FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: Date of visit:
Time spent on site: [30min | Main Inspector: WJIM

Site No: SS0757 Site Name: Slyde (Aith Voe)

Business No: SB0372 Business Name: Shetland Mussels Ltd

Case Types:  1|ECI | 2| | 3] | 4] | 51 | 6] |

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: SH 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.

Zi1Z1Z2|2

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

2018-0564 Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Additional Case Information:

Site mainly used as a spat collection point. All lines in water from 2017 collecting spat. Spat settlement was poor in 2017.

2018-0564 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0564 Site No: SS0757

Date of Visit: | 08/11/2018] Inspector(s): {WJIM |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? N

Site Details

Total No facilities 5 Facilities stocked 5 No facilities inspected |5
Species MED

Age group 2017

No Fish 5 lines

Mean Fish Wt spat

Next Fallow Date (Site) never fully fallow Next Input Date (Site) natural spat collection
Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? N]JAny escapes (since last visit)? N
If yes, detail: |

Movement Records
1. Movement records available for inspection?

9

2. Date of last inspection:

|28/08/2017

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?

Y
N/A
N/A
N/A

2. How are mortalities disposed of? |Other (detail)

If other detail: |empty shells drop to seabed

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): [no mortalities observed since last inspection

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

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

2018-0564 Site Records

Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

—

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? 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?

[

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: |28/08/2017 -- 08/11/2018

2018-0564 Site Records
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2018-0564 Site No: SS0757
Date of Visit [ osi1/2018] Inspector: [wom
Number of Susceptible species on site
If no susceptible species present = LOW risk
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 3
Susceptible to OsHV (CGlI) 0 3 0
Sites within a tidal excursion 1 2-5 >6
Site contacts Number of sites holding susceptible species within a tidal
excursion 0 2 10 10
Live shellfish movements 0 1-2 >3
Movements on Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 0
Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
compartment including third country 0 10 20 0
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 0
LB EIEES 1 Frequency of movements off within MSS Management
Areas 0 1 2 1
Frequency of movements off outwith MSS Management
Areas 0 3 6 3
Number of destinations 0 3 6 3
Secure Unsecure
Management (effluent  (no effluent
practices None treatment) treatment)
Water c_ontactg .V\."th 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 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other |[Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 2
sites Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 S B
Yes No
Disinfection of equipment between sites, use of footbaths etc 0 2 2
Total 29
Risk MEDIUM
2018-0564 Surveillance Frequency Shell Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0564 Date of visit:| 08/11/2018
Site No: SS0757 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Natification
Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
eci 15/11/2018|WJIM ASM

2018-0564 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

]
Shetland Mussels Ltd
Vadlure

Walls

Shetland

ZE2 9PF

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BUSINESS NO SB0372 DATEOF VISIT  08/11/2018
SITE NO SS0757 SITE NAME Slyde (Aith Voe)
INSPECTOR  Warren Murray CASE NO 20180564

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 medium. An inspection
under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009 will be conducted every second
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.

No mortality had been observed on site since the last inspection by Marine Scotland.

No animal health surveillance had been carried out on behalf of the business and/or Marine
Scotland since the last Marine Scotland Inspection.

R14
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




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

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

Signed: _ Date: 15/11/2018

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

R14
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 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: Date of visit:
Time spent on site: [30min | Main Inspector: WJIM

Site No: SS0672 Site Name: East Burrafirth

Business No: SB0372 Business Name: Shetland Mussels Ltd

Case Types:  1|ECI | 2| | 3] | 4] | 51 | 6] |

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: SH 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.

Zi1Z1Z2|2

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

2018-0565 Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Additional Case Information:

Site mainly used as a spat collection point. Low numbers collected from 2017, 2018 relatively low as well.

2018-0565 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0565 Site No: SS0672

Date of Visit: | 08/11/2018] Inspector(s): {WJIM |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? N

Site Details

Total No facilities 5 Facilities stocked 5 No facilities inspected |5
Species MED MED

Age group 2017 2018

No Fish 2 lines 3 lines

Mean Fish Wt ~49 <lg

Next Fallow Date (Site) never fully fallow Next Input Date (Site) natural spat collection
Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? N]JAny escapes (since last visit)? N
If yes, detail: |

Movement Records
1. Movement records available for inspection?

9

2. Date of last inspection:

[15/09/2019

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?

Y
N/A
N/A
N/A

2. How are mortalities disposed of? |Other (detail)

If other detail: |empty shells drop to seabed

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): [no mortalities observed since last inspection

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

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

2018-0565 Site Records

Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

—

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? 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?

[

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: [15/09/2016 - 08/11/2018

2018-0565 Site Records

Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2018-0565 Site No: SS0672
Date of Visit [ osi1/2018] Inspector: [wom
Number of Susceptible species on site
If no susceptible species present = LOW risk
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 3
Susceptible to OsHV (CGlI) 0 3 0
Sites within a tidal excursion 1 2-5 >6
Site contacts Number of sites holding susceptible species within a tidal
excursion 0 2 10 10
Live shellfish movements 0 1-2 >3
Movements on Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 0
Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
compartment including third country 0 10 20 0
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 0
LB EIEES 1 Frequency of movements off within MSS Management
Areas 0 1 2 1
Frequency of movements off outwith MSS Management
Areas 0 3 6 3
Number of destinations 0 3 6 3
Secure Unsecure
Management (effluent  (no effluent
practices None treatment) treatment)
Water c_ontactg .V\."th 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 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other |[Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 2
sites Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 S B
Yes No
Disinfection of equipment between sites, use of footbaths etc 0 2 2
Total 29
Risk MEDIUM
2018-0565 Surveillance Frequency Shell Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0565 Date of visit:| 08/11/2018
Site No: SS0672 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Natification
Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
ECI 15/11/2018|WJIM ASM

2018-0565 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

]
Shetland Mussels Ltd
Vadlure

Walls

Shetland

ZE2 9PF

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BUSINESs NO SB0372 DATEOF VISIT  08/11/2018
SITE NO SS0672 SITE NAME East Burrafirth
INSPECTOR  Warren Murray CASE NO 20180565

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 medium. An inspection
under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009 will be conducted every second
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.

No mortality had been observed on site since the last inspection by Marine Scotland.

No animal health surveillance had been carried out on behalf of the business and/or Marine
Scotland since the last Marine Scotland Inspection.

R14
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




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

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

Signed: _ Date: 15/11/2018

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

R14
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 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: Date of visit:
Time spent on site: {30 min | Main Inspector: WJIM

Site No: SS0868 Site Name: Brandy Ayre

Business No: SB0372 Business Name: Shetland Mussels Ltd

Case Types:  1|ECI | 2| | 3] | 4] | 51 | 6] |

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: SH 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.

Zi1Z1Z2|2

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

2018-0566 Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Additional Case Information:

2 lines stocked with MED from Mulroy Bay (ROI) 2017. There had been a mistake regarding the health certificates received
with the consignments from Ireland as they had the wrong final destination on them. Shetland Mussels have been in contact

with the Irish authorities and requested new certificates be issued. Stock currently 35 - 40mm in size and appeared in good
condition.

2018-0566 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12
Case No:

Issued by: FHI

2018-0566 Site No: SS0868

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Date of Visit: | 08/11/2018] Inspector(s): {WJIM

Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? N

Site Details
Total No facilities 2

Facilities stocked 2

No facilities inspected

2

Species MED

Age group 2017

No Fish 2 lines

Mean Fish Wt ~69

unknown

Next Fallow Date (Site) unknown Next Input Date (Site)

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records
1. Movement records available for inspection?

9

2. Date of last inspection:

|15/09/2016

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?

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?

Y
N/A
N/A

2. How are mortalities disposed of? |Other (detail)

If other detail: |empty shells drop to seabed

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): [no mortalities observed since last inspection

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

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

2018-0566 Site Records

Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

—

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? 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?

[

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: [15/09/2016 - 08/11/2018

2018-0566 Site Records

Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2018-0566 Site No: SS0868
Date of Visit [ osi1/2018] Inspector: [wom
Number of Susceptible species on site
If no susceptible species present = LOW risk
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 3
Susceptible to OsHV (CGlI) 0 3 0
Sites within a tidal excursion 1 2-5 >6
Site contacts Number of sites holding susceptible species within a tidal
excursion 0 2 10 10
Live shellfish movements 0 1-2 >3
Movements on Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 5
Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
compartment including third country 0 10 20 0
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 5
LB EIEES 1 Frequency of movements off within MSS Management
Areas 0 1 2 1
Frequency of movements off outwith MSS Management
Areas 0 3 6 6
Number of destinations 0 3 6 6
Secure Unsecure
Management (effluent  (no effluent
practices None treatment) treatment)
Water c_ontactg .V\."th 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 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other |[Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 2
sites Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 S B
Yes No
Disinfection of equipment between sites, use of footbaths etc 0 2 2
Total
Risk
2018-0566 Surveillance Frequency Shell Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0566 Date of visit:| 08/11/2018
Site No: SS0868 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Natification
Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
ECI 15/11/2018|WJIM ASM

2018-0566 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

]
Shetland Mussels Ltd
Vadlure

Walls

Shetland

ZE2 9PF

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BUSINESs NO SB0372 DATEOF VISIT  08/11/2018
SITE NO SS0868 SITE NAME Brandy Ayre
INSPECTOR  Warren Murray CASE NO 20180566

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
appeared to be adequately maintained.

No mortality had been observed on site since the last inspection by Marine Scotland.

No animal health surveillance had been carried out on behalf of the business and/or Marine
Scotland since the last Marine Scotland Inspection.

R14
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




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

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

Signed: _ Date: 15/11/2018

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

R14
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 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: Date of visit:
Time spent on site: [30min | Main Inspector: WJIM

Site No: SS0596 Site Name: Browland

Business No: SB0372 Business Name: Shetland Mussels Ltd

Case Types:  1|ECI | 2| | 3] | 4] | 51 | 6] |

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: SH 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.

Zi1Z1Z2|2

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

2018-0567 Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Additional Case Information:

Site used mainly as a spat collection point. Over 14.5 of the lines currently in the water collecting spat from 2018. Part of 1 line

still holding stock from 2015. Mussels were clean and appeared in good condition. 2015 stock ~55mm and to be harvested in
the near future.

2018-0567 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12
Case No:

Issued by: FHI

2018-0567 Site No: SS0596

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Date of Visit: | 08/11/2018] Inspector(s): {WJIM

Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? N

Site Details

Total No facilities 15 Facilities stocked 15 No facilities inspected |15
Species MED MED

Age group 2018 2015

No Fish 14.5lines 0.5 line

Mean Fish Wt <lg ~259

Next Fallow Date (Site) April 2019 Next Input Date (Site) July 2019

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records
1. Movement records available for inspection?

9

2. Date of last inspection:

|15/09/2016

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?

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?

Y
N/A
N/A
N/A

2. How are mortalities disposed of? |Other (detail)

If other detail: |empty shells drop to seabed

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | Y
4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): [no mortalities observed since last inspection

5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities? I 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, 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

2018-0567 Site Records

Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

—

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? 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?

[

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: [15/09/2016 - 08/11/2018

2018-0567 Site Records
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2018-0567 Site No: SS0596
Date of Visit [ osi1/2018] Inspector: [wom
Number of Susceptible species on site
If no susceptible species present = LOW risk
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 3
Susceptible to OsHV (CGlI) 0 3 0
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 5 10 0
Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
compartment including third country 0 10 20 0
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 0
LB EIEES 1 Frequency of movements off within MSS Management
Areas 0 1 2 2
Frequency of movements off outwith MSS Management
Areas 0 3 6 6
Number of destinations 0 3 6 6
Secure Unsecure
Management (effluent  (no effluent
practices None treatment) treatment)
Water c_ontactg .V\."th 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 2or3 24
Contacts with other |[Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 2
sites Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 S S
Yes No
Disinfection of equipment between sites, use of footbaths etc 0 2 2
Total 28
Risk MEDIUM
2018-0567 Surveillance Frequency Shell Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0567 Date of visit:| 08/11/2018
Site No: SS0596 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Natification
Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
ECI 15/11/2018|WJIM ASM

2018-0567 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

]
Shetland Mussels Ltd
Vadlure

Walls

Shetland

ZE2 9PF

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BUSINESs NO SB0372 DATEOF VISIT  08/11/2018
SITE NO SS0596 SITE NAME Browland
INSPECTOR  Warren Murray CASE NO 20180567

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 medium. An inspection
under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009 will be conducted every second
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.

No mortality had been observed on site since the last inspection by Marine Scotland.

No animal health surveillance had been carried out on behalf of the business and/or Marine
Scotland since the last Marine Scotland Inspection.

R14
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



mailto:ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
http://www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science

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

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

Signed: _ Date: 15/11/2018

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

R14
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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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: Date of visit:
Time spent on site: {30 min | Main Inspector: WJIM

Site No: SS0526 Site Name: Grink Holm

Business No: SB0337 Business Name: Cribba Sound Shellfish

Case Types:  1|ECI | 2| | 3] | 4] | 51 | 6] |

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: SH 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.

Zi1Z1Z2|2

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

2018-0568 Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Additional Case Information:

Line 1 currently has juveniles on. Lines 2 - 5 currently collecting 2018 spat. Just over 1 line on the south side of the site has
adult MED on due for harvesting this winter and then will be fallow until approximately May 2019.

Mussels look in good condition.

2018-0568 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0568 Site No: SS0526

Date of Visit: | 05/11/2018] Inspector(s): {WJIM |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? Y

Site Details

Total No facilities 10 Facilities stocked 7 No facilities inspected [10
Species MED MED MED

Age group 2018 2017 2018

No Fish 4 lines 1.5 lines 1

Mean Fish Wit spat 40mm seed

Next Fallow Date (Site) never fully fallow Next Input Date (Site) Ongoing

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records
1. Movement records available for inspection?

9

2. Date of last inspection:

|22/07/2015

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?

Y
N/A
N/A
N/A

2. How are mortalities disposed of? |Other (detail)

If other detail: |empty shells drop to seabed

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): [no mortalities observed since last inspection

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

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

2018-0568 Site Records

Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

—

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? 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?

[

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: |22/07/2015 - 05/11/2018

2018-0568 Site Records
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2018-0568 Site No: SS0526
Date of Visit | 05/11/2018) Inspector: jwm
Number of Susceptible species on site
If no susceptible species present = LOW risk
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 3
Susceptible to OsHV (CGlI) 0 3 0
Sites within a tidal excursion 1 2-5 >6
Site contacts Number of sites holding susceptible species within a tidal
excursion 0 2 10 10
Live shellfish movements 0 1-2 >3
Movements on Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 0
Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
compartment including third country 0 10 20 0
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 0
LB EIEES 1 Frequency of movements off within MSS Management
Areas 0 1 2 0
Frequency of movements off outwith MSS Management
Areas 0 3 6 0
Number of destinations 0 3 6 0
Secure Unsecure
Management (effluent  (no effluent
practices None treatment) treatment)
Water c_ontactg .V\."th 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 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other |[Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 0
sites Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 S 1
Yes No
Disinfection of equipment between sites, use of footbaths etc 0 2 2
Total 16
Risk MEDIUM
2018-0568 Surveillance Frequency Shell Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0568 Date of visit:| 05/11/2018
Site No: SS0526 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Natification
Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
ECI 14/11/2018|WIM AJW

2018-0568 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

I

Cribba Sound Shellfish
Fograbrekk

North Roe

Shetland

ZE2 9RY

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BuUSsINESs NO SB0337 DATEOF VISIT  05/11/2018
SITE NO SS0526 SITE NAME Grink Holm
INSPECTOR  Warren Murray CASE NO 20180568

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 medium. An inspection
under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009 will be conducted every second
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.

No mortality had been observed on site since the last inspection by Marine Scotland.

No animal health surveillance had been carried out on behalf of the business and/or Marine
Scotland since the last Marine Scotland Inspection.

R14
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



mailto:ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
http://www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science

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

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

Signed: _ Date: 14/11/2018

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

R14
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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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: 2018-0569 Date of visit: | 07/11/2018

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

Site No: FS1121 Site Name: Bight of Bellister, Dury Voe

Business No: FB0125 Business Name: Scottish Sea Farms Ltd

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

Water Temp (°C):: Thermometer No: : FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: SH Water type: S CoGP MA S-5

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

Diagnostic samples taken?

N/A|If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.
N/A]If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.
N/A|If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.
N/A

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

| Site manager deemed sea conditions unsuitable to go to site |

2018-0569

Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Additional Case Information:

Stock came onto site 3rd & 15th October 2018 from Loura Voe. New Seal Pro nets installed during the summer along with a
sinker tube on each pen for better tension. ADD units to be installed once electrical power installed to the site.

Stock treated with H202 on wk. 43 for AGD. Mortality levels remaining low. All mort's due to seal predation

Sea lice levels have not exceeded reporting level of 3 since sea lice policy was introduced.

Was not able to get out to site due to weather conditions but full ECI paperwork was completed.

Site inspection was carried out on 27/11/2018 (refer to case 2018-0622). No issues were raised or observed at time of site
inspection.

2018-0569 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0569 Site No: FS1121

Date of Visit: | 07/11/2018] Inspector(s): {WJIM |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? Y

Site Details

Total No facilities 12 Facilities stocked 10 No facilities inspected |0
Species SAL

Age group 2018 S1

No Fish 406,408

Mean Fish Wt 1.2kg

Next Fallow Date (Site) AUG/SEP. 2019 Next Input Date (Site) DEC. 2019

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: [10/11/2016
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

“ =
444 <

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

Mortality Records

1. Mortality records available for inspection? | Y

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

If other detail: |

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | Y
wk41-294 (.07%), wk42-513 (.12%), wk43-747 (.4%), wk44-829 (.19%) across

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): whole site

5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities? I 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, 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

2018-0569 Site Records Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

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

If yes, detail: [H202

If other, detail: |

2. Medicines records available for inspection? Y
3. Are records complete and correctly entered? Y
4. Are fish in a withdrawal period? N
5. If yes, what treatment(s)? |

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately? | YI

Biosecurity Records

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? Y
If yes, detall (if not detailed under recent disease problems). |AGD
I

Records checked between: [10/11/2016 - 07/11/2018 |

2018-0569 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2018-0569 Site No: [FS1121 Insp: WIM
Date of Visit 07/11/2018 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
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 2
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category lll
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 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
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status 4
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
products -
Common processes with other farms 3 3
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 1
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 2 1
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc No
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3
Platform access to cages Yes 0
No
Total 20]
Rank MEDIUM
2018-0569 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: [2018-0569 | Site No: |Fs1121 |

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)

1. Has the site experienced sea lice problems in the previous 4 years? N
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, 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 [N
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
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)? Y
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? Y
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 JY
scenarios during the escalation of a sea lice infestation?

