NOTES AND ACTION POINTS FROM FMD STAKEHOLDERS MEETING – ROOM LG04/05/06, PAGE STREET, 18 JUNE 2004

N.B. This note is circulated for information only. It does not purport to be a comprehensive note of all the issues raised or a full statement of Government policy on foot and mouth disease control policies and vaccination.

· Simon Hewitt introduced the purpose of the meeting as being to seek reactions to and discuss issues arising from the “Vaccination Scenarios” paper. This paper had been produced to inform the debate and to reach a more common understanding on the role of vaccination in the event of a future outbreak.  

· David Mouat then ran through the paper. Issues raised were:

· Concerns about the import of live sheep where disease could come into the country undetected, particularly from the enlarged EU. This was of particular concern because, while numbers of live sheep imports were low, clinical signs of disease were short-lived. Exporting Member States were under an obligation to declare disease and there would be random testing of imports. 

Action: Simon Hewitt to check level of testing carried out on imported animals
· Imports of live pigs (weaners) were likely to increase in the future.

· There was concern that feeding of swill to pigs was still continuing even though it had been banned in Europe. However, it is still only permitted in Germany and Austria and is subject to special rules.

· A question was asked about what would happen to animals in transit or at a market when an outbreak was confirmed. Those in transit may be able to continue their journey or return to their place of origin; those in markets may have to stay there. Movement licensing conditions were being looked at.

· As a general rule, no animal movements would be permitted in the Vaccination Surveillance Zone, as it was necessary to check for disease in this area. However, this may cause welfare problems and consideration would be given to allowing movements where this would not increase the risk of spreading disease. 

· It was felt that the capacity for heat-treating meat from vaccinated animal could be a limiting factor and there were also concerns about whether there would be a demand for such meat. This issue was still being looked at in detail through discussions with the industry on the meat papers and would also be fed into the work on the Cost Benefit Analysis.

· It was felt that the Scenarios paper did not place enough emphasis on the derogation permitting the sale of untreated meat from vaccinated animals on the domestic market during Phase 3 of a vaccination campaign and that this was key to gaining support for a vaccination policy. The need to treat products from animals in the Protection and Surveillance Zones for at least the first 30 days should also be highlighted.

· Work was continuing with the industry on both the economics of being able to sell treated meat and meat products and the impact of the need to undertake treatments on the infrastructure of the industry.

· There would need to be flexibility in allowing animal movements outside the Vaccination Zone. It was felt that there should be a separate meeting to discuss licensing, as this had not been discussed at stakeholder meetings to date.



Action: Simon Hewitt to consider holding separate meeting on licensing


· It was recognised that wildlife may be a problem. The location of the wild boar population is known and, in the event of an outbreak, surveillance for disease would be undertaken. During 2001 wild deer were monitored as far as possible but were not implicated in the spread of disease.

· Major surveillance work was included in the Animal Health and Welfare Strategy.

· Because of the need to maintain an audit trail on vaccine supplies, it would not be possible to leave vaccine at the farm gate for farmers to undertake vaccination of their own animals, although they would be required to assist in the vaccination process. However, if a farmer were trained as a lay vaccinator they would be able to undertake vaccination.

· Consideration was being given to strategies to improve the speed of disease detection.

· It was suggested that, without appropriate compensation, movement restrictions imposed around a suspect case could be a disincentive to report disease. In response, it was pointed out that animal keepers were under a legal obligation to notify FMD.

· The problems in getting third countries to resume imports after an outbreak of FMD were highlighted. It was felt that, because of the time and effort involved in re-opening export markets, the Contingency Plan should include plans for this work. The effects on trade would be included in the CBA but it would be impossible to determine how quickly trade would be resumed. We would remind others of the international agreements in place and ensure all necessary administrative activity was undertaken as quickly as possible. Even without vaccination, it may be difficult to regain export markets and this would need to be factored into the CBA. 

· The Directive provides for regionalisation to allow some parts of the country to regain disease-free status ahead of others and it was felt that this could influence the decision on vaccination.  However, we would have to prove that regionalisation could be done effectively. It would not be straightforward because it would involve restrictions on products as well as on animals in the Restricted Zone and implications for the whole supply chain would need to be considered. However, regionalisation was used by the Netherlands in 2001 and we would not rule it out. 

· FMD policy was a devolved issue and actions undertaken in Scotland (or the other Devolveds) would be based on evidence at the time.

· It was felt that the trade argument should not be used as a reason not to vaccinate; it was not entirely clear exactly what the effect on trade would be and other factors, including ethical ones, should also be considered.

· It was important to have an accurate picture of the costs of disease strategies including vaccination. This all needed to be considered in the CBA which was also looking at the wider picture, including the impact on tourism and the rural economy as a whole. Defra would not pay for any loss in value of animals following vaccination so it could be that the industry would need to consider insurance or other ways of spreading risks or costs. 

· Discussions about the likely market situation post vaccination and the value of the domestic market in Phase 3 were ongoing; this would depend on the attitude of consumers to meat from vaccinated animals. The value of the lost export market would depend on the time of year. 

· Clarification was sought on the export of semen from vaccinated boar in the light of the lifetime ban on the export of live vaccinated animals.

Action point: David Mouat to check and advise Marcus Bates accordingly 

· The Food and Drink Federation had not indicated that there would be any problem with acceptance on the market of animal products which had been treated and channelled. Feedback was awaited from discussions in Europe about the implications of the Directive for the dairy industry.







Action point: Kevin Pearce to provide feedback

· It was unlikely that there would be direct intervention in terms of creating a market for products from vaccinated animals by supplying them to the armed forces, charities, hospitals etc. 

Any Other Business

· Once the go-ahead has been given, Mary Marshall will provide a one-page document on the EU project she will be involved in, for circulation to stakeholders.

Action: Mary Marshall

· A note on the derogation applicable to zoo animals will be circulated to all stakeholders.
Action: Jean Kennedy

· It was recognised that while the issue of rare breeds had been recognised in the Scenarios document, and there had been a consultation on the issue, there were still those stakeholders who would wish to revisit the position on hefted animals.
· Simon Hewitt invited any further views on the Vaccination Scenarios document.
Action: All

Next meeting

· It was anticipated that the next meeting would take place after the summer, probably in September.
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