FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case No: 2018-0292 Date of visit: | 14/08/2018

Time spent on site: |2 hrs | Main Inspector: PMM

Site No: FS0253 Site Name: Loch Spelve (B)

Business No: FB0125 Business Name: Scottish Sea Farms Ltd

Case Types:  1|REP | 2|REG | 3|sLi | 4] | 5] | 6] |

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No:

Observations: Region: ST

Dead/weak/abnormally behaving fish present?
Clinical signs of disease observed?

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

T153 FHI 045 completed |:|

Water type: S CoGP MA M-39

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.
If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.
If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

Zi1Z1Z2|2

UNI/REG only - if unable to carry out intended visit detail reason below:

2018-0292
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Additional Case Information:

Accompanied vet from APHA following report from third party of suspected welfare issue on site.

AMX treatment had been scheduled on site and was completed on 14/08. A follow up SLICE treatment has also begun. ~15
poor doing fish observed in cage 7 with eye damage. Site staff were actively removing these fish from the population, SSF vet,
in attendance also discussed this with site staff at time of inspection.

Caligus numbers were very low week 26 and began to increase from week 28. There was a sharp increase week 31 where
numbers more than doubled and a significant increase week 32, prior to treatment, where numbers more than tripled. The
numbers increased much quicker than on other sites on Mull.

A thermolicer treatment was conducted wk11, all weeks, except wk 19, have been below the CoGP suggested criteria for
treatment for L.salmonis.

Daily plankton samples are conducted during "high risk" periods. Outwith this weekly plankton samples conducted.

Site has had some issues with gill imflammation, however, mortality rates have been low.

Site installed sea lice shields (skirts) following the thermolicer treatment in wk11, with treated fish being returned to cages with
skirts. All stocked cages on site now have lice skirts fitted.

Fish were also observed on camera system and appeared to be shoaling well.

2018-0292 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI

Case No: 2018-0292 Site No: FS0253

Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Date of Visit: | 14/08/2018| Inspector(s): [PMM |
Registration/Authorisation Details

1. Business/site details summary checked by site representative? Y

2. Changes made to details? Y

Site Details

Total No facilities 8 Facilities stocked 8 No facilities inspected |8

Species SAL LUM WRA

Age group 2017 S1 MIXED MIXED

No Fish 210,000 ~20,000 ~2,000

I 3.1kg MIXED MIXED

Next Fallow Date (Site) October 2018 Next Input Date (Site) Spring 2019

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? NJAny escapes (since last visit)? N

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection? I Y
2. Date of last inspection: |18/04/2018

3. Are records complete and correctly entered? Y
4. Are movement records available for dead fish and waste? Y
5. Are records complete and correctly entered? Y
6. Are health certificates for introductions (outwith GB) available? N/A
Transport Records

1. Are any movements carried out by (or on behalf) of the business (not using a STB)? Y
If yes, is there a system in place for maintenance of transportation records? Y
Mortality Records

1. Mortality records available for inspection? | Y
2. How are mortalities disposed of? |Incinerated - on site

If other detail: |

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks):

[WK 29 0.15%, WK 30 0.12%, WK 31 0.18%, WK 32 0.16%

5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities?
If yes, facility nos/no mortality per facility/no stock per facility/reason:

If yes, detail: |

If yes, detail action: |

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked? | N
7. Have increased (unexplained) mortalities been reported to vet or FHI? | N/A
N/A

8. Have 'mortality events' been reported to FHI? If no, add MRT case and enter on mortality events sheet.

2018-0292 Site Records
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI

Treatments and Medicines Records
1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

Date of issue: 12/09/2017

If yes, detail: |Alphamax, T.M.S.

If other, detail: |

2. Medicines records available for inspection?
3. Are records complete and correctly entered?
4. Are fish in a withdrawal period?

<1 < <

5. If yes, what treatment(s)? [T.™m.S.

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Biosecurity Records

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

2. Has the manner and frequency of mortality removal, recording and safe disposal been considered?

3. Has the manner and period in which the APB will notify Scottish Ministers or veterinary professional of any

increased (unexplained) mortality at the site been included?

I

4. Has the action that will be taken in the event that the presence or suspicion of the presence of a listed disease :

is detected been included and how and when that will be notified to Scottish Ministers?

5. Has the health status of aquaculture animals being stocked on the farm site been covered (equal or higher :

health status, certification if required)?

6. Have the husbandry and biosecurity measures implemented between each epidemiological unit to minimise :

transmission of disease been covered (movement of staff, visitors, equipment, live or dead fish etc.)?

7. Is documentation available regarding the measures in place to maintain the physical containment of :

aquaculture animals held on site?

8. Have the biosecurity procedures been adequately implemented on site?

—

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

1. Has any animal health surveillance been carried out by, or on behalf of, the business?

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?
3. Any significant results?
If yes, detall (if not detailed under recent disease problems).

Records checked between: |18/04/18 to 15/08/18

2018-0292 Site Records

Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Case No: [2018-0292 | Site No:  |Fs0253 |

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)
1. Has the site experienced sea lice problems in the previous 4 years?

2. Is the CoGP Farm Management Area (or equivalent) fallowed synchronously on a single year class basis?

3. Does the site have access to a range of licenced in-feed and bath sea lice medications (including deltamethrin,
azamethiphos and emamectin benzoate) as well as access to suitable biological and/or mechanical control measures, and
can these be deployed in a reasonable period of time?

4. |Is there a signed documented farm management agreement or statement relevant to the site and CoGP Farm
Management Area (or equivalent)?

5. Are sea lice count records available for inspection? (Legal SSI, CoGP Annex 6)

6. Do records adequately reflect the required standard specified in the SSI and the CoGP? (Legal SSI, CoGP Annex 6)

7. Are sea lice (L. salmonis) record levels below the suggested criteria for treatment in the CoGP during the period that
records are inspected? (CoGP Annex 6)

8. Have average adult female sea lice (L. salmonis) numbers per fish been at a level of 3 or above during the period that
records are inspected?

If yes, have these been reported to the Fish Health Inspectorate? If no, FHI see comment.
9. Is C. elongatus infestation at a level which is considered to cause significant welfare problems? (CoGP 4.3.81, 5.3.50)

10. Have therapeutic treatments been administered or other actions taken when L. salmonis levels have exceeded the
suggested criteria for treatment or where C. elongatus is considered to have welfare implications? (CoGP 4.3.82, 5.3.51)

11. Has any other action been taken (where applicable)?
12. Have therapeutic treatments or the actions taken had a significant impact upon the lice levels recorded?

13. Are treatments, where conducted, carried out in cooperation between participating farms?

14. Is there a harvesting strategy for the site, where fewer populations or part populations are held without treatment for
sea lice?

15. Is there a site specific written lice management procedure with waypoints describing set actions to deal with recognised
scenarios during the escalation of a sea lice infestation?

16. Does the stock on site appear satisfactory in relation to sea lice level and sea lice count data? If no please detail
reasons.

Y

N/A

<

Y

Containment Inspection
1. Has the site experienced equipment damage due to predators in the current or previous production cycles?

2. Are measures in place to mitigate against the predation experienced on site? (Detail below)

If other, detail below:

3. Have escape incidents or events been experienced on or in the vicinity of the site since the last FHI inspection?

If Yes proceed with questions 4 — 9. If No skip to question 10
4. Have these been reported to Scottish Ministers?

5. Have these been reported to local DSFB forthwith (where they exist)? (CoGP — 4.4.37, 5.4.17)
6. Have these been reported to the SSPO and local fisheries trusts forthwith (where they exist)? (CoGP — 4.4.37, 5.4.17)

7. Were methods (if any) used to recover escapees? If yes give detail

8. If gill nets were deployed was this action agreed with local wild fish interests and was permission given by Scottish
Ministers? (Legal, CoGP — 4.4.38, 5.4.18)

9. What action was taken to prevent and minimise the risk of further escapes? (Not covered in code but could

be considered under satisfactory measures of the Act) |

10. Is the site inspected as satisfactory with regards to containment? If no, please detail reason(s)

2018-0292 CNI & SLI
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Case No: 2018-0292 Date of visit:| 14/08/2018
Site No: FS0253 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Natification
Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
REG, REP, SLI 06/02/2019]PMM DJT
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Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

Scottish Sea Farms Ltd
Laurel House

Laurelhill Business Park
Polmaise Road Stirling
FK7 9JQ

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusINEsSs NO FB0125 DATE OF VISIT 15/08/2018
SITE NO FS0253 SITE NAME Loch Spelve (B)
INSPECTOR Paul McKay CASE NO 20180292

Inspection of Site

The FHI accompanied a veterinary officer from the Animal and Plant Health Agency following a
report of a suspected welfare issue by a third party.

