FHI 059, Version 12

Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Date of visit: | 06/02/2019

Case No:

Time spent on site: 12 hours | Main Inspector: E
Site No: FS0877 | Site Name: [Drimsallie Mil

Business No: FBO379 Business Name: River Lochy Association

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

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No:

Observations: Region: HI

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

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

T146 FHI 045 completed D

Water type: F CoGP MA

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

Z1Z1 21 2

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

2019-0041
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Additional Case Information:

Inspection; N - Parerwork Il

Next input; smolt in May 2019 from Garry catchment Stock going out as eyed ova on 11 Feb, Loch Arkaig, Also tributary of
Lochy and Garry.

Ova are only placed out at brood source. Future brood fish are taken from the wild as parr or smolts and stripped twice.
Genetic testing carried out by Rivers and lochs institute; genetic screening, for siblings, farmed and cluster populations.

Morts; 2nd strip fish culled and returned to river. Peak in fish from inchmore for MS smolt project..
Salt used in autumn mainly in brood fish for fungus. No other treatments.

Mowi vets visit to assess health. No issues picked up. Sample taken for range of diseases.

Catchment; Dubh Lighe

2019-0041 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



Date of issue: 08/10/2018

FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI
Case No: 2019-0041 Site No: FS0877
Date of Visit: | 06/02/2019] Inspector(s): ! |

Registration/Authorisation Details

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

—

Site Details

Total No facilities 26 Facilities stocked 21 No facilities inspected 21
Species sal sal

Age group brood post smolt |parr ova

No Fish 280 320 80 260,000

Mean Fish Wt 1.5 800g 12 <19

Next Fallow Date (Site) none Next Input Date (ofte) May

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

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

Y|
17/02/2015

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

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

Mortality Records
1. Mortality records available for inspection?

|
N/A|

Y
N/A]

—

[ Y

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

If other detail: flandfill

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): llow; 4 dead fish, 70 ova in last 4 weeks

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?

=

If yes, detail: MS project fish from Inchmore, on site for 3 weeks - sentinel work

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

2019-0041 Site Records

Page 1 of 2



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

J

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

If yes, detail: |
If other, detail: |
2. Medicines records available for inspection? N/A]

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

4. Are fish in a withdrawal period?

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

Biosecurity Records

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

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

3. Any significant results?

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

LLLLLS L) LU AL

Records checked between: |201 6- 6/2/19

2019-0041 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2019-0041 Site No: |[FS0877 Insp: -
Date of Visit 06/02/201 9| No of movements/supp./dest. Score
Live fish movements 0 1-5 6-10 >10
Movements on (from out Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 14 0
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
R compartment including third country 0 9 18| 26
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 6
Number of destinations 0 3 6] 10 6
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0
spsceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 1
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category IlI
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 3 6
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 4 8
Management practices None  Secure Unsecure
Water contacts with Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters
processors 0 1 2 0
On farm processing within |No on farm processing 0 0
the rules of the directive
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)
Processing fish from MS of equivalent status 2
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status
Processing fish from Category Il farm
Processing fish from Category V farm 10
Disposal of fish and fish by- |Site's own waste only processed. 0 0
products Common processes with other farms g3
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0 0
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 0
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 %
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc . 1
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3
Platform access to cages |Yes 0 0
No 2
Total 13
Rank LOW
2019-0041 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1




FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: [2019-0041 | Site No: |FS0877 |

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 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)

trapping, inside, lids

If other, detail below:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

2019-0041 CNI & SLI Page 1 of 1



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

Site No: FS0877

Case No: 2019-0041
Nature of non-compliance:
Action taken (FHI):

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

2019-0041 Sample Condition Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2019-0041 Date of visit:] 06/02/2019
Site No: FS0877 Inspector:E
Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp

-Report §ummary
Case Type Date Insp

C 2" |ns
ECI, CNI 15/02/2019- =

2019-0041 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Scottish Government
Riaghaltas na h-Alba
gov.scot

marinescotland SC
N

River Lochy Association
Fuaim Na Mara

Morar

Inverness-shire

PH40 4PD

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusiNess No FB0379 DATE oF VIsIT 06/02/2019
SITE NO FS0877 SITE NAME  Drimsallie Mill

INSPECTOR N CAst NO 20190041

Inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009

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

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

Records

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

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

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

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

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

R0O4
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel -0131 244 3498 Fax- 01312440944 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website - www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science




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.

