FHI 059, Version 13

Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

Date of visit: | 02/02/2022

Case No:

Time spent on site: 13 hrs | Main Inspector: _

Site No: FS0500 | Site Name: Applecross Smolt Unit

Business No: FB0169 Business Name: The Scottish Salmon Company

Case Types:  1[ECI ] 2[CNI | 3[REP | 4] ] 5l ] ol ]

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

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

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

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

Z1Z1 21 =2

UNI/REG only - if unable to carry out intended visit detail reason below:
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FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Additional Case Information:

Remote paperwork by i 01/02/22. Site inspection carried out by Jjjjij 02/02/2022.

Fish that were transferred on 27/12/2021 and 28/12/2021 to Aird reported a 2.19% post transfer mortality. Further smolts have
been transferred as of 12/01/2022 to the SW site Aird.

On 19/01/22, the fish in Stofinfisker stocked tanks 1,2 4 and 6 were noticed to be behaving strangely (loss of equilibrium and
coming to the surface). At time of incident water parameters were checked and normal for ammonia, nitrite, CO2, pH, 02,
alkalinity and salinity. Monitoring of the stock was increased with staff being on site throughout the whole night. Water samples
were taken when the change of behaviour was first noticed and further samples taken during the event. These have been sent
away for heavy metals.

20/01/22 - Mortality levels in the 4 affected tanks had increased to 90% and decision was made to euthanise the remaining fish
with T.M.S. Fish were sampled for histology showed gill irritation and secondary liver and spleen pathology. Considered to be a
toxic irritant to the gills - water quality or water bourne insult considered the cause. No conclusions but hydrogen sulphide
thought to be the cause. The effected tanks have been cleaned and the pipes pumped through, Looking for a dead spot in the
pipe work or bio filter. This is the 2nd cycle of fish through the site.

Mort removal occurring over two days and are disposed of in bins which are uplifted by Billy Bowie and taken to Dundas
Chemicals Dumfries. This is a common process with Applecross site. With the resent increase mortalities, morts have also
been collected by Fergusons Transport for disposal at Dundas

Fish in tank 7, Native Hebridean origin, showed similar signs at the time of the event but the mortality levels were far lower.
This stock was not euthanised and have since recovered. No lethargic or moribund fish were identified during the site
inspection. Mortality levels have greatly reduced post event and were only at 57 (0.018%) fish out of 321,696 at the time of
inspection on week 5, 2022 (wb 31/01/2022).

Aquacen was only administered to the stock that perished/were euthanised. Fish remaining on site were not in withdrawal from
Aquacen.

APHA were also present at the site inspection following reports by 3rd party.

Site thermometer used to take water temperature for biosecurity reasons.
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FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Case No: 2022-0017 Site No: FS0500

Date of Visit: | 02/02/2022} Inspector(s): _

Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? N

Site Details (include cleaner fish for all sections)

Total No facilities I Facilities stocked 2 No facilities inspected |/

Species SAL SAL

Age group 2022 Q1 2022 Q2

No Fish 230,614 91,082

Mean Fish Wt 69 159

Next Fallow Date (SltIET9 no plans Next Input Date (ofte) ongoing input from parr unit

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problm Y]Any escapes (since last visit)’? | NI
If yes, detail: Jtoxic irritation to the gills considered water bourne insult.

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection? | Y

2. Date of last inspection: |09/1 1/2021

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? |
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? |Wﬁo|e fish - bundas Chemicals

If other detail: |
3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | (|

2022 - wk 4: 135,401 (37%), WK 3: 408,892 (52.77%), Wk 2: 5,084 (1.34%), wk

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): 1: 26,367 (5.57%)
5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities? | Il

If yes, facility nos/no mortality per facility/no stock per facility/reason:
Eanks 1,2 4 and 6; 90% mortality. Remainder euthani§ed with T.M.S

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked? _ _ J Y|
fungus issues 01/11/21 to 03/01/22 - peak at 7.22%/site/week 20/12/21, 6.95%/site/week 27/12/21

If yes, detail:

7. Have increased (unexplained) mortalities been reported to vet or FHI? | Y
If yes, detail action: |FHI visit arranﬁed for 02/02/22 with APHA

8. Have 'mortality events' been reported to 2 If no, enter details on mortality events sheet. | Y
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FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

Treatments and Medicines Records

1. Recent treatments (see comment)?

Aquacen

and salt for
If yes, detail: fungus

If other, detail: |

2. Medicines records available for inspection'?

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

4. Are fish in a withdrawal period?

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

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Biosecurity Records

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

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

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

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

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

IR

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?

[ o oy

If yes, detail (if not detailed under recent disease problems). |funga| issues pre 10/1/22.
toxic irritant to gills 20/1/22 -water bourn insult Gills lamellar epithelium secondary liver and spleen pathology

Records checked between: 111/21-1/2/22
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FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Case Number: 2022-0017 Site No: [FS0500 Insp: -
Date of Visit 02/02/2022 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 ol
with _GB) of susceptibie Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
REECEs 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 1
Number of destinations 0 3 6 10
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through I
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 IlI
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 3 6
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 4 8
Management practices None  Secure Unsecure
Water contacts with Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters
processors 0 1 2 0
On farm processing \n_/lthln No on farm processing 0 OI
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 3l
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0 o
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 OI
between sites, use of
footbaths etc No 1
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 OI
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3
Platform access to cages |Yes 0 ol
No 2
Total 18]
Rank MEDIUM
2022-0017 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Case No: [2022-0017 ] Site No:  [FS0500 |

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)
1. Has the site experienced sea lice problems in the previous 4 years?
2. Is the CoGP Farm Management Area (or equivalent) fallowed synchronously on a single year class basis?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Containment Inspection

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

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? 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
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FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

Case No: 2022-0017 Date of visit:j 02/02/2022

Site No: FS0500 Inspector:_

Results Summary Freq. u _ Date of Notification
Database

[Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Ins
ECI, CNI, REP 03/02/2022

2022-0017 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Scottish Government
Riaghaltas na h-Alba
gov.scot

marinescotland SC
N

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

Business No FB0169 DATE oF VisiT 02/02/2022
SITE NoO FS0500 SITE NAME Applecross Smolt Unit
CaseNo 20220017 INsPECTOR

Inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009

The above site was inspected, in accordance with the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland)
Regulations 2009.

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

The inspection was conducted in conjunction with a veterinary officer from the Animal Plant
Health Agency (APHA). A separate report will be issued by APHA.

Records

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

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

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

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

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

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.

RO4
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB

Tel -0131 244 3498 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot

Website -_https://www.gov.scot/policies/fish-health-inspectorate/




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

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

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

On this occasion the site was found to be satisfactory.

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

Signed: - Date: 03/02/2022

Fish Health Inspector

The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available on the
Marine Scotland website at https://www.gov.scot/publications/fish-health-inspectorate-service-
charter/

RO4
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel -0131 244 3498 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website -_https://www.gov.scot/policies/fish-health-inspectorate/




FHI 059, Version 13

Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Date of visit: | 07/02/2022

Case No:

Time spent on site: [Thr | Main Inspector: e
Site No: @ Site Name: Mill Burn ((-)ld Mill)

Business No: Business Name: Kintail Hatchery

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

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No:

Observations: Region: HI

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

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

FHI 045 completed ]
Water type: F CoGP MA

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

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

2022-0018

Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI
Additional Case Intormation:

Date of issue: 12/05/2020

Remote inspection on 01/02/2022 with [}, observed by lill-

Trial from Aquagen Holywood (85,000 ova) - input 22/01/2022 not successful, very soft eggs upon arrival, 6% mortality before
culling all ova. Ova then replaced with another batch delivered in week 5, performing well so far.

