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killing of both suckling and adult mice after an i.c. application only, is rather
unusual among arboviruses and similar to that of Lednice bunyavirus (Mal-
kova et al., 1973, 1986; Karabatsos, 1985) of the Turlock antigenic group,
CFT and VNT did not demonstrate antigenic similarity either to this virus
or to any other arbovirus tested. The agent AV 172, therefore, can be re-
garded for a presumably new virus; the name Sedlec has been assigned to
it according to the village closest to the site of its isolation. The virus has
recently (October 1989) been registered in the International Catalogue of
Arboviruses (Karabatsos, 1985), and the prototype strain AV 172 deposited
in the arbovirus collections at Institute of Virology in Moscow, at CDC in
Fort Collins and at the Yale University.

A re-isolation attempt was impossible to carry out because of insufficient
quantity of the original blood sample, but no agent with similar properties
was handled in the laboratory where the isolation procedures were made.
Sedlec virus does not appear to be an endogenous murine virus (a pick-up
contamination) because of 1. the bunyavirus morphology; 2. a better repli-
cation (CPE) at 41 °C than at 37 °C in SPEV cells; 3) serological exclusion
of MHV. Validity of isolation is further supported by the occurrence of anti-
body to Sedlec virus in local population of wetland passerines. Among 109
birds of 6 species, caught and examined in 1988 (not included in Table 1)
at the study site, 25 (i.e. 22.99,) demonstrated VN antibody (reciprocal
titre 10 or higher) when tested against ca. 100 CD3g in CV-1 cells (unpublished
observations): Acrocephalus scirpacens 19/89 (no. positive/no. tested), A.
schoenobaenus 3/12, A, arundinaceus 0/1, Locustella luscinioides 2/2, Emberiza
schoeniclus 1/3, and Remiz pendulinus 0/2.

No other viruses were recovered in the blood samples of as much as 767
birds examined, but this seemingly low isolation rate is in accord with that
reported by many other authors (cf. Hubdlek et al., 1989) who attempted to
isolate arboviruses from the avian blood. On the other hand, the isolation of
a single strain of Sedlec virus could have been affected by the method
used, i.e. by pooling (for the sake of economy) of the blood samples taken
from several birds prior to inoculation into mice. Under these conditions. the
antibody present in one bird might neutralize the virus originating from
another bird in the pooled sample.
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