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

Case No: 2019-0636 Date of visit: | 23/10/2019
Time spent on site: JO min | Main Inspector: E
Site No: SS0359 Site Name: [Sgeir Liath

Business No: SBU0523 Business Name: Lochnell Oysters

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

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

2019-0636 Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



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

Information received from commercial samples of 7/30 positive results for Bonamia ostreae by PCR. Inspector to collect
further samples at low tide next week. IDN placed 23/10/19.
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2019-0636 Date of visit:] 23/10/2019
Site No: SS0359 Inspector:E
Results Summary Freq. u _ Date of Notification
Database |[Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
-Report §ummary
%e Type Date Insp 2" |ns
INF- no report 30/10/2019- =

2019-0636 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: 2019-0639 Date of visit: | 30/10/2019

Time spent on site: F‘S hrs | Main Inspector: E

Site No: FS1084 Site Name: Isle Ewe

Business No: FBO119 Business Name: Mowi Scotland Lid

Case Types: 1[ECI | 2|CNI | 3|SLI | 4[vvmD I 51 ] 6] |

Thermometer No:

Water Temp (°C):

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

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

FHI 045 completed

T148

Water type: S

]

CoGP MA M-15

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

Z1Z1 21 2

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

2019-0639

Case Sheet

Page 1 of 1



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

Fish on site appeared in good condition on inspection. Staying low in water but coming up for feed. Showing normal behaviour.

Lice skirts present on site to aid control of sea lice levels. Fish sampled for VMD appeared healthy internally, all feeding well.
Once site is fallow unsure if site will be used again.

Wild wrasse from introduced to site 20/05/2019 and again on the 21/10/2019. Movement records of cleanerfish kept seperate
from salmon movement records. Wrasse fed medicated feed (florocol) over a 10 day period beginning on 15/09/2019.
Withdrawal period stated as N/A on prescription as cleaner fish not desired for human consumption.

Mortality peaks noted in previous cycle. 17/09/18 - 23/09 (3057, 1.36%), 22/10/18 - 28/10/18 (7382, 3.4%), 5/11/18 - 11/11/18

(6679, 3.24%) and 12/11/18 - 18/11/18 (4852, 2.4%), no specific pens affected. CMS and gill anaemia gradually worked its
way around entire site. Site also affected by plankton insult. These had already been reported to FHI.

2019-0639 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: 2019-0639 Site No: FS1084
Date of Visit: | 30/10/2019] Inspector(s): ! |

Registration/Authorisation Details
1. Business/site details summary checked by site representative? Y
2. Changes made to details? N

Site Details
Total No facilities 10 Facilities stocked <] No facilities inspected [1U
Species SAL WRS
Age group 2019 Q2 Wild
No Fish 272,136 24,249

Mean Fish Wt 1.26kg n/a
Next Fallow Date (Site) Sep.Joct. 2020 Next Input Date (Shte) no plans

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? NJAny escapes (since last visit)? IN
If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection?
2. Date of last inspection: 01/11/2017

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

444943 1<

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

ﬂ
Mortality Records
1. Mortality records available for inspection? | Y
Y

2. How are mortalities disposed of? Ensiled - on site
If other detail:

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

30/09 (344,0.126%), 7/10 (392,0.143%), 14/10 (790,0.289%), 21/10
4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): (1004,0.397%)

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

L

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

If yes, detail: |see additional information

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

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

2019-0639 Site Records Page 1 of 2



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

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

If yes, detail: [T™S
If other, detail: |
2. Medicines records available for inspection’?

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

4. Are fish in a withdrawal period?

5. If yes, what treatment(s)? [Tms
If other, detail: |
6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Biosecurity Records

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

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

1 L0 UL

3. Any significant results? N|
If yes, detail (if not detailed under recent disease problems). |
|
Records checked between: |01/1 172017 - 30/10/2019 |

2019-0639 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI
Case no: J2019-0639 ]Site No: [FS1084 |Date of visity |  30/10/2019] 30/
Sampling:
Time sampling | | | Inspector: -. VMD No.
starts/ends:
Environmental conditions: 1 ZE 3: 4: 5:
Summary samples HIST DBA DMG DVI DPA DTotal Samples

Add Fish/Pools - click

[ [Pool/Fish No
[_|Fish nos 1 2 3 4
Pool Group
Species SAL [SAL |SAL |SAL
Average weight 1.2600] 1.2600] 1.2600] 1.2600
Sex N/A N/A N/A N/A
Water Type SW SW SW SW
o| ol &l 3o
x x x x
= C = C
1] D 2 D 2
kot < < < <
4 = < = <
10 [=)] [<2) =) [<)]
S| stock Origin 3 3 3 3
— .| — .|
|5 Fasty Mo — T

2019-0639 Sample_Information

Date of issue: 08/10/2018
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
10/2019JAdditional Sample Information:
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2019-0639 Site No: [FS1084 Insp: -
Date of Visit 30/10/201 9| No of movements/supp./dest. Score
Live fish movements 0 1-5 6-10 >10
Movements on (from out Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 14 5
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
R compartment including third country 0 9 18| 26 0
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14 5
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 10
Number of destinations 0 3 6] 10 3
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0
spsceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 1
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category IlI
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 3 6
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 4 8
Management practices None  Secure Unsecure
Water contacts with Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters
processors 0 1 2 0
On farm processing within |No on farm processing 0 0
the rules of the directive
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)
Processing fish from MS of equivalent status 2
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status
Processing fish from Category Il farm
Processing fish from Category V farm 10
Disposal of fish and fish by- |Site's own waste only processed. 0 0
products Common processes with other farms g3
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0 0
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 %
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc . 1
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3
Platform access to cages |Yes 0 0
No 2
Total 24
Rank MEDIUM
2019-0639 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1




FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: [2019-0639 | Site No: |FS1084 |

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

8. Have average adult female sea lice (L. salmonis ) numbers per fish been at a level of 3 or above (prior to w/b 10/6/19) or
2 or above (from w/b 10/6/19) during the period that records are inspected?

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

I

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

11. Has any other action been taken (where applicable)? N/A
12. Have therapeutic treatments or the actions taken had a significant impact upon the lice levels recorded? N/A
13. Are treatments, where conducted, carried out in cooperation between participating farms? N/A

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

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

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

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

2. Are measures in place to mitigate against the predation experienced on site? (Detail below)
A.D.D, Tension Nets, Top Nets, MML

If other, detail below:

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

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

[ L L

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

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

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

9. What action was taken to prevent and minimise the risk of further escapes? (Not covered in code but could
be considered under satisfactory measures of the Act) |
10. Is the site inspected as satisfactory with regards to containment? If no, please detail reason(s)

11

2019-0639 CNI & SLI Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: 2019-0639 Site No: FS1084

Date of Visit: | 30/10/2019) Inspector: L]

Point of Compliance

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

=<

Points of Compliance for Both Farm Management Agreements and Statements

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

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

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

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

Arrangements for Fish Health Management

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

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

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

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

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

Arrangements for The Management of Sea Lice

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

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

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

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

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

Live Fish Movements

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

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

ii Iiiii I -<-<-<I 1N
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2019-0639 Date of visit:] 30/10/2019
Site No: FS1084 Inspector:E
Results Summary Freq. u _ Date of Notification
Database |[Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
-Report §ummary
Case Type Date Insp 2" |ns
ECI, CNI, SLI, VMD 07/1 1/2019- E

2019-0639 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

]

Mowi Scotland Ltd

Stob Ban House

Glen Nevis Business Park
Fort William

PH33 6RX

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusiNEss NO FB0119 DATE OF VISIT 30/10/2019
SITE NO FS1084 SITE NAME Isle Ewe
INsPECTOR CAsSE NO 20190639

Inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009

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

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

Records

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

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

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

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

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

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




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

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

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

e Site numbers of the site source or destination for movements on and off site were not
being recorded in the movement records book. They are to be recorded from now on.