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: 15/02/2019

Fish Health Inspector

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

RO4
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel -0131 244 3498 Fax- 01312440944 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot

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




FHI 059, Version 12

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

Case No: 2019-0045 Date of visit: | 06/02/2019
Time spent on site: |8_.5hrs | Main Inspector: E
Site No: FS1019 | Site Name: [Strondoir Bay

Business No: FBO169 Business Name: The Scottish Salmon Company

Case Types: 1[ECI ] 2[CNA ] 3[SLi | 4[vvmD | 5[DIA ] o] |

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: T205 FHI 045 completed E
Observations: Region: ST Water type: S CoGP MA M-42
Dead/weak/abnormally behaving fish present? Y |If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.
Clinical signs of disease observed? Y |If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.
Gross pathology observed? Y |If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.
Diagnostic samples taken? Y

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

2019-0045

Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

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

A few moribund and lethargic fish observed on site, 5 fish removed for a diagnostic. Fish taken for VMD sample was matured,
but otherwise feeding well and appeared healthy.

Small hole noticed on water line on one cage, staff notified. Repaired immediately with cable tie.

EC, SLI, VMD paperwork completed by ] supervised by il CNA paperwork completed by - F1 & F2 diagnostic
sampling by il F3-F5 diagnostic sampling and VMD sampling by il

2019-0045 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: 2019-0045 Site No: FS1019

Date of Visit: | 06/02/2019] Inspector(s): ! |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? N

Site Details

Total No facilities 9 Facilities stocked 9 No facilities inspected P
Species SAL WRA

Age group 2017 SOs  |Wild caught

No Fish 194,809 26,500

Mean Fish Wt 5.07kg Mixed

Next Fallow Date (Site) July 2019 Next Input Date (orte September 2019

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

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

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

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

Mortality Records
1. Mortality records available for inspection?

Y|
28/11/2017
Yﬂ

Y|
ﬂ
N/A]

—

[ Y

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

If other detail: [Billy Bowie collects skip and takes waste to dumiries.

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): E (0.02%) - 292 (O.ﬁ%) across whole site per week.

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

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked?

7=

If yes, detail:

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

2019-0045 Site Records

Page 1 of 2



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

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?
If yes, detail: [T™S
If other, detail: |
2. Medicines records available for inspection’?
3. Are records complete and correctly entered?
4. Are fish in a withdrawal period?
5. If yes, what treatment(s)? [Tms
If other, detail: |
6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Biosecurity Records

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

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

3. Any significant results?

problems in August , Hydrogen peroxide
If yes, detail (if not detailed under recent disease problems). administered to treat.

Samples taken to test for CMS in October 2018 after slighty increased mortality after a hydrol-icer treatment. Results came
back neg_;ative for CMS.

IR

Records checked between: 28/11/18-06/02/19

2019-0045 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI
Case no: J2019-0045 ]Site No: [FS1019 |Date of visit/ |  06/02/2019] 06/
Priority samples: vil— 1 eA[ 1 PA[1 MG%Q. H ]
Time sampling [ 123000 | 14:30.00 | Inspector: VMD No.
Et:::féi'::ﬁtal conditions: 1 1] | I ! s
Summary samples HsT VB2 [__ve [_ v [_JPA [__]JTotal Samples

Add Fish/Pools - click

__PooIlFish No F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 P1
[_|Fish nos 1 2 3 4 5 15 |6
Pool Group P1 P1 P1 P1 P1
Species SAL |SAL |SAL |[SAL |SAL |SAL |SAL
Average weight 3k 3kg 3k 2.5kg |4k
Sex Male [N/A Male [N/A N/A N/A  |N/A
Water Type SW SW SW SW SW SW SW
= c (= c = c =
2 S 5 S 5 S 5 S
) o 2 o 2 o 2 o
[} (1] [3] (1] [3] (7] [3] [0}
|2 @ @ @ @ 7 o o
8| stock Origin el | @ & & | &
|5 [Facility No 1 1 2 2 2 8

