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

Case No: Date of visit:
Time spent on site: [2.5 hours | Main Inspector: DCB

Site No: FS0403 Site Name: Meavag Hatchery

Business No: FB0449 Business Name: Meavag Fish Farming

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

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

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

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

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

Zi1Z1Z2|2

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

2018-0103 Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



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

Site originally set up for salmon production, however hasn't been used for several years, moving into rainbow trout production.
Trout eggs from Aquasearch, Denmark.

Eggs have begun to hatch, good hatch rate of over 95%

44 troughs plus 2 comp-hatcheries in hatchery

eggs been in since the 3rd of March

Very small biomass of morts, when production in Lochs is up and running, planning on using same methods as was used while
producing for tssc

No treatments since last inspection.

2018-0103 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2018-0103 Site No: FS0403

Date of Visit: | 27/03/2018] Inspector(s): [DCB |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? N

Site Details

Total No facilities 1 Facilities stocked 1 No facilities inspected |1
Species RTR

Age group Fry

No Fish 71,381

Mean Fish Wt 0.1g

Next Fallow Date (Site) Aug 18 Next Input Date (Site) Nov 18

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: |[01/08/2017
3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

Transport Records

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

Mortality Records

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

2. How are mortalities disposed of? |Domestic waste - <25kg
If other detail: |

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

mortalities 2017: 4/03 241 09/03 543 11/03 493 13/03 222 14/04 305 18/03

_ “ “ |
< < z 44« 1<

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): 642 24/03 505 25/03 248

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

I

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

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

8. Have 'mortality events' been reported to FHI? If no, add MRT case and enter on mortality events sheet. N/A
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Treatments and Medicines Records

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)? | N
If yes, detail: |

If other, detail: |

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

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately? N/A

Biosecurity Records

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

increased (unexplained) mortality at the site been included?

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

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

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

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

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

Results of Surveillance

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

3. Any significant results?

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

Records checked between: |01/08/2017 - 27/03/2018 |

2018-0103 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case Number: 2018-0103 Site No: [FS0403 Insp: DCB
Date of Visit 27/03/2018 No of movements/supp./dest. Score
Live fish movements 0 1-5 6-10 >10
Movements on (from out Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 14 5
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
Species compartment including third country 0 9 18] 26
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14 5
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 3
Number of destinations 0 3 6 10 3
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0 0
susceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category lll
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 3 6
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 4 8
Management practices None  Secure Unsecure
Water contacts with Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters
processors 0 1 2 0
On farm processing within  |[No on farm processing 0 0
the rules of the directive
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)
Processing fish from MS of equivalent status
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status 4
Processing fish from Category Il farm
Processing fish from Category V farm 10
Disposal of fish and fish by- [Site's own waste only processed. 0 0
products Common processes with other farms 3
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0 0
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 0
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 2
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc No
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3
Platform access to cages Yes 0
No
Total 16
Rank MEDIUM
2018-0103 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue:

Case No: [2018-0103 | Site No:  |FsS0403 |

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)

12/09/2017

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

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

3. Does the site have access to a range of licenced in-feed and bath sea lice medications (including deltamethrin,

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

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

Management Area (or equivalent)?

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

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

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

|

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

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

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

10. Have therapeutic treatments been administered or other actions taken when L. salmonis levels have exceeded the

suggested criteria for treatment or where C. elongatus is considered to have welfare implications? (CoGP 4.3.82, 5.3.51)

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

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

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

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

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

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

reasons.

Containment Inspection

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

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

Site inside, Tank lids/covers

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?

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
2018-0103 CNI & SLI
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Case No: 2018-0103 Date of visit:| 27/03/2018
Site No: FS0403 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Natification
Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
ECI, CNI 03/05/2018]DCB SAE

2018-0103 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

Meavag Fish Farming
Seafield

Isle of Scalpay Harris
Western Isles

HS4 3XZ

I
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusINEss NO FB0449 DATE OF VISIT 27/03/2018
SITE NO FS0403 SITENAME  Meavag Hatchery
INSPECTOR  David Bradley CASE No 20180103

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 Agquatic 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



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

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

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: 03/05/18

Fish Health Inspector

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

R0O4
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 0131 244 0944 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website - www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science
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FHI 059, Version 11

Issued by: FHI

Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Date of visit: | 27/03/2018

DCB

Case No:

Time spent on site: |3 hours | Main Inspector:

Site No: FS1118 Site Name: Trilleachan Mor

Business No: FB0169 Business Name: The Scottish Salmon Company

Case Types:  1|ECI | 2|[CNI | 3|sLi | 4|vmD | 5] | 6] |
Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed
Observations: Region: Wi Water type: S CoGP MA

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

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

W-6

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

Zi1Z1Z2|2

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

[ ]

2018-0104

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

Planning to increase the footprint of the farm. 2300 tonnes with 8 120m cages. All planning and consents have gone through.
Looking to increase stock by January-March 2019

Mortality event reported on the 22/01/2018 - Post treatment losses.
WAKS, slightly higher mortality due to Thermolicer treatment (below 1%).
Thermolicing this week, 3rd of the year

Company vet checking to make sure fish were suitable for thermolicer
Emergency harvest plan in place

Traffic light system in place for sea lice control - refers to sops SSC/bio/ref - green/famber/red

Lumpfish Mortality = 1-2 per week.

2018-0104 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11
Case No:

Issued by: FHI

FS1118

Site No:

Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Date of Visit: | 27/03/2018] Inspector(s): [DCB

Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? Y

Site Details

Total No facilities 12 Facilities stocked 8 No facilities inspected [12
Species SAL LUM

Age group 17 S1 1 Year

No Fish 184,761 3,105

Mean Fish Wt 5.146Kg  [359

Next Fallow Date (Site) End of April Next Input Date (Site) Spring 2019

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records
1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: |02/11/2016

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

Transport Records

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

Mortality Records

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

9

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

If other detail: |

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

| Y

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks):

wk 9-10-17 pc pw w10 18 - 28 pcpw wk11 28-105 pcpw wk 12 8-11 pcpw

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

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

If yes, detail action: |

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

2018-0104 Site Records
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Treatments and Medicines Records

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)? | Y
If yes, detail: [T.M.S

If other, detail: |

2. Medicines records available for inspection?

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

4. Are fish in a withdrawal period?

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

6. Are medicines stored appropriately? | Y

Biosecurity Records

<1 < <

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

increased (unexplained) mortality at the site been included?

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

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

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

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

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

Results of Surveillance

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

Records checked between: |23/08/17 - 27/03/18 |

2018-0104 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI
Case no: |2018-0104 |Date of visit/ | 27/03/2018] 271
Sampling:
prorty samples: v e e we[] W]
Time sampling 16:00:00 VMD No.
starts/ends:
Environmental conditions: 1 : : 4: 5:
Summary samples HIST : : : :PA :Total Samples
Add Fish/Pools - click
Pool/Fish No
Fish nos F1
Pool Group
Species SAL
Average weight 5.1400
Sex N/A
Water Type SW
=
5 » S
o =9
X .- Swn
S Stock Origin S0
¢ [Facility No 7
2018-0104 Sample_Information

Date of issue: 12/09/2017
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
)3/2018]Additional Sample Information:

m Total Tests assigned D

2018-0104 Sample_Information Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case Number: 2018-0104 Site No: [FS1118 Insp: DCB
Date of Visit 27/03/2018 No of movements/supp./dest. Score
Live fish movements 0 1-5 6-10 >10
Movements on (from out Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 14 0
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
Species compartment including third country 0 9 18] 26
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 10
Number of destinations 0 3 6 10 3
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0
susceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 2
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category lll
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 3 6
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 4 8
Management practices None  Secure Unsecure
Water contacts with Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters
processors 0 1 2 0
On farm processing within  |[No on farm processing 0 0
the rules of the directive
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)
Processing fish from MS of equivalent status
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status 4
Processing fish from Category Il farm
Processing fish from Category V farm 10
Disposal of fish and fish by- [Site's own waste only processed. 0 0
products Common processes with other farms 3
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0 0
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 0
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 2
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc No
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3
Platform access to cages Yes 0
No
Total 15
Rank LOW
2018-0104 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: [2018-0104 | Site No: |Fs1118 |

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

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

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

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

5. Are sea lice count records available for inspection? (Legal SSI, CoGP Annex 6) Y
6. Do records adequately reflect the required standard specified in the SSI and the CoGP? (Legal SSI, CoGP Annex 6) Y
7. Are sea lice (L. salmonis) record levels below the suggested criteria for treatment in the CoGP during the period that
records are inspected? (CoGP Annex 6)

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

If yes, have these been reported to the Fish Health Inspectorate? If no, FHI see comment. Y
9. Is C. elongatus infestation at a level which is considered to cause significant welfare problems? (CoGP 4.3.81, 5.3.50) [N
10. Have therapeutic treatments been administered or other actions taken when L. salmonis levels have exceeded the N
suggested criteria for treatment or where C. elongatus is considered to have welfare implications? (CoGP 4.3.82, 5.3.51)

11. Has any other action been taken (where applicable)? Y
12. Have therapeutic treatments or the actions taken had a significant impact upon the lice levels recorded? Y
13. Are treatments, where conducted, carried out in cooperation between participating farms? Y
14. Is there a harvesting strategy for the site, where fewer populations or part populations are held without treatment for Y
sea lice?

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

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

Containment Inspection

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

A.D.D., M.M.L., Seal Blinds

If other, detail below:

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

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

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

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

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

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

be considered under satisfactory measures of the Act) |

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

2018-0104 CNI & SLI

Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2018-0104 Site No: FS1118
Date of Visit: | 27/03/2018] Inspector:  |[DCB

Point of Compliance

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

i

Points of Compliance for Both Farm Management Agreements and Statements

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

. Is the current FMAQ/S available for inspection?

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

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

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

~N O OB WN

Arrangements for Fish Health Management

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

<

II IIIII I il I i

Live Fish Movements

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

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

2018-0104 AFSA 2013 Page 1 of 2



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

Case No: 2018-0104 Date of visit:| 27/03/2018
Site No: FS1118 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Natification
Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
ECI, CNI, SLI, VMD 09/04/2018]DCB ALW
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Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

The Scottish Salmon Company
1 Smithy Lane
Lochgilphead

Argyll
PA31 8TA
I
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR
BusiNEss NO FB0169 DATE OF VISIT 27/03/2018
SITE NO FS1118 SITE NAME Trilleachan Mor
INSPECTOR  David Bradley CASE No 20180104

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.

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 - 01224 295620 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website - www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science
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Reports detailing the results of animal health surveillance carried out by or on behalf of the
business and/or Marine Scotland were not available for inspection.

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

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

Medicine records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

Samples were taken to be analysed for veterinary residues.

Inspection under the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act 2007

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

escapes.

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

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

Signed: Date: 09/04/18
Fish Health Inspector

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

R25
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 01224 295620 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website - www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case No: 2018-0105 Date of visit: | 28/03/2018

Time spent on site: |4 Hours | Main Inspector: DCB

Site No: FS1263 Site Name: Raineach

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

Case Types:  1|ECI | 2ICNI | 3|sLI | 4|vmD | 5l | 6l |

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed
Observations: Region: Wi Water type: S CoGP MA W-8

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

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

Z|1Z1Z12

Diagnostic samples taken?

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

2018-0105 Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI
Additional Case Information:

Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Treatment between 90-100% clearance

Lice numbers max 0.48 during period checked, 0.03 after treatment

VMD fish looked healthy inside.

Lumpfish mortality ~ 400 since input on the 23-28/02/2018 - attributed to input losses and treatment losses.

Cages 1, 2, 4, from Glenfinnan and the rest from Loch Gary.

2018-0105 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2018-0105 Site No: FS1263

Date of Visit: | 28/03/2018| Inspector(s): [DCB |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? N

Site Details

Total No facilities 8 Facilities stocked 5 No facilities inspected |8
Species SAL LUM

Age group Q4 17 <6

No Fish 350,816 26,718

Mean Fish Wt 1.384Kg  [35G

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

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: |04/10/2016
3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

“ =
444 1<

Transport Records

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

Mortality Records

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

If other detail: |

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | Y

WK9 330, WK10 520, WK11 148, WK12 294 across the site. Uniform
numbers acorss cages, however in wk 10 cages 6 and 8 had slightly higher

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): numbers than other cages.

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

I

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

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

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

2018-0105 Site Records Page 1 of 2



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

Treatments and Medicines Records

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

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

If other, detail: |

2. Medicines records available for inspection?

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

4. Are fish in a withdrawal period?

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

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Biosecurity Records

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

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

3. Any significant results?

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

z| < < :‘II III-<-< |: o I B :‘

Records checked between: |27/02/2018

2018-0105 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI
Case no: |2018-0105  |Site No: |FS1263 |Date of visit/ |  28/03/2018] 28/
Sampling:
Time sampling | 16:00:00 | 18:00:00 | Inspector: VMD No.
starts/ends:
Environmental conditions: 1 2: 3: 4: 5:
Summary samples HIST :BA :MG :VI :PA :Total Samples
Add Fish/Pools - click
Pool/Fish No
Fish nos F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 F6
Pool Group
Species SAL |SAL [SAL |SAL |SAL |SAL
Average weight 1.3840] 1.3840] 1.3840] 1.3840] 1.3840] 1.3840
Sex N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Water Type SW SW SW SW SW SW
% = P = P = fay
T ® ® ® ® ® S
= O O O O O O
@) < = o < o <
~ o O (8] O (8] O (8]
S| Stock Origin S S S S S 3
& |Facility No R10 R10 R14 R14 R16 R16

2018-0105 Sample_Information

Date of issue: 12/09/2017
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
)3/2018]Additional Sample Information:

m Total Tests assigned D

2018-0105 Sample_Information Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case Number: 2018-0105 Site No: [FS1263 Insp: DCB
Date of Visit 28/03/2018 No of movements/supp./dest. Score
Live fish movements 0 1-5 6-10 >10
Movements on (from out Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 14 0
with ,GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
species compartment including third country 0 9 18| 26
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 10
Number of destinations 0 3 6 10 3
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0
susceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 2
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category Il
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 3 6
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 4 8
Management practices None Secure Unsecure
Water contacts with Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters
processors 0 1 2 0
On farm processing within  |No on farm processing 0 0
the rules of the directive
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)
Processing fish from MS of equivalent status 2
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status
Processing fish from Category Ill farm
Processing fish from Category V farm 10
Disposal of fish and fish by- |Site's own waste only processed. 0
products -
Common processes with other farms 3 3
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds [No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0 0
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2or3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 1
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 2 1
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc e
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3
Platform access to cages Yes 0
No 2
Total 20
Rank MEDIUM
2018-0105 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case No: [2018-0105 | Site No: |FS1263 |

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

I_<_<I 11

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

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

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

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? Y

<

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

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

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

2. Are measures in place to mitigate against the predation experienced on site? (Detail below) Y
A.D.D., M.M.L., Predator Nets (below), Seal Blinds, Tensioned Nets, Top Nets

If other, detail below:

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

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

N
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 I

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) IY

2018-0105 CNI & SLI Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2018-0105 Site No: FS1263
Date of Visit: | 28/03/2018} Inspector:  |[DCB

Point of Compliance

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

Points of Compliance for Both Farm Management Agreements and Statements

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

. Is the current FMAQ/S available for inspection?

