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

2018-0601 Date of visit: 22/11/2018

DJT

Site No: SS0825 Site Name:

Business No: SB0108

Case Types: 1 ECI 2 3 4 5 6

11.5 Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: WI S CoGP MA:

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:

Water Temp (°C): T173 

Water type:

Business Name: Alisdair Cunningham

Case No:

Time spent on site: 1h Main Inspector:

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

Additional Case Information:

Movement records were not maintained correctly in movement book provided. Movement records were logged into movement 

book and are now up to date. Only summary data per month was available for recorded movements offsite for harvest.

Biosecurity measures plan was not available - a plan was agreed and issued

Paperwork completed by DJT with assistance from DJM, site inspection completed by DJT and DJM. 
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0601 Site No: SS0825

Date of Visit: Inspector(s):

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

Y

Site Details   

3 3 3

Species MED

Age group mix

No Fish 160 tones

Mean Fish Wt mix

N N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records

Y

N

N/A

N/A

N/A

Transport Records

Mortality Records

N/A

If other detail:

N/A

N

N/A

If yes, detail:

N/A

N/A

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

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?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 28/08/2013

22/11/2018 DJT

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

Next Fallow Date (Site) ongoing cycle Next Input Date (Site) ongoing cycle

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?

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?

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): N/A

empty shells dropped to seabed

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

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

If yes, detail action:

8. Have 'mortality events' been reported to FHI? If no, add MRT case and enter on mortality events sheet. 
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

If other, detail:

If other, detail:

Biosecurity Records

N

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

N/A

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

 If yes, detail:

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

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)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

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?

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

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? 

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? 

28/8/2013-22/11/2018Records checked between:
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case Number: 2018-0601 Site No:

Date of Visit 22/11/2018 Inspector:

Number of Susceptible species on site

No Yes

0 25 0

0 3 3

0 3 0

Sites within a tidal excursion 1 2-5 >6

0 1-2 >3

0 5 10 0

0 5 10 0

0 3 6 3

Management 

practices None

Secure 

(effluent 

treatment)

Unsecure 

(no effluent 

treatment)

Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2 or 3 ≥ 4

0 1 2 1

0 1 5 1

Yes No

Total 11

Risk LOW

If susceptible species present, score for each pathogen

SS0825

DJT

If no susceptible species present = LOW risk

2 10 0

Live shellfish movements

Susceptible to Bonamia ostrea (OED)

Susceptible to Marteilia refringens (OED, MED)

Susceptible to OsHV (CGI)

Site contacts Number of sites holding susceptible species within a tidal 

excursion 0

20 0

Number of suppliers

Movements on Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS

Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or 

compartment including third country 0 10

Movements off 
Frequency of movements off within MSS Management 

Areas 0 1

Number of destinations

2

2

8

1

Frequency of movements off outwith MSS Management 

Areas 0 3 6 0

2 6

Depuration of stock from sites outwith MSS management 

area 0 4 0

2 2

Water contacts with 

depuration facilities 
0

0

Depuration of stock from own sites within MSS 

management area 0 1

Depuration of stock from other businesses sites within 

MSS management area 0

Contacts with other 

sites

Sites operating from single shorebase

Sites sharing staff and equipment

Disinfection of equipment between sites, use of footbaths etc 0

Surveillance Frequency Shell Page 1 of 12018-0601



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

Case No: 2018-0601 22/11/2018

Site No: SS0825 DJT

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

ECI 27/11/2018 DJT AJW

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12018-0601



                
 
 

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 
 

 
 

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 SS0825  SITE NAME Seaforth Island East 
INSPECTOR David Tomlinson & Duncan McNicoll CASE NO 20180601 
 
 
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.  
 





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

2018-0602 Date of visit: 22/11/2018

DJT

Site No: SS0580 Site Name:

Business No: SB0108

Case Types: 1 REG 2 3 4 5 6

11.5 Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: WI 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:

Site not in use

Case No:

Time spent on site: 0 Main Inspector:

Sound of Scalpay

Water Temp (°C):

Water type:

Business Name: Alisdair Cunningham

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12018-0602



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

Additional Case Information:

Site is not in use no lines in place since 2013. May be used in future.

Paperwork completed by DJT with assistance from DJM, site inspection completed by DJT and DJM. 

Additional Information Page 1 of 12018-0602



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

Case No: 2018-0602 Site No: SS0580

Date of Visit: Inspector(s):

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

Y

Site Details   

0 0 0

Species

Age group

No Fish

Mean Fish Wt

N/A N/A

If yes, detail:

Movement Records

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

Transport Records

Mortality Records

N/A

If other detail:

N/A

N/A

N/A

If yes, detail:

N/A

N/A

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

If yes, detail action:

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

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?

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?

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): N/A

No mortalities recorded- empty shells dropped to sea bed

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

Next Fallow Date (Site) currently fallow Next Input Date (Site) Possibly 2019

22/11/2018 DJT

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

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?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 28/08/2013

Site Records Page 1 of 22018-0602



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

If other, detail:

If other, detail:

Biosecurity Records

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

28/8/2013-22/11/2018Records checked between:

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?

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

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? 

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results? 

 If yes, detail:

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

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)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

Site Records Page 2 of 22018-0602



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

Case Number: 2018-0602 Site No:

Date of Visit 22/11/2018 Inspector:

Number of Susceptible species on site

No Yes

0 25 0

0 3 3

0 3 0

Sites within a tidal excursion 1 2-5 >6

0 1-2 >3

0 5 10 0

0 5 10 0

0 3 6 0

Management 

practices None

Secure 

(effluent 

treatment)

Unsecure 

(no effluent 

treatment)

Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2 or 3 ≥ 4

0 1 2 1

0 1 5 1

Yes No

Total 7

Risk LOW

2 2

Water contacts with 

depuration facilities 
0

0

Depuration of stock from own sites within MSS 

management area 0 1

Depuration of stock from other businesses sites within 

MSS management area 0

Contacts with other 

sites

Sites operating from single shorebase

Sites sharing staff and equipment

Disinfection of equipment between sites, use of footbaths etc 0

2

2

8

0

Frequency of movements off outwith MSS Management 

Areas 0 3 6 0

2 6

Depuration of stock from sites outwith MSS management 

area 0 4 0

Movements off 
Frequency of movements off within MSS Management 

Areas 0 1

Number of destinations

20 0

Number of suppliers

Movements on Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS

Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or 

compartment including third country 0 10

2 10 0

Live shellfish movements

Susceptible to Bonamia ostrea (OED)

Susceptible to Marteilia refringens (OED, MED)

Susceptible to OsHV (CGI)

Site contacts Number of sites holding susceptible species within a tidal 

excursion 0

If susceptible species present, score for each pathogen

SS0580

DJT

If no susceptible species present = LOW risk

Surveillance Frequency Shell Page 1 of 12018-0602



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

Case No: 2018-0602 22/11/2018

Site No: SS0580 DJT

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

REG 27/11/2018 DJT AJW

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12018-0602





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

2018-0603 Date of visit: 22/11/2018

DJT

Site No: SS0164 Site Name:

Business No: SB0108

Case Types: 1 ECI 2 3 4 5 6

11.5 Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: WI S CoGP MA:

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:

Case No:

Time spent on site: 2h Main Inspector:

Fuam an Tolla (Site 2)

Water Temp (°C): T173 

Water type:

Business Name: Alisdair Cunningham

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12018-0603
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Additional Case Information:

Tube worms the main  predator issue but some issues with barnacles. 

Movement records had not been completed correctly. Movements were maintained in the diary and data was transferred to 

movement book during inspection. Only summary data for transfers offsite so monthly totals were input only.

Biosecurity measures plan was not available - a plan was agreed and issued

Paperwork completed by DJT with assistance from DJM, site inspection completed by DJT and DJM. 

Additional Information Page 1 of 12018-0603



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

Case No: 2018-0603 Site No: SS0164

Date of Visit: Inspector(s):

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

Y

Site Details   

2 2 2

Species MED

Age group Adults

No Fish 20 tonnes

Mean Fish Wt N/A

N N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records

Y

N

N/A

N/A

N/A

Transport Records

N/A

N/A

Mortality Records

N/A

If other detail:

N/A

N/A

N/A

If yes, detail:

N/A

N/A

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

If yes, detail action:

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

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?

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?

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): No mortalities recorded

Empty shells dropped to sea bed but no mortalities have occurred since last inspection

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

Next Fallow Date (Site) Dec 2018 Next Input Date (Site) June 2019

22/11/2018 DJT

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

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?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 13/08/2014

Site Records Page 1 of 22018-0603



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

If other, detail:

If other, detail:

Biosecurity Records

N

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

N/A

13/8/2014-22/11/2018Records checked between:

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?

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

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? 

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results? 

 If yes, detail:

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

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)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

Site Records Page 2 of 22018-0603



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

Case Number: 2018-0603 Site No:

Date of Visit 22/11/2018 Inspector:

Number of Susceptible species on site

No Yes

0 25 0

0 3 3

0 3 0

Sites within a tidal excursion 1 2-5 >6

0 1-2 >3

0 5 10 0

0 5 10 0

0 3 6 0

Management 

practices None

Secure 

(effluent 

treatment)

Unsecure 

(no effluent 

treatment)

Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2 or 3 ≥ 4

0 1 2 1

0 1 5 1

Yes No

Total 5

Risk LOW

2 0

Water contacts with 

depuration facilities 
0

0

Depuration of stock from own sites within MSS 

management area 0 1

Depuration of stock from other businesses sites within 

MSS management area 0

Contacts with other 

sites

Sites operating from single shorebase

Sites sharing staff and equipment

Disinfection of equipment between sites, use of footbaths etc 0

2

2

8

0

Frequency of movements off outwith MSS Management 

Areas 0 3 6 0

2 6

Depuration of stock from sites outwith MSS management 

area 0 4 0

Movements off 
Frequency of movements off within MSS Management 

Areas 0 1

Number of destinations

20 0

Number of suppliers

Movements on Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS

Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or 

compartment including third country 0 10

2 10 0

Live shellfish movements

Susceptible to Bonamia ostrea (OED)

Susceptible to Marteilia refringens (OED, MED)

Susceptible to OsHV (CGI)

Site contacts Number of sites holding susceptible species within a tidal 

excursion 0

If susceptible species present, score for each pathogen

SS0164

DJT

If no susceptible species present = LOW risk

Surveillance Frequency Shell Page 1 of 12018-0603



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

Case No: 2018-0603 22/11/2018

Site No: SS0164 DJT

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

ECI 27/11/2018 DJT AJW

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12018-0603



                
 
 

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 
 

 
 

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 SS0164  SITE NAME Fuam an Tolla (Site 2) 
INSPECTOR David Tomlinson & Duncan McNicoll CASE NO 20180603 
 
 
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.  
 





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

2018-0607 Date of visit: 22/11/2018

KAS

Site No: FS0511 Site Name:

Business No: FB0297

Case Types: 1 ECI 2 CNI 3 VMD 4 5 6

6.8 Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: GR F CoGP MA:

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:

Case No:

Time spent on site: 2 hours Main Inspector:

Forgue

Water Temp (°C): T146

Water type:

Business Name: Forgue Fish Farm

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12018-0607



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

Case No: 2018-0607 Site No: FS0511

Date of Visit: Inspector(s):

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

N

Site Details   

16 7 16

Species rtr tro rtr rtr brook 

Age group mvg mvg mvg mvg mvg

No Fish 17,500 2,500 30,000 10,000 200

Mean Fish Wt <100g <100g 100-500g 500-1500g 250g

N N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Transport Records

Y

Y

Mortality Records

Y

If other detail:

Y

Y

N

If yes, detail:

N/A

N/A

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

If yes, detail action:

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

5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities?

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

input on 14/11/18 resulted in transport morts of 180 (from 8940) but now feeding fine and no mortalities

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked?

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?

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): 180 from recent stocking - transport related (see below)

Burial on site - very few

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

Next Fallow Date (Site) n/a Next Input Date (Site) next week/ongoing

22/11/2018 KAS

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

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?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 31/10/2017
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N

If other, detail:

Y

Y

N

If other, detail:

N/A

Biosecurity Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

N

31/10/17 - 22/11/18Records checked between:

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?

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

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? 

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results? 

 If yes, detail:

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

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)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?
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Additional Case Information:

Water very clear all summer - no issues with costia this year.    

Reduced handling and feeding when weather very hot and no associated mortalities.

Hatchery not currently stocked and unlikely to get eggs in again - receiving stock at about 10g from Northern Trout Hebden site 

and doing well.

Visibility poor during inspection due to recent rainfall, fish responded will to feed and fish sampled for VMD appeared healthy.

RTR sent for table trade to butcher in Macduff twice a week - no on farm processing takes place.

KAS accompanied by AJW.  VMD sampling by KAS.  Movement record checks by AJW all other paperwork by KAS.
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Case no:

Priority samples: VI BA PA MG HI

Time sampling Inspector: KAS VMD No. 1

starts/ends:

Environmental conditions: 1 Wet 2 Cloudy 3 4 5

Summary samples HIST BA MG VI PA Total Samples

Pool/Fish No

Fish nos 1

Pool Group

Species RTR

Average weight 0.2500

Sex N/A

Water Type FW

Stock Origin N
o
rt

h
e
rn

 T
ro

u
t 

H
e
b
d
e
n

Facility No 4

22/11/20182018-0607 Site No: FS0511

S
to

c
k
 D

e
ta

ils

Add Fish/Pools - click 

12:00:00 12:05:00

Date of visit/ 

Sampling:
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0 Total Tests assigned 0

.

Additional Sample Information:
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Case Number: 2018-0607 Site No: Insp:

Date of Visit 22/11/2018 Score

0 1-5 6-10 >10

0 5 10 14 5

0 9 18 26 0

0 5 10 14 5

0 3 6 10 10

0 3 6 10 10

Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10

0

1 2 4 1

1 3 6

1 4 8

Management practices None Secure Unsecure

Water contacts with 

processors 0 1 2 0

0 0

1

2

4

8

10

0 0

3

5

0 0

5

Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2 or 3 ≥ 4

0 1 2 0

0 1 2 0

0 0

1

CoGP/Regulator

0 0

3 3

0 0

2

Total 34

Rank HIGH

Feeding unpasteurised feed

Sites operating from single shorebase

Sites sharing staff and equipment

Yes

No

No

Yes

No

Yes

Site's own waste only processed.

Common processes with other farms 

Collection point for waste from other farms

No feeding of unpasteurised feed

Processing fish from MS of equivalent status

Processing fish from zone or compartment of 

equivalent status

Processing fish from Category III farm

Processing fish from Category V farm

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters 

No on farm processing

Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)

Number of destinations

Farm is protected (secure water supply through 

disinfection or borehole)

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category I 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category III 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

KAS

No of movements/supp./dest.

Live fish movements

Movements on (from out 

with GB) of susceptible 

species

Movements off

Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS

Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or 

compartment including third country

Number of suppliers

Frequency of movements off

FS0511

Water contacts with other 

farms (holding species 

susceptible to same 

diseases)

On farm processing within 

the rules of the directive

Practices in accordance 

with regulator or industry 

code of practice

Platform access to cages

Disposal of fish and fish by-

products

Use of unpasteurised feeds

Contacts with other sites

Disinfection of equipment 

between sites, use of 

footbaths etc
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Case No: 2018-0607 Site No: FS0511

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)

N

Y

Predator nets around perimeter

If other, detail below:

N

Y

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?

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.

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?

1. Has the site experienced sea lice problems in the previous 4 years?

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)

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

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

4. Is there a signed documented farm management agreement or statement relevant to the site and CoGP Farm 

Management Area (or equivalent)?

5. Have these been reported to local DSFB forthwith (where they exist)? (CoGP –  4.4.37, 5.4.17)

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

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

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? 

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) 

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

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

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

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

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

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

Containment Inspection

4. Have these been reported to Scottish Ministers? 

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)

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

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)
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Case No: 2018-0607 22/11/2018

Site No: FS0511 KAS

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

ECI CNI VMD 23/11/2018 KAS ASM

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:
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R04  

 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 
 

Forgue Fish Farm 
Inverkeithny 
Huntly 
Aberdeenshire 
AB54 7XD 

 

 
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT 

 
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR 

 
BUSINESS NO FB0297  DATE OF VISIT 22/11/2018 
SITE NO FS0511  SITE NAME Forgue 
INSPECTOR Katy Slessor & Amanda Walker CASE NO 20180607 
 
 
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.  
 
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. 
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2018-0608 Date of visit: 29/11/2018

KAS

Site No: FS0371 Site Name:

Business No: FB0235

Case Types: 1 VMD 2 MIX 3 4 5 6

Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: CE F CoGP MA:

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:

Water Temp (°C):

Water type:

Business Name: Cooke Aquaculture (Freshwater) Ltd

Case No:

Time spent on site: 2.5hours Main Inspector:

Yetts O' Muckart
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Additional Case Information:

Stocks on site all appeared healthy.  Manager stated this has being the best crop of fish through the site so far - fish all from 

Holmwrangle and will be from Holmwrangle again next year.

Fish will be going off as 2019 s1's in March/April to Ness of Copister

Also stocked in July with s0's from cairndow following problems with water at Cairndow, these fish all went out in October to 

Stead of Aithness

Vaccinating over last 2 weeks with PD7.  First batch vaccinated just about back to taking full feed.

Treated weekly with prophylactic formalin plus post vac formalin dosage at the moment.

Water temp 6.9

SEPA consent allow greater water extraction from river over winter - mortalies drop very low when water flow on site is 

increased in October

Movement records checked by AJW, all other paperwork by KAS supervised by AJW and sampling by KAS.
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Case No: 2018-0608 Site No: FS0371

Date of Visit: Inspector(s):

Registration/Authorisation Details

N

Y

Site Details   

15 14 15

Species SAL

Age group parr

No Fish 728,000

Mean Fish Wt 84.7g

N N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

N/A

Transport Records

Mortality Records

Y

If other detail:

Y

N

Y

If yes, detail:

Y

N/A

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

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?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 15/03/2016

29/11/2018 KAS

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

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

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?

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?

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): single figures/tank/week

2. How are mortalities disposed of? Ensiled - on site

lesions late August, early Sept - controlled with pyceze and formalin treatment.  Mortalies 50-100/tank 

peak at 500/tank but returned to normal within 2 weeks.  No antibiotics used.

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

If yes, detail action: FVG - significant flank lesions

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

Formalin

If other, detail:

Y

Y

Y

Formalin

If other, detail:

Y

Biosecurity Records

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

 If yes, detail:

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

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)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

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?

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

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? 

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? 

March 2016 to 29/11/18Records checked between:
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Case no:

Priority samples: VI BA PA MG HI

Time sampling Inspector: KAS VMD No. 10

starts/ends:

Environmental conditions: 1 Indoors 2 3 4 5

Summary samples HIST BA MG VI PA Total Samples

Pool/Fish No

Fish nos 1-6 7-12 13-18 19-21 22-24 25-27 28-30

Pool Group

Species SAL SAL SAL SAL SAL SAL SAL

Average weight 0.0800 0.0800 0.0800 0.0800 0.0800 0.0800 0.0800

Sex

Water Type FW FW FW FW FW FW FW

Stock Origin H
o
lm

w
ra

n
g
le

H
o
lm

w
ra

n
g
le

H
o
lm

w
ra

n
g
le

H
o
lm

w
ra

n
g
le

H
o
lm

w
ra

n
g
le

H
o
lm

w
ra

n
g
le

H
o
lm

w
ra

n
g
le

Facility No A01 A02 A03 B1 B2 C1 C2

29/11/20182018-0608 Site No: FS0371

S
to

c
k
 D

e
ta

ils

Add Fish/Pools - click 

13:30:00 14:00:00

Date of visit/ 

Sampling:
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0 Total Tests assigned 0

.

Additional Sample Information:

Sampled by KAS
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Case No: 2018-0608 29/11/2018

Site No: FS0371 KAS

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

VMD, MIX 11/12/2018 KAS PMM

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12018-0608
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2018-0611 Date of visit: 27/11/2018

JET

Site No: FS0398 Site Name:

Business No: FB0444

Case Types: 1 ECI 2 CNI 3 MIX 4 VMD 5 6

6 Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: WI F CoGP MA:

Dead/weak/abnormally behaving fish present? N If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

Clinical signs of disease observed? Y 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:

Case No:

Time spent on site: 3 hours Main Inspector:

Clachan Hatchery

Water Temp (°C): T147

Water type:

Business Name: Hebridean Smolts Ltd

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12018-0611
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Additional Case Information:

Water very dark in colour, difficult to observe fish below surface.