Inspection under the Animals and Animal Products (Examination for Residues and
Maximum Residue Limits) (England and Scotland) Regulations 2015

Medicine records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

Samples were taken to be analysed for veterinary residues.

Inspection under the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act 2007

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

On this occasion the site was found to be satisfactory with regards to parasites, fish farm

management agreements and statements and containment and escapes.

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

Signed: - Date: 07/11/2019

Fish Health Inspector

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

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




FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: 2019-0640 Date of visit: | 28/10/2019

Time spent on site: {1 hr | Main Inspector: E

Site No: [SS0476 | Site Name: [Seafield Centre

Business No: SB0502 Business Name: Seafield Oysters

Case Types: 1[REG | 2| | 3 | ] 5] ] o] |

Water Temp (°C):: Thermometer No:

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

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

FHI 045 completed

Water type: S CoGP MA

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

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

]

| No access to boat. Water level also too high to see trestles.

2019-0640

Case Sheet

Page 1 of 1



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

Not able to inspect site as site operator has taken boat out of the water for the winter period and water level too high to see
trestles. Full ECI paperwork carried out. Site operator not planning to continue using site after current stock is sold. Operator
advised to contact FHI to either inactivate or deregister site once fallow. Site expected to be fallow by the end of 2020.

2019-0640 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2019-0640 Site No: SS0476

Date of Visit: | 28/10/2019] Inspector(s): ! |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? N

Site Details

Total No facilities 24 Facilities stocked S No facilities inspected I°
Species OED CGlI

Age group 1999 2016

No Fish 2 bags 8 bags

Mean Fish Wt ~100g ~50g

Next Fallow Date (Site) Dec. 2020 Next Input Date (ofte) Jno plan to restock
Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? NJAny escapes (since last visit)? IN
If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection? Y|
2. Date of last inspection: 09/10/2017

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

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

Mortality Records

1. Mortality records available for inspection? I_v'
2. How are mortalities disposed of? |l-)omestic waste - <25k9

If other detail:

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | Y|
4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): Ino recorded mortalities within last 4 weeks

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

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

7=

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

If yes, detail action: |
8. Have 'mortality events' been reported to ?1fno, a case and enter on mortality events sheet. N/A

2019-0640 Site Records Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

J

If yes, detail: |

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

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Biosecurity Records
1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

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

increased (unexplained) mortality at the site been included?

4. Has the action that will be taken in the event that the presence or suspicion of the presence of a listed disease
is detected been included and how and when that will be notified to Scottish Ministers?
5. Has the health status of aquaculture animals being stocked on the farm site been covered (equal or higher

health status, certification if required)?

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

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

aquaculture animals held on site?

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

N/

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results?
If yes, detail (if not detailed under recent disease problems).

J UL UUU L

Records checked between: |09/1 0/2017 - 28/10/2019

2019-0640 Site Records
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FHI 059, Version 12

Case Number:

Date of Visit

Issued by: FHI
2019-0640 Site No: S50476
| 28/10/2019] Inspector: ] |

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

Date of issue

: 08/10/2018

If susceptible species present, score for each pathogen No Yes
Susceptible to Bonamia ostrea (OED) 0 25 25
Susceptible to Marteilia refringens (OED, MED) 0 3 3
Susceptible to OsHV (CGl) 0 3 3
Sites within a tidal excursion 1 2-5 >6
Site contacts | Number of sites holding susceptible species within a tidal
excursion 0 2 10 0
Live shellfish movements 0 1-2 >3
Movements on Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 ] 10 0
Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
compartment including third country 0 10 20
Number of suppliers 0 5 10
Movements off Frequency of movements off within MSS Management
Areas 0 1 2 0
Frequency of movements off outwith MSS Management
Areas 0 3 6
Number of destinations 0 3 6
Secure Unsecure
Management (effluent  (no effluent
practices None treatment) treatment)
Water cpntact§ W ith Depuration of stock from own sites within MSS
depuration facilities
management area 0 1 2 0
Depuration of stock from other businesses sites within
MSS management area 0 2 6
Depuration of stock from sites outwith MSS management
area 0 4 8
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 20r3 >4
Contacts with other |Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 0
sites Sites sharing staff and equipment Y L 2 U
Yes No
Disinfection of equipment between sites, use of footbaths etc 0 2 0
Total
Risk
2019-0640 Surveillance Frequency Shell

Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2019-0640 Date of visit:] 28/10/2019
Site No: SS0476 Inspector:E
Results Summary Freq. u _ Date of Notification
Database |[Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
-Report §ummary
Case Type Date Insp 2" |ns
REG 04/1 1/2019- E

2019-0640 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

]
Seafield Oysters
10 Achintraid
Strathcarron
Ross-shire

V54 8XB

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BUSINESS NO SB0502 DATE OF VISIT 28/10/2019
SITE NO SS0476 SITE NAME Seafield Centre
INsPECTOR | CASE NO 20190640

Inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009

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

Site was due full inspection but this could not be carried out due to sea level being too high and
lack of access to a boat.

Records

The surveillance frequency category of the site was assessed as low. However, due to the fact of
native oysters being susceptible to Bonamia ostrea an inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health
(Scotland) Regulations 2009 will be conducted annually.

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.

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




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

Signed: _ Date: 04/11/2019

Fish Health Inspector

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

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



FHI 059, Version 12

Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Date of visit: | 29/10/2019

Case No:

Time spent on site: {1 hr | Main Inspector: E
Site No: FS1008 | Site Name: Attadale Broodstock Unit

Business No: FB0461 Business Name: River Carron Restoration Project

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

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No:

Observations: Region: HI

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

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

: FHI 045 completed D

Water type: F CoGP MA

Z

I If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.
Y |If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.
N |If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.
N

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

2019-0641

Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



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

Additional Case Information:

Site catches wild salmon from r. Carron to collect eggs. Eggs are then taken to Glen Mor or Dunosdale sites before returning
to Attadale prior to release over the Carron system. Sea trout brood fish also held on site and stripped every year to release fry
across the Carron system as well. Part of the river Carron restoration project.

In 2018 an otter was getting into tanks and taking a few fish by pushing weights off covers of feeding vents of tanks. The vents
have since now been fully closed.

Signs of fungus on sea trout brood fish but mortality levels remaining low with no sign of increase. All other stock looking
healthy.