Stofnfiskur, Iceland stock input 27/01/2022

Site inspection carried out on 07/02/2022 by il supervised byjiiil]- No issues observed on site.

Water temperature taken from site thermometer for biosecurity reasons.

2022-0018 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Case No: 2022-0018 Site No: FS0831

Date of Visit: | 07/02/2022} Inspector(s): _

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

Site Details (include cleaner fish for all sections)

Total No facilities 26 JFacilities stocked 22 No facilities inspected |26 |
Species SAL

Age group Ova

No Fish 1,885,000

Mean Fish Wt <1

Next Fallow Date (5&3% June/duly 2022 Next Input Date (ofte) January 2023

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems™ NIAny escapes (since last Visit)? | N
If yes, detail:

Movement Records

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

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

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? [V
2. How are mortalities disposed of? JIncinerated - on site
If other detail: |
3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | Y
4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): 122 - 31/01/2022 1.28%
5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities” | EI
If yes, facility nos/no mortality per facility/no stock per facility/reason:

I'G. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked? | N‘I
If yes, detail:
7. Have increased (unexplained) mortalities been reported to vet or FHT? I N/A
If yes, detail action: |
8. Have 'mortality events' been reported to 2 If no, enter details on mortality events sheet. N/A

2022-0018 Site Records Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI

Treatments and Medicines Records
1. Recent treatments (see comment)?

Date of issue: 12/05/2020

If yes, detail: |

If other, detail: !
2. Medicines records available for inspection

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?
4. Are fish in a withdrawal period?

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

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Biosecurity Records
1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

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

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

increased (unexplained) mortality at the site been included?

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

disease is detected been included and how and when that will be notified to Scottish Ministers?
5. Has the health status of aquaculture animals being stocked on the farm site been covered (equal or higher Y

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 E

etc.)?

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

aquaculture animals held on site?

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

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

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

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

Records checked between: 124/02/2020 - 01/02/2022

2022-0018 Site Records
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FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Case Number: 2022-0018 Site No: [FS0831 Insp: -
Date of Visit 07/02/2022 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 oI 5 10 14 oI
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
R compartment including third country 0 9 18] 26 9
Number of suppliers 0| 5 10 14 5
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0l 3 6 10 1
Number of destinations 0l 3 6 10
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through |
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0
susceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 1
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category I
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 | I
= 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 4
Processing fish from Category Ill farm
Processing fish from Category V farm 10I
Disposal of fish and fish by- |Site's own waste only processed. 0| OI
products :
Common processes with other farms 3
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed o| of
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase ol 1 2 0
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0| 1 2 0
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0| OI
between sites, use of
footbaths etc No 1
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accqrdance Yes 0| OI
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3
Platform access to cages |Yes o o|
No 2
Total 28|
Rank AIGH

2022-0018

Surveillance Frequency Fish
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FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Case No: 2022-0018 | Site No: |FS0831 |

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)
1. Has the site experienced sea lice problems in the previous 4 years?
2. Is the CoGP Farm Management Area (or equivalent) fallowed synchronously on a single year class basis?

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

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

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

|

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

|

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Containment Inspection

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

Site inside. One

It 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)

Hji

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)

L

2022-0018 CNI & SLI Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

Case No: m Date of visit:m

Site No: Inspector:_
Results Summary I?req. u Date of Notification
Database

L L
- L
- |
. |
- |
| |
| |
] |
- L
- |
] |
- |
| |
| |
| |
- L
L L
- |
- |
] |
| |
| |
- L
L |

Report sSummary

Case Type Date

[ECT, CNI 110212022

2022-0018 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Scottish Government
Riaghaltas na h-Alba
gov.scot

marinescotland S
N

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusiNess No FB0108 DATE OF VisiT 07/02/2022
SITE NoO FS0831 SITE NAME Mill Burn (Old Mill)
CaseNo 20220018 INsPECTOR

Inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009

The above site was inspected, in accordance with the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland)
Regulations 2009.

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

Records

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

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

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

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.
No mortality levels exceeding the reporting criteria have beenrecorded 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 2015

Medicine records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

RO4
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB

Tel -0131 244 3498 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website -_https://www.gov.scot/policies/fish-health-inspectorate/




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.

Fish Health Inspector

Date: 11/02/2022

The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available on the
Marine Scotland website at https://www.gov.scot/publicationsffish-health-inspectorate-service-
charter/

RO4
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel -0131 244 3498 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website -_https://www.gov.scot/policies/fish-health-inspectorate/




FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Case No: 2022-0019 Date of visit: | 08/02/2022

Time spent on site: [4hrs | Main Inspector: e

Site No: FS0245 Site Name: Ardintoul

Business No: Business Name: Mow: Scotland Lid

Case Types:  1[ECI ] 2[TNI ] 3[30 | 4[VVD ] 5] ] 6] |

Thermometer No:

Water Temp (°C):

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

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

T148 FHI 045 completed |:|
Water type: S CoGP MA M-21

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

Z1Z1Z <

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

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

2022-0019

Case Sheet

Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Additional Case Intormation:

Remote inspection on 02/02/22 by . observed by il and -

SAL Stofnfiskur stock from Lochailort hatchery. WRS all wild sourced from Ireland, England and Scotland. LUM (farmed) from
Anglesey (Ocean Matters).

Increased mortalities reported weekly since December 2021 due to SRS and complex gill disease. SRS treated with antibiotic
and no longer detected. Complex gill issues persist, although mortalities are decreasing.

H202 - 05/01/2022 partially treated site (2 pens) then encountered high mortalities and stopped treating site.

Sea lice treatments carried out are site specific, not in conjunction with other farms in the FMS.

Site inspection carried out on 08/02/2022 by i}, observed by Jiil]- VMD sampling done by ] observed by -

The main fish population was feeding deep in the water column and 3 moribunds in total were observed. These were brought

into the lab for examination but no clinical signs were observed. The fish sampled for the VMD looked healthy both externally
and internally.

2022-0019 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Case No: 2022-0019 Site No: FS0245

Date of Visit: | 08/02/2022} Inspector(s): _

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

Site Details (include cleaner fish for all sections)

Total No facilities 12 Facilities stocked Tl No facilities inspected [1Z

Species SAL LUM WRA

Age group 2021 Q1 N/A Wild

No Fish 652,788 ﬁ,293 43,400

Mean Fish Wt 21k 250 200

Next Fallow Date (S Eﬁ gp?ember QUﬂ‘q Next Input Date (ohe) January 2023

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? Y]Any escapes (since 1ast Visit)? | NI
If yes, detail: IComplex gill issues, SRS (from early -December, treated with antibiotic, no Ionger present).

Movement Records

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

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

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

Mortality Records
1. Mortality records available for inspection? | Y
2. How are mortalities disposed of? |5ther (detall)

If other detail: [Normally ensiled on site, currently using Billy Bowie for whole fish removal.

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? _ _ | Y
Week 1: 69,704 (8.74%) H202 treatment, Week 2: 20,202 (2.78%), Week 3:
16,494 (2.4%), Week 4: 13,441 (2.01%), Week 5: 8,934 (1,36%). Cleanerfish
4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): mortality past 4 weeks: 10,793 (11.89%) (peroxide treatment)

5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities

If yes, facility nos/no mortality per facility/no stock per facility/reason:
|On-goinq mortalities over the 1% threshold since the start of December 2021 - all reported to FHL. NI
. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked* |
If yes, detail:
7. Have increased (L!ﬁmm

If yes, detail action: |
8. Have 'mortality events' been reported to FHI? If no, enter details on mortality events sheet.