Small number of fish with lesions observed in tanks 5 and 6, very active in water and unable to be caught with hand nets.

Fish sampled for VMD appeared healthy

Stock on site hatched at Mingarry Hatchery, then on-grown at Loch Na Shibaidh Mhor and Loch A'Clachan. Moved to Clachan 

Hatchery for grading and vaccination. Due to move fish to sea sites March - April 2019.

Formalin treatment prescribed by vet via cascade.

Inspection and paper work carried out by JET, observed by NYL. VMD sampling carried out by JET and NYL.
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Case No: 2018-0611 Site No: FS0398

Date of Visit: Inspector(s):

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

Y

Site Details   

12 10 12

Species SAL

Age group 2019 S1

No Fish 433,763

Mean Fish Wt 50g

Y N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

N/A

Transport Records

Y

Y

Mortality Records

Y

If other detail:

Y

N

N

If yes, detail:

N/A

N/A

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

If yes, detail action:

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

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?

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?

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): 485 (0.1%) across site

Whiteshore cockles

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

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

27/11/2018 JET

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

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?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

Some fish with lesions on site, low mortality, treated with Formalin and Pyceze, samples to be sent to 

FVG for further analysis.

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 31/10/2017

Site Records Page 1 of 22018-0611
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Y

Formalin, T.M.S., Pyceze

If other, detail:

Y

N

Y

Formalin, T.M.S.

If other, detail:

Y

Biosecurity Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

Y

Y

N

31/10/2017 - 27/11/2018Records checked between:

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?

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

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? 

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results? 

 If yes, detail:

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

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)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?
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Case no:

Priority samples: VI BA PA MG HI

Time sampling Inspector: JET VMD No. 13

starts/ends:

Environmental conditions: 1 Indoors 2 3 4 5

Summary samples HIST BA MG VI PA Total Samples

Pool/Fish No

Fish nos 2 4 4 2 4 4 3 6 6 6

Pool Group

Species SAL SAL SAL SAL SAL SAL SAL SAL SAL SAL

Average weight 50g 50g 50g 50g 50g 50g 50g 50g 50g 50g

Sex N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Water Type FW FW FW FW FW FW FW FW FW FW

Stock Origin L
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Date of visit/ 

Sampling:
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0 Total Tests assigned 0

.

Additional Sample Information:
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Case Number: 2018-0611 Site No: Insp:

Date of Visit 27/11/2018 Score

0 1-5 6-10 >10

0 5 10 14 0

0 9 18 26 0

0 5 10 14 0

0 3 6 10 6

0 3 6 10 3

Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10

0

1 2 4 1

1 3 6

1 4 8

Management practices None Secure Unsecure

Water contacts with 

processors 0 1 2 0

0 0

1

2

4

8

10

0

3 3

5

0 0

5

Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2 or 3 ≥ 4

0 1 2 1

0 1 2 1

0 0

1

CoGP/Regulator

0 0

3

0 0

2

Total 15

Rank LOW

Feeding unpasteurised feed

Sites operating from single shorebase

Sites sharing staff and equipment

Yes

No

No

Yes

No

Yes

Site's own waste only processed.

Common processes with other farms 

Collection point for waste from other farms

No feeding of unpasteurised feed

Processing fish from MS of equivalent status

Processing fish from zone or compartment of 

equivalent status

Processing fish from Category III farm

Processing fish from Category V farm

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters 

No on farm processing

Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)

Number of destinations

Farm is protected (secure water supply through 

disinfection or borehole)

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category I 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category III 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

JET

No of movements/supp./dest.

Live fish movements

Movements on (from out 

with GB) of susceptible 

species

Movements off

Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS

Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or 

compartment including third country

Number of suppliers

Frequency of movements off

FS0398

Water contacts with other 

farms (holding species 

susceptible to same 

diseases)

On farm processing within 

the rules of the directive

Practices in accordance 

with regulator or industry 

code of practice

Platform access to cages

Disposal of fish and fish by-

products

Use of unpasteurised feeds

Contacts with other sites

Disinfection of equipment 

between sites, use of 

footbaths etc

Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 12018-0611
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Case No: 2018-0611 Site No: FS0398

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)

N

Y

Site indoors, top nets

If other, detail below:

N

Y

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?

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.

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?

1. Has the site experienced sea lice problems in the previous 4 years?

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)

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

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

4. Is there a signed documented farm management agreement or statement relevant to the site and CoGP Farm 

Management Area (or equivalent)?

5. Have these been reported to local DSFB forthwith (where they exist)? (CoGP –  4.4.37, 5.4.17)

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

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

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? 

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) 

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

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

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

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

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

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

Containment Inspection

4. Have these been reported to Scottish Ministers? 

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)

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

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)

Click to select predator measures

CNI & SLI Page 1 of 12018-0611
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Site No: FS0398

Case No: 2018-0611

Nature of non-compliance: 

Action taken (FHI): 

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

Sample Condition Page 1 of 12018-0611
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Case No: 2018-0611 27/11/2018

Site No: FS0398 JET

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

ECI,CNI,VMD,MIX 06/11/2018 JET DJT

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12018-0611



                
 
 

R04  

 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 
 

Hebridean Smolts Ltd 
Clachan Hatchery 
Loch Carnan, South Uist 
Western Isles 
HS8 5PD 

 
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT 

 
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR 

 
BUSINESS NO FB0444  DATE OF VISIT 27/11/2018 
SITE NO FS0398  SITE NAME Clachan Hatchery 
INSPECTOR Joe Triscott and Nicole Little CASE NO 20180611 
 
 
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.  
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2018-0612 Date of visit: 27/11/2018

JET

Site No: FS0145 Site Name:

Business No: FB0444

Case Types: 1 ECI 2 CNI 3 4 5 6

6 Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: WI F CoGP MA:

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:

Case No:

Time spent on site: 1.5 hours Main Inspector:

Mingarry Hatchery

Water Temp (°C): T147

Water type:

Business Name: Hebridean Smolts Ltd

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12018-0612
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Additional Case Information:

17/05/2018 - 20564 (1.3%) - following grading of fish from polytunnel tanks to larger outdoor tanks, the water inlet was not 

switched on in one of the receiving tanks (T34), resulting in no water flow to tank. Large mortality discovered the next morning.

Site received eggs on 15/11/2018, eggs began to hatch w/b 26/11/2018.

Site will be due to send approx 500,00 parr to Clachan Hatchery, remaining fish to be grown on to smolts for sea sites.

Inspection and paperwork completed by JET, observed by NYL.

Additional Information Page 1 of 12018-0612
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Case No: 2018-0612 Site No: FS0145

Date of Visit: Inspector(s):

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

Y

Site Details   

79 1 79

Species SAL

Age group S0 2018

No Fish 968,800

Mean Fish Wt Ova

N N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Transport Records

Y

Y

Mortality Records

Y

If other detail:

Y

N

Y

If yes, detail:

N/A

N/A

17/05/2018 - 20564 (1.3%) - following grading of fish from polytunnel tanks to larger outdoor tanks, the 

water inlet was not switched on in one of the receiving tanks (T34), resulting in no water flow to tank. 

Large mortality discovered the next morning.

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

If yes, detail action:

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

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?

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?

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

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

Whiteshore cockles

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

Next Fallow Date (Site) October 2019 Next Input Date (Site) January 2019

27/11/2018 JET

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

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?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 31/10/2017

Site Records Page 1 of 22018-0612
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N

If other, detail:

N/A

N/A

If other, detail:

N/A

Biosecurity Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

N

31/10/2017 - 27/11/2018Records checked between:

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?

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

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? 

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results? 

 If yes, detail:

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

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)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

Site Records Page 2 of 22018-0612
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Case Number: 2018-0612 Site No: Insp:

Date of Visit 27/11/2018 Score

0 1-5 6-10 >10

0 5 10 14 5

0 9 18 26

0 5 10 14 5

0 3 6 10 10

0 3 6 10 3

Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10

0

1 2 4 1

1 3 6

1 4 8

Management practices None Secure Unsecure

Water contacts with 

processors 0 1 2 0

0 0

1

2

4

8

10

0 0

3

5

0 0

5

Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2 or 3 ≥ 4

0 1 2 1

0 1 2 1

0 0

1

CoGP/Regulator

0 0

3

0 0

2

Total 26

Rank HIGH

Feeding unpasteurised feed

Sites operating from single shorebase

Sites sharing staff and equipment

Yes

No

No

Yes

No

Yes

Site's own waste only processed.

Common processes with other farms 

Collection point for waste from other farms

No feeding of unpasteurised feed

Processing fish from MS of equivalent status

Processing fish from zone or compartment of 

equivalent status

Processing fish from Category III farm

Processing fish from Category V farm

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters 

No on farm processing

Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)

Number of destinations

Farm is protected (secure water supply through 

disinfection or borehole)

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category I 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category III 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

JET

No of movements/supp./dest.

Live fish movements

Movements on (from out 

with GB) of susceptible 

species

Movements off

Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS

Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or 

compartment including third country

Number of suppliers

Frequency of movements off

FS0145

Water contacts with other 

farms (holding species 

susceptible to same 

diseases)

On farm processing within 

the rules of the directive

Practices in accordance 

with regulator or industry 

code of practice

Platform access to cages

Disposal of fish and fish by-

products

Use of unpasteurised feeds

Contacts with other sites

Disinfection of equipment 

between sites, use of 

footbaths etc

Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 12018-0612
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Case No: 2018-0612 Site No: FS0145

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)

N

Y

Site indoors, top nets

If other, detail below:

N

Y

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?

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.

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?

1. Has the site experienced sea lice problems in the previous 4 years?

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)

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

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

4. Is there a signed documented farm management agreement or statement relevant to the site and CoGP Farm 

Management Area (or equivalent)?

5. Have these been reported to local DSFB forthwith (where they exist)? (CoGP –  4.4.37, 5.4.17)

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

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

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? 

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) 

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

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

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

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

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

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

Containment Inspection

4. Have these been reported to Scottish Ministers? 

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)

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

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)

CNI & SLI Page 1 of 12018-0612
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Case No: 2018-0612 27/11/2018

Site No: FS0145 JET

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

ECI,CNI,MRT 14/12/2018 JET DJT

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12018-0612



                
 
 

R04  

 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 
 

 
Hebridean Smolts Ltd 
Clachan Hatchery 
Loch Carnan, South Uist 
Western Isles 
HS8 5PD 

 
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT 

 
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR 

 
BUSINESS NO FB0444  DATE OF VISIT 27/11/2018 
SITE NO FS0145  SITE NAME Mingarry Hatchery 
INSPECTOR Joe Triscott & Nicole Little CASE NO 20180612 
 
 
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.  
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2018-0613 Date of visit: 28/11/2018

JET

Site No: FS0531 Site Name:

Business No: FB0119

Case Types: 1 REG 2 3 4 5 6

Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: WI S CoGP MA: W-18

Dead/weak/abnormally behaving fish present? N/A If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

Clinical signs of disease observed? N/A If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

Gross pathology observed? N/A If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

Diagnostic samples taken?

N/A

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

Water Temp (°C):

Water type:

Business Name: Marine Harvest (Scotland) Ltd

Unable to inspect cages due to poor weather.

Case No:

Time spent on site: 2 hours Main Inspector:

Ornish Island

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12018-0613
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Additional Case Information:

AGD and PGD on site, freshwater treatment was due to take place w/b 26/11/18, but has been delayed due to poor weather.

30/10/11/ - 01/11/18 - Thermolicer treatment carried out

Sea lice figures checked between input (w/b 31/07/2017) and 28/11/2018. Average adult female sea lice figures above 3 

reported to FHI - w/b 22/10/2018 - 3.7. w/b 19/11/2018 - 4.51, picked up during inspection.

Paperwork completed by JET, observed by NYL.

Additional Information Page 1 of 12018-0613
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Case No: 2018-0613 Site No: FS0531

Date of Visit: Inspector(s):

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

N

Site Details   

12 7 0

Species SAL

Age group Q4 2017

No Fish 306,371

Mean Fish Wt 3.5 kg

Y N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

N/A

Transport Records

Mortality Records

Y

If other detail:

Y

N

Y

If yes, detail:

Y

Y

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

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?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

AGD and PGD

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 01/06/2016

28/11/2018 JET

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

Next Fallow Date (Site) April 2019 Next Input Date (Site) January 2020

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?

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?

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): 6508 (1.9%) across site - AGD PGD related mortality

Whiteshore cockles

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

w/b - 06/08/18 - 1.92% 19000 - post treatment thermolicer

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

If yes, detail action: Reported to FHI, mortality fell below 1% the following week.

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

Site Records Page 1 of 22018-0613
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If other, detail:

If other, detail:

Biosecurity Records

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

 If yes, detail:

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

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)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

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?

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

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? 

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? 

01/06/2016 - 28/11/2018Records checked between:

Site Records Page 2 of 22018-0613
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Case No: 2018-0613 28/11/2018

Site No: FS0531 JET

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

REG 06/12/2018 JET DJT

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12018-0613
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 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 

 

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 



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

2018-0615 Date of visit: 22/11/2018

ALW

Site No: SS0359 Site Name:

Business No: SB0523

Case Types: 1 MOV 2 ECI 3 4 5 6

8.8 Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: ST S CoGP MA:

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:

Water Temp (°C): T148

Water type:

Business Name: Lochnell Oysters

Case No:

Time spent on site: 2 hours Main Inspector:

Sgeir Liath

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12018-0615
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Additional Case Information:

Inspection of batch of 200,000 native oysters destined for Jersey Sea Farms (MD18/043, INTRA.GB.2018.0034562). Oysters 

looked very clean and in good condition. Site was also preparing a batch of 20,000 native oysters for the Blue Marine 

Foundation oyster restoration project in the Solent.

Site currently has native oysters, Pacific oysters and mussels, but looking to take in a batch of purple sea urchins in December 

which are used to keep the shells clean.

Site uses trestles with bags and hanging baskets on trestles and ropes for ongrowing. The 120 3.5m trestles are being 

removed to be replaced with the Oystergro system to improve food access for spat/juveniles. This system uses floating 

baskets to allow them to move up and down with the tide. During the winter the floats can be filled with water to sink the 

baskets and protect the shells from low air temperatures.

Business has been suppling native oysters for the Dornoch Environmental Enhancement Project (DEEP). The shells are 

placed in freshwater for a short period and cleaned by hand to remove any biofouling. The oysters are transferred to Heriot 

Watt University where they are cleaned again and rinsed with formaldehyde to ensure nothing is transferred to the Dornoch 

Firth. A number of shells were tested for Bonamia, Marteilia and OsHV and the results were negative. Some of the empty 

oyster shells will also be cleaned and used as substrate in the Dornoch Firth.

May apply for new site at Portmahomack as part of the DEEP work. Would like to increase the number of oysters deployed 

and a new site in the area would be more practical than moving shells from Sgeir Liath. Looking at using Oystergro system as 

would have least impact and would only stock from May to September.

Owner is also going to be collecting wild native oyster broodstock from Ulva and Skye area for restoration work. The 

broodshells will be moved to Morecambe Bay Oysters and the resulting spat and the broodshells will be returned to the site of 

origin. Restoration work is continuing in Loch Creran.

May supply broodshells to new oyster hatchery that is being developed in Orkney.

A lot of empty shells in batch from Morecambe Bay in April (approx 50,000 from 120,000) which was attributed to food supply 

issue at source site, but mortality levels on site are very low.

Additional Information Page 1 of 12018-0615



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

Case No: 2018-0615 Site No: SS0359

Date of Visit: Inspector(s):

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

Y

Site Details   

210 trestles 

+ 4 lines

50 trestles + 

4 lines

210 trestles 

+ 4 lines

Species OED OED OED CGI CGI CGI MED

Age group Brood 2017 2018 2016 2017 2018 Juv

No Fish 100 4,000 10,000 20,000 10,000 10,000 200kg

Mean Fish Wt 85-200g 2-10g 5g 65-120g 60-80g 2-6g 20-50mm

N N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records

Y

Y

N/A

N/A

Y

Transport Records

Mortality Records

Y

If other detail:

Y

N

Y

If yes, detail:

N/A

N/A

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

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?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 21/06/2018

22/11/2018 ALW

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

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

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?

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?

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): No observed mortality

Crushed shells being used as substrate for DEEP

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

~50,000 on arrival in batch from Morecambe Bay due to food issues at source

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

If yes, detail action:

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

Site Records Page 1 of 22018-0615
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If other, detail:

If other, detail:

Biosecurity Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

Y

Y

N

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

 If yes, detail:

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

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)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

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?

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

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? 

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? 

21/6/18 - 22/11/18Records checked between:

Site Records Page 2 of 22018-0615
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Case Number: 2018-0615 Site No:

Date of Visit 22/11/2018 Inspector:

Number of Susceptible species on site

No Yes

0 25 25

0 3 3

0 3 3

Sites within a tidal excursion 1 2-5 >6

0 1-2 >3

0 5 10 0

0 5 10 5

0 3 6 6

Management 

practices None

Secure 

(effluent 

treatment)

Unsecure 

(no effluent 

treatment)

Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2 or 3 ≥ 4

0 1 2 0

0 1 5 0

Yes No

Total 61

Risk HIGH

If susceptible species present, score for each pathogen

SS0359

ALW

If no susceptible species present = LOW risk

2 10 2

Live shellfish movements

Susceptible to Bonamia ostrea (OED)

Susceptible to Marteilia refringens (OED, MED)

Susceptible to OsHV (CGI)

Site contacts Number of sites holding susceptible species within a tidal 

excursion 0

20 10

Number of suppliers

Movements on Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS

Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or 

compartment including third country 0 10

Movements off 
Frequency of movements off within MSS Management 

Areas 0 1

Number of destinations

2

2

8

0

Frequency of movements off outwith MSS Management 

Areas 0 3 6 6

2 6

Depuration of stock from sites outwith MSS management 

area 0 4 0

2 0

Water contacts with 

depuration facilities 
1

0

Depuration of stock from own sites within MSS 

management area 0 1

Depuration of stock from other businesses sites within 

MSS management area 0

Contacts with other 

sites

Sites operating from single shorebase

Sites sharing staff and equipment

Disinfection of equipment between sites, use of footbaths etc 0

Surveillance Frequency Shell Page 1 of 12018-0615
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Case No: 2018-0615 22/11/2018

Site No: SS0359 ALW

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

ECI 23/11/2018 ALW ASM

MOV 23/11/2018 ALW ASM

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12018-0615
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 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 
 

Lochnell Oysters 
Glencoe Etive Park 
North Connel 
by Oban Argyll 
PA37 1SJ 

 
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT 

 
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR 

 
BUSINESS NO SB0523  DATE OF VISIT 22/11/2018 
SITE NO SS0359  SITE NAME Sgeir Liath 
INSPECTOR Andrea Warwick CASE NO 20180615 
 
 
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.  
 
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.  
 





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

2018-0616 Date of visit: 14/11/2018

ASM

Site No: SS0892 Site Name:

Business No: SB0350

Case Types: 1 PSI 2 3 4 5 6

Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: SH 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:

Case No:

Time spent on site: 10 mins Main Inspector:

Northwest of Lungness

Water Temp (°C):

Water type:

Business Name: Sandsound Mussels

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12018-0616
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Additional Case Information:

No health issues at the moment

Spat fall has been very good this year.