2019-0045 Sample_Information

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

J2/2019JAdditional Sample Information:

2019-0045 Sample_Information Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case no: [2019-0045 | Site No: FS1019 Method of kiling[ ]

06/02/2019} Inspector(s): i ]

S for strong presence: M for medium presence: W for weak presence
[Fish Number F1 F2 F3 _ |F4 F5

Sheet Relevant:D

Date of visit: |

Time sampled after death (if > 45 minutes)

o0

60

90|

120

120

External Signs

IBehaviour

Moribund

S

Lethargic

M
M

S

Hanging vertical

Spiralling

Flashing

Loss of-equilibrium

IBody

Dark

Distended abdomen

Anorexic

=

Scale Oedema

Opercula

Shortened

Flared

JHaemorrhaging

Throat

Ventrum

Base of fins

Elsewhere

JEyes

Exophthalmic

Enophthalmic (sunken)

Cataract

Haemorrhagic

Gills

Pale

Zoned

Necrotic

Lesions

Flank

Elsewhere

Vent

Inflamed

Trailing faeces

Lice Load

Estimate numbers

18

11

12

Internal Signs

Ascites

Clear

Bloody

Oedema

In tissues

Heart

Pale/anaemic

Granulomas

Deformed

Liver

Petechial haem

Gross haem

Tissue breakdown

Enlarged

Colour number(s)

Granulomas

Lesions

Pyloric caeca

Petechial haem

Tubules mauve

Lack of fat

Spleen

Enlarged

=L

Granulomas

Gut

No food present

Yellow pseudo-faeces

External haem

Internal haem

IBody wall

Haemorrhaging

Swim bladder

Haemorrhaging

Fluid filled

Kidney

Swollen

Grey

Granular

Liquefied

General

Parasites present

Anaemig

2019-0045

Clinical Score Sheet

Page 1 0of 3



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI
Case no: [2019-0045 |

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Date of visit: | 06/02/2019)

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

Fish Number

Time sampled after death (if > 45 minutes)

External Signs

IBehaviour

Moribund

Lethargic

Hanging vertical

Spiralling

Flashing

Loss of-equilibrium

IBody

Dark

Distended abdomen

Anorexic

Scale Oedema

Opercula

Shortened

Flared

JHaemorrhaging

Throat

Ventrum

Base of fins

Elsewhere

JEyes

Exophthalmic

Enophthalmic (sunken)

Cataract

Haemorrhagic

Gills

Pale

Zoned

Necrotic

Lesions

Flank

Elsewhere

Vent

Inflamed

Trailing faeces

Lice Load

Estimate numbers

Internal Signs

Ascites

Clear

Bloody

Oedema

In tissues

Heart

Pale/anaemic

Granulomas

Deformed

Liver

Petechial haem

Gross haem

Tissue breakdown

Enlarged

Colour number(s)

Granulomas

Lesions

Pyloric caeca

Petechial haem

Tubules mauve

Lack of fat

Spleen

Enlarged

Granulomas

Gut

No food present

Yellow pseudo-faeces

External haem

Internal haem

IBody wall

Haemorrhaging

Swim bladder

Haemorrhaging

Fluid filled

Kidney

Swollen

Grey

Granular

Liquefied

General

Parasites present

Anaemig

2019-0045

Clinical Score Sheet

Page 2 of 3



FHI 059, Version 12

Issued by: FHI
Additional comments:

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

[F1 matured male in poor condition, fins very damaged. -Damage to the head and snout. 18 lice of different stages
observed. F2 with damage to the eyes and some damage to the snout. F3 damage to fins and head. Matured male. F4

dorsal fin reduced to cartilidge, caudal fins severely damaged. Damage to snout. F5 mature male in general good
condition. Some fin damage but not significant. Damage to snout.

