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Foot and Mouth Disease

On 12 September Foot and Mouth Disease was confirmed at a farm in Surrey. A single Protection Zone has been put in place around the
land of this farm, with a Surveillance Zone of 10 kilometres radius beyond that. Cattle on the affected farm have been culled, together with
anirnals an an adjacent farm, where disease was confirmed by laboratory testing on the 14th September.

Initial sequencing of the virus showed this to be type 01 BFS. Laboratory results on the 15th September confirmed that the strain found at
the latest infected premises is the same as that in the August outbreak, namely 01 BFS B7.

On the afternoon of Saturday 15th, the decision was taken to slaughter on suspicion pigs on a farm in close proximity to the two Infected
Premises in Surrey.

A national moverment ban - affecting cattle, sheep, pigs and other ruminants - was imposed throughout England, with parallel arrangements
in Scotland and VWales. No movements are allowed, except under licence. As from midnight Saturday 15th September, further movements
of animals susceptible to Foot and Mouth Disease direct to slaughter are permitted, under strict biosecurity conditions, from outside the
Sunveillance Zone in England.

All farrns - particularly those in the Protection and Surveillance Zones - must implerment increased biosecurity. Further details are in Mews
Releases/Information Bulletins listed on our latest situation page.

| atest situation - Information on the latest situation in the Lk
Movement guidance and licences

If you suspect signs of any notifiable disease, you must immediately notify a Defra Divisional Veterinary Manager. If you need
further information or advice not covered by these pages please contact the Defra Helpline on 08439 33 53 77 which is currently operating
between Bam to 10pm Monday to Friday and 9am to Spm Saturday and Sunday.
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Initial cluster 2007

3 Aug: IP1 (3 locations)
6 Aug: IP2 (3 locations)
3 contact herds culled
24 Aug: PZs lifted

8 Sep: S/Z lifted

Origin: contamination from Pirbright site
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::?h" Infected Fremises, Linked Fremises, Slaughter on Suspicion Fremises, Firbright Facility, VLA and HLET |

Protectlon and Survelllance Zone, Day 058 - 30 Sept 2007
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Second cluster — initial cases

IP3

Confirmed 12 Sep 2007
281 cattle

8 pigs

8 locations

Clinical findings

2 locations positive in
lab

Culling completed 16
Sep

P4

Confirmed 15 Sep

54 cattle (location B)
743 pigs (location A)
Clinical findings in cattle
only

Laboratory — cattle
positive, pigs negative
Culling completed 16
Sep
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Infected Premises 5

Detected 16 September. No acute signs.

17 out of 22 cattle with 2-3 week old lesions.
All seropositive, virus negative.

12 out of 16 sheep seropositive; 10 with old
lesions. 2 pigs — no lesions; seronegative,
virus negative.

Confirmed 17 September. Single location.
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IP2
27th July -
Sth Aug

T

PIRBRIGHT

20tk July -
Btk Lug

* Reqguives virds soraival of 11 o 26 davs

IP1

22th July -
Sth Aug
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Routes of transmission
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Infected Premises 6 & 7

IP6

21 September
34 cattle

2 locations

2 out of 32 cattle at 1
location with 2-4 day
lesions

2 virus +ve
All seronegative

IP7

24 September

16 cattle

Single location

14 with acute signs
1-4 day lesions

15 virus +ve

2 seropositive (with 4

day lesions) a



Infection Timeline
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Infected Premises 8

29 September
134 cattle, 16 sheep

4 locations (3 PZ, 1 SZ, just outside PZ)

54 cattle at infected site. 8 with lesions,
estimated maximum 3-4 days.

Other sites no signs, initial serology
negative
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Produced by NEEG from data available at 12:30, 29th September 2007

PZ Census

Table. Number of premises with cattle, pigs and other stock to be clinically inspected, and number of inspections to be carried out

Spp Category Premises Cattle Pigs Other Premises Visited Cattle Inspected Pigs Inspected Others Inspected
Cattle-Pigs 28 468 964 0 28 468 964 0
Mixed 15 1228 124 0 15 1228 124 0
Sheep-Goats only 37 0 0 0 37 0 0 0
Total 80 1696 1088 0 80 1696 1088 0




SZ Census

Produced by NEEG from data available at 12:30, 29th September 2007

Type of premises

No. of premises

Premises with susceptible stock (initially obtained from Census and CTS)

230
Premises with no stock, or stock numbers unknown 706
Total premises in the SZ (Excluding PZ) 936

Initial estimates of stock numbers for the 148 premises indicated in the table above. (this excludes premises where stock numbers have yet to be

determined)

Sheep Goats Cattle Pigs Deer
Number of premises with stock (Premises are counted in each column for which they
have stock) 92 66 105 41 0
Number of stock 6095 577 4764 1729 0




Epidemiology Outside PZ & SZ

« 176 report cases 3 Aug — 1 Oct (12:00).

— 2 under investigation.

« Tracings of animal movements from IPs, PZ,
SZ identified and confirmed slaughtered or
restricted and under investigation — initial
results all negative.