Water temperature forgot to be taken but definitely was below 140C.

2019-0641 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



Date of issue: 08/10/2018

FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI
Case No: 2019-0641 Site No: FS1008
Date of Visit: | 29/10/2019] Inspector(s): ! |

Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? N

Site Details

Total No facilities pAY) Facilities stocked 0 No facilities inspected [20
Species TRO TRO SAL

Age group parr 2015 2019

No Fish 1,500 240 21

Mean Fish Wt 89 1.2kg ~3kg

Next Fallow Date (Site) never fallow Next Input Date (ofte) June 2020

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records
1. Movement records available for inspection?

|16/11/2016

2. Date of last inspection:

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

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

Mortality Records
1. Mortality records available for inspection?

HAdd=A 1<

N/

il

2. How are mortalities disposed of? |l-)omestic waste - <25k9

If other detail:

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): 116 across whole site since 02/10/19 - 29/10/19

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?

7=

If yes, detail:

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

2019-0641 Site Records

Page 1 of 2



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

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?
If yes, detail: |
If other, detail: |
2. Medicines records available for inspection’?
3. Are records complete and correctly entered?
4. Are fish in a withdrawal period?
5. If yes, what treatment(s)? |
If other, detail: |
6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Biosecurity Records

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

J LU UL L

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

3. Any significant results?

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

Records checked between: |16/1 1/2016 - 29/10/2019

2019-0641 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2019-0641 Site No: [FS1008 Insp: -
Date of Visit 29/10/201 9| No of movements/supp./dest. Score
Live fish movements 0 1-5 6-10 >10
Movements on (from out Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 14 0
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
R compartment including third country 0 9 18| 26 0
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14 0
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 10
Number of destinations 0 3 6] 10 3
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0
spsceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 1
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category IlI
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 3 6
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 4 8
Management practices None  Secure Unsecure
Water contacts with Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters
processors 0 1 2 0
On farm processing within |No on farm processing 0 0
the rules of the directive
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)
Processing fish from MS of equivalent status 2
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status
Processing fish from Category Il farm
Processing fish from Category V farm 10
Disposal of fish and fish by- |Site's own waste only processed. 0 0
products Common processes with other farms g3
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0 0
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 %
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc . 1 1
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3 3
Platform access to cages |Yes 0 0
No 2
Total 18]
Rank MEDIUM
2019-0641 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: [2019-0641 | Site No: |FS1008 |

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

8. Have average adult female sea lice (L. salmonis ) numbers per fish been at a level of 3 or above (prior to w/b 10/6/19) or
2 or above (from w/b 10/6/19) during the period that records are inspected?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

If other, detail below:

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

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

O L

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

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

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

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

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

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

2019-0641 CNI & SLI Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2019-0641 Date of visit:] 29/10/2019
Site No: FS1008 Inspector:E
Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp

-Report §ummary
Case Type Date Insp

C . 2" |ns
ECI, CNI 04/11/2019- =

2019-0641 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

River Carron Restoration Project
Dunosdale

Lochcarron

Ross-shire

V54 8YH

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BUSINESS NO FB0461 DATE OF VISIT 29/10/2019
SITE NO FS1008 SITE NAME  Attadale Broodstock Unit
INsPECTOR | CASE NO 20190641

Inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009

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

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

Records

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

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

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

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

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

RO4
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 0131 244 0944 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website - www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science




No 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.

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

e Sijte numbers of the site source or destination for movements on and off site were not
being recorded in the movement records book. They are to be recorded from now on.

Inspection under the Animals and Animal Products (Examination for Residues and
Maximum Residue Limits) (England and Scotland) Regulations 2015

Medicine records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.
Inspection under the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act 2007

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

On this occasion the site was found to be satisfactory.

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

Signed: _ Date: 04/11/2019

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

RO4
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 0131 244 0944 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website - www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science




FHI 059, Version 12

Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Date of visit: | 29/10/2019

Case No:

Time spent on site: 130 min | Main Inspector: E
Site No: FS0760 | Site Name: [Seafield Hatchery

Business No: FB0461 Business Name: River Carron Restoration Project

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

Water Temp (°C):: Thermometer No:

Observations: Region: HI

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

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

: FHI 045 completed D

Water type: F CoGP MA

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

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

Site fallow |

2019-0642

Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

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

Site reported to be fallow and has been since 2018. Site not planned to be used again. Manager informed to contact FHI to

either deregister site or make it inactive. Movement and mortality records not available for inspection due to miscommunication
between case inspector and site manager.

2019-0642 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: 2019-0642 Site No: FS0760

Date of Visit: | 29/10/2019] Inspector(s): ! |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? N

Site Details

Total No facilities 12 Facilities stocked Y No facilities inspected I°
Species fallow

Age group

No Fish

Mean Fish Wt

Next Fallow Date (Site) site fallow Next Input Date (ofte) no plans

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

Movement Records

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

N
28/07/2015

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

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

Mortality Records
1. Mortality records available for inspection?

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

2. How are mortalities disposed of? |l-)omestic waste - <25k9

If other detail:

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

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

2019-0642 Site Records

Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

|

If yes, detail: |

If other, detail: |

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

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

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Biosecurity Records
1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

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

increased (unexplained) mortality at the site been included?

4. Has the action that will be taken in the event that the presence or suspicion of the presence of a listed disease
is detected been included and how and when that will be notified to Scottish Ministers?
5. Has the health status of aquaculture animals being stocked on the farm site been covered (equal or higher

health status, certification if required)?

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

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

aquaculture animals held on site?

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

100 D00 L

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results?
If yes, detail (if not detailed under recent disease problems).

Records checked between: 28/07/2015 - 29/10/2019

2019-0642 Site Records

Page 2 of 2



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

Case No: 2019-0642 Date of visit:] 29/10/2019
Site No: FS0760 Inspector:E
Results Summary Freq. u _ Date of Notification
Database |[Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
-Report §ummary
Case Type Date Insp 2" |ns
REG 04/1 1/2019- E

2019-0642 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

River Carron Restoration Project
Dunosdale

Lochcarron

Ross-shire

V54 8YH

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusINESs NO FB0461 DATE OF VISIT 29/10/2019
SITE NO FS0760 SITE NAME Seafield Hatchery
INsPECTOR | CASE NO 20190642

Inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009
The operator of 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.

Site said to be fallow. A full site inspection will be organised for a later date.

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

Signed: _ Date: 04/11/2019

Fish Health Inspector

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

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




FHI 059, Version 12

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

Date of visit: | 28/10/2019

Case No:

Time spent on site: |1_.5h | Main Inspector: E

Site No: FS0913 | Site Name: Wester Fearn

Business No: FBO391 Business Name: [Highland Salmon Company Ltd

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

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

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

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

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

Z1Z1 21 2

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

2019-0643

Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



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

Water very dark and peaty, limited visibility. No moribund or lethargic fish observed. Fish sampled for VMD appear healthy.