16. Do the sea lice levels observed on stocks reflect sea lice count data? If no please detail reasons. N/A
Containment Inspection

1. Has the site experienced equipment damage due to predators in the current or previous production cycles? N
2. Are measures in place to mitigate against the predation experienced on site? (Detail below) Y

Tensioned Nets, Top Nets, MML

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)

lnlbmar

|Site could not be inspected due to weather conditions at the time

2018-0569 CNI & SLI
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0569 Site No: FS1121
Date of Visit: | 07/11/2018 Inspector:  [WJIM

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?

2018-0569 AFSA 2013 Page 1 of 2
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0569 Date of visit:| 07/11/2018
Site No: FS1121 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 13/12/2018|WJIM JET

2018-0569 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Scottish Government
Riaghaltas na h-Alba
gov.scot

marinescotland N
N

!cottls! !ea !arms Ltd

Laurel House

Laurelhill Business Park
Polmaise Road Stirling
FK7 9JQ

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusINESs NO FB0125 DATE OF VisIT 07/11/2018
SITENO FS1121 SITE NAME Bight of Bellister, Dury Voe
INSPECTOR  Warren Murray & Paul McKay CASE NoO 20180569 & 20180622

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 medium. An inspection under
the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009 will be conducted every second 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.

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.
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.

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




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

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.

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 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: 2018-0570 Date of visit: | 12/11/2018

Time spent on site: {5hr | Main Inspector: SAE

Site No: FS1288 Site Name: Etive 6

Business No: FB0456 Business Name: Dawnfresh Farming Ltd

Case Types:  1|ECI | 2|[CNI | 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?

T205 FHI 045 completed |:|

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.

Z1Z1Z21<

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

2018-0570

Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Additional Case Information:

All movements by Migdale.

6-13/10/2017 mort event 2.8%

Water dark, some fish with physical damage observed from recent handling activity. All fish swimming actively. One moribund
fish observed but unable to catch with hand net. Remaining fish in good condition.

Accompanied by NYL, paperwork and site inspection completed by SAE.

2018-0570 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI
Case No: 2018-0570 Site No: FS1288
Date of Visit: | 12/11/2018|

Registration/Authorisation Details

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Inspector(s): [SAE

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 RTR RTR

Age group 2016 2014

No Fish 303,660 16,614

Mean Fish Wt 2kg 4.5kg

Next Fallow Date (Site) March 2020 Next Input Date (Site) April 2020
Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? NJAny escapes (since last visit)?
If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection:

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 usi

2179717

ng a STB)?

If yes, is there a system in place for maintenance of transportation records?

Mortality Records
1. Mortality records available for inspection?
2. How are mortalities disposed of?

|Biogas - Barkip

If other detail: |

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): |0.1 - 0.5% per week per site

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

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked? | Y
If yes, detail: [6-13/10/2017 mortality event reported
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.

2018-0570 Site Records
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

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

If yes, detail: [T.m.S.

If other, detail: |

2. Medicines records available for inspection? Y
3. Are records complete and correctly entered? Y
4. Are fish in a withdrawal period? Y
5. If yes, what treatment(s)? [T.m.S.

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately? | YI

Biosecurity Records

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: | 21/9/17 - 12/11/18 |

2018-0570 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2018-0570 Site No: [FS1288 Insp: SAE
Date of Visit 12/11/2018 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 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
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 2
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category lll
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 0
On farm processing within  |[No on farm processing 0
the rules of the directive
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk) 1
Processing fish from MS of equivalent status
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status 4
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
products -
Common processes with other farms 3 3
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 2
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc No
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3
Platform access to cages Yes 0
No
Total 16
Rank MEDIUM
2018-0570 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: [2018-0570 | Site No: |Fs1288 |

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)

1. Has the site experienced sea lice problems in the previous 4 years? N
2. Is the CoGP Farm Management Area (or equivalent) fallowed synchronously on a single year class basis? N
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 [N
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
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? N
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 JY
scenarios during the escalation of a sea lice infestation?

16. Do the sea lice levels observed on stocks reflect sea lice count data? If no please detail reasons. Y
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

If other, detail below:

top nets, tension nets, ADD, MML,

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)

2018-0570 CNI & SLI
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0570 Site No: FS1288
Date of Visit: | 12/11/2018] 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?

2018-0570 AFSA 2013 Page 1 of 2
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0570 Date of visit:| 12/11/2018
Site No: FS1288 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 20/11/2018]SAE ASM

2018-0570 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

Dawnfresh Farming Ltd
Bothwellpark Industrial Estate
Uddingston

Lanarkshire

G716LS

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusiNEsSs NO FB0456 DATEOF VISIT 12/11/2018
SITE NO FS1288 SITE NAME Etive 6
INSPECTOR  Svenja Elwenn CASE No 20180570

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 medium. An inspection under
the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009 will be conducted every second 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.

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

Mortality levels had exceeded the reporting criteria since the last inspection and had been
reported to the Fish Health Inspectorate as required.

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.

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.

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 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: 2018-0571 Date of visit: | 13/11/2018

Time spent on site: {6hrs | Main Inspector: SAE

Site No: FS0663 Site Name: Kerrera B

Business No: FB0125 Business Name: Scottish Sea Farms Ltd

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

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: T205 FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: ST Water type: S CoGP MA M-36

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.

Z|1Z21Z| <

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

2018-0571

Case Sheet

Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Additional Case Information:

Site inspection, paperwork and sampling by SAE, accompanied by NYL.

Water dark and salmon deep in the cage, wrasse observed near the surface in most cages. A few salmon seen with physical
damage but fish were all swimming actively. Fish sampled fro VMD appeared healthy.

Average Lep females went over CoGP criteria for treatment 1 week, following week Thermolicer treatment reduced below
CoGP. Currently below CoGP.

Case sheet file completed on site was corrupted. Case sheet completed with retrieved data from original case sheet and with
information from the site manager over the phone 29/11/18 by SAE.

2018-0571 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0571 Site No: FS0663

Date of Visit: | 13/11/2018| Inspector(s): [SAE |
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 10 No facilities inspected |10

Species SAL WRS WRS

Age group 2018 S1 2016 wild

No Fish 271,251 6,029 5,104

Mean Fish Wit 1.3kg 120g mixed

Next Fallow Date (Site) November 2019 Next Input Date (Site) March 2020

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection? I Y
2. Date of last inspection: [29/06/2016

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

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

Mortality Records

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

If other detail: |

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | Y

SAL: w/b 15/10 0.13% for whole site; w/b 22/10 0.15% for whole site; w/b
29/10 0.09% for whole site; w/b 5/11 0.05% for whole site; WRS: w/b 15/10 -
162 for whole site; w/b 22/10 - 191 for whole site; w/b 29/10 - 173 for whole
4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): site; w/b 5/11 - 126 for whole site

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

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked? | Y
SAL: 4% mortality on input due to fungus but within 6 weeks post transfer window (not reportable), 1.61%
for the whole site in July due to concussion (jumping), 1.96% for the whole site in August also due to
If yes, detail: concussion (jumping).

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

2018-0571 Site Records Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

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

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

If other, detail: |

2. Medicines records available for inspection? Y
3. Are records complete and correctly entered? Y
4. Are fish in a withdrawal period? Y
5. If yes, what treatment(s)? |[T.M.S., Slice

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately? | YI

Biosecurity Records

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? Y
If yes, detall (if not detailed under recent disease problems). |Gillissues

|October 2018 - FVG 3 fish sampled showed gill issues

Records checked between: [29/06/2016 - 13/11/18 |

2018-0571 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case no: [2018-0571 ]Site No: [FS0663 |Date of visit/ |  13/11/2018]
Sampling:

MG HI

I

BA PA

I
JUEL
1]

I
I

Priority samples: VI

Time sampling | 114000 | 12:40:00 | Inspector: VMD No.
starts/ends:

Environmental conditions: 1 2|Cloudy 3 4

I
B
B

Summary samples HIST BA MG VI PA Total Samples
Add Fish/Pools - click
Pool/Fish No
Fish nos 1 2 3 4
Pool Group
Species SAL |SAL |SAL [SAL
Average weight 1.5kg |1.5kg |1.5kg [1.5kg
Sex N/A N/A N/A N/A
Water Type SW SW SW SW
=
o
2 & & 5
9] 2 2 X <
(@) 3] 3] 8 =)
X~ . < o) c 3
Q Stock Origin @) @) ~ 4
¢ [Facility No 2 4 6 9
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Additional Sample Information:

m Total Tests assigned D

2018-0571 Sample_Information Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2018-0571 Site No: [FS0663 Insp: SAE
Date of Visit 13/11/2018 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 5
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
species compartment including third country 0 9 18| 26
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14 5
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
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 Il
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
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status 4
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 3
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 2or3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 1
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 2 1
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc No
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3
Platform access to cages Yes 0
No
Total
Rank

2018-0571

Surveillance Frequency Fish
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: [2018-0571 | Site No: |FS0663 |

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)

1. Has the site experienced sea lice problems in the previous 4 years? N
2. Is the CoGP Farm Management Area (or equivalent) fallowed synchronously on a single year class basis? N
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 [N
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
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)? Y
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? Y
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. Do the sea lice levels observed on stocks reflect sea lice count data? If no please detail reasons. Y
Containment Inspection

1. Has the site experienced equipment damage due to predators in the current or previous production cycles? N
2. Are measures in place to mitigate against the predation experienced on site? (Detail below) Y

If other, detail below:

top nets, ADD, MML, tensioned nets, seal blinds, double mesh around the deadsock

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)

HOWMMmOE

2018-0571 CNI & SLI
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0571 Site No: FS0663
Date of Visit: | 13/11/2018] Inspector:  [SAE

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

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

~NOoO oA WwWN

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?

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?

2018-0571 AFSA 2013
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0571 Date of visit:| 13/11/2018
Site No: FS0663 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 29/11/2018]SAE DCB
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Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

I
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

BusiNEss NO FB0125 DATEOF VISIT 13/11/2018
SITE NO FS0663 SITE NAME Kerrera B
INSPECTOR  Svenja Elwenn & Nicole Little CASE No 20180571

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
appeared 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.

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.

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




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.

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: 29/11/2018

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 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: 2018-0572 Date of visit: | 14/11/2018

Time spent on site: {4 hrs | Main Inspector: SAE

Site No: FS0649 Site Name: Loch Arkaig

Business No: FB0119 Business Name: Marine Harvest (Scotland) Ltd

Case Types:  1JUNI | 2JvmMD | 3| | 4] | 5] | 6] |

Water Temp (°C):: Thermometer No:

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

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

[ ]

Water type: F

FHI 045 completed

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.

Zi1Z1Z2|2

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

[ ]

2018-0572

Case Sheet

Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Additional Case Information:
All paperwork, sampling and site inspection by SAE, accompanied by NYL.
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0572 Site No: FS0649

Date of Visit: | 14/11/2018| Inspector(s): [SAE |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? N

Site Details

Total No facilities 28 Facilities stocked 12 No facilities inspected |28
Species SAL SAL

Age group 2019 Q1 2019 Q2

No Fish 591,000 552,000

Mean Fish Wt 539 539

Next Fallow Date (Site) April 2019 Next Input Date (Site) August 2019

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? N]JAny escapes (since last visit)? N
If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection? I Y
2. Date of last inspection: |24/10/2017

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?

Y
N/A
N/A
N/A

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): |0-74 morts per week per cage

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

|1500 morts in pen 19 on 25 October 2018 due to human error at vaccination (fish left in anaesthetic too long)

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

2018-0572 Site Records

Page 1 of 2
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1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)? I Y

If yes, detail: |Formalin, T.M.S., Pyceze

If other, detail: |

2. Medicines records available for inspection? Y
3. Are records complete and correctly entered? Y
4. Are fish in a withdrawal period? Y
5. If yes, what treatment(s)? |Formalin, T.M.S.

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately? | YI

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?

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

Records checked between: [24/10/2017 - 14/11/18 |

2018-0572 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case no: [2018-0572  ]Site No: [FS0649 |Date of visit/ |  14/11/2018]
Sampling:
Prorty samples ] s A1 we[] W[
Time sampling | | | 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 1-18 |19-40 |41-59 |60-81
Pool Group
Species SAL SAL SAL SAL
Average weight 509 509 509 509
Sex N/A N/A N/A N/A
Water Type FW  [Fw  [FW  [Fw
2 e > e £z
Ji i) s o o
) ‘S Q '© ©
S 5| gl §| ¢
§ Stock Origin 3 = 3 3
{n|Facility No 15 21 13 24
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Additional Sample Information:
approximately 3 fish per sample

m Total Tests assigned D

2018-0572 Sample_Information Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Site No: FS0649

Case No: 2018-0572
Nature of non-compliance:
Action taken (FHI):

Non-compliance relevant to (delete): VirologyMolGen/Bacteriology/Histology/Parasitology

2018-0572 Sample Condition Page 1 of 1
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Case No: 2018-0572 Date of visit:| 14/11/2018
Site No: FS0649 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Natification
Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
UNI, VMD 26/11/2018]SAE KAS
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Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtland W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

Marine Harvest (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 DATEOF VISIT  14/11/2018
SITE NO FS0649 SITE NAME Loch Arkaig
INSPECTOR  Svenja Elwenn CASE No 20180572

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

The above site was visited in accordance with the Animals and Animal Products (Examination for
Residues and Maximum Residue Limits) (England and Scotland) Regulations 2013. On this
occasion the inspection was unannounced to meet the requirements of European Council
Regulation 882/2004.

Samples were taken to be analysed for veterinary residues.

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 information required for the public record of aquaculture production businesses regarding this
site was verified and where necessary updated.

Medicine records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

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

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

R20
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: 26/11/2018

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/FHIl/charter

R20
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 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: 2018-0573 Date of visit: | 15/11/2018
Time spent on site: [6.5 hrs | Main Inspector: SAE

Site No: FS0914 Site Name: Lismore West

Business No: FB0125 Business Name: Scottish Sea Farms Ltd

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

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: ST Water type: S CoGP MA M-36
Dead/weak/abnormally behaving fish present? Y |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:

2018-0573

Case Sheet Page 1 of 1
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Additional Case Information:

Wild caught Goldsinny wrasse (2 cages) and Ballan wrasse in all cages.

Average female Leps above CoGP criteria for treatment for a few weeks while wrasse were being stocked (wild caught),
meanwhile slice treatments administered but didn't reduce below CoGP until wrasse fully stocked. Then lice decreased
through Wrasse use very quickly. Very happy with the wrasse on site. Thermolicer treatment in October as mobile numbers
were increasing. 96% clearance.

Salmon sites are fallowed synchronously.

Fish look very good, salmon deep in the cage and water very dark but fish seen shoaling at depth. All fish removed for VMD
appeared healthy. One floating mortality removed from one cage and opened up. Fish too long dead to sample, a large
coagulated blood clot was observed in the heart.

All paperwork, sampling and site inspection by SAE, accompanied by NYL.

2018-0573 Additional Information Page 1 of 1
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Case No: 2018-0573 Site No: FS0914

Date of Visit: | 15/11/2018| Inspector(s): [SAE |

Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? N

Site Details

Total No facilities 9 Facilities stocked 9 No facilities inspected |9

Species SAL WRS

Age group 2017 SO wild

No Fish 285,389 11,000

Mean Fish Wt 3.2kg 60g

Next Fallow Date (Site) June 2019 Next Input Date (Site) November 2019

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection? I Y

2. Date of last inspection: |26/04/2017

3. Are records complete and correctly entered? N

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered? N/A

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? | Y
SAL: between 69 -168 per pen for last 4 weeks; WRS: Since input (May-June)

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): approximately 50 per pen

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

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

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked? | Y
SAL: some slightly elevated mortality post input within the 6 week post transfer window, December 2017
worst affected pens between 1860-2263 for the whole month WRS: Pen 1 and 9 have some gold sinny

wrasse in them so elevated mortality in them, pen 1 = 207 morts since input, pen 9 = 406 morts since
If yes, detail: input

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

2018-0573 Site Records Page 1 of 2
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1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)? I Y

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

If other, detail: |

2. Medicines records available for inspection? Y
3. Are records complete and correctly entered? Y
4. Are fish in a withdrawal period? Y
5. If yes, what treatment(s)? |[T.M.S., Slice

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately? | YI

Biosecurity Records

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: |26/04/2017 - 15/11/18 |
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FHI 059, Version 12

Case no:

[2018-0573

Priority samples:

VI

I
I
I

BA

| site No:

Issued by: FHI

[FSoo14

|Date of visit/

Time sampling |

12:00:00

13:00:00

starts/ends:
Environmental conditions:

Summary samples

Add Fish/Pools - click

1

HIST

Dry

Il
B

BA

2

MG

PA

3

Inspector:

UL

VI

Sampling:
MG

4|Cloudy

JEHL
UL

PA

15/11/2018]

HI

I

Total Samples

Pool/Fish No
Fish nos 1 2 3 4 5 6
Pool Group
Species SAL |SAL |SAL |SAL |[SAL |SAL
Average weight 3kg 3kg 3kg 3kg 3kg 3kg
Sex N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Water Type SW SW SW SW SW SW
<
Q
o
-
o <
= g
3] X x x x x| 85
o s| 38| 8] g 8| 3¢
Q Stock Origin < < < < | ca
¢ [Facility No 1 3 4 5 6 7
2018-0573

Sample_Information

Date of issue: 08/10/2018
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Additional Sample Information:

m Total Tests assigned D
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2018-0573 Site No: [FS0914 Insp: SAE
Date of Visit 15/11/2018 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
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
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
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status 4
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 3
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 2
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc No
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3
Platform access to cages Yes 0
No
Total 18
Rank MEDIUM
2018-0573 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: [2018-0573 | Site No:  [FS0914 |

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)

1. Has the site experienced sea lice problems in the previous 4 years? N
2. Is the CoGP Farm Management Area (or equivalent) fallowed synchronously on a single year class basis? N
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 [N
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
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)? Y
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? Y
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. Do the sea lice levels observed on stocks reflect sea lice count data? If no please detail reasons. Y
Containment Inspection

1. Has the site experienced equipment damage due to predators in the current or previous production cycles? N
2. Are measures in place to mitigate against the predation experienced on site? (Detail below) Y

If other, detail below:

ADD, tensioned nets, top nets, seal blinds, MML

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)

HOWMMmOE

2018-0573 CNI & SLI
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0573 Site No: FS0914
Date of Visit: | 15/11/2018] 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?

