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Appendix 1 — Statistical figures and tables for England and Wales

Please note that the data underpinning the charts for Figures 1a, 1b, 1c, 2a, 2b and 2c was
sourced from the monthly statistics notice :-
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/599786/bovine
tb-country-15mar17.0ds

Figure 1 — Annual number of tuberculin skin herd tests carried out in Officially TB Free
(OTF) cattle holdings in England and Wales between 2008 and 2016 (a), new bovine TB herd
incidents or ‘breakdowns’ (i.e. previously OTF herds with at least one skin test reactor or
culture-confirmed slaughterhouse case) identified in the same period (b) and total herds with
OTF status suspended or withdrawn at the end of each year (c).
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Figure 2 — Annual number of tuberculin skin tests carried out in animals in England and
Wales between 2008 and 2016 (a), animals slaughtered as test reactors or direct contacts (b)
and M. bovis-infected cattle detected at routine post-mortem meat inspection (‘slaughterhouse
cases’) (C).
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Please note that the following 4 charts were sourced from the quarterly statistics notice:-
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment data/file/599784/bovine
th-statsnotice-quarterly-15Marl7.pdf

Figure 3 — Quarterly herd incidence, expressed as new herd breakdowns per 100 herd-years at
risk of infection during the year, in England, Wales and Scotland (a) and in the three bTB risk
areas of England (b).
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Figure 4 — Monthly herd prevalence, expressed as the percentage of all cattle herds with OTF
status suspended or withdrawn at the end of the period due to a TB breakdown, in England,

Wales and Scotland (a) and in the three bTB risk areas of England (b).
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Figure 5 — Geographic distribution of new total TB herd incidents identified during 2015 in
each bTB risk regions of England and in Wales. Holdings with OTF herd status withdrawn
(OTFW) are shown as red dots. Holdings with OTF herd status suspended as blue dots. The
pink area represents the annual and six-monthly testing counties of England. (Note: “LRA” —
Low Risk Area, “HRA” — High Risk Area).

OTFW Breakdowns 2016
OTFS Breakdowns 2016
Edge Area (England)

County Boundanes

Breakdowns Total OTFW LRA (Engiand)

LRA 142 a4 HRA (England)

Edge 378 184 Produced by IMT Worcester 10/04/2017 Ref. 63 I

HRA 3230 2253 @ Crown copyright and datahase rights 2013 ?:m s
Ordnance Survey 100051110 Plant Heath

Wales 709 380 y |iagenca






Table 2a — Headline herd-level annual bTB statistics for England 2008-2016.

Please note the data contained within the following Tables (apart from 2b) were sourced from
the monthly statistics notice :-
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/599786/bovine
tb-country-15mar17.ods

Herds not
NHI of which: Herd officially TB free
Number of Te§ts on New herd | officially TB free | . . Herd incidence | atthe e>:1d of the Herd
Year caFtIe herds | Total tests on | officially TB incidents herd status incidence (all (OTFW period due to a prevalfence at
registered on | herds (3) free herds ; breakdowns) . year's end
Sam (1) (OTF) (4) (NHI) (6) withdrawn as) breakdowns) ) bgvme B 19
(OTFW) (7) (18) incident (non
OTF herds) (2)

2008 58,380 47,417 38,505 3,766 2,448 9.8% 6.4% 2,832 4.9%
2009 57,376 50,141 40,333 3,363 2,283 8.3% 5.7% 2,484 4.3%
2010 56,515 52,955 42,896 3,632 2,483 8.5% 5.8% 2,598 4.6%
2011 54,293 54,122 42,825 3,802 2,628 8.9% 6.1% 2,982 5.5%
2012 53,561 63,499 51,815 3,919 2,867 7.6% 5.5% 3,242 6.1%
2013 53,706 64,428 52,807 3,890 2,806 7.4% 5.3% 3,102 5.8%
2014 51,722 68,909 57,713 3,804 2,789 6.6% 4.8% 2,874 5.6%
2015 51,232 69,000 57,327 3,961 2,893 6.9% 5.0% 3,072 6.0%
2016 51,120 61,749 49,675 3,745 2,497 7.5% 5.0% 2,990 5.8%

Data from 2008 to date extracted from AHVLA's new IT system (Sam). Data for earlier years were derived
from the old IT system (VetNet), are not directly comparable and have not been included in this historical series.

