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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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[ Data suppressed

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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B Data suppressed

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
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Confirmed cases in Engl and Year: 2020

Figure 12: UTLA with the hilPheaesats ewe elelry 1r0dt, € 0df

tion tested under Pillar 1 and 2*
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*The UTLA data presented in this figure, is based on da

period of 14 August to 20 September 2020 (week 38).
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Confirmed cases in Engl and Year: 2020

Ethnicity
Figure 13: 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 Other ethnic background
nic mix in the most affected | ocal areas. I n s

ethnic group can be small, so minor variations

Figure 14: Weekly incidence per 100,000 popul at
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Confirmed cases in Engl and Year: 2020

Case rates by Index of Multiple Deprivation (11

Figure 16: Weekly case rate per 100,000 popul at
prived and 5 being the -B88&8ast deprived, weeks 2°
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Ot her respiratory viruses Year: 2020

Ot her respiratory viruses, Dat amar t

ThBespiratory Datasmamt tgyawdteedm during the 2009
al | | aboratory testing information in England.
monitoring al/l maj or respiratory viruses in En
Figure 17 and 18 represent weekly positivity o

I n week 37, the positivity for rhinovirus incr
week (Figure 17). The high&syeprosoltdyi¢li guarse s

Figure 17: Weekly positivity for other respirat
Dat amart, Engl and
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https://www.gov.uk/guidance/sources-of-uk-flu-data-influenza-surveillance-in-the-uk#microbiological-surveillance

Community surveillance Year: 2020

This section summari ses the monitoring of acut e

based surveillancel9ystems for COVID

Acute respiratory infection incidents, Engl and

Il nf ormati 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 |iaison 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 disease have been detected

Processes for reporting ARI incidents vary bet\

The number of incidents in each setting wi-th af

19 are reported bel ow

772 new ARI incidents have been reported in we

T 195 incidents were from care homes where 134
positive-Cb&r SARS

1 36 incidents were from hospitals where 31 ha
tive fe&€roSARSd 1 tested positive for rhinovi

1 341 incidents were from educational settings
tested posi fCiowke for SARS

1 6 incidents were from prisons where 4 had at
SAR-ES0 ¥

1 124 incidents were from workplace settings w
tested posi fCioe for SARS

1 22 incidents were from food outlet/restauran
case that testedCopdsitive for SARS

1 48 incidents were from the other settings ca
t hat tested pCoos@tive for SARS
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Community surveillance Year: 2020

Acute respiratory infection incidents, Engl and
Figure 19: Number of acute respiratory infectic
mCare home mHospital
800 - O Educational settings OPrison

m\Workplace settings mFood outlet/restaurant
OOther

o O o
o O o

o
o
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Figure 20: Numbe@eriwdéi €OVI ® by institution from

@ Care home @ Hospital
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Community surveillance

Acute respiratory infection incidents, Engl and

Tabl e 4: Tot al number of situations/incidents L
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 Ed_ucatlor_wal Prisons ‘u"h[ork.pla?e outlet/restaurant _(_Jther_ Total
settings settings settings settings
East of England 51(186) 3(2) 30(17) 0(0) 17(9) 1(0) 10(1) 112({45)
East Midlands 85(35) 3(2) 48(27) 0(0) 29(11) 10{2) 12(3) 187(80)
London 33(10) 17(10) 69(45) 1(0) 41(16) 9(3) 21(8) 191(90)
Morth East 36(17) 3(1) 18(10) 1(1) 20(4) 12(1) 19(5) 108(39)
Morth West 77(13) 8(3) 121(82) 3(1) 83(36) 40(5) 43(16) 375(156)
South East 80(18) 9(5) 37(21) 1(1) 18(4) 14(2) 17(3) 176(52)
South West 86(28) 1(1) 77(37) 1(1) 28(7) 5(2) 16(4) 214(80)
West Midlands 90(31) 20(10) 107(66) 1(0) 48(17) 16(5) 26(2) 308(131)
Yorkshire and Humber 97(29) 3(2) 59(36) 4(2) 60(20) 8(2) 31(8) 262(99)
Total 635(195) 67(36) 566(341) 12(6) 344(124) 115(22) 195(48) 1934(772)
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Community surveillance Year: 2020