2018-0573 AFSA 2013 Page 1 of 2
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0573 Date of visit:| 15/11/2018
Site No: FS0914 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 27/11/2018]SAE KAS

2018-0573 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

I
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

BusiNEss NO FB0125 DATE OF VISIT 15/11/2018
SITE NO FS0914 SITE NAME Lismore West
INSPECTOR  Svenja Elwenn CASE No 20180573

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 medium. An inspection under
the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009 will be conducted every second 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 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 points were 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
his would be recorded in future. No further action is required.

These must be addressed to ensure the conditions of authorisation for your Aquaculture
Production Business (APB) are being met.

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 assistance or clarification in
implementing any requirement or recommendation detailed in this report.

Signed: _ Date: 27/11/2018

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 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: 2018-0574 Date of visit: | 06/11/2018
Time spent on site: {4 hrs | Main Inspector: PMM

Site No: FS1017 Site Name: Fara West

Business No: FB0095 Business Name: Cooke Aquaculture Scotland 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: OR Water type: S CoGP MA 0-3
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:

2018-0574

Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Additional Case Information:
Site received a split of fish from Lyrawa Bay (2017 S0). No health problems reported on site, recent mortalities have been
attributed to seal predation. Nets are tensioned, but operator is currently adding further tensioning to the nets.

Two fish sampled for VMD appeared in good condition. No sea lice observed. No Leps were observed by site in the previous
cycle and none observed this cycle to date. Some caligus recorded, but at low numbers.

Weather was very choppy at time of inspection, reducing visibility. No dead or moribund observed in cages, two observed with
predation damage, but they were both active.

Fish were also observed at the shorebase on the camera system and could be observed shoaling well deeper in the water.

2018-0574 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12
Case No:

Issued by: FHI

FS1017

Site No:

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Date of Visit: | 06/11/2018] 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 12 Facilities stocked 12 No facilities inspected |12
Species SAL

Age group 17S0

No Fish 210,989

Mean Fish Wt 3.5kg

Next Fallow Date (Site) May / June 19 Next Input Date (Site) July / Aug 10

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records
1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: |02/03/2016

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?

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?

2. How are mortalities disposed of? |Other (detail)

If other detail: [Keenan Recycling - Composting

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | Y
4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): |2,216 for site for last 4 weeks - Attributed to predation damage

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

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

2018-0574 Site Records
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

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

If yes, detail: [T.m.S.

If other, detail: |

2. Medicines records available for inspection? Y
3. Are records complete and correctly entered? Y
4. Are fish in a withdrawal period? Y
5. If yes, what treatment(s)? [T.m.S.

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately? | YI

Biosecurity Records

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: |02/03/16 to 06/11/18 |

2018-0574 Site Records Page 2 of 2



Date of issue: 08/10/2018

FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI
Case no: |[2018-0574 ]Site No: [FS1017 |Date of visit/ |  06/11/2018] 06/
Sampling:
Priority samples: VI: BA: PA: MG HI:
Time sampling | 13:30:00 | 14:00:00 | Inspector: P VMD No.
starts/ends:

Environmental conditions: 1|Dry 2

BA MG VI PA Total Samples

I
UL
UL
JUEL
UL

Summary samples HIST

Add Fish/Pools - click

Pool/Fish No

Fish nos 1 2

Pool Group

Species SAL SAL

Average weight 3kg [3kg

Sex

Water Type SW SW
o 8 &
o g g
g|[Stock Origin = kN
¢ [Facility No 7 10

2018-0574 Sample_Information Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
11/2018]Additional Sample Information:

m Total Tests assigned D
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2018-0574 Site No: [FS1017 Insp: PMM
Date of Visit 06/11/2018 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 0
Number of destinations 0 3 6 10 0
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 2
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 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
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 0
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3 0
Platform access to cages |Yes
No
Total 10]
Rank LOW
2018-0574 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: [2018-0574 | Site No: |Fs1017 |

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)

1. Has the site experienced sea lice problems in the previous 4 years? N
2. Is the CoGP Farm Management Area (or equivalent) fallowed synchronously on a single year class basis? N
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 [N
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
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? N/A
13. Are treatments, where conducted, carried out in cooperation between participating farms? N/A
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 JY
scenarios during the escalation of a sea lice infestation?

16. Do the sea lice levels observed on stocks reflect sea lice count data? If no please detail reasons. Y
Containment Inspection

1. Has the site experienced equipment damage due to predators in the current or previous production cycles? N
2. Are measures in place to mitigate against the predation experienced on site? (Detail below) Y

ADD, sinker tubes, top nets, tensioned 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?

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)

HOWMMmOE
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0574 Site No: FS1017
Date of Visit: | 06/11/2018 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?

<
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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?

2018-0574 AFSA 2013 Page 1 of 2
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0574 Date of visit:| 06/11/2018
Site No: FS1017 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 22/11/2018]PMM ASM
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Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

I

Cooke Aquaculture Scotland Ltd
Crowness Road

Hatston Kirkwall

Orkney

KW15 1RG

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusiNEsSs NO FB0095 DATE OF VISIT 06/11/2018
SITE NO FS1017 SITE NAME Fara West
INSPECTOR  Paul McKay CASE No 20180574

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.

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.
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.

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




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.

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: 23/11/2018
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 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: Date of visit:
Time spent on site: [2.5 hrs | Main Inspector: PMM

Site No: FS0274 Site Name: Millburn

Business No: FB0137 Business Name: Millburn Salmon Hatchery

Case Types:  1|VvMD | 2| | 3] | 4] | 51 | 6] |

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: OR Water type: F 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.

Zi1Z1Z2|2

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

2018-0575 Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI
Additional Case Information:

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

All stock on site is organic and contract grown for Cooke Aquaculture and is due to go to the Westray sites. This cycle of fish

the site received fry from mainland, however, in the past the operator has received ova, that have been hatched at the Rysa
Incubation unit before being transferred to Millburn.

Fish on site appeared in very good condition and are held at a low stocking density. Water in tanks was very peaty making
visibility poor, no dead or moribund observed in any of the stocked tanks.

Fish are due to go to Bay of Cleat (North) in Spring 2019, site manager thought that the fish were slightly behind for this time of
year and vaccination is scheduled for Jan 2019.

No treatments have been required on site. Health checks are conducted by Cooke Aquaculture or FVG. No significant results
from sampling.

2018-0575 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12
Case No:

Issued by: FHI

FS0274

Site No:

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Date of Visit: | 07/11/2018] Inspector(s): [PMM

Registration/Authorisation Details

1. Business/site details summary checked by site representative? Y
2. Changes made to details? Y
Site Details
14 tanks + 1 14 tanks + 1
Total No facilities hatchery Facilities stocked 3 tanks No facilities inspected |hatchery
Species SAL
Age group 19 S1
No Fish 160,000
Mean Fish Wt 349

Next Fallow Date (Site) April 2019 Next Input Date (Site) May/June 2019

N

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records
1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: |27/06/2017

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?

2. How are mortalities disposed of? |Other (detail)

If other detail: |[Keenan Recycling - Composting

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): |1-2 per wek for site

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

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

2018-0575 Site Records

Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

—

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?

Z] < <

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?

N/A

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: |27/06/16 to 07/11/18

2018-0575 Site Records
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI
Case no: |2018-0575 | Site No: |Date of visit/ |  07/11/2018] 07/
Sampling:
prorty samples: v e e we[] W]
Time sampling 13:00:00 13:30:00 VMD No.
starts/ends:
Environmental conditions: 1 2: : 4: 5:
Summary samples HIST :BA : : :PA :Total Samples
Add Fish/Pools - click
Pool/Fish No
Fish nos 1-5 6-10 [11-15
Pool Group
Species SAL SAL SAL
Average weight 34g 34g 34g
Sex
Water Type FW FW FW
= £ =
@ I @
1% (4] (4] (43
= L L L
© @ o} @
a] D D 47
~ L. (] (] (]
8| Stock Origin = = =
¢ [Facility No 1 2 3

2018-0575

Sample_Information

Date of issue: 08/10/2018
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
11/2018]Additional Sample Information:

m Total Tests assigned D

2018-0575 Sample_Information Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0575 Date of visit:| 07/11/2018
Site No: FS0274 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Natification
Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
VMD 22/11/2018]PMM ASM
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Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtland W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

Millburn Salmon Hatchery
Bayview Hoy

Stromness

Orkney

KW16 3NJ

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BuUsINESsS NO FB0137 DATE OF VISIT 07/11/2018
SITE NO FS0274 SITE NAME Millburn
INSPECTOR Paul McKay CASE NO 20180575

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

The above site was visited in accordance with the Animals and Animal Products (Examination for
Residues and Maximum Residue Limits) (England and Scotland) Regulations 2013.

Samples were taken to be analysed for veterinary residues.

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 information required for the public record of aquaculture production businesses regarding this
site was verified and where necessary updated.

Medicine records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

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

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

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

R20
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: 22/11/2018
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

R20
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 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0576 Date of visit: | 07/11/2018
Time spent on site: |30 mins | Main Inspector: PMM

Site No: FS1050 Site Name: Rysa Incubation Unit

Business No: FB0299 Business Name: Rysa Salmon Farm

Case Types: 1|REG | 2| | 3] | 4] | 51 | 6] |

Water Temp (°C):: Thermometer No: : FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: OR Water type: F CoGP MA
Dead/weak/abnormally behaving fish present? If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.
Clinical signs of disease observed? If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.
Gross pathology observed? If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.
Diagnostic samples taken?

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

2018-0576 Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI
Additional Case Information:

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Site currently fallow, previous cycle site received an import of Aquagen eggs, these were hatched prior to transfer to Millburn.

Unsure if site will be used for next cycle of fish, hopeful that site will receive an import of ova in 2019. However, for 2018 cycle
the operator received a batch of fry direct to Millburn.

Site had been requested to take ova in Nov 2018, however there wouldn't have been sufficient space at Millburn for ongrowing
with the current batch at Millburn 34g.

2018-0576 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0576 Site No: FS1050

Date of Visit: | 07/11/2018] 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 2 Facilities stocked 0 No facilities inspected |2
Species Fallow

Age group

No Fish

Mean Fish Wt

Next Fallow Date (Site) Fallow Next Input Date (Site) None confirmed

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records
1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection:

|27/06/2018

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?

2. How are mortalities disposed of? |Other (detail)

If other detail: [Keenan Recycling - Composting

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): |0 - site fallow since previous inspection

5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities?
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 FHI? If no, add MRT case and enter on mortality events sheet. N/A

2018-0576 Site Records

Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)? I

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? |

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: [June 2017 to Nov 2018 |

2018-0576 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0576 Date of visit:| 07/11/2018
Site No: FS1050 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Natification
Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
REG 11/12/2018|PMM KAS

2018-0576 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Scottish Government
Riaghaltas na h-Alba
gov.scot

marinescotland S
N

Rysa Salmon Farm
Rysa Farm
Lyness, Stromness
Orkney

KW16 3NU

|
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusiNEss No FB0299 DATE oF VisiT 07/11/2018
SITE NoO FS1050 SITE NAME Rysa Incubation Unit
INSPECTOR  Paul McKay CAse No 20180576

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.

The information required for the public record of aquaculture production businesses regarding this
site was verified and where necessary updated.

The site was found to be fallow.

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

Signed: Date: 10/12/2018
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

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




FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: Date of visit:
Time spent on site: {1 hr | Main Inspector: PMM

Site No: SS0806 Site Name: ﬂnb Holm Quarry

Business No: SB0501 Business Name: O-Fish-Shell Ltd

Case Types:  1|ECI | 2| | 3] | 4] | 51 | 6] |

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: OR 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.

Zi1Z1Z2|2

UNI/REG only - if unable to carry out intended visit detail reason below:
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI
Additional Case Information:

Cages are situated in old quarry, currently 5 cages on site with shallow nets. Stock also held within the quarry, which can be
drained/topped up by pump at end of site. Quarry is drained to low level to allow access by site staff wearing waders at end of
season to allow removal of all stock, this is usually conducted in spring.

Site will then begin to restock in August with weekly inputs, ~30-40% of stock from local creel boats and the remaining stock
from north of Scotland. They do occasionally receive some stock from Argyll, but this isn't frequent.

Lobsters are fed on frozen bait and velvet crabs if available.

Lobsters were observed in cages and appeared in very good condition. No reported issues on site.

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

2018-0578 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12
Case No:

Issued by: FHI

2018-0578 Site No: SS0806

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Date of Visit: | 07/11/2018] 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 6

Facilities stocked 6

No facilities inspected

6

Species HGA

Age group Mixed

No Fish 9.8 tonnes

Mean Fish Wt Mixed

Next Fallow Date (Site) Spring 2019 Next Input Date (Site) August 2019

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records
1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection:

[12/08/2014

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?

2. How are mortalities disposed of? |Other (detail)

If other detail: |incinerated

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): [None observed

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

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

2018-0578 Site Records

Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

—

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? 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?

[

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: |Aug 2014 to November 2018

2018-0578 Site Records
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2018-0578 Site No: SS0806
Date of Visit [ o7112018] Inspector: {PMM
Number of Susceptible species on site
If no susceptible species present = LOW risk
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 (CGlI) 0 3 0
Sites within a tidal excursion 1 2-5 >6
Site contacts Number of sites holding susceptible species within a tidal
excursion 0 2 10 0
Live shellfish movements 0 1-2 >3
Movements on Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 0
Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
compartment including third country 0 10 20 0
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 0
LB EIEES 1 Frequency of movements off within MSS Management
Areas 0 1 2 0
Frequency of movements off outwith MSS Management
Areas 0 3 6 0
Number of destinations 0 3 6 0
Secure Unsecure
Management (effluent  (no effluent
practices None treatment) treatment)
Water c_ontactg .V\."th 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 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other |[Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 0
sites Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 S Y
Yes No
Disinfection of equipment between sites, use of footbaths etc 0 2 0
Total 0
Risk LOW
2018-0578 Surveillance Frequency Shell

Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0578 Date of visit:| 07/11/2018
Site No: SS0806 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Natification
Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
ECI 22/11/2018]PMM ASM

2018-0578 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

I
O-Fish-Shell Ltd
Ardwork

Ardfern

Argyll

PA31 8QN

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BuUsINESs NO SB0501 DATEOF VISIT  07/11/2018
SITE NO SS0806 SITE NAME Lamb Holm Quarry
INSPECTOR Paul McKay CASE NO 20180578

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 fourth 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.

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

No animal health surveillance had been carried out on behalf of the business and/or Marine
Scotland since the last Marine Scotland Inspection.

R14
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




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

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

Signed: Date: 22/11/2018
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

R14
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 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: Date of visit:
Time spent on site: |1 hour | Main Inspector:

Site No: FS0575 Site Name: Ormsary Smolt Unit

Business No: FB0061 Business Name: Landcatch Natural Selection Ltd

Case Types:  1|MOV | 2| | 3| | 4] | 5] | 6] |

Water Temp (°C):: Thermometer No: : FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: ST Water type: F 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.

ZI1Z1Z2|2

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

2018-0579 Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Additional Case Information:

Paperwork and inspection carried out by JET, accompanied by RJS.

Parr from tank BP1 being sent to Dubai. Tank inspected, fish appeared healthy. Health certificate issued (MD18/042)
Mortality across site since last inspection attributed to fungus, formalin treatments have been carried out.
Last batch of 2018 SO's due to be sent out to sea sites by end of this week.

2018-0579 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0579 Site No: FS0575

Date of Visit: | 06/11/2018] Inspector(s): [JET |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? N

Site Details

Total No facilities 108 Facilities stocked 49 No facilities inspected |1

Species SAL SAL

Age group 2018 SO 2019 S1

No Fish 179,132 2,228,061

Mean Fish Wt 80g 559

Next Fallow Date (Site) N/A Next Input Date (Site) January 2019

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection? I Y
2. Date of last inspection: [23/10/2018

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? N/A
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?

Mortality Records

1. Mortality records available for inspection? I Y

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

If other detail: |

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | Y
Since last inspection - 5512 (0.23%) across site - fungus. 232 mortalities from

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): tanks BP1 (2%) - fungus and poor doers

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

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

|

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

2018-0579 Site Records Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)? I

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? |

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

1. Has any animal health surveillance been carried out by, or on behalf of, the business? N
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: [23/10/2018 - 06/11/2018 |

2018-0579 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0579 Date of visit:| 06/11/2018
Site No: FS0575 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Natification
Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
MOV 07/11/2018)JET DCB

2018-0579 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Scottish Government
Riaghaltas na h-Alba
gov.scot

marinescotland SC
N

Landcatch Natural Selection Ltd
Ormsary Fish Farm
Lochgilphead

Argyll

PA31 8PE

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusINEsSs NO FB0061 DATEOF VISIT  06/11/2018
SITE NO FS0575 SITE NAME Ormsary Smolt Unit
INSPECTOR Joe Triscott CASE NO 20180579

Inspection for export to a third country
The above site was visited and a consignment of Atlantic salmon parr for export to Dubai was

inspected. A health certificate was issued which must travel with the consignment to the
destination.