(1) The number of herds registered on APHA’s computer system (currently Sam and before 2011 Vetnet).
Occasionally there are changes to the number of herds registered on Sam. This is the result of routine or ad hoc
data cleansing and may result in some short term fluctuations in the dataset.

(3) Herds for which tuberculin skin testing is carried out on at least one animal during the period shown. This
does not include interferon-gamma blood tests.

(4) Any test carried out in an OTF herd during the period shown. This does not include interferon-gamma tests.

(6) New herd incidents (NHI): Herds which were previously OTF but either had cattle that reacted to a
tuberculin test or had a tuberculous animal disclosed by routine meat inspection at slaughter, during the period
shown. Figures for Wales include incidents where OTF status has been withdrawn for epidemiological reasons
only.

(7) NHI of which: officially TB free herd status withdrawn (OTFW): New herd incidents where OTF status was
withdrawn from the herd due to the detection of lesions typical of TB during post-mortem examination of one or
more test reactors or inconclusive reactors, or where samples from one or more reactor, inconclusive reactor or a
slaughterhouse case produce positive culture results for Mycobacterium bovis.

(18) An approximate herd incidence estimate calculated as the number of new total (and OTFW) breakdowns
divided by the number of tests carried out in OTF herds (as in the National statistics).

(2) Herds which were not officially TB-free (i.e. herds with an open breakdown with OTF status suspended or
withdrawn) due to a TB incident, at the end of the period shown.

(19) Percentage of active herds with OTF status suspended or withdrawn at the end of the year due to an
ongoing TB incident.

Note - In 2016 there were marked decreases in the number of TB tests completed on all herds and OTF herds.
This was mainly as a result of changes in APHA testing procedures made in November 2015, and more
specifically to testing of cattle that have moved out of TB-infected herds before detection of the disease (‘TB
forward tracings’). Changes to these tracing tests include:-

e Bespoke tracing tests of individual animals are no longer performed in England if a whole-herd (or
similar) test is already due in the herd of destination within 60 days of the tracing test date.

e Combining multiple tracing tests for a herd where the traced cattle originate from more than one
holding and where test deadlines are within a one month period. Such tests were previously counted
separately.

TB tracing tests are included in the “Tests on herds” statistics and these changes are thought to account for much
of the decrease in the herd test numbers. So, this was an apparent rather than a real drop in TB testing pressure.
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Table 2b — Herd incidence and herd prevalence in 2015 and 2016.

Please note this Table was sourced from the quarterly statistics notice :-
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/599784/bovine

th-statsnotice-quarterly-15Marl7.pdf

New herd incidents per 100 herd years at risk

Disease restricted herds as a percentage of
registered herds at end

12 months to end

December 15

12 months to end

December 16

12 months to end
December 16

12 months to end
December 15

England
High risk area
Edge area
Low risk area

Wales

9.6
185
55
1.0

8.1

10.0
17.7
6.6
1.0

6.9

6.0 5.8
121 11.8
31 33
0.3 0.2
53 5.0

Table 2c — Headline animal-level annual bTB statistics for England 2008-2016.

Reactors Direct Confirmed

Year Total cattle slaughtered contacts Reactors per slaughterhouse
tests (5) slaughtered | 1,000 tests
(11) (13) cases (15)

2008 4,540,585 26,392 955 5.8 702
2009 4,829,107 25,539 635 5.3 621
2010 5,367,553 23,894 432 4.5 913
2011 5,496,051 25,868 322 4.7 963
2012 5,857,660 27,742 354 4.7 1,090
2013 6,283,185 25,738 721 4.1 1,074
2014 6,927,096 25,660 623 3.7 975
2015 7,302,290 27,381 507 3.7 1,021
2016 7,559,871 28,540 571 3.8 657

(5) Count of the number of tests on cattle. An individual animal could be tested more than once in each time
period. Includes a minority of interferon-gamma blood tests.