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

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

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

N o ol WN

Arrangements for Fish Health Management

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Live Fish Movements

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

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

2018-0105 AFSA 2013

I

II IIIII I i I i

Page 1 of 2



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

2018-0105 AFSA 2013 Page 2 of 2



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

Case No: 2018-0105 Date of visit:] 28/03/2018
Site No: FS1263 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification
Database |Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2 Insp
ECI,CNI,SLI,VMD 09/04/2018|DCB ALW

2018-0105 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

Marine Harvest (Scotland) Ltd
Stob Ban House

Glen Nevis Business Park
Fort William

PH33 6RX

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusiNEss NO FB0119 DATE OF VISIT 28/03/2018
SITE NO FS1263 SITE NAME Raineach
INSPECTOR  David Bradley CASE No 20180105

Inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009

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

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

Records

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

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

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

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

Reports detailing the results of animal health surveillance carried out by or on behalf of the
business and/or Marine Scotland were not available for inspection.

R25
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 01224 295620 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website - www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science
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The biosecurity measures plan for the site was inspected and found to be adequately maintained
and implemented.

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

Medicine records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

Samples were taken to be analysed for veterinary residues.

Inspection under the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act 2007

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

escapes.

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

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

Signed: Date: 09/04/18

Fish Health Inspector

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

R25
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 01224 295620 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website - www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case No: 2018-0106 Date of visit: | 28/03/2018

Time spent on site: |4 hours | Main Inspector: DCB

Site No: FS0502 Site Name: Scotasay

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

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

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: Wi Water type: S CoGP MA W-8

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

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

Zi1Z1Z2|2

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

2018-0106

Case Sheet

Page 1 of 1



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

Lice numbers - gravid females over period checked were highest in wk 12, at 0.88 per fish.

lice treatments wk 12 have been effective, cage 6 had lowest clearance of 68%. Rest were high 80s 90 %

VMD fish looked healthy inside.
Lumpfish mortality - 767 since input (23/02-28/02/2018)- attributed to input losses and treatment.

Seal damage suspected on a cage on the 04/02/2018 (MSe040218SAL1), 12 fish were thought to have escaped and the
incident was reported to the FHI and investigated in case #20180030.

2018-0106 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2018-0106 Site No: FS0502

Date of Visit: | 28/03/2018] Inspector(s): [DCB |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? N

Site Details

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

Species SAL LUM

Age group Q4 17 <6 M

No Fish 1,063,237 |144,758

Mean Fish Wt 0915Kg  [35G

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

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection? I Y
2. Date of last inspection: [14/02/2018

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

Transport Records

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

Mortality Records

1. Mortality records available for inspection? | Y

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

If other detail: |

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | Y
WKk 9 2351 (0.002% across the site) post treatment, Wk 10 723 (70-199 per

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): cage per week) Wk 11 928 (95-135) Wk 12 1208 (62-186)

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

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

I

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

If yes, detail: [Slight spike during treatment

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

If yes, detail action: |

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

2018-0106 Site Records Page 1 of 2



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

Treatments and Medicines Records

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

If yes, detail: |Salmosan

If other, detail: |

2. Medicines records available for inspection?

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

4. Are fish in a withdrawal period?

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

6. Are medicines stored appropriately? | Y

Biosecurity Records

<1 < <

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

increased (unexplained) mortality at the site been included?

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

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

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

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

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

Results of Surveillance

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

Records checked between: [14/02/2018 - 28/03/2018 |

2018-0106 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI
Case no: [2018-0106 |Site No: [FS0502 |Date of visit/ |  28/03/2018]  28/(
Sampling:
Prorty samples v s el we[] W[
Time sampling | 16:00.00 | 18:00:00 | Inspector: VMD No.
starts/ends:
Environmental conditions: 1 2: 3: 4: 5:
Summary samples HIST :BA :MG :VI :PA :Total Samples
Add Fish/Pools - click
Pool/Fish No
Fish nos F1 F2 F3 F4 F5
Pool Group
Species SAL SAL SAL SAL SAL
Average weight 0.9150( 0.9150( 0.9150{ 0.9150| 0.9150
Sex N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Water Type SW SW SW SW SW
n c Py > b >
3 g 3 3 s 3
s £ O O O )
e = = = < =
x . k) S < S 2
S| Stock Origin O S 3 3 3
{n|Facility No S1 S3 S5 S6 S8

2018-0106 Sample_Information

Date of issue: 12/09/2017
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)3/2018]Additional Sample Information:

m Total Tests assigned D

2018-0106 Sample_Information Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case Number: 2018-0106 Site No: [FS0502 Insp: DCB
Date of Visit 28/03/2018 No of movements/supp./dest. Score
Live fish movements 0 1-5 6-10 >10
Movements on (from out Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 14 0
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
Species compartment including third country 0 9 18] 26
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 10
Number of destinations 0 3 6 10 3
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0
susceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 2
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category lll
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 3 6
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 4 8
Management practices None  Secure Unsecure
Water contacts with Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters
processors 0 1 2 0
On farm processing within  |[No on farm processing 0 0
the rules of the directive
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)
Processing fish from MS of equivalent status
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status 4
Processing fish from Category Il farm
Processing fish from Category V farm 10
Disposal of fish and fish by- [Site's own waste only processed. 0
products -
Common processes with other farms 3 3
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0 0
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 1
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 2 1
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc No
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3
Platform access to cages Yes 0
No
Total 20]
Rank MEDIUM
2018-0106 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case No: [2018-0106 | Site No:  |Fs0502 |

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

I-<-<I 11

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

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

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

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

<

13. Are treatments, where conducted, carried out in cooperation between participating farms?
14. Is there a harvesting strategy for the site, where fewer populations or part populations are held without treatment for Y
sea lice?

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

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

LY |

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

2. Are measures in place to mitigate against the predation experienced on site? (Detail below) Y
A.D.D., M.M.L., Predator Nets (below), Seal Blinds, Tensioned Nets, Top Nets

If other, detail below:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

2018-0106 CNI & SLI Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2018-0106 Site No: FS0502
Date of Visit: | 28/03/2018] Inspector:  |[DCB

Point of Compliance

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

i

Points of Compliance for Both Farm Management Agreements and Statements

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

. Is the current FMAQ/S available for inspection?

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

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

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

~N O OB WN

Arrangements for Fish Health Management

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

<

II IIIII I il I i

Live Fish Movements

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

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

2018-0106 AFSA 2013 Page 1 of 2
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Case No: 2018-0106 Date of visit:| 28/03/2018
Site No: FS0502 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Natification
Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
ECI,CNI,SLI,VMD 09/04/2018]DCB ALW

2018-0106 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1
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marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

Marine Harvest (Scotland) Ltd
Stob Ban House

Glen Nevis Business Park
Fort William

PH33 6RX

|
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BUsSINESS NO FB0119 DATE OF VISIT 28/03/2018
SITENO FS0502 SITE NAME Scotasay
INSPECTOR  David Bradley CASE No 20180106

Inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009

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

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

Records

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

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

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

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

Reports detailing the results of animal health surveillance carried out by or on behalf of the
business and/or Marine Scotland were not available for inspection.

R25
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 01224 295620 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website - www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science
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The biosecurity measures plan for the site was inspected and found to be adequately maintained
and implemented.

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

Medicine records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

Samples were taken to be analysed for veterinary residues.

Inspection under the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act 2007

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

escapes.

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

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

Signed: Date: 09/04/18
Fish Health Inspector

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

R25
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 01224 295620 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website - www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

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

Site No: FS0643 Site Name: Langass Hatchery

Business No: FB0169 Business Name: The Scottish Salmon Company

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

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

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

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

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

Zi1Z1Z2|2

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

2018-0108 Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



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

Site used to produce company's Hebridean strain of fish. Broodstock transferred onto site in late spring. Produce eyed ova for
production sites and future broodstock

Select 1,000 viable ova from each family for incubation in specially modified comphatch system (trays divided into smaller
compartments). Each family is raised in a separate 1m tank. Numbers reduced to 500 at 10g, 250 at 30g and to final 100 per
family prior to transfer to Loch Geireann. At this point the fish are weighed, length noted and individually tagged. The families
are then mixed in cages at Loch Geireann.

The site is currently being upgraded with a new incubation and holding shed which will be stocked in the next 5-6 weeks. This
new facility will have a dedicated incubation area (comphatch systems, buckets and zuger jars) and 200 1m tanks for
ongrowing. The tanks are fed by robot with a track above the tanks for the hoppers to move along. The current facility (88 1m
tanks) will be dismantled. In addition the square tanks in the other building have been removed and replaced with six 5m tanks
and two 4m tanks mainly for holding the broodstock.

Currently have one of the large tanks stocked with 147,000 first feeding fry as reserve fish if needed at another site. Also
stripped some sea trout broodfish, but no site was available to grow the ova so the ova were culled.

Broodstock for 2018 and 2019 seasons currently at Treanay, but 2020 broodstock currently at Loch Geireann will transfer to
Ormsary Broodstock Unit next month. In the future the site will receive green ova and milt from Hebridean broodstock held at
Ormsary. Genetic testing will be undertaken to help improve the line.

Recently had gut fungus in a couple of tanks, but treated with formalin. Fish on site appeared healthy.

Water temperature of heated water 10.6C and ambient at 6.3C

2018-0108 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11
Case No:

Issued by: FHI

FS0643

Site No:

Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Date of Visit: | 27/03/2018] Inspector(s): JALW

Registration/Authorisation Details

1. Business/site details summary checked by site representative? Y
2. Changes made to details? Y
Site Details
200 + 200 +
Total No facilities hatchery Facilities stocked 89 No facilities inspected |hatchery
Species SAL
Age group Fry
No Fish 229,487
Mean Fish Wt 0.29
Next Fallow Date (Site) N/A Next Input Date (Site) May 2018 (broodstock)
Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? Y]Any escapes (since last visit)?

If yes, detail: |gut fungus

Movement Records
1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: [23/11/2016

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

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?

“ =
444 <

N/A

9

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

If other detail: [Landfill at Whiteshore Cockles

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

| Y

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): fungus)

1,383 in alevins and 3,906 in first feeding fry in last 4 weeks (mainly due to gut

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

LN

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

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

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

2018-0108 Site Records

Page 1 of 2



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

Treatments and Medicines Records

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)? | Y
If yes, detail: |Formalin

If other, detail: |

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

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately? | Y

Biosecurity Records

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

increased (unexplained) mortality at the site been included?

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

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

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

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

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

Results of Surveillance

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

Records checked between: |23/11/2016 - 27/3/18 |

2018-0108 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case Number: 2018-0108 Site No: [FS0643 Insp: ALW
Date of Visit 27/03/2018 No of movements/supp./dest. Score
Live fish movements 0 1-5 6-10 >10
Movements on (from out Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 14 0
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
Species compartment including third country 0 9 18] 26 0
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14 0
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 10
Number of destinations 0 3 6 10 3
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0 0
susceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 1
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category lll
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 3 6 0
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 4 8 0
Management practices None  Secure Unsecure
Water contacts with Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters
processors 0 1 2 0
On farm processing within  |[No on farm processing 0 0
the rules of the directive
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)
Processing fish from MS of equivalent status
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status 4 0
Processing fish from Category Il farm 0
Processing fish from Category V farm 10 0
Disposal of fish and fish by- [Site's own waste only processed. 0 0
products Common processes with other farms 3
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 1
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 2 1
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc No 0
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3 0
Platform access to cages |Yes
No
Total 21
Rank MEDIUM
2018-0108 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue:

Case No: [2018-0108 | Site No:  |Fs0643 |

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)

12/09/2017

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

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

3. Does the site have access to a range of licenced in-feed and bath sea lice medications (including deltamethrin,

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

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

Management Area (or equivalent)?

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

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

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

|

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

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

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

10. Have therapeutic treatments been administered or other actions taken when L. salmonis levels have exceeded the

suggested criteria for treatment or where C. elongatus is considered to have welfare implications? (CoGP 4.3.82, 5.3.51)

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

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

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

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

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

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

reasons.

Containment Inspection

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

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?

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
2018-0108 CNI & SLI
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Case No: 2018-0108 Date of visit:| 27/03/2018
Site No: FS0643 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Natification
Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
ECI/CNI 04/04/2018]ALW ASM
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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 27/03/2018
SITE NO FS0643 SITENAME  Langass Hatchery
INSPECTOR Andrea Warwick CASE NO 20180108

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 Agquatic 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.

R0O4
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 01224 295620 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website - www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science
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No mortality levels exceeding the reporting criteria have been recorded since the last
inspection.

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

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

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

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

The site was also inspected in accordance with the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act
2007 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: 04/04/2018

Fish Health Inspector

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

R0O4
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 01224 295620 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website - www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Case No: Date of visit:
Time spent on site: [2.5 hours | Main Inspector: ALW

Site No: FS0195 Site Name: Loch Geireann

Business No: FB0169 Business Name: The Scottish Salmon Company

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

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

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

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

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

Zi1Z1Z2|2

UNI/REG only - if unable to carry out intended visit detail reason below:
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI
Additional Case Information:

Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Currently holding 2020 broodstock generation and these will transfer to Ormsary Broodstock Unit next month. Genetic testing
will be undertaken to help improve the line and all fish have been pit tagged.
Fish vaccinated with PD7.