Additional Information Page 1 of 12018-0616
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Case Number: 2018-0616 Site No:

Date of Visit 14/11/2018 Inspector:

Number of Susceptible species on site

No Yes

0 25

0 3 3

0 3

Sites within a tidal excursion 1 2-5 >6

0 1-2 >3

0 5 10 0

0 5 10

0 3 6 0

Management 

practices None

Secure 

(effluent 

treatment)

Unsecure 

(no effluent 

treatment)

Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2 or 3 ≥ 4

0 1 2 1

0 1 5 1

Yes No

Total 7

Risk LOW

2 0

Water contacts with 

depuration facilities 
0

Depuration of stock from own sites within MSS 

management area 0 1

Depuration of stock from other businesses sites within 

MSS management area 0

Contacts with other 

sites

Sites operating from single shorebase

Sites sharing staff and equipment

Disinfection of equipment between sites, use of footbaths etc 0

2

2

8

0

Frequency of movements off outwith MSS Management 

Areas 0 3 6

2 6

Depuration of stock from sites outwith MSS management 

area 0 4

Movements off 
Frequency of movements off within MSS Management 

Areas 0 1

Number of destinations

20

Number of suppliers

Movements on Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS

Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or 

compartment including third country 0 10

2 10 2

Live shellfish movements

Susceptible to Bonamia ostrea (OED)

Susceptible to Marteilia refringens (OED, MED)

Susceptible to OsHV (CGI)

Site contacts Number of sites holding susceptible species within a tidal 

excursion 0

If susceptible species present, score for each pathogen

SS0892

ASM

If no susceptible species present = LOW risk

Surveillance Frequency Shell Page 1 of 12018-0616
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Case No: 2018-0616 Site No: SS0892

Date of case: Inspector(s): ASM

Business/site contacts correct? (if no, update site summary sheet) Y

Site Details

Total No facilities: 9 9

Species MED MED MED

Age group 2018 2017 2016

No shellfish 3 longlines 3 longlines 3 longlines

Mean fish Wt <1g ~8g ~15g

Next fallow date (site)

Date of last inspection: (ECI or PSI): 21/07/2016

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:

Are there any diseases on your site? N

If yes, detail:

Have you experienced predation on site? N

If yes, detail:

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):

Very good

14/11/2018

No facilities stocked: 

No plans Next input date (site) Summer 2019

None observed

Shellfish PSI Page 1 of 12018-0616
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Case No: 2018-0616 14/11/2018

Site No: SS0892 ASM

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

PSI 23/11/2018 ASM KAS

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12018-0616
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 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 
 

Sandsound Mussels 
Sandsound Mussels 
Seaview 
Bixter, Shetland 
ZE2 9LU 

 
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT 

 
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR 

 
BUSINESS NO SB0350  DATE OF CASE 14/11/2018 
SITE NO SS0892  SITE NAME Northwest of Lungness 
INSPECTOR Andy Mayes  CASE NO 20180616 
 
 
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: 23/11/18  
 

    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 
 



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

2018-0622 Date of visit: 27/11/2018

PMM

Site No: FS1121 Site Name:

Business No: FB0125

Case Types: 1 ECI 2 CNI 3 SLI 4 5 6

9.8 Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: SH S CoGP MA: S-5

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:

Water Temp (°C): T153

Water type:

Business Name: Scottish Sea Farms Ltd

Case No:

Time spent on site: 3 hrs Main Inspector:

Bight of Bellister, Dury Voe

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12018-0622
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Additional Case Information:

Follow up inspection to case number 20180569, where site access wasn't possible due to adverse weather.  Refer to case 

20180569 for full ECI paperwork and report.

No issues reported or observed on site at time of inspection.  Most easterly cages are fallow with remaining 10 stocked.  Fish 

were deeper in water and appeared to be shoaling well.  Weather deteriorated during site inspection with winds picking up to 

force 7, swell through site was also picking up at time of inspection.

All cages fitted with Sapphire seal pro nets.

705 morts for site since last inspection.

Additional Information Page 1 of 12018-0622
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Case No: 2018-0622 Site No: FS1121

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)

N

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

N

N

N/A

N

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

N

Y

Tensioned nets, Top nets, MML

If other, detail below:

N

Y

4. Have these been reported to Scottish Ministers? 

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)

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

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)

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

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

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

Containment Inspection

1. Has the site experienced sea lice problems in the previous 4 years?

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)

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

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

4. Is there a signed documented farm management agreement or statement relevant to the site and CoGP Farm 

Management Area (or equivalent)?

5. Have these been reported to local DSFB forthwith (where they exist)? (CoGP –  4.4.37, 5.4.17)

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

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

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? 

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) 

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

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

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

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?

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.

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?

CNI & SLI Page 1 of 12018-0622



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

Case No: 2018-0622 27/11/2018

Site No: FS1121 PMM

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

refer to 20180569 11/12/2018 PMM JET

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12018-0622



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

2018-0623 Date of visit: 27/11/2018

PMM

Site No: SS0905 Site Name:

Business No: SB0372

Case Types: 1 ECI 2 3 4 5 6

9.9 Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: SH S CoGP MA:

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:

Case No:

Time spent on site: 30 mins Main Inspector:

Grunna Voe

Water Temp (°C): T153

Water type:

Business Name: Shetland Mussels Ltd

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12018-0623
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Additional Case Information:

Site inspected as follow-up to 2018-0561 where site access not possible due to adverse weather conditions.  All paperwok 

completed during 2018-0561.  No issues noted on site at time of inspection, 4 lines in the water.

Additional Information Page 1 of 12018-0623



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

Case No: 2018-0623 27/11/2018

Site No: SS0905 PMM

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

No report-see 20180561 11/12/2018 PMM JET

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12018-0623
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2018-0624 Date of visit: 28/11/2018

PMM

Site No: FS0489 Site Name:

Business No: FB0440

Case Types: 1 ECI 2 CNI 3 SLI 4 VMD 5 6

9.4 Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: SH S CoGP MA: S-8b

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:

Water Temp (°C): T153

Water type:

Business Name: Grieg Seafood Shetland Ltd

Case No:

Time spent on site: 5 hours Main Inspector:

Cole Deep

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12018-0624
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Additional Case Information:

Site experienced slight increase in mortalities post input, these were attributed to fin damage.  

Sites in area stopped using net wash boats the previous cycle and have stopped using the sea lice skirts (reportedly removed 

in October) as they believe that this has compromised the gills and has resulted in increased gill damage.  This is in line with 

the findings of some Grieg sites in Norway.  Aeriation may be used this cycle, but this has still to be decided.

Site was diagnosed with complex gill issues in October and a H2O2 treatment was conducted, which has reportedly been 

successful.

Detailed FMAg in place signed by Grieg, SSF and CAS covering CoGP FMA S8a and S8b.

Fish sampled for VMD appeared healthy and were in good condition.
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Case No: 2018-0624 Site No: FS0489

Date of Visit: Inspector(s):

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

N

Site Details   

12 12 12

Species SAL

Age group 2018 S0

No Fish 740,836

Mean Fish Wt 442g

N N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

N/A

Transport Records

Y

Y

Mortality Records

Y

If other detail:

Y

N

N

If yes, detail:

N/A

N/A

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

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?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 09/11/2017

28/11/2018 PMM

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

Next Fallow Date (Site) Feb 2020 Next Input Date (Site) Aug / Sept 2020

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?

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?

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks):

29/10 - 4,916 for site attributed to poor performers/failed smolts, 05/11 - 5,171 

for site (3,688 attributed to poor performers, 1,483 attributed to complex gills), 

12/11 - 5,052 for site (3,403 attributed to poor performer, 299 deformed, 891 

post treatment, 194 complex gills and 106 to physical damage), 19/11 - 3,842 

for site attributed to poor performers.

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

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

If yes, detail action:

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

Site Records Page 1 of 22018-0624
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Y

H2O2, T.M.S.

If other, detail:

Y

Y

Y

T.M.S.

If other, detail:

Y

Biosecurity Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

Y

Y

N

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

 If yes, detail:

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

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)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

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?

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

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? 

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? 

Nov 2017 to 28/11/18Records checked between:
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Case Number: 2018-0624 Site No: Insp:

Date of Visit 28/11/2018 Score

0 1-5 6-10 >10

0 5 10 14 0

0 9 18 26 0

0 5 10 14 0

0 3 6 10 10

0 3 6 10 3

Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10

0 0

1 2 4 2

1 3 6 0

1 4 8 0

Management practices None Secure Unsecure

Water contacts with 

processors 0 1 2 0

0 0

1 0

2 0

4 0

8 0

10 0

0 0

3 3

5 0

0 0

5 0

Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2 or 3 ≥ 4

0 1 2 1

0 1 2 1

0 0

1 0

CoGP/Regulator

0 0

3 3

0 0

2 0

Total 23

Rank MEDIUM

Water contacts with other 

farms (holding species 

susceptible to same 

diseases)

On farm processing within 

the rules of the directive

Practices in accordance 

with regulator or industry 

code of practice

Platform access to cages

Disposal of fish and fish by-

products

Use of unpasteurised feeds

Contacts with other sites

Disinfection of equipment 

between sites, use of 

footbaths etc

PMM

No of movements/supp./dest.

Live fish movements

Movements on (from out 

with GB) of susceptible 

species

Movements off

Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS

Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or 

compartment including third country

Number of suppliers

Frequency of movements off

FS0489

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters 

No on farm processing

Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)

Number of destinations

Farm is protected (secure water supply through 

disinfection or borehole)

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category I 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category III 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Site's own waste only processed.

Common processes with other farms 

Collection point for waste from other farms

No feeding of unpasteurised feed

Processing fish from MS of equivalent status

Processing fish from zone or compartment of 

equivalent status

Processing fish from Category III farm

Processing fish from Category V farm

Feeding unpasteurised feed

Sites operating from single shorebase

Sites sharing staff and equipment

Yes

No

No

Yes

No

Yes

Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 12018-0624
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Case No: 2018-0624 Site No: FS0489

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

N

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

N

Y

Top Nets, tensioned nets, ADD

If other, detail below:

N

Y

4. Have these been reported to Scottish Ministers? 

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)

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

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)

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

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

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

Containment Inspection

1. Has the site experienced sea lice problems in the previous 4 years?

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)

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

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

4. Is there a signed documented farm management agreement or statement relevant to the site and CoGP Farm 

Management Area (or equivalent)?

5. Have these been reported to local DSFB forthwith (where they exist)? (CoGP –  4.4.37, 5.4.17)

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

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

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? 

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) 

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

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

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

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?

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.

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?
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Case No: 2018-0624 Site No: FS0489

Date of Visit: Inspector: PMM

Point of Compliance

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

28/11/2018

Points of Compliance for Both Farm Management Agreements and Statements

Arrangements for The Management of Sea Lice

If N, no further questions require completion.

1. Is the farm under inspection located within a farm management area?

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

individual farm?

12. Does the FMAg/S identify the arrangements for the storage and disposal of any dead fish from any 

fish farm in the area  or the individual farm?

7. Does the FMAg/S identify the date of review?

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

3. Is the current FMAg/S available for inspection?

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

Live Fish Movements

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

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

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 FMAg/S identify the species of fish which may be stocked into the area or farm?

Arrangements for Fish Health Management

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

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

of statement?

15. Does the FMAg/S identify any requirements for the sensitivity testing of available treatments for sea 

lice on farms in the area or individual farms?

16. Does the FMAg/S identify the circumstances under which biological controls and cleaner fish are to be 

used on farms in the area or individual farms?

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

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?
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Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Management and operation

25. Is the fish farm being managed and operated in accordance with the agreement or statement?

22. Does the FMAg/S identify whether one or more year classes may be stocked onto sites covered by the 

agreement or statement?

Harvesting

12/06/201826. What is the version no/date of issue of the FMAg/S?

23. Does the FMAg/S identify whether broodstock or potential broodstock are to be kept on any site 

covered by the agreement or statement?

24. Does the farm management agreement include arrangements for persons to become, or cease to be, 

parties to the agreement?

Point of Compliance for Farm Management Agreements Only

Fallowing

20. Does the FMAg/S identify acceptable harvest practices on farms in the area or individual farms?

21. Does the FMAg/S identify the dates by which the area or individual farm will be fallow and the earliest 

date when a farm or area may be restocked? 
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Case No: 2018-0624 28/11/2018

Site No: FS0489 PMM

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

ECI, CNI, SLI, VMD 10/12/2018 PMM KAS

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:
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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 
 

Grieg Seafood Shetland Ltd 
Gremista 
Lerwick 
Shetland 
ZE1 OPX 

 
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT 

 
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR 

 
BUSINESS NO FB0440  DATE OF VISIT 28/11/2018 
SITE NO FS0489  SITE NAME Cole Deep 
INSPECTOR Paul McKay  CASE NO 20180624 
 
 
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.  
 
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. 
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2018-0625 Date of visit: 28/11/2018

PMM

Site No: FS1278 Site Name:

Business No: FB0440

Case Types: 1 ECI 2 CNI 3 SLI 4 VMD 5 6

9.6 Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: SH S CoGP MA: S-8b

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:

Water Temp (°C): T153

Water type:

Business Name: Grieg Seafood Shetland Ltd

Case No:

Time spent on site: 5 Hours Main Inspector:

East of Papa Little

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12018-0625
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Additional Case Information:

No issues reported on site, planning a SLICE treatment to clear caligus settement during the first week of December.  Lep 

numbers currently very low.

Very detailed FMAg in place between GSS, CAS and SSF.  Inspection cancelled on 28/11 due to extreme weather, 

rescheduled for 29/11.  

No predation issues reported on site.  Site conducts daily water samples, when possible, to identify any environmental 

challenges and allow quicker management of any situations.

Site was diagnosed with AGD, H2O2 treatment conducted in October and fish have responded well, with gill scores dropping.  

The Migdale inputs are reported to be performing well.  Site was stocked with larger biomass at input, with the intention of 

splitting fish down to a proposed new site in the S8b CoGP MA.  However, this site is currently on hold and the fish may be 

split to Olna South, but this is to be confirmed.
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Case No: 2018-0625 Site No: FS1278

Date of Visit: Inspector(s):

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

N

Site Details   

10 10 10

Species SAL

Age group 2018 S0

No Fish ~600,000

Mean Fish Wt 300g

N N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

N/A

Transport Records

Y

Y

Mortality Records

Y

If other detail:

Y

N

N

If yes, detail:

N/A

N/A

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

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?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 09/11/2017

28/11/2018 PMM

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

Next Fallow Date (Site) Feb 2020 Next Input Date (Site) Aug/Sept 2020

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?

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?

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks):

28/10 - 2,014 for site (1,974 poor performer, 40 predation), 05/11 - 3,607 

(2,679 attributed to poor performer 928 to predation), 12/11 - 2,547 for site 

(1,150 poor performer, 818 predation and 579 post treatment), 19/11 - 2,070 

for site (872 poor performer, 911 predation and 268 physical damage)

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

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

If yes, detail action:

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

T.M.S.

If other, detail:

Y

Y

Y

T.M.S.

If other, detail:

Y

Biosecurity Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

Y

Y

N

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

 If yes, detail:

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

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)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

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?

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

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? 

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? 

Nov 2017 to 28/11/18Records checked between:
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Case no:

Priority samples: VI BA PA MG HI

Time sampling Inspector: PMM VMD No. 10

starts/ends:

Environmental conditions: 1 Indoors 2 3 4 5

Summary samples HIST BA MG VI PA Total Samples

Pool/Fish No

Fish nos 1-5 6-10 11-15

Pool Group

Species SAL SAL SAL

Average weight 300g 300g 300g

Sex

Water Type SW SW SW

Stock Origin G
ir
ls

ta
 H

a
tc

h
e
ry

 

G
ir
ls

ta
 H

a
tc

h
e
ry

G
ir
ls

ta
 H

a
tc

h
e
ry

Facility No 1 2 3

28/11/20182018-0625 Site No: FS1278

S
to

c
k
 D

e
ta

ils

Add Fish/Pools - click 

14:00:00 14:30:00

Date of visit/ 

Sampling:

29/11/2018
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0 Total Tests assigned 0

.

Additional Sample Information:29/11/2018
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Case Number: 2018-0625 Site No: Insp:

Date of Visit 28/11/2018 Score

0 1-5 6-10 >10

0 5 10 14 0

0 9 18 26 0

0 5 10 14 0

0 3 6 10 10

0 3 6 10 3

Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10

0 0

1 2 4 2

1 3 6 0

1 4 8 0

Management practices None Secure Unsecure

Water contacts with 

processors 0 1 2 0

0 0

1 0

2 0

4 0

8 0

10 0

0 0

3 3

5 0

0 0

5 0

Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2 or 3 ≥ 4

0 1 2 1

0 1 2 1

0 0

1 0

CoGP/Regulator

0 0

3 3

0 0

2 0

Total 23

Rank MEDIUM

Water contacts with other 

farms (holding species 

susceptible to same 

diseases)

On farm processing within 

the rules of the directive

Practices in accordance 

with regulator or industry 

code of practice

Platform access to cages

Disposal of fish and fish by-

products

Use of unpasteurised feeds

Contacts with other sites

Disinfection of equipment 

between sites, use of 

footbaths etc

PMM

No of movements/supp./dest.

Live fish movements

Movements on (from out 

with GB) of susceptible 

species

Movements off

Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS

Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or 

compartment including third country

Number of suppliers

Frequency of movements off

FS1278

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters 

No on farm processing

Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)

Number of destinations

Farm is protected (secure water supply through 

disinfection or borehole)

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category I 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category III 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Site's own waste only processed.

Common processes with other farms 

Collection point for waste from other farms

No feeding of unpasteurised feed

Processing fish from MS of equivalent status

Processing fish from zone or compartment of 

equivalent status

Processing fish from Category III farm

Processing fish from Category V farm

Feeding unpasteurised feed

Sites operating from single shorebase

Sites sharing staff and equipment

Yes

No

No

Yes

No

Yes
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Case No: 2018-0625 Site No: FS1278

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

N

Y

Y

N

Y

N/A

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

N

Top nets, tensioned nets

If other, detail below:

N

Y

4. Have these been reported to Scottish Ministers? 

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)

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

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)

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

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

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

Containment Inspection

1. Has the site experienced sea lice problems in the previous 4 years?

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)

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

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

4. Is there a signed documented farm management agreement or statement relevant to the site and CoGP Farm 

Management Area (or equivalent)?

5. Have these been reported to local DSFB forthwith (where they exist)? (CoGP –  4.4.37, 5.4.17)

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

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

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? 

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) 

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

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

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

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?

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.

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?
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Case No: 2018-0625 Site No: FS1278

Date of Visit: Inspector: PMM

Point of Compliance

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

28/11/2018

Points of Compliance for Both Farm Management Agreements and Statements

Arrangements for The Management of Sea Lice

If N, no further questions require completion.

1. Is the farm under inspection located within a farm management area?

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

individual farm?

12. Does the FMAg/S identify the arrangements for the storage and disposal of any dead fish from any 

fish farm in the area  or the individual farm?

7. Does the FMAg/S identify the date of review?

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

3. Is the current FMAg/S available for inspection?

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

Live Fish Movements

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

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

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 FMAg/S identify the species of fish which may be stocked into the area or farm?

Arrangements for Fish Health Management

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

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

of statement?

15. Does the FMAg/S identify any requirements for the sensitivity testing of available treatments for sea 

lice on farms in the area or individual farms?

16. Does the FMAg/S identify the circumstances under which biological controls and cleaner fish are to be 

used on farms in the area or individual farms?

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

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?

AFSA 2013 Page 1 of 22018-0625
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Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Management and operation

25. Is the fish farm being managed and operated in accordance with the agreement or statement?

22. Does the FMAg/S identify whether one or more year classes may be stocked onto sites covered by the 

agreement or statement?

Harvesting

12/06/201826. What is the version no/date of issue of the FMAg/S?

23. Does the FMAg/S identify whether broodstock or potential broodstock are to be kept on any site 

covered by the agreement or statement?

24. Does the farm management agreement include arrangements for persons to become, or cease to be, 

parties to the agreement?

Point of Compliance for Farm Management Agreements Only

Fallowing

20. Does the FMAg/S identify acceptable harvest practices on farms in the area or individual farms?

21. Does the FMAg/S identify the dates by which the area or individual farm will be fallow and the earliest 

date when a farm or area may be restocked? 

AFSA 2013 Page 2 of 22018-0625
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Case No: 2018-0625 28/11/2018

Site No: FS1278 PMM

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

ECI, CNI, SLI, VMD 10/12/2018 PMM KAS

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:
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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 
 

Grieg Seafood Shetland Ltd 
Gremista 
Lerwick 
Shetland 
ZE1 OPX 

 
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT 

 
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR 

 
BUSINESS NO FB0440  DATE OF VISIT 28/11/2018 
SITE NO FS1278  SITE NAME East of Papa Little 
INSPECTOR Paul McKay  CASE NO 20180625 
 
 
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.  
 
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. 





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

2018-0627 Date of visit: 26/11/2018

ASM

Site No: FS0945 Site Name:

Business No: FB0461

Case Types: 1 ECI 2 CNI 3 4 5 6

4 Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: HI F CoGP MA:

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:

Water Temp (°C): T172

Water type:

Business Name: River Carron Restoration Project

Case No:

Time spent on site: 1.5 hours Main Inspector:

Glen Mor

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12018-0627
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Additional Case Information:

TRO on site possibly moved to Attadale before next spring.

