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This report summarises the information from the surveill
Disease 2049)( @@wvildemi ¢ in Engl and. More i nformatheneon t
The report is based on week 34 (data between 17 August a
25 August 2020. Relf%®rreenpreesssamt COivd Ddi £ &8s e empames eannd theeR S
Summary
A number df9 GQOQVINNEBIi I |l ance i ndi clad oacst iswigtgye srt e méhiarnt e dC Osvil
|l evel during week 34. Case detections in England decr
rates were highest in North West and Yorkshire and H
Ol dham, although this has decreased from the previous
were highed®d yepathag&5group. Pillar 1 and Pillar 2 po
previous week.
The following | ocal aut horities have been included in
meeting: Pendl e, Oldham, Bl ackburn with Darwen, Leice
Sal ford, Bury, Kirklees, Calderdale, Tamesi de, Presto
Trafford, StockpoeormreHyndbewnr kS&okEber wood, Wakefield
Peterborough and Sl ough.
The overal/l number of acute respiratory infection inc
from the previous week. There have been declines in t
settings in comparison to the previous week.
Community and syndromic surveillance indicators remai
queries were noted.
Through the GP sentinel swabbing scheme, detections o
0.0% among those with symptom onset (0/42) in week 33
than 10 samples have been reported so far for week 34
sentinel scheme which is Ilikely due to increased acce
Emergency department ati@®ndandesagwiosh saa@@Vioder al | h o
admi ssion rates f-b9 adomifs$s mens CO¥I®i ned stabl e.
COVHID® deaths continue to decl ne. Excess mortality we
with a heatwave occurring in week 33.
New adjusted seroprevalence estimates based on sampl e
West were 8.2% and 2. 9% respectively. The change in p
driven by changes in the precise | ocations of sampl e
|l ockdown measures are relaxed. There is also some sug
factor to declines in prevalence seen in some areas.
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https://publichealthmatters.blog.gov.uk/2020/04/23/coronavirus-covid-19-using-data-to-track-the-virus/
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Foll owi ngstmést wegkof the Local Action Committee, the

Soci al Care, drawing on epidemiological advice from t

has determined the following Watchlist (Table 1), hig

cern.

The Watchlist is produced by first considering the I|o

incidence rate and its trend, combined with a range o

rate, an assessment of the | ocal response and pl ans,

heal thcare activity and mortality. The classification

ing on professional judgement.

Whil st this |ist is determined at the granularity of

pl aces responsibility for | ocal action at the | evel o

we | ist the UTLA with the highest incidence rate in t

(Figure 11).

The Watchlist classification uses definitions as set

1 Area(s) ®&f ocomcermans with the highest prevalence, wh
geted actions to reduce prevalence e.g. additional
munity engagement with high risk groups

1 Area(s) for edhancadeasppbrmedium/ high risk of int
more detailed plan, agreed with the national team
to support the | ocal team (e.g. epidemiological e X

1 Area(s) ofdowméere viemerin eni s di vergence from the meas.:
Engl and because of the significance of the spread,
| ocal resources augmented with a national support

Maps representing t hd Wateals!| ifstonm Tablse wle)ekby Lower La
(LSOA) arehearveai | abl e
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https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-covid-19-surveillance-reports
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Tabl e 1: Local Authority Watchlist areas