ConfirmedlTOVIWDsters or outbreaks in educati ona
ARI incidents in educational settingdg9® alte@estevie
out breaks as per the definitions below. This dc
case identified, i-hTiide nd s pwhetreed COWtl Dconf i r mat
where other causative organisms have been ident
tive organisms identified.
A cluster twodef i nteodnefaisrensetd cad®s aomfon@OVINDi vi du
ated with ar egpiedcerdtiicalnosnnetti ng withday | mersisodn(s
absence of detailed information about the type
An outbreak i s defi-nedfasmedocadd®mamb n@QO¥Yihdi vi
sociated wit hr eas isdpeenctiifailc sneotnt i ng wi th illness o
of :
(1) I dentified direct exposonéibeedeensaes [east
example under one metre face to face, or spendi
i ng the infectious period of one of the cases
(2)When there is no sustai ned-albsealc ec mmmumi tay tte
source of infection outside the setting for
I n week 38, there werle9 2c4l8u sctoenrfsi rome do uGdWleba ks i
The highest nulnm®decomnffi C®&d Dcl usters or outbreak

ondary schools (Figure 21).

Number of ARI incidents

[\
%]
(=]

200

150

100

20

ure 21: Numb@rcohmf ICOMéd cl usters or out br eak

i ng, Engl and

EMNursery

B Primary school

O5Secondary school

O5Special Educational Needs (SEN) schools
B College/University

36 37 38 39 40 41 42 43 44 45 46 47 48 49 50 51 52
Date of report week
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Community surveillance

ConfirmedlToOdll Dst ers or out breaks in educati ona

Tabl e 5: Cumul ati ve numble9r colfu sctoenrfsi romme do uc b\WrlebDa k
ucational setting and PHE Centres since week 36, England

Cumulative number of confirmed COVID-19 clusters or outbreaks by type of educational setting with
the total number in the last week in brackets

PHE Centres Special
_ A Secondary . _ A ;
Nursery Primary school = Educational Needs College/University Total
school NE—— _
(SEN) schools
East of England 1(1) 17 (10) 12 (10) 2(1) 5(1) 37 (23)
East Midlands 2(1) 8(4) 10 (6) 2(1) 2(2) 24 (14)
London 4(3) 16 (12) 18 (13) 2(2) 6 (4) 46 (34)
North East 0 6 (5) 7(3) 1(0) 1(1) 15 (9)
MNorth West 7 (6) 29 (22) 43 (27) 10 (8) 5(2) 96 (65)
South East 4(2) 3(1) 7(4) 3{2) 0 15 (9)
South West 1(1) 5(5) 7(4) (1) 1(0) 15 (11)
West Midlands 1(1) 39 (26) 35 (23) 0 5(5) 80 (55)
Yorkshire and Humber 3(3) 11 (10) 17 (11) 5(2) 6(2) 42 (28)
Total 23(18) 134 (95) 156 (101) 26 31 370 (248)
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Community surveillance

Cases by type of residence

Table 6 shows the pr opaelrdt icoans eosf accocnofridrinmegd tGO MInh
dence. Property classifications are derived fr
matched to address details within the | aboratorl
erty reference number (UPRN) and basic | and pr
dress data which failed the adhodessodomaneiixed a:
abode and overseas addresses identified by rec:t
I n week 38, there were smal/l increases in the
6) .

Tabl e 6 Type of resi delnT ec ade s omyf i remreade ICtOavg eD o

Type of residence

week 27 week 28 week 29 week 30 week 31 week 32 week 33 week 34 week 35 week 36 week 37 week 38

Residential dwelling (including houses, flats. sheltered accommaodation) 74.6 71.6 75.0 72.9 73.6 71.9 71.4 741 76.2 7.7 50.5 81.5
Undetermined 18.9 20.1 19.3 204 19.7] 211 22.8 21.2 19.2 17.6 16.3 15.0
Care/MNursing home 49 6.2 4.4 448 5.6 5.7] 42 2.8 2.5 31 2.6 1.8
Residential institution (including residential education) 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.4 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.5 0.4
House in multiple occupancy (HMO) 0.4 0.3 0.3 0.6 04 0.4 0.4 0.7] 0.7 04 0.4 0.6
Medical facilities (including hospitals and hospices. and mental health) 0.6 1.4 0.8 0.9 0.3 0.2 0.5 0.5 0.4 0.3 0.4 0.5
Other property classifications 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.5 0.5 0.3 0.2
Prisons, detention centres. secure units 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Owverseas address 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Mo fixed abode 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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Community surveillance Year: 2020