SAL ova expected next spring. First taken from Attadale then laid down for hatching at Glen Mor

No treatments at this site for a long time.

Earth ponds not to be used again, so taken off authorisation.

Additional Information Page 1 of 12018-0627
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Case No: 2018-0627 Site No: FS0945

Date of Visit: Inspector(s):

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

Y

Site Details   

8 2 8

Species TRO

Age group 2018

No Fish 2,000

Mean Fish Wt 3g  

N N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

N/A

Transport Records

Y

Y

Mortality Records

Y

If other detail:

Y

N

N

If yes, detail:

N/A

N/A

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

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?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 16/11/2016

26/11/2018 ASM

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

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

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?

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?

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): 22 due to 'poor doing fish'

2. How are mortalities disposed of? Domestic waste - <25kg

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

If yes, detail action:

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

Site Records Page 1 of 22018-0627
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N

If other, detail:

N/A

N

If other, detail:

N/A

Biosecurity Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

N

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

 If yes, detail:

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

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)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

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?

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

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? 

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? 

16/11/16 - 26/11/18Records checked between:

Site Records Page 2 of 22018-0627
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Case Number: 2018-0627 Site No: Insp:

Date of Visit 26/11/2018 Score

0 1-5 6-10 >10

0 5 10 14

0 9 18 26

0 5 10 14 0

0 3 6 10 10

0 3 6 10 3

Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10

0

1 2 4 1

1 3 6

1 4 8

Management practices None Secure Unsecure

Water contacts with 

processors 0 1 2 0

0 0

1

2

4

8

10

0

3 3

5

0 0

5

Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2 or 3 ≥ 4

0 1 2 0

0 1 2 2

0 0

1

CoGP/Regulator

0

3 3

0 0

2

Total 22

Rank MEDIUM

Water contacts with other 

farms (holding species 

susceptible to same 

diseases)

On farm processing within 

the rules of the directive

Practices in accordance 

with regulator or industry 

code of practice

Platform access to cages

Disposal of fish and fish by-

products

Use of unpasteurised feeds

Contacts with other sites

Disinfection of equipment 

between sites, use of 

footbaths etc

ASM

No of movements/supp./dest.

Live fish movements

Movements on (from out 

with GB) of susceptible 

species

Movements off

Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS

Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or 

compartment including third country

Number of suppliers

Frequency of movements off

FS0945

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters 

No on farm processing

Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)

Number of destinations

Farm is protected (secure water supply through 

disinfection or borehole)

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category I 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category III 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Site's own waste only processed.

Common processes with other farms 

Collection point for waste from other farms

No feeding of unpasteurised feed

Processing fish from MS of equivalent status

Processing fish from zone or compartment of 

equivalent status

Processing fish from Category III farm

Processing fish from Category V farm

Feeding unpasteurised feed

Sites operating from single shorebase

Sites sharing staff and equipment

Yes

No

No

Yes

No

Yes

Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 12018-0627
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Case No: 2018-0627 Site No: FS0945

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)

N

Y

Tank lids.

If other, detail below:

N

Y

4. Have these been reported to Scottish Ministers? 

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)

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

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)

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

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

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

Containment Inspection

1. Has the site experienced sea lice problems in the previous 4 years?

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)

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

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

4. Is there a signed documented farm management agreement or statement relevant to the site and CoGP Farm 

Management Area (or equivalent)?

5. Have these been reported to local DSFB forthwith (where they exist)? (CoGP –  4.4.37, 5.4.17)

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

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

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? 

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) 

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

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

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

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?

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.

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?
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Case No: 2018-0627 26/11/2018

Site No: FS0945 ASM

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

ECI, CNI 10/12/2018 ASM KAS

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:
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R04  

 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 
 

 
River Carron Restoration Project 
Dunosdale 
Lochcarron 
 
IV54 8YH 

 
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT 

 
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR 

 
BUSINESS NO FB0461  DATE OF VISIT 26/11/2018 
SITE NO FS0945  SITE NAME Glen Mor 
INSPECTOR Andy Mayes  CASE NO 20180627 
 
 
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 
annually/every second year/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. 



 

R04  

 Marine Laboratory,  375 Victoria Road,  Aberdeen,  AB11 9DB 

 Tel – 0131 244 3498   Fax – 0131 244 0944   Email – ms.fishhealth@gov.scot 

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

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



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

2018-0628 Date of visit: 27/11/2018

ASM

Site No: FS0500 Site Name:

Business No: FB0169

Case Types: 1 VMD 2 3 4 5 6

Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: HI F CoGP MA:

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:

Water Temp (°C): T172

Water type:

Business Name: The Scottish Salmon Company

Case No:

Time spent on site: 4 hours Main Inspector:

Russel Burn

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12018-0628
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Additional Case Information:

Ova and fry units being built at the moment. Due to be completed in June 2019. New shed being built and the site name 

changed. Reminded to contact FHI to change details.

Most of the old tanks will be replaced with new bigger ones.

Vaccination reportedly caused fungus on the site shortly before the inspection. The stress  of the vaccination process is 

thought to have reduced immunity. This together with the fact that the smoltification is now brought on with in feed treatment 

rather than the salt being added to the water. This is meant that the fungal spores are not killed in the water. Salt has been 

ordered and will added to the water the week of the inspection.

All fish removed for VMD treated with TMS, Pyceze and Aquacen (Formalin) to combat fungus

Pre-transfer check (report not yet produced. Check conducted the day before inspection) made by company biologist and 

advised to move the fish to seawater. Fish will be moved in December 2018, 2 weeks post inspection.

Quality cull conducted in Nov of 4.4% (in 1 day) but not reported to MSS as it is labelled as a quality cull in the mortality record.

Additional information Page 1 of 12018-0628
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Case No: 2018-0628 Site No: FS0500

Date of Visit: Inspector(s):

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

N

Site Details   

58 24 58

Species SAL

Age group 19 S1

No Fish 1,360,000

Mean Fish Wt 70g

Y N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

N/A

Transport Records

Mortality Records

Y

If other detail:

Y

Y

N

If yes, detail:

N/A

N/A

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

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?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

Fungus on site reportedly from vaccination (see additional comments)

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 14/02/2017

27/11/2018 ASM

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

Next Fallow Date (Site) March 2019 Next Input Date (Site) Plans to restock in Spring

5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities?

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

61,000 euthanized in a 'quality cull' as they were deformed or not feeding, 19/11/18, in cage D7. All killed from the same cage. 

4.4% in a week.

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked?

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?

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): 80,100 fish due to quality cull and fungus.

2. How are mortalities disposed of? Whole fish - Dundas Chemicals

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

If yes, detail action:

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

Site Records Page 1 of 22018-0628
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Y

Formalin, Pyceze

If other, detail:

Y

Y

Y

Pyceze

If other, detail:

Y

Biosecurity Records

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

 If yes, detail:

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

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)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

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?

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

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? 

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? 

14/02/17 - 27/11/18Records checked between:
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Case no:

Priority samples: VI BA PA MG HI

Time sampling Inspector: ASM VMD No. 14

starts/ends:

Environmental conditions: 1 Indoors 2 3 4 5

Summary samples HIST BA MG VI PA Total Samples

Pool/Fish No

Fish nos 1-3 4-5 6-10 11-14 15-18 19-22 23-25 26-28 29-33 34-35 36-39 40-44

Pool Group

Species SAL SAL SAL SAL SAL SAL SAL SAL SAL SAL SAL SAL

Average weight 80g 80g 80g 80g 80g 80g 80g 80g 80g 80g 80g 80g

Sex

Water Type FW FW FW FW FW FW FW FW FW FW FW FW

Stock Origin T
u
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c
h

T
u
lli
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Facility No A7 G2 B10 A3 B2 G5 G4 G3 B6 A9 A5 B4

27/11/20182018-0628 Site No: FS0500

S
to

c
k
 D

e
ta

ils

Add Fish/Pools - click 

12:00:00 14:00:00

Date of visit/ 

Sampling:
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0 Total Tests assigned 0

45-46 47-50

SAL SAL

80g 80g

FW FW

K
in

lo
c
h
m

o
id

a
rt

T
u
lli

c
h

G1 A10 .

Additional Sample Information:
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Case No: 2018-0628 27/11/2018

Site No: FS0500 ASM

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

VMD 10/12/2018 ASM KAS

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12018-0628
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 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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2018-0629 Date of visit: 27/11/2018

ASM

Site No: FS0300 Site Name:

Business No: FB0125

Case Types: 1 REG 2 MIX 3 4 5 6

Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: HI 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:

Intended to carry out a MIX inspection. As the site has recently changed hands it is unclear if the site still holds a feed mixing 

licence with the VMD. Therefore a REG was carried out.

Case No:

Time spent on site: 1 hour Main Inspector:

Loch Damph

Water Temp (°C): T172

Water type:

Business Name: Scottish Sea Farms Ltd

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12018-0629
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Additional Case Information:

400,000 fish to move off to Scallastle (as S0's) within next three weeks, starting week after the inspection.

Intended to carry out a MIX inspection. As the site has recently changed hands it is unclear if the site still holds a feed mixing 

licence with the VMD. Therefore a REG was carried out. As the visit was originally intended for a MIX inspection, the fish were 

not observed.

Nov 7th the site moved over the TSSC. No record of anything before that point as the old records were removed from the 

building by SSF staff.

Movement records received from SSF after an inspection by another inspector at head office. Mortality records later submitted 

by site staff.

As the site in question was previously owned by SSF, records belonging to SSF were observed to complete this inspection. 

The report for this case will be sent to SSF (see case number: 20180671 for the report sent to TSSC).
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Case No: 2018-0629 Site No: FS0300

Date of Visit: Inspector(s):

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

Y

Site Details   

14 12 14

Species SAL SAL

Age group S0's S1's

No Fish 400,000 200,000

Mean Fish Wt 70g 60g

N N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records

Y

N

N/A

N/A

N/A

Transport Records

Mortality Records

N

If other detail:

N

N/A

N/A

If yes, detail:

N/A

N/A

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

If yes, detail action:

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

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?

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?

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks):

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

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

27/11/2018 ASM

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

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?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 14/02/2018

Site Records Page 1 of 22018-0629
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If other, detail:

If other, detail:

Biosecurity Records

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

14/02/18 - 27/11/18Records checked between:

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?

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

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? 

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results? 

 If yes, detail:

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

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)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?
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Case Number: 2018-0629 Site No: Insp:

Date of Visit 27/11/2018 Score

0 1-5 6-10 >10

0 5 10 14 0

0 9 18 26

0 5 10 14

0 3 6 10 10

0 3 6 10 3

Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10

0

1 2 4 2

1 3 6

1 4 8

Management practices None Secure Unsecure

Water contacts with 

processors 0 1 2 0

0 0

1

2

4

8

10

0 0

3

5

0 0

5

Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2 or 3 ≥ 4

0 1 2 0

0 1 2 1

0 0

1

CoGP/Regulator

0 0

3

0 0

2

Total 16

Rank MEDIUM

Feeding unpasteurised feed

Sites operating from single shorebase

Sites sharing staff and equipment

Yes

No

No

Yes

No

Yes

Site's own waste only processed.

Common processes with other farms 

Collection point for waste from other farms

No feeding of unpasteurised feed

Processing fish from MS of equivalent status

Processing fish from zone or compartment of 

equivalent status

Processing fish from Category III farm

Processing fish from Category V farm

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters 

No on farm processing

Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)

Number of destinations

Farm is protected (secure water supply through 

disinfection or borehole)

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category I 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category III 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

ASM

No of movements/supp./dest.

Live fish movements

Movements on (from out 

with GB) of susceptible 

species

Movements off

Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS

Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or 

compartment including third country

Number of suppliers

Frequency of movements off

FS0300

Water contacts with other 

farms (holding species 

susceptible to same 

diseases)

On farm processing within 

the rules of the directive

Practices in accordance 

with regulator or industry 

code of practice

Platform access to cages

Disposal of fish and fish by-

products

Use of unpasteurised feeds

Contacts with other sites

Disinfection of equipment 

between sites, use of 

footbaths etc
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Case No: 2018-0629 27/11/2018

Site No: FS0300 ASM

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

REG 12/12/2018 ASM AJW

MIX 19/12/2018 ASM DCB

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12018-0629



                
 
 

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 
 

 
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 FB0169  DATE OF VISIT 27/11/2018 
SITE NO FS0300  SITE NAME Loch Damph 
INSPECTOR Andy Mayes  CASE NO 20180629 
 
  
A mixing of medicated feedstuff inspection on behalf of the Veterinary Medicines Directorate 
(VMD) was conducted at the above site. All records relating to feed mixing had been removed by 
Scottish Sea Farms personnel prior to the inspection as the site had been sold to the new owners, 
The Scottish Salmon Company. A report has been sent to the VMD detailing the findings of the 
inspection.  
 
For all other communication regarding this inspection please see the report dated 12/12/18.  
 
Please contact myself or the duty inspector should you require any further information or have any 
queries regarding this report.  
 
 
 
 
 
Signed:      Date: 18/12/2018 
     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 
 

 
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 27/11/2018 
SITE NO FS0300  SITE NAME Loch Damph 
INSPECTOR Andy Mayes  CASE NO 20180629 
 
 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.   
 
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 not available for 
inspection. Since the inspection the records have been submitted and found to be adequately 
maintained. 
 
Mortality records were not available for inspection. Since the inspection the records have been 
submitted and found to be adequately maintained. 
 
No mortality levels exceeding the reporting criteria have been recorded since the last inspection. 
 
Please contact myself or the duty inspector should you require any further information or have any 
queries regarding this report.  
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 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 

 

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 
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2018-0630 Date of visit: 05/11/2018

JET

Site No: FS1321 Site Name:

Business No: FB0125

Case Types: 1 REG 2 3 4 5 6

Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: ST 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:

Case No:

Time spent on site: 2.5 hours Main Inspector:

Barcaldine Hatchery Incubation 1

Water Temp (°C):

Water type:

Business Name: Scottish Sea Farms Ltd

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12018-0630
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Additional Case Information:

New freshwater site inspected by JET and RJS prior to registration. The intention from the business is for the different 

incubation and tank areas of the facility to be registered as separate sites. All egg incubation and tank rooms are held within 

one building, each area has its own dedicated recirculation system. Water is sourced from the Gleann Dubh reservoir, water 

entering the site passes through initial sand filtration and UV treatment prior to entering the individual recirculation systems 

servicing each incubation/tank are throughout the facility.

During this visit, the setup of the egg incubation areas was inspected. The incubation areas are to be registered as 4 separate 

sites. Each site has a disinfection entry point with site specific PPE, there is no direct access between each incubation unit, 

staff must enter each individual incubation unit via the disinfection entry point. Each unit has individual recirculation systems. 

Dead eggs to be removed via bucket to external sealed mortality bins, no transport of morts via the other incubation units. 

When the facility is completely built, each incubation unit will have a mortality disposal station in each room where dead 

eggs/fish are poured into a conical basket.  The water valve is then opened which flushes the mortalities from each individual 

area via an underground pipe, to the main dead fish pipe. The main dead fish pipe collects and leads the mortalities from the 

other individual areas to one central dead fish treatment room.

Eggs are brought into the incubation areas shared corridor where they are disinfected before being moved to the incubation 

unit rooms via hatches. Hatched fish are transported to the first feeding tank area via pipes. Drainage points on floor take 

water to sump for treatment. Waste water does not travel via the other incubation units.

Registration of the other on-growing tank areas to be carried out following the submission of BMP’s and related documents, 

giving details on the biosecure separation of separate tanks areas.

Additional Information Page 1 of 12018-0630



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

Case No: 2018-0630 05/11/2018

Site No: FS1321 JET

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12018-0630
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2018-0632 Date of visit: 28/11/2018

ASM

Site No: FS1318 Site Name:

Business No: FB0169

Case Types: 1 ECI 2 CNI 3 SLI 4 5 6

11.2 Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: HI S CoGP MA: M-26

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:

Case No:

Time spent on site: 3 hours Main Inspector:

Portree Outer

Water Temp (°C): T172

Water type:

Business Name: The Scottish Salmon Company

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12018-0632
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Additional Case Information:

New ensiler has been built into the new barge. The tank has a 30 tonnes capacity so they haven't had to empty it yet.

Lumpfish possibly on in spring 2019

SLICE treatment was prophylactic. Also helped to reduce Caligus. Vey few Caligus on site, certainly not enough to cause 

welfare issues. No leps observed since input.

Date FMS was issued: 11/07/18

One dead fish observed on the surface in one cage.
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Case No: 2018-0632 Site No: FS1318

Date of Visit: Inspector(s):

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

Y

Site Details   

10 6 10

Species SAL

Age group 18 SO

No Fish 589,610

Mean Fish Wt 229g

N N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records

Y

Y

N/A

N/A

N/A

Transport Records

N

Mortality Records

Y

If other detail:

Y

N

N

If yes, detail:

N/A

N/A

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

If yes, detail action:

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

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?

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?

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks):
2,032 (0.34%) mainly due to transfer mortality and some parr in consignments

2. How are mortalities disposed of? Ensiled - on site

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

28/11/2018 ASM

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

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?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: First inspection

Site Records Page 1 of 22018-0632
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Y

T.M.S.

If other, detail:

Y

Y

Y

T.M.S.

If other, detail:

Y

Biosecurity Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

Y

Y

N

26/09/18 - 28/11/12Records checked between:

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?

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

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? 

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results? 

 If yes, detail:

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

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)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?
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Case Number: 2018-0632 Site No: Insp:

Date of Visit 28/11/2018 Score

0 1-5 6-10 >10

0 5 10 14

0 9 18 26

0 5 10 14 0

0 3 6 10 10

0 3 6 10 3

Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10

0

1 2 4 2

1 3 6

1 4 8

Management practices None Secure Unsecure

Water contacts with 

processors 0 1 2 0

0 0

1

2

4

8

10

0

3 3

5

0 0

5

Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2 or 3 ≥ 4

0 1 2 1

0 1 2 1

0 0

1

CoGP/Regulator

0 0

3

0 0

2

Total 20

Rank MEDIUM

Feeding unpasteurised feed

Sites operating from single shorebase

Sites sharing staff and equipment

Yes

No

No

Yes

No

Yes

Site's own waste only processed.

Common processes with other farms 

Collection point for waste from other farms

No feeding of unpasteurised feed

Processing fish from MS of equivalent status

Processing fish from zone or compartment of 

equivalent status

Processing fish from Category III farm

Processing fish from Category V farm

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters 

No on farm processing

Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)

Number of destinations

Farm is protected (secure water supply through 

disinfection or borehole)

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category I 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category III 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

ASM

No of movements/supp./dest.

Live fish movements

Movements on (from out 

with GB) of susceptible 

species

Movements off

Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS

Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or 

compartment including third country

Number of suppliers

Frequency of movements off

FS1318

Water contacts with other 

farms (holding species 

susceptible to same 

diseases)

On farm processing within 

the rules of the directive

Practices in accordance 

with regulator or industry 

code of practice

Platform access to cages

Disposal of fish and fish by-

products

Use of unpasteurised feeds

Contacts with other sites

Disinfection of equipment 

between sites, use of 

footbaths etc
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Case No: 2018-0632 Site No: FS1318

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)

N

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

N

N/A

N

N/A

N/A

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

N

Y

Bird nets, tensioned nets, seal blinds, hamster wheel

If other, detail below:

N

Y

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?

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.

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?

1. Has the site experienced sea lice problems in the previous 4 years?

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)

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

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

4. Is there a signed documented farm management agreement or statement relevant to the site and CoGP Farm 

Management Area (or equivalent)?

5. Have these been reported to local DSFB forthwith (where they exist)? (CoGP –  4.4.37, 5.4.17)

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

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

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? 

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) 

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

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

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

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

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

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

Containment Inspection

4. Have these been reported to Scottish Ministers? 

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)

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

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)

CNI & SLI Page 1 of 12018-0632
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Case No: 2018-0632 Site No: FS1318

Date of Visit: Inspector: ASM

Point of Compliance

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

N

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

15. Does the FMAg/S identify any requirements for the sensitivity testing of available treatments for sea 

lice on farms in the area or individual farms?

16. Does the FMAg/S identify the circumstances under which biological controls and cleaner fish are to be 

used on farms in the area or individual farms?

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

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?