Indiaduals tested per day gl Contain Framework Change in Watchlist

Lower Tier Local Authonty I Watchhist Status = K Status from prevaous
day moving average) } ) beginning 24 August 202 week
Pendle * M52 & nitervention ) YES
Oidham " 208.9 nitervention & vES
Blackbusrn with Darwen®® 1T6.T * * FitarvEnTign & YES
Leicester 2235 [ nitervention & YES
Bradford " 130.3 nitervention & YES
PAaRChester ® 145.0 L ] L riervention o YES
Rochdale ® 1549.5 ! & ritervention =3 YES
Morthampton® 198.2 [ nitervention L) HO
Salfard * 124.0 [ ] ] PitaTvEnLR e ] YES
18ury * 1368 i L4 ritervention =3 YES
Kirk|ss=s "2 106.6 nitervention L) YES
Calclerdale =** 129.1 L ] PitaEvEnLn ] YES
Tameside * 132 3 i & ritervention 0 YES
Preston 190.1 HE nitervention L) YES
S el 138.5 L L 4 Enhanced Supgort L NO
|Burnley = 3052 A+ & Enhanced Support [ HO
Birmingham 103.9 HE Enhanced Support L HO
St el | 30 & ! ‘ Enhanced Support L NO
|8citon * 102 5 & Enhanced Support [ HO
Trafford * 132 .4 Enhanced Support [] HO
Stockport * 1461 L ] L ] Enhanced Support L HO
Hyndburn M1 i & Enhanced Support & HO
Stoke-on-Trent 169.8 [ L d Concern L HO
Mewark & Shersood® 1666 L ] L Concern 5 HO
wWakefield 137.3 i & Concern ) =)
Cladby and 'Wigston 147.0 e Cancern 3 HO
Luten 146.5 L ] L] Concern L ] 11e]
Peterbarough 113.8 i & Concern & =]
Slough 1146 i Cancern E3 WO
[Engtand 114.9 L L]

Dats fof specimens taken BEbwesn 14 August and 20 August 65 estracted on 25 August

*Local authority is part of an area in which overall infection rates are high, with househaold transmission a key infection pathway.

*=wwithin this Local Authority the interventions have been restricted to the Blackburn wards

=EWithin these Local Authorit]ies) the interventions have been restricted to some wards only

Trend arrow indicates whether there has been an increase, decrease or no change betwesn this week and last week (specimens taken between 7 August and 13 Auguss)
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Confirmed cases in Engl and Year: 2020

As of 09:00 on 25 August 2020, a total of 2,51
total of 283,280 have beenl 9c amf iErnngd da npdo suintdiewe P

Overall case numbers decreased slightly in wee|
Pillar 2. The highest case r-44 eysearndli csiefdoltloo
year olds. The highest test positivity is in t|
hi ghest in the North and Centr al regions of En
Figure 1: Laboratorly9 coansse s nteads tCeOVIwnder Pil |l ar
Pillar 2 (n=116,641), based on sample week witt
30000 1 emmmpilar 2 cases r e
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25000 4 == =Pillar 1 - positivity %
Pillar 2 - positivity % - 40
- 35
i 20000 1 ,_
- F30E
S 15000 - 25 %
£ 5
£ 20 @
= 10000 -
15
10
5000 -
5
0 - 0
5 7 9 1" 13 15 17 19 21 23 25 27 29 3 33
Sample week
* For the most recent week, more samples are expected ther
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most accurate analysis of this time probgpgessesomaybhbeée i bhcdmi



Confirmed cases in Engl and Year: 2020

Age and gender

Figure 2: Age/ sex pyramids foY9 |l abveattoegyt eéd ndn
and 2 (a) cumulative number since week 5 (n=27¢
(n=12,601)
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Figure 3: Weekly | abor-a®9ocgseonhi emege€COVYDD, 00C
Pillar 1 and Pillar 2, by sex
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Figure 4: Weekly | abor-a8ocgseonhitemegeCOVYDD, 00C

|l ar 1 and Pillar 2 , by age group
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Figure 6: Weekly
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Confirmed cases in Engl and Year: 2020

Geography
Tabl e 2: Cumul ative number of cases under Pil |

of people tested under Pillar 1 and 2 (6,042,0

i +
PHE Centres Pillar 1 + 2 Total number of people

cases tested (under Pillar 1 + 2)
North East 15,958 265,406
North West 51,708 890,313
Yorkshire & Humber 35,305 629,490
West Midlands 29,637 578,333
East Midlands 25,846 567,132
East of England 27,083 684,260
London 38,388 861,190
South East 36,259 972,911
South West 14,369 593,022
Figure 7: Weekly | abor-a®9ocgseonbhitemege€COVYDD, 00
tested under Pillar 1 and Pillar 2, by PHE Cen
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Figure 8: Weekly positivity -09 tabvbesatesiyedounhod
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Confirmed cases in Engl and Year: 2020