N/A]

L
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FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

Treatments and Medicines Records
1. Recent treatments (see comment)?
H202,
T.M.S,,

Oxytetracycl
If yes, detail: ine

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)? ﬁ.M.S., Oxytetracycline
If other, detail: |
6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

|

Biosecurity Records

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

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

3. Any significant results?

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

|
Records checked between: 2770772027 - 0270272022

R HIRIITRITTHT
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FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

Case no: [2022-0019 ISite No: [FS0245 |Date of visit/ [ 08/02/2022]  OBR
Sampling:

Time sampling [12:00000 [ 12:30:00 | Inspector: e VMD No.

starts/ends:

Environmental conditions: 1 ZD 3D 4D 5:
Summary samples HIST: BA: MG: VI: PA:TotaI Samples

Add Fish/Pools - click

Pool/Fish No
Fish nos 1 2
[Pool Group
Species SAL |[SAL
Average weight 2.1000( 2.1000
Sex N/A N/A
Water Type SW SW
= C
" . °
i E%EQ%E
8 CPESELS
c O 2 0 L
'§ Stock Origin S LS ¢ T
¢{[Facility No 6 8

2022-0019 Sample_Information Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Y2712022] Additional Sample Information:

m Total Tests assigned D

2022-0019 Sample_Information Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Case Number: 2022-0019 Site No: [FS0245 Insp: -
Date of Visit 08/02/2022 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 oI 5 10 14
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
R compartment including third country 0 9 18] 26 9
Number of suppliers 0| 5 10 14 5
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0l 3 6 10 1
Number of destinations 0l 3 6 10
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through |
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0
susceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 2
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category I
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 | I
= 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 4
Processing fish from Category Ill farm
Processing fish from Category V farm 10I
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 o| of
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase ol 1 2 1
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0| 1 2 1
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0| OI
between sites, use of
footbaths etc No 1
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accqrdance Yes 0| OI
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3
Platform access to cages |Yes o o|
No 2
Total 34
Rank AIGH
2022-0019 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Case No: 2022-0019 | Site No: |FS0245 |

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)
1. Has the site experienced sea lice problems in the previous 4 years?
2. Is the CoGP Farm Management Area (or equivalent) fallowed synchronously on a single year class basis?

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

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

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

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

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

=

erri 1|

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

'-Top nets, seal pro

It 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)

Hjinigil

|

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)

=<|
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FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Case No: 2022-0019 Site No: FS0245

Date of Visit: [ 08/02/2022] inspector: || G

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

If N, no further questions require completion.

Points of Compliance for Both Farm Management Agreements and Statements

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

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

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

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

Arrangements for Fish Health Management

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Live Fish Movements

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

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

I D0000 D0 W ¢
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FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
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FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

Site No: FS0245

Case No: 2022-0019
Nature of non-compliance:
Action taken (FHI):

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

2022-0019 Sample Condition Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

Case No: m Date of visit:m

Site No: Inspector:_
Results Summary I?req. u Date of Notification
Database

| |
- L
- |
. |
- |
| |
| |
] |
- L
- |
] |
- |
| |
| |
| |
- L
L L
- |
- |
] |
| |
| |
- L
L |

Report sSummary

Case Type Date
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Scottish Government
Riaghaltas na h-Alba
gov.scot

marinescotland SC
N

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusinNess No FB0119 DATE OF VISIT 08/02/2022
SITE NO FS0245 SITE NAME Ardintoul
CaseNo 20220019 INsPECTOR

Inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009

The above site was inspected, in accordance with the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations
2009.

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

Records

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

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

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

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

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.

R25
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB

Tel -0131 244 3498 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website -_https://www.gov.scot/policies/fish-health-inspectorate/




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

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

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

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

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

Signed: _ Date: 11/02/2022

Fish Health Inspector

The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available on the

Marine Scotland website at htips://www.gov.scot/publications/fish-health-inspectorate-service-
charter/

R25
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB

Tel -0131 244 3498 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot

Website -_https://www.gov.scot/policies/fish-health-inspectorate/




FHI 059, Version 13
2022-0020

Case No:

Time spent on site: j4hrs

Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Date of visit: | 09/02/2022
| Main Inspector: e

Loch Greshornish
Mow: Scotland Ltd

Site No: FS0015 Site Name:
Business No: Business Name:
Case Types: 1[ECI ] 2ICNT ] 350

| 4D

] 3l 1 6] |

Thermometer No:

Water Temp (°C):

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

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

T148 FHI 045 completed |:|
Water type: S CoGP MA M-24

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

Z1Z1Z <

If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

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

2022-0020

Case Sheet

Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Additional Case Intormation:

Remote inspection on 02/02/22 with ] observed by Il

SAL - Loch Lochy, Stofnfiskur
Lumpfish from Dorset, farmed - stocked in week 4 2022

On-going mortalities over the 1% threshold since October 2021 attributed to AGD, freshwater treatment loss and HSMI.
Pasteurella skyensis was also detected in pen 6 in 2 out of 15 fish, this was followed by a Florocol treatment for the whole site.
The latest health report showed the site still has complex gill issues and some AGD but the Pasteurella skyensis and HSMI are
no longer being detected. No wrasse left on site due to freshwater treatments (44,000 fish lost) - site staff mentioned they did
not have equipment to remove cleanerfish during FW treatments, issue raised with FHI senior management.

Site inspection and VMD sampling carried out by ] supervised by ] on 09/02/2022. The main population was deep in
the water column and difficult to observe due to weather conditions. An average of 3 lethargic fish per pen were observed,
mostly runts. Six of these fish were examined and no clinical signs were found internally. Externally, the fish showed signs of
poor gills. The fish sampled for the VMD appeared healthy and had been feeding well.

2022-0020 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Case No: 2022-0020 Site No: FS0015

Date of Visit: | 09/02/2022} Inspector(s): _

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

Site Details (include cleaner fish for all sections)

Total No facilities 10 Facilities stocked Y No facilities inspected [1U

Species SAL LUM

Age group 2021 Q1 2021

No Fish 391,682 46,000

Mean Fish Wt 1.8k 25g

Next Fallow Date (S Eﬁ August 2022 Next Input Date (orte) November

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? Y]Any escapes (since 1ast Visit)? | NI
If yes, detail: |HMSI, Pasteurella skyensis (treated with ﬁorocol), Complex c_;ill issues, AGD

Movement Records

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

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

4. Are movement records available for dead fish and waste? 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? [ 7V
2. How are mortalities disposed of? |5ther (detall)

Other (detail),normally ensiled on site, but due to large volume currently go away whole to Energen

If other detail: Biogas in Cumbernauld.
3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered ? (

Week 1: 27,079 (5.74%); Week 2: 38,846 (8.73%); Week 3: 6,760 (1.67%);
4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): Week 4: 6,063 (1.52%); Week 5: 1.1%
5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities | !I

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

|P. skyensis detected in Cage 6: AGD and HSMI also confirmed on Site.
. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked* | Y
If yes, detail: |On-%oin9 mortalities over the 1% threshold since the start of October 2021
7. Have increased (unexplained) mortalities been reported to vet or /
If yes, detail action: |
8. Have 'mortality events' been reported to FHI? If no, enter details on mortality events sheet.