2019-0643 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



Date of issue: 08/10/2018

FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI
Case No: 2019-0643 Site No: FS0913
Date of Visit: | 28/10/2019] Inspector(s): ! |

Registration/Authorisation Details

1. Business/site details summary checked by site representative? Y
2. Changes made to details? N
Site Details
[T hatchery, | T hatchery, |
Total No facilities 14 tanks Facilities stocked 11 tanks No facilities inspected |14 tanks
Species SAL
Age group 2020 S1
No Fish 348,600
Mean Fish Wt 40g
Next Fallow Date (Site) End of November 2019 _ [Next Input Date (Site) February 2020
Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? NJAny escapes (since last visit)? IN

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records
1. Movement records available for inspection?

Y|

[2377072578

2. Date of last inspection:

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

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

Mortality Records
1. Mortality records available for inspection?

w
N/A|
N/A|

Y|

N

[ Y

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

If other detail: ermission from SEPA to bury mortalities on site

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

| N |

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks):

10-24 morts per day, low double digit numbers culled during vaccination.

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

LN

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked?

]

If yes, detail: [0.24% for the whole month of May across the whole site failed first feeders

If yes, detail action: |

7. Have increased (unexplained) mortalities been reported to vet or FHI? | N/A|
8. Have 'mortality events' been reported to FHI? If no, add MRT case and enter on mortality events sheet. | N/A]

2019-0643 Site Records

Page 1 of 2



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

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

If yes, detail: [TMs.
If other, detail: |
2. Medicines records available for inspection’?

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

4. Are fish in a withdrawal period?

5. If yes, what treatment(s)? [T™s.
If other, detail: |
6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Biosecurity Records

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

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

3. Any significant results? N
If yes, detail (if not detailed under recent disease problems). |

1 L0 UL

—

Records checked between: |29/1 0/2018 - 28/10/2019

2019-0643 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI
Case no: j2019-0643 ]Site No: [FS09713 |Date of visit/ |  28/10/2019] 28/
Priority samples: vil— 1 eA[ 1 PA[1 MG%Q. H ]
Time sampling [ 160000 | 16:15:00 | Inspector: VMD No.
Et::féi'::ﬁtal conditions: ifindoor] 2 1 31 41 51
Summary samples HIST DBA DMG DVI DPA DTotal Samples

Add Fish/Pools - click

[ [Pool/Fish No
[_|Fish nos 1-3 |49
Pool Group
Species SAL |[SAL
Average weight 40g 409
Sex N/A N/A
Water Type FW FW
Bl 2
- 9| 3
10 = =
8| Stock Origin - 2
,% acllity No 8 |10

2019-0643 Sample_Information

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Page 1 of 2



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

10/2019JAdditional Sample Information:
3 fish per sample

2019-0643 Sample_Information Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2019-0643 Site No: [FS0913 Insp: -
Date of Visit 28/10/201 9| No of movements/supp./dest. Score
Live fish movements 0 1-5 6-10 >10
Movements on (from out Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 14 5
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
R compartment including third country 0 9 18| 26
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14 5
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 3
Number of destinations 0 3 6] 10 3
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0
spsceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 1
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category IlI
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 3 6
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 4 8
Management practices None  Secure Unsecure
Water contacts with Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters
processors 0 1 2 0
On farm processing within |No on farm processing 0 0
the rules of the directive
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)
Processing fish from MS of equivalent status 2
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status
Processing fish from Category Il farm
Processing fish from Category V farm 10
Disposal of fish and fish by- |Site's own waste only processed. 0 0
products Common processes with other farms g3
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0 0
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 %
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc . 1
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3
Platform access to cages |Yes 0 0
No 2
Total 17]
Rank MEDIUM
2019-0643 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1




FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: [2019-0643 | Site No: |FS0913 |

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

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

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

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

5. Are sea lice count records available for inspection? (Legal SSI, CoGP Annex 6)
6. Do records adequately reflect the required standard specified in the SSI and the CoGP? (Legal SSI, CoGP Annex 6)

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

8. Have average adult female sea lice (L. salmonis ) numbers per fish been at a level of 3 or above (prior to w/b 10/6/19) or
2 or above (from w/b 10/6/19) during the period that records are inspected?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

If other, detail below:
top nets, jump netting,

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

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

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

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

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

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

9. What action was taken to prevent and minimise the risk of further escapes? (Not covered in code but could
be considered under satisfactory measures of the Act) |
10. Is the site inspected as satisfactory with regards to containment? If no, please detail reason(s) [Y

2019-0643 CNI & SLI Page 1 of 1



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

Site No: FS0913

Case No: 2019-0643
Nature of non-compliance:
Action taken (FHI):

Non-compliance relevant to (delete): VirologyMolGen/Bacteriology/Histology/Parasitology
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2019-0643 Date of visit:] 28/10/2019
Site No: FS0913 Inspector:E
Results Summary Freq. u _ Date of Notification
Database |[Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
-Report §ummary
Case Type Date Insp 2" |ns
ECI, CNI, VMD 01/1 1/2019- E
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marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
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I

Highland Salmon Company Ltd
New House

Ardchronie

Ardgay, Sutherland

V24 3DJ

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BuUsINESsS NO FB0391 DATE OF VISIT 28/10/2019
SITE NO FS0913 SITENAME  Wester Fearn
INsPECTOR I CASE NO 20190643

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.

RO4
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 0131 244 0944 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website - www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science




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

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

Inspection under the Animals and Animal Products (Examination for Residues and
Maximum Residue Limits) (England and Scotland) Regulations 2015

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.

Date: 01/11/2019

Signed:

Fish Health Inspector

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

RO4
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 0131 244 0944 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website -_www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science



FHI 059, Version 12

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

Date of visit: | 29/10/2019

Case No: 2019-0644

Time spent on site: |4_.5h | Main Inspector: E
Site No: FS0612 | Site Name: Loch Merkland

Business No: FB0341 Business Name: [Migdale Smolts Ltd

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

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No:

Observations: Region: HI

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

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

T205 FHI 045 completed D

Water type: F CoGP MA

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

Z1Z1 21 2

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

2019-0644

Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



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

Water dark and peaty, visibility limited. No moribund fish observed. Fish sampled for VMD appeared healthy.

2019-0644 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



Date of issue: 08/10/2018

FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI
Case No: 2019-0644 Site No: FS0612
Date of Visit: | 29/10/2019] Inspector(s): ! |

Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? N

Site Details

Total No facilities 20 Facilities stocked <] No facilities inspected [20
Species SAL SAL

Age group 2019 SO 2020 S1

No Fish 114,277 51,336

Mean Fish Wt 1309 659

Next Fallow Date (Site) November 2019 Next Input Date (orte May/June 2020

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records
1. Movement records available for inspection?

[0571272018

2. Date of last inspection:

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

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

Mortality Records
1. Mortality records available for inspection?

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

N

[ Y

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

If other detail: fvery little ensiled waste only uplifted very infrequently none collected since last inspection

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

| Y|

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): Jbetween 2-37 per day per site, 0.04% in October

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

LN

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked?