Arrangements for Fish Health Management

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

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

of statement?

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

3. Is the current FMAg/S available for inspection?

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

Live Fish Movements

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

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

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 FMAg/S identify the species of fish which may be stocked into the area or farm?

28/11/2018

Points of Compliance for Both Farm Management Agreements and Statements

Arrangements for The Management of Sea Lice

If N, no further questions require completion.

1. Is the farm under inspection located within a farm management area?

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

individual farm?

12. Does the FMAg/S identify the arrangements for the storage and disposal of any dead fish from any 

fish farm in the area  or the individual farm?

7. Does the FMAg/S identify the date of review?

AFSA 2013 Page 1 of 22018-0632



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

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

26. What is the version no/date of issue of the FMAg/S?

23. Does the FMAg/S identify whether broodstock or potential broodstock are to be kept on any site 

covered by the agreement or statement?

24. Does the farm management agreement include arrangements for persons to become, or cease to be, 

parties to the agreement?

Point of Compliance for Farm Management Agreements Only

Fallowing

20. Does the FMAg/S identify acceptable harvest practices on farms in the area or individual farms?

21. Does the FMAg/S identify the dates by which the area or individual farm will be fallow and the earliest 

date when a farm or area may be restocked? 

22. Does the FMAg/S identify whether one or more year classes may be stocked onto sites covered by the 

agreement or statement?

Harvesting

Management and operation

25. Is the fish farm being managed and operated in accordance with the agreement or statement?

AFSA 2013 Page 2 of 22018-0632
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Case No: 2018-0632 28/11/2018

Site No: FS1318 ASM

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

ECI, CNI, SLI 11/12/2018 ASM KAS

Case completion 07/02/2019 ASM DJT

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12018-0632



                
 
 

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 
 

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 28/11/2018 
SITE NO FS1318  SITE NAME Portree Outer 
INSPECTOR Andy Mayes  CASE NO 20180632 
 
 
Case completion report 
 
Recommendations in relation to the above case were made for implementation by 28/01/19. 
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: 07/02/2019 
  Fish Health Inspector   

 
The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available on the 
Marine Scotland website at www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/Fish-Shellfish/FHI/charter 
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 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 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 28/11/2018 
SITE NO FS1318  SITE NAME Portree Outer 
INSPECTOR Andy Mayes  CASE NO 20180632 
 
 
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 and containment 
and escapes. 
 
The farm management statement was inspected and found to be inadequately maintained. 
Please see the attached annex detailing the points that must be addressed. 
 
Please ensure that these points have been addressed by 28th January 2019. Records or 
documentation demonstrating that these points have been addressed should be sent to the Fish 
Health Inspectorate (contact details below). The site may be subject to further inspection or 
enforcement action should the appropriate action regarding the above points not be taken within 
the time period stipulated. 
 
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: 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 
 
 
 
 
Annex - The Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act 2007  
 
To ensure compliance with the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act 2007, as amended, the 
following points must be addressed in the farm management statement 

 

 The statement or agreement must identify the date of review (farm management 
agreements or statements must be reviewed at least every two years). 

 
 



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

2018-0633 Date of visit: 28/11/2018

ASM

Site No: FS0030 Site Name:

Business No: FB0460

Case Types: 1 REG 2 3 4 5 6

Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: HI 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:

Water Temp (°C): T172

Water type:

Business Name: Treaslane Fish Farm

Case No:

Time spent on site: 30 mins Main Inspector:

Treaslane

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12018-0633
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Additional Case Information:

Site to be inactivated. Site to never be used again although the owner still owns the land that the tanks site on, its part of his 

house. The tanks have not yet been removed.

Site not used since end of 2013

Movement book lost, no movements

No mortalities since the last inspection

Additional Information Page 1 of 12018-0633



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

Case No: 2018-0633 Site No: FS0030

Date of Visit: Inspector(s):

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

N

Site Details   

3 0 3

Species Fallow

Age group

No Fish

Mean Fish Wt

N N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records

N

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

Transport Records

Mortality Records

N/A

If other detail:

N/A

N/A

N/A

If yes, detail:

N/A

N/A

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

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?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 11/11/2013

28/11/2018 ASM

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

Next Fallow Date (Site) N/A Next Input Date (Site) N/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?

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?

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): No mortalities since last inspection

2. How are mortalities disposed of?

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

If yes, detail action:

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

Site Records Page 1 of 22018-0633
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If other, detail:

If other, detail:

Biosecurity Records

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

 If yes, detail:

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

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)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

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?

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

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? 

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results? 

N/ARecords checked between:

Site Records Page 2 of 22018-0633
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Case No: 2018-0633 28/11/2018

Site No: FS0030 ASM

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

REG 11/12/2018 ASM KAS

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12018-0633
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 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 
 

 
Treaslane Fish Farm 
83 Aird Bernisdale 
Skeabost Bridge 
Isle of Skye 
IV51 9NU 

 

 
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT 

 
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR 

 
BUSINESS NO FB0460  DATE OF VISIT 28/11/2018 
SITE NO FS0030  SITE NAME Treaslane 
INSPECTOR Andy Mayes  CASE NO 20180633 
 
 
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.   
 
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 not available for 
inspection. 
 
No mortality had been observed on site since the last inspection by Marine Scotland.  
 
No mortality levels exceeding the reporting criteria have been recorded since the last 
inspection. 
 
Inspection under the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act 2007 
 
On this occasion the site was found to be fallow and the measures in place for the 
containment of stock could not be assessed.  
 



 

R04  

 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 
 

During the inspection a form was filled in and signed by the site representative to make the 
site inactive. Once this form has been processed, a letter will be sent confirming that the site 
has been inactivated.  
 
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 
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2018-0638 Date of visit: 03/12/2018

WJM

Site No: SS0916 Site Name:

Business No: SB0547

Case Types: 1 ECI 2 3 4 5 6

5.5 Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: HI B CoGP MA:

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:

Case No:

Time spent on site: 1 hr Main Inspector:

Scotlive Shellfish Units 2 and 4

Water Temp (°C): Site

Water type:

Business Name: Scot Live Shellfish Ltd

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12018-0638



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

Additional Case Information:

No planned fallow but could be fallow or low stock January through to April. Ponds deep cleaned during this period

Waste from langoustine (heads and claws from different processing site) gets added to waste so receipt doesn't reflect true 

amount taken from site.

Water comes in from Ullapool via tanker, put through high pressure sand filters in recirculation system. Not all water is 

replaced when fresh water is brought in.  Effluent discharge checked by Scottish Water.

Weight of stock on site is recorded, not individual numbers. From 13th September to 30th November a total weight of 2,657.3 

Kg of stock has been on site. Of that, 61.5 Kg (2.3%) were mortalities.

Additional Information Page 1 of 12018-0638
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Case No: 2018-0638 Site No: SS0916

Date of Visit: Inspector(s):

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

N

Site Details   

7 4 7

Species HGA

Age group Mix

No Fish ~3000 Kg

Mean Fish Wt Mix

N N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

N/A

Transport Records

Mortality Records

Y

If other detail:

Y

N

N

If yes, detail:

N/A

N/A

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

If yes, detail action:

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

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?

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?

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): see additional information

Keenan food waste recycling

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

Next Fallow Date (Site) no planned fallow date Next Input Date (Site) Daily

03/12/2018 WJM

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

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?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 15/08/2018

Site Records Page 1 of 22018-0638
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If other, detail:

If other, detail:

Biosecurity Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

N

15/08/2018 - 03/12/218Records checked between:

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?

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

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? 

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results? 

 If yes, detail:

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

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)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

Site Records Page 2 of 22018-0638
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Case Number: 2018-0638 Site No:

Date of Visit 03/12/2018 Inspector:

Number of Susceptible species on site

No Yes

0 25 0

0 3 0

0 3 0

Sites within a tidal excursion 1 2-5 >6

0 1-2 >3

0 5 10 0

0 5 10 0

0 3 6 3

Management 

practices None

Secure 

(effluent 

treatment)

Unsecure 

(no effluent 

treatment)

Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2 or 3 ≥ 4

0 1 2 0

0 1 5 0

Yes No

Total 9

Risk LOW

2 0

Water contacts with 

depuration facilities 
0

0

Depuration of stock from own sites within MSS 

management area 0 1

Depuration of stock from other businesses sites within 

MSS management area 0

Contacts with other 

sites

Sites operating from single shorebase

Sites sharing staff and equipment

Disinfection of equipment between sites, use of footbaths etc 0

2

2

8

0

Frequency of movements off outwith MSS Management 

Areas 0 3 6 6

2 6

Depuration of stock from sites outwith MSS management 

area 0 4 0

Movements off 
Frequency of movements off within MSS Management 

Areas 0 1

Number of destinations

20 0

Number of suppliers

Movements on Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS

Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or 

compartment including third country 0 10

2 10 0

Live shellfish movements

Susceptible to Bonamia ostrea (OED)

Susceptible to Marteilia refringens (OED, MED)

Susceptible to OsHV (CGI)

Site contacts Number of sites holding susceptible species within a tidal 

excursion 0

If susceptible species present, score for each pathogen

SS0916

WJM

If no susceptible species present = LOW risk

Surveillance Frequency Shell Page 1 of 12018-0638



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

Case No: 2018-0638 03/12/2018

Site No: SS0916 WJM

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

ECI 07/12/2018 WJM DJT

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12018-0638
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 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 
 

Scot Live Shellfish Ltd 
Units 4 A/B River Close North 
Teaninich Industrial Estate 
Alness Ross-shire 
IV17 0PB 

 
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT 

 
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR 

 
BUSINESS NO SB0547  DATE OF VISIT 03/12/2018 
SITE NO SS0916  SITE NAME Scotlive Shellfish Units 2 

and 4 
INSPECTOR Warren Murray CASE NO 20180638 
 
 
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. 





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

2018-0639 Date of visit: 28/11/2018

WJM

Site No: SS0252 Site Name:

Business No: SB0165

Case Types: 1 REG 2 3 4 5 6

Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: ST 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:

Water Temp (°C):

Water type:

Business Name: Loch Fyne Seafarms Ltd.

Adverse weather conditions prevented getting out to site to conduct full ECI

Case No:

Time spent on site: 1 hr Main Inspector:

Barmore(North Bay)
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Additional Case Information:

Adverse weather conditions prevented inspector getting out to site to conduct full ECI. 

Site recently changed ownership. New management currently re-organising whole organisation.

Company treat site as 2 separate sites (North North & North Bay). North North used as nursery for queen scallops before 

moving onto North Bay for ongrowing prior to harvest for human consumption. 

In process of seeking permission to set up site trestles on opposite side of the loch for CGI.

Additional Information Page 1 of 12018-0639
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Case No: 2018-0639 Site No: SS0252

Date of Visit: Inspector(s):

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

Y

Site Details   

15 6 0

Species AOP CGI

Age group 2017 2017

No Fish 5 lines 1 line

Mean Fish Wt N/A N/A

N N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records

Y

Y

N/A

N/A

N/A

Transport Records

Y

Y

Mortality Records

Y

If other detail:

Y

N

N

If yes, detail:

N/A

N/A

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

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?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 24/07/2014

28/11/2018 WJM

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

Next Fallow Date (Site) N/A Next Input Date (Site) Natural settlement

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?

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?

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

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

empty shells drop to sea bed

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

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

If yes, detail action:

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

Site Records Page 1 of 22018-0639
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N

If other, detail:

Y

Y

N

If other, detail:

Y

Biosecurity Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

N

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

 If yes, detail:

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

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)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

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?

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

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? 

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? 

24/07/2014 - 28/11/2018Records checked between:

Site Records Page 2 of 22018-0639
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Case No: 2018-0639 28/11/2018

Site No: SS0252 WJM

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

REG 13/12/2018 WJM AJW

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12018-0639



                
 
 

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 
 

 
Loch Fyne Seafarms Ltd. 
Tarbert Trading Estate 
Campbeltown Road 
Tarbert Argyll 
PA29 6SX 

 

 
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT 

 
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR 

 
BUSINESS NO SB0165  DATE OF VISIT 28/11/2018 
SITE NO SS0252  SITE NAME Barmore(North Bay) 
INSPECTOR Warren Murray CASE NO 20180639 
 
 
 
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.   
 
On this occasion, the site inspection could not be conducted as weather conditions were deemed 
unsuitable.  
 
The information required for the public record of aquaculture production businesses regarding this 
site was verified and where necessary updated.  
 
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. 
 
No animal health surveillance had been carried out on behalf of the business or by Marine 
Scotland since the last inspection. 
 
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.  
 
 



 

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 

 

 
 
 
 
Signed: Date: 13/12/2018 
     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 
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2018-0640 Date of visit: 28/11/2018

WJM

Site No: SS0253 Site Name:

Business No: SB0165

Case Types: 1 REG 2 3 4 5 6

Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: ST 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:

Adverse weather conditions prevented inspection of site

Case No:

Time spent on site: 1 hr Main Inspector:

Barmore(South)

Water Temp (°C):

Water type:

Business Name: Loch Fyne Seafarms Ltd.
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Additional Case Information:

Adverse weather conditions prevented inspector getting out to site to conduct full ECI. 

Site recently changed ownership. New management currently re-organising whole organisation.

Site used mainly for AOP spat collection before being moved onto Balmore (North Bay) until ready for harvesting.

Additional Information Page 1 of 12018-0640
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Case No: 2018-0640 Site No: SS0253

Date of Visit: Inspector(s):

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

Y

Site Details   

5 3 0

Species AOP

Age group 2018

No Fish 3 lines

Mean Fish Wt N/A

N N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records

Y

Y

N/A

N/A

N/A

Transport Records

Y

Y

Mortality Records

Y

If other detail:

Y

N

N

If yes, detail:

N/A

N/A

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

If yes, detail action:

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

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?

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?

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

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

empty shells drop to sea bed

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

Next Fallow Date (Site) N/A Next Input Date (Site) Natural settlement

28/11/2018 WJM

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

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?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 24/07/2014

Site Records Page 1 of 22018-0640
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N

If other, detail:

Y

Y

N

If other, detail:

Y

Biosecurity Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

N

24/07/2014 - 28/11/2018Records checked between:

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?

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

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? 

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results? 

 If yes, detail:

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

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)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

Site Records Page 2 of 22018-0640
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Case No: 2018-0640 28/11/2018

Site No: SS0253 WJM

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

REG 13/12/2018 WJM AJW

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12018-0640



                
 
 

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 
 

 
Loch Fyne Seafarms Ltd. 
Tarbert Trading Estate 
Campbeltown Road 
Tarbert Argyll 
PA29 6SX 

 

 
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT 

 
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR 

 
BUSINESS NO SB0165  DATE OF VISIT 28/11/2018 
SITE NO SS0253  SITE NAME Barmore(South) 
INSPECTOR Warren Murray CASE NO 20180640 
 
  
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.   
 
On this occasion, the site inspection could not be conducted as weather conditions were deemed 
unsuitable.  
 
The information required for the public record of aquaculture production businesses regarding this 
site was verified and where necessary updated.  
 
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. 
 
No animal health surveillance had been carried out on behalf of the business or by Marine 
Scotland since the last inspection. 
 
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.  
 
 
 



 

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 

 

 
 
 
 
Signed: Date: 13/12/2018 
     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 
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2018-0644 Date of visit: 06/12/2018

AJW

Site No: FS0875 Site Name:

Business No: FB0125

Case Types: 1 ECI 2 CNI 3 SLI 4 5 6

10 Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: ST S CoGP MA: M-36

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:

Case No:

Time spent on site: 4 hours Main Inspector:

Walters (East Lismore)

Water Temp (°C): Site

Water type:

Business Name: Scottish Sea Farms Ltd

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12018-0644
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Additional Case Information:

AJW and DM. Paperwork by AJW and DM. Unable to get onto cages to inspect the fish due to weather. Inspection carried out 

from boat. 

Reported to be a good cycle with only two thermolicer treatments in two cages required. Issue with complex gill mortalities. 

Wrasse on site.

Poor condition of railings and walkway observed on pens 3 and 4 where walkway was warped due to age of circles. Both pens 

are being replaced with brand new circles after harvesting. 

sea lice records since beginning of cycle found to be below reporting threshold. 

Additional Information Page 1 of 12018-0644



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

Case No: 2018-0644 Site No: FS0875

Date of Visit: Inspector(s):

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

Y

Site Details   

9 9 9

Species sal wrasse

Age group 2017 Q4 Mixed

No Fish 289,777 10,311

Mean Fish Wt 3kg Mixed

N N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records

Y

Y

N/A

N/A

N/A

Transport Records

N/A

Mortality Records

Y

If other detail:

Y

N

Y

If yes, detail:

Y

N/A

complex gill issues but not above the 1%/site/wk

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

If yes, detail action: vet visit and took samples for FVG. No significant result due to sample quality (gills)

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

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?

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?

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): low

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

Next Fallow Date (Site) Apr-19 Next Input Date (Site) Dec-19

06/12/2018 AJW

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

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?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 24/02/2016

Site Records Page 1 of 22018-0644
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Y

Thermolicer

If other, detail:

Y

Y

Y

Tricane

If other, detail:

Y

Biosecurity Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

Y

Y

Y

24/2/16-dateRecords checked between:

26/10/18 low to moderate lice grazing damage, pdg moderately severe to severe with avg score of 2.9, most fish showed 

signs of chronic PGD and 2 fish showed active focal haemorrhaging of the gill lamellae. Internal examination showed pale and 

yellow livers with 1/5 showing a granuloma like lesion on the kidney, 1/5 showed fluid exudation in cavity. Fish vet group 

summary report found no significant findings.

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?

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

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? 

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results? 

 If yes, detail:

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

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)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

Site Records Page 2 of 22018-0644
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Case Number: 2018-0644 Site No: Insp:

Date of Visit 06/12/2018 Score

0 1-5 6-10 >10

0 5 10 14 0

0 9 18 26

0 5 10 14

0 3 6 10 10

0 3 6 10 3

Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10

0

1 2 4 2

1 3 6

1 4 8

Management practices None Secure Unsecure

Water contacts with 

processors 0 1 2 1

0 0

1

2

4

8

10

0 0

3

5

0 0

5

Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2 or 3 ≥ 4

0 1 2 1

0 1 2 0

0 0

1

CoGP/Regulator

0 0

3

0 0

2

Total 17

Rank MEDIUM

Feeding unpasteurised feed

Sites operating from single shorebase

Sites sharing staff and equipment

Yes

No

No

Yes

No

Yes

Site's own waste only processed.

Common processes with other farms 

Collection point for waste from other farms

No feeding of unpasteurised feed

Processing fish from MS of equivalent status

Processing fish from zone or compartment of 

equivalent status

Processing fish from Category III farm

Processing fish from Category V farm

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters 

No on farm processing

Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)

Number of destinations

Farm is protected (secure water supply through 

disinfection or borehole)

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category I 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category III 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

AJW

No of movements/supp./dest.

Live fish movements

Movements on (from out 

with GB) of susceptible 

species

Movements off

Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS

Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or 

compartment including third country

Number of suppliers

Frequency of movements off

FS0875

Water contacts with other 

farms (holding species 

susceptible to same 

diseases)

On farm processing within 

the rules of the directive

Practices in accordance 

with regulator or industry 

code of practice

Platform access to cages

Disposal of fish and fish by-

products

Use of unpasteurised feeds

Contacts with other sites

Disinfection of equipment 

between sites, use of 

footbaths etc

Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 12018-0644
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Case No: 2018-0644 Site No: FS0875

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)

N

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

N

N

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

N/A

N

Y

sapphire seal pro seal scarers but not currently on no seals culled

If other, detail below:

n

Y

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?

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.

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?

1. Has the site experienced sea lice problems in the previous 4 years?

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)

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

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

4. Is there a signed documented farm management agreement or statement relevant to the site and CoGP Farm 

Management Area (or equivalent)?

5. Have these been reported to local DSFB forthwith (where they exist)? (CoGP –  4.4.37, 5.4.17)

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

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

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? 

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) 

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

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

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

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

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

unable to access as could not get on to the cages 

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

Containment Inspection

4. Have these been reported to Scottish Ministers? 

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)

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

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)

CNI & SLI Page 1 of 12018-0644
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Case No: 2018-0644 Site No: FS0875

Date of Visit: Inspector: AJW

Point of Compliance

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

15. Does the FMAg/S identify any requirements for the sensitivity testing of available treatments for sea 

lice on farms in the area or individual farms?

