LETTERS & NOTICES

BOVINETB

Eradicating bovine TB
in England

IN response to the letter from Tom
Langton and colleagues (VR, 20/27
September 2025, vol 197, p 247),
bovine TB (bTB) remains one of the
most difficult and persistent animal
health challenges, causing devastation
forfarmers and rural communities.

Defrais working at pace on a new,
comprehensive bTB strategy for
England. Ourapproach will use expert
information and the best available
science to plan towards a TB-free
future by 2038.

Following a record year for badger
vaccination in 2024, a new Badger
Vaccinator Field Force will be deployed
nextyear to drive down TB rates,
protect farming businesses and
develop a cattle vaccine.
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Defra spokesperson

Defra, Seacole Building, 2 Marsham Street,
London SW1P 4DF

email: th.advice@apha.gov.uk

BOVINETB

Evidence against
culling healthy
badgers

DEBATE in this journal and elsewhere
on the merits of badger culling to
control of bovine TB (bTB) in cattle has
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next year to

focused on the core policy science:
the Randomised Badger Culling

Trial (RBCT) 1998-2005, a large
scale, expensive study comparing
theincidence of bTB with two cull
treatmentsin 10 areas against 10
control areas withoutintervention.
The results of the proactive cull
study were published in 2006,’
claiming a decrease in the incidence
of bTB within the cull areas. Outside
cull areas, an apparentincrease
inincidence was reported, with a
badgerand bTB perturbation effect
hypothesised. The reports were
used as the central justification for
the policy of mass culling a high
proportion of healthy badgers as
well as infectious ones introduced
by the coalition governmentin 2013.
However, in 2022 a study’ suggested
that it had not reduced the incidence
of bTB.

Areanalysis of RBCT proactive
culling was published in 2024,
onwhich I was a coauthor, which
suggested that its statistical analysis
was flawed, and when corrected
there was no evidence of eithera
positive effect of culling, orindeed a
perturbation effect. As a consequence,
two of the original RBCT scientists
defended their statistical analysis.**
However, a follow-up paper,’ reviewed
by the head of Biostatitics Scotland,’
demonstrated that this analysis was
also unsound.

Finally, a recent report by Godfray
and colleagues® conceded that the
original RBCT analysis was defective

and proposed an alternative analysis
suggesting a weak effect of culling
(P=0.047).

Using the same methodology as the
Godfray report, there is no evidence of
a perturbation effect upon which mass
culling of healthy badgers has been
based. Godfray reported the incorrect
information criteria (IC) for model
selection and when the correctICare
applied to his models, the statistical
modelthatis selected has incidence
independent of culling. Thatis, culling
has no effect on the incidence of bTB
in cattle herds. This mistake has now
been amended by Defra but not the
incorrect outcome. Errors are further
explained in a preprint.’

Arequest has been sent to retract
the 2006 RBCT proactive culling
paper, as the results have been shown
to be untenable. In my view papers
published since 2006 that are reliant
on the veracity of the RBCT analysis
and results also need to be corrected
orretracted.

The single major piece of evidence
that mass culling of healthy badgers
can be used as a tool for control of
bTB in cattle has been shown to be
incorrect. Hence, mass badger culling
should be removed from the ‘toolbox’
thatis so often mentioned in terms
of TB control and the role of badgers
reconsidered accordingly. Likewise, if
removal of infected badgers through
culling is ineffective, removal of
infected badgers through vaccination
may similarly be ineffective and a
waste of valuable resources.
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Had the analyses, been done
correctly in 2006 then itis almost
certain there would have been no
badger culling since 2013. Ithas been
carried out at great public and industry
cost, and at the expense of the welfare
of wildlife and cattle, and as a major
distraction away from what | consider
to be the true reasons forthe bTB
epidemic.

Paul Torgerson, professor of veterinary
epidemiology

Vetsuisse Faculty, University of Zurich,
Winterthurerstrasse 270, 8057 Zurich, Switzerland

email: paul.torgerson@uzh.ch
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DEATH NOTICES

Heinrich On 13 September202 5,
Christine Luise Heinrich, DVOphthal,
DipECVO, MRCVS,, of Leominster,
Herefordshire. Dr Heinrich qualified

from Munich and was admitted to the
registerin 1995.

Moore On 23 September 2025, Robert
Paul Moore, BVM &S, HonDVM&S,
MRCVS, of Halsto ck Leigh, Somerset.
DrMoore qualified from Edinburgh in
1967.

Rutty On 14 September 2025, Donald
Arthur Rutty, BVetMed, DipToxRCP,
DLAS, FRCPath, HonFRCVS, of York.

DrRutty qualified from London in
1958.

HOW TO SUBMITALETTER OR NOTICE

Ifyou would like to send us a letter or notice, please send it by email to: vet.
letters@bvajournals.com or by post to The Editor, Vet Record, 7 Mansfield
Street, London W1G 9NQ. Letters should not usually exceed 400 words. Titles,
references (which are restricted to 10) and address details are not included in

the word count.
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