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

Signed: - Date: 07/11/2018

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

R13
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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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: 2018-0581 Date of visit: | 12/11/2018

Time spent on site: |2 hours | Main Inspector: ASM

Site No: FS0285 Site Name: Cassillis Mill

Business No: FB0144 Business Name: River Doon Trout Co Ltd

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

Water Temp (°C):E Thermometer No: T172 FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: ST Water type: F 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.

Zi1Z1Z2|2

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

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

2018-0581

Case Sheet

Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI
Additional Case Information:

Morts recorded on daily sheets.

Chemicals very rarely used on fish.

Thinking about ending the business due to poor trout prices recently
Fish feeding very well at the time of the inspection
Fish sampled for VMD appeared healthy.

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

2018-0581 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

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

Case No: 2018-0581 Site No: FS0285

Date of Visit: | 12/11/2018| Inspector(s): |JASM |

Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? Y

Site Details

Total No facilities 10 Facilities stocked 7 No facilities inspected [10

Species TRO RTR

Age group 2018 2018

No Fish 1,900 51,900

Mean Fish Wt 600g 800g

Next Fallow Date (Site) N/A Next Input Date (Site) Spring 2019

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection? I Y

2. Date of last inspection: [14/12/2016
Y
Y
Y

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?

2. How are mortalities disposed of?

|Whole fish - Dundas Chemicals

If other detail: |

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): [221 mainly due to background mortality

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

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

2018-0581 Site Records

Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)? I N

If yes, detail: |

If other, detail: |

2. Medicines records available for inspection? Y
3. Are records complete and correctly entered? Y
4. Are fish in a withdrawal period? N
5. If yes, what treatment(s)? |

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately? | YI

Biosecurity Records

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection? Y
2. Has the manner and frequency of mortality removal, recording and safe disposal been considered? N
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? N
2. If yes, are results available for inspection? N/A
3. Any significant results? N/A
If yes, detall (if not detailed under recent disease problems). |
I

Records checked between: [13/12/16 - 12/11/18 |

2018-0581 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case no: [2018-0581 ]Site No: [FS0285 |Date of visit/ |  12/11/2018]
Sampling:

Priority samples: VI: BA: PA: MG HI:

Time sampling [T 13:30:00 | 13:40.00 | Inspector: ASM VMD No.

starts/ends:

Environmental conditions: 1 2 3

VI PA Total Samples

JUEL

L
B
UL
UL

Summary samples HIST BA MG

Add Fish/Pools - click

Pool/Fish No

Fish nos 1

Pool Group

Species TRO

Average weight 3009

Sex N/A

Water Type FW

2

2 5
g 5
~ - 32
S Stock Origin O w
¢ [Facility No L1

2018-0581 Sample_Information Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Additional Sample Information:

m Total Tests assigned D

2018-0581 Sample_Information Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2018-0581 Site No: |[FS0285 Insp: ASM
Date of Visit 12/11/2018 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
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
Species compartment including third country 0 9 18] 26
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 10
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
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 1
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category lll
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 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
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status 4
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 3
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 2
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc No
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3 3
Platform access to cages Yes 0
No
Total 24
Rank MEDIUM
2018-0581 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: [2018-0581 | Site No:  [Fs0285 |

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. Do the sea lice levels observed on stocks reflect sea lice count data? If no please detail reasons.

[ 1

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)

Anti-bird netting, steel screens

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)

HOWMMmOE

2018-0581 CNI & SLI
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0581 Date of visit:] 12/11/2018
Site No: FS0285 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,VMD 22/11/2018]ASM JET
Case completion 10/01/2019]ASM DJT

2018-0581 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Scottish Government
Riaghaltas na h-Alba
gov.scot

marinescotland SC
N

River Doon Trout Co Ltd
Cassillis Mill

Dalrymple

Ayr

KA6 6BD
]

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusiNEss NO FB0144 DATEOF VISIT 12/11/2018
SITE NO FS0285 SITE NAME Cassillis Mill
INSPECTOR  Andy Mayes CASE No 20180581

Case completion report

Issues were raised in relation to the above case, with a requirement for records unavailable for
inspection to be submitted by 22/12/18. 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: 10/01/2019

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

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 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0582 Date of visit: | 12/11/2018
Time spent on site: |30 mins | Main Inspector: ASM

Site No: FS0652 Site Name: Gibb Hatchery

Business No: FB0329 Business Name: Galloway Fisheries Trust

Case Types: 1|REG | 2| | 3] | 4] | 51 | 6] |

Water Temp (°C):: Thermometer No: : FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: DG Water type: F CoGP MA
Dead/weak/abnormally behaving fish present? If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.
Clinical signs of disease observed? If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.
Gross pathology observed? If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.
Diagnostic samples taken?

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

2018-0582 Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI
Additional Case Information:
Site not to be stocked this year. The staff have been too busy with field work to catch broodfish

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Usually the site would be stock with broodfish from nearby Bladnoch River in early November. The broodfish would be kept in
tanks in the hatchery. Within 2 weeks the fish would be stripped and eggs fertilised, last year about 20,000 eggs were
fertilised. Once the eggs have hatched the fish are then returned to the Bladnoch river in January-February the following year.
Morts are passed the to the fish farm, that encloses the hatchery (Torhouse Mill), for disposal.

2018-0582 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0582 Site No: FS0652

Date of Visit: | 12/11/2018| Inspector(s): |JASM |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? n

Site Details

Total No facilities 13 Facilities stocked 0 No facilities inspected |13
Species Fallow

Age group

No Fish

Mean Fish Wt

Next Fallow Date (Site) N/A Next Input Date (Site) Autumn 2019

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records
1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection:

[11/02/2014

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?

2. How are mortalities disposed of? |Other (detail)

If other detail: [Passed to Torhouse Mill (that encloses the site) for disposal

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): [None (site fallow)

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

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

2018-0582 Site Records

Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)? I

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? |

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: [11/02/14 - 12/11/18 |

2018-0582 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0582 Date of visit:| 12/11/2018
Site No: FS0652 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Natification
Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
REG 22/11/2018]ASM JET

2018-0582 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Scottish Government
Riaghaltas na h-Alba
gov.scot

marinescotland S
N

Galloway Fisheries Trust

Fisheries House

Station Industrial Estate

Newton Stewart, Dumfries & Galloway
DG8 6ND

|
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusiNEss No FB0329 DATE OF VisIT 12/11/2018
SITE NO FS0652 SITE NAME Gibb Hatchery
INSPECTOR  Andy Mayes CAseE No 20180582

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.

On this occasion, the site was found to be fallow.

Records

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.

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

Signed: - Date: 22/11/2018

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

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




FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: Date of visit:
Time spent on site: |30 mins | Main Inspector: ASM

Site No: SS0456 Site Name: Loch Ryan, Shore Site gnd Buildings

Business No: SB0291 Business Name: The Loch Ryan Oyster Fishery Co Ltd

Case Types:  1|ECI | 2| | 3] | 4] | 51 | 6] |

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: DG 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.

Zi1Z1Z2|2

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

2018-0583 Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Additional Case Information:

Sea bed of Loch Ryan trawled for native oysters. Under sized oysters are dropped onto the sea bed in four designated
positions. Bigger oysters are kept on the boat and sold to Rossmore Oysters (in London) for human consumption.

Four bags of oysters were harvested and inspected aboard the boat at Stranraer. All stock appeared clinically healthy.
Water is category is either A or B depending on the time of year. During times when the water is category B, the oysters are
depurated at Rossmore in London before human consumption.

Although the site has been risk assessed as medium, the presence of native oysters means the site is automtically high risk.

2018-0583 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0583 Site No: SS0456

Date of Visit: | 13/11/2018| Inspector(s): |JASM |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? N

Site Details

Total No facilities 5 Facilities stocked 5 No facilities inspected |5

Species OED

Age group mix

No Fish unsure

Mean Fish Wt mix

Next Fallow Date (Site) No plans Next Input Date (Site) No plans

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection? I Y
2. Date of last inspection: [15/11/2016

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? N/A
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?

Mortality Records

1. Mortality records available for inspection? N/A
2. How are mortalities disposed of? |Other (detail)

If other detail: [No mortality observed

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:

I

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 FHI? If no, add MRT case and enter on mortality events sheet. N/A

2018-0583 Site Records

Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

—

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? 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?

[

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: [15/11/16 - 13/11/18

2018-0583 Site Records

Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2018-0583 Site No: SS0456
Date of Visit [ 1311/2018) Inspector: [AsM
Number of Susceptible species on site
If no susceptible species present = LOW risk
If susceptible species present, score for each pathogen No Yes
Susceptible to Bonamia ostrea (OED) 0 25 25
Susceptible to Marteilia refringens (OED, MED) 0 3 3
Susceptible to OsHV (CGlI) 0 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 0
Live shellfish movements 0 1-2 >3
Movements on Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 0
Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
compartment including third country 0 10 20
Number of suppliers 0 5 10
LB EIEES 1 Frequency of movements off within MSS Management
Areas 0 1 2 0
Frequency of movements off outwith MSS Management
Areas 0 3 6 0
Number of destinations 0 3 6 0
Secure Unsecure
Management (effluent  (no effluent
practices None treatment) treatment)
Water c_ontactg .V\."th 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
Depuration of stock from sites outwith MSS management
area 0 4 8
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other |[Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 0
sites Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 S Y
Yes No
Disinfection of equipment between sites, use of footbaths etc 0 2 0
Total 28
Risk MEDIUM
2018-0583 Surveillance Frequency Shell Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0583 Date of visit:| 13/11/2018
Site No: SS0456 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Natification
Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
ECI 23/11/2018|ASM KAS

2018-0583 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1
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The Loch Ryan Oyster Fishery Co Ltd
The Thatched Cottage

Penberth St Buryan

Penzance Cornwall

TR19 6HJ

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BUSINESS NO SB0291 DATEOF VISIT  13/11/2018

SITE NO SS0456 SITE NAME Loch Ryan, Shore Site
and Buildings

INSPECTOR  Andy Mayes CASE No 20180583

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.

Shellfish from the site 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
appeared to be adequately maintained.

No mortality had been observed on site since the last inspection by Marine Scotland.

No animal health surveillance had been carried out on behalf of the business and/or Marine
Scotland since the last Marine Scotland Inspection.

R14
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




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

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

Signed: - Date: 23/11/2018

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

R14
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 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: Date of visit:
Time spent on site: |2 hours | Main Inspector: ASM

Site No: FS0614 Site Name: Holywood Salmon Farm

Business No: FB0572 Business Name: AguaGen Scotland Ltd

Case Types:  1|ECI | 2|CNI | 3] | 4] | 51 | 6] |

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: DG Water type: F 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.

Zi1Z1Z2|2

UNI/REG only - if unable to carry out intended visit detail reason below:
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Additional Case Information:

Site rented from Scottish Seafarms, maybe purchase the site in the future

Not feeding anything on site as the broodstock are only kept on for a short period of time and the ova are moved off the site
before they hatch

"Egg room" to be created to keep broodfish and ova separate. The egg room is under construction at the time of the inspection
but is expected to be completed by the end of the week

No more broodfish will be moved on for this cycle

Looking to expand the operation in Holywood if the first cycle is successful

Plans to keep the broodfish on the site for about 6-8 weeks.

Chillers now being plumbed in allowing the staff to control water temperature and therefore the development speed of the ova
All fish to arrive on site will be treated with formalin. Bufferdine will be used on the ova before they move off site.

Separate changing area and PPE for egg area and broodstock area.

Stripping of eggs to be conducted in the broodstock room. The products from stripping will be placed in buckets and
transferred to the egg room via a hatch.

Althought a contract has been set up to dispose of fish at Dundas Chemicals no movements of dead fish have yet been made,
records will be kept when they are moved.

2018-0584 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0584 Site No: FS0614

Date of Visit: | 14/11/2018| Inspector(s): |JASM |

Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? Y

Site Details

Total No facilities 11 Facilities stocked 7 No facilities inspected |11

Species SAL

Age group 2 years

No Fish 828

Mean Fish Wt 10kg

Next Fallow Date (Site) May 2019 Next Input Date (Site) Autumn 2019

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection? I Y
15/11/16 (first inspection

2. Date of last inspection: since takeover)

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? N/A

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)? N
If yes, is there a system in place for maintenance of transportation records?

Mortality Records

1. Mortality records available for inspection? | Y
2. How are mortalities disposed of? |Whole fish - Dundas Chemicals

If other detail: |

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | Y
4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): |56 all attributed to transfer mortality (6.4%)

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

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

Increased mortality due to transfer, all tanks affected. There were delays in getting the fish from the seawater site to
Holywood. These delays meant that lice numbers rose higher than expected and caused some damage to the fish before
transport. No lice were observed on the fish at the time of inspection. 6/7 facilities affected, 56 fish dead.

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

2018-0584 Site Records Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

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

If yes, detail: |Formalin

If other, detail: |

2. Medicines records available for inspection? Y
3. Are records complete and correctly entered? Y
4. Are fish in a withdrawal period? Y
5. If yes, what treatment(s)? |Formalin

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately? | YI

Biosecurity Records

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? N
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: [18/10/18 - 14/11/18 |

2018-0584 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2018-0584 Site No: [FS0614 Insp: ASM
Date of Visit 14/11/2018 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
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
Species compartment including third country 0 9 18] 26
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14 0
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 6
Number of destinations 0 3 6 10 6
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
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category lll
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 0
On farm processing within  |[No on farm processing 0
the rules of the directive
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk) 1
Processing fish from MS of equivalent status
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status 4
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 3
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 2
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc No
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3 3
Platform access to cages Yes 0
No
Total 16
Rank MEDIUM
2018-0584 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: [2018-0584 | Site No: [FS0614 |

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. Do the sea lice levels observed on stocks reflect sea lice count data? If no please detail reasons.

[ 1

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)

Site inside

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)

HOWMMmOE

2018-0584 CNI & SLI
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0584 Date of visit:] 14/11/2018
Site No: FS0614 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 27/11/2018]ASM KAS
Case completion 12/12/2018]ASM AJW

2018-0584 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1
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AquaGen Scotland Ltd

BETA Centre Unit 16A

Stirling University Innovation Park
Stirling

FK9 4NF
|

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusINESs NO FB0572 DATE OF VISIT 14/11/2018
SITE NO FS0614 SITENAME  Holywood Salmon Farm
INSPECTOR  Andy Mayes CASE NO 20180584

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 medium. An inspection
under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009 will be conducted every second
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.

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

No animal health surveillance had been carried out on behalf of the business and/or Marine
Scotland since the last Marine Scotland Inspection.

RO4
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




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

The following points were raised with the site representative during the inspection:

In accordance with regulation 6(2)(b) of the 2009 Regulations, the operator of the APB
(aquaculture production business) will follow good bio-security practise at each farm
site at which it operates, and must establish, maintain and comply with a bio-security
measures plan.

Although a bio-security measures plan was available for inspection, it did not contain
the information below:

e The measures that are in place at the farm site to maintain the physical
containment of the aquaculture animals held on the farm site.

This must be addressed to ensure the conditions of authorisation for your Aquaculture
Production Business (APB) are being met. Records or documentation demonstrating that
these points have been addressed should be sent to the Fish Health Inspectorate (contact
details below) within 30 days of the date this report was issued.

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 with respect to section 5 regarding containment and escapes.

On this occasion the site was found to be satisfactory.

Please contact myself or the duty inspector should you require any assistance or clarification
in implementing any requirement or recommendation detailed in this report.

Signed: - Date: 23/11/2018

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

RO4
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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FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BUSINESS NO FB0572 DATE OF VISIT 14/11/2018
SITE NO FS0614 SITE NAME Holywood Salmon Farm
INSPECTOR  Andy Mayes CASE No 20180584

Case completion report

Recommendations in relation to the above case were made for implementation by 23/12/18.
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: 12/12/2018

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

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 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: Date of visit:
Time spent on site: |2 hours | Main Inspector: ASM

Site No: FS0100 Site Name: [Carse of Ae Trout Farm

Business No: FB0336 Business Name: Brow Well Fisheries Ltd

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

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: DG Water type: F 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.

Zi1Z1Z2|2

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

2018-0585 Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Additional Case Information:

Soon an electric fence will be installed to deter otters as some fish have been observed with suspected otter damage recently.
A bird net will be deployed soon over the earth ponds.

This is the first time of the site has been stocked after new ownership. Not fully stocked on 1st cycle as a test run

2018-0585 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0585 Site No: FS0100

Date of Visit: | 14/11/2018| Inspector(s): |JASM |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? Y

Site Details

Total No facilities 36 Facilities stocked 13 No facilities inspected |36

Species RTR RTR RTR RTR RTR

Age group 2017 2018 2017 2017 2017

No Fish 6,982 13,000 9,300 16,000 8,500

Mean Fish Wit 781g 55¢g 320g 600g 1509

Next Fallow Date (Site) No plans Next Input Date (Site) Jan 2019

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection? I Y
2. Date of last inspection: |22/11/2017

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? |Whole fish - Dundas Chemicals

If other detail: |

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | Y
4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): |65 attributed to background mortality

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

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

I

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked? | Y
1,200 per week for 2 weeks in July. Due to an exceptionally warm summer, algae began to grow on some
unstocked tanks. Before stocking, they were cleaned to remove the algae. The algae then drained from
the unstocked tanks, into stocked ponds. It is thought that the algae combined with an already stressed
population (due to low oxygen caused by high temperatures) caused the mortality spike.