(11) An animal which was compulsorily slaughtered because it responded to the tuberculin skin test or
interferon-gamma test in a way that was consistent with it being infected with Mycobacterium bovis.

(13) An animal in an OTFW incident that, although not a test reactor, was considered to have been exposed to
Mycobacterium bovis and compulsorily slaughtered.

(15) Slaughterhouse cases where laboratory tests have confirmed presence of M. bovis.
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Table 2d — Annual number of new herd incidents (breakdowns) detected in England in 2012-
2016, by bTB risk area.

- NHI of which: officially TB free herd status
New herd incidents (NHI) (6) withdrawn (OTFW) (7)
Risk % change | % change
Area 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016 | 2015/2016 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016 | 2015/2016
HRA 3,582| 3,480| 3,346/ 3,457| 3,226 -6.7%), 2,697| 2,609 2,560| 2,663 2,269 -14.8%
Edge 234| 301| 349| 346 386 11.6%| 131, 158} 193] 179] 190 6.1%
LRA 103| 109| 109 158 133 -15.8% 39 39/ 36/ 51, 38  -255%
Total England | 3,919| 3,890| 3,804| 3,961| 3,745 -5.5%] 2,867, 2,806] 2,789 2,893| 2,497 -13.7%

(6) New herd incidents (NHI): Herds which were previously OTF but either had cattle that reacted to a
tuberculin test or had a tuberculous animal disclosed by routine meat inspection at slaughter, during the period

shown.

(7) NHI of which: officially TB free herd status withdrawn (OTFW): New herd incidents where OTF status was
withdrawn from the herd due to the detection of lesions typical of TB during post-mortem examination of one or
more test reactors or inconclusive reactors, or where samples from one or more reactor, inconclusive reactor or a
slaughterhouse case produce positive culture results for Mycobacterium bovis.
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Signed declaration
to accompany the final report / payment application

Member State: UNITED KINGDOM
Year of implementation: 2016
Programme: Bovine Tuberculosis

We certify that*:

- the information provided in the final report and payment application of € 45276 770,58 s full, reliable
and true, that the declared activities were actually performed and that the cost declared are
accurately accounted for and eligible under the provision of
the Grant Decision No SANTE/2016/UK/SI2.726029

- all supporting documents relating to the activities and expenditure are available for inspection,
notably to justify the level of compensation for animals;

- the programme was executed in accordance with the relevant Union legislation, in particular the rules
on competition, the award of public contracts and state aid;

= no other Union contribution was requested for this programme and all revenue accruing from
operations under the programme is declared to the Commission;

— control procedures apply, in particular to verify the accuracy of the amount of activities and
expenditure declared, to prevent, detect and correct frregularities,

* this certification concerns only the part of the programme which was performed on the member
state territory.

If parts of.the programme were performed in third countries, the third country/ies competent|
authorities certified to us for the part(s) of the programme implemented on their territory that:

- the information provided for the final report and payment application is full, reliable and true, and that
the declared measures were actually performed and that the costs declared are accurately accounted
for and eligible under the provisions of the Grant Decision No SANTE/2016/UK/SI2.726029

- all supporting documents relating to. the measures and expenditure are available for inspection,
notably to justify the level of compensation relating to animals;

- the programme was executed in accordance with the relevant national legislation, in particular, the
competition rules, the award of public contracts and State support;

- no other European Union contribution was requested for this programme and all revenue accruing
from operations under the programme had been declared to the Commission;

- control procedures apply, in particular, to verify the accuracy of the numbers of measures and
expenditure declared, in order to prevent, detect and correct irregularities.
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EUROPEAN COMMISSION

DIRECTORATE-GENERAL FOR HEALTH AND FOOD SAFETY
m Directorate G - Veterinary and International Affairs
Unit G5 : Food chain and animal health expenditure

Brussels, 20 July 2015

Subject: UK - 2016-2020 bovine tuberculosis eradication programme

The programme submitted by your country for EU co-financing in the framework of Regulation
(EU) No 652/2014 on the above mentioned disease has been evaluated by the Commission with
the support of some experts from the Member States.

