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1. Passive surveillance – implementation and results

2. Active surveillance – implementation and results 

3. Epidemiological investigation in ASF infected areas 

4. Conclusions 
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Implementation of passive 
surveillance in Latvia
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• Before ASF – very few wild boar were notified and tested

Then…

• Since 2013 massive training program for hunters
• in 2014 massive public awareness campaigns
• Fee for the notification of dead wild boar found (summer 

2014)
• Fee for finding and disposal of WB carcass (2015)
• Involvement of local municipalities (2016)
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Importance of the public awareness
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Increase the awareness in hunters
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Passive surveillance in practice…
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Passive surveillance in practice…
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Passive surveillance 
in practice…
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Collection of carcasses
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Collection and disposal of carcasses 
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Results of passive surveillance
(2015 and 2016)
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Active surveillance
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• Initially – potential infected 
area 200km2

• Than Part II is established 
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Active surveillance – where to start 
from?
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• Meetings with local forest rangers (Forest service)

• Meetings with all local hunting clubs;

• Training and instructions to hunters on:
 Hunting restrictions (if any)
 sampling
 storage of carcasses
 meat / carcass movement restrictions
 collection and disposal of carcasses
 etc… 
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ASF virus detection
Results of active surveillance (2015-2016)
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Results of active surveillance (2015-2016) (2)
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Controls to verify an effectiveness of  
active surveillance 

15

Collaboration with State forest service:

- Monthly reports collected from hunters
- Signature of the official vet for every wild 

boar hunted (and sampled)
- Sanctions in place (administrative + hunting 

restrictions)
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Just an example (December 2015)
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https://surv-wildboar.eu/



Food safety

ASF virus spread in wild boar (2014 - 2016)
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Epidemiological investigation in ASF 
infected areas
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Where to start from:
1. Interview with the head of local hunting club
2. Conversation with local forest ranger
3. Conversation with local hunters on possible sources of 

the infection
4. Conversation with hunters from neighboring hunting 

clubs
5. Conversations with local people 

In 99% cases the result will be based 
on rumors
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Epidemiological investigation in ASF 
intected areas
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Questions to be asked about:
1. Driven hunting during last month (or two)
2. Hunters that hunted in the area
3. Hunters-visitors (if any)
4. Biosecurity measures in place
5. Hunting hygiene
6. Other relevant aspects… 
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Conclusions
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1. Hunters are main target audience to ensure 
good passive and active ASF surveillance.

2. Motivation tools are necessary for hunters.

3. Collaboration between veterinary and 
environment (forestry) authorities is essential 
for good control on ASF surveillance.

4. People are still the main factor for ASF virus 
spread!
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