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Standards Committee
Agenda for the meeting to be held on 3 December 2024 at 10:00

1. Apologies for absence, declarations of interest. Minutes from the meeting of 23 October 2024
2. Matters for decision
a. Fish Health Inspectors update — confidential Paper attached
b. GEFS - confidential Paper attached
c. Chapter 8 review Paper attached
d. Under care — confidential Oral update
e. ERP update — confidential Paper attached
3. Matters to note
a. Certification logistics module pilot update — confidential Paper attached
4. Matters to discuss
a. Industrial action — confidential Oral update
5. Matters for report
a. Disciplinary Committee Report Paper in library
6. Risk and equality Oral update
7. Any other business and date of next meeting on 12 February Oral update
2025
¢ RVN guidance update
o VMD/Defra monthly catch up
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Summary

Meeting Standards Committee

Date 3 December 2024

Title Review of Chapter 8 of the supporting guidance relating to
euthanasia of animals

Summary The Committee is asked to consider further amendments to

Chapter 8 of the supporting guidance relating specifically to

euthanasia of animals

- . The Committee is asked to
Decisions required

a. Consider whether the further amendments to Chapter

8 are sufficient, and if so, approve the guidance.

Attachments Annex A — Draft revised Chapter 8 of the supporting
guidance
Author Stephanie Bruce-Smith

Senior Standards and Advice Officer

s.bruce-smith@rcvs.org.uk

Classifications

Document Classification’ Rationales?
Paper Unclassified NA
Annex A Unclassified NA

1Classifications explained

Unclassified Papers will be published on the internet and recipients may share them
and discuss them freely with anyone. This may include papers marked
‘Draft’.
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Confidential Temporarily available only to Council Members, non-Council members
of the relevant committee, sub-committee, working party or Board and
not for dissemination outside that group unless and until the relevant
committee or Council has given approval for public discussion,

consultation or publication.

Private The paper includes personal data which should not be disclosed at any
time or for any reason, unless the data subject has agreed otherwise.
The Chair may, however, indicate after discussion that there are
general issues which can be disclosed, for example in reports to

committees and Council.

2Classification rationales

Confidential 1. To allow the Committee or Council to come to a view itself, before

presenting to and/or consulting with others
2. To maintain the confidence of another organisation
3. To protect commercially sensitive information
4. To maintain public confidence in and/or uphold the reputation of

the veterinary professions and/or the RCVS

Private 5. To protect information which may contain personal data, special
category data, and/or criminal offence data, as listed under the

General Data Protection Regulation
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Review of euthanasia of animals

Chapter 8: Euthanasia of animals

1. Atits meeting in October 2024, the Committee was presented with a paper setting out proposed
changes to Chapter 8 of the supporting guidance relating to euthanasia of animals. The paper
asked the Committee to consider whether the draft amendments to Chapter 8 were sufficient, and
if so, approve the guidance; and consider whether the BHA guidance referenced under the

headings ‘Sporting Event’s and ‘Destruction of Injured Horses’ should be removed.

2. The Committee provided the following feedback:

a. The obligations set out in paragraph 8.7 regarding the scanning of microchips felt
onerous. It was explained that the guidance has been included off the back of Tuk’s law
for situations where a vet is asked to euthanise an otherwise healthy animal. In these
situations, vets are required to scan the microchip. It was agreed that the wording should
clarify that there is only a requirement to scan the microchip in these specific situations by
adding back in the wording “in these circumstances”.

b. Paragraphs 8.6 and 8.7 could be condensed.

c. The guidance should clarify in relation to conscientious objections that animal owners
should be redirected to another veterinary surgeon.

d. It was agreed that paragraph 8.16 regarding licensed premises should be removed given
that few enquiries have been received about it, and if it is read as standalone guidance, it
may be confusing.

e. Itwas agreed that paragraph 8.5 regarding considerations to be made when considering
euthanasia could also signpost to RCVS Knowledge guidance regarding ethical
considerations around quality of life assessments, and take inspiration from American
guidance which states that the quality of life includes that an animal functions well and

feels well, and has capacity for natural behaviours that are species specific.

3. The feedback has been implemented and the amended guidance can be found in Annex A.

Decisions required

4. The Committee is asked to:
a. Consider whether the further amendments to Chapters 8 are sufficient, and if so, approve

the guidance.
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8. Euthanasia of animals

Updated December 2024

Introduction

8.1 Euthanasia may be defined as ‘painless killing to relieve suffering’. Veterinary
surgeons and veterinary nurses should be aware that these events are often
highly emotionally charged. In these circumstances, small actions and/or
omissions can take on a disproportionate level of importance. It is
recommended that all practice staff involved in euthanasia are fully trained and
a planned, rehearsed and coordinated approach is taken.

8.2 Euthanasia is not, in law, an act of veterinary surgery, and in most
circumstances may be carried out by anyone provided that it is carried out
humanely. No veterinary surgeon is obliged to kill a healthy animal unless
required to do so under statutory powers as part of their conditions of
employment. Veterinary surgeons do, however, have the privilege of being able
to relieve an animal's suffering in this way in appropriate cases.

8.3 The decision to euthanise an animal will be based on an assessment of many
factors. These may include:

(a) the extent and nature of the disease or injuries;

(b) availability of other treatment options;

(c) the prognosis and potential quality of life after treatment including whether
an animal functions and feels well and has capacity for natural behaviours that
are species specific;;

(d) the availability and likelihood of success of treatment; and

(e) the animal’s age and/or other disease/health.