The following clarifications, additional information, and modifications of the submitted
programme for 2016-2020 are needed:

1. The targets and indicators proposed in the programme for England and Wales in tables
7.1.2.1 and 7.1.2.2 have been calculated incorrectly and must be recalculated taking
strictly into account the definitions provided in Annex | to Decision 2008/425/EC
amended by Decision 2012/282/EU (each herd tested and each animal tested can only be
counted once, whatever number of tests done on this herd or animal). These figures must
also be recalculated and corrected for the previous years (at least 2013 and 2014). Please
confirm that those figures are already correctly calculated for Northern Ireland. The
targets on herd prevalence and herd incidence for 2016 and 2017 as set by WD
SANCO/10181/2014rev5 will then be revised, taking into account the recalculated
figures for 2013. The final report 2014 submitted on 30/04/2015 must also be corrected
and resubmitted with the recalculated figures.

Figures for England and Wales (tables 7.1.2.1, 7.1.2.2 and 7.2) have been recalculated to take
account of the comments above, the criteria as set out in Decision 2008/425/EC and subsequent
changes to Table 7.2. I can also confirm that figures for Northern Ireland have been correctly
calculated and so have not been revised. Also enclosed (appendix 1) to this letter are the
recalculated and corrected figures for England and Wales (7.1.2.1 and 7.1.2.2) for 2013 and
2014.

2. As regards part 4.1.1 of the programme, there is no timeline proposed for the eradication
of the disease in Northern Ireland. Please provide additional information. Clarify also the
action plan mentioned in page 12 and explain if this could have any impact on the
submitted programme for Northern Ireland for 2016.

A timeline for the eradication of TB in Northern Ireland cannot be set ahead of the conclusion of
the TB Strategic Partnership Group (TBSPG) considerations, but an eradication date
significantly in advance of those for England and Wales is unlikely.

Although the TBSPG is expected to finalise its TB Eradication Strategy and Implementation
Action Plan by the end of December 2015, much will depend on the responses to the
consultation on their Interim Report (closing date is 4 September 2015) and the achievement of a
common purpose. Slippage on this timeframe is possible and implementation of the final
recommendations may require statutory changes, provision of additional resources, etc. While it
is possible that some recommendations could be implemented during 2016, it is not anticipated
at this time, that these will require any fundamental recalculation of the number of TB tests to be
conducted, numbers of reactor animals to be removed, etc., during 2016.

Commission européenne/Europese Commissie, 1049 Bruxelles/Brussel, BELGIQUE/BELGIE





3. In part 3 of the programme, many measures are mentioned but it is sometimes not easy to
understand which measures are already applied and since when, which measures will be
applied in 2016, and which measures are still under discussion. Please provide
clarification in an attached list of these measures in the format of summary tables for
England, Wales and Northern Ireland as you already did partially (until 2015) in
attachment 1 for England and to some extent in attachment 2 for Wales; these summary
tables should also mention the dates of implementation or concrete state of play of these
measures.

The latest developments are set out in part 3: for England in paragraph 5 to 7 (an updated version
of Attachment 1 has been included in the resubmitted programme); for Wales in paragraph 14
and; for Northern Ireland in paragraph 22. As requested, the information has been set out in
tables that provide an update on implementation with dates. The additional information for
Wales can be found in Attachment 4 and Northern Ireland can be found in Attachment 5 of the
resubmitted programme.

4. In part 4.3 and attached documents, the description of the geographical areas where the
programme is implemented is well explained for England and Wales but lacks of details
for Northern Ireland. Please provide additional information and maps for Northern
Ireland.