Figure 11: UTLA with the hilPheaesats ewe elelry 1r0dt, € 0df

tion tested under Pillar 1 and 2*
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Confirmed cases in Engl and Year: 2020

Ethnicity

Figure 12: Weekly incidence per 100,000 popul a
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Confirmed cases in Engl and Year: 2020

l nci dence rates by Region

I n the regions with the highest overall rates
age groups most affected appear 29t o/ ebag sy)aunldhive
sistent with mixing patterns in this age group
home, including in public facing roles. I n tho
communities of either I ndian or Pakistani orig
affected | ocal areas. Il n some regions the dail
small, so minor variations in rates should be

Figure 13: Weekly incidence per 100,000 popul at
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Confirmed cases in Engl and Year: 2020

Figure 14: Weekly incidence per 100,000 p8pgul at
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Community surveillance Year: 2020

This section summari ses the monitoring of acut e

based surveillancel9ystems for COVID

Acute respiratory infection incidents, Engl and

I nformati on on acute respiratory infection (ARI

PHE Health Protection Teams (HPTs). These incl i

T confirmed outbreaks of acute respiratory inf
cases ((-COVIIDhfluenza or other respiratory paf

1 situations where an outbreak is suspected. A
ed by the HPT in Iliaison with | ocal partners
criteria of a confirmed outbreak. For exampl
19 or other respiratory pathogens, or cases
l inks to the setting Since Pillar 2 testing
incidents of mild di sease have been detected

Processes for reporting ARI incidents vary bet\

The number of incidents in each setting wi-th atf

19 are reported bel ow.

175 new ARI incidents have been reported in we

q 94 incidents were from care homes where 65 h
itive for SARS-CoV-2

1 8 incidents were from hospitals where al/l h a
f or SCAORS

1 5 incidents were from educational settings w
ed positiwv®M¥or SARS

1 1 incident was from prison where the inciden
itive for SARS-CoV-2

q 32 incidents were from workplace settings wh
ed positiwv®oM¥or SARS

1 11 incidents were from food outlet/restauran
case that testedCopdsitive for SARS

1 24 incidents were from the other settings ca
t hat tested pCos@tive for SARS

13



Community surveillance Year: 2020

Acute respiratory infection incidents, Engl and

Figure 15: Number of acute respiratory infectic
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Table 3: Total number of situations/incidents &
past four weeks with the total number in the | &

Cumulative total number of incidents by instituition over the past 4 weeks with total number in the last week in brackets

PHE Centres : Food
Care home Hospital Educa_monal Prisons Worh.place outlet/restaurant Other settings  Total
settings settings

settings

East of England 52(9) 1(0) (0) 2(0) 8(1) 2(1) B(1) 71(12)
East Midlands 37(7) 1(0) 3(1) 1(0) 18(4) 4(0) 3(1) 67(13)
London 39(11) 2(1) 5(2) 0(0) 15(3) 3(2) 11(3) 75(22)
North East 17(3) 0(0) 1(1) 1(1) 4(1) 5(4) 10(2) 38(12)
North West 102(23) 3(1) 10(2) 2(0) 53(9) 24(2) 35(5) 229(42)
South East 68(10) 7(1) 2(0) 1(0) 4(0) 3(1) 10(0) 95(12)
South West 32(8) 4(1) 3(0) 0(0) 16(3) 3(1) 8(4) 66(17)
West Midlands 41(11) 4(0) 4(2) 0(0) 25(5) 3(0) 24(2) 101(20)
Yorkshire and Humber 52(12) 4(1) 5(0) 2(0) 21(6) 5(0) 17(6) 106(25)
Total 440(94) 26(5) 35(8) 9(1) 162(32) 52(11) 124(24)  |848(175)