2019-0045 Clinical Score Sheet Page 3 of 3



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2019-0045 Site No: [FS1019 Insp: -
Date of Visit 06/02/201 9| No of movements/supp./dest. Score
Live fish movements 0 1-5 6-10 >10
Movements on (from out Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 14 0
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
R compartment including third country 0 9 18| 26 0
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14 0
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 10
Number of destinations 0 3 6] 10 3
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0 0
spsceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 2
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category IlI
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 3 6 0
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 4 8 0
Management practices None  Secure Unsecure
Water contacts with Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters
processors 0 1 2 1
On farm processing within |No on farm processing 0 0
the rules of the directive
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)
Processing fish from MS of equivalent status 2
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status
Processing fish from Category Il farm
Processing fish from Category V farm 10
Disposal of fish and fish by- |Site's own waste only processed. 0 0
products Common processes with other farms g3
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0 0
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5 0
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 %
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc . 1 0
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3 0
Platform access to cages |Yes 0 0
No 2 0
Total 23
Rank MEDIUM
2019-0045 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1




FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: [2019-0045 | Site No: |FS1019 |

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 during the period that
records are inspected?

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

I

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

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

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

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

Y
Y
Y
Y

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

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

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

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?

11

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)
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: 2019-0045 Site No: FS1019

Date of Visit: | 06/02/2019] Inspector: |

Point of Compliance

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

=<

Points of Compliance for Both Farm Management Agreements and Statements

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

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

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

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

Arrangements for Fish Health Management

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

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

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

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

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

Arrangements for The Management of Sea Lice

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

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

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

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

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

Live Fish Movements

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

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

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

Site No: FS1019

Case No: 2019-0045
Nature of non-compliance:
Action taken (FHI):

Non-compliance relevant to (delete): VirologyMolGen/Bacteriology/Histology/Parasitology
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FHI 059, Version 12

Issued by: FHI

Case No:J2019-0045 |Site No:
Date of visit:[06/02/2019_]inspector(s): [l_____J

FS1019

Date of issue:

08/10/2018

Point of compliance

Risk level

Satisfactory?

Requirement

Comments and advice given or action taken if necessary

ENHANCED CONTAINMENT INSPECTION (SEAWATER)

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

2019-0045

1.1. Have escape incidents or events' been experienced on or in the IN

vicinity of the site since the last MSS inspection?

If yes answer 1.2-1.8:

1.2. Have appropriate reports been made to Scottish Government  |High AAAH Regs‘ 31D,E

within 24 hours of discovery?

1.3. Have these been reported to the SSPO? and, where in Medium CoGP 4.4.37,5.4.17

existence, the local DSFB and fisheries trust?

1.4. Were methods (if any) used to recover escapees?

If yes give detail

1.5 Was the decision to attempt to recapture and the method Low CoGP 4.4.38,5.4.18

employed agreed with the local DSFB and FT

1.6. Was permission sought from Marine Scotland prior to Medium CoGP 4.4.38,5.4.18

recapture?

1.7 Were the gill nets deployed in accordance with the permission JLow CoGP 4.4.38,5.4.18

issued by Marine Scotland?

1.8. In light of the escape event, has appropriate action been taken JHigh

to prevent and minimise the risk of further escapes?

1.9. Is there a site specific contingency plan in response to failures JHigh V-

in containment, aimed at preventing escapes and recovering SSI, 2,9

escaped fish?