All mortalities are weighed, length taken and pit tag recovered before disposal. Mortalities held at Langass Hatchery before
disposal. Recent mortalities due to bird damage.

Water very dark and peaty, but fish sampled for VMD appeared healthy and fish in excellent condition.
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FHI 059, Version 11
Case No:

Issued by: FHI

2018-0109 Site No: FS0195

Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Date of Visit: | 27/03/2018] Inspector(s): JALW

Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? N

Site Details

Total No facilities 8 Facilities stocked 3

No facilities inspected

Species SAL

Age group Parr (2018

No Fish 12,821

Mean Fish Wt 80g

Next Fallow Date (Site) End April 2018 Next Input Date (Site) Aug/Sept 2018

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records
1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection:

[o671072015

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

Transport Records

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

Mortality Records

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

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

If other detail: [Landfill at Whiteshore Cockles

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): |63 in last 4 weeks due to cormorants

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

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

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

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

2018-0109 Site Records
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Treatments and Medicines Records

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)? | N
If yes, detail: |

If other, detail: |

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

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately? | Y

Biosecurity Records

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

increased (unexplained) mortality at the site been included?

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

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

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

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

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

Results of Surveillance

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

3. Any significant results?

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

Records checked between: |6/10/15 - 27/3/18 |

2018-0109 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI
Case no: [2018-0109  |Site No: |Date of visit/ |  27/03/2018] 27/
Sampling:
Prorty samples v s el we[] W[
Time sampling 11:45:00 | VMD No.
starts/ends:
Environmental conditions: 1 : 3: 4: 5:
Summary samples HIST :BA :MG :VI :PA :Total Samples
Add Fish/Pools - click
Pool/Fish No
Fish nos 1-9 10-13
Pool Group
Species SAL SAL
Average weight 0.0800{ 0.0800
Sex N/A N/A
Water Type SW SW
= Py
() [}
e e
8 5]
@ TS %
g 88| 83
< C ‘= © =
o 28| 28
§ Stock Origin S| S
¢ [Facility No 8 1
2018-0109 Sample_Information

Date of issue: 12/09/2017
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
)3/2018]Additional Sample Information:

m Total Tests assigned D

2018-0109 Sample_Information Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case Number: 2018-0109 Site No: [FS0195 Insp: ALW
Date of Visit 27/03/2018 No of movements/supp./dest. Score
Live fish movements 0 1-5 6-10 >10
Movements on (from out Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 14 0
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
Species compartment including third country 0 9 18] 26 0
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14 0
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 3
Number of destinations 0 3 6 10 3
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0 0
susceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 1
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category lll
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 3 6 0
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 4 8 0
Management practices None  Secure Unsecure
Water contacts with Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters
processors 0 1 2 0
On farm processing within  |[No on farm processing 0 0
the rules of the directive
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)
Processing fish from MS of equivalent status
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status 4 0
Processing fish from Category Il farm 0
Processing fish from Category V farm 10 0
Disposal of fish and fish by- [Site's own waste only processed. 0 0
products Common processes with other farms 3
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 1
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 2 1
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc No 0
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3 0
Platform access to cages |Yes
No
Total 12
Rank LOW
2018-0109 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue:

Case No: [2018-0109 | Site No: [FS0195 |

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)

12/09/2017

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

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

3. Does the site have access to a range of licenced in-feed and bath sea lice medications (including deltamethrin,

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

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

Management Area (or equivalent)?

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

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

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

|

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

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

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

10. Have therapeutic treatments been administered or other actions taken when L. salmonis levels have exceeded the

suggested criteria for treatment or where C. elongatus is considered to have welfare implications? (CoGP 4.3.82, 5.3.51)

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

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

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

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

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

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

reasons.

Containment Inspection

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

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

Predator Nets (below), Tensioned Nets, Top Nets

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?

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
2018-0109 CNI & SLI
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Case No: 2018-0109 Date of visit:| 27/03/2018
Site No: FS0195 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Natification
Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
ECI/CNI/VMD 04/04/2018]ALW ASM

2018-0109 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

The Scottish Salmon Company
1 Smithy Lane
Lochgilphead

Argyll
PA31 8TA
]
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR
BuUsINESS NO FB0169 DATE OF VISIT 27/03/2018
SITE NO FS0195 SITE NAME Loch Geireann
INSPECTOR Andrea Warwick CASE NO 20180109

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

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

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

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

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

R0O4
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



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

On this occasion the site was found to be satisfactory.

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

A

Signed: Date: 04/04/2018
Fish Health Inspector

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

R0O4
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 01224 295620 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website - www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case No: 2018-0110 Date of visit: | 28/03/2018
Time spent on site: [3.5 hours | Main Inspector: ALW

Site No: FS0796 Site Name: Treanay

Business No: FB0169 Business Name: The Scottish Salmon Company

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

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: T148 FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: Wi Water type: S CoGP MA W-13
Dead/weak/abnormally behaving fish present? N |If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.
Clinical signs of disease observed? N |If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

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

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

2018-0110

Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11
Additional Case Information:

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

Site currently holding two generations of potential broodstock. Some of the 2016 generation will transfer to Langass Hatchery

in May and August and some to Upper Loch Tormasad in July 2018. To synchronise fallow with Outer Eport, the 2017
generation will be transferred to another site in the Uists, probably Grimsay.

The 2017 generation are part of the families programme and have all been pit tagged.

Fish have had Slice treatments in May, July, August, September and November 2017. Lumpfish stocked on site in November
2017 (1 cage only).

Weather poor, but no moribund fish observed. Two fish removed for VMD sampling and both appeared healthy.

2018-0110 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2018-0110 Site No: FS0796

Date of Visit: | 28/03/2018] Inspector(s): JALW |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? N

Site Details

Total No facilities 8 Facilities stocked 4 No facilities inspected |8
Species SAL SAL LUM

Age group 2016 S1 2017 S1 Adult

No Fish 5,322 7,635 442

Mean Fish Wt 8Kg 2.8Kg various

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

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records
1. Movement records available for inspection?

I Y
Previous book not
available, no inspection
of current book (May

2013)

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? N/

> < < <

Transport Records

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

Mortality Records

1. Mortality records available for inspection?

2. How are mortalities disposed of?

If other detail: [Landfill at Whiteshore Cockles
3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | Y
4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): wk 9 - 53, wk 10 - 52, wk 11 - 25, wk 12 - 51, wk 13 - 3 (to date)
5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities?

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

|Other (detail)

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked? | Y
If yes, detail: | Grilse removal over winter (Dec - 2.87% and Feb 2.8%)

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

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

2018-0110 Site Records Page 1 of 2



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

Treatments and Medicines Records

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)? | N
If yes, detail: |

If other, detail: |

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

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately? | Y

Biosecurity Records

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

increased (unexplained) mortality at the site been included?

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

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

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

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

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

Results of Surveillance

1. Has any animal health surveillance been carried out by, or on behalf of, the business? Y
2. If yes, are results available for inspection? Y
3. Any significant results? Y
If yes, detall (if not detailed under recent disease problems). |Complex gill issues (Nov 17)
I
Records checked between: |19/5/13 - 27/3/18 |

2018-0110 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 11

Issued by: FHI

Case no: |2018-0110 |Date of visit/ |  28/03/2018] 28/
Sampling:
prorty samples: v e e we[] W]
Time sampling 15:15:00 VMD No.
starts/ends:
Environmental conditions: 1 : : 4: 5:
Summary samples HIST : : : :PA :Total Samples
Add Fish/Pools - click
Pool/Fish No
Fish nos 1 2
Pool Group
Species SAL SAL
Average weight 8.0000{ 8.0000
Sex N/A N/A
Water Type SW SW
S_| &=
o > g > g
i S c| B
[¢] = = = C
2 28| 85
X - O o O o
Q Stock Origin OOl OO
¢ [Facility No 1 5
2018-0110 Sample_Information

Date of issue: 12/09/2017
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
)3/2018]Additional Sample Information:

m Total Tests assigned D
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case Number: 2018-0110 Site No: [FS0796 Insp: ALW
Date of Visit 28/03/2018 No of movements/supp./dest. Score
Live fish movements 0 1-5 6-10 >10
Movements on (from out Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 14 0
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
Species compartment including third country 0 9 18] 26 0
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14 0
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 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 0
susceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 2
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category lll
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 3 6 0
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 4 8 0
Management practices None  Secure Unsecure
Water contacts with Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters
processors 0 1 2 0
On farm processing within  |[No on farm processing 0 0
the rules of the directive
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)
Processing fish from MS of equivalent status
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status 4 0
Processing fish from Category Il farm 0
Processing fish from Category V farm 10 0
Disposal of fish and fish by- [Site's own waste only processed. 0 0
products Common processes with other farms 3
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 1
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 2 1
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc No 0
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3 0
Platform access to cages |Yes
No
Total 19
Rank MEDIUM
2018-0110 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case No: [2018-0110 | Site No:  |FsS0796 |

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

I-<-<I 11

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

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

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

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

<

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

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

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

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

If other, detail below:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

2018-0110 CNI & SLI Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2018-0110 Site No: FS0796
Date of Visit: | 28/03/2018] Inspector:  |ALW

Point of Compliance

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

i

Points of Compliance for Both Farm Management Agreements and Statements

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

. Is the current FMAQ/S available for inspection?

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

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

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

~N O OB WN

Arrangements for Fish Health Management

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

<

II IIIII I il I i

Live Fish Movements

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

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

2018-0110 AFSA 2013 Page 1 of 2
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Site No: FS0796

Case No: 2018-0110
Nature of non-compliance:
Action taken (FHI):

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

2018-0110 Sample Condition Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2018-0110 Date of visit:| 28/03/2018
Site No: FS0796 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Natification
Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
ECI/CNI/SLI/VMD 04/04/2018]ALW ASM

2018-0110 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

The Scottish Salmon Company
1 Smithy Lane
Lochgilphead

Argyll

PA31 8TA

I

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusiNEss NO FB0169 DATE OF VISIT 27/03/2018

SITENO FS0796 SITE NAME Treanay

INSPECTOR Andrea Warwick CASE No 20180110

Inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009

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

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

Records

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

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

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

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

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

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

R25
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 01224 295620 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website - www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science
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Reports detailing the results of animal health surveillance carried out by or on behalf of the
business and/or Marine Scotland were available for inspection.

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

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

Medicine records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

Samples were taken to be analysed for veterinary residues.

Inspection under the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act 2007

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

escapes.

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

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

Signed: Date: 04/04/2018
Fish Health Inspector

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

R25
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 01224 295620 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website - www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case No: 2018-0111 Date of visit: | 28/03/2018

Time spent on site: |5 hours | Main Inspector: ALW

Site No: FS1083 Site Name: Groatay

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

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

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: T148 FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: Wi Water type: S CoGP MA W-11

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.

<[<I<[<

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

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

2018-0111

Case Sheet

Page 1 of 1



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

Pasteurella skyensis diagnosed on site in December 2017. Mortalities increased post hydrogen peroxide treatment for AGD at
end of November and initially thought that increase was related to treatment. Samples indicated that it was at early stage of
infection with no chronic signs and decision made to actively remove mortalities to lower infection pressure and not treat with
antibiotics. Using ROV to ensure all mortalities are removed.

Mortality levels have been higher at Groatay than at Grey Horse Channel, losing 4.583% since start of December (December -
9,639, January - 8,056, February - 4,185 and March (to date) - 5,033).

Site has had an issue with severe AGD last year and have had several hydrogen peroxide treatments (September, October
and twice in November 2017).

Lice levels have been low. Site had a strategic treatment with Slice in August 2017 and currently being treated with Slice again.
Locally wild caught wrasse input onto site last year and delivery of lumpsuckers arrived at shorebase during inspection. These
will be held in a separate cage as salmon are due to be thinned out into more cages next week.

Site has had issue with seal predation recently, particularly in cage 23.

Visibility good, but fish feeding very deep in water. Used sweep net to catch fish for VMD samples. A number of lethargic fish
were seen on the site and removed for diagnostic sampling. All fish sampled for VMD appeared healthy.

2018-0111 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2018-0111 Site No: FS1083

Date of Visit: | 28/03/2018] Inspector(s): JALW |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? Y

Site Details

Total No facilities 14 Facilities stocked 6 No facilities inspected |14
Species SAL WRS

Age group 2017 Q3 Adult

No Fish 522,801 20,013

Mean Fish Wt 1.5kg various

Next Fallow Date (Site) Dec 2018 Next Input Date (Site) Q2 2019

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

If yes, detail: |Pasteurella skyensis

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: [11/10/2016
3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

“ =
e e I I I

Transport Records

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

Mortality Records

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

If other detail: [Landfill at Whiteshore Cockles

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | Y
4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): [w/b 26/2 = 928, wib 5/3 = 1622, wib 12/3 = 1744, w/b 19/3 = 569

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

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

|Cage 23 due to seal damage from early to mid March (~1,500 fish over 8 day period), issue resolved

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked? | Y
Mortality levels increased during December (range from ~100-700/day/cage, average 311/cage/day),
attributed to infection with Pasteurella skyensis. Have lost 4.53% since start of December (24,822).

If yes, detalil:

7. Have increased (unexplained) mortalities been reported to vet or FHI? | Y
If yes, detail action: [Removal of mortalities, but infection at low level so decided not to treat with antibiotics

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

2018-0111 Site Records Page 1 of 2



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

Treatments and Medicines Records

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)? | Y
If yes, detail: |Slice

If other, detail: |

2. Medicines records available for inspection?

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

4. Are fish in a withdrawal period?

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

6. Are medicines stored appropriately? | Y

Biosecurity Records

<1 < <

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

increased (unexplained) mortality at the site been included?

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

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

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

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

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

Results of Surveillance

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

Records checked between: [11/10/16 - 28/3/18 |

2018-0111 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 11
Case no:

Priority samples:
Time sampling
starts/ends:

Environmental conditions:

Summary samples

Add Fish/Pools - click

Issued by: FHI

|2018-0111 | Site No: [FS1083 |Date of visit/ |  28/03/2018]  28/(

Sampling:

VI BA

u
u
ﬁ

1]Indoors 2

14:20:00 | 15:00:00 | Inspector: VMD No.

