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ABSTRACT

By way of structured interviews carried out from December 2004 to April
2005 information was collected on-the-spot to validate kinds, sequence and timing of
control measures against Avian Influenza (Al) during the first outbreak wave in Thailand,
official declaration dates for that period start at 23 January 2004. The investigation
covered 20 of the 42 outbreak provinces, one index (outbreak) farm within each
province and 9 farms surrounding each index farm in a 5 km radius. A total of 21
index farms and 191 surrounding farms, 16 village chiefs and 19 provincial veterinary
officers were interviewed at their locations on their recall or records of the chain of
control measures executed and their dates after the first suspicion of an Al outbreak.

Strong suspicions of massive and area-wide Al outbreak much earlier than the
first official declaration date, 23rd January 2004, were reported by all intervieweegroups.
These outbreaks were not acknowledged and responded to by central authorities.
After Al was suspected, the measures specified in the official control policy included
a veterinary visit, samples to be sent to a laboratory, the notification for depopulation,
the depopulation and cleaning and disinfection. Disease control authorities failed to
respond to and correct unduly delays in the execution of individual of these control
measures. From the interviews delays in the confirmation of outbreaks with an
average of 30 days were noted. Only 42% of the provinces did declare outbreaks

within an average of 7 days starting from the suspicion of disease. For the index farms



the average time period spent between reporting and depopulation was 6 days, and 3
days for the 191 surrounding farms. Cleaning was delayed on average up to 11 days in
surrounding farms, of which 60% kept backyard chicken, but took only 1.5 days on
index farms. While measures were generally carried out timely in commercial broiler
farms, less attention for individual measures was paid to layer and particularly
backyard chicken farms. Depopulation was carried out by all index farms, in contrast,
only 82% of the surrounding farms did depopulate their birds and on another 30% of
farms depopulation was carried out only incompletely. Not all study farms also
cleaned and disinfected their premises: 95% of the index farms did so but only 67% of
the surrounding farms, disinfections in non-broiler farms took up to 12 days. did so
The restocking guidelines of the Thai authority were not followed by 25% of the
backyard farmers. While individual bio-security measures of commercial broiler
farms statistically did reduce the risk of Al infection, the complete package of bio-

security measures did not spare these farms from also experiencing Al outbreaks.



Vi

A A a a o Y o o ] A
¥IT0INUNUD Podnalumsldumasmanruaulsaluszozusni

namssziavedlaaldviaun luilszmealne

9 a -
AU UNTNMTUNA Ja011ATA
a a 4 % a [ 4
Usgyan MNAAATUNIVUNA (FAWMNNIATITUYV)
A a a J
ﬂmgﬂiﬁﬂﬂﬁ'ﬂﬂ?ﬂ‘]ﬁ'}ﬂGWUWH‘ﬁ f.93. Karl Hans Zessin ﬂi%‘ﬁWHﬂi‘iﬂJﬂWi(FU—Berlin)

FALUAN.ATLAATH ATNINS UTLFIUNTTUNIT(CMU)

UNAALo

o s 9 dy A 1 A @ =3 A g
nnMsdumalnudeyaluiuNIzHNUABUTUNAY 2546 DANWIBY 2547 INDAUN
as AwvAa o W Y o 1 qul
Wmsliia $10v vaznar lumsaugulsa lduiaun sgniumsszanaaswsnlutszmealne
4 Cg 2 A e 4 - Y 2y
FNUMITZUReEuTuNamIasas Ao TuN 23 unsay 2547 lumsdanwinsailld
Y v
MMsgud1329991ua 20 Janda 910 42 Tanda namsszuia Taelundazdada lasinig
) s s A a ° o s v A A a3 o
gquamwaivhsuimnalsaszuiasiuin 1 vhsy wazvhsulusal 5 alawas dnlusiuiu 9
P of S ¢ Aa P P P o
sy Taudumuainisuiinaliaszuia 21 Wiy vazshsudrafes 191 vhsu wenaniiu'ld
o [ o Y (X)) (X)) [ o o w v A A < Y
MmMsdumualgIngiuan 16 vyt wazdaiunndilszdvamiagn 19 au anuvoya