The information required for the public record of aquaculture production businesses regarding this
site was verified and where necessary updated. The following records were inspected to ensure
that the conditions of authorisation for your Aquaculture Production Business (APB) are being
met:

e Aquaculture animal and aquaculture animal product movement records were inspected
and appeared to be adequately maintained.

e Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained. No mortality
levels exceeding the reporting criteria have been recorded since the last inspection.

The site was also inspected in accordance with the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act
2007, as amended, with respect to section 3 regarding parasites (sea lice). There was a sharp
increase in Caligus elongatus numbers during week 31 where numbers more than doubled and a
significant increase in Caligus elongatus numbers during week 32, prior to conducting a
therapeutic treatment, where numbers more than tripled. The treatment was successful in
reducing all sea lice numbers on site.

A separate report will be issued by the Animal and Plant Health Agency.

Please contact myself or the duty inspector should you require any further information or have any
queries regarding this report.

R10
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 0131 244 0944 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website - www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science




Signed: Date: 06/02/2019
Fish Health Inspector

The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available on the
Marine Scotland website at www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/Fish-Shellfish/FHI/charter

R10
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 01224 295620 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website - www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case No: 2018-0341 Date of visit: | 14/08/2018

Time spent on site: |2 hrs | Main Inspector: PMM

Site No: FS0209 Site Name: Scallastle

Business No: FB0125 Business Name: Scottish Sea Farms Ltd

Case Types:  1|REP | 2|REG | 3|sLi | 4] | 5] | 6] |

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: T153 FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: ST Water type: S CoGP MA M-35

Dead/weak/abnormally behaving fish present?
Clinical signs of disease observed?

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.
If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.
If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

Zi1Z1Z2|2

UNI/REG only - if unable to carry out intended visit detail reason below:

2018-0341

Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Additional Case Information:

Accompanied APHA Vet following a report from a third party of a suspected welfare issue on site

During weekly monitoring of sea lice Caligus numbers began to increase week 29 but were still low, they increased again
during wk 30 sea lice count at which point a treatment was planned. An AMX treatment was conducted during wk 32.

Fish showed a good feeding response and very few lice visible on fish coming up for feed. No dead or moribund fish observed
at time of inspection. Fish behaviour was also monitored using the onsite camera system, where they appeared to be shoaling
well. No salmon observed with sea lice grazing damage.

Cleaner fish are being removed from cages, at site, during harvest and split to the remaining stocked cages. Site stocked with
both lumpsuckers and wrasse of mixed size.

2018-0341 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11
Case No:

Issued by: FHI

FS0209

Site No:

Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Date of Visit: | 14/08/2018| Inspector(s): [PMM

Registration/Authorisation Details

1. Business/site details summary checked by site representative? Y

2. Changes made to details? N

Site Details

Total No facilities 16 Facilities stocked 9 No facilities inspected |16
Species SAL LUM WRA

Age group 2017 S1 Mixed Mixed

No Fish 127,000 ~1,000 ~3,000

Mean Fish Wt 6kg Mixed Mixed

Next Fallow Date (Site) Sept/Oct 2018 Next Input Date (Site) 2019 s1

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? N]JAny escapes (since last visit)?

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records
1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: |15/05/2018

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

4. Are movement records available for dead fish and waste?

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

6. Are health certificates for introductions (outwith GB) available?

Transport Records

1. Are any movements carried out by (or on behalf) of the business (not using a STB)?
If yes, is there a system in place for maintenance of transportation records?

Mortality Records

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

“ =
e e I I I

N/A

9

2. How are mortalities disposed of? |Incinerated - on site

If other detail: |

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

| Y

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): 0.14% - Attributed to production.

WK 32 - S-0.27%, N-0.22%, WK 30 - S-0.1% N-0.28%, WK29 S-0.18%, N-

5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities?
If yes, facility nos/no mortality per facility/no stock per facility/reason:

LN

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked? | N
If yes, detail: |

7. Have increased (unexplained) mortalities been reported to vet or FHI? | N/A
If yes, detail action: |

8. Have 'mortality events' been reported to FHI? If no, add MRT case and enter on mortality events sheet. N/A

2018-0341 Site Records
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI

Treatments and Medicines Records
1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

Date of issue: 12/09/2017

If yes, detail: |Alphamax, T.M.S.

If other, detail: |

2. Medicines records available for inspection?
3. Are records complete and correctly entered?
4. Are fish in a withdrawal period?

<1 < <

5. If yes, what treatment(s)? [T.™m.S.

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Biosecurity Records

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

2. Has the manner and frequency of mortality removal, recording and safe disposal been considered?

3. Has the manner and period in which the APB will notify Scottish Ministers or veterinary professional of any

increased (unexplained) mortality at the site been included?

I

4. Has the action that will be taken in the event that the presence or suspicion of the presence of a listed disease :

is detected been included and how and when that will be notified to Scottish Ministers?

5. Has the health status of aquaculture animals being stocked on the farm site been covered (equal or higher :

health status, certification if required)?

6. Have the husbandry and biosecurity measures implemented between each epidemiological unit to minimise :

transmission of disease been covered (movement of staff, visitors, equipment, live or dead fish etc.)?

7. Is documentation available regarding the measures in place to maintain the physical containment of :

aquaculture animals held on site?

8. Have the biosecurity procedures been adequately implemented on site?

—

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

1. Has any animal health surveillance been carried out by, or on behalf of, the business?

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?
3. Any significant results?
If yes, detall (if not detailed under recent disease problems).

Records checked between: |15/05/18 to 15/08/18

2018-0341 Site Records
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case No: [2018-0341 | Site No:  |FS0209 |

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)
1. Has the site experienced sea lice problems in the previous 4 years?

2. Is the CoGP Farm Management Area (or equivalent) fallowed synchronously on a single year class basis?

3. Does the site have access to a range of licenced in-feed and bath sea lice medications (including deltamethrin,
azamethiphos and emamectin benzoate) as well as access to suitable biological and/or mechanical control measures, and
can these be deployed in a reasonable period of time?

4. |Is there a signed documented farm management agreement or statement relevant to the site and CoGP Farm
Management Area (or equivalent)?

5. Are sea lice count records available for inspection? (Legal SSI, CoGP Annex 6)

6. Do records adequately reflect the required standard specified in the SSI and the CoGP? (Legal SSI, CoGP Annex 6)

7. Are sea lice (L. salmonis) record levels below the suggested criteria for treatment in the CoGP during the period that N
records are inspected? (CoGP Annex 6)

8. Have average adult female sea lice (L. salmonis) numbers per fish been at a level of 3 or above during the period that
records are inspected?

If yes, have these been reported to the Fish Health Inspectorate? If no, FHI see comment. N/A

I-<-<I 11

9. Is C. elongatus infestation at a level which is considered to cause significant welfare problems? (CoGP 4.3.81, 5.3.50) [N

10. Have therapeutic treatments been administered or other actions taken when L. salmonis levels have exceeded the Y
suggested criteria for treatment or where C. elongatus is considered to have welfare implications? (CoGP 4.3.82, 5.3.51)

11. Has any other action been taken (where applicable)? N/A

12. Have therapeutic treatments or the actions taken had a significant impact upon the lice levels recorded? Y

<

13. Are treatments, where conducted, carried out in cooperation between participating farms?
14. Is there a harvesting strategy for the site, where fewer populations or part populations are held without treatment for Y
sea lice?
15. Is there a site specific written lice management procedure with waypoints describing set actions to deal with recognised |Y
scenarios during the escalation of a sea lice infestation?

16. Does the stock on site appear satisfactory in relation to sea lice level and sea lice count data? If no please detail Y
reasons.

Containment Inspection
1. Has the site experienced equipment damage due to predators in the current or previous production cycles?

2. Are measures in place to mitigate against the predation experienced on site? (Detail below)

If other, detail below:

If Yes proceed with questions 4 — 9. If No skip to question 10

3. Have escape incidents or events been experienced on or in the vicinity of the site since the last FHI inspection? IN
4. Have these been reported to Scottish Ministers? :

5. Have these been reported to local DSFB forthwith (where they exist)? (CoGP — 4.4.37, 5.4.17)
6. Have these been reported to the SSPO and local fisheries trusts forthwith (where they exist)? (CoGP — 4.4.37, 5.4.17)

7. Were methods (if any) used to recover escapees? If yes give detail |

8. If gill nets were deployed was this action agreed with local wild fish interests and was permission given by Scottish

Ministers? (Legal, CoGP — 4.4.38, 5.4.18) :

9. What action was taken to prevent and minimise the risk of further escapes? (Not covered in code but could

be considered under satisfactory measures of the Act) |
10. Is the site inspected as satisfactory with regards to containment? If no, please detail reason(s) |

2018-0341 CNI & SLI Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Case No: 2018-0341 Date of visit:| 14/08/2018
Site No: FS0209 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Natification
Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
REG, REP, SLI 06/02/2019]PMM DJT
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Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtland W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

Scottish Sea Farms Ltd
Laurel House

Laurelhill Business Park
Polmaise Road Stirling
FK7 9JQ

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BuUSINESS NO FB0125 DATE OF VISIT 15/08/2018
SITE NO FS0209 SITE NAME Scallastle
INSPECTOR Paul McKay CASE NO 20180341

Inspection of Site

The FHI accompanied a veterinary officer from the Animal and Plant Health Agency following a
report of a suspected welfare issue by a third party.