1 1
HIST [¥ BA MG VI

Total Samples

Pool/Fish No F1 F2 F3 F4 P1
Fish nos 1 2 3 4 1-4 5 6 7 8 9
Pool Group P1 P1 P1 P1
Species SAL |SAL |SAL |SAL |SAL |SAL |SAL |SAL [SAL |SAL
Average weight 1.5000] 1.5000] 1.5000{ 1.5000{ 1.5000] 1.5000] 1.5000{ 1.5000( 1.5000| 1.5000
Sex N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Water Type SW SW SW SW SW SW SW SW SW SW
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
‘© © ‘© © ‘© © ‘© ‘© ‘© ©
() (&) () [0 (&) [0 () [0 () [0
x 24 x 4 04 x x x x x
2 i € i = e = = c = c
3 S S S S S S S S S S
) ‘© ‘© ‘© ‘© ‘© ‘© ‘© ‘© ‘© ‘©
o S=| 5= §=2| 65=| 5=| S=| §=| 5S=| 5=| S=
S| stock Origin S5 85] 85| 851 85] 85| S5] S5] 85| S5
& |Facility No 27 27 34 23 23 23 34 34 34
2018-0111 Sample_Information

Date of issue: 12/09/2017
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FHI 059, Version 11
)3/2018]Additional Sample Information:

Individual kidney in dry tube for swabbing on blood agar plates at lab (F1-4).
MG storage - individual kidney (F1-4).
BAS other - heart

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

Total Tests assigned

2018-0111 Sample_Information Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 11

Case no:

Date of visit:

[2018-0111

28/03/2018]

Site No:

Issued by: FHI

FS1083

Inspector(s): JALW

S for strong presence: M for medium presence: W for weak presence

Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Method of kiIIing:
Sheet ReIevant:E

Fish Number

1]

2| 3] 4

Time sampled after death (if > 45 minutes)

100m 100m 100m 100m

External Signs

Behaviour

Moribund

Lethargic

M

M M M

Hanging vertical

Spiralling

Flashing

Loss of equilibrium

Body

Dark

Distended abdomen

Anorexic

Scale Oedema

Opercula

Shortened

Flared

Haemorrhaging

Throat

Ventrum

Base of fins

Elsewhere

Eyes

Exophthalmic

Enophthalmic (sunken)

Cataract

Haemorrhagic

Gills

Pale

Zoned

Necrotic

Lesions

Flank

Elsewhere

Vent

Inflamed

Trailing faeces

Lice Load

Estimate numbers

Internal Signs

Ascites

Clear

Bloody

Oedema

In tissues

Heart

Pale/anaemic

Granulomas

Deformed

Liver

Petechial haem

Gross haem

Tissue breakdown

Enlarged

Colour number(s)

Granulomas

Lesions

Pyloric caeca

Petechial haem

Tubules mauve

Lack of fat

Spleen

Enlarged

Granulomas

Gut

No food present

Yellow pseudo-faeces

External haem

Internal haem

Body wall

Haemorrhaging

Swim bladder

Haemorrhaging

Fluid filled

Kidney

Swollen

Grey

Granular

Liquefied

General

Parasites present

Anaemia

2018-0111

Clinical Score Sheet
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FHI 059, Version 11
Case no: [2018-0111 |

Date of visit: [ 28/03/2018]

S for strong presence: M for medium presence: W for w

Issued by: FHI

Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Fish Number

Time sampled after death (if > 45 minutes)

External Signs

Behaviour Moribund

Lethargic

Hanging vertical

Spiralling

Flashing

Loss of equilibrium

Body Dark

Distended abdomen

Anorexic

Scale Oedema

Opercula Shortened

Flared

Haemorrhaging Throat

Ventrum

Base of fins

Elsewhere

Eyes Exophthalmic

Enophthalmic (sunken)

Cataract

Haemorrhagic

Gills Pale

Zoned

Necrotic

Lesions Flank

Elsewhere

Vent Inflamed

Trailing faeces

Lice Load Estimate numbers

Internal Signs

Ascites Clear

Bloody

Oedema In tissues

Heart Pale/anaemic

Granulomas

Deformed

Liver Petechial haem

Gross haem

Tissue breakdown

Enlarged

Colour number(s)

Granulomas

Lesions

Pyloric caeca Petechial haem

Tubules mauve

Lack of fat

Spleen Enlarged

Granulomas

Gut No food present

Yellow pseudo-faeces

External haem

Internal haem

Body wall Haemorrhaging
Swim bladder Haemorrhaging
Fluid filled
Kidney Swollen
Grey
Granular
Liquefied
General Parasites present
Anaemia
2018-0111 Clinical Score Sheet
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Additional comments:
Fish 1 & 4 - seal bite

2018-0111 Clinical Score Sheet Page 3 of 3



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case Number: 2018-0111 Site No: [FS1083 Insp: ALW
Date of Visit 28/03/2018 No of movements/supp./dest. Score
Live fish movements 0 1-5 6-10 >10
Movements on (from out Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 14 0
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
Species compartment including third country 0 9 18] 26 0
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14 0
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 10
Number of destinations 0 3 6 10 3
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0 0
susceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 2
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category lll
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 3 6 0
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 4 8 0
Management practices None  Secure Unsecure
Water contacts with Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters
processors 0 1 2 0
On farm processing within  |[No on farm processing 0 0
the rules of the directive
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)
Processing fish from MS of equivalent status
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status 4 0
Processing fish from Category Il farm 0
Processing fish from Category V farm 10 0
Disposal of fish and fish by- [Site's own waste only processed. 0 0
products Common processes with other farms 3
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 1
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 2 1
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc No 0
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3 0
Platform access to cages |Yes
No
Total 20]
Rank MEDIUM
2018-0111 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case No: [2018-0111 | Site No: |Fs1083 |

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

I-<-<I 11

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

10. Have therapeutic treatments been administered or other actions taken when L. salmonis levels have exceeded the 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? Y

<

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

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

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

2. Are measures in place to mitigate against the predation experienced on site? (Detail below) Y
M.M.L., Seal Blinds, Tensioned Nets, Top Nets

If other, detail below:
HDP nets

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

2018-0111 CNI & SLI Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2018-0111 Site No: FS1083
Date of Visit: | 28/03/2018] Inspector:  |ALW

Point of Compliance

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

i

Points of Compliance for Both Farm Management Agreements and Statements

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

. Is the current FMAQ/S available for inspection?

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

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

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

~N O OB WN

Arrangements for Fish Health Management

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

<

II IIIII I il I i

Live Fish Movements

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

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

2018-0111 AFSA 2013 Page 1 of 2
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Site No: FS1083

Case No: 2018-0111
Nature of non-compliance:
Action taken (FHI):

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

2018-0111 Sample Condition Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11

Issued by: FHI

Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Case No: Date of visit:

Site No: Inspector:

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp

IPN PCR 0/1 05/04/2018JALW 09/04/2018JALW 18/04/2018|ALW DJT

ISA PCR 0/1 05/04/2018]JALW 09/04/2018]JALW 18/04/2018|ALW DJT

IHN PCR 0/1 05/04/2018JALW 09/04/2018JALW 18/04/2018|ALW DJT

SAV PCR 0/1 05/04/2018]JALW 09/04/2018]JALW 18/04/2018|ALW DJT

VHS PCR 0/1 05/04/2018JALW 09/04/2018JALW 18/04/2018|ALW DJT

AGD PCR 0/4 05/04/2018]JALW 09/04/2018]JALW 18/04/2018|ALW DJT

Para Ther PCR 2/4 05/04/2018JALW 09/04/2018JALW 18/04/2018|ALW DJT

Sal Pox PCR 0/4 05/04/2018]JALW 09/04/2018]JALW 18/04/2018|ALW DJT

Adhesions 1/4 10/04/2018]ALW 12/04/2018]ALW 18/04/2018|ALW DJT

Gill pathology 414 10/04/2018]ALW 12/04/2018]ALW 18/04/2018]ALW DJT

Liver pathology 3/4 10/04/2018]ALW 12/04/2018]ALW 18/04/2018|ALW DJT

Skin pathology 4/4 10/04/2018)]ALW 12/04/2018]ALW 18/04/2018|ALW DJT

Unidentified bacteria  |4/4 10/04/2018|ALW 12/04/2018|ALW ALW DJT

(histology) 18/04/2018

Epitheliocystis 1/4 10/04/2018]ALW 12/04/2018]ALW 18/04/2018|ALW DJT

Vibrio spp (Bact) 414 12/04/2018]ALW 12/04/2018]ALW 18/04/2018]ALW DJT

Moritella viscosa 2/4 12/04/2018]ALW 12/04/2018]ALW 18/04/2018|ALW DJT

Unidentified significant |4/4 12/04/2018|ALW 12/04/2018|ALW ALW DJT

bacteria 18/04/2018

non significant bacteria |1/4 12/04/2018]ALW 12/04/2018|ALW ALW DJT
18/04/2018

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp

ECI/CNI/SLI/VMD 04/04/2018]ALW ASM

DIA 18/04/2018]ALW DJT

2018-0111

Result & Report summary
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Marine Harvest (Scotland) Ltd
Stob Ban House

Glen Nevis Business Park
Fort William

PH33 6RX

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusiNEss NO FB0119 DATEOF VISIT  28/03/2018
SITE NO FS1083 SITE NAME Groatay
INSPECTOR Andrea Warwick CASE NO 20180111

Section 1: Summary

During a routine inspection of the above site, four lethargic fish with lesions were observed. The
fish were removed for further examination and subsequent diagnostic sampling.

Histopathology examination revealed skin lesions with high numbers of mixed bacteria and mild
skeletal muscle necrosis which may be associated with predation or other physical damage. In
addition, mild gill hyperplasia and some circulatory disturbances were also observed by
histopathology examination. One fish showed marked hepatic necrosis.

Moritella viscosa and a Vibrio spp. were isolated by bacteriology. The level and purity of growth
are not consistent with these bacteria being a primary cause of morbidity.

Due to gill health issues reported on site, samples were screened by QPCR for Paranucleospora
theridion (syn, Desmozoon lepeophtherii) which tested positive.

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

Section 2: Case Detail

Observations

During a routine inspection, four lethargic fish were observed. The site was stocked with 522,801
2017 Q3 Atlantic salmon at 1.5kg average weight and ~20,000 mixed wrasse species.

Amoebic gill disease (AGD) had been diagnosed on the site in autumn 2017 and several
treatments had been carried out. Following a treatment in late November 2017, mortality levels

R0O9
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 01224 295620 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
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had risen in December and health surveillance carried out by the business reported infection with
Pasteurella skyensis. From the start of December 2017 through to March 2018, there had been a
total mortality of 4.58%. Mortality levels had decreased over this period although there had been
an increase in March due to seal predation affecting a single cage accounting for ~30% of
mortalities that month.

The four lethargic fish were removed for further examination and subsequent diagnostic sampling.
All of the fish had severe lesions with the lesions on fish 1 and 4 appearing to be caused by seal
damage.

Internally there was clear ascites in fish 2 along with yellow pseudo-faeces in the gut. Fish 3 and 4
had no food present in their guts and the kidney of fish 4 was grey.

Samples

Samples were collected from four fish according to the table below:

Fish Pool Facility . -
number | number | number Species Stage Origin
1&2 P1 27 Atlantic salmon | 2017 Q3 at 1.5kg | Lochailort Recirc Unit
3 P1 34 Atlantic salmon | 2017 Q3 at 1.5kg | Lochailort Recirc Unit
4 P1 23 Atlantic salmon | 2017 Q3 at 1.5kg | Lochailort Recirc Unit
Results

Bacteriology: Kidney, gill and lesion material from fish 1-4 was inoculated onto appropriate
media for the isolation of bacteria.

The following bacteria were isolated:
Moritella viscosa (kidney and lesion of fish 1, kidney of fish 2)
Vibrio sp. (kidney of fish 1-4, lesion of fish 1, 3 and 4)

The level and purity of growth are not consistent with these bacteria being a primary cause of
morbidity.

A further prevalent bacterium was observed on plates which did not match the characteristics of a
known fish pathogen and is likely to be of environmental origin.

Virology: Tissue samples were tested for segments of nucleic acid indicative of the presence of
the pathogens specified below using real-time PCR (QPCR).

The samples tested negative for infectious haematopoietic necrosis virus (IHNV), infectious
pancreatic necrosis virus (IPNV), infectious salmon anaemia virus (ISAV), salmon gill poxvirus
(SGPV), salmonid alphavirus (SAV) and viral haemorrhagic septicemia virus (VHSV).

Parasitology: Tissue samples were tested for segments of nucleic acid indicative of the presence
of the parasites specified below using real-time PCR (QPCR).
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Paranucleospora theridion

Fish Endogenous Reported
Number control Cp Cp Values Result
value (PCR)

F1 22.13 33.10 32.94 32.94 POSITIVE

F2 23.19 >40.00 >40.00 >40.00 POSITIVE

F3 - - - - Negative

F4 - - - - Negative

The samples tested negative for Neoparamoeba perurans (AGD).

Histology: Tissue samples of gill, skin and skeletal muscle, heart, pyloric caeca, pancreas, hind
gut, liver, spleen and kidney were taken from fish 1-4.

Histopathological examination revealed the following:

Gill: Small foci of interlamellar hyperplasia, epithelial hypertrophy and few cells with fragmented
nuclei (F1, F2), some chloride cells displacement (F2). F4 showed one gill filament with
interlamellar hyperplasia and lamellar fusion, few scattered lamellar thrombi and several
basophilic epithelial inclusions (likely epitheliocystis). Mild lamellar congestion and presence of
aneurysmal dilation/telangiectasia noted in all fish. Generalized epithelial lifting noted in F1 and
F2 but likely associated with post-mortem artefact.

Skin & Muscle: Lesions showed absence of epidermal layer, dermal oedema with high numbers of
mixed bacteria which were also noted on the skeletal muscle (F1-F4) and skeletal muscle
necrosis with mild haemorrhage and mild leukocyte cell infiltration (F2-F4).