16. Does the FMAg/S identify the circumstances under which biological controls and cleaner fish are to be 

used on farms in the area or individual farms?

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

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?

Arrangements for Fish Health Management

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

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

of statement?

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

3. Is the current FMAg/S available for inspection?

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

Live Fish Movements

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

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

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 FMAg/S identify the species of fish which may be stocked into the area or farm?

06/12/2018

Points of Compliance for Both Farm Management Agreements and Statements

Arrangements for The Management of Sea Lice

If N, no further questions require completion.

1. Is the farm under inspection located within a farm management area?

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

individual farm?

12. Does the FMAg/S identify the arrangements for the storage and disposal of any dead fish from any 

fish farm in the area  or the individual farm?

7. Does the FMAg/S identify the date of review?

AFSA 2013 Page 1 of 22018-0644
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Y

Y

Y

Y

N/A

Y

2017-201926. What is the version no/date of issue of the FMAg/S?

23. Does the FMAg/S identify whether broodstock or potential broodstock are to be kept on any site 

covered by the agreement or statement?

24. Does the farm management agreement include arrangements for persons to become, or cease to be, 

parties to the agreement?

Point of Compliance for Farm Management Agreements Only

Fallowing

20. Does the FMAg/S identify acceptable harvest practices on farms in the area or individual farms?

21. Does the FMAg/S identify the dates by which the area or individual farm will be fallow and the earliest 

date when a farm or area may be restocked? 

22. Does the FMAg/S identify whether one or more year classes may be stocked onto sites covered by the 

agreement or statement?

Harvesting

Management and operation

25. Is the fish farm being managed and operated in accordance with the agreement or statement?

AFSA 2013 Page 2 of 22018-0644



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

Case No: 2018-0644 06/12/2018

Site No: FS0875 AJW

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

ECI, CNI, SLI 12/12/2018 AJW KAS

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:
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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 
 

 
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 06/12/2018 
SITE NO FS0875  SITE NAME Walters (East Lismore) 
INSPECTOR Amanda Walker, Duncan McNicoll CASE NO 20180644 
 
 
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. 
 
The biosecurity measures plan for the site was inspected and found to be adequately maintained 
and implemented.  
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2018-0645 Date of visit: 05/12/2018

AJW

Site No: FS1323 Site Name:

Business No: FB0125

Case Types: 1 ECI 2 CNI 3 4 5 6

7.5 Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: ST F CoGP MA:

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:

Water Temp (°C): Site

Water type:

Business Name: Scottish Sea Farms Ltd

Case No:

Time spent on site: 1 hour Main Inspector:

Barcaldine Hatchery Incubation 3

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12018-0645
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Additional Case Information:

Separate entrance to each incubation unit with change of PPE, footbaths and colour coded equipment in each unit.

Site fully stocked with one input 27/11/18 from Aquagen, Norway

Once at feeding stage transferred to Barcaldine First Feeding. Another input from Ireland planned for Feb 2019. 

Dead ova will be put through funnel and piped to dead fish area where it will be ensiled then on to Caledonian processing in 

Dumfries

Mort numbers low and some eggs have now hatched.

Eggs disinfected with Buffodine on arrival.

Accompanied by Duncan McNicol. Paperwork AJW Inspection AJW, DM.

Additional Information Page 1 of 12018-0645
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Case No: 2018-0645 Site No: FS1323

Date of Visit: Inspector(s):

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

N

Site Details   

1 1 1

Species sal

Age group 2018 hat 

ovaNo Fish 1,000,000

Mean Fish Wt <1g

N N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records

Y

Y

N/A

N/A

Y

Transport Records

N

Mortality Records

Y

If other detail:

Y

N

N

If yes, detail:

N/A

N/A

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

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?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: new site

05/12/2018 AJW

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

Next Fallow Date (Site) Jan 2018 Next Input Date (Site) Feb 2018

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?

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?

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): low number of eggs picked 

2. How are mortalities disposed of? Ensiled - on site

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

If yes, detail action:

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

Site Records Page 1 of 22018-0645



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

N

If other, detail:

N/A

N

If other, detail:

Y

Biosecurity Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

N

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

 If yes, detail:

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

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)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

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?

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

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? 

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? 

27/11/18- dateRecords checked between:

Site Records Page 2 of 22018-0645
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Case Number: 2018-0645 Site No: Insp:

Date of Visit 05/12/2018 Score

0 1-5 6-10 >10

0 5 10 14 5

0 9 18 26

0 5 10 14 5

0 3 6 10 3

0 3 6 10 3

Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10

0

1 2 4 1

1 3 6

1 4 8

Management practices None Secure Unsecure

Water contacts with 

processors 0 1 2 1

0 0

1

2

4

8

10

0

3 3

5

0 0

5

Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2 or 3 ≥ 4

0 1 2 0

0 1 2 0

0 0

1

CoGP/Regulator

0 0

3

0 0

2

Total 21

Rank MEDIUM

Water contacts with other 

farms (holding species 

susceptible to same 

diseases)

On farm processing within 

the rules of the directive

Practices in accordance 

with regulator or industry 

code of practice

Platform access to cages

Disposal of fish and fish by-

products

Use of unpasteurised feeds

Contacts with other sites

Disinfection of equipment 

between sites, use of 

footbaths etc

AJW

No of movements/supp./dest.

Live fish movements

Movements on (from out 

with GB) of susceptible 

species

Movements off

Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS

Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or 

compartment including third country

Number of suppliers

Frequency of movements off

FS1323

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters 

No on farm processing

Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)

Number of destinations

Farm is protected (secure water supply through 

disinfection or borehole)

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category I 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category III 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Site's own waste only processed.

Common processes with other farms 

Collection point for waste from other farms

No feeding of unpasteurised feed

Processing fish from MS of equivalent status

Processing fish from zone or compartment of 

equivalent status

Processing fish from Category III farm

Processing fish from Category V farm

Feeding unpasteurised feed

Sites operating from single shorebase

Sites sharing staff and equipment

Yes

No

No

Yes

No

Yes

Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 12018-0645
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Case No: 2018-0645 Site No: FS1323

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)

N

Y

Inside, vermin control

If other, detail below:

N

Y

4. Have these been reported to Scottish Ministers? 

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)

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

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)

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

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

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

Containment Inspection

1. Has the site experienced sea lice problems in the previous 4 years?

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)

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

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

4. Is there a signed documented farm management agreement or statement relevant to the site and CoGP Farm 

Management Area (or equivalent)?

5. Have these been reported to local DSFB forthwith (where they exist)? (CoGP –  4.4.37, 5.4.17)

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

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

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? 

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) 

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

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

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

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?

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.

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?

CNI & SLI Page 1 of 12018-0645
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Case No: 2018-0645 05/12/2018

Site No: FS1323 AJW

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

ECI, CNI 13/12/2018 AJW KAS

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12018-0645



                
 
 

R04  

 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 
 

 
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 05/12/2018 
SITE NO FS1323 SITE NAME Barcaldine Hatchery Incubation 3 
INSPECTOR Amanda Walker, Duncan McNicoll CASE NO 20180645 
 
 
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.  
 
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 
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2018-0646 Date of visit: 05/12/2018

AJW

Site No: FS1321 Site Name:

Business No: FB0125

Case Types: 1 ECI 2 CNI 3 4 5 6

7.5 Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: ST F CoGP MA:

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:

Water Temp (°C): Site

Water type:

Business Name: Scottish Sea Farms Ltd

Case No:

Time spent on site: 1 hour Main Inspector:

Barcaldine Hatchery Incubation 1

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12018-0646
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Additional Case Information:

Separate entrance to each incubation unit with change of PPE, footbaths and colour coded equipment in each unit.

Site fully stocked with one input 27/11/18 from Aquagen, Norway

Once at feeding stage transferred to Barcaldine First feeding an another input from Ireland planned for Feb 2019. 

Dead ova will be  put through funnels and piped  to dead fish area where it will be ensiled  then on to Caledonian processing in 

Dumfries

Mort numbers low and almost all eggs have now hatched.

eggs disinfected with Buffodine on arrival.

Accompanied by Duncan McNicol. Paperwork AJW Inspection AJW, DM.

Additional Information Page 1 of 12018-0646
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Case No: 2018-0646 Site No: FS1321

Date of Visit: Inspector(s):

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

N

Site Details   

1 1 1

Species sal

Age group 2018 ova

No Fish 1,000,000

Mean Fish Wt <1h

N N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records

Y

Y

N/A

N/A

Y

Transport Records

N

Mortality Records

Y

If other detail:

Y

N

N

If yes, detail:

N/A

N/A

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

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?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: new site

05/12/2018 AJW

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

Next Fallow Date (Site) Jan Next Input Date (Site) Feb /March, from Ireland

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?

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?

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): low- ova only

2. How are mortalities disposed of? Ensiled - on site

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

If yes, detail action:

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

Site Records Page 1 of 22018-0646
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N

If other, detail:

N/A

N

If other, detail:

Y

Biosecurity Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

N

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

 If yes, detail:

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

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)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

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?

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

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? 

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? 

27/11/2018- dateRecords checked between:
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Case Number: 2018-0646 Site No: Insp:

Date of Visit 05/12/2018 Score

0 1-5 6-10 >10

0 5 10 14 5

0 9 18 26

0 5 10 14 5

0 3 6 10 3

0 3 6 10 3

Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10

0

1 2 4 1

1 3 6

1 4 8

Management practices None Secure Unsecure

Water contacts with 

processors 0 1 2 1

0 0

1

2

4

8

10

0

3 3

5

0 0

5

Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2 or 3 ≥ 4

0 1 2 0

0 1 2 0

0 0

1

CoGP/Regulator

0 0

3

0 0

2

Total 21

Rank MEDIUM

Water contacts with other 

farms (holding species 

susceptible to same 

diseases)

On farm processing within 

the rules of the directive

Practices in accordance 

with regulator or industry 

code of practice

Platform access to cages

Disposal of fish and fish by-

products

Use of unpasteurised feeds

Contacts with other sites

Disinfection of equipment 

between sites, use of 

footbaths etc

AJW

No of movements/supp./dest.

Live fish movements

Movements on (from out 

with GB) of susceptible 

species

Movements off

Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS

Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or 

compartment including third country

Number of suppliers

Frequency of movements off

FS1321

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters 

No on farm processing

Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)

Number of destinations

Farm is protected (secure water supply through 

disinfection or borehole)

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category I 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category III 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Site's own waste only processed.

Common processes with other farms 

Collection point for waste from other farms

No feeding of unpasteurised feed

Processing fish from MS of equivalent status

Processing fish from zone or compartment of 

equivalent status

Processing fish from Category III farm

Processing fish from Category V farm

Feeding unpasteurised feed

Sites operating from single shorebase

Sites sharing staff and equipment

Yes

No

No

Yes

No

Yes

Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 12018-0646
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Case No: 2018-0646 Site No: FS1321

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)

N

Y

inside, vermin control

If other, detail below:

N

Y

4. Have these been reported to Scottish Ministers? 

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)

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

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)

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

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

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

Containment Inspection

1. Has the site experienced sea lice problems in the previous 4 years?

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)

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

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

4. Is there a signed documented farm management agreement or statement relevant to the site and CoGP Farm 

Management Area (or equivalent)?

5. Have these been reported to local DSFB forthwith (where they exist)? (CoGP –  4.4.37, 5.4.17)

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

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

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? 

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) 

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

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

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

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?

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.

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?

CNI & SLI Page 1 of 12018-0646
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Case No: 2018-0646 05/12/2018

Site No: FS1321 AJW

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

ECI, CNI 13/12/2018 AJW KAS

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:
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R04  

 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 
 

 
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 05/12/2018 
SITE NO FS1321 SITE NAME Barcaldine Hatchery Incubation 1 
INSPECTOR Amanda Walker, Duncan McNicoll CASE NO 20180646 
 
 
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 
 
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 
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2018-0653 Date of visit: 04/12/2018

WJM

Site No: FS0264 Site Name:

Business No: FB0132

Case Types: 1 MIX 2 3 4 5 6

Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: HI 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:

Case No:

Time spent on site: 1 hr Main Inspector:

Inverpolly

Water Temp (°C):

Water type:

Business Name: Finfish Ltd

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12018-0653



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

Additional Case Information:

Site currently fallow. Ova due in later in the month.

VMD feed mixing inspection carried out. No issues raised.

Additional Information Page 1 of 12018-0653
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Case No: 2018-0653 04/12/2018

Site No: FS0264 WJM

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

MIX No FHI report 13/12/2018 WJM AJW

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12018-0653
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2018-0654 Date of visit: 05/12/2018

WJM

Site No: FS0890 Site Name:

Business No: FB0341

Case Types: 1 ECI 2 CNI 3 VMD 4 5 6

5.6 Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: HI F CoGP MA:

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:

Case No:

Time spent on site: 4.5 hrs Main Inspector:

Jubilee Loch Shin

Water Temp (°C): T148

Water type:

Business Name: Migdale Smolts Ltd

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12018-0654
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Additional Case Information:

Water dark so visibility low and fish remaining low due to water temperature being at 5.6oC. 

Fish sampled for VMD appeared healthy. Morts at single figures.

Additional Information Page 1 of 12018-0654
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Case No: 2018-0654 Site No: FS0890

Date of Visit: Inspector(s):

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

Y

Site Details   

31 8 31

Species SAL

Age group 2019 S1

No Fish 401,481

Mean Fish Wt 75g

N N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

N/A

Transport Records

N

Mortality Records

Y

If other detail:

Y

N

N

If yes, detail:

N/A

N/A

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

If yes, detail action:

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

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?

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?

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): 1/11 - 30/11/18 - 1847 (0.5%)

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

Next Fallow Date (Site) MARCH 2019 Next Input Date (Site) JUNE 2019

05/12/2018 WJM

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

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?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 08/12/2016

Site Records Page 1 of 22018-0654
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N

If other, detail:

Y

Y

N

If other, detail:

Y

Biosecurity Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

Y

Y

N

08/12/2016 - 05/12/2018Records checked between:

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?

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

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? 

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results? 

 If yes, detail:

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

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)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

Site Records Page 2 of 22018-0654
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Case no:

Priority samples: VI BA PA MG HI

Time sampling Inspector: WJM VMD No. 13

starts/ends:

Environmental conditions: 1 Indoors 2 3 4 5

Summary samples HIST BA MG VI PA Total Samples

Pool/Fish No

Fish nos 1-12 13-21 22-30 31-39

Pool Group

Species SAL SAL SAL SAL

Average weight 0.0750 0.0750 0.0750 0.0750

Sex N/A N/A N/A N/A

Water Type FW FW FW FW

Stock Origin K
in

ta
il 

H
a
tc

h
e
ry

K
in

ta
il 

H
a
tc

h
e
ry

K
in

ta
il 

H
a
tc

h
e
ry

K
in

ta
il 

H
a
tc

h
e
ry

Facility No 14 26 31 28

05/12/20182018-0654 Site No: FS0890

S
to

c
k
 D

e
ta

ils

Add Fish/Pools - click 

13:00:00 14:15:00

Date of visit/ 

Sampling:

Sample_Information Page 1 of 22018-0654
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0 Total Tests assigned 0

.

Additional Sample Information:

Fish sampled for VMD appeared healthy

Sample_Information Page 2 of 22018-0654
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Case Number: 2018-0654 Site No: Insp:

Date of Visit 05/12/2018 Score

0 1-5 6-10 >10

0 5 10 14 0

0 9 18 26 0

0 5 10 14 0

0 3 6 10 10

0 3 6 10 6

Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10

0

1 2 4 2

1 3 6

1 4 8

Management practices None Secure Unsecure

Water contacts with 

processors 0 1 2 0

0 0

1

2

4

8

10

0 0

3

5

0 0

5

Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2 or 3 ≥ 4

0 1 2 0

0 1 2 0

0 0

1

CoGP/Regulator

0 0

3

0 0

2

Total 18

Rank MEDIUM

Feeding unpasteurised feed

Sites operating from single shorebase

Sites sharing staff and equipment

Yes

No

No

Yes

No

Yes

Site's own waste only processed.

Common processes with other farms 

Collection point for waste from other farms

No feeding of unpasteurised feed

Processing fish from MS of equivalent status

Processing fish from zone or compartment of 

equivalent status

Processing fish from Category III farm

Processing fish from Category V farm

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters 

No on farm processing

Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)

Number of destinations

Farm is protected (secure water supply through 

disinfection or borehole)

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category I 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category III 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

WJM

No of movements/supp./dest.

Live fish movements

Movements on (from out 

with GB) of susceptible 

species

Movements off

Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS

Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or 

compartment including third country

Number of suppliers

Frequency of movements off

FS0890

Water contacts with other 

farms (holding species 

susceptible to same 

diseases)

On farm processing within 

the rules of the directive

Practices in accordance 

with regulator or industry 

code of practice

Platform access to cages

Disposal of fish and fish by-

products

Use of unpasteurised feeds

Contacts with other sites

Disinfection of equipment 

between sites, use of 

footbaths etc

Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 12018-0654
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Case No: 2018-0654 Site No: FS0890

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)

N

Y

Tensioned Nets, Top Nets 

If other, detail below:

N

Y

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?

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.

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?

1. Has the site experienced sea lice problems in the previous 4 years?

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)

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

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

4. Is there a signed documented farm management agreement or statement relevant to the site and CoGP Farm 

Management Area (or equivalent)?

5. Have these been reported to local DSFB forthwith (where they exist)? (CoGP –  4.4.37, 5.4.17)

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

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

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? 

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) 

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

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

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

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

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

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

Containment Inspection

4. Have these been reported to Scottish Ministers? 

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)

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

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)

Click to select predator measures

CNI & SLI Page 1 of 12018-0654
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Case No: 2018-0654 05/12/2018

Site No: FS0890 WJM

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

ECI, CNI, VMD 07/12/2018 WJM DJT

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12018-0654



                
 
 

R04  

 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 
 

 
Migdale Smolts Ltd 
Dornoch Road 
Bonar Bridge 
Sutherland 
IV24 3EB 

 

 
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT 

 
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR 

 
BUSINESS NO FB0341  DATE OF VISIT  05/12/2018 
SITE NO FS0890  SITE NAME  Jubilee Loch Shin 
INSPECTOR Warren Murray CASE NO  20180654 
 
 
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. 
 
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. 
 



 

R04  

 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 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: 07/12/2018 
     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 
 



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

2018-0655 Date of visit: 05/12/2018

WJM

Site No: FS0612 Site Name:

Business No: FB0341

Case Types: 1 REG 2 3 4 5 6

Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: HI 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 at time of inspection

Case No:

Time spent on site: 1 hr Main Inspector:

Loch Merkland

Water Temp (°C):

Water type:

Business Name: Migdale Smolts Ltd

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12018-0655
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Additional Case Information:

Fish on site from mid May 2018. Site fallow by 31/10/2018

No problems reported. 

Morts for last cycle May - Oct. 2018 - 6227 (1.1%)

Additional Information Page 1 of 12018-0655
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Case No: 2018-0655 Site No: FS0612

Date of Visit: Inspector(s):

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

Y

Site Details   

22 0 22

Species fallow

Age group

No Fish

Mean Fish Wt

N N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

N/A

Transport Records

Mortality Records

Y

If other detail:

Y

N

N

If yes, detail:

N/A

N/A

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

If yes, detail action:

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

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?

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?

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): 01/10 - 31/10/18 - 834 (0.2%)

2. How are mortalities disposed of? Ensiled - on site

Next Fallow Date (Site) currently fallow Next Input Date (Site) MAY 2019

05/12/2018 WJM

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

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?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 24/10/2017

Site Records Page 1 of 22018-0655
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N

If other, detail:

Y

Y

N/A

If other, detail:

Y

Biosecurity Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

24/10/2017 - 05/12/2018Records checked between:

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?

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

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? 

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results? 

 If yes, detail:

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

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)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

Site Records Page 2 of 22018-0655
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Case Number: 2018-0655 Site No: Insp:

Date of Visit 05/12/2018 Score

0 1-5 6-10 >10

0 5 10 14 0

0 9 18 26 0

0 5 10 14 0

0 3 6 10 6

0 3 6 10 3

Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10

0

1 2 4 1

1 3 6

1 4 8

Management practices None Secure Unsecure

Water contacts with 

processors 0 1 2 0

0 0

1

2

4

8

10

0 0

3

5

0 0

5

Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2 or 3 ≥ 4

0 1 2 0

0 1 2 0

0 0

1

CoGP/Regulator

0 0

3

0 0

2

Total 10

Rank LOW

Feeding unpasteurised feed

Sites operating from single shorebase

Sites sharing staff and equipment

Yes

No

No

Yes

No

Yes

Site's own waste only processed.