Contact tracing

Once a person has a confirmed positive test r1e:
NHS Test and Trace and al hceasNeHSi sT eocspe mendd fToara 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
i sol at e
Contacts in Figure 22 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 59.8% of all
setting was visitors 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 e
aged at a situation rather than individual | e v e
tion (for example in a care home or prison). TI
ciated with these situations is not availabl e.
Figure 22: Contacts by exposure/activity settir
(Data source: NHS Test and Trace)
Household
Household visitor
Visiting friends/relatives
Leisure/community
Other workplace
Education
other
Unknown
Travel
Health care
Social care or home care
Personal services
Shops
Prison / detention facility
0 5000 10000 15000 20000 25000 30000 35000 40000
Number of contacts
Not e: categories have been grouped as foll ows: l ei sure |/
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
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Up to 04.30am on 24 September 2020, 45,087 peoj
NHS Test and Trace, reported at | east one event
od. In total 87,128 events were reported. The 1
event s, 14. 6% of all those reported), foll owed
Figure 23: Events and activities reported by pe
onset (enhanced contact tracing), England, NHS
September 2020)
*enhanced contact tracing was included from 10 August 202

Eating out

Shopping

Holiday

Living alone or with family

Attending childcare educational setting
Visiting frends or relatives

Healthcare

Entertainment and day trips

Travel and commuting

Exercising

Other occupational sector

Social care

Retail sector

. Activity event

. Household event

. Work or education event

Manufactunng or construction
Other

0 5000 10000 15000 20000 25000
Mumber of contacts

Notd@t lbemcl udes a wide range of different activities and

als, as well as activities which did not fit any specifi
(al |l @wdttihdAnt & setser t aoirnenternetat is@em voirffeew eé 1 n me nd g n tGdewwtvye ces; Con
muniatnd haraictty vi t i eat i idwfadtai sctarluct us er, viEene g ;¢ elriomi acnecsi ;a |

Foopdr oducti on; Hospboa&G&try; clmsmmiajnndacontnouantiicoant i on; Mialriet;ar y

Prison;ePemmaEiebebr ati ens matnhalsggatcheri ng; event within a s
Spoavents; Supporgt;eadhdawultiang on; Transport; Visit-
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Community surveillance Year: 2020

NHS 111

ThdaHS 111 memivieres daily trends in phone calls
capture trends in infectious diseases such as
Up to 20 September 2020, th@oda t yalpe OO hDageéac
percentage of total NHS 111 call s) and number
centage of cold/flu calls (as a percentage of t
assessments are decreasing (Figure 24 and 25).
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

ther i nformation about t I P8HEe Reav e &t HHeiad t v Ai
i c Subwuekel Bt ance

Figureb}P4 NHS 111 telephowyayi ndnovathngr saveamd e’
(a) Daily polt9 nctailalls CGsVIi@ )p eDaielnt -col d/ fl u call s as
age of total calls, all cadés, all ages
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FigurebP5 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
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Community surveillance Year: 2020

Il nternet based surveill ance

PHBE internet based surveillance systems aim to
typical symptlodmsonmno ft hGCOMVIInNDt er net -raesp owetleld a se stpria ce
toms and health seeking behalv9.our patterns rel e

Googl e search queries

This Ii$asewelByndromic surveillance system whic
statistics obtained from the Google Health Trer
about Q@OVIismptoms as well afogema@éesoagu@ihes a
search query frequency time series has been wei
ed in other data sources. Frequency of searche:
culated from historical daily dat a
The overal ldedbnasmed)yi avei ghted scores increased
with a slight decrease noted towards the end of
[1] For more information about this model, pl e:
Figure 26: Normalised Googll® sgamptbmscowet howeld
score fodebnealsiang and historical trend, Engl and
1.00