The information required for the public record of aquaculture production businesses regarding this
site was verified and where necessary updated. The following records were inspected to ensure
that the conditions of authorisation for your Aquaculture Production Business (APB) are being
met:

e Aquaculture animal and aquaculture animal product movement records were inspected
and appeared to be adequately maintained.

e Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained. No mortality
levels exceeding the reporting criteria have been recorded since the last inspection.

The site was also inspected in accordance with the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act
2007, as amended, with respect to section 3 regarding parasites (sea lice). Levels of Caligus
elongatus had increased during week 30. At this point a therapeutic treatment was planned and
conducted during week 32, reducing the Caligus elongatus numbers on site.

A separate report will be issued by the Animal and Plant Health Agency.

R10
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 0131 244 0944 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website - www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science




Please contact myself or the duty inspector should you require any further information or have any
queries regarding this report.

Signed: Date: 06/02/2019
Fish Health Inspector

The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available on the
Marine Scotland website at www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/Fish-Shellfish/FHI/charter

R10
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 01224 295620 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website - www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case No: 2018-0407 Date of visit: | 28/08/2018
Time spent on site: [3.5 hrs | Main Inspector: PMM

Site No: FS0948 Site Name: Score Holms

Business No: FB0440 Business Name: Grieg Seafood Shetland Ltd

Case Types:  1|ECI | 2|[CNI | 3|sLi | 4|vmD | 5] | 6] |

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: T153 FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: SH Water type: S CoGP MA S-11
Dead/weak/abnormally behaving fish present? N |If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.
Clinical signs of disease observed? N |If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

Gross pathology observed? N |If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.
Diagnostic samples taken? N

UNI/REG only - if unable to carry out intended visit detail reason below:

2018-0407

Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Additional Case Information:

All cages fitted with sea lice skirts (5m) and aeriation systems. Daily water quality checks conducted with samples taken to
main office in Lerwick for processing. Two Inputs of fish on site 2017 SO - from Taing of Railsborough and 2018 S1 from
Kames - Loch Avich and Tralaig.

All cages fitted with predator nets, this is third cycle that Score Holms has had predator nets. MML has not been required in
the area since installation of predator nets.

Fish sampled for VMD appeared to be in good condition and healthy. Sea lice numbers have been very low so far this cycle.

During a transfer of fish from Taing of Railsborough using the Martin Saele. Both wells contained stock, a separate pipe was
attached to each well and allows the fish to be unloaded from either well. Following discharge in to one cage the discharge
pipe was removed and placed on the deck of the wellboat. The wellboat then proceeded to the next cage, the discharge pipe
from the opposite well was placed in the cage and the wellboat began to discharge, however, due to human error the wellboat
crew began to pump fish from the wrong well which resulted in loss of fish. Following this incident the wellboat has amended
its procedures and now both discharge pipes are placed in a cage for discharging to eliminate the risk of a reoccurance.

2018-0407 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Case No: 2018-0407 Site No: FS0948

Date of Visit: | 28/08/2018] Inspector(s): [PMM |
Registration/Authorisation Details

1. Business/site details summary checked by site representative? Y

2. Changes made to details? N

Site Details

Total No facilities 10 Facilities stocked 9 No facilities inspected |10
Species SAL SAL LUM

Age group 2017 SO 2018 S1 2017

No Fish 228,000 175,000 ~30,000

Mean Fish Wt 2.66kg 1.5kg mixed

Next Fallow Date (Site) Sept 2019 Next Input Date (Site) 2020 S1 input

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? N]JAny escapes (since last visit)?

If yes, detail: [MSe180118SAL1

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: |09/11/2016
3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

4. Are movement records available for dead fish and waste?

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

6. Are health certificates for introductions (outwith GB) available? N/A

“ —
dd= 1<

Transport Records

1. Are any movements carried out by (or on behalf) of the business (not using a STB)? Y
If yes, is there a system in place for maintenance of transportation records? Y

Mortality Records

1. Mortality records available for inspection? | Y

2. How are mortalities disposed of? |Who|e fish - TWMA (Shetland)

If other detail: |

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | Y
30/07 - 1,123 for site, 06/08 - 1.066 for site, 13/08 - 553 for site, 20/08 - 494

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): for site all attributed to failed smolts.

5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities? | N

If yes, facility nos/no mortality per facility/no stock per facility/reason:

I

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked? | N

If yes, detalil: |

7. Have increased (unexplained) mortalities been reported to vet or FHI? | N/A

If yes, detail action: |

8. Have 'mortality events' been reported to FHI? If no, add MRT case and enter on mortality events sheet. N/A

2018-0407 Site Records Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Treatments and Medicines Records

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)? | Y

If yes, detail: |T.M.S., SLICE

If other, detail: |

2. Medicines records available for inspection?

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

4. Are fish in a withdrawal period?

5. If yes, what treatment(s)? [T.™m.S.
If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately? | Y

Biosecurity Records

<1 < <

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection? Y
2. Has the manner and frequency of mortality removal, recording and safe disposal been considered? Y
3. Has the manner and period in which the APB will notify Scottish Ministers or veterinary professional of any

increased (unexplained) mortality at the site been included?

4. Has the action that will be taken in the event that the presence or suspicion of the presence of a listed disease
is detected been included and how and when that will be notified to Scottish Ministers?

5. Has the health status of aquaculture animals being stocked on the farm site been covered (equal or higher
health status, certification if required)?

6. Have the husbandry and biosecurity measures implemented between each epidemiological unit to minimise
transmission of disease been covered (movement of staff, visitors, equipment, live or dead fish etc.)?

7. Is documentation available regarding the measures in place to maintain the physical containment of
aquaculture animals held on site?

8. Have the biosecurity procedures been adequately implemented on site? | Y
If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

1. Has any animal health surveillance been carried out by, or on behalf of, the business? Y
2. If yes, are results available for inspection? Y
3. Any significant results? N
If yes, detall (if not detailed under recent disease problems). |
I

Records checked between: [Nov 2016 to Aug 2018 |
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FHI 059, Version 11

Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Case no: [2018-0407 ]Site No: [FS0948 |Date of visit/ |  28/08/2018]  28/(
Sampling:

Prorty samples v s el we[] W[
Time sampling | 14:.00.00 | 14:30:00 | Inspector: VMD No.
starts/ends:
Environmental conditions: 1 2: 3: 4: 5:
Summary samples HIST :BA :MG :VI :PA :Total Samples

Add Fish/Pools - click

Pool/Fish No
Fish nos 1 2 3
Pool Group
Species SAL SAL SAL
Average weight 2.2kg |2.2kg |1.5kg
Sex
Water Type SW SW SW
< ey ey
()] (@] (@]
%) =] =] =]
= 2 o~ S [ER2
g 52| 53| 53
8 29| 29| 25
§ Stock Origin SEl S&l =&
¢ [Facility No 4 5 10
2018-0407
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
)8/2018]Additional Sample Information:

m Total Tests assigned D
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case Number: 2018-0407 Site No: [FS0948 Insp: PMM
Date of Visit 28/08/2018 No of movements/supp./dest. Score
Live fish movements 0 1-5 6-10 >10
Movements on (from out Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 14 0
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
species compartment including third country 0 9 18| 26 0
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14 0
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 10
Number of destinations 0 3 6 10 3
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0 0
susceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 4
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category lll
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 3 6 0
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 4 8 0
Management practices None  Secure Unsecure
Water contacts with Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters
processors 0 1 2 1
On farm processing within  |[No on farm processing 0 0
the rules of the directive
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)
Processing fish from MS of equivalent status
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status 4 0
Processing fish from Category Il farm 0
Processing fish from Category V farm 10 0
Disposal of fish and fish by- [Site's own waste only processed. 0 0
products Common processes with other farms 3
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 2
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc No 1
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3 3
Platform access to cages |Yes
No
Total
Rank

2018-0407

Surveillance Frequency Fish
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Case No: [2018-0407 | Site No:  |Fs0948 |

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)

1. Has the site experienced sea lice problems in the previous 4 years? Y
2. Is the CoGP Farm Management Area (or equivalent) fallowed synchronously on a single year class basis? Y
3. Does the site have access to a range of licenced in-feed and bath sea lice medications (including deltamethrin, Y

azamethiphos and emamectin benzoate) as well as access to suitable biological and/or mechanical control measures, and
can these be deployed in a reasonable period of time?

