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Summary
Sever al surveillance indBcacoisi syggeésth nhai oga@Vl Devel h
week 38
i There are sever al indicators that combi-ln® das g oavn d et r

over time, of which cases reported is just one.

The full spectrum of indicators confirms that cases al

I ndicators used to make this assessment include, but

coronavirus, seroprevalence, modelling data, ONS and

indicators such as GP attendance, calls to the NHS 11
Case detections in England increased from 19,146 in week
North West and Yorkshire and Humber, with sharp rises no
rates remain h29g hyeesatr ionl dsh.e FuOrt her i ncreases in detectio
for the most recent samples become available. Positivity
particularly in the 80+ year ol ds-20eyeadst hno®ghl Brl Lar P
remains highest in the North. At a | ocal aut hority | evel
|l imited by testing capacity, therefore positivity rates
Emergency department at-1@ndcenaedagwiotsh sar@@Mlibhed st abl e.
in hospital and | CU/ HDU admid49i an mateéosnhodr |l evelir padt CO
groups and in the North West for hospitalisations and Lo
COVII® deaths increased in week 38 but no excess mortalit
The overall number of acute respiratory infection incide
729 in the previous week to 772 in week 38. The highest
educational and workplace settings in comparison to the
educational settings WOreutbnkeiakmed REs$ NGOVYFrDs activity r
children which may account for some of the acute respira
Contact tracing data is presented in this report and the
household visitors or visiting friends and relatives. Ot
activities and workplaces. Since 10 August, people who t
activities they have done in the days before becoming un
the7 2days prior to symptom onset. Although this does not
may be helpful to indicate possible places where transmi
protection teams investigate |inks to settings to determ
Community and syndromic indicators decreased or remained
may reflect a normalisation following the typical i ncrea
term.
Through the GP swabbing scheme, a decrease in positivity
previous week
New adjusted seroprevalence estimates based on samples f
relatively stable 10.8% and 3.2% respectively. Among adu
age groups.
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https://publichealthmatters.blog.gov.uk/2020/04/23/coronavirus-covid-19-using-data-to-track-the-virus/
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-covid-19-surveillance-reports
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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 and 2

concern.

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 12).

The Watchlist classification uses definitions as set

1 area(s) o6focomacems with the highest incidence, whe
ed actions to reduce prevalence e.g. additional te
ty engagement with high risk groups

1 area(s) for edthamcedesspabrmedi um/ 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) ofdwhlmdareag viemdrieoni s di vergence from the meas.!
Engl and because of the significance of the spread,
| ocal resources augmented with a national support
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Table 1: Local Aut heArndags waft cihitiesntvanmteiasn

Individuals tested . . . Change in .
pe LG mew
per day per 100,000 i R I Watchlist el L

Trend 100,000 Trend  Watchlist Status — week household
. . Status from . .
population beginning 18 September mixing

previous et
(weekly) week prohibited?

Lower Tier Local Authority

population
(7T day moving
average)