14



Community surveillance Year: 2020

Contact tracing

Once a person has a confirmed positive test re:
NHS Test and Trace and al hceasNeHS sT eocspe naendd fTora cteh ¢
in contact via a text, email alert or phone cal
with whom they have had close, recent contact
online via a secure website or by telephone wi!t
identified, they wil!/| be contacted in turn- by t
Il sol at e
Contacts in Figure 16 are those named by peopl ¢
Test and Trace. The setting is the potential e
tested positive, when they had close interacti
setting was the household, where 61.5% of all
setting was vVvisitors to the household of the p:¢
The number of contacts excludes those identifi
such as those investigated as part of an outbr
cently visited a health or care setting such a:
setting, or a school for people with speci al n
aged at a situation rather than individual | ev e
tion (for example in a care home or prison). Tl
ciated with these situations is not availabl e
Figure 16: Contacts by exposure/activity settir
(Data source: NHS Test and Trace)
Household
Household visitor
Unknown
Leisure/community
Visiting friends/relatives
Travel
Other workplace
other
Health care
Social care or home care
Shops
Personal services
Education
Prison / detention facility
0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 12000 14000
Number of contacts
Note: categories have been grouped as follows: | eisure |/
ebrations, exercising, worship, arts, entertainment or recreation, community activities and attending play groups or
organised trips; other workplace includes: retail, manuf
services or border force, food production and agricultur
ment , information and communicati on, military, critical
Personal services includes hairdressers, barbers, tattoo

15



Community surveillance Year: 2020

NHS 111

ThdaHS 111 memivieres daily trends in phone calls
capture trends in infectious diseases such as i
Up to 23 August 2020, thepdaichy i a9 dwtldge | afl f N
calls (as a percentage of total NHS 111 call s)
NHS I1plolt ent i al®a@@VIicD!l d/ fl u compl eted online ass
(Figure 18).

Pl ease note that NHS 111 callers (from 11 May =
2020), who are assessed -a%s <yamp tngmep raorbea b eew CtOrVil
tom specific pathways e.g. cold/flu, which are
Further information about tRPé&Ee Reanve &t HHeiad t v Ai
dromic Subukl et ance

Figureb)l7? NHS 111 telephowyayi ndnovathngr saveamad el ,

(a) Daily polt9 nctailalls CcsVi@b Jp eDaielnt -col d/ fl u call s as
age of total calls, all cageds, all ages

100 12.0

Figureb)l8 NHS 111 completed onidiarye anvveée ssgmarntes .
Engl and

(a) Daitleynti al8o@OVIhE as s e(ss)mebaisl y col d/ fl u online
as the number of completbdronfioematsseessdment snpe as
al | ages

000

indicator 7day movavg - baseline

I:l weekend l:l bank holiday
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i nternet based surveillance systems aim to
i cal symptlo9msonoft hCeOMVIInDt er net -raesp owetleld a se stpria ce
s and health seeking behal9.our patterns relze

gl e search queries

s idaszewelByndromic surveillance system whic

tistics obtained from the Google Health Trer

ut Qa@OVIis mptoms as well afogemafe fogogwl @Ili.hees a

rch query frequency time series has been wei

I n other data sources. Frequency of searche:

ated from historical daily data

over al ldedbndsmed)yi avei ghted scores increased

For more information about this model, pl e:

ure 19: Normalised Googdl8 sgamptbmscowet howel

re fodebmealsiang and historical trend, Engl ano
Confidence intervals = \Weighted and news debiasing score

— \/\/eighted score === Historical trend (2011-2019)

e w oy e
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Community surveillance Year: 2020