As described in Section 3 of the submitted programme, Northern Ireland has had a continuous
programme of annual herd testing for all cattle herds, since 1983. Annual testing is applied
uniformly as the routine herd test interval throughout Northern Ireland.

As well as the annual herd testing in Northern Ireland, additional testing is allocated on a herd or
area basis following veterinary risk assessment of the disease situation. Therefore the maximum
inter-test interval is one year, and the average (based on 2008-2013) is 8.7 months.

A Patch map has been provided as part of Attachment 5.

5. In part 4.4.6, in addition to what is already mentioned in page 32, please detail the
interpretation criteria of the tuberculin test results for England, Wales, and Northern
Ireland and provide any existing written procedure.

The test interpretation outlined on page 32 is that applied in England and Wales at standard and
severe interpretation. TB64/TB64W and TB64A/TB64A(W) on the APHA Operations Manual
provide the test interpretation guide card and guidance note for test interpretation in England and
Wales.

Section 3 (para 20) describe the procedures following in Northern Ireland. The Standard
methodology of interpretation of the SICCT is applied as per Council Directive 64/432/EEC, and
severe interpretation is routinely interpreted as described in the methodology for Wales (Section
4.4.6).

Copies of interpretation guide cards and guidance notes have been included as Attachments: for
Northern Ireland, Attachment 5; for Wales, Attachments 8 and 10; and for England, Attachments
7 and 9. The guidance notes for veterinary Risk Assessment (Attachment 6) are used in England
and Wales

6. In part 4.4.9, further detail the measures applied and the strategy envisaged in infected
herds and in contiguous herds to accelerate the detection and the elimination of infected
animals and avoid reoccurrence of the disease, and explain how the results are monitored,
analysed and reviewed by the competent authority.





Action taken in respect of identification infected herds, rapid removal of infection and measures
to prevent reoccurrence is outlined largely in section 4.4.9 of the 2016 UK TB Eradication Plan.

England & Wales

In infected herds in England and Wales a number of processes are initiated to quickly identify
any residual infection within the herd and also identify and deal with risk of spread to other
herds.

APHA monitors and ensures that follow up (short interval) testing is done on time, i.e. 60-90
days after the last test or removal of any test positive animal. APHA initiate check-testing of
contiguous herds identified as being at risk and bring forward their tests as necessary. The testing
of contiguous herds is informed by the veterinary epidemiological investigation initiated within
10 working days of the start of each breakdown.

APHA will introduce a new data capture system for disease transmission data in all breakdown
herds in September 2015 to improve the categorisation of breakdowns by their most likely
transmission route. This will allow improved measures to be introduced to prevent recurrence.

This information and data is not only captured in the Defra published TB statistics, but is
analysed in the APHA Annual Surveillance Reports (England and Wales specific and GB).

Additionally in England, Edge and Low risk Area 6-monthly epidemiology reports are published
and the TB Epidemiology Assessment Centre (established in June 2015) will start producing 6-
monthly High Risk Area epidemiology reports in early 2016. A specific project to assess the
impact of badger controls in the cull areas monitors the impact of badger culls on the cattle
epidemic. In Wales, the work of the TB Epidemiologist is to monitor and analyse this emerging
information and recommend enhanced approaches for dealing with the disease to suit local
conditions within the study areas. Quarterly Epidemiological reports are produced and analysed.
For the 1AA, this information and data is analysed and published in the IAA comparison reports
which are produced annually.

Northern Ireland

In addition to the measures detailed in Section 4.4.9 for the detection and elimination of infected
animals, IFN-gamma testing is deployed as a supplementary diagnostic test in NI where TB
breakdown herds meet certain criteria. The application of severe interpretation is also
encouraged in the breakdown situation. Each TB breakdown is NI has a breakdown
investigation conducted by a Veterinary Officer, during which, likely causal factors are
identified and groups of cattle at higher risk of infection may be identified and removed as
negative contacts. Specific biosecurity advice is given to avoid recurrence.

