly culled cadavers all other aspects of the technique can be accurately replicated by using cadaver models, including the feel of using equipment and introducing a needle through the skin. It is also possible to see the blood being replaced by water within the tail vein when the technique is performed successfully. Use of cadavers has been very successful in training for intravenous administration within the university. 
3. You mention in exceptional circumstances to use the alternative route in yellow what exactly would these exceptional circumstances be to allow the yellow box to take place and how would you justify it to the home office?
· Exceptional circumstances that may allow the yellow route to be used are detailed on the poster – ‘in exceptional circumstances there may be a cumulative experimental burden on study mice, or the lack of numbers or availability of study mice’ and it is stated ‘an alternative route could be’ so is not guaranteed to be permitted, this will be reviewed by the NACWO +/- NVS and if there are still concerns then it will be brought to the attention of one of the AWERB committees for further guidance.
4. You say gain NACWO =/-NVS approval to move to yellow box does this mean that they now have home office permission to give authorisation for animals due for schedule 1 to be used as training animals for scientific procedures?
· The Home Office does not grant the use of protected animals for training of scientific procedures outside of a project licence. However intravenous administration of pentobarbital is a schedule 1 method, so this training is the equivalent of training in a schedule 1 method. Therefore this is not a regulated procedure in these circumstances. It is still expected that use of a model and cadavers are used first to ensure that adequate training is completed before this step. The committee notes that this is not clear based on the poster so will be amended to ensure it is clear.
5. [bookmark: _GoBack]Yellow box will involve using animals that you don’t plan to use for experimental purposes (you have stated these animals are for schedule 1), my understanding is we are not supposed to do any technique on an animal unless it is for a scientific purpose hence why we are not allowed to train for techniques on live animals which are for schedule 1. Even if you anesthetise them first so they are unconscious they are not clinically dead so have not been schedule 1 yet hence it is a procedure to anesthetise them to then do the procedure. The whole of the yellow box is not allowed as my understanding of the scientific procedures act 1986 as you intend to just schedule 1 these animals not use them for a scientific outcome.
· As detailed in the response under comment 4 the act of performing intravenous administration of pentobarbital is a schedule 1 method. Therefore these animals are not undergoing a regulated procedure. When questioned about the use of IV administration of pentobarbital for Schedule 1 the Home Office responded only that ‘the most refined procedure’ must be used and that they are not aware of a scenario ‘to where another killing method may be more appropriate than overdose of anaesthetic by the IV route’. In terms of the use of anaesthesia it is stated in Schedule 1.3.(2) ‘Nothing in this Schedule requires or permits the prior use of sedative or anaesthetic where the distress likely to be caused by administering it is greater that the distress likely to be caused by using the appropriate method of killing without sedative or anaesthetic’. So this must be interpreted at the discretion of the trainer with input from the NVS +/- NACWO.
6. Allowing the yellow box to remain in place could open up a whole host of Training for other techniques which is something that the Animals scientific procedures Act 1986 is famous worldwide for not allowing or have we had an amendment which I have missed now allowing this, or am I reading this wrong?
· As stated in the responses for comments 4 and 5 this does not affect that protected animals cannot be used for training in regulated procedures as intravenous administration of pentobarbital is not a regulated procedure but a schedule 1 method. 