—

0.4% in August-(approximately 2,000 and approximately 500 culled) due to higher temperatures, lower
oxygen and bird damage, 0.5% on input in May (this includes one day increased morts in 3 pens due to

If yes, detail: issues with the design on the mort uplift)

If yes, detail action: |

7. Have increased (unexplained) mortalities been reported to vet or FHT? | N/A]
8. Have 'mortality events' been reported to FHI? If no, add MRT case and enter on mortality events sheet. N/A]

2019-0644 Site Records

Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

If yes, detail: |

If other, detail: |

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

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

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Biosecurity Records
1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

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

increased (unexplained) mortality at the site been included?

4. Has the action that will be taken in the event that the presence or suspicion of the presence of a listed disease
is detected been included and how and when that will be notified to Scottish Ministers?
5. Has the health status of aquaculture animals being stocked on the farm site been covered (equal or higher

health status, certification if required)?

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

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

aquaculture animals held on site?

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

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results?
If yes, detail (if not detailed under recent disease problems).

[Zooplankton

|August report on increased zooplankton in the water and increased water temperatures causing some mortality

Records checked between: |5/ 12/2018-29/10/2019

LLLLLS L) LD LEEEEEEE

2019-0644 Site Records
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI
Case no: J2019-0644 ]Site No: [FS0612 |Date of visitt |  29/10/2019] 29/
Priority samples: vil— 1 eA[ 1 PA[1 MG%Q. H ]
Time sampling [ 124000 | 14:10.00 | Inspector: VMD No.
Enronmentalcondions: 5] —] 1 ] ]
Summary samples HsT [ B2 [ ve [ v [__JPA [[__]Jrotal Samples

Add Fish/Pools - click

[ [Pool/Fish No
[_|Fish nos 1-8  19-14 |15-20 |21-26 |27-32 [33-38
Pool Group
Species SAL _|SAL |SAL |SAL |SAL |SAL
Average weight 100g 1100g |100g |100g |100g |100g
Sex N/A_ INA_INA_INA_INJA_IN/A
Water Type FW_[Fw |[FW [FW [FW _ |FW
= e = e = fn
o 1) [0} [ [0} [
£ < = < = N =
O [§] O [$] O [$]
=2 © © © © © ©
o T T T T T T
S Siock Orighn gl ¢ | <] g
|5 [Facility No 20 19 18 17 15 13

2019-0644 Sample_Information

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

10/2019JAdditional Sample Information: _
2 fish per sample, anesthetised with TMS
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2019-0644 Site No: [FS0612 Insp: -
Date of Visit 29/10/201 9| No of movements/supp./dest. Score
Live fish movements 0 1-5 6-10 >10
Movements on (from out Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 14
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
R compartment including third country 0 9 18| 26 0
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14 0
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 3
Number of destinations 0 3 6] 10 3
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0
spsceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 1
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category IlI
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 3 6
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 4 8
Management practices None  Secure Unsecure
Water contacts with Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters
processors 0 1 2 0
On farm processing within |No on farm processing 0 0
the rules of the directive
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)
Processing fish from MS of equivalent status 2
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status
Processing fish from Category Il farm
Processing fish from Category V farm 10
Disposal of fish and fish by- |Site's own waste only processed. 0 0
products Common processes with other farms g3
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0 0
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 0
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 % 1
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc . 1
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3
Platform access to cages |Yes 0 0
No 2
Total |
Rank LOW
2019-0644 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1




FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: [2019-0644 | Site No: |FS0612 |

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

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

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

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

5. Are sea lice count records available for inspection? (Legal SSI, CoGP Annex 6)
6. Do records adequately reflect the required standard specified in the SSI and the CoGP? (Legal SSI, CoGP Annex 6)

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

8. Have average adult female sea lice (L. salmonis ) numbers per fish been at a level of 3 or above (prior to w/b 10/6/19) or
2 or above (from w/b 10/6/19) during the period that records are inspected?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

If other, detail below:
top nets, tensioned nets

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

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

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

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

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

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

9. What action was taken to prevent and minimise the risk of further escapes? (Not covered in code but could
be considered under satisfactory measures of the Act) |
10. Is the site inspected as satisfactory with regards to containment? If no, please detail reason(s) [Y

2019-0644 CNI & SLI Page 1 of 1



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

Site No: FS0612

Case No: 2019-0644
Nature of non-compliance:
Action taken (FHI):

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

2019-0644 Sample Condition Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2019-0644 Date of visit:] 29/10/2019
Site No: FS0612 Inspector:E
Results Summary Freq. u _ Date of Notification
Database |[Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
-Report §ummary
Case Type Date Insp 2" |ns
ECI, CNI, VMD 01/1 1/2019- E
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Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

I
Migdale Smolts Ltd
Dornoch Road
Bonar Bridge
Sutherland

IV24 3EB

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BuUsINESS NO FB0341 DATE OF VISIT 29/10/2019
SITE NO FS0612 SITE NAME Loch Merkland
INsPECTOR | CASE NO 20190644

Inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009

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

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

Records

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

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

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

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

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

RO4
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 0131 244 0944 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website - www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science




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

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

Inspection under the Animals and Animal Products (Examination for Residues and
Maximum Residue Limits) (England and Scotland) Regulations 2015

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.

Date: 01/11/2019

Signed:

Fish Health Inspector

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

RO4
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 0131 244 0944 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website -_www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science



FHI 059, Version 12

Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Date of visit: | 28/10/2019

Case No:

Time spent on site: {1 hr | Main Inspector: E
Site No: FS0568 | Site Name: Tullich Hatchery

Business No: FBO169 Business Name: The Scottish Salmon Company

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

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No:

Observations: Region: HI

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

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

FHI 045 completed ]

Water type: F CoGP MA

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

Z1Z1 21 2

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

2019-0645

Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Additional Case Information:
120,000 eggs to be sent to Langass Hatchery to create elite batch to start broodstock family.

Only 24 fish (5.6%) lost since input in July 2019, a quarter of which were due to movement. The percentage may look high but

a total of only 429 brought onto site. 15 fish lost late July from 1 tank (tank 5) due to blockage in water inlet. Only 3 mortalities
since then. Fish on site appeared healthy on inspection.

Site temperature taken from site thermometer for biosecurity reasons.

2019-0645 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



Date of issue: 08/10/2018

FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI
Case No: 2019-0645 Site No: FS0568
Date of Visit: | 28/10/2019] Inspector(s): ! |

Registration/Authorisation Details

1. Business/site details summary checked by site representative?
2. Changes made to details?

—

Site Details

Total No facilities 0o Facilities stocked 15 No facilities inspected [F8
Species SAL

Age group 2017 S1

No Fish 405

Mean Fish Wt 9.2kg

Next Fallow Date (Site) Dec. 2019 Next Input Date (ofte) Unlikely to be restocke
Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? NJAny escapes (since last visit)? IN

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

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

Y|
14/02/2017

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

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

Mortality Records
1. Mortality records available for inspection?

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

—

[ Y

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

If other detail: rEnsiIed at Strome (where stock was sourced from)

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): 124 fish lost in total since input.

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?