Heart: Within normal range.

Gut and pyloric caeca: Adipose tissue showed some fibrous adhesions likely associated with
vaccine administration (F2), some to moderate cell sloughing (F1-F2) (likely associated with post-
mortem artefact).

Pancreas: Within the normal range.

Liver: Some capillary congestion (F1-F2), scattered hepatocyte degeneration and apoptotic cells
(F2) and marked multifocal coalescence necrosis noted in F4.

Kidney: Few renal tubules with dilated lumen (F2-F3).

Spleen: Slightly congested (F2).

Signed: Date: 18/04/2018

Fish Health Inspector

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

Glen Nevis Business Park
Fort William
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FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusiNEss NO FB0119 DATE OF VISIT 28/03/2018
SITENO FS1083 SITE NAME Groatay
INSPECTOR Andrea Warwick CASE NO 20180111

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. Samples were taken for diagnostic purposes. A separate
report will be issued detailing the results of these tests.

Records

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

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

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

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

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

No mortality levels exceeding the reporting criteria have been recorded since the last inspection.
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Reports detailing the results of animal health surveillance carried out by or on behalf of the
business and/or Marine Scotland were available for inspection.

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

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

Medicine records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

Samples were taken to be analysed for veterinary residues.

Inspection under the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act 2007

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

escapes.

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

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

Signed: Date: 04/04/2018
Fish Health Inspector

The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available on the
Marine Scotland website at www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/Fish-Shellfish/FHI/charter
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FHI 059, Version 11

Issued by: FHI

Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Date of visit: | 28/03/2018

ALW

[ ]

W-11

Case No:

Time spent on site: |5 hours | Main Inspector:

Site No: FS1122 Site Name: Grey Horse Channel

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

Case Types:  1|ECI | 2|[CNI | 3|sLi | 4|vmD | 5|DIA | 6] |
Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed
Observations: Region: Wi Water type: S CoGP MA

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

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

<[<I<[<

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

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

2018-0112

Case Sheet

Page 1 of 1



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

Pasteurella skyensis diagnosed on site in December 2017. Mortalities increased post hydrogen peroxide treatment for AGD at
end of November and initially thought that increase was related to treatment. Samples indicated that it was at early stage of
infection with no chronic signs and decision made to actively remove mortalities to lower infection pressure and not treat with
antibiotics. Using ROV to ensure all mortalities are removed.

Mortality levels have been lower at Grey Horse Channel than at Groatay, losing 2.48% since start of December (December -
8,183, January - 4,147, February - 1,980 and March (to date) - 1,793).

Site has had an issue with severe AGD last year and have had several hydrogen peroxide treatments (September, October
and twice in November 2017).

Lice levels have been very low (lowest in company). Site had a strategic treatment with Slice in August 2017 and lice skirts in
place. Locally wild caught wrasse input onto site last year and delivery of lumpsuckers arrived on Saturday from Dorset
Cleaner fish. These are being held in a separate cage as salmon are due to be thinned out into more cages next week.

New site Outer Grey Horse Channel will be stocked next spring. Sites moving from Q3/Q4 to Q2 input.

Visibility good, but fish feeding very deep in water. Used sweep net to catch fish for VMD samples. A number of lethargic fish
were seen on the site and removed for diagnostic sampling. One fish (pen 14) had haemorrhaging over liver, pyloric caeca and
swim bladder (see attached photos). All fish sampled for VMD appeared healthy.

2018-0112 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case No: 2018-0112 Site No: FS1122

Date of Visit: | 28/03/2018] Inspector(s): JALW |

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

Site Details

Total No facilities 14 Facilities stocked 7 No facilities inspected |14
Species SAL WRS LUM
Age group 2017 Q3 Adult Adult

No Fish 537,738 19,841 27,500
Mean Fish Wt 1.8kg Various ~20g
Next Fallow Date (Site) December 2018 Next Input Date (Site) 2019 Q2

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

N
Movement Records
1. Movement records available for inspection? I Y
Y
Y
Y

2. Date of last inspection: [11/10/2016
3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

Transport Records

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

Mortality Records

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

If other detail: [Landfill at Whiteshore Cockles

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | Y
4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): [w/b 26/2 = 119, wib 5/3 =566, w/b 12/3 = 381, w/b 19/3 = 381

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

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

I

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked? | Y
Mortality levels increased in December 2017 (range from ~150-300/day/cage, average of 264/day/cage),
attributed to Pasteurella skyensis. Have lost 2.48% since start of December (13,699).

If yes, detalil:

7. Have increased (unexplained) mortalities been reported to vet or FHI? | Y
No treatment for P. skyensis as infection at low level. Removing mortalities to reduce

If yes, detail action: infection pressure

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

2018-0112 Site Records Page 1 of 2



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

Treatments and Medicines Records

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)? | N
If yes, detail: |

If other, detail: |

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

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately? | Y

Biosecurity Records

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

increased (unexplained) mortality at the site been included?

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

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

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

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

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

Results of Surveillance

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

Records checked between: [11/10/16 - 28/3/18 |

2018-0112 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 11
Case no:

Priority samples:
Time sampling
starts/ends:

Environmental conditions:

Summary samples

Add Fish/Pools - click

Issued by: FHI

|2018-0112 | Site No: [FS1122 |Date of visit/ |  28/03/2018]  28/(

Sampling:

VI BA

u
u
ﬁ

1]Indoors 2

13:30:00 | 14:10:00 | Inspector: VMD No.
1

1 1
HIST [¥ BA MG VI

Total Samples

Pool/Fish No F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 P1
Fish nos 1 2 3 4 5 1-5 6 7 8 9 10
Pool Group P1 P1 P1 P1 P1
Species SAL |SAL |SAL |SAL |[SAL |SAL |SAL |SAL [SAL |SAL |SAL
Average weight 1.5000] 1.5000] 1.5000{ 1.5000] 1.5000] 1.5000] 1.5000{ 1.5000{ 1.5000] 1.5000| 1.5000
Sex N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Water Type SW SW SW SW SW SW SW SW SW SW SW
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
‘© © ‘© © ‘© © ‘© ‘© ‘© © ‘©
() (&) () [0 (&) [0 () [0 () [0 ()
x o x o o o o o o o o
2 i € i = e = e c = c =
Ji i) i) i) i) i) i) i) i) i) i) i)
) ‘© ‘© ‘© ‘© ‘© ‘© ‘© ‘© ‘© ‘© ‘©
a S=| S=| §5=| 5= 52| S§=| S=| 5= 52| S=| §=
8| stock origin S5| 55| s5| 85| 85| 5[ 85| 85| 5| 35| 85
& |Facility No 6 6 13 14 14 7 7 7 14 14
2018-0112 Sample_Information

Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 11
)3/2018]Additional Sample Information:

Individual kidney in dry tube for swabbing on blood agar plates at lab (F1-5).
MG storage - individual kidney (F1-5).
BAS other - heart

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

m Total Tests assigned

2018-0112 Sample_Information Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 11

Case no:

Date of visit:

[2018-0112

28/03/2018]

Site No:

Issued by: FHI

FS1122

Inspector(s): JALW

S for strong presence: M for medium presence: W for weak presence

Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Method of kiIIing:
Sheet ReIevant:E

Fish Number

1

2 3 4

Time sampled after death (if > 45 minutes)

90m

90m 75m 75m

75m

External Signs

Behaviour

Moribund

M

Lethargic

M M M

Hanging vertical

Spiralling

Flashing

Loss of equilibrium

Body

Dark

Distended abdomen

Anorexic

Scale Oedema

Opercula

Shortened

Flared

Haemorrhaging

Throat

Ventrum

Base of fins

Elsewhere

Eyes

Exophthalmic

Enophthalmic (sunken)

Cataract

Haemorrhagic

Gills

Pale

Zoned

Necrotic

Lesions

Flank

Elsewhere

Vent

Inflamed

Trailing faeces

Lice Load

Estimate numbers

Internal Signs

Ascites

Clear

Bloody

Oedema

In tissues

Heart

Pale/anaemic

Granulomas

Deformed

Liver

Petechial haem

Gross haem

Tissue breakdown

Enlarged

Colour number(s)

Granulomas

Lesions

Pyloric caeca

Petechial haem

Tubules mauve

Lack of fat

Spleen

Enlarged

Granulomas

Gut

No food present

Yellow pseudo-faeces

External haem

Internal haem

Body wall

Haemorrhaging

Swim bladder

Haemorrhaging

Fluid filled

Kidney

Swollen

Grey

Granular

Liquefied

General

Parasites present

Anaemia

2018-0112

Clinical Score Sheet
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FHI 059, Version 11
Case no: [2018-0112 |

Date of visit: [ 28/03/2018]

S for strong presence: M for medium presence: W for w

Issued by: FHI

Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Fish Number

Time sampled after death (if > 45 minutes)

External Signs

Behaviour Moribund

Lethargic

Hanging vertical

Spiralling

Flashing

Loss of equilibrium

Body Dark

Distended abdomen

Anorexic

Scale Oedema

Opercula Shortened

Flared

Haemorrhaging Throat

Ventrum

Base of fins

Elsewhere

Eyes Exophthalmic

Enophthalmic (sunken)

Cataract

Haemorrhagic

Gills Pale

Zoned

Necrotic

Lesions Flank

Elsewhere

Vent Inflamed

Trailing faeces

Lice Load Estimate numbers

Internal Signs

Ascites Clear

Bloody

Oedema In tissues

Heart Pale/anaemic

Granulomas

Deformed

Liver Petechial haem

Gross haem

Tissue breakdown

Enlarged

Colour number(s)

Granulomas

Lesions

Pyloric caeca Petechial haem

Tubules mauve

Lack of fat

Spleen Enlarged

Granulomas

Gut No food present

Yellow pseudo-faeces

External haem

Internal haem

Body wall Haemorrhaging
Swim bladder Haemorrhaging
Fluid filled
Kidney Swollen
Grey
Granular
Liquefied
General Parasites present
Anaemia
2018-0112 Clinical Score Sheet
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Additional comments:

2018-0112 Clinical Score Sheet Page 3 of 3



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case Number: 2018-0112 Site No: [FS1122 Insp: ALW
Date of Visit 28/03/2018 No of movements/supp./dest. Score
Live fish movements 0 1-5 6-10 >10
Movements on (from out Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 14 0
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
Species compartment including third country 0 9 18] 26 0
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14 0
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 10
Number of destinations 0 3 6 10 3
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0 0
susceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 2
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category lll
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 3 6 0
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 4 8 0
Management practices None  Secure Unsecure
Water contacts with Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters
processors 0 1 2 0
On farm processing within  |[No on farm processing 0 0
the rules of the directive
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)
Processing fish from MS of equivalent status
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status 4 0
Processing fish from Category Il farm 0
Processing fish from Category V farm 10 0
Disposal of fish and fish by- [Site's own waste only processed. 0 0
products Common processes with other farms 3
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 1
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 2 1
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc No 0
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3 0
Platform access to cages |Yes
No
Total 20]
Rank MEDIUM
2018-0112 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case No: [2018-0112 | Site No: |Fs1122 |

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

I-<-<I 11

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

10. Have therapeutic treatments been administered or other actions taken when L. salmonis levels have exceeded the 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? Y

<

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

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

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

2. Are measures in place to mitigate against the predation experienced on site? (Detail below) Y
M.M.L., Seal Blinds, Tensioned Nets, Top Nets

If other, detail below:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Case No: 2018-0112 Site No: FS1122
Date of Visit: | 28/03/2018] Inspector:  |ALW

Point of Compliance

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

i

Points of Compliance for Both Farm Management Agreements and Statements

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

. Is the current FMAQ/S available for inspection?

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

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

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

~N O OB WN

Arrangements for Fish Health Management

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

<

II IIIII I il I i

Live Fish Movements

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

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

2018-0112 AFSA 2013 Page 1 of 2
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Site No: FS1122

Case No: 2018-0112
Nature of non-compliance:
Action taken (FHI):

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

2018-0112 Sample Condition Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11

Issued by: FHI

Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Case No: Date of visit:
Site No: Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
IPN PCR 0/1 05/04/2018)]ALW 09/04/2018]ALW 18/04/2018]ALW DJT
ISA PCR 0/1 05/04/2018]ALW 09/04/2018|ALW 18/04/2018]|ALW DJT
IHN PCR 0/1 05/04/2018)]ALW 09/04/2018]ALW 18/04/2018]ALW DJT
SAV PCR 0/1 05/04/2018)]ALW 09/04/2018|ALW 18/04/2018]ALW DJT
VHS PCR 0/1 05/04/2018)]ALW 09/04/2018]ALW 18/04/2018]ALW DJT
AGD PCR 4/5 09/04/2018]ALW 09/04/2018|ALW 18/04/2018]ALW DJT
Para ther PCR 5/5 09/04/2018)]ALW 09/04/2018]ALW 18/04/2018]|ALW DJT
Sal Pox PCR 1/5 09/04/2018)]ALW 09/04/2018|ALW 18/04/2018]ALW DJT
Candidatus 4/5 09/04/2018)|ALW 09/04/2018|ALW ALW DJT
syngnamydia PCR 18/04/2018
Candidatus 5/5 09/04/2018)|ALW 09/04/2018|ALW ALW DJT
branchiomonas PCR 18/04/2018
AGD histology 1/5 10/04/2018JALW 12/04/2018]ALW 18/04/2018]ALW DJT
Complex gill issues 5/5 10/04/2018|ALW 12/04/2018|ALW ALW DJT
(histology) 18/04/2018
Epitheliocystis 5/5 10/04/2018|ALW 12/04/2018]ALW 18/04/2018]ALW DJT
Gill pathology 5/5 10/04/2018JALW 12/04/2018]ALW 18/04/2018]ALW DJT
liver pathology 4/5 10/04/2018)]ALW 12/04/2018]ALW 18/04/2018|ALW DJT
skin pathology 3/5 10/04/2018JALW 12/04/2018]ALW 18/04/2018]ALW DJT
Unidentified bacteria  |3/5 10/04/2018|ALW 12/04/2018|ALW ALW DJT
(histology) 18/04/2018
Vibrio species 5/5 11/04/2018)]ALW 12/04/2018]ALW 18/04/2018|ALW DJT
Moritella viscosa 4/5 11/04/2018JALW 12/04/2018]ALW 18/04/2018]ALW DJT
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
ECI/CNI/SLI/VMD 04/04/2018|ALW ASM
Dia 18/04/2018|ALW DJT

2018-0112

Result & Report summary
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Marine Harvest (Scotland) Ltd
Stob Ban House

Glen Nevis Business Park
Fort William

PH33 6RX

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusiNEss NO FB0119 DATEOF VISIT  28/03/2018
SITE NO FS1122 SITE NAME Grey Horse Channel
INSPECTOR Andrea Warwick CASE NO 20180112

Section 1: Summary

During a routine inspection, one moribund and four lethargic fish were observed. The fish were
removed for further examination and subsequent diagnostic sampling.