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

General records CoGP: 449,44.14,

2.1 With regard to each facility, net, screen and mooring at each SSI 2,1

site, a record should be maintained of:-

[Facilities Moorings Nets

a) The name of the manufacturer Low Y FY Y
b) Any special adaptations Low Y Y Y
c) The name of the supplier Low Y Y Y
d) The date of purchase Low rY |'Y I'Y
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue:
Point of compliance Risk level [Satisfactory? JRequirement Comments and advice given or action taken if necessary
e) Each inspection including
i) the name of the person conducting the inspection Low Y Y Y
ii) the date of each inspection Medium Y Y 7
iii) the place of each inspection Low Y Y Y
iv) the outcome of each inspection High Y Y Y
f) the date and result of each repair, equipment test and antifouling JHigh Y Y Y Site diary
treatment carried out
2.2. In relation to each net a record of:
i) The mesh size Medium Y SSi, 2,2
ii) The code which appears on the identification tag Medium Y
iii) The place of use, storage and disposal Medium Y
iv) The depth of water between the bottom of the net and the Low Y
seabed as measured at the mean low water spring
2.3. In relation to each facility a record of:
i) The date of construction Low Y SSI, 2,3
ii) The material used in construction Low Y
iii) Its dimensions Low Y
2.4. In relation to each mooring a record of- SSI, 24
i) The date of installation Low Y
ii) The design and weight of the anchors Low Y
iii) The length of the mooring ropes or chains Low Y
2.5. A record of any navigation markers deployed at each site at Low Y SSI, 2,5
which fish are farmed
2.6 In respect of sites at which fish are farmed in inland waters® SSI, 2,6
a) The type, method of and date of construction of any flood Low
prevention or flood defence measures in place
b) The date of and results of any tests conducted on any such Low
measures
c) The date of any incident where the site was flood Low
d) The water course height during any such flood incident Low
2.6 A record of- SSI, 2,7
a) The date of any severe weather event which caused damage |Medium V- SSI, 2,11 (a) Site diary
to any facility, net or mooring
b) Any action taken to rectify any such damage High IY SSI, 2,11 (b)

Pen and mooring systems

2019-0045

CNA SW
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FHI 059, Version 12

Issued by: FHI

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Point of compliance

Risk level |Satisfactory?|Requirement

installed?

systems?

Comments and advice given or action taken if necessary

advice?

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

2.7 Are there documented procedures maintained regarding the High Y CoGP 4.4.8,44.13 Procedure available surrounding general information for pen and

selection and installation of pens and moorings? mooring selection and instation, this is currently done by Gale Force
(external contractor) and refers to their specific prodedure which the
contractor follows.

2.8 Can the site demonstrate evidence that the design specification JHigh IV [cocP4.49 4414 Speced and installed by Gale Force

of pens and moorings are suitable for purpose and correctly

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

2.10 Are pen systems inspected and approved by suitably qualified /JHigh I~ |cocP4a4.11 staff member trained by Gale Force, company looking to get surveys

experienced person(s)? and repairs done by external company starting this year but not yet
in place.

2.11 Is there evidence of the competence of personnel involved in  JHigh IV [cocP4.4.12,44.15

the design, installation and maintenance of pen and mooring

2.12 Are pen and mooring components inspected with High Iv CoGP 4.4.16 Cages are visually inspected daily as part of normal site checks

a) a documented SOP (SOP in place). Formal inspections of surface moorings and

b) a documented inspection plan based on a risk assessment submersed moorings are compleded based on manufacturers

[2.13 Do all nets used on site meet industry standards? High IY CoGP 4.4.17 - -

2.14 Can the site demonstrate an awareness of the minimum fish High Y CoGP 4.4.19 smaller mesh nets used for cleaner fish

size in relation to net size

2.15 Does the net design, quality and standard of manufacture take [High IV~ [cocP4420 Knox nets

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

and include adequate safety margins?

2.16 Are nets treated with a UV inhibitor? Low Y CoGP 4.4.21

2.17 Are nets tested at a pre-determined frequency? High E CoGP 4.4.22

2.18 Is the method of test procedure based upon the manufacturers [High Y CoGP 4.4.22 Manufacturer also tests and maintains the nets.

2.19 Are frequent net inspections conducted to look for damage? High IV |cocP44.23 Daily inspections by site staff, nets are sent away for testinge and
cleaning after each use (currently after the cycle as mesh size not
changed).

2.20 Are net inspection records maintained? High E CoGP 4.4.23 Daily checks and knock database.

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

weighted inspected frequently?