Il nternet based surveill ance

An internet based surveillance system has been
web tool survey designed to monitor trends of |
set éported respiratory symptoms from registerec
to capture respiratory symptoms, exposure risk
Il stered participants to contr i-1b9u taec ttiovintayt.i on a l
A total of 3,499 participah? ssceomgilelt@mdc eé heu wea
which 78 (2.2%) reported fever or cough. The mi
heal thcare services continue to be through tel
Figure 20: Rate of contact with different heal!t
pants reporting fever or cough symptoms, week (
290 ; = \/isited GP/GP Nurse e \isited Hospital(including A&E, Admissions) r 250
s Telephoned GP Services = Telephoned NHS 111
=== Fever or Cough @
® S
T 200 - 200 2
@ S
8 ':\\ £
= [} b a
g ] ~ 8
S 150 1 h L 150 &
[=] 7 w
— r) \ g
5 ’ \ —
a - \ £
T 100 {]” 100 3
A . :
[=]
& ~ &
8 50 - ] 50 3
¥ @
y | L, T
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mary care surveillance Year: 2020

GP I n Hours (GPIH) and GP Out of Hours (GPOOH),

Th&P I n Hours (GPIH) syndmomi tosarvael hamber s p!
ing regul ar hours of Th®®Pwmud! iofii Hd@lurisn d IGE OO s
vei l |l ancmomsiytsdaresn t he numbers of daily unschedul
nings, overnight, on weelBorndhs sygrsd eonrs gwlvleirc ah o
| a@dpopul ati on.

Up to 23 August 2020, GPI H c-4a8siuklet aatnido nlisL If ocro nps
mai ned stable (Figure 21). Hl9ialse inmdiec atharnr p e
report is derived from a reduced denominator p
Rates should therefore be treated with caution
weekJhrough GPOOH consultations (up to 23 Augus
centage of total contacts with a Read code) f ol
tacts remained stable (Figure 22).

Pl ease note GP data should be interpreted with
cessing GP surgerli9es Fduud hteda C@VIoD mati on about
fromPHBEeGP I n Hours Synblulometrci Surveill ance
Figurebl1l GRIH clinical i ndicators, Engl and
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Primary care survei
RCGP Swabbing Scheme
This is an extended primary care surveillance
clinical and virological scheme The extension
2020. A sample of patients presentinhi ke hlbnoa
(ILlr) and Lower Respiratory Tract Hmf)e iildnsbe(
This enabl es the week dpnosweteikdtiotoyo brsaetrev agt bé t e
proportion of peoplee9wi th confirmed COVI D
Up to 25 August 2020, a total of 5,247 patient
tive f &€roSARSr ough this scheme. The overall pos
compared to the same in the previous week (Fig
ported so far in week 34. This should be inter
patients tested through GPs has decreased due
Pillar 2. Consultations for I LI and LRTI r ema
Figure 23: Overall weekly positivity (%), I LI
RCGP, Engl and
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Primary care surveillance Year: 2020

RCGP Swabbing Scheme

Figure 24: Overall positivity (%) (weekly) by F
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Figure 25: Positivity (%) (weekly) by (a) age
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Secondary care surveillance Year: 2020

Emergency Department attendances, Syndromi c sur

y Department Syndr omi cmdmuirtverid | tame ed
rk of emergency departments across Et

Up to 23 August 2020, the daily number of ED a
i n England duri ng-lwWeieke 3at t d mdarC®Oe/d Dwer e st abl e
Pl ease not e-19tihkee GEDVIiDhdi cator i s an underledstin
attendances as it only i ncdl@diekse aditagindoasnicse sa swi t
agnosis. The HDSISKSe CiOwvdiDcat or should therefore
attendances and not to esti-iInatED acztwuahdamuamds.r s
mati on about these cavPHEsEmergencyabéepaftment
veil bandetin.

Figure 2619 Cb¥| Ddaily ED attendances, all ages,
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Secondary care surveillance YyYear: 2020