4. |Is there a signed documented farm management agreement or statement relevant to the site and CoGP Farm
Management Area (or equivalent)?

5. Are sea lice count records available for inspection? (Legal SSI, CoGP Annex 6) Y

6. Do records adequately reflect the required standard specified in the SSI and the CoGP? (Legal SSI, CoGP Annex 6) Y

7. Are sea lice (L. salmonis) record levels below the suggested criteria for treatment in the CoGP during the period that
records are inspected? (CoGP Annex 6)

8. Have average adult female sea lice (L. salmonis) numbers per fish been at a level of 3 or above during the period that ¥
records are inspected?

If yes, have these been reported to the Fish Health Inspectorate? If no, FHI see comment. Y

9. Is C. elongatus infestation at a level which is considered to cause significant welfare problems? (CoGP 4.3.81, 5.3.50) [N

10. Have therapeutic treatments been administered or other actions taken when L. salmonis levels have exceeded the Y
suggested criteria for treatment or where C. elongatus is considered to have welfare implications? (CoGP 4.3.82, 5.3.51)

11. Has any other action been taken (where applicable)?

12. Have therapeutic treatments or the actions taken had a significant impact upon the lice levels recorded?

13. Are treatments, where conducted, carried out in cooperation between participating farms?

14. Is there a harvesting strategy for the site, where fewer populations or part populations are held without treatment for
sea lice?

15. Is there a site specific written lice management procedure with waypoints describing set actions to deal with recognised JY
scenarios during the escalation of a sea lice infestation?

<< <<

16. Does the stock on site appear satisfactory in relation to sea lice level and sea lice count data? If no please detail Y
reasons.

Containment Inspection
1. Has the site experienced equipment damage due to predators in the current or previous production cycles? Y

2. Are measures in place to mitigate against the predation experienced on site? (Detail below) Y

M.M.L., Predator Nets (below), Tensioned Nets, Top Nets

If other, detail below:

3. Have escape incidents or events been experienced on or in the vicinity of the site since the last FHI inspection?

If Yes proceed with questions 4 — 9. If No skip to question 10

L
4. Have these been reported to Scottish Ministers?

5. Have these been reported to local DSFB forthwith (where they exist)? (CoGP — 4.4.37, 5.4.17) N/A
6. Have these been reported to the SSPO and local fisheries trusts forthwith (where they exist)? (CoGP — 4.4.37,5.4.17) |Y

7. Were methods (if any) used to recover escapees? If yes give detail |N

8. If gill nets were deployed was this action agreed with local wild fish interests and was permission given by Scottish

Ministers? (Legal, CoGP — 4.4.38, 5.4.18) N/A
9. What action was taken to prevent and minimise the risk of further escapes? (Not covered in code but could

be considered under satisfactory measures of the Act) |Change in wellboat procedures, see additional information
10. Is the site inspected as satisfactory with regards to containment? If no, please detail reason(s) |Y
I
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Case No: 2018-0407 Site No: FS0948
Date of Visit: | 28/08/2018] Inspector:

Point of Compliance

1. Is the farm under inspection located within a farm management area?
If N, no further questions require completion.

i

Points of Compliance for Both Farm Management Agreements and Statements

. Has a current farm management agreement or statement (FMAg/S) been prepared?

. Is the current FMAQ/S available for inspection?

. Does the FMAQ/S identify the relevant farm management area?

. Does the FMAQ/S identify the fish farm site(s) to which it applies?

. Does the FMAQ/S identify the date of commencement of the agreement or statement?
. Does the FMAQ/S identify the date of review?

~N O OB WN

Arrangements for Fish Health Management

8. Does the FMAg/S identify the minimum health standards for the stocks to be introduced to the area or
farm?

9. Does the FMAg/S identify the vaccination requirements for stocks held in the area or farm?

10. Does the FMAQ/S identify the species of fish which may be stocked into the area or farm?

11. Does the FMAQ/S identify the maximum stocking density of any pen on any farm in the area or the
individual farm?

12. Does the FMAQ/S identify the arrangements for the storage and disposal of any dead fish from any
fish farm in the area or the individual farm?

Arrangements for The Management of Sea Lice
13. Does the FMAQ/S identify arrangements for the sharing of data on sea lice numbers and treatments?

14. Does the FMAQ/S identify the availability and the use of medicines on farms covered by the agreement
of statement?

15. Does the FMAQ/S identify any requirements for the sensitivity testing of available treatments for sea
lice on farms in the area or individual farms?

16. Does the FMAQ/S identify the circumstances under which biological controls and cleaner fish are to be
used on farms in the area or individual farms?

17. Does the FMAQ/S identify the arrangements for synchronous treatments on farms within the area?

<

II IIIII I il I i

Live Fish Movements

18. Does the FMAQ/S identify the circumstances when live fish may be introduced or removed from the
area or farm?

19. Does the FMAQ/S identify the arrangements for the movement of live fish on and off sites in the area
or individual farms?

2018-0407 AFSA 2013 Page 1 of 2
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Case No: 2018-0407 Date of visit:| 28/08/2018
Site No: FS0948 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Natification
Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
ECI, CNI, SLI, VMD 18/01/2019|PMM JET

2018-0407 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

]

Grieg Seafood Shetland Ltd
Gremista

Lerwick

Shetland

ZE1 OPX

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusiNEsSs NO FB0440 DATE OF VISIT 28/08/2018
SITE NO FS0948 SITE NAME Score Holms
INSPECTOR  Paul McKay CASE No 20180407

Inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009

The above site was inspected in accordance with the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland)
Regulations 2009, and to meet the requirements of European Community Council Directive
2006/88/EC.

All epidemiological units were inspected. On this occasion no samples were taken for disease
analysis. The Inspector did not observe any clinical signs associated with the listed diseases as
described in the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009.

Records

The surveillance frequency category of the site was assessed as high. An inspection under the
Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009 will be conducted annually. The category of
the site will be reassessed on a routine basis and updated as required.

The information required for the public record of aquaculture production businesses regarding this
site was verified and where necessary updated. The following records were also inspected to
ensure that the conditions of authorisation for your Aquaculture Production Business (APB) are
being met:

Aquaculture animal and aquaculture animal product movement records were inspected and found
to be inadequately maintained.

Records in relation to aquaculture animals transported by the business were inspected and found
to be adequately maintained.

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

No mortality levels exceeding the reporting criteria have been recorded since the last inspection.

R25
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 0131 244 0944 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website - www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science




Reports detailing the results of animal health surveillance carried out by or on behalf of the
business and/or Marine Scotland were available for inspection.

The biosecurity measures plan for the site was inspected and found to be adequately maintained
and implemented.

The following point was raised with the site representative during the inspection:
e FS numbers must be recorded in the source/destination section of the movement record
book, to allow for better traceability of stocks. It was discussed with the site manager that
this would be recorded in future. No further action is required.

Inspection under the Animals and Animal Products (Examination for Residues and
Maximum Residue Limits) (England and Scotland) Regulations 2013

Medicine records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

Samples were taken to be analysed for veterinary residues.

Inspection under the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act 2007

The site was also inspected in accordance with the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act
2007, as amended, with respect to section 3 regarding parasites (sea lice), section 4A regarding
fish farm management agreements and statements and section 5 regarding containment and

escapes.

On this occasion the site was found to be satisfactory with regards to parasites, fish farm
management agreements and statements and containment and escapes.

Please contact myself or the duty inspector should you require any further information or have any
queries regarding this report.

Signed: Date: 18/01/2019
Fish Health Inspector

The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available on the
Marine Scotland website at www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/Fish-Shellfish/FHI/charter

R25
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 0131 244 0944 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot

Website -_www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science




FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Case No: 2018-0447 Date of visit:
Time spent on site: 130 mins | Main Inspector: E

Site No: [SS0543 |  Site Name: c.o Creagan Farm

Business No: SB0354 Business Name: Creagan Oysters

Case Types: 1[ECI | 2| | 3 | 4] ] 5] ] o] |

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: : FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: ST Water type: S CoGP MA

Dead/weak/abnormally behaving fish present?
Clinical signs of disease observed?

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.
If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.
If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

Z1Z1 21 2

UNI/REG only - if unable to carry out intended visit detail reason below:

2018-0447 Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Additional Case Information:

Accompanied by ] - Site observed to be fallow. Evidence of old trestles on site. A collection of oyster bags was located
close to the site location. Evidence would suggest the site has not been used for some time. Site operator unable to
accompany inspector during visit. Email communications made to ascertain appropriate information. Confirmed no activity

since last inspection. Surveillance frequency not completed as site has been fallow for some time. Agreed by email with site
operator to make the site inactive.