N/A]

L
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FHI 059, Version 13

Treatments and Medicines Records
1. Recent treatments (see comment)?

Issued by: FHI

Date of issue: 12/05/2020

|

TMS,
Florfenicol,
H202, Slice,
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)?

Il

FMS, Florocol

Florocol end

of

quarantine -
If other, detail: end of week

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Biosecurity Records
1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

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

increased (unexplained) mortality at the site been included?

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

health status, certification if required)?

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

aquaculture animals held on site?

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

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?
3. Any significant results?

HIRH{IRiITITIN

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

Records checked between:

2022-0020

[70/0372020 - 0270272022

Site Records

Page 2 of 2



Date of issue: 12/05/2020

FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI
Case no: [2022-0020 ISite No: [FS00715 |Date of visit/ [ 00/02/2022] OOk
Sampling:
Time sampling [12:00000 [ 13:.00:00 | Inspector: e VMD No.

starts/ends:

Environmental conditions: 1 ZD 3D 4D 5:
Summary samples HIST: BA: MG: VI: PA:TotaI Samples

Add Fish/Pools - click

Pool/Fish No

Fish nos 1 2 8 4

Pool Group

Species SAL [SAL |SAL |SAL

Average weight 1.7000] 1.7000] 1.7000] 1.7000

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

Water Type SW SW SW SW
P o z z Fa
T 8 3 8 8
[0} -l - -l -l
= s §| §| ¢
§ Stock Origin S 9 S S
| Facinty No 1 2 4 8
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Y2712022] Additional Sample Information:

m Total Tests assigned D
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FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Case Number: 2022-0020 Site No: [FS0015 Insp: -
Date of Visit 09/02/2022 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 oI 5 10 14 oI
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
R compartment including third country 0 9 18] 26 0
Number of suppliers 0| 5 10 14 0
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0l 3 6 10 1
Number of destinations 0l 3 6 10
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through |
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0
susceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 2
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category I
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 | I
= 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 4
Processing fish from Category Ill farm
Processing fish from Category V farm 10I
Disposal of fish and fish by- |Site's own waste only processed. 0| OI
products :
Common processes with other farms 3
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed o| of
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase ol 1 2 0
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0| 1 2 0
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0| OI
between sites, use of
footbaths etc No 1
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accqrdance Yes 0| OI
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3
Platform access to cages |Yes o o|
No 2
Total 15
Rank COW

2022-0020

Surveillance Frequency Fish

Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Case No: 2022-0020 | Site No: |FS0015 |

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)
1. Has the site experienced sea lice problems in the previous 4 years?
2. Is the CoGP Farm Management Area (or equivalent) fallowed synchronously on a single year class basis?

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

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

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

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

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

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

TrﬂllTI 1|

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

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

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

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

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

Containment Inspection
1. Has the site experienced equipment damage due to predators in the current or previous production cycles?
2. Are measures in place to mitigate against the predation experienced on site? (Detail below)
'-Top nets
It other, detail below:
Enviro nets used but looking to swap to Dynema.
Wpeincidentsor 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)

Hjinigil

|

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)

=<|
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FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Case No: 2022-0020 Site No: FS0015

Date of Visit: [ 09/02/2022] inspector: || G

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

If N, no further questions require completion.

Points of Compliance for Both Farm Management Agreements and Statements

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

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

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

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

Arrangements for Fish Health Management

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Live Fish Movements

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

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

I D0000 D0 MW ¢
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FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

Site No: FS0015

Case No: 2022-0020
Nature of non-compliance:
Action taken (FHI):

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

2022-0020 Sample Condition Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

Case No: m Date of visit:@

Site No: Inspector:_
Results Summary I?req. u Date of Notification
Database

| |
- L
- |
. |
- |
| |
| |
] |
- L
- |
] |
- |
| |
| |
| |
- L
L L
- |
- |
] |
| |
| |
- L
L |

Report sSummary

Case Type Date
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Scottish Government
Riaghaltas na h-Alba
gov.scot

marinescotland SC
N

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusinNess No FB0119 DATE OF VISIT 09/02/2022
SITE NO FS0015 SITE NAME Loch Greshornish
CaseNo 20220020 INsPECTOR

Inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009

The above site was inspected, in accordance with the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations
2009.

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.

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.

R25
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB

Tel -0131 244 3498 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website -_https://www.gov.scot/policies/fish-health-inspectorate/




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

Medicine records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

Samples were taken to be analysed for veterinary residues.

Inspection under the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act 2007

The site was also inspected in accordance with the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act 2007,
as amended, with respect to section 3 regarding parasites (sealice), section 4A regarding fish farm

management agreements and statements and section 5 regarding containment and escapes.

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

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

Signed: _ Date: 11/02/2022

Fish Health Inspector

The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available on the
Marine Scotland website at https://www.gov.scot/publications/fish-health-inspectorate-service-
charter/

R25
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB

Tel -0131 244 3498 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website -_https://www.gov.scot/policies/fish-health-inspectorate/




FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Case No: 2022-0023 Date of visit: | 22/02/2022

Time spent on site: [1hr | Main Inspector: _

Site No: FS1322 Site Name: [Barcaldine Hatchery Incubation 2

Business No: FBO125 Business Name: Scottish Sea Farms Ltd

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

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

2022-0023 Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Additional Case Information:

The origin site had reported a 3% hatch at packing. A 10% accumilated mortality had occurred in the 5 weeks since arrival.
No further issues observed since week 5. On arrival to site, ova is disinfected with buffodine.

One ensiler is dedicated to all the incubation units, where it is then transferred into the Barcaldine's site ensiler and taken away
by waste carrier to Barkip.

Site thermometer used for biosecurity reasons.

Remote paperwork inspection conducted on 16/02/2022 by ], supervised byl
Site inspection conducted by ] on 22/02/2022, supervised by Jill-

2022-0023 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

Case No: j2022-0023 | Site No: [ FS1322)

Date of Visit: | 22/02/2022} Inspector(s):

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

Site Details (include cleaner fish for all sections)

Total No facilities 1 Hatchery Facilities stocked 1 Hatchery
Species SAL OVA

Age group 2022

No Fish 1,293 137

Mean Fish Wt ova

Next Fallow Date (Stte) End April 2022 Next Input Date (oite)

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? l\rlAny escapes (since
If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection:

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

Transport Records
1. Are any movements carried out by (or on behalf) of the business (not 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? [Ensiled - on site

If other detail:

3. Mortality recordslmm

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): [2022:Wk7, 0.10%, 1280. Wk®, 2.33%, 30895, WKb, 3.24%

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

0. Kny other peaEs In mona||ty aurlng penoa checked?

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

8. Have 'mortality events' been reported to FHI? If no, enter details on mortality events sheet.

2022-0023 Site Records Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

Treatments and Medicines Records
1. Recent treatments (see comment)?
If yes, detail: |
If other, detail:

2. Medicines recorcm

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

4. Are fish in a withdrawal period?

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

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Biosecurity Records

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

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

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

6. Have the husbandry and biosecurity measures implemented between each epidemiological unit to minimise transmi
(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 ani
8. Have the biosecurity procedures been adequately implemented on site?
If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results?