Histopathology examination revealed mild complex gill health with presence of amoeboid-like cells
suggestive of amoebic gill disease (AGD) and samples tested positive by QPCR for
Neoparamoeba perurans. Epitheliocystis was also observed and samples tested positive by
QPCR for Candidatus Branchiomonas cysticola and Candidatus Syngnamydia salmonis. Some
vascular damage in the gills and mild hepatic necrosis was also noted.

Due to the gill health issues reported on site, samples were screened for salmon gill poxvirus and
Paranucleospora theridion (syn, Desmozoon lepeophtherii) by QPCR. Samples tested positive
for both pathogens.

Vibrio sp. and Moritella viscosa were isolated. The level and purity of growth would not suggest
these bacteria are implicated in current fish morbidity.

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

Section 2: Case Detail

Observations

During a routine inspection, one moribund and four lethargic fish were observed. The site was
stocked with 537,743 2017 Q3 Atlantic salmon at 1.8kg average weight, ~20,000 mixed wrasse
species and 27,500 lumpsuckers.

R0O9
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Amoebic gill disease (AGD) had been diagnosed on the site in autumn 2017 and several
treatments had been carried out. Following a treatment in late November 2017, mortality levels
had risen in December and health surveillance carried out by the business reported infection with
Pasteurella skyensis. From the start of December 2017 through to March 2018, there had been a
total mortality of 2.48% with decreasing mortality levels each month.

The five fish were removed for further examination and subsequent diagnostic sampling. Fish 1
and 3 were dark and fish 4 had exophthalmia. There were lesions on fish 2, 3 and 4.

Internally fish 1 had a pale heart and no food present in the gut. Fish 3 and 4 had clear ascites.

Fish 4 had petechial haemorrhaging on the liver, pyloric caeca and swim bladder. Fish 5 had
yellow pseudo-faeces in the gut and a grey kidney.

Samples

Samples were collected from five fish according to the table below:

nLIJZrIr?Ser nuprﬁgler rll:L?r(r:llkl)lgr Species Stage Origin
1&2 P1 6 Atlantic salmon | 2017 Q3 at 1.8kg | Lochailort Recirc Unit
3 P1 13 Atlantic salmon | 2017 Q3 at 1.8kg | Lochailort Recirc Unit
4 &5 P1 14 Atlantic salmon | 2017 Q3 at 1.8kg | Lochailort Recirc Unit

Results

Bacteriology: Kidney and gill material from fish 1-5 and lesion material from fish 2, 3 and 5 was
inoculated onto appropriate media for the isolation of bacteria.

The following bacteria were isolated:
Moritella viscosa (kidney and lesion of fish 3, lesion of fish 2, 4 and 5)
Vibrio sp. (gill of fish 1-5, kidney of fish 2-5, lesion of fish 2, 3 and 5)

Tissue samples were tested for segments of nucleic acid indicative of the presence of the
pathogens specified below using real-time PCR (QPCR).

Candidatus Branchiomonas cysticola

Fish Endogenous Reported
Number control Cp Cp Values Result
value (PCR)

F1 22.91 30.92 31.07 31.05 POSITIVE

F2 22.23 28.20 28.24 28.20 POSITIVE

F3 22.58 30.86 30.94 30.84 POSITIVE

F4 21.95 26.61 26.59 26.65 POSITIVE

F5 22.15 27.70 27.52 27.58 POSITIVE

ROS
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Candidatus Syngnamydia salmonis

Fish Endogenous Reported
Number control Cp Cp Values Result
value (PCR)

F1 22.91 38.72 37.86 39.3 POSITIVE

F2 22.23 36.95 38.38 >40 POSITIVE
F3 - - - - Negative

F4 21.95 28.51 28.51 28.61 POSITIVE

F5 22.15 32.27 32.15 32.6 POSITIVE

Virology: Tissue samples were tested for segments of nucleic acid indicative of the presence of

the pathogens specified below using real-time PCR (QPCR).

Salmon gill poxvirus
Fish Endogenous Reported
Number control Cp Cp Values Result
value (PCR)
F1-4 - - - - Negative
F5 19.83 35.76 35.90 34.91 POSITIVE

The samples tested negative for infectious haematopoietic necrosis virus (IHNV), infectious
pancreatic necrosis virus (IPNV), infectious salmon anaemia virus (ISAV), salmonid alphavirus
(SAV) and viral haemorrhagic septicemia virus (VHSV).

Parasitology: Tissue samples were tested for segments of nucleic acid indicative of the presence
of the parasites specified below using real-time PCR (QPCR).

Neoparamoeba perurans (AGD)

Fish Endogenous Reported
Number control Cp Cp Values Result
value (PCR)
F1 20.61 36.56 37.31 36.23 POSITIVE
F2 20.07 35.22 37.43 38.51 POSITIVE
F3 - - - - Negative
F4 22.01 31.10 31.15 31.12 POSITIVE
F5 19.83 32.24 32.09 31.60 POSITIVE
Paranucleospora theridion
Fish Endogenous Reported
Number control Cp Cp Values Result
value (PCR)
F1 20.61 33.45 34.39 33.65 POSITIVE
F2 20.07 34.03 34.13 33.82 POSITIVE
F3 20.21 33.51 33.70 33.40 POSITIVE
F4 22.01 29.76 29.74 29.79 POSITIVE
F5 19.83 33.05 32.96 32.73 POSITIVE
ROS
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Histology: Tissue samples of gill, skin and skeletal muscle, heart, pyloric caeca, pancreas, hind
gut, liver, spleen and kidney were taken from fish 1-5.

Histopathological examination revealed the following:

Gill: Mild multifocal interlamellar hyperplasia with spaces (lacunae) occasionally filled with cell
debris and lamellar fusion (F4) and F2 and F3 noted mainly distally, few to several basophilic
epithelial inclusions (likely epitheliocystis) noted in all fish, amoeboid-like cells resembling
Neoparamoeba perurans were noted in F4, several scattered aneurysmal dilation/telangiectasia
and congested secondary lamellae and few lamellar thrombi also noted.

Skin & Muscle: Lesions (F2, F3 & F5) showed absence of epidermal layer, dermal oedema with
high numbers of mixed bacteria which were also noted on the skeletal muscle, skeletal muscle
necrosis with mild haemorrhage and mild leukocyte cell infiltration.

Heart: Mild pericarditis (F3, F4).

Gut and pyloric caeca: Some cell sloughing (F5), folds slightly congested noted in hindgut (F2 &
F3).

Pancreas: Within normal range.

Liver: Multifocal to coalescence hepatic necrosis (F1, F3, F4 & F5), mild diffuse hepatocyte
vacuolation (F1, F5) and multiple foci sinusoidal congestion (F3, F4).

Kidney: Few shrunken glomeruli (F4).

Spleen: Slightly congested (F4).

Signed: Date: 17/04/2018

Fish Health Inspector

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

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusiNEss NO FB0119 DATE OF VISIT 28/03/2018
SITE NO FS1122 SITE NAME Grey Horse Channel
INSPECTOR Andrea Warwick CASE No 20180112

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. Samples were taken for diagnostic purposes. A separate
report will be issued detailing the results of these tests.

Records

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

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

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

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

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

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

R25
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Reports detailing the results of animal health surveillance carried out by or on behalf of the
business and/or Marine Scotland were available for inspection.

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

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

Medicine records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

Samples were taken to be analysed for veterinary residues.

Inspection under the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act 2007

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

escapes.

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

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

Signed: Date: 04/04/2018

Fish Health Inspector

The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available on the
Marine Scotland website at www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/Fish-Shellfish/FHI/charter
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case No: 2018-0113 Date of visit: | 26/03/2018
Time spent on site: |6 hrs | Main Inspector: SAE

Site No: FS0091 Site Name: Meall Mhor Loch Fyne

Business No: FB0169 Business Name: The Scottish Salmon Company

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

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: T205 FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: ST Water type: S CoGP MA M-42
Dead/weak/abnormally behaving fish present? Y |If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.
Clinical signs of disease observed? Y [If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

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

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

2018-0113

Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



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

Some issues with physical damage on site, unsure what is causing this but suspect bad weather in conjunction with strong
tidal flow on site. All cages affected, however 3 cages particularly bad.

Fish from Migdale (particularly Loch Damph) came with a lot of morts due to fungus on first delivery. First week on input:
25,500 morts. First weeks morts go against the FW site.

Once fish are split down from 6 cages to 12 cages, site will receive hatchery reared lumpsuckers.

Large number of fish with physical damage observed on the site with a number of moribund and dying fish near the surface in
some cages. The damage consistently appeared as large lesions on the flanks. This appears consistent with the fish being
rubbed on the nets. Fish sampled for VMD appeared healthy.

Paperwork done on 26/3/18, site inspected and samples collected on 27/3/18.

2018-0113 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2018-0113 Site No: FS0091

Date of Visit: | 26/03/2018] Inspector(s): [SAE |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? Y

Site Details

Total No facilities 12 Facilities stocked 6 No facilities inspected [12
Species SAL

Age group 2017 SO

No Fish 433,490

Mean Fish Wt 9329

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

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: |28/01/2015
3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

“ =
dd= 1<

Transport Records

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

Mortality Records

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

If other detail: |

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | Y

w/b 26/2/18 1,195 morts; w/b 5/3/18 1,000 morts for site; w/b 12/03/18 1,812
morts for site; w/b 19/3/18 4,589 morts per site, 26/3/2018 492 morts

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks):
5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities? I Y
If yes, facility nos/no mortality per facility/no stock per facility/reason:

increased morts due to physical damage, unsure what is causing this but suspect bad weather cages 12, 2, 10 worst affected

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked? | Y
w/b 25/09/2017: 25,500 morts due to fungus. w/b 2/10/2017 15,158 morts second input also issues with

If yes, detail: fungus, w/b 9/10/2017 3000 morts w/b16/10/2017 349 morts

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

If yes, detail action: |biologists notified and have come and sampled

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

2018-0113 Site Records Page 1 of 2



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

Treatments and Medicines Records

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)? | Y
If yes, detail: [H202, T.M.S.

If other, detail: |

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

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately? | Y
Biosecurity Records

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

increased (unexplained) mortality at the site been included?

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

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

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

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

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

Results of Surveillance

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

October 2017: initial gill swabs 0/9 for SGPV, 9/9 for P. theridion, 1/9 AGD, 5/9 Epitheliocystis; then regular swabs when
biologists visit. Feb 2018: report regarding some fish with lesions (head damage due to bird damage), some findings similar to
Moritella toxaemia.

Records checked between: |28/01/2015 - 26/3/18 |

2018-0113 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 11
Case no:

Priority samples:
Time sampling
starts/ends:

Environmental conditions:

Summary samples

Add Fish/Pools - click

Issued by: FHI

|2018-0113 | Site No: [FS0091 |Date of visit/ |  26/03/2018] 27/

Sampling:

VI BA HI

I
I

I

14:40:00 | 16:10:00 | Inspector: SAE VMD No.

1]Indoors 2

1 1
HIST [¥ BA MG VI

I
Q0B

Total Samples

Pool/Fish No F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 P1
Fish nos 1 2 3 4 5 1-5 6 7 8 9 10 11
Pool Group P1 P1 P1 P1 P1
Species SAL |SAL [SAL |SAL |SAL |SAL |SAL |[SAL |SAL |[SAL |SAL |[SAL
Average weight 800g |800g |800g |800g [800g 800g [800g |800g [800g |800g [800g
Sex N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Water Type SW SW SW SW SW SW SW SW SW SW SW SW
= = < = < = <
=) o o o o o o
£ = £ £ S S 1S = 1S = S
< < < < @ ] ] ] ] © @
) n n n a a a a a ) a
5| 5| €| €| % sl €| & gl g =
n o o o o o o o o o o o
—_ - - - - - - - - - - -
[ @ o <@ o <@ o o o o o o
o [ [ [ [ [ < < < < < S
(@) ie) - ko) - ko) ° - ° - ° -
X . 2 = 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 =)
8| Stock Origin > > > > > S b S b S S
¢ [Facility No 10 10 12 12 2 1 1 1 1 2 2
2018-0113 Sample_Information

Date of issue: 12/09/2017
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
)3/2018]Additional Sample Information:

E Total Tests assigned

12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20

SAL |SAL |SAL |SAL [SAL [SAL [SAL [SAL [SAL
800g |800g |800g |800g |800g |800g |800g |800g |800g
NA [NA [NA |[NA [NA |NA [NA |[NA |[NA
SW_ |[SW |SW [SW |SW [SW |SW [SW |Sw
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FHI 059, Version 11
Case no: [2018-0113 |

Date of visit: [ 26/03/2018]

S for strong presence: M for medium presence: W for weak presence

Site No:

Inspector(s): [SAE

Issued by: FHI

FS0091

Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Method of kiIIing:
Sheet ReIevant:E

Fish Number

F1

F2

F3

FZ

F5

Time sampled after death (if > 45 minutes)

External Signs

Behaviour Moribund

Lethargic

Hanging vertical

Spiralling

Flashing

Loss of equilibrium

Body Dark

Distended abdomen

Anorexic

Scale Oedema

Opercula Shortened

Flared

Haemorrhaging Throat

Ventrum

Base of fins

Elsewhere

Eyes Exophthalmic

Enophthalmic (sunken)