So far as the NI strategy envisaged in 2016 is concerned, the TBSPG is considering whether
OTW status will be applied to herds with 2 or more reactors with non-visible lesions (NVLs) at
post mortem inspection (more than 5 NVLs at present) and Northern Ireland is continuing with
the more intense use of severe interpretation of SICCT adopted in 2015.

The disease outcomes in NI are monitored both locally and country wide. Results are analysed
by the Veterinary Epidemiology Unit (VEU), made available monthly and are reported annually
in the Programme report. VEU are also developing specific disease indicators to enable more
detailed evaluation of the disease situation at country and divisional levels.  Delivery is
monitored and assessed both centrally and locally via suites of Key Performance Indicators
(monthly) and management reports, which are run as necessary or at set intervals varying from





daily to fortnightly. Review of the parameters and the means of assessment is an ongoing
process.

The recommendations of the TBSPG may further influence developments in this area in
Northern Ireland.

7. The programme refers many times to “veterinary risk assessment” and “veterinary
discretion” to decide which measures must be applied (for instance for movements from
non-OTF herds, for tracing of animals from OTFW herds, for regaining OTF status, for
depopulation, for additional testing, etc). Please provide clarification and the concrete
guidelines or procedures which are followed during these veterinary risk assessments to
support, secure, and supervise the decisions taken.

England and Wales

The TR55 document on the APHA Operations Manual (Attachment 5) provides the framework
for general Veterinary Risk Assessment (VRA) for England and Wales. Each VRA will be
different due to the variances in the situations and individual circumstances. While TR55
provides a framework for the VRA, an element of professional veterinary judgement, within the
confines of TR55 and APHA default procedure/trigger points, will be applied to each situation
that warrants VRA. As such, it is impossible for VRA guidance to be completely prescriptive.

Northern Ireland

It is important to reinforce that the staff instructions stipulate the baseline requirements of the
Programme and therefore indicate the measures that must be applied. Measures applied with
veterinary discretion or following veterinary risk assessment will be over and above these
minimum requirements in many cases. Veterinary Officers have received training that provided
disease risk information to enable them to make such decisions

These particular measures are often subject to required approval by local line management or
require clearance by senior managers or policy colleagues.

The 2016 programme has been reviewed and amended as appropriate in the relevant areas.

8. In addition to the information already provided in part 3 of the programme on the
wildlife, please give additional information and data concerning both the measures
concretely implemented and the strategy and policy against bovine tuberculosis in
wildlife in general and in badgers in particular for 2016 and following years in the UK.

England

Section 4.4.7 provides information on current wildlife controls including the extension of the
badger cull areas and Badger vaccination projects in England. This included information on
Badger Vaccination Grants that continue to provide financial support towards badger vaccination
schemes; research into oral badger vaccine and the future policy on the extension of badger
culling to additional areas in the HRA area of England.

Wales

The Welsh Government recognises that wildlife can play a role in the transmission of bovine TB
to cattle (and vice versa). Studies on wildlife species have shown that badgers are the main
reservoir of infection in parts of Wales, however, in Wales we also keep a watching brief on the
disease in wild deer and take samples annually during population management culls. Latest
results indicate that wild deer are unlikely to pose a significant risk to cattle in Wales.

4





The Welsh Government is taking forward the vaccination of badgers at various locations across
Wales. The main project, which began in 2012 and will run until 2016 is within the Intensive
Action Area where badger vaccination is being undertaken alongside enhanced cattle control
measures.

Data on the vaccination of badgers in the IAA is published annually and is available on the
Welsh Government’s website. IAA comparison reports concerning the disease in cattle
compared to a comparison area is also published annually on the Welsh Government’s website.

Northern Ireland

The TVR (Test and Vaccinate, or Remove) wildlife intervention research project will continue
until 2018. The TVR work in 2016 will represent the third year of fieldwork in a 5 year
programme. The data collected will be analysed and evaluated with a final report of project
findings expected in late 2019. The TVR data will be used to validate the ongoing badger road
traffic accident survey. The TB Strategic Partnership Group (TBSPG) is currently engaged in a
consultation exercise, a component of which is to consider what more is required to address TB
infected badgers and deer in NI . The TBSPG’s final recommendations are not expected before
December 2015.