2018-0447 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case No: 2018-0447 Site No: SS0543

Date of Visit: | 10/09/2018} Inspector(s): ! |
Registration/Authorisation Details

1. Business/site details summary checked by site representative? N

2. Changes made to details? N/A

Site Details

Total No facilities U Facilities stocked Y No facilities inspected JAll
Species Site fallow

Age group

No Fish

Mean Fish Wt

Next Fallow Date (Site) Next Input Date (ofte) Site to be made Inactive
Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? N/A]Any escapes (since last visit)? N/A

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection?
2. Date of last inspection:

T

|14/07/201 4

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

4. Are movement records available for dead fish and waste?

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

6. Are health certificates for introductions (outwith GB) available?

Transport Records
1. Are any movements carried out by (or on behalf) of the business (not using a STB)?
If yes, is there a system in place for maintenance of transportation records?

Mortality Records
1. Mortality records available for inspection?

N/A|
N/A|
N/A|
N/A|

2. How are mortalities disposed of? |
If other detail:
3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | N/A]
4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): |
5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities? N/A|
If yes, facility nos/no mortality per facility/no stock per facility/reason:

|
6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked? | N/A]
If yes, detail:
7. Have increased (unexplained) mortalities been reported to vet or FHI? | N/A]
If yes, detail action: |
8. Have 'mortality events' been reported to ?1fno, a case and enter on mortality events sheet. N/A

2018-0447 Site Records
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

|

If yes, detail: |

If other, detail: |

2. Medicines records available for inspection’?
3. Are records complete and correctly entered?
4. Are fish in a withdrawal period?

5. If yes, what treatment(s)? |

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Biosecurity Records
1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?
2. Has the manner and frequency of mortality removal, recording and safe disposal been considered?

3. Has the manner and period in which the APB will notify Scottish Ministers or veterinary professional of any

increased (unexplained) mortality at the site been included?

4. Has the action that will be taken in the event that the presence or suspicion of the presence of a listed disease

is detected been included and how and when that will be notified to Scottish Ministers?

5. Has the health status of aquaculture animals being stocked on the farm site been covered (equal or higher

health status, certification if required)?

6. Have the husbandry and biosecurity measures implemented between each epidemiological unit to minimise

transmission of disease been covered (movement of staff, visitors, equipment, live or dead fish etc.)?
7. Is documentation available regarding the measures in place to maintain the physical containment of
aquaculture animals held on site?

8. Have the biosecurity procedures been adequately implemented on site?

J0U DO L

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

1. Has any animal health surveillance been carried out by, or on behalf of, the business?
2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results?

N/A

If yes, detail (if not detailed under recent disease problems). |

Records checked between: [Castinspection date 14/07/14 to 10/09/16

2018-0447 Site Records
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Case No: 2018-0447 Date of visit:] 10/09/2018

Site No: SS0543 Inspector:E

Results Summary Freq. u _ Date of Notification

Database |[Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp

-Report §ummary
Ease Type Date Insp 2" |ns

ECI 08/11/2018
Case completion 20/02/201 9=

2018-0447 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Scottish Government
Riaghaltas na h-Alba
gov.scot

marinescotland S
N

Creagan Oysters
Achalic Farm
Lerags, Oban
Argyll

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusiNEss No SB0354 DATE OF VisiT  10/09/2018
SITE NoO SS0543 SITE NAME Creagan Farm
INnsPECTOR I CAse No 20180447

Case completion report

Issues were raised in relation to the above case, with a requirement for records unavailable for
inspection to be submitted by 8 December 2018. The required records have now been provided to
Marine Scotland.

This case will now be closed. This site may be subject to further audit and recommendations in

the future.

Please contact myself or the duty inspector should you require any further information or have any
queries regarding this report.

Signed: Date: 20/02/19

Fish Health Inspector

The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available on the
Marine Scotland website at www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/Fish-Shellfish/FHIl/charter

R23
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 0131 244 0944 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website -_www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science




FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case No: 2018-0449 Date of visit: | 11/09/2018

Time spent on site: I3 hours | Main Inspector: E

Site No: FS0869 Site Name: Marine Farming Unit

Business No: FB0439 Business Name: FAI Aquaculture Ltd

Case Types: 1[ECI ] 2[CNI | 3 | 4] ] 5] ] o] |

Water Temp (°C):

Observations: Region: HI
Dead/weak/abnormally behaving fish present?
Clinical signs of disease observed?

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

Thermometer No:

FHI 045 completed

T153

Water type: S

]

CoGP MA M-32

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

Z1Z1 21 2

UNI/REG only - if unable to carry out intended visit detail reason below:

2018-0449

Case Sheet

Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Additional Case Information:
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Case No: 2018-0449 Site No: FS0869
Date of Visit: | 11/09/2018} Inspector(s): ! |
Registration/Authorisation Details
1. Business/site details summary checked by site representative? Y
2. Changes made to details? N
Site Details
Total No facilities Facilities stocked 10 No facilities inspected [JAll areas
Species SAL SAL WRASSE JWRASSE WRASSE
Age group 18 s1 2018 Q1/ |Brood - 2017 2017
No Fish 480 1,084 404 794 322
Mean Fish Wt 2509 110g LVarious up [20g 10-15¢g
None planned Lagoon to Possible SAL from Buckieburn
Next Fallow Date (Site) fallow in 2019 Next Input Date (Site) maybe next couple of weeks
Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? NJAny escapes (since last visit)? IN
If yes, detail: |
Movement Records
1. Movement records available for inspection? Y|
2. Date of last inspection: |Z7z71 5 -
6. Are health certificates for introductions (outwith GB) available? N/A]

Transport Records
1. Are any movements carried out by (or on behalf) of the business (not using a STB)?
If yes, is there a system in place for maintenance of transportation records?

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?
4. Are movement records available for dead fish and waste?
5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

Mortality Records

1. Mortality records available for inspection? I_v'
2. How are mortalities disposed of? |Other (detail)

If other detail: Incinerated off site Douglas Brae Ltd

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | (
4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): |0-singM;ure mortality per tank per removal

5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities? | Y|

If yes, facility nos/no mortality per facility/no stock per facility/reason:

some salmon lost post transfer from MH Lochailort RU (FS0827) - lost ~450 fish following transfer in July to the quarantine
and trials units. Mortality attributed to osmoregulatory issues and stress.

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked? | N|
If yes, detail:

7. Have increased (unexplained) mortalities been reported to vet or FHT? 1 Y|
If yes, detail action: |Yes reeorted to company vet who investigated

8. Have 'mortality events' been reported to FHI? If no, add MRT case and enter on mortality events sheet. N/A]

2018-0449 Site Records Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

T
If yes, detail: |
If other, detail: |
2. Medicines records available for inspection’? (
3. Are records complete and correctly entered? Y
4. Are fish in a withdrawal period? N/A|
5. If yes, what treatment(s)? |
If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Biosecurity Records

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

2. Has the manner and frequency of mortality removal, recording and safe disposal been considered?

3. Has the manner and period in which the APB will notify Scottish Ministers or veterinary professional of any
increased (unexplained) mortality at the site been included?

4. Has the action that will be taken in the event that the presence or suspicion of the presence of a listed disease
is detected been included and how and when that will be notified to Scottish Ministers?

5. Has the health status of aquaculture animals being stocked on the farm site been covered (equal or higher
health status, certification if required)?

6. Have the husbandry and biosecurity measures implemented between each epidemiological unit to minimise
transmission of disease been covered (movement of staff, visitors, equipment, live or dead fish etc.)?

7. Is documentation available regarding the measures in place to maintain the physical containment of
aquaculture animals held on site?

8. Have the biosecurity procedures been adequately implemented on site?

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

1. Has any animal health surveillance been carried out by, or on behalf of, the business?
2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results?

IRIITRIRIIHHHIN

Historical sampling and investigation (not by M§§T
revealed Epithelial lesion in broodstock wrasse
observed on head and opercula appearance like a
a pox type virus. Some sequencing and further
testing - negative for Salmon Pox Virus now
believed to be a herpes type virus - further work to
identify being undertaken. No reported increased
mortality, clinical signs ceased in July and it
appears that they may be related to spawning

If yes, detail (if not detailed under recent disease problems). stress.