If yes, detalil:

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

2018-0585 Site Records Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)? I N

If yes, detail: |

If other, detail: |

2. Medicines records available for inspection? N/A
3. Are records complete and correctly entered?
4. Are fish in a withdrawal period? N/A
5. If yes, what treatment(s)? |

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately? | YI

Biosecurity Records

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

Records checked between: [23/11/17 - 14/11/2018 |

2018-0585 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12

Issued by: FHI

Case no: |2018-0585 |Date of visit/ |  14/11/2018] 16/
Sampling:
prorty samples: v e e we[] W]
Time sampling 12:00:00 VMD No.
starts/ends:
Environmental conditions: 1 : : 4: 5:
Summary samples HIST : : : :PA :Total Samples
Add Fish/Pools - click
Pool/Fish No
Fish nos 1
Pool Group
Species RTR
Average weight 3009
Sex N/A
Water Type FW
o)
C
<
(@]
c
=
K% = 5
s < E
a 2 8
X .. QO =
S Stock Origin T O
¢ [Facility No EC1
2018-0585 Sample_Information

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
11/2018]Additional Sample Information:

m Total Tests assigned D
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2018-0585 Site No: [FS0100 Insp: ASM
Date of Visit 14/11/2018 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
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
Species compartment including third country 0 9 18] 26
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14 0
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 6
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
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 2
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category lll
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 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
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status 4
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 3
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 0
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 2 1
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc No
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3
Platform access to cages Yes 0
No
Total 12
Rank LOW
2018-0585 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: [2018-0585 | Site No:  [FS0100 |

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. Do the sea lice levels observed on stocks reflect sea lice count data? If no please detail reasons.

[ 1

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)

Bird strings over some of the site, pest control officer uses rat poison, hatchery (unused) is indoors.

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)

HOWMMmOE

2018-0585 CNI & SLI
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: 2018-0585 Date of visit:] 14/11/2018
Site No: FS0100 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, VMD 23/11/2018]ASM KAS
Warning letter 11/01/2019]ASM JET
Case completion 14/01/2019)|ASM JET
2018-0585 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

]

Brow Well Fisheries Ltd
Parkgate

Dumfries

DG1 3LY
|

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusINESs NO FB0336 DATE OF VISIT 14/11/2018
SITE NO FS0100 SITE NAME Carse of Ae Trout Farm
INSPECTOR  Andy Mayes CASE NO 20180585

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.

RO4
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 animal health surveillance had been carried out on behalf of the business and/or Marine
Scotland since the last Marine Scotland Inspection.

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

The following points were raised with the site representative during the inspection:

In accordance with regulation 6(2)(b) of the 2009 Regulations, the operator of the APB
(aquaculture production business) will follow good bio-security practise at each farm
site at which it operates, and must establish, maintain and comply with a bio-security
measures plan.

Although a bio-security measures plan was available for inspection, it did not contain
the information below:

e The manner and period in which the APB will notify the Scottish Ministers('®) or

a veterinary professional of any increased or unexplained mortalities in
aquaculture animals held on each farm site;

e The actions that will be taken by the APB in the event that the presence or
suspicion of the presence of any listed disease('') is detected and how and
when that will be notified to the Scottish Ministers('°);

These must be addressed to ensure the conditions of authorisation for your Aquaculture
Production Business (APB) are being met. Records or documentation demonstrating that
these points have been addressed should be sent to the Fish Health Inspectorate (contact
details below) within 30 days of the date this report was issued.

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 with respect to section 5 regarding containment and escapes.

On this occasion the site was found to be satisfactory.

Please contact myself or the duty inspector should you require any assistance or clarification
in implementing any requirement or recommendation detailed in this report.

Signed: _ Date: 23/11/2018

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

RO4

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 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: 2018-0587 Date of visit: | 05/11/2018

Time spent on site: |30 mins | Main Inspector: ASM

Site No: SS0524 Site Name: Loch Ailort

Business No: SB0340 Business Name: Inverailort Estate

Case Types:  1|PSI | 2| | 3] | 4] | 51 | 6] |

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

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

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

Diagnostic samples taken?

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

2018-0587 Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Additional Case Information:

Several mortality event in the past. These have been investigated by FHI (case numbers: 20150051, 2015396, 20160026),
SEPA and Stirling University. All have not been able to diagnose the cause of the mortality. No mortality since 2016, current
stock is reportedly clinically healthy.

Currently stock numbers are low, anticipating another mortality event. If no mortality events occur between now and the
summer of 2019 then stock humbers will increase.

2018-0587 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2018-0587 Site No: SS0524
Date of Visit | 05/11/2018) Inspector: |ASM
Number of Susceptible species on site
If no susceptible species present = LOW risk
If susceptible species present, score for each pathogen No Yes
Susceptible to Bonamia ostrea (OED) 0 25
Susceptible to Marteilia refringens (OED, MED) 0 3
Susceptible to OsHV (CGlI) 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 0
Live shellfish movements 0 1-2 >3
Movements on Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10
Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
compartment including third country 0 10 20
Number of suppliers 0 5 10
LB EIEES 1 Frequency of movements off within MSS Management
Areas 0 1 2
Frequency of movements off outwith MSS Management
Areas 0 3 6 6
Number of destinations 0 3 6 3
Secure Unsecure
Management (effluent  (no effluent
practices None treatment) treatment)
Water c_ontactg .V\."th 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
Depuration of stock from sites outwith MSS management
area 0 4 8
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other |[Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 0
sites Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 S 0
Yes No
Disinfection of equipment between sites, use of footbaths etc 0 2 2
Total 14
Risk
2018-0587 Surveillance Frequency Shell Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0587 Site No: SS0524

Date of case: | 05/11/2018] Inspector(s):
Business/site contacts correct? (if no, update site summary sheet)
Site Details

Total No facilities: 500 No facilities stocked: 300
Species CGlI CGlI CGlI

Age group 2017 2015 2014

No shellfish 20,000 7,000 6,000

Mean fish Wt |35g 80g 90g

Next fallow date (site) No plans Next input date (site) [Summer 2019

Date of last inspection: (ECI or PSI): 09/03/2016

Any recent increased or atypical mortalities? (last 4 weeks): |N

If yes, detail:

e.g. site

average, max

per facility

Any increased mortalities? (since last inspection) |N

If yes, detail: |

How are mortalities disposed of? |Other (detail)
If other detail: |Empty shell crushed and used to fix holes on a private road |
Are there any diseases on your site? |N

If yes, detail: |

Have you experienced predation on site? |Y

If yes, detail: JFew oyster catchers and crabs. No large numbers of stock being lost to predators

Has the site experienced increased or abnormal fouling? |N

If yes, detail:

Have you observed any invasive species on your site? |N

If yes, detail: |

Do you have an up to date BMP, and are there any issues? |Y

If yes, detail: |

What quantity of spat fall have you had in the last 12 months? (mussel sites only):
[N7A |

2018-0587 Shellfish PSI Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0587 Date of visit:| 05/11/2018
Site No: SS0524 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Natification
Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
PSI 09/11/2018]JASM SAE

2018-0587 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government

Riaghaltas na h-Alba
N gov?scot

Inverailort Estate
Dron House
Invergowrie

by Dundee

DD2 5LH

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BuUsINESs NO SB0340 DATE OF CASE 07/11/2018
SITE NO S5S0524 SITE NAME Loch Ailort
INSPECTOR  Andy Mayes CASE NO 20180587

Routine surveillance frequency assessment under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland)
Regulations 2009

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

The information required for the public record of aquaculture production businesses regarding this
site was verified and where necessary updated.

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 fourth year. The
category of the site will be reassessed on a routine basis and updated as required.

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

Signed: - Date: 09/11/2018

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

R26
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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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: 2018-0589 Date of visit: | 12/11/2018

Time spent on site: |2 hours | Main Inspector:

Site No: FS0226 Site Name: Inchmore

Business No: FB0119 Business Name: Marine Harvest (Scotland) Ltd

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

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: HI Water type: F 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.

Zi1Z1Z2|2

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

2018-0589

Case Sheet

Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI
Additional Case Information:

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Water temperature to be increased to 15 degrees C by next week, which will be maintained until fish are due to be moved off
site. Post hatch temperature kept between 8-10 degrees C for 8-12 weeks before being gradually increased to 15 degrees C.
2,753,100 fish due to head out to sea sites Q2 2019. 900,000 fish due to head to freshwater loch sites Q2 2019.

2018-0589 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

Case No: 2018-0589 Site No: FS0226

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Date of Visit: | 12/11/2018| Inspector(s): [JET |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? Y

Site Details

Total No facilities 49 Facilities stocked 22 No facilities inspected |49
Species SAL

Age group 2019 Q2

No Fish 3,653,100

Mean Fish Wt 59

Next Fallow Date (Site) N/A Next Input Date (Site) December 2018

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? Y]|Any escapes (since last visit)? N
If yes, detail: |See below

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection:

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?

9

|28/05/2018

Y
N/A
N/A

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): [32392 (0.9%) gill and gut fungus

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

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked? | Y
If yes, detail: [Mortality event of 28% during w/b 13/08 due to oxygen supply failure
7. Have increased (unexplained) mortalities been reported to vet or FHI? | Y

If yes, detail action: |[Reported to FHI, vets attended, investigation carried out by business.

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

2018-0589 Site Records
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

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

If yes, detail: |Formalin, Pyceze

If other, detail: |

2. Medicines records available for inspection? Y
3. Are records complete and correctly entered? Y
4. Are fish in a withdrawal period? Y
5. If yes, what treatment(s)? |Formalin

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately? | YI

Biosecurity Records

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? Y
If yes, detall (if not detailed under recent disease problems). |

|saprolegia on site, pyceze and formalin trreatments have reduced mortality

Records checked between: |28/05/2018 - 12/11/2018 |

2018-0589 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2018-0589 Site No: [FS0226 Insp: JET
Date of Visit 12/11/2018 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 5
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
Species compartment including third country 0 9 18] 26
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14 5
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
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 1
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category lll
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 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
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status 4
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 3
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 0
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 2
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc No
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3
Platform access to cages Yes 0
No
Total 24
Rank MEDIUM
2018-0589 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: [2018-0589 | Site No:  |Fs0226 |

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. Do the sea lice levels observed on stocks reflect sea lice count data? If no please detail reasons.

[ 1

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)

Site indoors

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)

HOWMMmOE

2018-0589 CNI & SLI
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Case No: 2018-0589 Date of visit:| 12/11/2018
Site No: FS0226 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 20/11/2018)JET ASM
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Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

Marine Harvest (Scotland) Ltd
Stob Ban House

Glen Nevis Business Park
Fort William

PH33 6RX

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusINESsS NO FB0119 DATE OF VISIT 12/11/2018
SITE NO FS0226 SITE NAME Inchmore
INSPECTOR Joe Triscott CASE NO 20180589

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 medium. An inspection
under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009 will be conducted every second
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.

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

Mortality levels had exceeded the reporting criteria since the last inspection and had been
reported to the Fish Health Inspectorate as required.

RO4
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.

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 with respect to section 5 regarding containment and escapes.

On this occasion the site was found to be satisfactory.

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

Signed: - Date: 20/11/2018

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

RO4
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 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: Date of visit:
Time spent on site: |5 hours | Main Inspector:

Site No: FS1267 Site Name: [Gometra

Business No: FB0169 Business Name: The Scottish Salmon Company

Case Types:  1|ESC | 2JCNA | 3] | 4] | 51 | 6] |

Water Temp (°C):: Thermometer No: : FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: ST Water type: S CoGP MA M-37

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:
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Additional Case Information:

ESC - Escape event reported to FHI on 06/11/18 by the TSSC senior biologist. 8m horizontal hole discovered in net of cage 9
that day during routine dive inspection and was repaired when discovered. The hole was approximately 10 metres down the
net along the horizontal rope line. One of the down ropes was broken at a point just below the horizontal line knot. Extra strain
on the net at this point is the likely cause of the hole in the net. All other nets were inspected, with specific attention given to
the down ropes, no holes or damage to ropes were observed. SSPO and local DSFB have also been notified by the company.
The cage 9 net was installed on 23/10/18 and inspected by divers on 25/10/18, prior to the cage being stocked. During this
inspection a small hole in the net was discovered and repaired, the break in the down rope was not observed during the
inspection. Fish were stocked into cage 9 on 01/11/18, no issues with the input were noted, such as the well boat causing any
potential damage to equipment on site. No operations involving the lifting of nets or net cleaners had been used between the
fish input and discovery of the hole. No fish had been seen outside of the cage group before the hole was discovered. The net
at cage 9 had been used previously at Greanamul (FS1282). Following the end of that production cycle the net was sent to the
manufacturer JM Knox for servicing, cleaning and storage. Cleaning, re-paneling and strength testing of the net was carried
out by JM Knox during February 2018, no specific work on any of the down ropes was carried out. The net was then kept in
storage until it was ordered by Gometra on 27/09/18. Prior to being delivered to the site the net was treated with anti-foulant.
The net was installed on site by site staff. Following inspection of the broken down rope, anti-foulant was observed on the rope
ends at the break point, the site manager suspects that the down rope may have been damaged during the storage period at
JM Knox. Following the escape event, the net at cage 9 was been replaced with a new HDPE Star Net on 20/11/2018 and
inspeted by divers on 23/11/2018. All nets on site are due to be replaced by these nets by December 2018. A full count of the
cage will not be able to be completed until early 2019, due to the fish having been recently stocked and the risk of putting them
through a count leading to increased mortality, FHI will be notified when the count is to take place and if any fish have
escaped. Following discussions between TSSC and JM Knox, JM Knox have reviewed their SOP's for net inspections (copy
seen by FHI), to specify that down ropes should be inspected for any signs of damage or wear, toolbox talks are to be
undertaken with staff to go through the updated net inspection procedure. The site manager was advised that written SOP's
should be developed for diver containment inspections, giving details on the specific areas and types of equipment that are
required to be inspected during these procedures.

2018-0590 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

Case No: 2018-0590 Site No: FS1267

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Date of Visit: | 13/11/2018| Inspector(s): [JET |
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 11 No facilities inspected |16

Species SAL

Age group 2018 SO

No Fish 730,000

Mean Fish Wt 2009

Next Fallow Date (Site) May 2020 Next Input Date (Site) September 2020

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

If yes, detail: |See additional comments for escape details.

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection? I Y
2. Date of last inspection: |08/03/2017

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)?

If yes, is there a system in place for maintenance of transportation records?

Mortality Records

1. Mortality records available for inspection? | Y
2. How are mortalities disposed of? |Whole fish - Dundas Chemicals

If other detail: |

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | Y
4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): [6949 (0.9%) across site - post transfer mortality

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

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

2018-0590 Site Records
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)? I

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? |

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: |08/03/2017 - 13/11/2018 |

2018-0590 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12

Case N0:J2018-0590 |Site No:
Date of visit:]13/11/2018 |inspector(s):

Issued by: FHI

FS1267

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Point of compliance

Risk level

Satisfactory? JRequirement

Comments and advice given or action taken if necessary

ENHANCED CONTAINMENT INSPECTION (SEAWATER)

a. Enquiry relating to i) escape incidents and ii) contingency procedures

1.1. Have escape incidents or events® been experienced on or in the Y
vicinity of the site since the last MSS inspection?
If yes answer 1.2-1.8:
1.2. Have appropriate reports been made to Scottish Government  JHigh Y AAAH Regs4 31D,E
within 24 hours of discovery?
1.3. Have these been reported to the SSPO? and, where in Medium Y CoGP 4.4.37,5.4.17
existence, the local DSFB and fisheries trust?
1.4. Were methods (if any) used to recover escapees? N No fish observed outside of cage group, no predators with fish
observed.
If yes give detail
1.5 Was the decision to attempt to recapture and the method Low N/A CoGP 4.4.38,5.4.18
employed agreed with the local DSFB and FT
1.6. Was permission sought from Marine Scotland prior to Medium N/A CoGP 4.4.38,5.4.18
recapture?
1.7 Were the gill nets deployed in accordance with the permission JLow N/A CoGP 4.4.38,5.4.18
issued by Marine Scotland?
1.8. In light of the escape event, has appropriate action been taken [High Y Net repaired on discovery of hole, all other nets on site inspected
to prevent and minimise the risk of further escapes? with attention given to down ropes. All nets on site to be replacxe
with Star nets by December 2018.
1.9. Is there a site specific contingency plan in response to failures |High Y
in containment, aimed at preventing escapes and recovering SSI, 2,9
escaped fish?
b(i). Inspection of records relating to equipment, facilities and the site
General records CoGP:4.4.9, 4.4.14,
2.1 With regard to each facility, net, screen and mooring at each SSI 2,1
site, a record should be maintained of:-
Facilities Moorings Nets

a) The name of the manufacturer Low Y Y Y new mooring grid installed 2018 afer last production cycle.

b) Any special adaptations Low N/A N/A N/A
2018-0590 CNA SW
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08/10/2018

FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue:
Point of compliance Risk level |Satisfactory? JRequirement Comments and advice given or action taken if necessary
c) The name of the supplier Low Y Y Y
d) The date of purchase Low Y Y Y
e) Each inspection including
i) the name of the person conducting the inspection Low Y Y Y Mooring inspection conducted by Aquasky
i) the date of each inspection Medium Y Y Y
iii) the place of each inspection Low Y Y Y
iv) the outcome of each inspection High Y Y Y
f) the date and result of each repair, equipment test and antifouling [High N/A N/A Y
treatment carried out
2.2. In relation to each net a record of:
i) The mesh size Medium Y SSI, 2,2
ii) The code which appears on the identification tag Medium Y
iii) The place of use, storage and disposal Medium Y
iv) The depth of water between the bottom of the net and the Low Y
seabed as measured at the mean low water spring
2.3. In relation to each facility a record of:
i) The date of construction Low Y SSl, 2,3
if) The material used in construction Low Y
iii) Its dimensions Low Y
2.4. In relation to each mooring a record of- SSI, 2,4
i) The date of installation Low Y
if) The design and weight of the anchors Low Y
iii) The length of the mooring ropes or chains Low Y
2.5. A record of any navigation markers deployed at each site at Low Y SSI, 2,5
which fish are farmed
2.6 In respect of sites at which fish are farmed in inland waters® SSI, 2,6
a) The type, method of and date of construction of any flood Low
prevention or flood defence measures in place
b) The date of and results of any tests conducted on any such Low
measures
c) The date of any incident where the site was flood Low
d) The water course height during any such flood incident Low
2.6 A record of- SSI, 2,7
a) The date of any severe weather event which caused damage [Medium N/A SSI, 2,11 (a) No severe weather events recorded during current or previous
to any facility, net or mooring production cycle.
b) Any action taken to rectify any such damage High N/A SS|, 2,11 (b)
Pen and mooring systems
2018-0590 CNA SW
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Point of compliance Risk level |Satisfactory? JRequirement Comments and advice given or action taken if necessary
2.7 Are there documented procedures maintained regarding the High Y CoGP 4.4.8,4.4.13

selection and installation of pens and moorings?