9. In part 4.2, please give further explanations concerning the strategy followed to involve
closely the farmers in the bovine tuberculosis eradication strategy, and concerning the
outcome, results, and perspectives of the local eradication boards mentioned in page 21.

The Animal Health and Welfare Board for England (AHWBE) is an industry-led group with
scope for influencing the strategy. A specialist sub-group of the AHWBE, the TB Eradication
Advisory Group (TBEAG), has also had a major influence on policy development in England
and works closely with the Defra officials to monitor the implementation, adaption and outcomes
of the Strategy. Since the launch of the Strategy various independent regional TB eradication
boards have been established by farmers and others, and supported by the Animal and Plant
Health Agency (APHA) locally. There are currently four such county boards operating. Defra
and APHA officials work closely with these county boards and with other stakeholder
organisations, including the farming and landowner organisations, veterinary organisations,
wildlife trusts. These organisations are aware of policy developments ahead of public
consultation and are encouraged to feed into preparation of such consultations to provide a
rounded assessment of the changes and challenges being dealt with. As described in part 4.2
(involvement with Stakeholders), there is close working with industry groups in England,
including the NFU and other livestock organisations which provides a healthy platform for
discussion and influence to achieve a workable solution.

The Welsh Government engages with the farming industry on bovine TB through a large number
of forums. The three Regional Eradication Delivery Boards, which include farming industry
representatives along with a variety of other organisations and bodies, are key to the Programme
and delivery of a local approach to suit disease conditions. The Boards meet bi-monthly where
local disease challenges are discussed along with proposals to deal with them. The Boards take
forward their own initiatives according to the priorities in their regions, including best practice
events and evening meetings. The Boards also receive an update on TB Policy from the Welsh
Government. The Chairs of the Regional Boards sit on the TB Eradication Programme Board as
observers.

The Welsh Government also meets regularly with the two main farming unions in Wales and
Pedigree Cattle Breed societies.





Cymorth TB also aims to bring together the veterinary and farming industries in order to convey
practical information and best practice guidance to farmers.

In Northern Ireland, the TBSPG is presently consulting about developing an enhanced local
partnership approach to TB eradication through constructive engagement. The TBSPG’s final
recommendations are not expected before December 2015.

10. In part 4.4.6, please clarify if the post-import skin testing done on cattle coming from
non-OTF Member States is compulsory or not and, if needed, revise it having in mind the
rules laid down in Directive 90/425/EC.

This was a recommendation from the FVO audit in 2011. In subsequent correspondence, FVO
closed the action as: The UK authorities during the general follow-up audit of November 2012
stated that cattle imported into England and Wales from Ireland or from other Member States are
not routinely restricted before completion of a post-import test within 60 days of arrival. Where
government requires post-import skin testing, it is carried out at government expense and no
movement restrictions are imposed unless the post-import test becomes overdue.

This is not applicable to Northern Ireland as post import testing is not local policy.

11. In part 4.4.5, please clarify and detail all types of exemptions to movement restrictions in
place in England, in Wales, and in Northern Ireland, and provide the detailed criteria for
these exemptions, including for the movements between restricted herds if any. Indicate
the total number of herds and animals concerned by these exemptions each year and the
total number of herds and animals restricted, for England, Wales, and Northern Ireland.
Please clarify also the detailed conditions for the approved fattening units, and clarify if
grazing is still allowed for these units, where, and under which conditions and
supervision.

Bio-secure Approved Finishing Units (AFU) can be approved by APHA in England and Wales
to source clear tested cattle from restricted and OTF herds. Once an animal is moved to an AFU,
it can only move to slaughter (either directly or via another AFU in England and only directly to
slaughter in Wales).