Bolton 2408 [ 196.6 ('] Intervention L J YES
Rossendale 2946 qp 165 [, | Intervention L J YES
Hyndburn 3329 qp 163.3 qp Intervention ] YES
Preston 293.9 qp 153.7 i Intervention 5 YES
Liverpoal 191.2 qp 146.3 i Intervention 5 YES
Bury 232 6 qp 144 1 i Intervention =5 YES
Blackburn with Darwen 276.9 i 1437 Qi Intervention =5 YES
Halton 275 2 i 142 5 Qi Intervention L ) YES
Burnley 300.8 W 1401 Qi Intervention L ) YES
Oldham 284 3 qp 139.6 [ Intervention & YES
South Tyneside 1641 [ 1378 [, | Intervention L] YES
Knowsley 2167 qp 1371 [, | Intervention 5 YES
Manchester 208.6 qp 126.9 [, | Intervention L J YES
Wrral 2327 h 122 8 qp Intervention ] YES
Salford 199.8 qp 117.9 i Intervention 5 YES
Rochdale 2631 qp 7.7 i Intervention 5 YES
Tameaside 2221 qp 115 i Intervention =5 YES
Bradfard 181.3 i 114 5 Qi Intervention =5 YES
5t Helens 242 3 i 114 4 Qi Intervention L ) YES
Pendle 2957 i 1127 Qi Intervention L ) YES
VWarrington 187 .6 h 1031 () Intervention & YES
Oadby and Wigston 184.5 il 98.1 b Intervention 5 YES
Gateshead 165 4 [ 94 3 [, | Intervention 5 YES
Leicester 182.8 [ 90.9 [, | Intervention L J YES
MNewcastle upon Tyne 143.2 h 90.6 qp Intervention ] YES
Sefton 1751 L) 901 i Intervention = YES
Leads 158 ] 883 i Intervention i YES
Sunderland 162 1 W 38 '] Intervention k) YES
Birmingham 1973 [ 86.5 '] Intervention k) YES
Wigan 176.2 L 856 i Intervention i YES
Kirklees 1493 [ 807 i Intervention > YES
Solihull 2047 i 67 L] Intervention L YES
MNorth Tyneside 162 8 i 64 6 [ Intervention L YES
Sandwell 195 .6 [ 62 6 h Intervention L YES
Blackpoal 1693 [ | 62 5 [ Intervention [, | YES
Stockport 202 4 [ | 593 [ Intervention [, | YES
Trafford 197.3 [ | 558 [ Intervention L YES
WWhyre 133.7 [ | 548 [ Intervention L YES
West Lancashire 150.9 [ 527 qp Intervention & YES
Calderdale 139.9 [ 505 ('] Intervention & YES
Morthumberland 146.5 ] 503 [ ] Intervention L YES
Waolverhampton 198.8 ] 496 '] Intervention k] YES
Fylde 144 [ 48.9 i Intervention E ] YES
Chorley 163.2 [ 45 4 i Intervention k) YES
South Ribble 161.2 ] 452 ('] Intervention k) YES
County Durham 156 6 W 431 '] Intervention k) YES
Ribble Valley 176.3 [ 266 i Intervention k) YES
Lancaster 1368 [ 24 3 i Intervention > YES
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Tabl e 2:

Lower Tier Local Autheority

Local

Individuals tested
per day per 100,000

population
(7 day moving
average)

Trend

Incidence per
100,000
population
(weekly)

Trend

Contain Framework
Watchlist Status — week
beginning 18 September

Change in
Watchlist
Status from
previous
week

Aut heAn egygs waft chhnhasncad easpport 2

Area with
household
mixing
prehibited?

Blaby 1827 L] 737 i Enhanced Support ) NO
Hartlepool 144 L] 44 L] Enhanced Support L NO
Middlesbrough 143.5 il 377 il Enhanced Support i N0
Stockton-on-Tees 146.4 [ 284 ] Enhanced Support i NO
Darlington 140.6 il 235 il Enhanced Support i N0
Redcar and Cleveland 1383 [ 205 ] Enhanced Support i NO
Hertsmere 147 4 [ 499 [ Concemn 2 NO
Selby 1404 [ 483 ] Concemn 2 NO
Sheffield 158 4 W 47 6 ] Concermn L2 NO
Redbridge 136.3 W 457 [ Concermn i NO
Barking and Dagenham 1347 [ 33 [ Concermn i NO
Havering 1392 [ 303 ] Concermn i NO
Waltham Forest 116.4 [ 282 [ Concern [ NO
MNewham 959 [ 26.1 ] Concern [ NO
Hounslow 1134 [ 255 ] Concern [ NO
Scarborough 118 [ 248 ] Concern L 2 NO
Haringey 96.4 [ 24 ] Concern [ NO
Hammersmith and Fulham 116.6 [ 232 ] Concern [ NO
Hackney 96 [ 232 ] Concern [ NO
Tower Hamlets 924 [ 23 ] Concern [ NO
Hillingdon 115.8 [ 22 ] Concern [ NO
Enfield 1143 [ 219 ] Concern [ NO
Harrow 110.2 [ 216 b Concern i NO
Southwark 95 [ 208 b Concern i NO
Islington 96.2 [ 205 b Concern i NO
Ealing 110.2 L 205 L Concern H NO
Camden 929 [} 194 [} Concemn i MO
Kensington and Chelsea 113.2 [} 19.2 [} Concemn i MO
Brant 91.8 [} 19 [} Concemn i MO
Lewisham 100.2 [} 175 [} Concemn i MO
Barnet 106.5 [} 171 [} Concemn i MO
Greenwich 102 .5 [} 16.8 it Concemn i MO
Lambeth 89 [} 16.3 [} Concemn i NO
Kingston upon Thames 1116 [} 16 [} Concemn i NO
Wandswarth 104 [} 159 [} Concemn i NO
Westminster 7 [} 157 [} Concemn i NO
Merton 101 [} 141 [} Concemn i NO
Spelthorne 1435 [} 141 [} Concemn B NO
Sutton 126.3 i 13.7 i Concemn i NO
Richmond upon Thames 124 2 [} 122 [} Concemn i NO
City of London + 185 4 [} 115 i Concemn i MO
Bromley 118.6 [} 1.2 [} Concemn i NO
Bexley 99.5 [} 109 [} Concemn i NO
Croydon 98.7 [} 104 [} Concemn i NO
ENGLAND 147.5 [/ 35.7 i
Data for specimens taken between 11 September and 17 Se
Trend arrow indicates whether there has been an increas
week (specimens taken between 4 and 10 September)
Some Local Authority areas have been included as part o
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Confirmed cases in Engl and Year: 2020