Records checked between: [April 16 and present

2018-0449 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case Number: 2018-0449 Site No: |[FS0869 Insp: -
Date of Visit 11/09/2018 No of movements/supp./dest. Score
Live fish movements 0 1-5 6-10 >10
Movements on (from out Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 14 0
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
R compartment including third country 0 9 18| 26 0
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14 0
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 3
Number of destinations 0 3 6] 10 3
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0 0
spsceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 1
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category IlI
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 3 6 0
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 4 8 0
Management practices None  Secure Unsecure
Water contacts with Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters
processors 0 1 2 0
On farm processing within |No on farm processing 0 0
the rules of the directive
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)
Processing fish from MS of equivalent status 2
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status
Processing fish from Category Il farm
Processing fish from Category V farm 10
Disposal of fish and fish by- |Site's own waste only processed. 0 0
products Common processes with other farms g3
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0 0
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5 5
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 %
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc . 1 0
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3 3
Platform access to cages |Yes 0 0
No 2 0
Total 15
Rank LOW
2018-0449 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1




FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case No: [2018-0449 | Site No: |FS0869 |

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)
1. Has the site experienced sea lice problems in the previous 4 years? N/A

2. Is the CoGP Farm Management Area (or equivalent) fallowed synchronously on a single year class basis?

3. Does the site have access to a range of licenced in-feed and bath sea lice medications (including deltamethrin,
azamethiphos and emamectin benzoate) as well as access to suitable biological and/or mechanical control measures, and
can these be deployed in a reasonable period of time?

4. |s there a signed documented farm management agreement or statement relevant to the site and CoGP Farm :
Management Area (or equivalent)?

5. Are sea lice count records available for inspection? (Legal SSI, CoGP Annex 6)

6. Do records adequately reflect the required standard specified in the SSI and the CoGP? (Legal SSI, CoGP Annex 6)

7. Are sea lice (L. salmonis ) record levels below the suggested criteria for treatment in the CoGP during the period that
records are inspected? (CoGP Annex 6)

8. Have average adult female sea lice (L. salmonis ) numbers per fish been at a level of 3 or above during the period that
records are inspected?

If yes, have these been reported to the Fish Health Inspectorate? If no, FHI see comment.

9. Is C. elongatus infestation at a level which is considered to cause significant welfare problems? (CoGP 4.3.81, 5.3.50)

10. Have therapeutic treatments been administered or other actions taken when L. salmonis levels have exceeded the
suggested criteria for treatment or where C. elongatus is considered to have welfare implications? (CoGP 4.3.82, 5.3.51)

11. Has any other action been taken (where applicable)?

12. Have therapeutic treatments or the actions taken had a significant impact upon the lice levels recorded?

13. Are treatments, where conducted, carried out in cooperation between participating farms?

14. Is there a harvesting strategy for the site, where fewer populations or part populations are held without treatment for
sea lice?

15. Is there a site specific written lice management procedure with waypoints describing set actions to deal with recognised
scenarios during the escalation of a sea lice infestation?

16. Does the stock on site appear satisfactory in relation to sea lice level and sea lice count data? If no please detail
reasons.

Containment Inspection
1. Has the site experienced equipment damage due to predators in the current or previous production cycles?

2. Are measures in place to mitigate against the predation experienced on site? (Detail below)

Large part of site housed indoors. Outsite taks with appropriate covers and lids

If other, detail below:

3. Have escape incidents or events been experienced on or in the vicinity of the site since the last FHI inspection?

If Yes proceed with questions 4 — 9. If No skip to question 10
4. Have these been reported to Scottish Ministers?

N L

5. Have these been reported to local DSFB forthwith (where they exist)? (CoGP — 4.4.37, 5.4.17)
6. Have these been reported to the SSPO and local fisheries trusts forthwith (where they exist)? (CoGP - 4.4.37, 5.4.17)

7. Were methods (if any) used to recover escapees? If yes give detail

8. If gill nets were deployed was this action agreed with local wild fish interests and was permission given by Scottish
Ministers? (Legal, CoGP —4.4.38, 5.4.18) E
9. What action was taken to prevent and minimise the risk of further escapes? (Not covered in code but could

be considered under satisfactory measures of the Act) |

10. Is the site inspected as satisfactory with regards to containment? If no, please detail reason(s) [Y

2018-0449 CNI & SLI Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Case No: 2018-0449 Date of visit:] 11/09/2018
Site No: FS0869 Inspector:E
Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp

-Report §ummary
Case Type Date Insp

C . 2" |ns
ECI, CNI 0371072015 [y ﬁL
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Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

I

FAI Aquaculture Ltd

Ardtoe Marine Research Facility
Ardtoe, Acharacle

Argyll
PH36 4LD
I
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR
BUSINESS NO FB0439 DATE OF VISIT 11/09/2018
SITE NO FS0869 SITE NAME Marine Farming Unit
INsSPECTOR I CAsSE NO 20180449

Inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009

The above site was inspected, in accordance with the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland)
Regulations 2009, and to meet the requirements of European Community Council Directive
2006/88/EC.

All epidemiological units were inspected. On this occasion no samples were taken for disease
analysis. The Inspector did not observe any clinical signs associated with the listed diseases as
described in the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009.

Records

The surveillance frequency category of the site was assessed as low. An inspection under the
Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009 will be conducted every third year. The
category of the site will be reassessed on a routine basis and updated as required.

The information required for the public record of aquaculture production businesses regarding this
site was verified and where necessary updated. The following records were also inspected to
ensure that the conditions of authorisation for your Aquaculture Production Business (APB) are
being met:

Aquaculture animal and aquaculture animal product movement records were inspected and
appeared to be adequately maintained.

Records in relation to aquaculture animals transported by the business were inspected and found
to be adequately maintained.

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

R25
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 0131 244 0944 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website - www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science




No mortality levels exceeding the reporting criteria have been recorded since the last inspection.

Reports detailing the results of animal health surveillance carried out by or on behalf of the
business and/or Marine Scotland were available for inspection.

The biosecurity measures plan for the site was inspected and found to be adequately maintained
and implemented.
Inspection under the Animals and Animal Products (Examination for Residues and

Maximum Residue Limits) (England and Scotland) Regulations 2013

Medicine records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

Inspection under the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act 2007

The site was also inspected in accordance with the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act
2007, as amended, with respect to section 5 regarding containment and escapes.

On this occasion the site was found to be satisfactory with regards to containment and escapes.

Please contact myself or the duty inspector should you require any further information or have any
queries regarding this report.

Signed: Date: 3 October 2018
Fish Health Inspector

The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available on the
Marine Scotland website at www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/Fish-Shellfish/FHI/charter

R25
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 0131 244 0944 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot

Website -_www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science




FHI 059, Version 11

Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Date of visit: | 11/09/2018

Case No:

Time spent on site: 12 hours | Main Inspector: E
Site No: [SS0444 |  Site Name: [Site B

Business No: SB0380 Business Name: Measan Na Mara (Fruit of the Sea) Ltd

Case Types: 1[ECI | 2| | 3 | 4] ] 5] ] o] |

Water Temp (°C):[Not taken Thermometer No:

Observations: Region: HI

Dead/weak/abnormally behaving fish present?
Clinical signs of disease observed?

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

: FHI 045 completed D

Water type: S CoGP MA

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.
If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.
If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

Z1Z1 21 2

UNI/REG only - if unable to carry out intended visit detail reason below:

2018-0450

Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Additional Case Information:
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Case No: 2018-0450 Site No: SS0444

Date of Visit: | 11/09/2018} Inspector(s): ! |
Registration/Authorisation Details
1. Business/site details summary checked by site representative? Y
2. Changes made to details? N
Site Details
ISeveral
bags from
one of the
two banks
40 trestles 40 Trestles of trestles
Total No facilities (158 bags) [Facilities stocked (158 bags) |No facilities inspected |stocked
_ Pacific Pacific
Species oyster oyster
Age group input March {2007
No Fish 113,000 1,000
Mean Fish Wt 10-15g ~500g +
1st big tide in October 2 -
Next Fallow Date (Site) N/A Next Input Date (Site) probably 100k from Tralee
Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? NJAny escapes (since last visit)? N/A
If yes, detail: |
Movement Records
1. Movement records available for inspection? Y|
2. Date of last inspection: 2104715 -
3. Are records complete and correctly entered? Y
4. Are movement records available for dead fish and waste? N/A]
5. Are records complete and correctly entered?
6. Are health certificates for introductions (outwith GB) available?

Transport Records

1. Are any movements carried out by (or on behalf) of the business (not using a STB)?
If yes, is there a system in place for maintenance of transportation records?

Mortality Records

1. Mortality records available for inspection? |_N7K
2. How are mortalities disposed of? |Other (detail)
If other detail: |Approved Landfill
3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | N/A]
4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): {None reported
5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities? | N|
If yes, facility nos/no mortality per facility/no stock per facility/reason:

|
6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked? | N/A]
If yes, detail:
7. Have increased (unexplained) mortalities been reported to vet or FHI? | N/A]

If yes, detail action: |
8. Have 'mortality events' been reported to 21t no, a case and enter on mortality events sheet. | N/A|

2018-0450 Site Records Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI

Treatments and Medicines Records
1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

Date of issue: 12/09/2017

|

If yes, detail: |

If other, detail: |

2. Medicines records available for inspection’?
3. Are records complete and correctly entered?
4. Are fish in a withdrawal period?