7=

If yes, detail:

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

2019-0645 Site Records
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1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?
If yes, detail: |
If other, detail: |

2. Medicines records available for inspection’?

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

4. Are fish in a withdrawal period?

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

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Biosecurity Records

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

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

1J LU0 OO L

3. Any significant results? N|
If yes, detail (if not detailed under recent disease problems). |
|
Records checked between: |14/02/201 7 - 28/10/2019 |

2019-0645 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2019-0645 Site No: |[FS0568 Insp: -
Date of Visit 28/10/201 9| No of movements/supp./dest. Score
Live fish movements 0 1-5 6-10 >10
Movements on (from out Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 14 5
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
R compartment including third country 0 9 18| 26 0
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14 5
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 6
Number of destinations 0 3 6] 10 3
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0
spsceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 1
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category IlI
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 3 6
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 4 8
Management practices None  Secure Unsecure
Water contacts with Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters
processors 0 1 2 0
On farm processing within |No on farm processing 0 0
the rules of the directive
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)
Processing fish from MS of equivalent status 2
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status
Processing fish from Category Il farm
Processing fish from Category V farm 10
Disposal of fish and fish by- |Site's own waste only processed. 0 0
products Common processes with other farms g3
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0 0
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 %
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc . 1
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3
Platform access to cages |Yes 0 0
No 2
20]
MEDIUM
2019-0645 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: [2019-0645 | Site No: |FS0568 |

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

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

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

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

5. Are sea lice count records available for inspection? (Legal SSI, CoGP Annex 6)
6. Do records adequately reflect the required standard specified in the SSI and the CoGP? (Legal SSI, CoGP Annex 6)

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

8. Have average adult female sea lice (L. salmonis ) numbers per fish been at a level of 3 or above (prior to w/b 10/6/19) or
2 or above (from w/b 10/6/19) during the period that records are inspected?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Top nets, Site indoors, Rentokil

If other, detail below:

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

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

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

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

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

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

9. What action was taken to prevent and minimise the risk of further escapes? (Not covered in code but could
be considered under satisfactory measures of the Act) |
10. Is the site inspected as satisfactory with regards to containment? If no, please detail reason(s) [Y

2019-0645 CNI & SLI Page 1 of 1
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Case No: 2019-0645 Date of visit:] 28/10/2019
Site No: FS0568 Inspector:E
Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp

-Report §ummary
Case Type Date Insp

C . 2" |ns
ECI, CNI 04/11/2019- E
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The Scottish Salmon Company
1 Smithy Lane
Lochgilphead

Argyll
PA31 8TA
I
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR
BusINESs NO FB0169 DATE OF VISIT 28/10/2019
SITE NO FS0568 SITENAME  Tullich Hatchery
INsPECTOR | CASE NO 20190645

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.

RO4
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 0131 244 0944 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website - www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science




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

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

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

Inspection under the Animals and Animal Products (Examination for Residues and
Maximum Residue Limits) (England and Scotland) Regulations 2015

Medicine records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.
Inspection under the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act 2007

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

On this occasion the site was found to be satisfactory.

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

Signed: _ Date: 04/11/2019

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

RO4
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 0131 244 0944 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website -_www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: 2019-0652 Date of visit: | 30/10/2019

Time spent on site: 16 hours | Main Inspector: E

Site No: FS0752 Site Name: Taranaish

Business No: FBO169 Business Name: The Scottish Salmon Company

Case Types: 1[ECI | 2|CNI | 3|SLI | 4[vvmD I 51 ] 6] |

Thermometer No:

Water Temp (°C):

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

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

FHI 045 completed

T147

Water type: S

]

CoGP MA W-1

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

Z1Z1 21 2

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

2019-0652

Case Sheet

Page 1 of 1



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

Medium to heavy fouling on some of the nets. Net cleaner currently on site making its way around all the cages.
Fish looked healthy and feeding very well
All fish sampled for VMD appeared healthy showing no signs of disease.

Inspection and VMD sampling carried out by ] supervised by il

2019-0652 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2019-0652 Site No: FS0752

Date of Visit: | 30/10/2019] Inspector(s): ! |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? N

Site Details

Total No facilities 10 Facilities stocked 19 No facilities inspected |10
Species SAL

Age group 19 S1's

No Fish 540,789

Mean Fish Wt 9219

Next Fallow Date (Site) Oct 2020 Next Input Date (ofte) spring 202

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

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: |07/08/2018
3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

[T

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

ﬂ
Mortality Records
1. Mortality records available for inspection? | Y
Y

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

If other detail: [White shore cockles

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?
wk40(1067-0.12%)wk41(1558-0.18%)wk42(1044-0.12%)wk43(2343-0.35%)

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks):

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

L

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

If yes, detail: [Post treatment mortality, worst in 9, 11, 10, 14. Peroxide treatment. 39460 (4.37%) fish lost.

7. Have increased (unexplained) mortalities been reported to vet or FHI? | |
If yes, detail action: rReponed to I?HI, morts fell down week following to 0.13%

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

2019-0652 Site Records Page 1 of 2



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

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

If yes, detail: [T™S
If other, detail: |
2. Medicines records available for inspection’?

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

4. Are fish in a withdrawal period?

5. If yes, what treatment(s)? [Tms
If other, detail: |
6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Biosecurity Records

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

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

3. Any significant results?

LLLLLS L) LD LEEEEEET

If yes, detail (if not detailed under recent disease problems). FG'D present in low levels.
|
Records checked between: |O7/08/201 8-30/10/2019

2019-0652 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI
Case no: j2019-0652 ]Site No: [FS0752 |Date of visit |  30/10/2019] 30/
Priority samples: vil— 1 eA[ 1 PA[1 MG%Q. H ]
Time sampling [ 133000 | 14:30.00 | Inspector:  [lL_] VMD No.
Et::féi'::ﬁtal conditions: ifindoor] 2 1 31 41 51
Summary samples HIST DBA DMG DVI DPA DTotal Samples

Add Fish/Pools - click

[ [Pool/Fish No F1__[F2_|F3
[_|Fish nos F1___[F2  |F3
Pool Group
Species SAL [SAL |SAL
Average weight 921g 1921g |921g
Sex N/A  INJA  [N/A
Water Type SW SW SW
=
(0]
2l S
P el 3| 2
ke 2 < s
o - S <
Io 2 < )
S| Stock Origin & £ o
15 [Faciity No E 14

2019-0652 Sample_Information

Date of issue: 08/10/2018
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10/2019JAdditional Sample Information:

Issued by: FHI

2019-0652

Sample_Information

Date of issue: 08/10/2018
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2019-0652 Site No: |[FS0752 Insp: -
Date of Visit 30/10/201 9| No of movements/supp./dest. Score
Live fish movements 0 1-5 6-10 >10
Movements on (from out Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 14 0
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
R compartment including third country 0 9 18| 26 0
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14 0
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 10
Number of destinations 0 3 6] 10 3
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0
spsceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 2
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category IlI
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 3 6
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 4 8
Management practices None  Secure Unsecure
Water contacts with Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters
processors 0 1 2 0
On farm processing within |No on farm processing 0 0
the rules of the directive
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)
Processing fish from MS of equivalent status 2
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status
Processing fish from Category Il farm
Processing fish from Category V farm 10
Disposal of fish and fish by- |Site's own waste only processed. 0
products Common processes with other farms g3 3
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0 0
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 1
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 % 1
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc . 1
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3
Platform access to cages |Yes 0 0
No 2
Total 20|
Rank MEDIUM
2019-0652 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: [2019-0652 | Site No: |FS0752 |

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

8. Have average adult female sea lice (L. salmonis ) numbers per fish been at a level of 3 or above (prior to w/b 10/6/19) or
2 or above (from w/b 10/6/19) during the period that records are inspected?