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

Records checked between: |27/04/2021-16/02/2022

2022-0023 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

No facilities inspected 1 Hatchery
une
v last visit)? | N
| Y|
|27/04/2021
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
| Y
| Y
. 44344, WK4, 4.35%, 62223
[ N
. g
| N/A
| N/A
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Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

N|

N/A

N/A

N/A

d (unexplained) mortality at the site

tected been included and how and

atus, certification if required)?

ssion of disease been covered

mals held on site?

M |

=

1

1
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FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Case Number: 2022-0023 Site No: JFS1322 Insp: -
Date of Visit 22/02/2022 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 oI
with _GB) of susceptibie Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
REECEs compartment including third country 0 9 18] 26 9
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14 5
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 1
Number of destinations 0 3 6 10
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through I
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 llI
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
processors waters 0 1 2 1
On farm processing \n_/lthln No on farm processing 0 OI
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 3l
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0 o
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 OI
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 %
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 OI
between sites, use of
footbaths etc No 1
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 OI
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3
Platform access to cages |Yes 0 ol
No 2
28]
HIGH
2022-0023 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

Case No: ]2022-0023 |

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, azamet|
mechanical control measures, and can these be deployed in a reasonable period of time?

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

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 re
8. Have average adult female sea lice (L. salmonis ) numbers per fish been at a level of 3 or above (prior to w/b 10/6/19) ¢

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 su
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 s¢

15. Is there a site specific written lice management procedure with waypoints describing set actions to deal with recognise

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

Containment Inspection

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

Site indoors

If other, detail below:

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

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

4. Have these been reported to Scottish Ministers?

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

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

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

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

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)

|

2022-0023 CNI & SLI
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FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI
Site No: [FS1322 ]

hiphos and emamectin benzoate) as well as access to suitable biological and/or

nent Area (or equivalent)?

cords are inspected? (CoGP Annex 6)

r 2 or above (from w/b 10/6/19) during the period that records are inspected?

ggested criteria for treatment or where C. elongatus is considered to have

2a lice?

d scenarios during the escalation of a sea lice infestation?

IN

sters? (Legal, CoGP — 4.4.38,5.4.18)

Iy

2022-0023 CNI & SLI
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FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

Case No: 2022-0023 Date of visit:] 22/02/2022

Site No: FS1322 Inspector:_

Results Summary Freq. u _ Date of Notification
Database

[Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Ins
ECI, CNI 01/03/2022
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Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusiNess No FB0125 DATE OF VISIT 22/02/2022
SITE NoO FS1322 SITE NAME Barcaldine Hatchery Incubation 2
CAse No 20220023 INSPECTOR I

Inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009

The above site was inspected, in accordance with the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland)
Regulations 2009.

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

Records

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

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

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

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

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.
No mortality levels exceeding the reporting criteria have beenrecorded since the lastinspection.

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.

RO4
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB

Tel -0131 244 3498 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website -_https://www.gov.scot/policies/fish-health-inspectorate/




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: _

Fish Health Inspector

Date: 01/03/2022

The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available on the
Marine Scotland website at https://www.gov.scot/publicationsfish-health-inspectorate-service-

charter/

RO4
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB

Tel -0131 244 3498 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot

Website -_https://www.gov.scot/policies/fish-health-inspectorate/




FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Case No: 2022-0025 Date of visit: | 22/02/2022

Time spent on site: 11 | Main Inspector: _

Site No: FS1324 Site Name: [Barcaldine Hatchery Incubation 4

Business No: FBO125 Business Name: Scottish Sea Farms Ltd

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

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

2022-0025 Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Additional Case Information:

One ensiler is dedicated to all the incubation units, where it is then transferred into the Barcaldine's site ensiler and taken away
by waste carrier to Barkip.

Site thermometer used due to biosecurity considerations.

Remote paperwork inspection conducted on 16/02/2022 by i}, supervised by Jiill-
Site inspection conducted by ] on 22/02/2022 and supervised by Il

2022-0025 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Case No: [2022-0025 | Site No: | FS1324)

Date of Visit: | 22/02/2022} Inspector(s):

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

Site Details (include cleaner fish for all sections)

Total No facilities 1 hatchery Facilities stocked 1 hatchery
Species SAL OVA

Age group 2022

No Fish 208,404

Mean Fish Wt ova

Next Fallow Date (Stte) on going Next Input Date (oite)

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? l\rlAny escapes (since
If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection:

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

Transport Records
1. Are any movements carried out by (or on behalf) of the business (not 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? [Ensiled - on site

If other detail: ITaken to BarkiE via Murdoch's (waste carrier)

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): [2022: Wk7, 0%, 0; Wk6, 0.41%, 834; Wkb, 2%, 4160; WK«

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

0. Kny other peaEs In mona||ty aurlng penoa checked?

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

8. Have 'mortality events' been reported to FHI? If no, enter details on mortality events sheet.

2022-0025 Site Records Page 1 of 2
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Treatments and Medicines Records
1. Recent treatments (see comment)?

Date of issue: 12/05/2020

If yes, detail: |

If other, detail:

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

5. If yes, what treatment(s)?

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Biosecurity Records
1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

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

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 de

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 st

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

(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 ani

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

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

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

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

L

< T pre— T — < Kk

2022-0025 Site Records
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FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

Y
N
No facilities inspected 1 Hatchery
une
v last visit)? | N
| Y|
|07/ 12/2021
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
| Y
| Y
1,0%, 0
[ N
. g
| N/A
| N/A

2022-0025 Site Records Page 3 of 2



FHI 059, Version 13

Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

N|

N/A

N/A

d (unexplained) mortality at the site

tected been included and how and

atus, certification if required)?

ssion of disease been covered

mals held on site?

M |
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1
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FHI 059, Version 13

Issued by: FHI

Date of issue: 12/05/2020

Case Number: 2022-0025 Site No: [FS1324 Insp: -
Date of Visit 22/02/2022 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 oI
with _GB) of susceptibie Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
REECEs compartment including third country 0 9 18] 26 9
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14 5
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 1
Number of destinations 0 3 6 10
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through I
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0 0
s_usceptible 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 IlI
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 3 6
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 4 8
Management practices None  Secure Unsecure
Water contacts with Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters
processors 0 1 2 1
On farm processing \n_/lthln No on farm processing 0 OI
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 3l
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0 o
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 OI
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 %
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 OI
between sites, use of
footbaths etc No 1
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 OI
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3
Platform access to cages |Yes 0 ol
No 2
Total 28]
Rank HIGH
2022-0025 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Case No: [2022-0025 ] Site No:  [FS1324 |

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)
1. Has the site experienced sea lice problems in the previous 4 years?
2. Is the CoGP Farm Management Area (or equivalent) fallowed synchronously on a single year class basis?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Containment Inspection

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

If other, detail below:

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

2022-0025 CNI & SLI Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

Case No: 2022-0025 Date of visit:] 22/02/2022

Site No: FS1324 Inspector:_

Results Summary Freq. u _ Date of Notification
Database

[Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Ins
ECI, CNI 04/03/2022

2022-0025 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1
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FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusiINEss NO FB0125 DATE OF VISIT 22/02/2022
SITE NO FS1324 SITE NAME Barcaldine Hatchery Incubation 4
CAsE No 20220025 INSPECTOR ]

Inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009

The above site was inspected, in accordance with the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland)
Regulations 2009.

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

Records

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

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

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

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

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

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.