5. If yes, what treatment(s)? |

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Biosecurity Records

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

2. Has the manner and frequency of mortality removal, recording and safe disposal been considered?
3. Has the manner and period in which the APB will notify Scottish Ministers or veterinary professional of any

increased (unexplained) mortality at the site been included?

4. Has the action that will be taken in the event that the presence or suspicion of the presence of a listed disease
is detected been included and how and when that will be notified to Scottish Ministers?

5. Has the health status of aquaculture animals being stocked on the farm site been covered (equal or higher

health status, certification if required)?

6. Have the husbandry and biosecurity measures implemented between each epidemiological unit to minimise
transmission of disease been covered (movement of staff, visitors, equipment, live or dead fish etc.)?
7. Is documentation available regarding the measures in place to maintain the physical containment of

aquaculture animals held on site?

8. Have the biosecurity procedures been adequately implemented on site?

100 D00

If no, detail: [No sign indicating biosecurity measures are in operation and no footbath present for disinfection

Results of Surveillance

1. Has any animal health surveillance been carried out by, or on behalf of, the business?

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?
3. Any significant results?
If yes, detail (if not detailed under recent disease problems).

J

Records checked between: 21/04/15 and 11/09/18

2018-0450 Site Records
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FHI 059, Version 11

Case Number:

Date of Visit

Issued by: FHI
2018-0450 Site No:
| 11/09/2018] Inspector:

Number of Susceptible species on site
If no susceptible species present = LOW risk

SS0444

I

Date of issue: 12/09/2017

If susceptible species present, score for each pathogen No Yes
Susceptible to Bonamia ostrea (OED) 0 25 0
Susceptible to Marteilia refringens (OED, MED) 0 3 0
Susceptible to OsHV (CGl) 0 3 3
Sites within a tidal excursion 1 2-5 >6
Site contacts | Number of sites holding susceptible species within a tidal
excursion 0 2 10 2
Live shellfish movements 0 1-2 >3
Movements on Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 ] 10 5
Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
compartment including third country 0 10 20
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 5
Movements off Frequency of movements off within MSS Management
Areas 0 1 2 1
Frequency of movements off outwith MSS Management
Areas 0 3 6 0
Number of destinations 0 3 6 3
Secure Unsecure
Management (effluent  (no effluent
practices None treatment) treatment)
Water cpntact§ W ith Depuration of stock from own sites within MSS
depuration facilities
management area 0 1 2 0
Depuration of stock from other businesses sites within
MSS management area 0 2 6 0
Depuration of stock from sites outwith MSS management
area 0 4 8 0
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 20r3 >4
Contacts with other |Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 0
sites Sites sharing staff and equipment Y L 2 5
Yes No
Disinfection of equipment between sites, use of footbaths etc 0 2 2
Total 20
Risk MEDIUM
2018-0450 Surveillance Frequency Shell Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Case No: 2018-0450 Date of visit:] 11/09/2018

Site No: SS0444 Inspector:E

Results Summary Freq. u _ Date of Notification

Database |[Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp

-Report §ummary
Ease Type Date Insp 2" |ns

ECI 03/10/2018
Case completion 20/02/201 9=

2018-0450 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Scottish Government
Riaghaltas na h-Alba
gov.scot

marinescotland S
N

]

Measan Na Mara (Fruit of the Sea) Ltd
An Tearmann, East Lewiston
Drumnadrochit

Inverness

V63 6UJ

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusiNess No SB0380 DATE OF VisIT  11/09/2018
SITENO S§50444 SITE NAME Site B
INnsPECTOR I CAse No 20180450

Case completion report

Recommendations in relation to the above case were made for implementation by 3 November
2018. Following submission of the required documentation, evidence has now been provided to
Marine Scotland to demonstrate that the recommendations have been implemented.

This case will now be closed. This site may be subject to further audit and recommendations in

the future.

Please contact myself or the duty inspector should you require any further information or have any
queries regarding this report.

Signed: Date: 20/02/19

Fish Health Inspector

The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available on the
Marine Scotland website at www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/Fish-Shellfish/FHIl/charter

R23
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 0131 244 0944 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot

Website -_www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science




FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case No: 2018-0451 Date of visit: | 13/09/2018

Time spent on site: 14 hours | Main Inspector: E

Site No: FS0241 Site Name: Kingairloch

Business No: FBO119 Business Name: Marine Harvest (Scotland) Lid

Case Types: 1[ECI | 2[vvD | 3|CNI | 4|SL I 51 ] 6] |

Thermometer No:

Water Temp (°C):

Observations: Region: HI
Dead/weak/abnormally behaving fish present?
Clinical signs of disease observed?

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

FHI 045 completed

T153

Water type: S

]

CoGP MA M-36

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

Z1Z1 21 2

UNI/REG only - if unable to carry out intended visit detail reason below:

2018-0451

Case Sheet

Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Additional Case Information:

Paper work by ], Site inspection and sampling by Iilll
Wrasse movements on site not in movement book but recorded separately electronically - copy emailed and received.

Mortality ensiled on site then uplifted by Billie Bowie. Larger scale mortalities taken off by Billie Bowie. Disposal at Dundas
chemicals Dumfries

Wrasse being fed medicated feed florocol.
Fish to be treated soon for AGD prophylactic Tuesday next week is planned

Lesions were observed in wrasse in Linnhe, Gorsten, Leven and Kingairloch - not large numbers but prophylactic treatment on
sites with Florocol

Mortality in previous stocks - Jan to July 2017 - loss of 20k fish over 6 month period mainly attributed to sea lice treatment
losses.
Mortality of 2.45% in month Feb of 2017 - mortality reporting criteria not reached.

Requirement to record florocol against salmon (for treatment in wrasse) discussed with site manager

For question 26 of AFSA 2013 sheet - Farm management Statement agreed 30/7/2018 version 16

2018-0451 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Case No: 2018-0451 Site No: FS0241
Date of Visit: | 13/09/2018} Inspector(s): ! |
Registration/Authorisation Details
1. Business/site details summary checked by site representative? Y
2. Changes made to details? Y
Site Details
Total No facilities Facilities stocked <} No facilities inspected [all
_ Atlantic Wrasse Wrasse
Species salmon
Age group Q12018 - |[farmed-2 Jwild - mixed
No Fish 196,000 4,900 4,900
Mean Fish Wt 9949 ~50g 90g
Next Fallow Date (Site) Sept 2019 Next Input Date (Site) July 2020
Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? NJAny escapes (since last visit)? IN
If yes, detail: |
Movement Records
1. Movement records available for inspection? Y|
2. Date of last inspection: [1570572015
6. Are health certificates for introductions (outwith GB) available? N/A]

Transport Records
1. Are any movements carried out by (or on behalf) of the business (not using a STB)?
If yes, is there a system in place for maintenance of transportation records?

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?
4. Are movement records available for dead fish and waste?
5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

Mortality Records

1. Mortality records available for inspection? | Y
2. How are mortalities disposed of? Ensiled - on site

If other detail: |

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | (

536 in last 4 weeks. (74 attributed to seals, 462 undiagnosed) Mortalities

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): |sEread across cages

5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities? Nl
If yes, facility nos/no mortality per facility/no stock per facility/reason:
' i
6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked? |

If yes, detail: [639 loss in first two weeks of input. 81 to seals and 44 transport losses. F(emaining undiagnosed

7. Have increased (unexplained) mortalities been reported to vet or FHT? 1 N/A]
If yes, detail action: |

8. Have 'mortality events' been reported to FHI? If no, add MRT case and enter on mortality events sheet. N/A]

2018-0451 Site Records Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)? I Y
Florocol in _ SLICE ™S
wrasse - treatment
prophylactic
. Low level
of lesions
reported on
this site
other sites
in the area
If yes, detail:
If other, detail: |
2. Medicines records available for inspection
3. Are records complete and correctly entered?
4. Are fish in a withdrawal period?
5. If yes, what treatment(s)? ﬁorocol

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Biosecurity Records
1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?
2. Has the manner and frequency of mortality removal, recording and safe disposal been considered?

3. Has the manner and period in which the APB will notify Scottish Ministers or veterinary professional of any

increased (unexplained) mortality at the site been included?

4. Has the action that will be taken in the event that the presence or suspicion of the presence of a listed disease

is detected been included and how and when that will be notified to Scottish Ministers?

5. Has the health status of aquaculture animals being stocked on the farm site been covered (equal or higher

health status, certification if required)?

6. Have the husbandry and biosecurity measures implemented between each epidemiological unit to minimise

transmission of disease been covered (movement of staff, visitors, equipment, live or dead fish etc.)?
7. Is documentation available regarding the measures in place to maintain the physical containment of
aquaculture animals held on site?