2.8 Can the site demonstrate evidence that the design specification JHigh Y CoGP 4.4.9,4.4.14

of pens and moorings are suitable for purpose and correctly

installed?

2.9 Do pen systems meet the manufacturers guidelines? High Y CoGP 4.4.10

2.10 Are pen systems inspected and approved by suitably qualified /|High Y CoGP 4.4.11

experienced person(s)?

2.11 Is there evidence of the competence of personnel involved in  [High Y CoGP 4.4.12, 4.4.15

the design, installation and maintenance of pen and mooring

systems?

2.12 Are pen and mooring components inspected with High Y CoGP 4.4.16

a) a documented SOP

b) a documented inspection plan based on a risk assessment

2.13 Do all nets used on site meet industry standards? High Y CoGP 4.4.17

2.14 Can the site demonstrate an awareness of the minimum fish High Y CoGP 4.4.19

size in relation to net size

2.15 Does the net design, quality and standard of manufacture take [High Y CoGP 4.4.20

into account the conditions that are likely to be experienced on site

and include adequate safety margins?

2.16 Are nets treated with a UV inhibitor? Low Y CoGP 4.4.21 Anti fouling treatment applied to nets
2.17 Are nets tested at a pre-determined frequency? High Y CoGP 4.4.22 At end of each cycle
2.18 Is the method of test procedure based upon the manufacturers JHigh Y CoGP 4.4.22

advice?

2.19 Are frequent net inspections conducted to look for damage? High Y CoGP 4.4.23

2.20 Are net inspection records maintained? High Y CoGP 4.4.23 Dive reports

2.21 Is the system by which nets are attached to the pen and High Y CoGP 4.4.24

weighted inspected frequently?

2.22 Where damage to nets and/or associated fittings has occurred, [High Y CoGP 4.4.25

or the potential for damage exists, has remedial action been taken?

b(ii). Inspection of records relating to training

3.1 Are training programmes and plans relevant to the various High Y CoGP 7.1.8

onsite activities documented?

2018-0590 CNA SW
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Point of compliance Risk level |Satisfactory? JRequirement Comments and advice given or action taken if necessary

3.2 Is there a satisfactory record of all training and qualifications for JHigh Y SSl 2,6,a

each person working at the site in relation to any boat operations?

(This excludes well boat operations)

3.5 With respect to any transfer of or handling of fish is there a High Y SS12,7,a

record of all training of each person working on site in relation to

containment and prevention of escape of fish, and recovery of

escaped fish?

b(iii). Inspection of records relating to procedures and risk assessments

4.1 Are procedures which could increase the risk of fish escaping High Y CoGP 4.4.29,5.4.12

considered to be carefully planned and supervised to minimise risk?

4.2 Before procedures are conducted on site, are the following in CoGP 4.4.30, 5.4.13

place: SSI12,7,b,SSI 2,8, ¢

a) a documented risk assessments High Y

b) standard operating procedures High Y

c) contingency plan High Y

4.3 In relation to any boat operations at each site at which fish are

farmed is there a record of

-The type and size of each boat used for operations on the site Low Y SSI12,6,b

- The type and size of any propeller guard fitted to each boat used |Low N/A SS12,6,c

on the site

4.4 Does the site suffer from regular or heavy predation? N Seals in area, but A.D.D's and tensioned nets lower risk of damage
to nets and stock

4.5 Are there records of site specific risk assessments ascertaining [Medium Y CoGP 4.4.26

the risk of predator attack?

4.6 Are there risk assessments undertaken on a pre-determined Low Y CoGP 4.4.26 End of cycle review

frequency?

4.7 A record of any anti-predator measures undertaken at each site SSI, 2,8,a

at which fish are farmed including:

The type and location of each net, fence and scarer deployed Medium Y

- The use of lethal means by any person involved in operations on JLow Y SSl, 2,8,b 27/10/2016 - last time seal dispatched - records maintained

the site

4.8 Where predator nets are deployed is the advice of Annex 7 Low N/A CoGP 4.4.27

considered?

c. Inspection of site and site equipment

2018-0590 CNA SW
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FHI 059, Version 12

Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Point of compliance Risk level |Satisfactory? JRequirement Comments and advice given or action taken if necessary
5.1 Are there any obvious containment issues on the site? High N
5.2 Is the net mesh size considered to be capable of containing all  |High Y CoGP 4.4.18
fish sizes present on site?
2018-0590 CNA SW
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Point of compliance Risk level Satisfactory? |Requirement Comments and advice given or action taken if necessary
5.3 Do nets carry numbered ID tags? Low Y SSI 2,2 i
Look at a percentage of nets on site - Does the net location meet  JLow Y
the inventory?
5.4 Are nets stored away from direct sunlight? Low Y CoGP 4.4.21 Stored woith manufacturer
5.6 Are appropriate measures in place to mitigate predation on site? Y A.D.D.'s, tensioned nets, top nets, seal blinds, regular mortality
(Provide detall if necessary) removal using uplifts and divers
5.7 Are boat operations conducted in such a manner which prevents [High Y CoGP 4.4.28 Boat training records for site staff maintained
damage to nets and pens?
5.8 Is there a requirement for navigation markers to be deployed? JLow Y MSA® 2010 P4,
S21
5.9 If yes, has this been done in accordance with the necessary Low Y MS Marine licence
requirements?
5.10 If Yes to 5.8 is there a record of any navigation markers Low Y SSI 2,5
deployed?
d. Inspection of site specific procedures
6.1 Are pen nets examined for holes, tears or damage prior to and [High Y CoGP 4.4.31 Inspected by divers
during the stocking, moving or crowding of fish?
6.2 If helicopter transfer of fish is conducted are receiving pen(s) CoGP 4.4.32
properly prepared:-
a) nets should be secure High N/A
b) pens should be marked with buoys clearly visible from the air High N/A
c) radio contact between farm staff and helicopter crew should be High N/A CoGP 4.4.33
maintained or where this is not possible, pens receiving fish should
be manned
Consideration should be given to all other site procedures being
undertaken during the visit with respect to containment and the risk
of fish farm escapes
2018-0590 CNA SW
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FHI 059, Version 12

Issued by: FHI

Date of issue:

08/10/2018

Point of compliance

Risk level Satisfactory? |Requirement

Comments and advice given or action taken if necessary

Additional actions

Powers

Comments and advice given or action taken if necessary

e) Collection of samples

If necessary collect samples. Indicate if samples have been taken
and detail what those samples are and the purpose of their
collection

Power granted under the Act — section 5 (3) (a)

h) Enforcement Notice.

If an enforcement notice has been issued then maintain a copy /
duplicate and record detail

Guidance on completing the Enforcement Notice

Power granted under the Act — Section 6 (2)

1 An ‘escape event’ can be defined as any circumstances on or in the vicinity of a fish farm which are believed to have caused an escape, or which may have given rise to a significant risk of an

escape of fish.

2 FHI interpretation — Informing the SSPO is only a requirement where the site belongs to an Authorised Production Business which is signed up to the CoGP.

3 being waters which do not form part of the sea or any creek, bay or estuary or of any river as far as far as the tide flows

4 The Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009 (as amended)

5 The Marine Scotland Act 2010

2018-0590

CNA SW
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0590 Date of visit:] 13/11/2018
Site No: FS1267 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Natification
Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
REP, ESC 21/11/2018)JET DJT
C.N.A. 21/11/2018)JET RJS
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Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

The Scottish Salmon Company
1 Smithy Lane
Lochgilphead

Argyll

PA31 8TA

I

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BuUsINESS NO FB0169 DATE OF VISIT 13/11/2018

SITE NO FS1267 SITE NAME Gometra

INSPECTOR Joe Triscott CASE NO 20180590

ENHANCED CONTAINMENT INSPECTION

An enhanced inspection to ascertain the risk of escape from the fish farm was conducted in
accordance with the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act 2007.

The visit consisted of an inspection of facilities, records and the provision of advice.

a) Inspection of i) escape incidents and ii) contingency procedures

The site meets the requirement of current Scottish industry best practice. No recommendations
made or further action required.

b)i) Inspection of records relating to equipment, facilities and the site

The site meets the requirement of current Scottish industry best practice. However, due to the
nature of the breach in containment, it was recommended that standard operating procedures for
the inspection of nets by site staff and contracted dive teams are developed and maintained.

Relevant standard operating procedures were submitted to the FHI and inspected as
satisfactory on 20/11/18.

b)ii) Inspection of records relating to training

The site meets the requirement of current Scottish industry best practice. No recommendations
made or further action required.

bliii) Inspection of records relating to procedures and risk assessments

The site meets the requirement of current Scottish industry best practice. No recommendations
made or further action required

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




c) Inspection of site and site equipment

The site meets the requirement of current Scottish industry best practice. No recommendations
made or further action required.

d) Inspection of site specific procedures

The site meets the requirement of current Scottish industry best practice. No recommendations
made or further action required.

Further Action

The site meets the requirement of current Scottish industry best practice. No further
recommendations are made, or further action required.

Please do not hesitate to contact myself or the duty inspector should you require any further
information or have any queries regarding this report.

Signed: - Date: 03/12/2018

Fish Health Inspector

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

Scotland's Marine Atlas, an assessment of the condition of Scotland's seas, is available at
www.scotland.gov.uk/marineatlas

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
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The Scottish Salmon Company
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FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusiNEss No FB0169 DATE OF VisIT 13/11/2018

SITE NO FS1267 SITE NAME Gometra

INSPECTOR Joe Triscott CASE No 20180590

The site was inspected following notification of circumstances which gave rise to a significant risk
of escape of Atlantic salmon on 6" November 2018 (Marine Scotland escape incident number
MSe061118SAL1)

An enhanced containment inspection was conducted and a report will be issued separately.
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.

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.

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

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

Signed: - Date: 03/12/2018

Fish Health Inspector

R27
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




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
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: Date of visit:
Time spent on site: |2 hours | Main Inspector:

Site No: SS0065 Site Name: I__och Spelve

Business No: SB0043 Business Name: Douglas Wilson

Case Types:  1|ECI | 2| | 3] | 4] | 51 | 6] |

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.

Zi1Z1Z2|2

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

2018-0591 Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Additional Case Information:

Mix of wild settled spat and spat brought on from Killiemore

Droppers were put out in April for 2018 spat collection

Movement records hard copies during 2016 given to transporter DFDS on request for stock being sent for human consumption
to England and France. Advised site manager to give transporters business issued receipts rather than movement records

which should be maintained on site. Carbon copies still held. These records will be collated by FHI and a copy sent back to the
business to be held.

New movement book required.
All movements to SSMG held in invoice book.

2018-0591 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0591 Site No: SS0065

Date of Visit: | 14/11/2018| Inspector(s): [JET |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? N

Site Details

Total No facilities 33 Facilities stocked 18 No facilities inspected |33
Species MED MED MED

Age group 2016 2017 2018

No Fish 120 tonne |20 tonne 10 lines

Mean Fish Wt 50mm 20mm 5mm

Next Fallow Date (Site) N/A Next Input Date (Site) June 2019

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? N]JAny escapes (since last visit)? N
If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection? I Y
2. Date of last inspection: [12/08/2014

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? N/A
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?

Mortality Records

1. Mortality records available for inspection? N/A
2. How are mortalities disposed of? |Other (detail)

If other detail: |[Empty shells fall to seabed

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | N/A
4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): [None observed

5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities? I 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/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 FHI? If no, add MRT case and enter on mortality events sheet. N/A

2018-0591 Site Records

Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

—

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? 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?

[

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: [12/08/2014 - 14/11/2018

2018-0591 Site Records

Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2018-0591 Site No: SS0065
Date of Visit | 14/11/2018] Inspector: [9ET
Number of Susceptible species on site
If no susceptible species present = LOW risk
If susceptible species present, score for each pathogen No Yes
Susceptible to Bonamia ostrea (OED) 0 25
Susceptible to Marteilia refringens (OED, MED) 0 3 3
Susceptible to OsHV (CGlI) 0 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 0
Live shellfish movements 0 1-2 >3
Movements on Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 0
Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
compartment including third country 0 10 20 0
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 0
LB EIEES 1 Frequency of movements off within MSS Management
Areas 0 1 2 0
Frequency of movements off outwith MSS Management
Areas 0 3 6 0
Number of destinations 0 3 6 0
Secure Unsecure
Management (effluent  (no effluent
practices None treatment) treatment)
Water c_ontactg .V\."th 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 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other |[Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 1
sites Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 S 1
Yes No
Disinfection of equipment between sites, use of footbaths etc 0 2 2
Total "’
Risk LOW
2018-0591 Surveillance Frequency Shell

Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0591 Date of visit:| 14/11/2018
Site No: SS0065 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Natification
Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
ECI 20/11/2018)JET ASM

2018-0591 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

Inverlussa Ardura,
Craignure,
Isle of Mull

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BuUSINESs NO SB0043 DATE OF VISIT 14/11/2018
SITE NO SS0065 SITE NAME Loch Spelve
INSPECTOR Joe Triscott CASE NO 20180591

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 fourth 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.

No mortality had been observed on site since the last inspection by Marine Scotland.

No animal health surveillance had been carried out on behalf of the business and/or Marine
Scotland since the last Marine Scotland Inspection.

R14
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




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

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

Signed: - Date: 20/11/2018

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

R14
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 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0593 Date of visit: | 09/11/2018
Time spent on site: |10 mins | Main Inspector: ASM

Site No: SS0667 Site Name: Scarva Ayre 1

Business No: SB0428 Business Name: Hunter Salmon (Shellfish)

Case Types:  1|PSI | 2| | 3] | 4] | 51 | 6] |

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

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

2018-0593 Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Additional Case Information:

Excellent spat fall thought to be caused by the warm summer. This has been reportedly observed all round Shetland.

Previously had problems with eider ducks. The eider ducks have not be a problem more recently but the local population is
reportedly on the rise.

2018-0593 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2018-0593 Site No: SS0667
Date of Visit [ oor1/2018] Inspector: [AsM
Number of Susceptible species on site
If no susceptible species present = LOW risk
If susceptible species present, score for each pathogen No Yes
Susceptible to Bonamia ostrea (OED) 0 25
Susceptible to Marteilia refringens (OED, MED) 0 3 3
Susceptible to OsHV (CGlI) 0 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 5 10 0
Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
compartment including third country 0 10 20
Number of suppliers 0 5 10
LB EIEES 1 Frequency of movements off within MSS Management
Areas 0 1 2 0
Frequency of movements off outwith MSS Management
Areas 0 3 6
Number of destinations 0 3 6
Secure Unsecure
Management (effluent  (no effluent
practices None treatment) treatment)
Water c_ontactg .V\."th 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
Depuration of stock from sites outwith MSS management
area 0 4 8
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other |[Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 2
sites Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 S B
Yes No
Disinfection of equipment between sites, use of footbaths etc 0 2 0
Total 12
Risk
2018-0593 Surveillance Frequency Shell

Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0593 Site No: SS0667

Date of case: | 09/11/2018] Inspector(s):
Business/site contacts correct? (if no, update site summary sheet)
Site Details

Total No facilities: 8 No facilities stocked: 8
Species MED MED

Age group 2018 2017

No shellfish 5 longlines |3 longlines

Mean fish Wt |1g 5g

Next fallow date (site) No plans Next input date (site) [Summer 2020

Date of last inspection: (ECI or PSI): 21/11/2016

Any recent increased or atypical mortalities? (last 4 weeks): |N

If yes, detail:

e.g. site

average, max

per facility

Any increased mortalities? (since last inspection) |N

If yes, detail: |

How are mortalities disposed of? |Other (detail)
If other detail: |No mortalities observed on site |

Are there any diseases on your site? |N
If yes, detail: |

Have you experienced predation on site? |Y
If yes, detail: |Some starfish and few eiders. No problems caused currently

Has the site experienced increased or abnormal fouling? |N
If yes, detail:

Have you observed any invasive species on your site? |N
If yes, detail: |

Do you have an up to date BMP, and are there any issues? |Y
If yes, detail: |

What quantity of spat fall have you had in the last 12 months? (mussel sites only):
|Excellent (see additional comments) |

2018-0593 Shellfish PSI Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0593 Date of visit:| 09/11/2018
Site No: SS0667 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Natification
Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
PSI 09/11/2018]JASM SAE

2018-0593 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Scottish Government
Riaghaltas na h-Alba
gov.scot

marinescotland SC
N

Hunter Salmon (Shellfish)
Scatsta Farm

Brae
Shetland
ZE2 9QP
|
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR
BUSINESS NO SB0428 DATE OF CASE 09/11/2018
SITE NO SS0667 SITE NAME Scarva Ayre 1
INSPECTOR  Andy Mayes CASE NO 20180593

Routine surveillance frequency assessment under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland)
Regulations 2009

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

The information required for the public record of aquaculture production businesses regarding this
site was verified and where necessary updated.

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 fourth year. The
category of the site will be reassessed on a routine basis and updated as required.