RO4
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB

Tel - 0131 244 3498 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website -_https://www.gov.scot/policies/fish-health-inspectorate/




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: 25/02/2022

Fish Health Inspector

The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available on the
Marine Scotland website at https://www.gov.scot/publications/fish-health-inspectorate-service-
charter/

RO4
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB

Tel - 0131 244 3498 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website -_https://www.gov.scot/policies/fish-health-inspectorate/



FHI 059, Version 13

Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Date of visit: | 24/02/2022

Case No:

Time spent on site: I2hrs | Main Inspector: _

Site No: FS0052 | Site Name: Eollege Mill

Business No: FB0043 Business Name: College Mill Trout Farm

Case Types:  1[VMD ] 2[CNI ] 3[ECI | 4] ] 5l ] ol ]

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

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

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

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

Z1Z1 21 =2

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

2022-0026

Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI
Additional Case Information:

Date of issue: 12/05/2020
The site does not conduct any treatments, except for disinfecting fallow ponds/tanks with copper sulphate to minimise snail gro\
Historically there has been no processing on farm, however since re-opening ~60 fish a month are gutted on site and sent for si
Since the rebuild, site is equipped with secondary screens and tertiary screen in some places.

Remote paperwork inspection conducted by ] supervised byjjil] on 17/02/2022.
Site visit and VMD sampling conducted on 24/02/2022, supervised by il -

2022-0026 Additional Information Page 1 of 1
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FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

Case No: j2022-0026 | Site No: [ FS0052)
Date of Visit: | 24/02/2022} Inspector(s): _

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

Site Details (include cleaner fish for all sections)

Total No facilities_ '26_ @Iities stocked_ E M) facilities inspe
Species RTR RTR RTR RTR TRO TRO
Age group Early 2020 Late 2020 Early 2021 Late 2021 Late 2020 Late 2021
No Fish 1,326 2,71_7 24,569 21,835 4,389 3,334

more than 3.3bs-5.5lbs 1-1.5lbs 40z-1lbs 20z. 20z-40z
Mean Fish Wt |5 5lbs
Next Fallow DattIeTglte) ongoing cycle Next Input Date (orfe) potentially 1ate 2!
Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? N'IAny escapes (since last vism)?
If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection?

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

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

Transport Records
1. Are any movements carried out by (or on behalf) of the business (not 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? ﬁ)omestic waste - <2§kg

If other detail: |Any morts are frozen and then disposed.

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): |Sinc_;le figures per week, last 4 weeks (see additional comments)

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

B. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked?

If yes, detail. %@%ﬂ?
7. Have increased (unexplained) mortalities been reported to vet or /
If yes, detail action: |

8. Have 'mortality events' been reported to FHI? If no, enter details on mortality events sheet.

2022-0026 Site Records Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI

Treatments and Medicines Records
1. Recent treatments (see comment)?

Date of issue: 12/05/2020

If yes, detail: |

If other, detail: |
2. Medicines records available for inspection

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?
4. Are fish in a withdrawal period?

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

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Biosecurity Records
1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

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

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 dett

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 stz

if required)?

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

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 anin

site?

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

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

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

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

Records checked between: |29/04/2021-17/02/2022

2022-0026 Site Records

Page 2 of 2
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ected Z=

29/04/2021

.14

N/A]

N/A]

N/A|

N/A]

N/A]

2022-0026

Issued by: FHI

Site Records

Date of issue: 12/05/2020

Page 3 of 2



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

| N|

N/A|

N/A|
N

| Y
YI

Y

(unexplained)
| Y]
ected been

Y

itus, certification Y
ssion of disease | Y]
nals heldon | ﬂ
| Y

N

2022-0026 Site Records Page 4 of 2



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI

Case no: |W|Site No: m |Date o_f visit/ | 24/T2/2022| 241
Priority samples: vl 1 sA_1 PAL_1 MG%‘Q. HI

Time sampling [ 134500 [ 135500 | Inspector: - VMD No.
Et:;fé?\'::rz\tal conditions: 1 2 SE 4: SD

Summary samples msT_ ] BA__] Mo[[__] VI[__] PA[___]rotal Samples

Add Fish/Pools - click

[ [PoollFish No
Efish nos 1-2
Pool Group
Species RTR
Average weight 170g
Sex N/A
Water Type FW
K%)
S Q
12
§ Stock Origin _ a
o |Facility No 7
2022-0026 Sample_Information

Date of issue: 12/05/2020

Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

J2/2022}Additional Sample Information:

2022-0026 Sample_Information Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Case Number: 2022-0026 Site No: [FS0052 Insp: -
Date of Visit 24/02/2022 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 oI
with _GB) of susceptibie Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
REECEs compartment including third country 0 9 18] 26 0
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14 o]
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10
Number of destinations 0 3 6 10
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0
susceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 1
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category IlI
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 3 6
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 4 8
Management practices None  Secure Unsecure
Water contacts with Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters
processors 0 1 2 0
On farm processing within  |No on farm processing 0
the rules of the directive
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk) 1
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 ol
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 o
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 0
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc No 1 1
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3 3
Platform access to cages |Yes 0 ol
No 2
Total 18]
Rank MEDIUM
2022-0026 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Case No:

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 emam
can these be deployed in a reasonable period of time?

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

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 inspect
8. Have average adult female sea lice (L. salmonis ) numbers per fish been at a level of 3 or above (prior to w/b 10/6/19) or 2 or above (fron

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 fc
5:3151))

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 durin:

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

Containment Inspection

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

bird nets, secondary and tertiary screens, wire fence around the perimeter of the site to prevent otters
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, Co(

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)

2022-0026 CNI & SLI Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
[2022-0026 ] Site No:  [FS0052 ]

lectin benzoate) as well as access to suitable biological and/or mechanical control measures, and

ivalent)? :

ed? (CoGP Annex 6) :

1 w/b 10/6/19) during the period that records are inspected?

o treatment or where C. elongatus is considered to have welfare implications? (CoGP 4.3.82,

g the escalation of a sea lice infestation?

i

5P -4.4.38,54.18)
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FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

Case No: 2022-0026 Date of visit:] 24/02/2022

Site No: FS0052 Inspector:_

Results Summary Freq. u _ Date of Notification
Database

-Report §ummary
Case Type Date
ECI, CNI, VMD 25/02/2022
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marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BuUsINESs NO FB0043 DATE OF VISIT 22/02/2022
SITE NO FS0052 SITE NAME College Mill
CASE NO 20220026 INSPECTOR ]

Inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009

The above site was inspected, in accordance with the Aguatic Animal Health (Scotland)
Regulations 2009.

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.

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

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

The following points were raised with the site representative during the inspection:
e FS and FIS numbers not maintained in the movement records.

This was discussed at the time of the inspection and it was agreed that FS and FIS numbers
will be maintained for all future movements in an electronic movement record and copies will be
made available for future inspections.

RO4
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website -_https://www.gov.scot/policies/fish-health-inspectorate/




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

No treatments had been administered therefore no treatment records were maintained for
inspection.

Samples were taken to be analysed for veterinary residues.
Inspection under the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act 2007

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

On this occasion the site was found to be satisfactory.

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

Signed: _ Date: 25/02/2022

Fish Health Inspector

The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available on the
Marine Scotland website at https://www.gov.scot/publications/fish-health-inspectorate-service-
charter/

RO4
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB

Tel - 0131 244 3498 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website -_https://www.gov.scot/policies/fish-health-inspectorate/



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

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

Site No: FS0833 Site Name: Milnholm Smolt Unit

Business No: FBO573 Business Name: Aqualite Services Ltd

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

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

ZI1Z|1Z21 2

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

2022-0030 Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Additional Case Information:

Inputs are from Landcatch, Buckieburn or Dawnfresh.
Mort disposal to Keenan Recycling LTD Turrif - approved composting plant.