Difficulties with the decision

Where there are no health or welfare concerns
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8.4 Veterinary surgeons may face difficulties with the decision where a request is
made by a client for the destruction of an animal where in the
clinical/professional judgement of the veterinary surgeon destruction of the
animal is not necessary. While the veterinary surgeon's primary obligation is to
relieve the suffering of an animal, the owner's wishes and circumstances are
also relevant. Veterinary surgeons should be mindful that refusing an owner's
request for euthanasia may add to the owner's distress and could be
detrimental to the welfare of the animal.

8.5 In relation to dogs and cats presented for euthanasia where in judgement of
the veterinary surgeon destruction of the animal is not necessary, for instance
where there are no health or welfare reasons for the animal to be euthanised,
the veterinary surgeon should establish the current keeper’s relationship with
the animal, which should include scanning for a microchip. If a microchip is
found, the relevant database should be checked before carrying out euthanasia.
If no microchip is found, this should be recorded on the clinical record.

8.6 Further, veterinary surgeons should note that where the dog or catin
question has been rehomed from a shelter, clients may have a contract such
that the dog or cat can be returned to that shelter and so it may be appropriate
to discuss this with the client prior to euthanasia. Alternatively, there may be
another individual willing to take responsibility for the dog or cat (who may be
named on the microchip database), and this may also be discussed with the
client.

8.7 In relation to cats, clients may have brought in a healthy cat under the
mistaken impression that the cat is a stray. It is therefore important to check
whether there is another owner who has responsibility, or is willing to take
responsibility, for the cat, who may be named on the microchip database.

Cost of treatment

8.8_Where the reason for a request for euthanasia is the inability of the client to
pay for private treatment, it may be appropriate to make known the options and
eligibility for charitable assistance or referral for charitable treatment. Note that
the inability of an owner to pay for treatment should not prevent the provision
of first aid and pain relief, which may include euthanasia (see Chapter 3 24-hour
emergency first aid and pain relief).

Conscientious objection
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8.9 Where, in all conscience, a veterinary surgeon cannot accede to a client's
request for euthanasia, they should recognise the extreme sensitivity of the
situation and make sympathetic efforts to direct the client to another veterinary
surgeon and alternative sources of advice. Further information regarding
conscientious objection can be found in Chapter 2 Veterinary Care.

Owner's refusal

8.10 Where a veterinary surgeon is concerned about an owner's refusal to
consent to euthanasia, veterinary surgeons can only advise their clients and act
in accordance with their professional judgement. A veterinary surgeon should
guide the client in making the end-of-life decision by helping them understand
the animal’s quality of life and outlining options using sensitivity and
compassion. The veterinary surgeon and the client should work together to
determine the most humane outcome.

8.11 Where a veterinary surgeon is concerned that an animal's welfare is
compromised because of an owner's refusal to consent to euthanasia, a
veterinary surgeon may take steps to resolve the situation, for example, by
facilitating another veterinary opinion for the client within a reasonable
timeframe. If the client insists on taking the animal home against veterinary
advice, it may then be necessary to breach client confidentiality by making a
report to the RSPCA (Chapter 14 - Client Confidentiality).

Euthanasia without the owner's
consent

8.12 A veterinary surgeon is likelyto-beresponsible for the animal when it is an
inpatient at the practice and may commit an offence under the Animal Welfare
Act 2006 (which applies in England and Wales), the Animal Health and Welfare
(Scotland) Act 2006 or the Welfare of Animals (Northern Ireland) Act 2011 if an
act, or failure to act, causes an animal to suffer unnecessarily.

8.13 If, in the opinion of the veterinary surgeon, the animal’s condition is such
that it should, in its own interests, be destroyed without delay, the veterinary
surgeon may need to act without the owner’s consent. Where this is the case,
the veterinary surgeon -should make a full record of all the circumstances
supporting the decision in case of subsequent challenge. Generally, a decision_to
euthanise an animal without their owner’s consent should be endorsed by a
second veterinary surgeon not directly involved in the case until that time. The
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owner should also be informed of this decision, unless it would not be
appropriate to do so in the circumstances.

Requests by inspectors or police

8.14 Under the Animal Welfare Act 2006 (which applies in England and Wales),
the Animal Health and Welfare (Scotland) Act 2006 and the Welfare of Animals
(Northern Ireland) Act 2011, powers to destroy an animal, or arrange for its
destruction, can be conferred on an inspector (who may be appointed by the
local authority) or a police constable. A veterinary surgeon may be asked to
certify the condition of the animal is such that it should in its own interests be
destroyed. Veterinary surgeons should note that an inspector or constable may

act without a veterinary certificate if there is no reasonable alternative to
destruction, and the need for action is such that it is not reasonably practical to
wait for a veterinary surgeon.
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Destruction of 'dangerous' dogs

8.15 Under the Dogs Acts of 1871 and 1906, the Dog Control Act 1966, the
Dangerous Dogs Acts of 1989 and 1991, the Dangerous Dogs (Amendment) Act
1997 and the Dangerous Dogs Order (Northern Ireland) 1991, a destruction
order may be made by the Court, Justice of the Peace or Sheriff, and the
destruction of a healthy animal is normally involved. In these circumstances, a
veterinary surgeon asked to destroy a dog should, unless there is a genuine
threat to human safety, request a written and signed order from one of the
appropriate statutory authorities.
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