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

Signed: - Date: 09/11/2018

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

R26
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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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0594 Date of visit: | 09/11/2018
Time spent on site: |10 mins | Main Inspector: ASM

Site No: SS0668 Site Name: Scarva Ayre 2

Business No: SB0428 Business Name: Hunter Salmon (Shellfish)

Case Types:  1|PSI | 2| | 3] | 4] | 51 | 6] |

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

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

2018-0594 Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12

Issued by: FHI
Additional Case Information:

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Excellent spat fall thought to be caused by the warm summer. This has been reportedly observed all round Shetland.

Previously had problems with eider ducks. The eider ducks have not be a problem more recently but the local population is
reportedly on the rise.

Currently harvesting the 2016 stock

2018-0594 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2018-0594 Site No: SS0668
Date of Visit [ oor1/2018] Inspector: [AsM
Number of Susceptible species on site
If no susceptible species present = LOW risk
If susceptible species present, score for each pathogen No Yes
Susceptible to Bonamia ostrea (OED) 0 25
Susceptible to Marteilia refringens (OED, MED) 0 3 3
Susceptible to OsHV (CGlI) 0 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 5 10 0
Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
compartment including third country 0 10 20
Number of suppliers 0 5 10
LB EIEES 1 Frequency of movements off within MSS Management
Areas 0 1 2 0
Frequency of movements off outwith MSS Management
Areas 0 3 6
Number of destinations 0 3 6
Secure Unsecure
Management (effluent  (no effluent
practices None treatment) treatment)
Water c_ontactg .V\."th 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
Depuration of stock from sites outwith MSS management
area 0 4 8
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other |[Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 2
sites Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 S B
Yes No
Disinfection of equipment between sites, use of footbaths etc 0 2 0
Total 12
Risk
2018-0594 Surveillance Frequency Shell

Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0594 Site No: SS0668

Date of case: | 09/11/2018] Inspector(s):
Business/site contacts correct? (if no, update site summary sheet)
Site Details

Total No facilities: 4 No facilities stocked: 4
Species MED MED MED

Age group 2018 2017 2016

No shellfish 2 longlines |1 longline |1 longline

Mean fish Wt |1g 5g 10g

Next fallow date (site) No plans Next input date (site) [Summer 2019

Date of last inspection: (ECI or PSI): 21/11/2016

Any recent increased or atypical mortalities? (last 4 weeks): |N

If yes, detail:

e.g. site

average, max

per facility

Any increased mortalities? (since last inspection) |N

If yes, detail: |

How are mortalities disposed of? |Other (detail)
If other detail: |No mortalities observed on site |

Are there any diseases on your site? |N
If yes, detail: |

Have you experienced predation on site? |Y
If yes, detail: |Some starfish and few eiders. No problems caused currently

Has the site experienced increased or abnormal fouling? |N
If yes, detail:

Have you observed any invasive species on your site? |N
If yes, detail: |

Do you have an up to date BMP, and are there any issues? |Y
If yes, detail: |

What quantity of spat fall have you had in the last 12 months? (mussel sites only):
|Excellent (see additional comments) |

2018-0594 Shellfish PSI Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0594 Date of visit:| 09/11/2018
Site No: SS0668 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Natification
Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
PSI 09/11/2018]JASM SAE

2018-0594 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Scottish Government
Riaghaltas na h-Alba
gov.scot

marinescotland SC
N

I
Hunter Salmon (Shellfish)
Scatsta Farm

Brae
Shetland
ZE2 9QP
|
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR
BUSINESS NO SB0428 DATE OF CASE 09/11/2018
SITE NO SS0668 SITE NAME Scarva Ayre 2
INSPECTOR  Andy Mayes CASE NO 20180594

Routine surveillance frequency assessment under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland)
Regulations 2009

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

The information required for the public record of aquaculture production businesses regarding this
site was verified and where necessary updated.

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 fourth year. The
category of the site will be reassessed on a routine basis and updated as required.

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

Signed: - Date: 09/11/2018

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

R26
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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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0595 Date of visit: | 09/11/2018
Time spent on site: |10 mins | Main Inspector: ASM

Site No: SS0707 Site Name: South Side, Dales Voe

Business No: SB0428 Business Name: Hunter Salmon (Shellfish)

Case Types:  1|PSI | 2| | 3] | 4] | 51 | 6] |

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

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

2018-0595 Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12
Additional Case Information:

Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Excellent spat fall thought to be caused by the warm summer. This has been reportedly observed all round Shetland.

Previously had problems with eider ducks. The eider ducks have not be a problem more recently but the local population is
reportedly on the rise.

Empty longline to be reployed next year as a spat collector

2018-0595 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2018-0595 Site No: SS0707
Date of Visit [ oor1/2018] Inspector: [AsM
Number of Susceptible species on site
If no susceptible species present = LOW risk
If susceptible species present, score for each pathogen No Yes
Susceptible to Bonamia ostrea (OED) 0 25
Susceptible to Marteilia refringens (OED, MED) 0 3 3
Susceptible to OsHV (CGlI) 0 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 5 10 0
Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
compartment including third country 0 10 20
Number of suppliers 0 5 10
LB EIEES 1 Frequency of movements off within MSS Management
Areas 0 1 2 0
Frequency of movements off outwith MSS Management
Areas 0 3 6
Number of destinations 0 3 6
Secure Unsecure
Management (effluent  (no effluent
practices None treatment) treatment)
Water c_ontactg .V\."th 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
Depuration of stock from sites outwith MSS management
area 0 4 8
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other |[Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 2
sites Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 S B
Yes No
Disinfection of equipment between sites, use of footbaths etc 0 2 0
Total 12
Risk
2018-0595 Surveillance Frequency Shell
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0595 Site No: SS0707

Date of case: | 09/11/2018] Inspector(s):
Business/site contacts correct? (if no, update site summary sheet)
Site Details

Total No facilities: 5 No facilities stocked: 4
Species MED MED MED

Age group 2018 2017 2016

No shellfish 1 longlines ]2 longline |3 longline

Mean fish Wt |1g 5g 10g

Next fallow date (site) No plans Next input date (site) | Summer 2019

Date of last inspection: (ECI or PSI): 21/11/2016

Any recent increased or atypical mortalities? (last 4 weeks): |N

If yes, detail:

e.g. site

average, max

per facility

Any increased mortalities? (since last inspection) |N

If yes, detail: |

How are mortalities disposed of? |Other (detail)
If other detail: |No mortalities observed on site |

Are there any diseases on your site? |N
If yes, detail: |

Have you experienced predation on site? |Y
If yes, detail: |Some starfish and few eiders. No problems caused currently

Has the site experienced increased or abnormal fouling? |N
If yes, detail:

Have you observed any invasive species on your site? |N
If yes, detail: |

Do you have an up to date BMP, and are there any issues? |Y
If yes, detail: |

What quantity of spat fall have you had in the last 12 months? (mussel sites only):
|Excellent (see additional comments) |

2018-0595 Shellfish PSI Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0595 Date of visit:| 09/11/2018
Site No: SS0707 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Natification
Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
PSI 09/11/2018]JASM SAE

2018-0595 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Scottish Government
Riaghaltas na h-Alba
gov.scot

marinescotland SC
N

I
Hunter Salmon (Shellfish)
Scatsta Farm

Brae
Shetland
ZE2 9QP
|
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR
BUSINESS NO SB0428 DATE OF CASE 09/11/2018
SITE NO SS0707 SITE NAME South Side, Dales Voe
INSPECTOR  Andy Mayes CASE NO 20180595

Routine surveillance frequency assessment under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland)
Regulations 2009

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

The information required for the public record of aquaculture production businesses regarding this
site was verified and where necessary updated.

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 fourth year. The
category of the site will be reassessed on a routine basis and updated as required.

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

Signed: - Date: 09/11/2018

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

R26
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



mailto:ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
http://www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science
http://www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/Fish-Shellfish/FHI/charter

FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0596 Date of visit: | 09/11/2018
Time spent on site: |10 mins | Main Inspector: ASM

Site No: SS0800 Site Name: West Taing

Business No: SB0428 Business Name: Hunter Salmon (Shellfish)

Case Types:  1|PSI | 2| | 3] | 4] | 51 | 6] |

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

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

2018-0596 Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12
Additional Case Information:

Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Excellent spat fall thought to be caused by the warm summer. This has been reportedly observed all round Shetland.

Previously had problems with eider ducks. The eider ducks have not be a problem more recently but the local population is
reportedly on the rise.

Empty longlines to be reployed next year as a spat collector

2018-0596 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2018-0596 Site No: SS0800
Date of Visit [ oor1/2018] Inspector: [AsM
Number of Susceptible species on site
If no susceptible species present = LOW risk
If susceptible species present, score for each pathogen No Yes
Susceptible to Bonamia ostrea (OED) 0 25
Susceptible to Marteilia refringens (OED, MED) 0 3 3
Susceptible to OsHV (CGlI) 0 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 5 10 0
Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
compartment including third country 0 10 20
Number of suppliers 0 5 10
LB EIEES 1 Frequency of movements off within MSS Management
Areas 0 1 2 0
Frequency of movements off outwith MSS Management
Areas 0 3 6
Number of destinations 0 3 6
Secure Unsecure
Management (effluent  (no effluent
practices None treatment) treatment)
Water c_ontactg .V\."th 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
Depuration of stock from sites outwith MSS management
area 0 4 8
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other |[Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 2
sites Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 S B
Yes No
Disinfection of equipment between sites, use of footbaths etc 0 2 0
Total 12
Risk
2018-0596 Surveillance Frequency Shell

Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0596 Site No: SS0800

Date of case: | 09/11/2018] Inspector(s):
Business/site contacts correct? (if no, update site summary sheet)
Site Details

Total No facilities: I No facilities stocked: 3
Species MED MED MED

Age group 2018 2017 2016

No shellfish 1 longline 1longline |1 longline

Mean fish Wt |1g 5g 10g

Next fallow date (site) No plans Next input date (site) | Summer 2019

Date of last inspection: (ECI or PSI): 21/11/2016

Any recent increased or atypical mortalities? (last 4 weeks): |N

If yes, detail:

e.g. site

average, max

per facility

Any increased mortalities? (since last inspection) |N

If yes, detail: |

How are mortalities disposed of? |Other (detail)
If other detail: |No mortalities observed on site |
Are there any diseases on your site? |N

If yes, detail: |

Have you experienced predation on site? |Y

If yes, detail: |Some starfish and few eiders. No problems caused currently

Has the site experienced increased or abnormal fouling? |N

If yes, detail:

Have you observed any invasive species on your site? |N

If yes, detail: |

Do you have an up to date BMP, and are there any issues? |Y

If yes, detail: |

What quantity of spat fall have you had in the last 12 months? (mussel sites only):
|Excellent (see additional comments) |

2018-0596 Shellfish PSI Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0596 Date of visit:| 09/11/2018
Site No: SS0800 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Natification
Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
PSI 09/11/2018]JASM SAE

2018-0596 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Scottish Government
Riaghaltas na h-Alba
gov.scot

marinescotland SC
N

I
Hunter Salmon (Shellfish)
Scatsta Farm

Brae
Shetland
ZE2 9QP
|
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR
BUSINESS NO SB0428 DATE OF CASE 09/11/2018
SITE NO SS0800 SITE NAME West Taing
INSPECTOR  Andy Mayes CASE NO 20180596

Routine surveillance frequency assessment under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland)
Regulations 2009

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

The information required for the public record of aquaculture production businesses regarding this
site was verified and where necessary updated.

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 fourth year. The
category of the site will be reassessed on a routine basis and updated as required.

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

Signed: - Date: 09/11/2018

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

R26
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



mailto:ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
http://www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science
http://www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/Fish-Shellfish/FHI/charter

FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: 2018-0597 Date of visit: | 21/11/2018

Time spent on site: {4h | Main Inspector: DJT

Site No: fs1256 Site Name: Plocrapol

Business No: FB0169 Business Name: The Scottish Salmon Company

Case Types:  1|ECI | 2ICNI | 3|sLI | 4|vmD | 5l | 6l |

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: T173 FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: Wi Water type: S CoGP MA W-8

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.

SIS1S)S

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

2018-0597

Case Sheet

Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Additional Case Information:

mort occurrences above 1%

2015 wk 7 (2206 - 2.37%) wk 09 (1434 - 1.59%) wk 10 (1025 - 1.15) wk 21 (1005 - 1.25) wk 22 (1075 - 1.36) wk 23 (890 -
\]/-vllili)zl - (483 - 1.15)

2016- wk 30 (1771 - 1.42) wk 40 (3104 - 2.57) wk 41 (4548 - 3.86) wk 50 (1620 2.29)

2018 wk 04 (9419 - 1.07) wk 10 (10370 - 1.23)

sea lice treatments include hydrolicer and alphamax in oct 18 - planned treatment for alphamax starting week 19/11/18

Some platform access to cages but some without. Pens inspected from the boat due to weather conditions. Site is very
exposed.

Two fish sampled for VMD were in good condition.

One stanchion was broken, this was discussed with the manager and repairs will be made. Pen integrity was still intact.
A synchronous AMX treatment is due with hydroclicer treatments ongoing.

Paperwork was completed by DJM on the 20/11/18 (supervised by DJT) site inspection was completed on the 21/11/18.
Some sea lice numbers above 3 had not been reported, lice counts noted.

On return to the lab some discrepancies were noted with the sea lice count data provided during the site inspection and what
had been reported by the company to the FHI. Following a discussion with the site contact it was understood that on occasion
additional counts were conducted by site staff after lice numbers had been reported. Some counts had been taken pre and
post treatment and the post treatment number had been reported.

Some issues were reported with regards to cleaner fish mortality records, due to the size and shape some fish do not fall to
the centre of the pen for removal as the salmon do. Some get picked off by wildfish and some will decompose. This results in
an incomplete mortality record for the cleaner fish.

There is a standardised approach to cleaner fish husbandry across the company with all sites providing artificial kelp or lay flat
plastic (allows for attachment of lumpfish) in each pen stocked with cleaner fish. The wrasse are fed using block feed and the
lumpfish are hand fed a pelleted diet. Prior to crowding effort is used to move remove cleaner fish with creels, in addition the
artificial habitat is moved away from the crowding area.

2018-0597 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0597 Site No: fs1256

Date of Visit: | 21/11/2018| Inspector(s): [DJT |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? Y

Site Details

Total No facilities 14 Facilities stocked 14 No facilities inspected |14
Species sal lump wrasse

Age group 17 s0 2018 wild

No Fish 386,828 14,000 3,360

Mean Fish Wt 2626 30 50

Next Fallow Date (Site) Apr-19 Next Input Date (Site) Oct-19

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: |04/02/2015
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

“ =
44 1<

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

Mortality Records

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

If other detail: |white shore cockles

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | Y

wk 42 (1367-0.35%) wk 43(173 - 0.04%) wk44(913-0.24%) wk45(298-0.08%)
Cleanerfish mortality 1200 (6.2%) in total for site for last four weeks

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks):

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

| |

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked? | Y
If yes, detail: |see additional info

7. Have increased (unexplained) mortalities been reported to vet or FHI? | Y
If yes, detail action: |FVG inspected site

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

2018-0597 Site Records Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

If yes, detail: [hydrolicer  TMS

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™Ms

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 aguaculture 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).

|Evidence of lice damage and signs of PGD and AGD - PCV analysis suggest sub clinical anaemia

Records checked between: |4/2/2015 to 20/11/2018

2018-0597 Site Records
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FHI 059, Version 12

Case no: |[2018-0597

Priority samples:

VI

i

Issued by: FHI

| Site No:

|Date of visit/

i
I

Time sampling |

13:00:00

starts/ends:
Environmental conditions:

Summary samples

Add Fish/Pools - click

HIST

1

B

UL
UL

Sampling:

MG HI

DJT

PA

JUEL

21/11/2018]

i

Total Samples

JL

Pool/Fish No
Fish nos 1 2
Pool Group
Species sal sal
Average weight 3kg 3kg
Sex
Water Type SW SW
1%
- 2 2
Q Stock Origin S S
& |Facility No 2 3

2018-0597

Sample_Information

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Additional Sample Information:

m Total Tests assigned D

2018-0597 Sample_Information Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2018-0597 Site No: [fs1256 Insp: DJT
Date of Visit 21/11/2018 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
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 Il
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 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 Ill 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 3 3
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 2 0
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc e
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3
Platform access to cages |Yes
No 2 2
Total 23
Rank MEDIUM
2018-0597 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: [2018-0597 | Site No: |fs1256 |

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.

Y
Y
Y
Y
Y

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 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? Y

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. Do the sea lice levels observed on stocks reflect sea lice count data? If no please detail reasons. Y

Containment Inspection

1. Has the site experienced equipment damage due to predators in the current or previous production cycles? N
2. Are measures in place to mitigate against the predation experienced on site? (Detail below) Y
blinds for mort sock ADD MML 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
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)

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

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)

|One stanchion was snapped however cage integrity was not compromised.

2018-0597 CNI & SLI Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0597 Site No: fs1256

Date of Visit: | 21/11/2018} Inspector:  |DJT

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

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

. Is the current FMAQ/S available for inspection?

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

. Does the FMAg/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 ol WN

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 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?