NIZUIUNIT L!ﬁs‘il’)aﬂuﬂWiﬂ’JﬁJﬂMTiﬂ

=

o 4 J 1Y 1
nndeya ldnnmsdunial mateniimiszuiaveslsalduiaun noumssean
[l I Qle =& 3 ] Ao a [ 19 Y
pgruilunamsasasn e lusaziunirsnunsuiayouda lilianuaulaazaoudues
9 v ] v
wniin JuasumsiUfiasuanlenilenunivaaseuldsusrenuasdenmsinalsa
Y o o N Y Y o 3 o ' s A
ldwiaunszie dasuwndlamh liasavdevuazimasnudedennihsuiodinsim
A @ Y a ua 3 Y 9 o o I o 1 dy [~ [V
gudumameealiams aminlddiihaedadiln nazianuazermsindodusuay
Y H i1
gaiie wennniudanuIminsnunsuAsreulinnua1d taz luansanonausaiom
Y 1 o 1 = 1A ) A o 1 I = o
awfulsa ldedniunadi  Tasnunianuardlumssudumasdiailuniemsas 30 Ju
v AAa [ @ v W 1 QBJ} A A J < 4 1 QSJ‘ A A o
NNIUNGUAIFY 1INTMIAEIENTIMNA e 42 wlesidua mniunansasudulse
(] 3 FY Y] FY A 9 S A a 1 (] [
pgnuilunemsla melu 7 Fu naznindoyad’ld vinvhsuimaTsanui FrenmsEning
= o v = o o 9 I o
MmINnstImshmedadtiusseznmlagmay 6 W waznnhsusouduiuszeza 3 Ju

"9 Y o A s ) sl 2d Ay o
Lla$WUﬂ’J']‘lla']“])"]“luﬂWﬁlsU1ﬂ1ﬂ15m1lcﬁﬂﬂlﬂﬂw1§ﬂﬁ@FUGU'N“]N 60 lﬂﬂﬁl“ﬁu@nﬂuulﬂwuﬂ']u Hav



Vi

o v ¢ 9 =2 o = s A a Y = @ =
nIMaedaInaIune 11 vazavhivinalsaszualdnanies 1.5 Ju yugn
o o v < 4 J g 1 o J 1
w1asms laena llgnih T gmuau Tsaedesaasa lushsulndie  ualuvhsylnliuas Tae
J g o 1 ' J o A S A a
mwzlulnnwdedldasuanuldladosniy nundmsianedaiilnlunnhivinalsa Tu
v 9 = I J J a Y = o v I o dy
nasanud e 82 Wesidud vewhsyluvsnuinunssimedadtn vazlusmoui
¢ W Yo AR ' /3 ¢ A a
30 wosidud lildhmedaiiavua w1 95 nlesidud vewhiufha Tsaszina uag 67
4 4 J { o ] g 1 J 4 { 19 1 4 1 4
wesisudvesvhsudhunssi ldiinnuazeranazainge dwanuivhsuililswhiulnile
9 = [ 1 o 1 zﬂy Y A o ltﬂy 9 =\ 4 4
Idszoznands 12 Juszninmsimeuazmsainsodiivhsy lniuineiies 25 nlosiwud
1 A’f A o Y a va o [ a o o o 9 dy 1 = dy Y1 R 9
miuhawdedfiadmsumssmhdandudesdud annsanifiagyl1dadd
J ' dy &£ A Y ' Y S o 1 2 A
WisulniedsfiszunlumsaruguuazflosiuTsnearuduin Adsliannsondniaesan

a Y o
ﬂﬁlﬂﬂﬂl@ﬁiiﬂhlsllﬁ’muﬂ



	AuthorMs. Sompiss Jullabutradee
	DegreeMaster of Science (Veterinary Public Health)