Cataract

Haemorrhagic

Gills Pale

Zoned

Necrotic

Lesions Flank

Elsewhere

Vent Inflamed

Trailing faeces

Lice Load Estimate numbers

Internal Signs

Ascites Clear

Bloody

Oedema In tissues

Heart Pale/anaemic

Granulomas

Deformed

Liver Petechial haem

Gross haem

Tissue breakdown

Enlarged

Colour number(s)

Granulomas

Lesions

Pyloric caeca Petechial haem

Tubules mauve

Lack of fat

Spleen Enlarged

Granulomas

Gut No food present

Yellow pseudo-faeces

External haem

Internal haem

Body wall Haemorrhaging

Swim bladder Haemorrhaging

Fluid filled

Kidney Swollen

Grey

Granular

Liquefied

General Parasites present

Anaemia

2018-0113

Clinical Score Sheet
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FHI 059, Version 11
Case no: [2018-0113 |

Date of visit: [ 26/03/2018]

S for strong presence: M for medium presence: W for w

Issued by: FHI

Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Fish Number

Time sampled after death (if > 45 minutes)

External Signs

Behaviour Moribund

Lethargic

Hanging vertical

Spiralling

Flashing

Loss of equilibrium

Body Dark

Distended abdomen

Anorexic

Scale Oedema

Opercula Shortened

Flared

Haemorrhaging Throat

Ventrum

Base of fins

Elsewhere

Eyes Exophthalmic

Enophthalmic (sunken)

Cataract

Haemorrhagic

Gills Pale

Zoned

Necrotic

Lesions Flank

Elsewhere

Vent Inflamed

Trailing faeces

Lice Load Estimate numbers

Internal Signs

Ascites Clear

Bloody

Oedema In tissues

Heart Pale/anaemic

Granulomas

Deformed

Liver Petechial haem

Gross haem

Tissue breakdown

Enlarged

Colour number(s)

Granulomas

Lesions

Pyloric caeca Petechial haem

Tubules mauve

Lack of fat

Spleen Enlarged

Granulomas

Gut No food present

Yellow pseudo-faeces

External haem

Internal haem

Body wall Haemorrhaging
Swim bladder Haemorrhaging
Fluid filled
Kidney Swollen
Grey
Granular
Liquefied
General Parasites present
Anaemia
2018-0113 Clinical Score Sheet
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Additional comments:

Caudal fins in very bad condition on all fish, F4 missing part of the upper jaw, F5 missing one eye. Lesions look like fish
have been rubbed on the nets.

2018-0113 Clinical Score Sheet Page 3 of 3



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case Number: 2018-0113 Site No: [FS0091 Insp: SAE
Date of Visit 26/03/2018 No of movements/supp./dest. Score
Live fish movements 0 1-5 6-10 >10
Movements on (from out Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 14 0
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
Species compartment including third country 0 9 18] 26 0
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14 0
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 10
Number of destinations 0 3 6 10 3
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0 0
susceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 2
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category lll
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 3 6 0
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 4 8 0
Management practices None  Secure Unsecure
Water contacts with Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters
processors 0 1 2 1
On farm processing within  |[No on farm processing 0 0
the rules of the directive
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)
Processing fish from MS of equivalent status
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status 4 0
Processing fish from Category Il farm 0
Processing fish from Category V farm 10 0
Disposal of fish and fish by- [Site's own waste only processed. 0 0
products Common processes with other farms 3
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 2
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc No 0
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3 0
Platform access to cages |Yes
No
Total 23
Rank MEDIUM
2018-0113 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case No: [2018-0113 | Site No:  |Fs0091 |

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

I-<-<I 11

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

10. Have therapeutic treatments been administered or other actions taken when L. salmonis levels have exceeded the 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? Y

14. Is there a harvesting strategy for the site, where fewer populations or part populations are held without treatment for Y
sea lice?
15. Is there a site specific written lice management procedure with waypoints describing set actions to deal with recognised JY
scenarios during the escalation of a sea lice infestation?

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

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

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

If other, detail below:
tension nets, seal blinds, top nets, ADD (not in use currently)

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

2018-0113 CNI & SLI Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2018-0113 Site No: FS0091
Date of Visit: | 26/03/2018] Inspector:

Point of Compliance

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

i

Points of Compliance for Both Farm Management Agreements and Statements

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

. Is the current FMAQ/S available for inspection?

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

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

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

~N O OB WN

Arrangements for Fish Health Management

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

<

II IIIII I il I i

Live Fish Movements

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

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

2018-0113 AFSA 2013 Page 1 of 2
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Site No: FS0091

Case No: 2018-0113
Nature of non-compliance:
Action taken (FHI):

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

2018-0113 Sample Condition Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11

Issued by: FHI

Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Case No: Date of visit:
Site No: Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Natification

Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
MG SAV 0/1 05/04/2018|SAE 12/04/2018|SAE 18/04/2018|SAE DJT
MG ISA 0/1 05/04/2018]|SAE 12/04/2018|SAE 18/04/2018|SAE DJT
MG IHNQ 0/1 05/04/2018|SAE 12/04/2018|SAE 18/04/2018|SAE DJT
MG VHS 0/1 05/04/2018]|SAE 12/04/2018|SAE 18/04/2018|SAE DJT
MG IPN 0/1 05/04/2018|SAE 12/04/2018|SAE 18/04/2018|SAE DJT
ADHE 1/5 10/04/2018]SAE 12/04/2018|SAE 18/04/2018|SAE DJT
BACT 5/5 10/04/2018]SAE 12/04/2018|SAE 18/04/2018|SAE DJT
SKIN 5/5 10/04/2018|SAE 12/04/2018]SAE 18/04/2018|SAE DJT
VSPE (Isolate A) 5/5 12/04/2018]SAE 12/04/2018|SAE 18/04/2018|SAE DJT
VSPE (Isolate B) 3/5 12/04/2018|SAE 12/04/2018]SAE 18/04/2018|SAE DJT
VVIS 3/5 12/04/2018]SAE 12/04/2018|SAE 18/04/2018|SAE DJT
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
ECI, CNI, SLI, VMD 09/04/2018|SAE ALW
DIA 18/04/2018]SAE DJT

2018-0113

Result & Report summary
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Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

The Scottish Salmon Company
1 Smithy Lane
Lochgilphead

Argyll

PA31 8TA

|

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BUSINESS NO FB0169 DATEOF VISIT  26/03/2018

SITE NO FS0091 SITE NAME Meall Mhor Loch Fyne

INSPECTOR  Svenja Elwenn CASE No 20180113

Section 1: Summary

During a routine site inspection moribund fish were observed on site and five fish were removed
for diagnostic sampling. Histopathological examination revealed skin lesions with high numbers of
mixed bacteria and mild skeletal muscle necrosis, which is consistent with the physical damage
observed on site.

Two Vibrio sp. and Moritella viscosa were isolated. The mixed growth would not suggest to be the
primary source of morbidity however the level of growth was significant.

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

Section 2: Case Detail

Observations

At the time of inspection slightly elevated mortalities were occurring on site due to physical
damage, suspected to have been caused by sustained bad weather in conjunction with strong
tidal flows. Mortality levels appeared to peak at 4,589 for the site in the week prior to inspection. A
large number of fish with physical damage were observed on the site with a number of moribund
fish near the surface in some cages. The damage consistently appeared as large lesions on the
flanks. This appears consistent with the fish being rubbed on the nets.

All five fish sampled were lethargic and moribund with a large lesion on the flank and with the
caudal fin in poor condition. F4 was missing part of the upper jaw and F5 was missing an eye.
Internally all fish had bloody ascites and an enlarged spleen, with some tissue breakdown evident
in the liver in F3-F5 and haemorrhaging on the liver and pyloric caeca in F2.

RO9
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 01224 295620 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website - www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science
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Samples

Samples were collected from five fish according to the table below:

Fish Pool Facility . .
number | number | number Species Stage Origin
F1-F2 P1 10 Atlantic salmon 2081070307 Migdale Loch Shin
F3-F4 P1 12 Atlantic salmon 20;07030, Migdale Loch Shin
F5 P1 2 Atlantic salmon 2081070307 Migdale Loch Damph
Results

Bacteriology: Kidney, gill and lesion material from five fish was inoculated onto appropriate
media for the isolation of bacteria.

The following bacteria were isolated:

e Vibrio sp. (Isolate A) : F1-F5 (kidney, lesion, gill)
e Vibrio sp. (Isolate B): F2, F4-F5 (kidney)
e Moritella viscosa: F1 (lesion), F4 (kidney), F5 (kidney, lesion)

From the tests conducted on Vibrio sp. (5/5), we do not have evidence of resistance to
amoxycillin, oxytetracycline, sulphamethoxazole or florfenicol.

Virology: Tissue samples were tested for segments of nucleic acid indicative of the presence of
the pathogens specified below using real-time PCR (QPCR).

The samples tested negative for infectious haematopoietic necrosis virus (IHNV), infectious
pancreatic necrosis virus (IPNV), infectious salmon anaemia virus (ISAV), salmonid alphavirus
(SAV) and viral haemorrhagic septicemia virus (VHSV).

Histology: Tissue samples of gill, skin and skeletal muscle, heart, pyloric caeca, pancreas, hind
gut, liver, spleen and kidney were taken from F1 — F5. The tissue samples were fixed in 10%
neutral buffered formalin.

Histopathological examination by light microscopy revealed the following:

Gill: Small foci of interlamellar hyperplasia (F1-F2) and lamellar fusion (F2). Generalised lamellar
congestion and presence of aneurysmal dilation/telangiectasia noted in all fish (likely associated
with the killing method — percussion). Some epithelial lifting noted in all fish (likely associated with
post-mortem artefact).

Skin & Muscle: Lesions showed absence of epidermal layer, dermal oedema with high numbers of
mixed bacteria which were also noted on the skeletal muscle (F1-F5), mild haemorrhage in the
hypodermis and skeletal muscle necrosis with mild haemorrhage and mild leukocyte cell
infiltration (F2-F5). F2 also showed an increase of melanin deposits at the basement membrane.
Heart: Within the normal range.

Gut and pyloric caeca: Adipose tissue showed some fibrous adhesions likely associated with
vaccine administration (F2) and some cell sloughing noted in F3.

Pancreas: Within the normal range.

RO9
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 01312440944 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website - www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science
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Liver: Some capillary congestion (F1, F3) and multiple small foci of sinusoidal congestion and
hepatocyte necrosis noted in F5.

Kidney: Within the normal range.

Spleen: Slightly reduction of white pulp (F3).

Signed: _ Date: 18/04/2018

Fish Health Inspector

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

RO9
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 01312440944 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website - www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science
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Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

The Scottish Salmon Company
1 Smithy Lane
Lochgilphead

Argyll
PA31 8TA
|
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR
BUSINESS NO FB0169 DATE OF VISIT 26/03/2018
SITE NO FS0091 SITE NAME Meall Mhor Loch Fyne
INSPECTOR  Svenja Elwenn CASE No 20180113

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.

Samples were taken for diagnostic purposes. A separate report will be issued detailing the results
of these tests.

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.

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 - 01224 295620 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
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Reports detailing the results of animal health surveillance carried out by or on behalf of the
business and/or Marine Scotland were available for inspection.

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

The following points were raised with the site representative during the inspection:
e FS numbers must be recorded in the source/destination section of the movement record
book, to allow for better traceability of stocks. It was discussed with the site manager that

this would be recorded in future. No further action is required.

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

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

Medicine records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

Samples were taken to be analysed for veterinary residues.

Inspection under the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act 2007

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

escapes.

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

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

Signed: _ Date: 09/04/2018

Fish Health Inspector

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

R25
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case No: 2018-0114 Date of visit: | 27/03/2018
Time spent on site: |6 hrs | Main Inspector: SAE

Site No: FS0683 Site Name: Gob a Bharra Loch Fyne

Business No: FB0169 Business Name: The Scottish Salmon Company

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

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: T205 FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: ST Water type: S CoGP MA M-42
Dead/weak/abnormally behaving fish present? Y |If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.
Clinical signs of disease observed? N |If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

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

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

2018-0114

Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI
Additional Case Information:

Date of issue: 12/09/2017

Considerable swell on site at time of inspection with poor weather conditions so visibility limited. Fish appeared to be deeper in

the water. A few runts observed in most cages. A few fish with physical damage observed actively swimming deeper in the
cage. Fish sampled for VMD appeared healthy.

2018-0114 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2018-0114 Site No: FS0683

Date of Visit: | 27/03/2018] Inspector(s): [SAE |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? Y

Site Details

Total No facilities 10 Facilities stocked 5 No facilities inspected |10

Species SAL

Age group 2017 SO

No Fish 339,715

Mean Fish Wt 9029

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

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection? I Y
2. Date of last inspection: |15/06/2016

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

Transport Records

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

Mortality Records

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

If other detail: |

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | Y
4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): |between 250-400 morts per week for the site

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

If yes, facility nos/no mortality per facility/no stock per facility/reason:
| slight increase with failed smolts dying post treatment

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked? | Y
increased grumbling morts on input due to ERM 400-3,900 per week for approximately 10 weeks post

If yes, detalil: input

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

If yes, detail action: |ERM diagnosed in October 2017

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

2018-0114 Site Records Page 1 of 2



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

Treatments and Medicines Records

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)? | Y
If yes, detail: [H202, T.M.S.

If other, detail: |

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

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately? | Y
Biosecurity Records

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

increased (unexplained) mortality at the site been included?