Live Fish Movements

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

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

2018-0597 AFSA 2013

I
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: Site No: Date of visit:

Start date: |End date: (if [Size of Average  Igpecies: Yearclass: |Timescale Mortality rate |Explained/ If explained, select reason(s):

applicable) |[fish: weight of recorded(%): Junexplained:
affected
population:

09/02/15 15/02/2015 |=750g 2.5 SAL 2014 - SO's |Weekly 2.37 Explained Post Jellyfish (pelagia notoluca)
Damage during November 2014,
reduced feeding and burnt marks so
didn’t handle bath treatments well

23/02/15 01/03/2015 |=750g 25 SAL 2014 - SO's |Weekly 1.59 Explained Post Jellyfish damage to gills so didn’t
handle bath treatment well

02/03/15 08/03/2015 |=750g 25 SAL 2014 - SO's |Weekly 1.15 Explained Post Jellyfish damage to gills so didn’t
handle bath treatment well

18/05/15 24/05/2015 |=750g 25 SAL 2014 - SO's |Weekly 1.25 Explained Post Jellyfish damage to gills so didn’t
handle bath treatment well

25/05/15 31/05/2015 |=750g 25 SAL 2014 - SO's |Weekly 1.36 Explained Post Jellyfish damage to gills so didn’t
handle bath treatment well

01/06/15 07/06/2015 |=750g 3.7 SAL 2014 - SO's |Weekly 1.14 Explained Post Jellyfish damage to gills so didn’t
handle bath treatment well

08/06/15 14/06/2015 |=750g 3.7 SAL 2014 - SO's |Weekly 1.15 Explained Post Jellyfish damage to gills so didn’t
handle bath treatment well

12/12/16 18/12/2016 |=750g 1.5 SAL 2014 - SO's |Weekly 2.29 Explained Post peroixide treatment, Some PGD

2018-0597 Mortality Events Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12

Issued by: FHI

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

If unexplained, select observations: Total mortality during
event (if available):

Additional information (e.g. action taken by
company):

Action taken by FHI (include case no where
applicable):

2206 Removing damaged fish was ongoing FVG Inspected site.
1434 Removing damaged fish was ongoing

1025 Removing damaged fish was ongoing

1005 Removing damaged fish was ongoing

1075 Removing damaged fish was ongoing

890 Ongoing Harvesting

483 Ongoing Harvesting

1620 Removed morts/moribunds

2018-0597

Mortality Events

Page 2 of 2
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0597 Date of visit:] 21/11/2018
Site No: fs1256 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification
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Report Summary
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2018-0597 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

I

The Scottish Salmon Company
1 Smithy Lane

Lochgilphead

Argyll
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.
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR
BusiNEss NO FB0169 DATE OF VISIT 20/11/2018
SITE NO FS1256 SITE NAME Plocrapol
INSPECTOR David Tomlinson, Duncan McNicoll CASE No 20180597

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 medium. An inspection under
the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009 will be conducted every second 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.

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

Mortality levels had exceeded the reporting criteria since the last inspection and had not been
reported to the Fish Health Inspectorate. | would like to remind you of the industry agreement in
relation to mortality reporting as detailed in A Code of Good Practice for Scottish Finfish
Aquaculture.

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




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

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.

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 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: 2018-0598 Date of visit: | 21/11/2018

Time spent on site: {4h | Main Inspector: DJT

Site No: FS1277 Site Name: Reibinish

Business No: FB0169 Business Name: The Scottish Salmon Company

Case Types:  1|ECI | 2ICNI | 3[vMD | 4|sui | 5l | 6l |

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: T173 FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: Wi Water type: S CoGP MA W-8

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.

SIS1S)S

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

2018-0598

Case Sheet
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Additional Case Information:

Mortality event post treatment week 48 and 49 2016 - (48- 27485 - 4.78%) (49- 10227 morts - 1.87%)

Strong easterly winds prevented full inspection of site as considered dangerous to moor the boat to some pens. Majority of
pens were inspected from the boat as not safe to walk on the cages.

No issues were observed with site integrity and the two fish sampled for VMD were in good general health.
Sea lice counts were above the reporting criteria with ongoing mechanical and AMX bath treatments being administered.
Paperwork completed by DJM on the 20/11/18 (supervised by DJT) and site inspection was completed on the 21/11/18.

On return to the lab some discrepancies were noted with the sea lice count data provided during the site inspection and what
had been reported by the company to the FHI. Following a discussion with the site contact it was understood that on occasion
additional counts were conducted by site staff after lice numbers had been reported. Some counts had been taken pre and
post treatment and the post treatment number had been reported.

Some issues were reported with regards to cleaner fish mortality records, due to the size and shape some fish do not fall to
the centre of the pen for removal as the salmon do. Some get picked off by wildfish and some will decompose. This results in
an incomplete mortality record for the cleaner fish.

There is a standardised approach to cleaner fish husbandry across the company with all sites providing artificial kelp or lay flat
plastic (allows for attachment of lumpfish) in each pen stocked with cleaner fish. The wrasse are fed using block feed and the
lumpfish are hand fed a pelleted diet. Prior to crowding effort is used to move remove cleaner fish with creels, in addition the
artificial habitat is moved away from the crowding area.

2018-0598 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: 2018-0598 Site No: FS1277

Date of Visit: | 21/11/2018| Inspector(s): [DJT |

Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? y

Site Details

Total No facilities 16 Facilities stocked 13 No facilities inspected [16

Species sal lum

Age group 2017s0 2018

No Fish 653,539 61,000

Mean Fish Wt 2324 30

Next Fallow Date (Site) April 2019 Next Input Date (Site) Oct/Nov 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: [o1/11/2016

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)? N
If yes, is there a system in place for maintenance of transportation records?

Mortality Records

1. Mortality records available for inspection? | Y

2. How are mortalities disposed of? |Other (detail)

If other detail: [White Shore Cockles

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | Y
(43- 122 - 0.02%) (44- 2284- 0.35% Hydrolicer treat) (45-37- 0.01%) (46- 878

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): 0.13%), cleanerfish mortality 48 (0.73%) last four weeks

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

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

| ]

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked? | Y
If yes, detail: |See Additional comments

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. | Y

2018-0598 Site Records Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

If yes, detail: |Alphamax

If other, detail: [Hydrolicer

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)? |Alphamax TMS
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 aguaculture 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). |Reported signs of PGD, AGD and lice damage

<] <1< :‘II III-<-< ‘-<, < < < :‘

Records checked between: {1/11/2016 to 20/11/18
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI
Case no: |2018-0598 |Site No: |Date of visit/ 21/11/2018])
Sampling:
Time sampling | 14:00:00 | 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
Pool Group
Species sal sal
Average weight 2.5000] 2.5000
Sex
Water Type SW SW
= Py
(&) [}
L= e
O O
o ©
1% I T
£ 5| &
a S| S
X - ] <
Q Stock Origin O O
tn|Facility No 2 4

2018-0598

Sample_Information

Date of issue: 08/10/2018
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Additional Sample Information:

m Total Tests assigned D
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2018-0598 Site No: [FS1277 Insp: DJT
Date of Visit 21/11/2018 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
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
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 Il
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 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 Ill 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 3
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds [No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0 0
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5 0
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 0
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc e
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3
Platform access to cages Yes 0
No 2
Total 21
Rank MEDIUM
2018-0598 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: [2018-0598 | Site No: |[FS1277 |

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.

Z-<II_<_<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)

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 Y
scenarios during the escalation of a sea lice infestation?

<< <[ =z

16. Do the sea lice levels observed on stocks reflect sea lice count data? If no please detail reasons. Y

Containment Inspection

1. Has the site experienced equipment damage due to predators in the current or previous production cycles? N
2. Are measures in place to mitigate against the predation experienced on site? (Detail below) Y
Top nets Tensioned nets Seal scarers MML Seal blinds on mort socks

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)

HOWMMOE

2018-0598 CNI & SLI Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0598 Site No: FS1277
Date of Visit: | 21/11/2018} Inspector:  |DJT

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

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

. Is the current FMAQ/S available for inspection?

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

. Does the FMAg/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 ol WN

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 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?

Live Fish Movements

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

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

2018-0598 AFSA 2013

I
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0598 Date of visit:] 21/11/2018
Site No: FS1277 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification
Database |Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2 Insp
ECI,CNI,SLI,VMD 11/12/2018|DJT KAS
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The Scottish Salmon Company
1 Smithy Lane

Lochgilphead

Argyll
PA31 8TA
]
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR
BusiNEss NO FB0169 DATE OF VISIT 20/11/2018
SITE NO FS1277 SITE NAME Reibinish
INSPECTOR David Tomlinson, Duncan McNicoll CASE NoO 20180598

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 medium. An inspection under
the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009 will be conducted every second 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.

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

Mortality levels had exceeded the reporting criteria since the last inspection and had been
reported to the Fish Health Inspectorate as required.

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.

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: 11/12/2018

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 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: 2018-0599 Date of visit: | 21/11/2018

Time spent on site: [4hr | Main Inspector: DJT

Site No: FS1293 Site Name: Scadabay

Business No: FB0169 Business Name: The Scottish Salmon Company

Case Types:  1|ECI | 2ICNI | 3[vMD | 4|sui | 5l | 6l |

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: T173 FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: Wi Water type: S CoGP MA W-9

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.

SISISoIK<

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

2018-0599

Case Sheet
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Additional Case Information:

Alphmax treatment starting today. Three cages a day can be treated.

Lice levels above reporting criteria for the end of 2016 23/6/2016 20/4/2017 until fallow, Slice 27/June 2016 (7 day treatment)
11/8 salmosan treatment.

FMS issued 1/3/2018 (couldn't input data to case sheet)

Full inspection of site completed, one handrail was snapped due to boat. This had only just occurred and was to be fixed when
the easterlies had calmed down. Pen integrity did not seem compromised.

Treatments with AMX were due to be conducted on the day of inspection but strong winds prevented this being completed.
Some treatments with the hydrolicer had been conducted but the machine had mechanical failure.

Paperwork was completed on the 20/11/18 by DJM (supervised by DJT) with the site inspection being completed on the
21/11/18.

Two dead fish were observed during the inspection, this was due to the recent bath treatments.
Lice numbers have been above the reporting criteria with AMX/mechanical treatments being conducted.

On return to the lab some discrepancies were noted with the sea lice count data provided during the site inspection and what
had been reported by the company to the FHI. Following a discussion with the site contact it was understood that on occasion
additional counts were conducted by site staff after lice numbers had been reported. Some counts had been taken pre and
post treatment and the post treatment number had been reported.

Some issues were reported with regards to cleaner fish mortality records, due to the size and shape some fish do not fall to
the centre of the pen for removal as the salmon do. Some get picked off by wildfish and some will decompose. This results in
an incomplete mortality record for the cleaner fish.There is a standardised approach to cleaner fish husbandry across the
company with all sites providing artificial kelp or lay flat plastic (allows for attachment of lumpfish) in each pen stocked with
cleaner fish. The wrasse are fed using block feed and the lumpfish are hand fed a pelleted diet. Prior to crowding effort is used
to move remove cleaner fish with creels, in addition the artificial habitat is moved away from the crowding area.

2018-0599 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: 2018-0599 Site No: FS1293

Date of Visit: | 21/11/2018| Inspector(s): [DJT |

Registration/Authorisation Details
1. Business/site details summary checked by site representative? Y
2. Changes made to details? Y

Site Details
Total No facilities 16 Facilities stocked 10 No facilities inspected [10
Species SAL lum
Age group 17 sOs 2018
No Fish 375,119  [43,000

Mean Fish Wt 3507g 30g
Next Fallow Date (Site) Jan 2019 Next Input Date (Site) March 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: |[23/06/2016
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)? N
If yes, is there a system in place for maintenance of transportation records? N/A

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

If other detail: [Whiteshore cockles

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | Y

wk44 257 (0.06%) wk 45 34 (0.01%) Wk 46 144 0.04% wk43 422 (0.11%). No
4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): cleanerfish mortality recorded.

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

| ]

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked? | Y
If yes, detail: [2705 (0.71%) peroxide treatments for AGD and PGD

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

2018-0599 Site Records Page 1 of 2
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1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

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

If other, detail: [Hydrolicer ~ Thermolicer

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)? |Alphamax, 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?

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 aguaculture 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: |23/6/2013 to 20/11/18

2018-0599 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case no: |2018-0599 |Site No: [FS1293 |Date of visitt |  21/11/2018]
Sampling:

Priority samples: vl ] s[_1 PA[_] w™c M ]

Time sampling | 14:.00:00 | 14:30:00 | Inspector: DJT VMD No.

starts/ends:

Environmental conditions: 1

JUEL

UL
UL
UL
JL

Summary samples HIST BA MG VI PA Total Samples

Add Fish/Pools - click

Pool/Fish No

Fish nos 1 2

Pool Group

Species sal sal

Average weight 3.5000] 3.5000

Sex

Water Type SW SW
.C_ﬁ o]
g g
a) 8 3
é Stock Origin 8 8
& |Facility No 2 2

2018-0599 Sample_Information Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Additional Sample Information:

m Total Tests assigned D

2018-0599 Sample_Information Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2018-0599 Site No: |[FS1293 Insp: DJT
Date of Visit 21/11/2018 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
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
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 Il
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 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 Ill 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 3
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 0
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 2
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc e
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3
Platform access to cages Yes 0
No 2
Total 17
Rank MEDIUM
2018-0599 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: [2018-0599 | Site No: |[FS1293 |

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)? 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? Y
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. Do the sea lice levels observed on stocks reflect sea lice count data? If no please detail reasons. y

I |
Containment Inspection

1. Has the site experienced equipment damage due to predators in the current or previous production cycles? N
2. Are measures in place to mitigate against the predation experienced on site? (Detail below) Y

Tensioned nets AL Bird nets MN Seal blinds

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)

2018-0599 CNI & SLI

Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0599 Site No: FS1293
Date of Visit: | 21/11/2018} Inspector:  |DJT

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

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

. Is the current FMAQ/S available for inspection?

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

. Does the FMAg/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 ol WN

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 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?

Live Fish Movements

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

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

2018-0599 AFSA 2013

I
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0599 Date of visit:] 21/11/2018
Site No: FS1293 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification
Database |Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2 Insp
ECI,CNI,SLI,VMD 11/12/2018|DJT KAS

2018-0599 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

I

The Scottish Salmon Company
1 Smithy Lane

Lochgilphead

Argyll
PA31 8TA
.
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR
BusiNEss NO FB0169 DATE OF VISIT 20/11/2018
SITE NO FS1293 SITE NAME Scadabay
INSPECTOR David Tomlinson, Duncan McNicoll CASE No 20180599

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 medium. An inspection under
the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009 will be conducted every second 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.

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.
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.

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




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.

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: 11/12/2018

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 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: Date of visit:
Time spent on site: {1hr | Main Inspector: DJT

Site No: SS0840 Site Name: Seaforth South

Business No: SB0108 Business Name: Alisdair Cunningham

Case Types:  1|ECI | 2| | 3] | 4] | 51 | 6] |

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: Wi 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.

Zi1Z15)12

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

2018-0600 Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Additional Case Information:

Biosecurity measures plan was not available for inspection but had been agreed upon

Movement book had not been filled in correctly, and only summary data for harvest movements off site was available.
Summary date was entered into movement.

Paperwork completed by DJT with assistance from DJM, site inspection completed by DJT and DIM.

2018-0600 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0600 Site No: SS0840

Date of Visit: | 22/11/2018] Inspector(s): [DJT |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? Y

Site Details

Total No facilities 3 Facilities stocked 3 No facilities inspected |3
Species MED

Age group Mix

No Fish 100 tones

Mean Fish Wt Mix

Next Fallow Date (Site) ongoing Next Input Date (Site) ongoing

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records
1. Movement records available for inspection?

9

2. Date of last inspection: |28/08/2013

3. Are records complete and correctly entered? N
4. Are movement records available for dead fish and waste? N/A
5. Are records complete and correctly entered? N/A
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)? N/A
If yes, is there a system in place for maintenance of transportation records? N/A
Mortality Records

1. Mortality records available for inspection? N/A
2. How are mortalities disposed of? |Other (detail)

If other detail: [empty shells drop to seabed

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | N/A

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): IN/A

5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities?
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 FHI? If no, add MRT case and enter on mortality events sheet. N/A

2018-0600 Site Records

Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)? I

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? N
2. Has the manner and frequency of mortality removal, recording and safe disposal been considered? N/A
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? | N/A
If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

1. Has any animal health surveillance been carried out by, or on behalf of, the business? N/A
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: |28/8/2013-22/11/2018 |

2018-0600 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2018-0600 Site No: SS0840
Date of Visit | 22/11/2018) Inspector: {DJT
Number of Susceptible species on site
If no susceptible species present = LOW risk
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 3
Susceptible to OsHV (CGlI) 0 3 0
Sites within a tidal excursion 1 2-5 >6
Site contacts Number of sites holding susceptible species within a tidal
excursion 0 2 10 0
Live shellfish movements 0 1-2 >3
Movements on Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 0
Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
compartment including third country 0 10 20 0
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 0
LB EIEES 1 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 0
Secure Unsecure
Management (effluent  (no effluent
practices None treatment) treatment)
Water c_ontactg .V\."th 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 2or3 24
Contacts with other |[Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 1
sites Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 S 1
Yes No
Disinfection of equipment between sites, use of footbaths etc 0 2 2
Total 8
Risk LOW
2018-0600 Surveillance Frequency Shell

Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0600 Date of visit:| 22/11/2018
Site No: SS0840 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Natification
Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
ECI 27/11/2018)DJT AJW

2018-0600 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

Lime Park
Scalpay
Western Isles
HS4 3XZ

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BUSINESS NO SB0108 DATE OF VISIT 22/11/2018
SITE NO SS0840 SITE NAME Seaforth South
INSPECTOR David Tomlinson & Duncan McNicoll CASE No 20180600

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 fourth 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
found to be inadequately maintained.

No mortality had been observed on site since the last inspection by Marine Scotland.

No animal health surveillance had been carried out on behalf of the business or Marine
Scotland since the last Marine Scotland Inspection.

R14
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




The biosecurity measures plan for the site was not available for inspection.
The following points were raised with the site representative during the inspection:

e Aquaculture animal movement records were not completed correctly, these were
amended during the inspection. In future, movement records must be kept and made
available for inspection. This should include the following details.

movement date

species

number or quantity

source business and site name and number

name of carrier and method of transport

details of any bus stop deliveries carried out during transport
details of any water exchange carried out during transport

O 00O OO0 OO0

e The biosecurity measures plan for the site was not available. A draft plan will be sent
to the business correspondent for consideration. A site specific biosecurity measures
plan must be submitted to Marine Scotland.

These issues were addressed during the inspection, movement records were updated and a
biosecurity measures plan was agreed, therefore no further action is required.

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

Signed: _ Date: 27/11/2018

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

R14
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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