Confidence intervals — \Weighted and news debiasing score
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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
i stered participants to contr i-1b9u taec ttiovintayt.i on al
A total of 3,574 participah? sscuomeilelt@®@mndc ¢ heu wea
which 155 (4.3%) reported fever or cough, a sl
commonly reported method of access to healthcal
a GP practice in week 38 (Figure 27).
Figure 27: Rate of contact with different heal!t
pants reporting fever or cough symptoms, week
250 1 = Visited GP/GP Nurse mmmm Visited Hospital(including A&E, Admissions) 50
Telephoned GP Services mmmm Telephoned NHS 111
===-Fever or Cough - 45 "
’ =
£ 200 s’ L 40 &
o ' o
2 , £
£ L -36 8
g . i g
§_ 150 ",-",.— \\\.‘ ’_-__"f 30 ‘:H
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Primary care surveill ance Year: 2020

GP I n Hours (GPIH) and GP Out of Hours (GPOOH),
Th&P 1 n Hours (GPIH) syndmomi tosarvbael hambersypt
ing regular hours of ThE®Pwudl!l iorii Hdadlurisn d IGE OOHN) s .
veill ancmomsiytsdaresn t he numbers of daily unschedul
nings, overnight, on weelBornds syrsd eonrs gwlvleirc ah ol
| a@dpopul ati on.

Up to 20 September 2020, GPI H -td9n%wel tantdi dn.d fcmr
remained stable (Figure 28). -1Blielkaes ei mditeattdratpnt
this report is derived from a reduced denominat
note, week 36 contains a bank holiday and ther e
and therefore these recent rates should be inte
Rates should therefore be treated with caution
we e k)hhr ough GPOOH consultations (up to 20 Septe
percentage of total contacts with a Read code)
contacts have decreased (Figure 29)

Pl ease note GP data should be interpreted with

cessing GP surge¥rli9es Fduud hteda C@VIoD mati on about
fromPHBEeGP I n Hours Synbwuloimeétci urveill ance

Figurebp8 GRIH clinical Il ndicators, Engl and

(a) potenttBalGPCOVYVhBuUl tatibdng nifd wielnglal ness consulta
incidence rates per 100,de0Cepom@muleast ipen, 18I0, ODPe pop

IS o ) ~ o

Daily rate per 100,000 populati
&
Dally rate per 100,000 population
o

0 0
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Weekend Bankholiday s Change i coverage Covid-19 === 7 day mov avg weekend bank holiday Influenza-likeiliness  ====7daymovavg ++++ baseline

Figureb9: (&POOH contacts indicators, Engl and

(a) Difficulty breathingl@hebpblibepgEmhnegsail gacbw-
tacts (%), all ages ages

T day mov avg e baseline

|:| weekend |:| bank holiday ————— indicator
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Primary car e
RCGP swabbing scheme
This is an extended primary care surveillance s
clinical and virological scheme The extension
2020. A sample of patients presentinbi ke bl buoace
(I'Ll) and Lower Respiratory Tract Hmf)e iildnsbe(l
This enabl es the week dpnosweteikdtiotoyo brsaetrev agt bé& t e ¢
proportion of peoplee9wi th confirmed COVI D
Up to 22 September 2020, a total of 5,719 pati e
positive-Co&r tHhARgh this scheme. The overall p
week 38 compared to 5.0% (12/241) in the previc
ed with caution as the overall denominator for
to an increase in patients being tested under |
slight increase was noted in consultations for
Figure 30: Overall weekly positivity (%), I L1
RCGP, Engl and
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Secondary care surveillance YyYear: 2020

Emergency Department attendances, Syndromi c sur

Th&mer ge
[ et

vy Department Syndr omi cmd®&nuirtveri d | tame ed «
i n a n r

k of emergency departments across Er

Up to 20 September 2020, the daily mwembkbart eadf bb
EDs in England duri nlgd wekekaBB8Benflanc €OViI ®&mai ned

Pl ease note-19%tihkee (BEDVIiDhdi cat or i's an underle9st i n
attendances as it only i ncdl@diekse aditagindoasnicse sa swi t
agnosis. The HDSISKSe CiOwvdiDcat or should therefore
attendances and not to esti-mateED azttuahdamnuadxe.r s
mati on about these cavPBHEsEmseragqencyabéepaftment
veillbahdetin.