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

I

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

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

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

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

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

<I=<I <] <

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

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

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

O tak ADD MML Top nets, tensioned nets, seal blinds on socks

If other, detail below:

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

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

1 [ L]

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

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

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

9. What action was taken to prevent and minimise the risk of further escapes? (Not covered in code but could
be considered under satisfactory measures of the Act) |
10. Is the site inspected as satisfactory with regards to containment? If no, please detail reason(s)

11

2019-0652 CNI & SLI Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: 2019-0652 Site No: FS0752

Date of Visit: | 30/10/2019) Inspector: ||

Point of Compliance

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

=<

Points of Compliance for Both Farm Management Agreements and Statements

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

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

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

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

Arrangements for Fish Health Management

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

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

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

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

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

Arrangements for The Management of Sea Lice

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

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

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

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

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

Live Fish Movements

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

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

ii Iiiii I -<-<-<I 1N
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Site No: FS0752

Case No: 2019-0652
Nature of non-compliance:
Action taken (FHI):

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

2019-0652 Sample Condition Page 1 of 1
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Case No: 2019-0652 Date of visit:] 30/10/2019
Site No: FS0752 Inspector:E
Results Summary Freq. u _ Date of Notification
Database |[Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
-Report §ummary
Case Type Date Insp 2" |ns
ECI CNI SLI VMD 07/1 1/2019- E
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The Scottish Salmon Company
1 Smithy Lane

Lochgilphead

Argyll

PA31 8TA

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusiNEss NO FB0169 DATE OF VISIT 30/10/2019
SITE NO FS0752 SITE NAME Taranaish

INsSPECTOR I CAsSE NO 20190652

Inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009

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

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

Records

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

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

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

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

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

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




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

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

Inspection under the Animals and Animal Products (Examination for Residues and
Maximum Residue Limits) (England and Scotland) Regulations 2015

Medicine records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.
Samples were taken to be analysed for veterinary residues.
Inspection under the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act 2007

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

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

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

Signed: Date: 07/11/2019
Fish Health Inspector

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

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

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




FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: 2019-0653 Date of visit: | 30/10/2019

Time spent on site: 16 hours | Main Inspector: E

Site No: FS1233 Site Name: [Eughlam

Business No: FBO169 Business Name: The Scottish Salmon Company

Case Types: 1[ECI | 2|CNI | 3|SLI | 4[vvmD I 51 ] 6] |

Thermometer No:

Water Temp (°C):

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

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

FHI 045 completed

T147

Water type: S

]

CoGP MA W-1

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

Z1Z1 21 2

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

2019-0653

Case Sheet

Page 1 of 1



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

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

currently one pen stocked with lumpfish, remainder of pens to be stocked with lumpfish in spring 2020

Fish looked very healthy with a good feeding response. All fish sampled for VMD appeared healthy and showing no clinical
signs of disease.

Inspection and VMD sampling carried out by ] supervised by il

2019-0653 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: 2019-0653 Site No: FS1233

Date of Visit: | 30/10/2019] Inspector(s): ! |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? N

Site Details

Total No facilities 10 Facilities stocked 135 No facilities inspected |15
Species SAL Lumpfish

Age group 19 S1's 2019

No Fish 1,217,129 4,440

Mean Fish Wt 1.162kg 309

Next Fallow Date (Site) October 2020 Next Input Date (ofte) Spring 2021

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

IAGD

If yes, detail:

Movement Records
1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection:

|24/ 10/2018

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

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

Mortality Records
1. Mortality records available for inspection?

HAdd=A 1<

N/

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

If other detail: [Whole fish - White shore cockles

N
[ Y
Y

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks):

[43(970-0-08%)wk42(286-0.02%_wka1(364 -0.03%) wkd0(306-0.03%)

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

LN

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked?

y

If yes, detail:

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

2019-0653 Site Records

Page 1 of 2



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

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

If yes, detail: [T™S
If other, detail: |
2. Medicines records available for inspection’?

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

4. Are fish in a withdrawal period?

5. If yes, what treatment(s)? [Tms
If other, detail: |
6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Biosecurity Records

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

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

3. Any significant results?

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

LLLLLS L) OO LEEEEEET

Records checked between: |24/1 0/2018 - 30/10/2019

2019-0653 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12
Case no:

Priority samples:
Time sampling
starts/ends:

Environmental conditions:

Summary samples

Add Fish/Pools - click

Issued by: FHI
12019-0653 |Site No: |F_S1 233 |Date of visit/ | 30/10/2019] 30/
Sampling:

VI BA

|
|
|

PA MG HI

|

| 13:30:00 | 14:30:00 | Inspector:

VMD No.

1{Indoors 2

HIST BA MG VI PA

I
UL
[
i
[

Total Samples

[ [Pool/Fish No F1 F2 F3
EI_:ish nos
[Pool Group
Species SAL [SAL |SAL
Average weight 1.162kd1.162kd1.162k
Sex N/A N/A N/A
Water Type SW [SW |SW

Geocrab
Langabahat
|[Humnabhat

Stock Details

Stock Origin
acility No

2019-0653

Sample_Information

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12
10/2019JAdditional Sample Information:

Issued by: FHI

2019-0653

Sample_Information

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2019-0653 Site No: [FS1233 Insp: -
Date of Visit 30/10/201 9| No of movements/supp./dest. Score
Live fish movements 0 1-5 6-10 >10
Movements on (from out Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 14 0
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
R compartment including third country 0 9 18| 26 0
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14 0
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 10
Number of destinations 0 3 6] 10 0
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0
spsceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 2
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category IlI
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 3 6
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 4 8
Management practices None  Secure Unsecure
Water contacts with Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters
processors 0 1 2 0
On farm processing within |No on farm processing 0 0
the rules of the directive
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)
Processing fish from MS of equivalent status 2
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status
Processing fish from Category Il farm
Processing fish from Category V farm 10
Disposal of fish and fish by- |Site's own waste only processed. 0
products Common processes with other farms g3 3
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0 0
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 1
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 % 0
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc . 1
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3
Platform access to cages |Yes 0 0
No 2
Total 16]
Rank MEDIUM
2019-0653 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: [2019-0653 | Site No: |FS1233 |

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

8. Have average adult female sea lice (L. salmonis ) numbers per fish been at a level of 3 or above (prior to w/b 10/6/19) or
2 or above (from w/b 10/6/19) during the period that records are inspected?