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

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

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

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

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

Results of Surveillance

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

|Oct 2017: confirmed ERM as a strong possibility: January 2018: low level Y. ruckeri isolated amongst mixed growth

Records checked between: |15/06/2016 - 27/3/18 |

2018-0114 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 11

Issued by: FHI

Case no: [2018-0114 ]Site No: [FS0683 |Date of visit/ 27/03/2018] 27/
Sampling:
Prorty samples v s el we[] W[
Time sampling 18:00:00 18:30:00 Inspector: VMD No.
starts/ends:
Environmental conditions: 1 2: 3: 4: 5:
Summary samples HIST :BA :MG :VI :PA :Total Samples
Add Fish/Pools - click
Pool/Fish No
Fish nos 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Pool Group
Species SAL SAL SAL SAL SAL SAL SAL SAL SAL SAL SAL SAL
Average weight 900g [900g [900g [900g [900g [900g [900g [900g [900g [900g [900g [900g
Sex N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Water Type SW SW SW SW SW SW SW SW SW SW SW SW
£ £ £ £
e = e =
= = = = = = = n n n Nl <
S 5] S @ @ @ S < = < | <
o © o © © © © g g g gl =
% 8 > E > 8 > 8 > 8 > 8 > 8 > - = - =l £ >
5 §2| 52| 62| 52| 62| 52| 68| | = S| = 58
)] oG6| G| e6| 2G| 26| 2G| ©6 S o o S| ©F6
x . E@| £E&8| £E8| £E 8| E®B| £EX| E® 2 2 2 2 £
8| Stock Origin NI| T T T ST T S S S S|l T
¢ [Facility No 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 3 3 3 3 10
2018-0114 Sample_Information

Date of issue: 12/09/2017
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
)3/2018]Additional Sample Information:

m Total Tests assigned D

13 14 15

SAL |SAL |SAL
900g |900g |900g

SW SW  |SW
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case Number: 2018-0114 Site No: [FS0683 Insp: SAE
Date of Visit 27/03/2018 No of movements/supp./dest. Score
Live fish movements 0 1-5 6-10 >10
Movements on (from out Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 14 0
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
Species compartment including third country 0 9 18] 26 0
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14 0
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 10
Number of destinations 0 3 6 10 3
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0 0
susceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 2
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category lll
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 3 6 0
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 4 8 0
Management practices None  Secure Unsecure
Water contacts with Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters
processors 0 1 2 1
On farm processing within  |[No on farm processing 0 0
the rules of the directive
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)
Processing fish from MS of equivalent status
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status 4 0
Processing fish from Category Il farm 0
Processing fish from Category V farm 10 0
Disposal of fish and fish by- [Site's own waste only processed. 0 0
products Common processes with other farms 3
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 2
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc No 0
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3 0
Platform access to cages |Yes
No
Total 23
Rank MEDIUM
2018-0114 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case No: [2018-0114 | Site No: |Fs0683 |

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

I-<-<I 11

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

10. Have therapeutic treatments been administered or other actions taken when L. salmonis levels have exceeded the 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? Y

14. Is there a harvesting strategy for the site, where fewer populations or part populations are held without treatment for Y
sea lice?
15. Is there a site specific written lice management procedure with waypoints describing set actions to deal with recognised JY
scenarios during the escalation of a sea lice infestation?

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

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

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

If other, detail below:
tension nets, seal blinds, top net, ADDs (hot in use)

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

2018-0114 CNI & SLI Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2018-0114 Site No: FS0683
Date of Visit: | 27/03/2018] Inspector:

Point of Compliance

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

i

Points of Compliance for Both Farm Management Agreements and Statements

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

. Is the current FMAQ/S available for inspection?

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

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

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

~N O OB WN

Arrangements for Fish Health Management

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

<

II IIIII I il I i

Live Fish Movements

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

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

2018-0114 AFSA 2013 Page 1 of 2
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2018-0114 AFSA 2013 Page 2 of 2



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

Site No: FS0683

Case No: 2018-0114
Nature of non-compliance:
Action taken (FHI):

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

2018-0114 Sample Condition Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2018-0114 Date of visit:| 27/03/2018
Site No: FS0683 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Natification
Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
ECI, CNI, SLI, VMD 09/04/2018]SAE ALW

2018-0114 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

The Scottish Salmon Company
1 Smithy Lane
Lochgilphead

Argyll
PA31 8TA
|
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR
BUSINESS NO FB0169 DATE OF VISIT 27/03/2018
SITE NO FS0683 SITE NAME Gob a Bharra Loch Fyne
INSPECTOR  Svenja Elwenn CAsSE No 20180114

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.

R25
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 01224 295620 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website - www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science
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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.

The following points were raised with the site representative during the inspection:
e FS numbers must be recorded in the source/destination section of the movement record
book, to allow for better traceability of stocks. It was discussed with the site manager that

this would be recorded in future. No further action is required.

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

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

Medicine records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

Samples were taken to be analysed for veterinary residues.

Inspection under the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act 2007

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

escapes.

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

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

Signed: _ Date: 09/04/2018

Fish Health Inspector

R25
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 01224 295620 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website - www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case No: 2018-0115 Date of visit: | 28/03/2018
Time spent on site: I5 hrs | Main Inspector: SAE

Site No: FS1112 Site Name: Etive 4

Business No: FB0456 Business Name: Dawnfresh Farming Ltd

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

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: ST Water type: S CoGP MA M-36
Dead/weak/abnormally behaving fish present? Y |If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.
Clinical signs of disease observed? N |If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

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

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

2018-0115

Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



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

not allowed cleaner fish, but have access to medicinal treatments and mechanical treatments.

FMS prepared, however in communication with SFF (only other operator)

Cages with larger fish had a large number of fish with damage to the caudal fin, this is thought to be due to aggressive feeding
behaviour. This didn't appear to affect the fish. Cages with smaller stock did not appear to show the same issues yet.

2018-0115 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2018-0115 Site No: FS1112

Date of Visit: | 28/03/2018] Inspector(s): [SAE |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? N

Site Details

Total No facilities 10 Facilities stocked 10 No facilities inspected |10
Species RTR RTR

Age group 2014 2016

No Fish 238,665 262,095

Mean Fish Wt 2.7kg 1.55kg

Next Fallow Date (Site) March 2019 Next Input Date (Site) End of April 2019
Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? N]JAny escapes (since last visit)?

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: |23/02/2016
3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

“ =
444 1<

Transport Records

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

Mortality Records

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

If other detail: |some go to Billy Bowie in Kilmarnock

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | Y

w/b 26/2/18 906 morts per week per site - decomposed this is caused by tidal
flow causing pockets in the nets; w/b 5/3/ 1,902 morts for site - decomposed;
w/b 12/3 2,111 morts for site - decomposed; w/b 19/3 1,576 morts for site -
4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): decomposed.

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

see above - morts slightly elevated that what would normally be expected, large tides in recent weeks which cause the nets to
bag and create folds. This means morts are predominantly brought up by divers.

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked? | Y
7/08/2017-13/8/2017: 3,580 morts per week per site, majority 2,123 morts due to treatments (AMX).
4/9/17-10/9/17 2,592 morts per week per site due to seal damage and treatments. 18-24/9/17 2,951
morts per week per site decomposed (divers) and treatment. 25/9-1/10/2017 3,934 per site per week

If yes, detail: decomposed (divers), seal and treatment.

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

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

2018-0115 Site Records Page 1 of 2



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

Treatments and Medicines Records

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)? | Y
If yes, detail: |

If other, detail: [T™S

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

If other, detail: [T™MS

6. Are medicines stored appropriately? | Y
Biosecurity Records

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

increased (unexplained) mortality at the site been included?

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

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

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

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

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

Results of Surveillance

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

Oct 2017 PKD identified in T6, multiple factor attributed to slightly increased morts through autumn (treatments, tides, gill
issues - environmental)

Records checked between: |23/02/2016 - 28/03/2018 |

2018-0115 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI
Case no: |2018-0115 |Date of visit/ |  28/03/2018] 28/
Sampling:
prorty samples: v e e we[] W]
Time sampling 13:20:00 VMD No.
starts/ends:
Environmental conditions: 1 : : 4: 5:
Summary samples HIST : : : :PA :Total Samples
Add Fish/Pools - click
Pool/Fish No
Fish nos 1 2
Pool Group
Species RTR |RTR
Average weight 700g |700g
Sex N/A N/A
Water Type SW SW
1)
S
° N g\
e gl ¢
S Stock Origin | |
¢ [Facility No 1 10
2018-0115 Sample_Information

Date of issue: 12/09/2017
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FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
)3/2018]Additional Sample Information:

m Total Tests assigned D

2018-0115 Sample_Information Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case Number: 2018-0115 Site No: [FS1112 Insp: SAE
Date of Visit 28/03/2018 No of movements/supp./dest. Score
Live fish movements 0 1-5 6-10 >10
Movements on (from out Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 14 0
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
Species compartment including third country 0 9 18] 26 0
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14 0
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 6
Number of destinations 0 3 6 10 3
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0
susceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 2
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category lll
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 3 6
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 4 8
Management practices None  Secure Unsecure
Water contacts with Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters
processors 0 1 2 0
On farm processing within  |[No on farm processing 0 0
the rules of the directive
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)
Processing fish from MS of equivalent status
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status 4
Processing fish from Category Il farm
Processing fish from Category V farm 10
Disposal of fish and fish by- [Site's own waste only processed. 0
products -
Common processes with other farms 3 3
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0 0
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 2
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc No 1
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3
Platform access to cages Yes 0
No
Total 19
Rank MEDIUM
2018-0115 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 11 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/09/2017
Case No: [2018-0115 | Site No: |Fs1112 |

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

I-<-<I 11

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

10. Have therapeutic treatments been administered or other actions taken when L. salmonis levels have exceeded the 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

14. Is there a harvesting strategy for the site, where fewer populations or part populations are held without treatment for N
sea lice?
15. Is there a site specific written lice management procedure with waypoints describing set actions to deal with recognised [N
scenarios during the escalation of a sea lice infestation?

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

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

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

If other, detail below:
ADD, tension nets, double panel nets around the base and waterline, top nets, centre weights

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

2018-0115 CNI & SLI Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2018-0115 Site No: FS1112
Date of Visit: | 28/03/2018] Inspector:

Point of Compliance

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

i

Points of Compliance for Both Farm Management Agreements and Statements

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

. Is the current FMAQ/S available for inspection?

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

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

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

~N O OB WN

Arrangements for Fish Health Management

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

<
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Live Fish Movements

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

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

2018-0115 AFSA 2013 Page 1 of 2



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

2018-0115 AFSA 2013 Page 2 of 2



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

Site No: FS1112
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Action taken (FHI):

Non-compliance relevant to (delete): VirologyMolGen/Bacteriology/Histology/Parasitology
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Case No: 2018-0115 Date of visit:] 28/03/2018
Site No: FS1112 Inspector:
Results Summary Freq. Date of Natification
Database |insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2" Insp
ECI, CNI, SLI, VMD 10/04/2018|SAE ALW
case closed 16/04/2018|SAE DJT
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FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusINESs NO FB0456 DATE OF VISIT 28/03/2018
SITE NO FS1112 SITE NAME Etive 4
INSPECTOR  Svenja Elwenn CASE No 20180115

Case completion report

Recommendations in relation to the above case were made for implementation by 10 May 2018.
Following submission of the required documentation, evidence has now been provided to Marine
Scotland to demonstrate that the recommendations have been implemented.

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

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

Signed: _ Date: 16/04/2018

Fish Health Inspector

The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available on the
Marine Scotland website at www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/Fish-Shellfish/FHI/charter
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Inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009

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

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

Records

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

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

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

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

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

No mortality levels exceeding the reporting criteria have been recorded since the last inspection.
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Reports detailing the results of animal health surveillance carried out by or on behalf of the
business and/or Marine Scotland were available for inspection.

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

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

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

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

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

On this occasion the following recommendations were issued in relation to section 3 regarding
parasites (sea lice):

e There was no harvesting strategy for the site, where fewer populations or part populations
are held without treatment for sea lice.

e There was no site specific written lice management procedure with waypoints describing
set actions to deal with recognised scenarios during the escalation of a sea lice
infestation.

Records or documentation demonstrating that these points have been addressed should be sent
to the Fish Health Inspectorate (contact details below) within 30 days of this report. The site may
be subject to further inspection or enforcement action should the appropriate action regarding the
above points not be taken within the time period stipulated.

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

Signed: - Date: 10/04/2018

Fish Health Inspector

The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available on the
Marine Scotland website at www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/Fish-Shellfish/FHI/charter
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Annex - The Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act 2007

Section 4A of the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act 2007, as amended, introduces the
requirement for a person carrying out the business of fish farming within a farm management

area to;

(a) be party to a farm management agreement, or prepare and maintain a farm management
statement, in relation to the fish farm, and

(b) ensure that the fish farm is managed and operated in accordance with the agreement or
statement.

To ensure compliance with the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act 2007, as amended, the
following points must be addressed in the farm management agreement/statement [delete as

app

R25

ropriate]

e The statement or agreement must identify the farm management area to which the
agreement or statement applies.

e The statement or agreement must identify the fish farm sites to which the agreement or
statement applies.

e The statement or agreement must identifying the date of commencement

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

e In the case of a farm management agreement, arrangements for persons to become, or
cease to be, parties to the agreement.

The statement or agreement must include arrangements for;

NB if the FMAg/FMS includes some arrangements on health management, live fish
movements or harvesting from our checklist, do not make any further
recommendations regarding the missing points and delete these sections. Only
include recommendations if health management, live fish movements or harvesting
have not been addressed at all [delete this paragraph before issuing report].

o Fish health management
This may include the minimum health standards for stocks introduced to the area;
vaccination requirements of stocks held in the area; the species of fish to be stocked into
any farm in the area; the maximum stocking density of any cage on any fish farm in the
area and the arrangements for the storage and disposal of any dead fish from the area
(examples for guidance).

e  The management of parasites®
This must include arrangements for the synchronisation of treatments; the availability of
and use of medicines; requirements for sensitivity testing; the sharing of data and
information on sea lice numbers and treatments and the use of biological controls and
cleaner fish.

Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 01224 295620 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
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o The movements of live fish on and off the farms
This may include the methods and circumstances in which live fish will be introduced to
or removed from the area (examples for guidance).

o The harvesting of fish
This may include details of acceptable harvesting practices; whether by live or dead fish
removal and details of containment and biosecurity (examples for guidance).

o Fallowing of the farms after harvesting
This must include the dates for fallowing of the area, the earliest date of restocking,
identify whether one or more year classes may be stocked onto sites covered by the
agreement & identify whether broodstock or potential broodstock are to be kept on any
site covered by the agreement.

A copy of this annex has been sent to [insert business name of other signatories to the FMAg] as
signatories to the farm management agreement for area [insert areal. [Delete as appropriate -
include only for agreements]

@ Farm management area means an area specified as such in the Code of Good Practice for Scottish
Finfish Aquaculture

@ Pparasites as defined in The Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act 2007 which means Caligus
elongatus and Lepeophtherius salmonis
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