Figure 3119 Cb¥| Ddaily ED attendances, all ages,

Number of attendances
w
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Secondary care surveillance vyear:

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 38, the weekly admission rate for hospi
i ncrease.
The hospitalisation rate was at 2.14 per 100, 0C
t hper evi ous week. The | CU/ HDU rate was at 0.25
per 100,000 in the previous week (Figure 32) E
continued to be observed in the North West howe
(Figure 33). By age group, the highest hospiteé
and the highest | CU/ HDU 8Bdt gewas odbhsen( Feduirme 3k
Figure 32: Weekly overall hospital and | CU/ HDU
COVHIID»® positive cases reported through CHESS, E
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Secondary care surveillance vYvYear: 2020

COVII»® Hospitalisation in England Surveill ance

Figure 33: Weekly admission rate for (a) hospif
sions by NHS regi 0ln% poosinteiw eCQxVasDes reported th

(a) (b)
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Figure 34: Weekly admission rate for (a) hospif
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Secondary care surveillance YvYear: 2020

Figur ®&We8kly admi ssion rates for hospitdlBi sad-|
es reported through CHESS, week 38

Hospital admissions
of lab confirmed
COVID-19 (Rate per
100,000 trust
population)
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Secondary care surveil ance Year:

COVIID® Hospitalisation in England Surveill ance
Figure 36 and 37 are based on individual patient |
of NHS Acute Trust s, therefore the data should be |
and ethnic group may not be representative of al/l |

Figure 36: Age/ sex pyramid of new (a) hospital
HDU (n=6, 41139 cCaxvdsD reported through CHESS, Eng
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Secondary care surveillance vYvYear: 2020

COVIID® Hospitalisation in England Surveill ance

Figure 37: Ethnic group of new hospitalisati ons:s
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Cumul ati ve deat hs

Changes to the delf9i mrietliaotnesd odfe aGhvwsl D n Engl and a
i naacncompanying PHE t.echnical summary

The current definitions used-1f9or nmdEmtgd laintdy ag er: v

(a)28 day definition A de atcho nifni ramepde rpsods® twieteht C
and died within (equal to or |l ess than) 28 d
(b)60 day definition: A deatchonifn ramepde rpsoesr® twieteh C
and either: died within 60 days of the first
the first speci meh9 diag ememtliyondd COVItbhe deat't
The introduction of these definitions wil/ af f e
reports and therefore Figure 39 represents thes
Figure 39: Cumulative number of deaths since we
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Figure 40: Age/ sex pyramid otl9l akeartahtsgr ysi onacref iwm
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Tabl e 7: Et hnic gfhupdeatwhsobn@8OVIi e since | abo
COV Do , Engl and

Ethnicity 28 day definition 60 day definition
White 83.4 88.4
Asian / Asian British 12.5 7.8
Black / African / Caribbean / Black British 1.9 1.7
Mixed / Multiple ethnic groups 0.5 0.5
Other ethnic group 1.7 1.5

Tabl e 8: Cumul ati vel9n ehaeerh sofs i G@wl week 27 and
ry confirmatil®n bgf PEHEVICRBNntr es

PHE Centres Number of deaths by definition

28 day definition 60 day definition

North East 38 99
North West 353 284
Yorkshire & Humber 176 329
West Midlands 124 256
East Midlands 136 261
East of England 154 309
London 80 169
South East 226 444
South West 33 86
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Figure 41: Cumul ative -h8rtcabesypeat ad00f 0OCOVpPpDPp
under Pillar 1 and 2 since week 27 by (a) 28 d:
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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
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Contains National Statistics data © Crown copyright and database right 2020.
Created by PHE, GIS Team
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Ity surveil/l
Daily excawsse arhdrtality, UK
Table 9: Exwusses dalalt hs by (a)

(a)

aca detectad aa aa 5
020 0
Age group
All X 13 to 21, 23, 33
under25 X None
25to 44 X 14 to 16, 32
45 to 64 X 12t0 19
65 to 74 X 13t0 19
75 to 84 X 13 to 21, 33
85+ X 13 to 21, 33
(b)
Excess detected in week 37 Weeks in excess since week
20207 10 2020
PHE centres
East of England X 14 to 19, 21
East Midlands X 13to 19
London X 12 to 19,33
North East X 14 to 21
North West X 13to 20, 33
South East X 13to 21, 33
South West X 14 t0 19, 33
West Midlands X 13 to 20
Yorkshire and Humber X 14 to 21, 23
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Figure 45: Populwaeteikdry weil rotgda3¥ARPody seropr e
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Figure 46: Gl obal map-16f casemel ati ve COVI D
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