Sal morts wk7 2022 0.67% (69), wk6 0.58% (60), wk5 0.39%(45), wk4 0.1% (12)
RTR morts 0.1%/site/week or lower over last four weeks

Site used as vaccination trial for automated vaccine machine. No fish moved from the site alive except to Milnholm Hatchery.
Fish are culled with overdose of anaesthetic before being put through automated vaccine prototype.

Mort levels very low with fungus being only issue on site.

2022-0030 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI
Case No: 2022-0030 Site No: FS0833
Date of Visit: l 28/02/2022]

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

Site Details (include cleaner fish for all sections)

Date of issue: 12/05/2020

nspecor(s:

Total No facilities 2/ Facilities stocked 4 No facilities inspected |2/

Species Sal RTR

Age group pre-smolt [fingerlings

No Fish 10,303 1,883

Mean Fish Wt 60-200g 709

Next Fallow Date (Site) May or June 2022 Next Input Date (Site) none planed

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

If yes, detail: lfungus

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection:

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

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

Mortality Records
1. Mortality records available for inspection?

|03/04/2019

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

If other detail: [collection as waste from ABP approved contractor

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): |see additional info

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

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

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

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

2022-0030 Site Records

Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

Treatments and Medicines Records

1. Recent treatments (see comment)? [ Y
Aquacen

If yes, detail: Formalin

If other, detail: |

2. Medicines records available for inspection? Y

3. Are records complete and correctly entered? Y

4. Are fish in a withdrawal period? Y

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

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? E

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? Y

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

health status, certification if required)?

6. Have the husbandry and biosecurity measures implemented between each epidemiological unit to minimise E
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 E
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, detail (if not detailed under recent disease problems). |

Records checked between: [374/19-28/2/22

2022-0030 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Case Number: 2022-0030 Site No: |FS0833 Insp: -
Date of Visit 28/02/2022 No of movements/supp./dest. Score
Live fish movements 0 1-5 6-10 >10
Movements on (from out Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 14 )|
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
el 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
Number of destinations 0 3 6 10
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other [Farm is protected (secure water supply through
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0
susceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 2
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category Ill
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 vylthln No on farm processing 0 OI
the rules of the directive ' : S
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)
Processing fish from MS of equivalent status
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status
Processing fish from Category Il farm 8
Processing fish from Category V farm 10
Disposal of fish and fish by- |Site's own waste only processed. 0
IS 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 )
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 OI
between sites, use of N
footbaths etc 0 1
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry N
code of practice 0 3 0
Platform access to cages |Yes 0 |
No 2
Total 13
Rank LOW
2022-0030 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

Case No: [2022-0030 | Site No: |FS0833 |

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)
1. Has the site experienced sea lice problems in the previous 4 years?
2. Is the CoGP Farm Management Area (or equivalent) fallowed synchronously on a single year class basis?

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

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

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

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

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

8. Have average adult female sea lice (L. salmonis) numbers per fish been at a level of 3 or above (prior to w/b 10/6/19) or

2 or above (from w/b 10/6/19) during the period that records are inspected?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

L1

L1

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

tank covers

If other, detail below:

3. Have escape incidents or events been experienced on or in the vicinity of the site since the last =] 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)

Iy

2022-0030 CNI & SLI

Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

Case No: 2022-0030 Date of visit:|] 28/02/2022
Site No: FS0833 Inspector:_
Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification
Database |Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" 1nsp

Report Summary

Case Type Date
ECI, CNI 07/03/2022

2022-0030 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusinNess No FB0573 DATE OF VISIT 28/02/2022
SITE NO FS0833 SITE NAME Milnholm Smolt Unit
CaseNo 20220030 INsPECTOR

Inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009

The above site was inspected, in accordance with the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland)
Regulations 2009.

All epidemiological units were inspected. On this occasion no samples were taken for disease
analysis. The Inspector did hot observe any clinical signs associated with the listed diseases as
described in the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009.

Records

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

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

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

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.
No mortality levels exceeding the reporting criteria have beenrecorded since the lastinspection.

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 2015

Medicine records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

RO4
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB

Tel -0131 244 3498 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website -_https://www.gov.scot/policies/fish-health-inspectorate/




Inspection under the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act 2007

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

On this occasion the site was found to be satisfactory.

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

Signed: Date: 07/03/2022

Fish Health Inspector

The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available on the
Marine Scotland website at https://www.gov.scot/publicationsfish-health-inspectorate-service-

charter/

RO4
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB

Tel -0131 244 3498 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot

Website -_https://www.gov.scot/policies/fish-health-inspectorate/




FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

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

Site No: FS0544 Site Name: Glen Orrin Fish Farm

Business No: FBO317 Business Name: Glen Orrin Fish Farm

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

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

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

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

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

Z|1Z1Z| 2

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

2022-0039 Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Additional Case Information:

Site strips their own eggs and has a hatchery on site. Fish on site are from the sites own stock. Ova were inspected and very
few dead eggs were observed in the trays.

Fish on site also appeared in good health and were very active in the tanks when the lids were opened. No physical damage
was observed in the vast majority of fish, with only some minor fin damage noted on the larger fish.

No treatments have been done on the site. If site were to ever hold medicines, they would be stored in the house, in a
cupboard where access could be controlled.

Fish sampled for VMD appeared healthy externally and internally.

2022-0039 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI

Case No: 2022-0039 Site No: ES0544

Date of Visit: 28/02/2022 Inspector(s): _
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? Y

Site Details (include cleaner fish for all sections)

Total No facilities 19 Facilities stocked § No facilities inspected
Species RTR RTR RTR RTR

Age group 2019 2020 2021 Ova

No Fish 270 2,000 3,000 3 trays

Mean Fish Wt 300g-9kg [|240-400g [30-50g <lg _

Next Fallow Date (Site) No plans. Next Input Date (Site) N/A

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection:

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

24/02/2020

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?

If other detail:

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities?

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

|Domestic waste - <25kg

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked?

If yes, detail: |

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

Date of issue:

8. Have 'mortality events' been reported to FHI? If no, enter details on mortality events sheet. |

2022-0039 Site Records

12/05/2020

Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

Treatments and Medicines Records
1. Recent treatments (see comment)?

If yes, detail: |

If other, detail: |

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

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

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Biosecurity Records

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

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

3. Any significant results?

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

Records checked between: |24/02/2020 - 28/02/2022

2022-0039 Site Records

Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

il

N/A
N/A
N/A

A (L
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FHI 059, Version 13
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N/A

2022-0039

Issued by: FHI

Site Records

Date of issue: 12/05/2020
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FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Case Number: 2022-0039 Site No: JFS0544 Insp: -
Date of Visit 28/02/2022 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
S{pEdiss compartment including third country 0 9 18[ 26
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14 0
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 10
Number of destinations 0 3 6 10 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 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
o 0 0
the rules of the directive : ' S
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
IS Common processes with other farms 3
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0 0
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2or3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 2
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of N
footbaths etc 0 1
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry N
code of practice 0 3
Platform access to cages |Yes 0 0
No 2
Total 13
Rank LOW
2022-0039 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

Case No: [2022-0039 | Site No: |FS0544 |

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)
1. Has the site experienced sea lice problems in the previous 4 years?
2. Is the CoGP Farm Management Area (or equivalent) fallowed synchronously on a single year class basis?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

L1

L1

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

Weighted tank

If other, detail below:

3. Have escape incidents or events been experienced on or in the vicinity of the site since the last =] 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

N |

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

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

—
L1

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

2022-0039 CNI & SLI
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FHI 059, Version 13

Issued by: FHI

Case no: [2022-0039 ]Site No: [FS0544

|Date of visit/ |  28/02/2022] 28/

Priority samples: VI: BA:

Time sampling | 14:.00:00 | 14:10:00 |
starts/ends:

Environmental conditions: 1 2:

Summary samples

Add Fish/Pools - click

Sampling:
H ]
VMD No.
sL__]
PA[___]Total Samples

MG

I
i

Inspector:

L

Y,

Pool/Fish No
Fish nos F1
Pool Group
Species RTR
Average weight 3009
Sex N/A
Water Type FW
d=
I
) £3
S Ew
5 oL
@) s £
§ Stock Origin oL
& [Facility No 2
2022-0039 Sample_Information

Date of issue: 12/05/2020
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FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

J2/2022]Additional Sample Information:
Dispatched by percussive blow.

m Total Tests assigned D

2022-0039 Sample_Information Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

Case No: 2022-0039 Date of visit:] 28/02/2022

Site No: FS0544 Inspector:_

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification
Database

Report Summary

Case Type Date
ECI, CNI, VMD 07/03/2022

2022-0039 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1
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marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusinNess No FB0317 DATE OF VISIT 28/02/2022
SITE NO FS0544 SITE NAME Glen Orrin Fish Farm
CAse No 20220039 INSPECTOR ]

Inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009

The above site was inspected, in accordance with the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland)
Regulations 2009.

All epidemiological units were inspected. On this occasion no sample s were taken for disease
analysis. The Inspector did hot observe any clinical signs associated with the listed diseases as
described in the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009.

Records

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

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

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

Records in relation to aguaculture 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 beenrecorded since the lastinspection.

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.

RO4
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel -0131 244 3498 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website -_https://www.gov.scot/policies/fish-health-inspectorate/




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

Samples were taken to be analysed for veterinary residues.
Inspection under the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act 2007

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

On this occasion the site was found to be satisfactory.

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

Signed: Date: 07/03/2022

Fish Health Inspector

The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available on the
Marine Scotland website at https://www.gov.scot/publicationsffish-health-inspectorate-service-
charter/
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FHI 059, Version 13

Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Date of visit: | 23/02/2022

Case No:

Time spent on site: [1hr | Main Inspector: _
Site No: SS0740 | Site Name: [Scottish Association for Marine Science

Business No: SB0473 Business Name: Scottish Association for Marine Science

Case Types:  1[ECI ] 2[CNI ] 3[ONI | 4] ] 5l ] ol ]

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No:

Observations: Region: ST

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

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

T173 FHI 045 completed D

Water type: S CoGP MA

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

Z1Z1 21 =2

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

2022-0045

Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

Additional Case Information:

The stock currently on site consists of native oysters, mussels, edible and green urchins, as well as sea cucumbers. The
oysters originate from Loch Ryan and are part of the NEUROSHELL project, whereas the mussels from Loch Leven are used
in undergraduate practicals. A white leg shrimp project ran from June 2021 to September 2021.

Site inspection conducted on 23/02/2022 by ] and supervised by Jilill-
Remote paperwork inspection conducted by [jjij on 28/02/2022, supervised by -

2022-0045 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
Case No: 2022-0045 Site No: SS0740

Date of Visit: | 23/02/2022} Inspector(s): -

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

Site Details (include cleaner fish for all sections)

Total No facilities 66 Facilities stocked 25 INofacilities
Species [OED MED ESU GSU Holothuria

Age group 2020 2022 ~8years ~8years ~8years

No Fish |79 20 763 135 55

Mean Fish Wt mixed mixed mixed mixed mixed

Next Fallow Date (Site) never fallow Next Input Date (Site) end March
Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems’? I\rlAny escapes (sm
If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection?

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

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

Transport Records
1. Are any movements carried out by (or on behalf) of the business (not 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? |'|50mest|c waste - <2bkg
If other detail: IFrozen and then autoclaved Erior to putting into domestic waste.

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): 11 native oysters; 41 mussels for last four weeks

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

0. Kny other peaEs In mona||ty aurlng penoa checked?

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

8. Have 'mortality events' been reported to FHI? If no, enter details on mortality events sheet.

2022-0045 Site Records Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI

Treatments and Medicines Records
1. Recent treatments (see comment)?

Date of issue: 12/05/2020

If yes, detail: |

If other, detail: |
2. Medicines records available for inspection

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?
4. Are fish in a withdrawal period?
5. If yes, what treatment(s)?

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Biosecurity Records
1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

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

(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 di
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 ¢

certification if required)?

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

on site?

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

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

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

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

Records checked between:

2022-0045 Site Records

|27/04/2021-28/02/2022
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FHI 059, Version 13
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FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020
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FHI 059, Version 13

Case Number:

Date of Visit

Issued by: FHI
2022-0045 Site No:
| 23/02/2022| Inspector:

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

SS0740

Date of issue: 12/05/2020

If susceptible species present, score for each pathogen No Yes
Susceptible to Bonamia ostrea (OED) 0 25 25
Susceptible to Marteilia refringens (OED, MED) 0 3 3
Susceptible to OsHV (CGl) 0 3 0
Sites within a tidal excursion 1 2-5 >6
Site contacts Number of sites holding susceptible species within a tidal
excursion 0 2 10 2
Live shellfish movements 0 1-2 >3
Movements on Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 0
Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
compartment including third country 0 10 20 0
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 0
L SUEILELE S Frequency of movements off within MSS Management
Areas 0 1 2 0
Frequency of movements off outwith MSS Management
Areas 0 3 6 0
Number of destinations 0 3 6 0
Unsec
ure
(no
effluen
Secure t
Management (effluent treatm
practices None treatment) ent)
i cpntact§ W L] Depuration of stock from own sites within MSS
depuration facilities
management area 0 1 2 0
Depuration of stock from other businesses sites within
MSS management area 0 2 6 0
Depuration of stock from sites outwith MSS management
area 0 4 8 4
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other |Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 U
sites Sites sharing staff and equipment Y 1 ) U
Yes No
Disinfection of equipment between sites, use of footbaths etc 0 2 0
Total
Risk
2022-0045 Surveillance Frequency Shell Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 13 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 12/05/2020

Case No: 2022-0045 Date of visit:] 23/02/2022

Site No: SS0740 Inspector:_

Results Summary Freq. u _ Date of Notification
Database

[Report Summary
Case Type Date Insp 2" Ins
ECI,CNI 04/03/2022

2022-0045 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Scottish Government
Riaghaltas na h-Alba
gov.scot

marinescotland W
N

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusiNess No SB0473 DATE OF VisIT 23/02/2022
SITE No SS0740 SITE NAME Scottish Association for Marine Science
CaseNo 20220045 INsPECTOR |

Inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009
The above site was inspected, in accordance with the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland)
Regulations 2009.

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

Records

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

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

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

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

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

No 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.

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

Signed: _ Date: 28/02/2022

R14
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB

Tel -0131 244 3498 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot

Website -_https://www.gov.scot/policies/fish-health-inspectorate/




Fish Health Inspector

The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available on the
Marine Scotland website at https://www.gov.scot/publications/fish-health-inspectorate-service-
charter/

R14
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB

Tel -0131 244 3498 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website -_https://www.gov.scot/policies/fish-health-inspectorate/
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