2.22 Where damage to nets and/or associated fittings has occurred, JHigh IV |cocp442s Divers check nets every 3 weeks and make repairs.

b(ii). Inspection of records relating to training

2019-0045

CNA SW
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FHI 059, Version 12

Issued by: FHI

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Point of compliance Risk level [Satisfactory? JRequirement Comments and advice given or action taken if necessary
3.1 Are training programmes and plans relevant to the various High Y CoGP 7.1.8

onsite activities documented?

3.2 Is there a satisfactory record of all training and qualifications for JHigh I [ssi2s6a All staff have completed boat training and inhouse containment
each person working at the site in relation to any boat operations?

(This excludes well boat operations)

3.5 With respect to any transfer of or handling of fish is there a High I Jss 27,a

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

containment and prevention of escape of fish, and recovery of

escaped fish?

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

4.1 Are procedures which could increase the risk of fish escaping High IV CoGP 44.29,5412

considered to be carefully planned and supervised to minimise risk?

4.2 Before procedures are conducted on site, are the following in CoGP 4.4.30,54.13

place: SS12,7,b,SSI2,8, ¢

a) a documented risk assessments High Y

b) standard operating procedures High Y

c) contingency plan High Y

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

farmed is there a record of

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

- The type and size of any propeller guard fitted to each boat used |JLow Y SS12,6,c work boats are fitted with propeller, these are shared between
on the site several sites

4.4 Does the site suffer from regular or heavy predation? IN

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

the risk of predator attack?

4.6 Are there risk assessments undertaken on a pre-determined Low IV |cocPa42s

frequency?

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

at which fish are farmed including:

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

- The use of lethal means by any person involved in operations on JLow N/A SSI, 2,8,b

the site

4.8 Where predator nets are deployed is the advice of Annex 7 Low N/A CoGP 4.4.27 Birdnets, no submerged predator nets
considered?

2019-0045 CNA SW
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Issued by: FHI

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Point of compliance

c. Inspection of site and site equipment

Risk level

Comments and advice given or action taken if necessary

5.1 Are there any obvious containment issues on the site?

5.2 Is the net mesh size considered to be capable of containing all
fish sizes present on site?

2019-0045

High
High

Y CoGP 4.4.18

CNA SW

Small hole on the water line immediately repaired with zip tie
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

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

5.3 Do nets carry numbered ID tags? Low SSI12.2ii

Look at a percentage of nets on site - Does the net location meet JLow
the inventory?

5.4 Are nets stored away from direct sunlight? Low
5.6 Are appropriate measures in place to mitigate predation on site?
(Provide detail if necessary)

5.7 Are boat operations conducted in such a manner which prevents [High
damage to nets and pens?
5.8 Is there a requirement for navigation markers to be deployed? |JLow

CoGP 4.4.21
ADD, top nets, tension nets, seal blinds, MML

T

CoGP 4.4.28

=1

MSA® 2010 P4,
S21

5.9 If yes, has this been done in accordance with the necessary Low IV MS Marine licence
requirements?
5.10 If Yes to 5.8 is there a record of any navigation markers Low Y SSI12,5
deployed?

d. Inspection of site specific procedures

6.1 Are pen nets examined for holes, tears or damage prior to and [High N/A CoGP 4.4.31 None conducted during site inspection.
during the stocking, moving or crowding of fish?
6.2 If helicopter transfer of fish is conducted are receiving pen(s) CoGP 4.4.32
properly prepared:-
a) nets should be secure High N/A
b) pens should be marked with buoys clearly visible from the air High N/A

c) radio contact between farm staff and helicopter crew should be High N/A CoGP 4.4.33
maintained or where this is not possible, pens receiving fish should
be manned

Consideration should be given to all other site procedures being

undertaken during the visit with respect to containment and the risk
of fish farm escapes
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Issued by: FHI

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Additional actions Powers

Point of compliance Risk level

Comments and advice given or action taken if necessary

Comments and advice given or action taken if necessary

e) Collection of samples

and detail what those samples are and the purpose of their
collection

If necessary collect samples. Indicate if samples have been taken |Power granted under the Act — section 5 (3) (a)

h) Enforcement Notice.

duplicate and record detail
Guidance on completing the Enforcement Notice

If an enforcement notice has been issued then maintain a copy / Power granted under the Act — Section 6 (2)

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

escape of fish.