Common processes with other farms 

Collection point for waste from other farms

No feeding of unpasteurised feed

Processing fish from MS of equivalent status

Processing fish from zone or compartment of 

equivalent status

Processing fish from Category III farm

Processing fish from Category V farm

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters 

No on farm processing

Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)

Number of destinations

Farm is protected (secure water supply through 

disinfection or borehole)

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category I 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category III 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

WJM

No of movements/supp./dest.

Live fish movements

Movements on (from out 

with GB) of susceptible 

species

Movements off

Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS

Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or 

compartment including third country

Number of suppliers

Frequency of movements off

FS0612

Water contacts with other 

farms (holding species 

susceptible to same 

diseases)

On farm processing within 

the rules of the directive

Practices in accordance 

with regulator or industry 

code of practice

Platform access to cages

Disposal of fish and fish by-

products

Use of unpasteurised feeds

Contacts with other sites

Disinfection of equipment 

between sites, use of 

footbaths etc
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Case No: 2018-0655 Site No: FS0612

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)

N

Y

Top Nets

If other, detail below:

N

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?

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.

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?

1. Has the site experienced sea lice problems in the previous 4 years?

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)

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

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

4. Is there a signed documented farm management agreement or statement relevant to the site and CoGP Farm 

Management Area (or equivalent)?

5. Have these been reported to local DSFB forthwith (where they exist)? (CoGP –  4.4.37, 5.4.17)

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

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

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? 

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) 

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

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

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

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

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

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

Containment Inspection

4. Have these been reported to Scottish Ministers? 

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)

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

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)

CNI & SLI Page 1 of 12018-0655
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Case No: 2018-0655 05/12/2018

Site No: FS0612 WJM

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

REG 07/12/2018 WJM DJT

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:
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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 
 

 
Migdale Smolts Ltd 
Dornoch Road 
Bonar Bridge 
Sutherland 
IV24 3EB 

 

 
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT 

 
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR 

 
BUSINESS NO FB0341  DATE OF VISIT 05/12/2018 
SITE NO FS0612  SITE NAME Loch Merkland 
INSPECTOR Warren Murray CASE NO 20180655 
 
 
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 site was reported to be fallow. 
 
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: 07/12/2018 
     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 
 



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

2018-0656 Date of visit: 05/12/2018

WJM

Site No: FS0769 Site Name:

Business No: FB0341

Case Types: 1 REG 2 3 4 5 6

Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: HI 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

Case No:

Time spent on site: 30 min Main Inspector:

Loch Migdale

Water Temp (°C):

Water type:

Business Name: Migdale Smolts Ltd

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12018-0656
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Additional Case Information:

Site currently fallow with no pens on the loch. Last stock on site was in 2010. No future plans to use site again but company 

still to decide whether to deregister the site or not.

No records to check as no fish have been on site since 2010. Movement book is held at the main office so was not signed off, 

no movements have taken place since the last inspection. 

Additional Information Page 1 of 12018-0656
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Case No: 2018-0656 Site No: FS0769

Date of Visit: Inspector(s):

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

N

Site Details   

0 0 0

Species

Age group

No Fish

Mean Fish Wt

N/A N/A

If yes, detail:

Movement Records

Y

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

Transport Records

Mortality Records

N/A

If other detail:

N/A

N/A

N/A

If yes, detail:

N/A

N/A

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

If yes, detail action:

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

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?

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?

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks):

2. How are mortalities disposed of?

Next Fallow Date (Site) currently fallow Next Input Date (Site) none planned

05/12/2018 WJM

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

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?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 27/08/2015

Site Records Page 1 of 22018-0656
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If other, detail:

If other, detail:

Biosecurity Records

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

No records to check.Records checked between:

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?

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

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? 

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results? 

 If yes, detail:

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

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)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

Site Records Page 2 of 22018-0656



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

Case No: 2018-0656 05/12/2018

Site No: FS0769 WJM

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

REG 07/12/2018 WJM DJT

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:
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 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 
 

 
Migdale Smolts Ltd 
Dornoch Road 
Bonar Bridge 
Sutherland 
IV24 3EB 

 

 
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT 

 
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR 

 
BUSINESS NO FB0341  DATE OF VISIT 05/12/2018 
SITE NO FS0769  SITE NAME Loch Migdale 
INSPECTOR Warren Murray CASE NO 20180656 
 
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 site was reported to be fallow. 
 
The information required for the public record of aquaculture production businesses regarding this 
site was verified and where necessary updated. 
 
Please contact myself or the duty inspector should you require any further information or have any 
queries regarding this report.  
 
 
 
 
 
Signed: Date: 07/12/2018 
     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 
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Additional Case Information:

Fallowed in jul, august, sept 2013, excavated and disinfect but whole site not usually fallowed. Fallowed the big pond last year 

following appearance of eye fluke with good results.   

Restocking farm only - low stocking density now and fish all appeared in very good condition, site was tidy with appropriate 

biosecurity and containment considerations and well maintained ponds, channels and raceways.  Mostly triploid rtr, brown trout 

and blue trout.  Some female blue trout also.  Majortity of stock from Northern Trout, Yorkshire.  Some rtr from Kinnaird Mill 

grown under contract for Dawnfresh.

rtfs in last 10 weeks affecting Kinnaird Mill stock in raceway 5,6,7,8 - 3 treatments administered, the last being extended and 

mortality rates have now dropped to 0.01.  No moribund or morts observed in these raceways during inspection.  Raceways 9 

and 10 stock received end of October from Northern Trout also experienced rtfs amplified by change in conditions from spring 

water at hatchery changing to river water and a series of spates. FVG had taken samples and confirmed RTFS. 

Another outbreak of rtfs was experienced in Spring but again fish responded well to treatment and mortalities dropped quickly.

Some peaks in mortality over the hot summer but generally faired well given the extremely hot water temperatures of over 20 

degrees. Recirc pump used and liquid oxygen injected as water input from river halved. 

Trials being undertaken with borehole source water - oxygen levels low and carbon dioxide high but degassing through biofilter 

increases oxygen up to 95%.  This would help with water availability and quality in summer and extend growing season as 

temp about 9 degrees.

Updates to SG FHI contact details needed on BMP and escapes plan.

Experiencing issues with water quality and ponds silting up due to work done installing a turbine upstream.  Ponds are 

shallower and are dug out when fallowed to drop levels.  Back channels are also due to be dug out due to high levels of silt.  In 

contact with SEPA over this issue.

Inspection conducted by  supervised and audited by 

Several dead fish observed in a couple of ponds with smaller fish and a few lethargic moribunds in these ponds also found 

near outlet.  Several of these fish were removed but showed no further signs of pathology, so no further sampling was taken 

for diagnostic purposes.
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 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 
 

 
Cloan Hatcheries Ltd 
Haugh Road 
Rattray Blairgowrie 
Perthshire 
PH10 7HG 

 

 
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT 

 
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR 

 
BUSINESS NO FB0001  DATE OF VISIT  06/12/2018 
SITE NO FS0606  SITE NAME  Westmill Fish Farm 
INSPECTOR  CASE NO  20180658 
 
 
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 and records in relation 
to aquaculture animals transported by the business were inspected for the period January – 
August 2018 in paper movement books and appeared to be adequately maintained.  
However, due to the high volume of movement’s it was agreed that electronic records would 
be sent in for inspection for 2017 and the remainder of 2018 to the date of the inspection.  
Please ensure these records are to the Fish Health Inspectorate within 30 days of the 
date this report was issued. 
 
Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.  







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

2018-0659 Date of visit: 04/12/2018

ASM

Site No: FS1176 Site Name:

Business No: FB0119

Case Types: 1 MOV 2 3 4 5 6

Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: ST S CoGP MA: M-47

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:

Case No:

Time spent on site: 6 hours Main Inspector:

Eilean Grianain

Water Temp (°C):

Water type:

Business Name: Marine Harvest (Scotland) Ltd

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12018-0659
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Additional Case Information:

Pen 1 harvested as dead haul and sent to Ireland for further processing. Fish observed before going into the ice slurry and all 

observed appeared healthy. Water filtered for lice before discharged. Cleaner fish graded out of the harvest and placed back 

in the cage. Just 5,000 fish harvested as a trial run as this is the first time fish have been sent from this site to Marine Harvest 

Ireland. Possibly more fish harvested and transported to Ireland later in the cycle. Well boat used: Viking Caledonia

New barge that’s been on site since June. New ensiler that macerates fish and adds acid automatically.

Wild wrasse (from Mull, Arran, and Ireland) and farmed lumpsuckers (from Anglesey, Dorset and Otter ferry).

Lost some fish due to "Beast from the East" in March and April (see mortality section). Causing abrasion due to bagging nets.

New stronger pens to be stocked next year, and the old pens will be moved to another site (unsure which one at present). The 

cage will be the same size (120m) but the floating rings, Froyer rings and stantions will be bigger and stronger.

Cleaner fish are reportedly very effective at keeping lice number low. No lice treatments conducted so far this cycle.

Hamster wheels will be taken away next cycle and replaced with flexible poles that and attached to the cage itself. This is 

hoped to reduce the number of small fish being damaged when colliding with the hamster wheel.

Holes reported in March possibly due to bagging net catching on slider weights. Smaller holes possibly caused by remotely 

operated net cleaner (RONC) . RONC will be replaced with jet net washer and twine thickness to be upgraded. The company 

are looking into applying a coating to the twine to reduce the chance of getting holes from net cleaning.

Buffer nets were being trialled on site to reduce the flow through of the tide. The nets were placed on the mooring grid of the 

cage group at the north end and south end. Due to the mounting system breaking, the nets were removed. Also being trialled 

in Gorsten. 

Aerator in place during the crowding process. Fish did not appear to be stressed.

Disinfection certificate for the well boat observed.

Copy of the health certificate passed to the well boat captain.
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2018-0659 Site No: FS1176

Date of Visit: Inspector(s):

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

N

Site Details   

20 20 20

Species SAL LUM WRS

Age group 2017 Q4 mixed mixed

No Fish 876,000 4,000 58,000

Mean Fish Wt 5kg mixed mixed

N N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

N/A

Transport Records

Mortality Records

Y

If other detail:

Y

N

Y

If yes, detail:

Y

Y

"Beast from the east" caused increased mortality due to net bagging that caused abrasion and scale loss 

on fish. 231,000 over site (13.6%) in March and April. 

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

If yes, detail action: MSS contacted by business correspondent and MH biologist was also onsite.

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

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?

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?

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): 3,165 (0.3%) fish due to background mortality.

2. How are mortalities disposed of? Biogas - Energen, Cumbernauld

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

04/12/2018 ASM

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

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?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 01/03/2017

Site Records Page 1 of 22018-0659
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If other, detail:

If other, detail:

Biosecurity Records

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

Y

Y

N

01/03/17 - 04/12/18Records checked between:

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?

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

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? 

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results? 

 If yes, detail:

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

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)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?
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Case No: 2018-0659 04/12/2018

Site No: FS1176 ASM

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

MOV 11/12/2018 ASM KAS

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:
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 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 
 

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  DATE OF VISIT 04/12/2018 
SITE NO FS1176  SITE NAME Eilean Grianain 
INSPECTOR Andy Mayes  CASE NO 20180659 
 
 
Inspection for placing on the market in the EU 
 
In accordance with the Trade in Animals and Related Products (Scotland) Regulations 2012 
and European Community Council Directive 2006/88/EC, the above site was visited and a 
consignment of harvest size Atlantic salmon for placing on the market in Ireland was 
inspected. A health certificate was issued which must travel with the consignment to the 
destination. The official authority in the importing country has been notified.  
 
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 
 



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

2018-0663 Date of visit: 29/11/2018

JET

Site No: FS0602 Site Name:

Business No: FB0119

Case Types: 1 VMD 2 3 4 5 6

Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: HI S CoGP MA: M-28

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:

Water Temp (°C):

Water type:

Business Name: Marine Harvest (Scotland) Ltd

Case No:

Time spent on site: 3.5 hours Main Inspector:

Sconser

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12018-0663
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Additional Case Information:

Wild wrasse and farmed lumpfish on site. Small numbers of lumpfish died shortly after arrving on site due to a bacterial 

infection, this was investigated by the company cleaner fish biologist.

Reportedly, cleaner fish seem to working very well to keep lice numbers low (one pre-adult lep observed when removing fish 

from the cage for VMD sampling)

Cairidh and Maol Ban morts are brought to Sconser shorebase for ensiling. These two sites are routinely operated from a 

separate shorebase and are in the same CoGP and disease management areas as Sconser.

Fish observed for VMD were internally and externally healthy.

An anti-predator net is attached to the outside of the steel cage group that stretches down to the seabed. This encloses all 

cages in the group. This has reportedly worked well to deter predators such as seals.

H202 treatment 09 - 10 november 2018 to treat gills due to positive for AGD.

Fish sampled for VMD appeared healthy.

Paperwork done by JET and ASM, observed by NYP. VMD done by JET, ASM and NYP.
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Case No: 2018-0663 Site No: FS0602

Date of Visit: Inspector(s):

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

N

Site Details   

12 12 12

Species SAL WRS LUM

Age group 18 Q2 mixed mixed

No Fish 490,000 14,000 38,000

Mean Fish Wt 1.8kg mixed mixed

N N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

N/A

Transport Records

Mortality Records

Y

If other detail:

Y

N

N

If yes, detail:

N/A

N/A

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

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?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 17/05/2017

29/11/2018 JET

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

Next Fallow Date (Site) Autumn 2019 Next Input Date (Site) Spring 2020

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?

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?

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): 2382 (0.5%) across site - physical damage (concussion)

2. How are mortalities disposed of? Biogas - Energen, Cumbernauld

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

If yes, detail action:

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

H2O2, T.M.S.

If other, detail:

Y

Y

Y

T.M.S.

If other, detail:

Y

Biosecurity Records

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

 If yes, detail:

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

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)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

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?

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

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? 

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? 

17/05/2017 - 29/11/2018Records checked between:
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Case no:

Priority samples: VI BA PA MG HI

Time sampling Inspector: JET VMD No. 30

starts/ends:

Environmental conditions: 1 Indoors 2 3 4 5

Summary samples HIST BA MG VI PA Total Samples

Pool/Fish No

Fish nos 1-2 3-4 5-6 7-8

Pool Group

Species SAL SAL SAL SAL

Average weight 1.8000 1.8000 1.8000 1.8000

Sex

Water Type SW SW SW SW

Stock Origin L
o
c
h
 L

o
c
h
y

L
o
c
h
 L

o
c
h
y

L
o
c
h
 L

o
c
h
y

L
o
c
h
 L

o
c
h
y

Facility No 43 44 47 48

29/11/20182018-0663 Site No: FS0602

S
to

c
k
 D

e
ta

ils

Add Fish/Pools - click 

11:30:00 12:15:00

Date of visit/ 

Sampling:
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0 Total Tests assigned 0

.

Additional Sample Information:
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Site No: FS0602

Case No: 2018-0663

Nature of non-compliance: 

Action taken (FHI): 

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

Sample Condition Page 1 of 12018-0663
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Case No: 2018-0663 29/11/2018

Site No: FS0602 JET

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

VMD 06/12/2018 JET DJT

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12018-0663



                
 
 

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 

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  DATE OF VISIT 29/11/2018 
SITE NO FS0602  SITE NAME Sconser 
INSPECTOR Joe Triscott & Nicole Little CASE NO 20180663 
 
 
 
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. 
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2018-0667 Date of visit: 11/12/2018

AJW

Site No: FS1198 Site Name:

Business No: FB0095

Case Types: 1 PSI 2 REP 3 4 5 6

Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: OR S CoGP MA: O-3

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:

Case No:

Time spent on site: 0 Main Inspector:

South Cava

Water Temp (°C):

Water type:

Business Name: Cooke Aquaculture Scotland Ltd

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12018-0667
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Additional Case Information:

Fish currently on site moved there on 20th Nov from Chalmers Hope. Morts from input (20/11/18) to 11/12/18 are 620 (0.17%) 

for site attributed to handling and post transfer morts.  Previous cycle harvested out 9th July 2018 with no health or sea lice 

issues.  Harvest; dead haul. 

Never used SLICE at South Cava. SLICE used at Chalmers Hope on 17/9/18.

Lice figures since input at South Cava; wk47- 0 leps and caligus, Wk 48 0 leps and caligus, wk 49 0 leps and caligus, wk 50 0 

leps and caligus.

Chalmers hope - treated with SLICE 17/9/18 Lice figures; wk36; 0 leps, 14.3 caligus, wk37; 0 leps 13.91 caligus, wk38; 0 leps 

20.41 caligus, wk39; 0 leps, 1.71 caligus, wk40; 0 leps, 0.46 caligus, wk41; 0 leps, 0.64 caligus, wk42; 0 leps, 0.79 caligus, 

wk44; 0 leps, 0.1 caligus. 

Case initiated by intelligence report received on 26/11/18 stating that; "Cooke Aquaculture are reported to have the worst 

levels of sea lice this year on farmed salmon at their Cava site in Scapa Flow, Orkney. It is common for there to be 20-30 sea 

lice per fish and as a result a large quantity of slice (Emamectin Benzoate) has had to be used at this site in an effort to control 

sea lice numbers."
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Case Number: 2018-0667 Site No: Insp:

Date of Visit 11/12/2018 Score

0 1-5 6-10 >10

0 5 10 14 0

0 9 18 26

0 5 10 14

0 3 6 10 0

0 3 6 10

Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10

0

1 2 4 2

1 3 6

1 4 8

Management practices None Secure Unsecure

Water contacts with 

processors 0 1 2 0

0

1 1

2

4

8

10

0

3 3

5

0 0

5

Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2 or 3 ≥ 4

0 1 2 2

0 1 2 2

0 0

1

CoGP/Regulator

0 0

3

0 0

2

Total 10

Rank LOW

Feeding unpasteurised feed

Sites operating from single shorebase

Sites sharing staff and equipment

Yes

No

No

Yes

No

Yes

Site's own waste only processed.

Common processes with other farms 

Collection point for waste from other farms

No feeding of unpasteurised feed

Processing fish from MS of equivalent status

Processing fish from zone or compartment of 

equivalent status

Processing fish from Category III farm

Processing fish from Category V farm

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters 

No on farm processing

Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)

Number of destinations

Farm is protected (secure water supply through 

disinfection or borehole)

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category I 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category III 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

AJW

No of movements/supp./dest.

Live fish movements

Movements on (from out 

with GB) of susceptible 

species

Movements off

Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS

Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or 

compartment including third country

Number of suppliers

Frequency of movements off

FS1198

Water contacts with other 

farms (holding species 

susceptible to same 

diseases)

On farm processing within 

the rules of the directive

Practices in accordance 

with regulator or industry 

code of practice

Platform access to cages

Disposal of fish and fish by-

products

Use of unpasteurised feeds

Contacts with other sites

Disinfection of equipment 

between sites, use of 

footbaths etc

Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 12018-0667
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Case No: 2018-0667 Site No: FS1198

Date of case: Inspector(s): AJW

N
 

Site Details

12 12  

Species Sal
Age group 2017 S0
No Fish 364,000

Mean Fish Wt 2.676kg

Date of last inspection: (ECI or PSI) PSI 

N

If yes, detail: 

e.g. site 

average, max 

per cage 

N

If yes, detail: 

How are mortalities disposed of?

Biogas - 

Gask, Turriff

If other detail:

N

If yes, detail:

Other: 

N

If yes, detail:

N

If yes, detail

N

If yes, detail:

Y

If no, detail: 

Y

If yes, detail: Slice Excis Salmosan H2O2

N/A

If no, detail:

Y

N

Any reported escapes? (check prior to phone call)  N

N

If yes, detail:

(include date)

11/12/2018

Any escapes? (since last inspection) 

Any treatments? (since last inspection)

Any significant results? 

Any disease on site? (since last inspection)

Business/site contacts correct? (if no update site summary sheet)

Next Fallow Date (Site) June/July 2019 Next Input Date (Site) Aug/Sept 2019

Total No facilities No facilities stocked

Does your CoGP Farm management area fallow in synchrony?

Where sea lice treatments have been administered have they had an effect?

