
REPORTS AND COMMENTS

Lessons from the 2001 foot and mouth disease outbreak in the UK

During 2001, the Farm Animal Welfare Council (FA We) was asked to provide advice on a
number of issues relating to the foot and mouth disease (FMD) outbreak in the UK and the
control of the disease. Although much of this is to be included in reports on the Welfare of
farmed livestock at slaughter and the Welfare of animals in livestock markets, which FAWC
aims to publish in the coming year, the Council has gathered together key aspects in a report
entitled 'Foot and mouth disease 2001 and animal welfare: lessons for the future'. The report
includes a list of28 recommendations which are largely aimed at ensuring that animal welfare is
protected during any future comparable disease outbreak.

The report addresses a variety of aspects of the handling of the FMD epidemic including the
state of preparedness for the disease outbreak, killing options and techniques, vaccination,
movement restrictions, biosecurity, and restocking. The recommendations emphasise, amongst
others things, the need for regular rehearsal of contingency plans for handling disease, regular
audit of slaughtermen and equipment resources, development of detailed strategies for field
killing operations, and review ofbiosecurity arrangements.

This report was produced by FA WC specifically to inform the Government's Inquiry on
Lessons Learned, the Royal Society Inquiry into Infectious Diseases of Livestock and the Royal
Society of Edinburgh Independent Inquiry into Foot and Mouth Disease in Scotland and to make
the Council's advice more widely available.

Foot and mouth disease 2001 and animal welfare: lessons for the future (January 2002) Produced by FAwe
and published by the Department for the Environment, Food and Rural Affairs. 21 pp. A4 paperback (PB 5797).
Available from the FAWe Secretariat, DEFRA, IA Page Street, London SWIP 4PQ and also at
http://www.fawe.org.uk.

Food ethics post FMD

As stated in an introductory note accompanying the recent report from the Food Ethics Council
(see details below), following the foot and mouth outbreak countless reports have appeared
making proposals on how UK agriculture must be reformed. 'Countless' may not be strictly true,
but those who have attempted to keep track of all this advice will agree it is near enough. The
justification, we are told, for adding to the plethora with this report 'After FMD: aimingfor a
values-driven agriculture' is that few, if any, of the others discuss the problems or their solutions
in ethical terms.

In this report, a matrix, in which the principles of respect for well-being, autonomy and justice
are applied to the interests of four groups (people in the agricultural and food industries, citizens,
farm animals and the ecosystem), is used as a framework to assist in the careful scrutiny and
consideration of the ethics of agriculture. A large part of the report concerns discussion of the
issues raised in each box in this matrix and description of the benefits of respect for the ethical
principles identified (the well-being, autonomy and justice interests of the ecosystem include
discussions of conservation, biodiversity and sustainability, respectively). For example, the
report includes among the benefits of respect for farm animals' welfare "preventing existing
animal suffering", and the benefits of ecosystem sustainability as "increased use of sustainable
resources". The aim of the matrix is to help ensure that in the pursuit of one ethical principle,
another of perhaps equal importance is not overlooked, and to help in finding a way forward that
best meets all ethical objectives.

The report concludes with the suggestion that respect for the full range of principles it has
identified is "much more effectively achieved by adopting holistic, localised systems in which

Animal Welfare2002,11: 247-253 247

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0962728600028190 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0962728600028190

