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Plan for Today

A PRRS ReviewCrash Course

A What makes it so tough to control?

A Cost of PRRS

A Options for Control

A Voluntary Regional PRRS Elimination Project
A Message Points for Lenders



CRASH COURSE ON PRRS

Porcine Reproductive andRespiratory
Syndrome



PRRS SURVIVABILITY STUDI

Frozen Years
Moist, Cold, Wet 11 days

70°F (22 C) 6 days
98.6°F (37 C) 24 hours

132 F (56 C) 20 minutes




A Highly infectiousonly small amount of virus
necessary to infect a herd

A Persistent infection up to 200 days in some
pigs-shedders

A Mutates easilymakes commercial vaccines
effectiveinconsistently

A Simple blood tests cannot differentiate
between field strain and vaccine strain of virus



Somegood newsPRRSunly infects
piIgs no other species can be
Infected



FINANCIAL IMPACT OF PRRS

U.S. SWINE INDUSTRY
$560 TO $760 MILLION

--Neumann, JAVMA -8-05



FINANCIAL IMPACT OF PRRS

$225 to $300 Per Soewcute Infection

Over $100,000 per outbreak on 500

SOW unit
--Holck Polson , 2009 PRRS Compendium



FINANCIAL IMPACT OF PRRS

A Breeding/Farrowing: $74.16 per litter
Reduction in pigs weaned & Reduced Farrowing Rate

A Nursery: $6.01 per pig
Increased Mortality; Reduced Feed Conversion,
Reduced Average Dalily Gain

A Grow/Finish: $7.67 per pig
Increased Mortality; Reduced Feed Conversion,;
Reduced Average DafBain

--Neumann, JAVMA -8-05



Impact: Change in nursery mortality piand post
filtration of study herdsScott Dee Study

A Prefiltration (PRRSV+) A Postfiltration (PRRSY

A Flow 1 A Flow 1
i 8.3% i 2.6%
A Flow 2 A Flow 2
i 19.8% i 1.9%
A Flow 3 A Flow 3

I 13.2% I 1.6%



PRRS INTERVENTION STRATE

WITHIN HERD WITHIN AREA
A Stabilization A Control
A Elimination A Elimination

A Eradication A Eradication



INTENSIFY BIOSECUR




OPTIONS FOR MANAGING HERL
OUTBREAKS

A CONTROL THE IMPACT
Live with 1t, but limit losses

A ELIMINATION OF THE VIRUS FROM HERD



PRRS ELIMINATION TOOLS

A Whole Herd Depopulation and Repopulation
A Test and Removal
A All-in/All-out Pig Flow (AIAO

A Herd stabilization: Load, Close, Expose
Gilt acclimatization

A Partial Depopulation
A Herd Closure and Rollover



PARTIAL BUDGET ANALYSIS

A Depopulation with Breeding Project
A Depopulation with No Breeding Project
A Closure of Herd with OfSite Breeding Project

A Closure of Herd with Ofite Gilt
Development Unit

A Closure of Herd Alone

-PaulYeske Swine Vet Center



INCIDENCE OF NEW INFECTIO

Depends on pig density In
an area



HogDense Area
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--TimLoulg National Hog Farmer85-11



HogDense Area

PRRS struck four times in four years
(2004 to 2007) in Wakefield Pork, Inc.
case reported in National Hog
Farmer.

--National Hog Farmer-65-11



SOW FILTRATION STUDY
Scott Dee

ldentified 20 herds for his study that
became Iinfected every 12.8 to 13.1
months.



Regional PRRS Elimination
Project North of 212 MN
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REGIONAL PRRS ELIMINATIOI
PROJECT

A voluntary, producetled,
coordinated, regional disease control
program



BACKGROUND

A Stevens County regional elimination project
started in 2004

A Project expanded to 6 surrounding counties in
2009

A In 2010, project expanded again to include the
greater region of N212






GOALS OF REGIONAL ELIMINATIC
PROJECT

A Identify the swine herds in the area

A Invite participation by signing participation
agreement

A Determine PRRS status of each herd

A Encourage elimination if herd is positive

A Encourage improvetdiosecutiryif herd is
negative
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A Program is voluntary

A Relies on producer and veterinarian
participation and communication

A Communication is key



Stevens County 2004

=N

N




Stevens Co., May, 2011
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PLEASED WITH PROGRESS

A More sites have been
Identified

120
100
80

60

A Fewer positive sites in
regiom reduced 20
prevalence of PRRS

N212 MN sow herd statu

2010 Q2 2010 Q3 2010 Q4 2011 Q1 2011 Q2

Negative

Negative provisiong
Positive stable
Positive

Unknown

A Demonstrates the advantage of cooperative effort
among producers, veterinarians, community suppliers
and industry to eliminate PRRS
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STUDIES UNDERWAY TO CALCUL
BENEFIT OF REGIONAL ELIMINATI
PROJECTS

Presentations at Lehman Conference



HOW PORK LENDERS C
BECOME INVOLVED




DISCUSS PRRS WITH CUSTOM

Inquire about risk and management
of PRRS on farms that you serve



ENCOURAGE MUBITE
PRODUCTION IF EXPANDING

DISCOURAGE CONTINUOUS FLOW IF
EXPANDING



If producer Is planning to expand,
consider PRRS elimination as well.



INVEST IN BIOSECUR




. SYOK a5 yA

Biosecurity and Minimal Disease Herds (Danish SPF Entry)

Street clothes and footwear Footwear must be disinfected

should be removed in before entering hog barn.
1

unclean area. / Fpotbath
B

Water-tap Protective
with hose. lothing

© Clean Area and
This must bpots

be only Unclean Area should be kept

entrance
to hog barn.

Hands must be washed
and disinfected.

Wooden-grate passage should be
entered only in stocking feet
(never in boots).
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for Transport on Farms




EXPANDED FEED STORAGE

Minimum oneweek supply
to allow flexible, noremergency
delivery



Alr filtration In studs and sow farms
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Alr filtration
Dee, 2005

MERV 16 (EU 9)
23 # o PLFURQYV
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