Has any animal health surveillance or diagnostic investigations been carried out by, or on behalf 

of, the business? 

Is there a history of sea lice issues at the site in previous 4 years

Is a management area agreement in place?

Any recent increased or atypical mortalities? (last 4 weeks).

Has site been able to keep lice levels below the recommended lice levels?

Treatment discharge for sea lice in place?

Any increased mortalities? (since last inspection.)
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N

If yes, detail:

Any significant changes to your biosecurity procedures since previous visit?
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Case No: 2018-0667 11/12/2018

Site No: FS1198 AJW

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

PSI 12/12/2018 AJW KAS

Rep no report AJW

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12018-0667
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2018-0671 Date of visit: 27/11/2018

ASM

Site No: FS0300 Site Name:

Business No: FB0125

Case Types: 1 REG 2 3 4 5 6

Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: HI 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:

Water Temp (°C): T172

Water type:

Business Name: Scottish Sea Farms Ltd

Intended to carry out a MIX inspection. As the site has recently changed hands it is unclear if the site still holds a feed mixing 

licence with the VMD. Therefore a REG was carried out.

Case No:

Time spent on site: 1 hour Main Inspector:

Loch Damph
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Additional Case Information:

400,000 fish to move off to Scallastle (as S0's) within next three weeks, starting week after the inspection.

Intended to carry out a MIX inspection. As the site has recently changed hands it is unclear if the site still holds a feed mixing 

licence with the VMD. Therefore a REG was carried out. As the visit was originally intended for a MIX inspection, the fish were 

not observed.

Nov 7th the site moved over the TSSC. No record of anything before that point as the old records were removed from the 

building by SSF staff.

Movement records received from SSF after an inspection by another inspector at head office. Mortality records later submitted 

by site staff.

As the site in question was previously owned by SSF, records belonging to SSF and TSSC were observed to complete this 

inspection. The report for this case will be sent to TSSC (see case number: 20180629 for the report sent to SSF).
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Case No: 2018-0671 Site No: FS0300

Date of Visit: Inspector(s):

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

Y

Site Details   

14 12 0

Species SAL SAL

Age group 2018 S0's 2019 S1's

No Fish 400,000 200,000

Mean Fish Wt 70g 60g

N N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records

Y

N

N/A

N/A

N/A

Transport Records

Mortality Records

N

If other detail:

N

N/A

N/A

If yes, detail:

N/A

N/A

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

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?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 14/02/2018

27/11/2018 ASM

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

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

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?

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?

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks):

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

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

If yes, detail action:

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

If other, detail:

Biosecurity Records

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

 If yes, detail:

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

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)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

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?

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

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? 

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? 

14/02/18 - 27/11/18Records checked between:
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Case Number: 2018-0671 Site No: Insp:

Date of Visit 27/11/2018 Score

0 1-5 6-10 >10

0 5 10 14

0 9 18 26

0 5 10 14

0 3 6 10 10

0 3 6 10 3

Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10

0

1 2 4 2

1 3 6

1 4 8

Management practices None Secure Unsecure

Water contacts with 

processors 0 1 2 0

0 0

1

2

4

8

10

0 0

3

5

0 0

5

Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2 or 3 ≥ 4

0 1 2 0

0 1 2 1

0 0

1

CoGP/Regulator

0 0

3

0 0

2

Total 16

Rank MEDIUM

Water contacts with other 

farms (holding species 

susceptible to same 

diseases)

On farm processing within 

the rules of the directive

Practices in accordance 

with regulator or industry 

code of practice

Platform access to cages

Disposal of fish and fish by-

products

Use of unpasteurised feeds

Contacts with other sites

Disinfection of equipment 

between sites, use of 

footbaths etc

ASM

No of movements/supp./dest.

Live fish movements

Movements on (from out 

with GB) of susceptible 

species

Movements off

Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS

Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or 

compartment including third country

Number of suppliers

Frequency of movements off

FS0300

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters 

No on farm processing

Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)

Number of destinations

Farm is protected (secure water supply through 

disinfection or borehole)

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category I 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category III 

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Site's own waste only processed.

Common processes with other farms 

Collection point for waste from other farms

No feeding of unpasteurised feed

Processing fish from MS of equivalent status

Processing fish from zone or compartment of 

equivalent status

Processing fish from Category III farm

Processing fish from Category V farm

Feeding unpasteurised feed

Sites operating from single shorebase

Sites sharing staff and equipment

Yes

No

No

Yes

No

Yes
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Case No: 2018-0671 27/11/2018

Site No: FS0300 ASM

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

REG 18/12/2018 ASM PMM

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Inspector:
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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 
 

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 27/11/2018 
SITE NO FS0300  SITE NAME Loch Damph 
INSPECTOR Andy Mayes  CASE NO 20180671 
 
 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.   
 
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 not available for 
inspection. Since the inspection the records have been submitted and found to be adequately 
maintained. 
 
Mortality records were not available for inspection. Since the inspection the records have been 
submitted and found to be adequately maintained. 
 
No mortality levels exceeding the reporting criteria have been recorded since the last inspection. 
 
A Veterinary Medicine Directorate (VMD) feed mixing inspection to assess the compliance with 
the mixing of medicated the feed was also undertaken. The compliance of the site could not be 
assessed as all records relating the mixing of feed were remove by the previous owner. If The 
Scottish Salmon Company wish to maintain a license for the mixing of medicated feed stuff at this 



 

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 

 

premises, the VMD should be contacted. Another VMD feed mixing inspection will be reshecduled 
for 2019. 
 
Please contact myself or the duty inspector should you require any further information or have any 
queries regarding this report.  
 

Signed:        Date: 18/12/2018 
     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 
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2018-0673 Date of visit: 11/12/2018

JET

Site No: SS0922 Site Name:

Business No: SB0542

Case Types: 1 REG 2 OTH 3 4 5 6

Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: CE B 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:

Water Temp (°C):

Water type:

Business Name: Great British Prawns Ltd

Pre-registartion and ALAS inspection

Case No:

Time spent on site: 2 hours Main Inspector:

Balfron Hatchery
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Additional Case Information:

New white legged shrimp production site inspected prior to registration. Following inspection it was decided that two separate 

sites should be registered; hatchery unit and production unit. Both sites have separate entrances and there is no direct access 

between the two sites. Disinfection points and site specific PPE for staff at entrance to both sites. Within the hatchery unit 

there is a broodstock area and larval rearing area, both on separate recirculation systems. Disinfection point at entry to the 

hatchery unit and in broodstock and larval areas, however due to shared corridor and no specific changing/disinfection rooms 

between areas, both will be registered as one site. The hatchery unit also holds a lab and algae production room. The 

production unit is on a separate recirculation system. All recirculation systems supplied by mains water which is filtrated at 5um 

and with activated carbon and metalex resin, the water is treated with ozone for disinfection. Two separate artificial saltwater 

tanks supply each site in order to provide required salinity. All effluent and daily water exchange is directly to Strathendrick 

biogas plant. The biogas plant will also be the disposal point for any mortality waste from both sites.

The sites were also inspected to determine if containment measures in place meet the requirements of a 'closed' facility as 

defined in Council Regulation (EC) No 708/2007 concerning the use of alien and locally absent species in aquaculture.

• Does the facility involve the recirculation of water: Yes - both sites utilise full recirculation, water taken from mains supply and 

artificial saltwater tanks.

 

• Do discharges not connect in any way to open waters before screening and filtering or percolation and filtering to prevent the 

release of solid waste into the aquatic environment: No discharge to open waters, all effluent and daily water exchange is 

directly to Strathendrick biogas plant, located beside the sites. Drum filters at each site remove solid waste.

 

• Are measures in place to prevent the escapes from the facility of the farmed species and non-target species that may survive 

and subsequently reproduce:  Yes -  Land based sites, closed doors and high sided tanks. Outflows on tanks screened to 

prevent escapes.

• Are measures in place to prevent the loss of reared specimens or non-target species and other biological material, including 

pathogens due to factors such as predators (e.g. birds) and flooding: Yes, see above for escape prevention, site has never 

experienced flooding (Dairy farm and biogas plant at same site have not experienced flooding issues). Site indoors to prevent 

spread of disease via wild animals.

• For predators is there predator control plan and what are the measures in place to prevent predation: Yes - Predator control 

plan in place. Both sites are indoors, all doorways lockable to prevent predator access.

• For flooding what is the distance of the facility from open waters: 446 metres from Endrick Water (river), at an elevated 

position.

• Are measures are in place to prevent losses of reared specimens or non-target species and other biological material, 

including pathogens, due to theft or vandalism:  Yes - site indoors and secured, staff on site 24 hours (one staff member on 

site overnight with CCTV in each unit).

• Are dead organisms disposed of in an appropriate method: Yes - all mortalities disposed at adjacent biogas plant.

• Is transport carried out under conditions that prevent the escape of the species and any non-target species: Yes - harvested 

stock moved directly on to vans for transport. Animals moved from hatchery unit to production unit using sealed buckets.
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FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT 

 
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR 

 
BUSINESS NO SB0542  DATE OF VISIT 11/12/2018 
SITE NO SS0922  SITE NAME Balfron Hatchery 
INSPECTOR Joe Triscott  CASE NO 20180673 
 
An application for authorisation to operate an aquaculture production business under the Aquatic 
Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009 was received on 3rd September 2018 with respect to 
farming Litopenaeus vannamei (white leg shrimp). 
 
The production facilities at Balfron Hatchery aquaculture facility, operated by FishFrom GB Ltd.,  

were inspected on 11 December 2018 to determine if an application for a permit was required  

under the Alien and Locally Absent Species in Aquaculture (Scotland) Regulations 2015 (“the 

2015 Regulations”).  Movements of alien or locally absent species to facilities meeting the 

definition of a ‘closed aquaculture facility’ are exempt from the permit process by these 

Regulations, provided that transport is carried out under conditions that prevent the escape of 

those species and of the non-target species.  

It was determined that the facilities and their current operation met the requirements of a closed 

aquaculture facility under Article 3(3) of Council regulation (EC) No 708/2007. The transport 

methods proposed were deemed to be acceptable with regards to containment and prevention of 

escape. Operational activities included: 

 Site access through a locked entrance to prevent unauthorised entry from persons, 

predators or vermin; 

 Aquaculture conducted in a recirculation system; 

 The facilities will only be stocked with Litopenaeus vannamei (white leg shrimp); 

 Waste water discharges go directly to Strathendrick biogas plant; 

 Mortalities are removed daily and stored in a bio-secure manner prior to disposal; 

 Mortalities are transported in a secure manner prior to disposal at Strathendrick biogas 

plant; 

 Transportation of stock into the site is conducted in sealed bags within sealed boxes, with 

all water associated with the transport discharged into the recirculating system; 

 All materials associated with transport are disinfected prior to disposal; 
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 An auditable record of stock and product transfers is maintained; 

 Stock will be euthanized and packaged for distribution for human consumption within the 

facility; 

 No live animals will be transported out with the facility.  

 

The movement of L. vannamei  into the Montrave House aquaculture facility is considered exempt 

under Article 2(7) of Council regulation (EC) No 708/2007. 

FishFrom GB Ltd are reminded that should there be any change to the current operational 

practices at the Montrave House aquaculture facility, this may result in the requirement for 

a permit under the 2015 Regulations. To ensure compliance with the 2015 Regulations 

these changes must be discussed with the Fish Health Inspectorate prior to being 

implemented.  

 
Please contact myself or the duty inspector should you require any further information or have any 
queries regarding this report.  
 
 
 
 
 
Signed:      Date: 15/01/2019 
     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 
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2019-0006 Date of visit: 11/12/2018

JET

Site No: SS0923 Site Name:

Business No: SB0542

Case Types: 1 REG 2 OTH 3 4 5 6

Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: CE B 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:

Pre-registarion and ALAS inspection

Case No:

Time spent on site: 2.5 hours Main Inspector:

Balfron Production Unit

Water Temp (°C):

Water type:

Business Name: Great British Prawns Ltd
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Additional Case Information:

New white legged shrimp production site inspected prior to registration. Following inspection it was decided that two separate 

sites should be registered; hatchery unit and production unit. 

Both sites have separate entrances and there is no direct access between the two sites. Disinfection points and site specific 

PPE for staff at entrance to both sites. 

Within the hatchery unit there is a broodstock area and larval rearing area, both on separate recirculation systems. Disinfection 

point at entry to the hatchery unit and in broodstock and larval areas, however due to shared corridor and no specific 

changing/disinfection rooms between areas, both will be registered as one site. The hatchery unit also holds a lab and algae 

production room. 

The production unit is on a separate recirculation system. All recirculation systems supplied by mains water which is filtrated at 

5um and with activated carbon and metalex resin, the water is treated with ozone for disinfection. Two separate artificial 

saltwater tanks supply each site in order to provide required salinity. 

All effluent and daily water exchange is directly to Strathendrick biogas plant. The biogas plant will also be the disposal point 

for any mortality waste from both sites.

The sites were also inspected to determine if containment measures in place meet the requirements of a 'closed' facility as 

defined in Council Regulation (EC) No 708/2007 concerning the use of alien and locally absent species in aquaculture.

Does the facility involve the recirculation of water: 

Yes - both sites utilise full recirculation, water taken from mains supply and artificial saltwater tanks.

Do discharges not connect in any way to open waters before screening and filtering or percolation and filtering to prevent the 

release of solid waste into the aquatic environment: 

No discharge to open waters, all effluent and daily water exchange is directly to Strathendrick biogas plant, located beside the 

sites. Drum filters at each site remove solid waste.

Are measures in place to prevent the escapes from the facility of the farmed species and non-target species that may survive 

and subsequently reproduce: 

Yes - Land based sites, closed doors and high sided tanks. Outflows on tanks screened to prevent escapes.

Are measures in place to prevent the loss of reared specimens or non-target species and other biological material, including 

pathogens due to factors such as predators (e.g. birds) and flooding: Yes, see above for escape prevention, site has never 

experienced flooding (Dairy farm and biogas plant at same site have not experienced flooding issues). Site indoors to prevent 

spread of disease via wild animals.

For predators is there predator control plan and what are the measures in place to prevent predation: 

Yes - Predator control plan in place. Both sites are indoors, all doorways lockable to prevent predator access.

For flooding what is the distance of the facility from open waters: 

446 metres from Endrick Water (river), at an elevated position.

Are measures are in place to prevent losses of reared specimens or non-target species and other biological material, including 

pathogens, due to theft or vandalism: 

Yes - site indoors and secured, staff on site 24 hours (one staff member on site overnight with CCTV in each unit).

Are dead organisms disposed of in an appropriate method: 

Yes - all mortalities disposed at adjacent biogas plant.

Is transport carried out under conditions that prevent the escape of the species and any non-target species:

Yes - harvested stock moved directly on to vans for transport. Animals moved from hatchery unit to production unit using 

sealed buckets.
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FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT 

 
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR 

 
BUSINESS NO SB0542  DATE OF VISIT 11/12/2018 
SITE NO SS0923  SITE NAME Balfron Production Unit 
INSPECTOR Joe Triscott  CASE NO 20190006 
 
  
An application for authorisation to operate an aquaculture production business under the Aquatic 
Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009 was received on 3rd September 2018 with respect to 
farming Litopenaeus vannamei (white leg shrimp). 
 
The production facilities at Balfron Hatchery aquaculture facility, operated by FishFrom GB Ltd.,  

were inspected on 11 December 2018 to determine if an application for a permit was required  

under the Alien and Locally Absent Species in Aquaculture (Scotland) Regulations 2015 (“the 

2015 Regulations”).  Movements of alien or locally absent species to facilities meeting the 

definition of a ‘closed aquaculture facility’ are exempt from the permit process by these 

Regulations, provided that transport is carried out under conditions that prevent the escape of 

those species and of the non-target species.  

It was determined that the facilities and their current operation met the requirements of a closed 

aquaculture facility under Article 3(3) of Council regulation (EC) No 708/2007. The transport 

methods proposed were deemed to be acceptable with regards to containment and prevention of 

escape. Operational activities included: 

 Site access through a locked entrance to prevent unauthorised entry from persons, 

predators or vermin; 

 Aquaculture conducted in a recirculation system; 

 The facilities will only be stocked with Litopenaeus vannamei (white leg shrimp); 

 Waste water discharges go directly to Strathendrick biogas plant; 

 Mortalities are removed daily and stored in a bio-secure manner prior to disposal; 

 Mortalities are transported in a secure manner prior to disposal at Strathendrick biogas 

plant; 

 Transportation of stock into the site is conducted in sealed bags within sealed boxes, with 

all water associated with the transport discharged into the recirculating system; 
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2019-0014 Date of visit: 10/10/2018

DJT

Site No: fs1329 Site Name:

Business No: FB0574

Case Types: 1 OTH 2 3 4 5 6

Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed

Observations: Region: LO 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:

Case No:

Time spent on site: 2h Main Inspector:

Forth Foods 1 Tilapia Rearing

Water Temp (°C):

Water type:

Business Name: Forth Foods Ltd

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12019-0014
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Additional Case Information:

Site Inspected to determine if containment measures in place meet the requirements of a 'closed' facility as defined in Council 

Regulation (EC) No 708/2007 concerning the use of alien and locally absent species in aquaculture. At the time of inspection 

the site infrastructure had not been put in place therefore the assessment was based on the proposed setup only. A further 

inspection will be required when the site has been constructed. 

Does the facility involve the recirculation of water:

Yes, the system uses heated water so recirculation is integral to the operation. It is expected that there will be a 5% water 

exchange.

Do discharges not connect in any way to open waters before screening and filtering or percolation and filtering to prevent the 

release of solid waste into the aquatic environment:

There are to be screens on the tanks and an additional 5 micron drum filter in the system to remove solid waste, any sludge 

will be collected and disinfected using sodium hypochlorite to disinfect and disposed of by specialist waste contractors. There 

are two large incinerators on the site, going forward these are to be registered with APHA and will be used to dispose of any 

sludge.

Are measures in place to prevent the escapes from the facility of the farmed species and non-target species that may survive 

and subsequently reproduce: 

Yes, land based site away from open water. The tanks are located in a lockable artic trailer.  Each tank is screened with an 

additional 5 micron drum filter in the system. The stock on site is to be all male.

Are measures in place to prevent the loss of reared specimens or non-target species and other biological material, including 

pathogens due to factors such as predators (e.g. birds) and flooding: 

Yes, land based site with tanks located in a lockable trailer. No flooding risk due to location.

For predators is there predator control plan and what are the measures in place to prevent predation: 

Tanks are in a raised locked artic trailer. There is an existing vermin control plan for the farm steading this will be extended to 

include the additional tanks/site.

For flooding what is the distance of the facility from open waters: 

The nearest open water is the Peffer burn which is ~400m North of the site

Are measures are in place to prevent losses of reared specimens or non-target species and other biological material, including 

pathogens, due to theft or vandalism: 

Site will be locked overnight. The farm steading has locked gates overnight. 

Are dead organisms disposed of in an appropriate method: 

Any mortalities will be frozen on site then disposed of through Labwaste Ltd. There are two incinerators onsite, these are to be 

registered with APHA and used for disposal in the longer term, 

Is transport carried out under conditions that prevent the escape of the species and any non-target species:

Fish will be bought from a suppler in Wales and transferred in oxygenated polybags. No live fish will leave the site.

There is a plan to grow plants within the system however the initial stocking will be of 500 Nile tilapia only.
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Forth Foods Ltd 
6 Duncrahill Cottages 
Pencaitland 
 
EH34 5ER 

 
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT 

 
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR 

 
BUSINESS NO FB0574  DATE OF VISIT        10/10/2018 
SITE NO FS1329  SITE NAME Forth Foods 1 Tilapia Rearing 
INSPECTOR David Tomlinson CASE NO                20190014 
 
  
The site was inspected to determine if containment measures in place meet the requirements of a 
'closed' facility as defined in Council Regulation (EC) No 708/2007 concerning the use of alien 
and locally absent species in aquaculture. 
 
At the time of the inspection the site infrastructure had not been input therefore an appropriate 
assessment on the containment measures could not be completed. A further inspection will be 
required when the site is fully constructed. Please contact the FHI to arrange this prior to stocking. 
 
Please contact myself or the duty inspector should you require any further information or have any 
queries regarding this report.  
 
 
 
 
Signed:  Date: 23/01/2019 
     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 
 

mailto:ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
http://www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science
http://www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/Fish-Shellfish/FHI/charter
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