8. Have the biosecurity procedures been adequately implemented on site?

100 OO0 L

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

1. Has any animal health surveillance been carried out by, or on behalf of, the business?
2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results?

If yes, detail (if not detailed under recent disease problems). |

rBeginning of / slight AGD with some recommendations to treat. Poor feeding in wrasse on medicated feed.

[TS705775 until September 2016

Records checked between:

2018-0451 Site Records
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI
Case no: J2018-0451 JSite No: |Date of visit/ 13/09/2018]
Sampling:
Time sampling 11:00:00 |  13:00:00 E
starts/ends:
Environmental conditions: 1 ZW - 4 5:
Summary samples HIST DBA D D DPA DTotal Samples
Add Fish/Pools - click
[ [Pool/Fish No
[_|Fish nos 13 46  [79
Pool Group
Species SAL [SAL |SAL
Average weight 1kg |1kg |1kg
Sex
Water Type SW [SW |SW
= C =
) o o )
— > > >
° 3 3 3
[}
I S S S
S| stock Origin S S 3
,% Facility No 4 |5 6

2018-0451

Sample_Information

Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Additional Sample Information:
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case Number: 2018-0451 Site No: |[FS0241 Insp: -
Date of Visit 13/09/2018 No of movements/supp./dest. Score
Live fish movements 0 1-5 6-10 >10
Movements on (from out Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 14 0
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
R compartment including third country 0 9 18| 26
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 10
Number of destinations 0 3 6] 10 3
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0
spsceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 2
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category IlI
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 3 6
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 4 8
Management practices None  Secure Unsecure
Water contacts with Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters
processors 0 1 2 1
On farm processing within |No on farm processing 0 0
the rules of the directive
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)
Processing fish from MS of equivalent status 2
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status
Processing fish from Category Il farm
Processing fish from Category V farm 10
Disposal of fish and fish by- |Site's own waste only processed. 0 0
products Common processes with other farms g3
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0 0
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 %
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc . 1
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3
Platform access to cages |Yes 0 0
No 2
Total 16]
Rank MEDIUM
2018-0451 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1




FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case No: [2018-0451 | Site No: |FS0241 |

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)
1. Has the site experienced sea lice problems in the previous 4 years?

2. Is the CoGP Farm Management Area (or equivalent) fallowed synchronously on a single year class basis?

3. Does the site have access to a range of licenced in-feed and bath sea lice medications (including deltamethrin,
azamethiphos and emamectin benzoate) as well as access to suitable biological and/or mechanical control measures, and
can these be deployed in a reasonable period of time?

4. |s there a signed documented farm management agreement or statement relevant to the site and CoGP Farm
Management Area (or equivalent)?

5. Are sea lice count records available for inspection? (Legal SSI, CoGP Annex 6)

6. Do records adequately reflect the required standard specified in the SSI and the CoGP? (Legal SSI, CoGP Annex 6)

7. Are sea lice (L. salmonis ) record levels below the suggested criteria for treatment in the CoGP during the period that Y
records are inspected? (CoGP Annex 6)

8. Have average adult female sea lice (L. salmonis ) numbers per fish been at a level of 3 or above during the period that
records are inspected?

If yes, have these been reported to the Fish Health Inspectorate? If no, FHI see comment. N/A
9. Is C. elongatus infestation at a level which is considered to cause significant welfare problems? (CoGP 4.3.81, 5.3.50) [N

I

10. Have therapeutic treatments been administered or other actions taken when L. salmonis levels have exceeded the N/A
suggested criteria for treatment or where C. elongatus is considered to have welfare implications? (CoGP 4.3.82, 5.3.51)

11. Has any other action been taken (where applicable)? N/A
12. Have therapeutic treatments or the actions taken had a significant impact upon the lice levels recorded?

13. Are treatments, where conducted, carried out in cooperation between participating farms?

14. Is there a harvesting strategy for the site, where fewer populations or part populations are held without treatment for
sea lice?

15. Is there a site specific written lice management procedure with waypoints describing set actions to deal with recognised Y
scenarios during the escalation of a sea lice infestation?

<[<] <

16. Does the stock on site appear satisfactory in relation to sea lice level and sea lice count data? If no please detail Y
reasons.

Containment Inspection
1. Has the site experienced equipment damage due to predators in the current or previous production cycles?

2. Are measures in place to mitigate against the predation experienced on site? (Detail below)

Seal blinds ADDs tension nets

If other, detail below:

3. Have escape incidents or events been experienced on or in the vicinity of the site since the last FHI inspection?

If Yes proceed with questions 4 — 9. If No skip to question 10
4. Have these been reported to Scottish Ministers?

1 [ L]

5. Have these been reported to local DSFB forthwith (where they exist)? (CoGP — 4.4.37, 5.4.17)
6. Have these been reported to the SSPO and local fisheries trusts forthwith (where they exist)? (CoGP - 4.4.37, 5.4.17)

7. Were methods (if any) used to recover escapees? If yes give detail

8. If gill nets were deployed was this action agreed with local wild fish interests and was permission given by Scottish
Ministers? (Legal, CoGP - 4.4.38, 5.4.18)

9. What action was taken to prevent and minimise the risk of further escapes? (Not covered in code but could

be considered under satisfactory measures of the Act) |
10. Is the site inspected as satisfactory with regards to containment? If no, please detail reason(s)

11

2018-0451 CNI & SLI Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case No: 2018-0451 Site No: FS0241

Date of Visit: | 13/09/2018] Inspector: ||

Point of Compliance

1. Is the farm under inspection located within a farm management area?
If N, no further questions require completion.

=<

Points of Compliance for Both Farm Management Agreements and Statements

2. Has a current farm management agreement or statement (FMAg/S) been prepared?
3. Is the current FMAgQ/S available for inspection?

4. Does the FMAg/S identify the relevant farm management area?

5. Does the FMAQ/S identify the fish farm site(s) to which it applies?

6. Does the FMAg/S identify the date of commencement of the agreement or statement?
7. Does the FMAQ/S identify the date of review?

Arrangements for Fish Health Management

8. Does the FMAQ/S identify the minimum health standards for the stocks to be introduced to the area or
farm?

9. Does the FMAQ/S identify the vaccination requirements for stocks held in the area or farm?

10. Does the FMAQ/S identify the species of fish which may be stocked into the area or farm?

11. Does the FMAg/S identify the maximum stocking density of any pen on any farm in the area or the
individual farm?

12. Does the FMAQ/S identify the arrangements for the storage and disposal of any dead fish from any
fish farm in the area or the individual farm?

Arrangements for The Management of Sea Lice

13. Does the FMAQ/S identify arrangements for the sharing of data on sea lice numbers and treatments?

14. Does the FMAQ/S identify the availability and the use of medicines on farms covered by the agreement
of statement?

15. Does the FMAQ/S identify any requirements for the sensitivity testing of available treatments for sea
lice on farms in the area or individual farms?

16. Does the FMAg/S identify the circumstances under which biological controls and cleaner fish are to be
used on farms in the area or individual farms?

17. Does the FMAQ/S identify the arrangements for synchronous treatments on farms within the area?

Live Fish Movements

18. Does the FMAQ/S identify the circumstances when live fish may be introduced or removed from the
area or farm?

19. Does the FMAQ/S identify the arrangements for the movement of live fish on and off sites in the area
or individual farms?

ii Iiiii I -<-<-<I i
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Site No: FS0241

Case No: 2018-0451
Nature of non-compliance:
Action taken (FHI):

Non-compliance relevant to (delete): VirologyMolGen/Bacteriology/Histology/Parasitology
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Case No: 2018-0451 Date of visit:] 13/09/2018

Site No: FS0241 Inspector:E

Results Summary Freq. u _ Date of Notification

Database |[Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp

-Report §ummary

Case Type Date Insp 2" |ns

ECI, CNI, SLI, VMD 03/10/2018

Case completion 20/02/201 9=
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Scottish Government
Riaghaltas na h-Alba
gov.scot

marinescotland S
N

]

Mowi Scotland Ltd

Stob Ban House

Glen Nevis Business Park
Fort William

PH33 6RX

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusiNess No FB0119 DATE OF VisIT  13/09/2018
SITE NoO FS0241 SITE NAME Kingairloch
INnsPECTOR I CAse No 20180451

Case completion report

Recommendations in relation to the above case were made for implementation by 3 November
2018. Following submission of the required documentation, evidence has now been provided to
Marine Scotland to demonstrate that the recommendations have been implemented.

This case will now be closed. This site may be subject to further audit and recommendations in
the future.

Please contact myself or the duty inspector should you require any further information or have any
queries regarding this report.

Signed: - Date: 20/02/19

Fish Health Inspector

The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available on the
Marine Scotland website at www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/Fish-Shellfish/FHI/charter

R23
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 0131 244 0944 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot

Website -_www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science
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