As of 09: 00 on 22 September 2020, a total ef 3.

19 in England under Pillar 1 and 2.
Overall case numbers and positivity continued
with the majority of cases reported from Pilla
the-2830year olds. Posi t2i9viyteyarwad disi gme fti lilmr2
Pillar 2. Cases rates and positivity continue °
Figure 1: Laboratorly9 coansse s nteads tCeOVIwnder Pil |l ar
on sample week with overall positivity for Pill
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Confirmed cases in Engl and Year: 2020

Age and sex

Figure 2: Age/ sex pyramids foX9 |l aboeattoeyt ed ndn
and 2 (a) cumulative number sincwewleek327aid=3F¢
(n=40,000)
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Confirmed cases in Engl and Year: 2020

Age and sex

Figure 3: Weekly | abor-a®9ocgagseonhitemegeCOVYDD, 00C
Pillar 1 and Pillar 2, by sex
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Figure 4. Weekly | abor-a®9ocgseonhiemegeCOVYDD, 00C
l ar 1 and Pillar 2 , by age group
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Confirmed cases in Engl and Year: 2020

Figure 5: Weekly positivity (%9 odadadbotradtoed a
all and by sex under (a) Pillar 1 and (b) Pill e
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Figure 6: Weekly positivity (%9 odadadbotradtoed
der Pillar 1, (a) by male and age group and (b
under Pillar 2, (c¢c) by male and age group and
and Respiratory DataMart)
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Confirmed cases in Engl and Year: 2020

Geography

Tabl e 3: Cumul ative number of cases under Pil |
number of cases since week 27 wunder Pill ar 1 a
people tested under Pillar 1 and 2 (n= 8,090, 0
Cumulative Pillar 1 + Cumulative since Total number of
PHE Centres week 27, Pillar 1 + 2 people tested (under
2 cases i
cases Pillar 1 + 2)
North East 21,293 6,249 381,870
North West 70,831 28,619 1,238,944
Yorkshire & Humber 44,148 15,454 826,898
West Midlands 38,077 12,943 809,346
East Midlands 30,580 9,936 747,327
East of England 30,511 6,400 902,799
London 45,749 12,101 1,145,683
South East 40,185 7,465 1,257,564
South West 16,648 3,974 779,592
Figure 7: Weekly | abor-a9ocgseonhitemege€COVYDD, 00
tested under Pillar 1 and Pillar 2, by PHE Cen
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Figure 8: Weekly positivity -b09 tabvbesatesiyedounhod
1 (%) and (b) Pillar 2 (%), by PHE Centres anc
Dat aMart)
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Confirmed cases in Engl and Year: 2020

Figure 9: Cumul at-l9ecnatese per COUVOPOO0OO0 popul at i
|l ar 1 and 2jebyloppérauthority, England (box s
area)
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Contains Ordnance Survey data © Crown copyright and database right 2020.
Contains National Statistics data © Crown copyright and database right 2020.
Created by PHE, GIS Team

Figure 10: Cumulative rat-29(cdaoems week 200, 00 0 Cj
tested under Pil | atri elr alnodc a2l, abut huoprpietry , Engl and
map of London area)
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