 Enhanced veterinary examination at
slaughter (AME, PME) and welfare licensing

Visits. a



Distribution of Temporary Control
Zones and Report Cases

FMD in Surrey (September 2007)
e 20 Protection and Surveillance Zones, with previous
e Temporary Control Zones (now lifted). 29 Sept 2007
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FMD 2007 - Suspect Disease Reports.
Day 57, 29 September 2007 17:00hrs
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Additional Culling

160 cattle + 1 goat on 4 holdings (5
locations) near |IP8

Likely to be exposed to infection

Killed as dangerous contacts, no signs
of disease post mortem

Preliminary laboratory tests negative
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Legend

A 'nfected Premises - disease confirmed
& Investigating disease status

B Slaughter on suspicion

D Suspect Premises - under investigation
* Dangerous Contact

A Infection Negated




Reinforced biosecurity

Foot and Mouth Disease

Your role in stamping it out

Foot and Mouth Disease is not harmful to human health but can be very easily spread.
W nead your help to prevent it spreading around cur county. This leaflet contains useful,
practical infarmation for people who live, work or are visiting the area shown on the
accompanying map,and what you cando to help stamp it out This message comes from
Surrey Trading Standards, NFU, Defra, Animal Health and Surrey Police.

About Foot and Mouth Disease

Foot and Mouth s a highly infectious disease
affecting cattle, pigs, sheep, goats and camelids
{which Inchudes cameks, alpacas and llarras).
These are krown as thesusceptible anirmaks.
Animals can be infected and be shadding vins
befiore they show signs of disease so anything
that has besn in contact with anirmals, their
praducts arthe land they have b2en on can
#dd to possible spread.

The Impact of Foot and Mouth Disease is
devastating for famners and their livestock.
That's why restrictions are In force. Movements
of susceptible animals are banned and
Investock keepars have Increasad their bio-
security to pravent the virus spreading. Some
public footpaths are also closed.

The situation now

The disease 15 contained within the Protection
Zore but some new casas have coourrad inthe
northern-most part of this zore, Our normal
dis=zase control measures almto kdenitify
dk=asa early, and tocull any Infected animak
a5 so0n as possible,

At this time your area is the front line in the
fight to contrel and eradicate the disease
and we nesd your help te reduce the risk of
spreading the viras.

What next?

If Foot and Mouth Disease spreads, sedous
econmik ksses are likely to follow and large
numbsrs of anirrals may suffer. However, we
do have an opportunity to awsld this if we take
the right action now.

What the law requires you to do:

= Wou must it use Btpaths which have
bean clasad, of remove any of the closura
notkes.

= o must rot mowve susceptible animals

{phas. goats, sheep cattle, ca melids and,

when on livestock premises, horsesior

livestock products isuch as milk, manure)

without a spacific lizence.

Inthe Frotectkon Zone (the Inner zone),

harses must not leave or be taken to

premikes where susceptible animals are

kept

= Horses must ot leave the Protection Zone,

even to see a vel.

Harsa kespars must not aganiss or take

part in hunting a drag or cther trall, or

polrit-Eo-point mestings in this area.

= Inthe Protactien Zone you must not hold
any gathering of animals jeven horses).

a
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Additional survelillance

Sampling of cattle in PZ and SZ
Sampling of cattle in previous SZ
Repeated sampling of sheep

Sampling where contamination may
exist outside SZ

Sampling of sheep outside SZ

Ll Af



Protection Zone (Sept 2007)

Refined Surveillance Activities

y

y

A
. o . Tracings outside Other
Visi nd clinical in ion, . R . ;
:xfn;ngt?on ac: ne::::; o Serology testing c:‘z:: Protection Zone tracmgs
v (live animals) (e.g.fomites,
% equipment)
l i Visit and i v 5
' ' \ ' i clinical ;ﬁ:izgl BN i A
Cattle, h inspection oty i Serological
Sheep | . itle sheep, | Pig Sheep aﬁd egeopat Goat & lab (t?attle, "%“’7 testing Action at the
herds oats and | herds i : .
goats g s flocks flocks flocks testu_19 if sheep;, g;)ats, premise of
required ae Sheep destination
cailhn subject to
[se] - -
3 & goats veterinary risk
& > Initial + weekly blood sampling g5 Y
~ s g assessment
2 o - %’ itial + repeat 3 weeks apart of date
2 S ¢ of movement
If sheep and goats present: initial + weekly S
blood sampling
L L < Movement restrictions >
Note:
- Looking for current disease
- Clustering

- Tracings from 3 August

- Aqua and blue colour (with red colour inside) indicates modifications to previous activities in PZ (August 2007)
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Infected Premises - disease confirmed B Frotection Zone

Infected Premises - under investigation B surveillance Zone

Dang erous contact . ' Previous Surveillance Zone
Evidence of PCR

Infected Premises - clinically and/or laboratory negative

[ ] W Firbright Temporary Biosecurity Area
= Novements

@ Depots and Abattoirs

Slaughter on suspicion

ﬁ- Pirbright Facility

Truck
movements

from
Pirbright

¥ Chamber De t g




Ak 'F - dissase confirmed

I ='svahter on suspicion

A, Infection negated
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Map of Great Eritain with Foot and Mouth Risk Areas and

Blustongue Temporary Area and lllustrative Indication of Bluetongue
Control and Protection Zones.
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T 1)

Map of Great Britain with Foot and Mouth Risk Areas.

1st October 2007.
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Conclusions

Outbreak still localised in an area with low
livestock density and few movements

Additional culling, surveillance and
biosecurity measures introduced in response
to specific conditions in the area.

Source of infection has been linked to initial
Pirbright incident through virology and
timeline

Unlikely that infection is present outside ‘risk
area’ in South East England.

Unlikely that contaminated meat, milk or other_ 6
products are in circulation
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