COVIID® Hospitalisation in England Surveill ance
The CHESS surveillance system monitors daily ne
| aboratory cobh®i ademds€O¥Yh® to hospital includin
Trends in hospital and critical care admission
ing recommendati ons
A total of 134 NHS Trusts are now participating
by day. The weekly rate -89 oeweadmssbasad oh CK
popul ation of those NHS Trusts who made a new r
figures such as the total number €f9.people curr
Il n week 34, the weekly admission rates-1lf9oradbot [
mi ssions increased remained stable.
The hospitalisation rate was at O0.58 per 100, 0C
the previous week The |1 CU/ HDU r ate was at 0. C
per 100,000 in the previous week (Figure 27). E
| CU/ HDU rates continued to be observed in the |
est hospitalisation 7dt gewasobhbsemawedtihe thhehe
observed -7dn ytehaer 6051l ds ( Fi gure 29).
Figure 27: Weekly overall hospital and | CU/ HDU
COVHIID»® positive cases reported through CHESS, E
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Secondary care surveillance YyYear: 2020

COVII»® Hospitalisation in England Surveill ance

Figure 28: Weekly admission rate for (a) hospif
sions by NHS regi 0ln% poosinteiw eCQxVasDes reported th
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(a) (b)

_, 250.00 o 1000
8 —0-4 5-14 ——1544 ——4564 S 9.00 - —04 5-14 1544 —md5ehd
0- o
S 200.00 { —6574  ——7584 ——g5+ = 8.00 4 ——65-74  —=75-84 =85+
= =
] g 7.00
@
£ 15000 - £ 600
.S 75 5.00
$ 100.00 - 8 400
'g 'g 3.00
© ©
® 50.00 4 2 2.00
2 fa)
2 I 100
JC:’ >
0.00 HE———————— O 0.00 o= e
12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33 34 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33 34
Week number Week number

24



Secondary care surveil ance Year:

COVIID® Hospitalisation in England Surveill ance
Figure 30 and 31 are based on individual patient |
of NHS Acute Trust s, t herefore the data should be |
and ethnic group may not be representative of al/l

Figure 30: Age/ sex pyramid of new (a) hospital
HDU (n=5, 63109 cCaxvedsD reported through CHESS, Eng
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Secondary care surveillance YyYear: 2020

COVIID® Hospitalisation in England Surveill ance

Figure 31: Ethnic group of new hospitalisati ons:t
HDU (n=5, 17129 cCaxvVedsD reported through CHESS, Eng
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Figure 32: Laboratory confir rledd aENCIZO\OHDIMIi scEn-0n
firmed) to SRFs, Engl and
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ity surveillance

Cumul ati ve deat hs

Changes to the delf9 nrietliaotnesd odfe aGQhwsl D n Engl and a
I n aacncompanying PHE t.echnical summary

The current definitions wused-1f9or nmdrmtgd laintdy ag wer: v

(a)28 day definition: A deatchonifn ramepde rpsoesr® twieteh C
and died within (equal to or | ess than) 28 d.
(b)60 day definition: A deatchonifn ramepde rpsoes® twieteh C
and either: died within 60 days of the first
the first speci meh9 diag ememtliyondd COVItbhe deatt
The introduction of these definitions will affe
reports and therefore Figure 31 represents thes
Figure 33: Cumul ative number of deaths by week
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Ity surveillance

Figure 34: Age/ sex pyramid otl9l adkeartehtsory conf i |
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Table 4: Ethnic gfhupeatwhsobn@8OVIilme since | abo
COV Do , Engl and

Ethnicity 28 day definition 60 day definition
White 86.6% 86.9%
Asian / Asian British 6.4% 6.2%
Black / African / Caribbean / Black British 4.3% 4.2%
Mixed / Multiple ethnic groups 0.6% 0.6%
Other ethnic group 2.2% 2.2%

Tabl e 5: Cumul ati vel9n umehaetrh so fan@QOMIiDne since | at
of COGNMNI Dby PHE Centres

Number of deaths by definition

PHE Centres 78 day definition 60 day definition

MNorth East 2,124 2,360
MNorth West 6,137 6,808
Yorkshire & Humber 3,599 3,981
West Midlands 4 545 5,033
East Midlands 2,935 3,267
East of England 4,230 4,646
London 6,171 6,705
South East 4,867 5,436
South West 1,882 2,062
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Figure 35: Cumulative h8r tabkesypeat @ad00f 0COVpDPp
under Pillar 1 and 2 by (a) 28 day definition
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