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

I

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

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

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

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

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

<I=<I <] <

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

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

2. Are measures in place to mitigate against the predation experienced on site? (Detail below)
ADD Seal blinds, Tensioned nets, MML

If other, detail below:

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

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

1 [ L]

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

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

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

9. What action was taken to prevent and minimise the risk of further escapes? (Not covered in code but could
be considered under satisfactory measures of the Act) |
10. Is the site inspected as satisfactory with regards to containment? If no, please detail reason(s)

11

2019-0653 CNI & SLI Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: 2019-0653 Site No: FS1233

Date of Visit: | 30/10/2019) Inspector: ||

Point of Compliance

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

=<

Points of Compliance for Both Farm Management Agreements and Statements

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

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

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

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

Arrangements for Fish Health Management

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

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

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

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

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

Arrangements for The Management of Sea Lice

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

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

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

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

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

Live Fish Movements

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

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

2019-0653 AFSA 2013 Page 1 of 2
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2019-0653 Date of visit:] 30/10/2019
Site No: FS1233 Inspector:E
Results Summary Freq. u _ Date of Notification
Database |[Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
-Report §ummary
Case Type Date Insp 2" |ns
ECI CNI SLI VMD 07/1 1/2019- E

2019-0653 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

I

The Scottish Salmon Company
1 Smithy Lane

Lochgilphead

Argyll

PA31 8TA

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusiNEss NO FB0169 DATE OF VISIT 30/10/2019
SITE NO FS1233 SITE NAME Eughlam

INsSPECTOR I CAsSE NO 20190653

Inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009

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

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

Records

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

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

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

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

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

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




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

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

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

The FS number was not always recorded in the source/destination section of the movement book.
It was agreed that this would be recorded in the future.

Inspection under the Animals and Animal Products (Examination for Residues and
Maximum Residue Limits) (England and Scotland) Regulations 2015

Medicine records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

Samples were taken to be analysed for veterinary residues.

Inspection under the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act 2007

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

escapes.

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

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

Signed: - Date: 19/11/2019

Fish Health Inspector

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

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

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




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

Case No: Date of visit:
Time spent on site: 13h | Main Inspector: E

Site No: [SS0759 | Site Name: [Fearna

Business No: SBU530 Business Name: Loch Striven Mussel Farms Lid

Case Types: 1|MOV | 2| | 3| | 4] I 51 ] 6] |

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

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

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

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

Z1Z1 21 2

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

2019-0655 Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

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

15 bags (18 tonnes) of mussel for export to Ireland inspected, no issues noted therefore health certificate
INTRA.GB.2019.0030558 (local ref:MD19/134) issued.

2019-0655 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2019-0655 Site No: SS0759

Date of Visit: | 30/10/2019] Inspector(s): ! |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? N

Site Details

Total No facilities [30 Facilities stocked 0 No facilities inspected L

Species |MED

Age group Spat

No Fish 65 tonne

Mean Fish Wt N/A

Next Fallow Date (Site) ongoing cycle Next Input Date (ofte) [natural spat collection

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection? I Y|
2. Date of last inspection: |24/10/2019

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

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

Mortality Records

1. Mortality records available for inspection? |_N7K
2. How are mortalities disposed of? |

If other detail:

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | N/A]
4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): |

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

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

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

If yes, detail action: |
8. Have 'mortality events' been reported to ?1fno, a case and enter on mortality events sheet. N/A

2019-0655 Site Records Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

|

If yes, detail: |

If other, detail: |

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

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

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Biosecurity Records
1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

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

increased (unexplained) mortality at the site been included?

4. Has the action that will be taken in the event that the presence or suspicion of the presence of a listed disease
is detected been included and how and when that will be notified to Scottish Ministers?
5. Has the health status of aquaculture animals being stocked on the farm site been covered (equal or higher

health status, certification if required)?

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

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

aquaculture animals held on site?

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

100 OO0 L

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results?
If yes, detail (if not detailed under recent disease problems).

N/A

Records checked between: 129/10/19 to 30/10/19

2019-0655 Site Records
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2019-0655 Date of visit:] 30/10/2019
Site No: SS0759 Inspector:E
Results Summary Freq. u _ Date of Notification
Database |[Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
-Report §ummary
Ese Type Date Insp 2" |ns
MOV TI/1172010j ﬁL

2019-0655 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Scottish Government
Riaghaltas na h-Alba
gov.scot

marinescotland S
N

Loch Striven Mussel Farms Ltd
The Point Ardtaraig Estate
Loch Striven

Argyll

PA23 8RG

L
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusiINEss No SB0530 DATEOF ViSIT 30/10/2019
SITE NO SS0759 SITE NAME Fearna
INsPECTOR CASE No 20190655

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 mussel spat 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: 11/11/2019

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

R13
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 0131 244 0944 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot

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




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

Case No: Date of visit:
Time spent on site: 13h | Main Inspector: E

Site No: [SS0759 | Site Name: [Fearna

Business No: SBU530 Business Name: Loch Striven Mussel Farms Lid

Case Types: 1|MOV | 2| | 3| | 4] I 51 ] 6] |

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

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

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

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

Z1Z1 21 2

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

2019-0656 Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

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

16 bags (19.2 tonnes) of mussel for export to Ireland inspected, no issues noted therefore health certificate
INTRA.GB.2019.0030559 (local ref:MD19/135) issued.

2019-0656 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2019-0656 Site No: SS0759

Date of Visit: | 31/10/2019] Inspector(s): ! |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? N

Site Details

Total No facilities [30 Facilities stocked 0 No facilities inspected I°

Species MED

Age group Spat

No Fish 160.8 tonnes

Mean Fish Wt N/A

Next Fallow Date (Site) ongoing cycle Next Input Date (ofte) [natural spat collection

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection? I Y|
2. Date of last inspection: |30/10/2019

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

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

Mortality Records

1. Mortality records available for inspection? |_N7K
2. How are mortalities disposed of? |

If other detail:

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | N/A]
4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): |

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

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

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

If yes, detail action: |
8. Have 'mortality events' been reported to ?1fno, a case and enter on mortality events sheet. N/A
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1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

|

If yes, detail: |

If other, detail: |

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

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

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Biosecurity Records
1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

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

increased (unexplained) mortality at the site been included?

4. Has the action that will be taken in the event that the presence or suspicion of the presence of a listed disease
is detected been included and how and when that will be notified to Scottish Ministers?
5. Has the health status of aquaculture animals being stocked on the farm site been covered (equal or higher

health status, certification if required)?

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

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

aquaculture animals held on site?

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

100 OO0 L

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results?
If yes, detail (if not detailed under recent disease problems).

N/A

Records checked between: 130/10/19 to 31/9/19
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Scottish Government
Riaghaltas na h-Alba
gov.scot

marinescotland S
N

Loch Striven Mussel Farms Ltd
The Point Ardtaraig Estate
Loch Striven

Argyll

PA23 8RG

L
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusiINEss No SB0530 DATEOF VIiSIT 31/10/2019
SITE NO SS0759 SITE NAME Fearna
INsPECTOR CASE No 20190656

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 mussel spat 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: _

Fish Health Inspector

Date: 11/11/2019

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

R13
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 0131 244 0944 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot

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