England

There are currently 236 AFUs licensed in England, 100 of which are AFUs with grazing. In the
course of a year AFUs receive just under 90,000 cattle (compared to total 6.5 million cattle
moved in GB) — around half of the animals are sourced from TB restricted herds. 136 of the
AFUs are non-grazing indoor units that have to be wildlife proof and can only be approved in the
annual TB surveillance areas. AFUs with grazing are only allowed in parts of the High Risk
Area where badgers are already considered to be a significant source of TB breakdowns in cattle
herds locally. Rigorous bio-security conditions are included in AFU operating approvals and all
units, including the AFUs with grazing, are inspected annually to ensure compliance. All
movements from AFUs are audited annually to ensure that all movements off are reported as
dead within 7.

A consultation on Improving TB cattle controls which includes proposals for changes to AFUs
with grazing was launched in August 2015 (https://consult.defra.gov.uk/bovine-tb/bovine-tb-
cattle-controls-post-movement-testing). This provides more detail on the current situation and
proposed changes expected to come into effect in early 2016.

Wales



https://consult.defra.gov.uk/bovine-tb/bovine-tb-cattle-controls-post-movement-testing

https://consult.defra.gov.uk/bovine-tb/bovine-tb-cattle-controls-post-movement-testing



There are twelve AFUs in Wales; all of which are indoors, are non-grazing, have to be wildlife
proof and located in high TB incidence areas. Animals within an AFU are tested every 6 months.
Conditions for approval of AFUs in Wales as well as infection on compliance and inspection are
outlined in the APHA Operations Manual.

Wales No Percentage
Total Movements ON in year 2014* 6263
Total Movements OFF in year 2014* 5826
Animals recorded dead* 5826 100%
AFU to AFU movements 0 0
Potential anomalies to be investigated further 0 0

*Animals moved on, off and anomalies do not need to tally as some of the animals remain at the
premises for fattening.

Below are some explanatory notes and a summary to accompany them

e Movements On are for information only

e All animals moved off from the AFUs which are recorded as dead at the time the reports
were run are assumed to have gone to slaughter directly or via an approved slaughter
gathering for TB restricted cattle.

e Anomalies are movements of animals moved off AFUs to premises other than AFUs
which are still marked as alive at the time of the CTS check.

e Checks only cover AFUs registered as approved at any time during 2014 and for
movements taken place between 1% Jan and 31% Dec 2014.

In NI there are no AFUs but 6 herds made use of the very exceptional winter moves protocol
during 2013 moving 242 cattle. 5 herds made use of this protocol during 2014 moving 167 cattle.
The protocol was not in place prior to the winter of 2012/13, or during winter 2014/15.

Criteria are:

Both the selling and the recipient herd must be identified at the time of initial application.

Both the selling and the buying herd must be TB breakdowns.

The seller’s herd testing must be up to date.

The recipient herd must not have received animals from other herds under this protocol.

The recipient must continue the schedule of testing.

The selling herd must continue schedule of testing.

There must be overwhelming welfare or other very exceptional reasons that the seller

believes will be alleviated by the move.

e The Veterinary Officer must have discussed the situation with the selling herd to
establish that no alternative solutions exist.

e Individually restricted animals are not allowed to move.





12. If some of those exemptions are not in line with the provisions of Directive 64/432/CEE,
please revise them in order to fulfil the EU compulsory requirements and to address the
risk to spread bovine tuberculosis increased in the UK by a high level of prevalence of
bovine tuberculosis and a high number of movements of animals between herds.

In England and Wales we believe that our movement controls are consistent with the
requirements of EU Directive 64/432/EEC. By allowing owners of breakdown herd to ‘channel’
clear-tested cattle through bio-secure and closely monitored finishing units we are reducing TB
risks for all. Exceptional welfare moves (Paragraph 15 of 4.4.5) in Northern Ireland are in line
with SANCO/10067/2013.

13. In addition to the information already given in the programme, please provide a summary
table reviewing all the recommendations of the meeting of the subgroup of the Task
Force held in March 2012 (SANCO/2012/11191) and detail for each of them the
measures already taken and foreseen to be taken in the UK to that respect. If no measures
taken or foreseen, please explain.

We attach a table which provides detai