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

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

4 The Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009 (as amended)
5 The Marine Scotland Act 2010

2019-0045

CNA SW
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FHI 059, Version 12

Issued by: FHI

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: Date of visit:

Site No: Inspector:E

Results Summary Freq. _ Date of Notification
Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp gnd Insp

MG SAV 0/1

MG ISA 0/1

MG IHN 0/1

MG VHS 0/1

MG IPN 0/1

ADHE 2/5

PMCH 5/5

SKIN 2/5

HPAT 2/5

VSPE 3/5

VIS 1/5

-Report §ummary

Case Type Date Insp

[ECI, SLI, VMD 12/02/2019

CNA 22/02/2019

DIA 12/03/2019
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The Scottish Salmon Company
1 Smithy Lane

Lochgilphead

Argyll

PA31 8TA

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusiNEss NO FB0169 DATEOF VISIT  06/02/2019
SITE NO FS1019 SITE NAME Strondoir Bay

INsSPECTOR CASE No 20190045

Section 1: Summary

During a routine site inspection moribund fish were observed on site and five fish were removed
for diagnostic sampling.

Histopathology examination revealed lesions at the level of the integument showing high numbers
of mixed bacteria (likely secondary infection) and mild skeletal muscle necrosis. This may be
associated with physical damage. Mild myocarditis was also noted.

Vibrio spp. isolates and Moritella viscosa were isolated. At the level of growth observed the
bacteria are not considered to be the primary source of morbidity.

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

Section 2: Case Detail

Observations

At the time of the visit the site was stocked with 194,000 2017 SOs and wrasse cleaner fish.
Mortality levels were not particularly elevated on site, however upon inspection of the pens a
number of poor doing fish were observed near the surface in several cages. Most poor doing fish
appeared to have sustained some physical damage and seemed to be early maturing fish also
referred to as grilse. Several fish were removed and sampled for diagnostic purposes.

All fish removed for diagnostic sampling were lethargic and moribund and all but one appeared to
be considerably below the site’s average weight (F5). All fish sampled apart from F5 had
considerable external damage to fins and the head. F1 and F3 were anorexic and F3 also had a
slightly shortened operculum. The gills were pale in F4 and F5; and zoned in F1 and F3. Lesions
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were observed on the flank in F4 and on or near the head in F1 and F3. Estimated lice numbers
of all stages of between 11-18 were observed on F1, F3 and F5.

Internally F3 had bloody ascites and F1 had small areas of haemorrhaging on the liver, with the
liver appearing pale in F1, F3 and F4. The liver of F2 appeared darker. Lack of fat around the
pyloric caeca was observed in F1 and the spleen appeared enlarged in F1 and F2. Yellow
pseudo faeces were present in F1. Generally internally signs of maturity were evident in all fish
examined.

Samples

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

Fish Pool Facility , -
number number number Species Stage Origin
F1-F2 P1 1 Atlantic salmon 20157kgSOS, Russelburn
F3-F5 P1 2 Atlantic salmon 20157k§05, Russelburn

Results

Bacteriology: Kidney, gill and lesion material from 5 fish was inoculated onto appropriate media
for the isolation of bacteria.

The following bacteria were isolated:

e Vibrio spp.: F1-F2 (kidney), F3 (lesion), F1 (gill)
e Moritella viscosa isolated from F3 (lesion)

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

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

Histology: Tissue samples of gill, skin and skeletal muscle, heart, pyloric caeca, pancreas, hind
gut, liver, spleen and kidney were taken from five fish. The tissue samples were fixed in 10%
neutral buffered formalin.

Histopathological examination by light microscopy revealed the following:

Gill: Some multifocal basal interlamellar hyperplasia (F2), F3 showed mild diffuse interlamellar
hyperplasia and in F5 was noted several scattered thrombi with lamellar epithelial hyperplasia,
increase number of eosinophilic granular cells (EGC) at the centre of the gill filament (F2). Some
tip clubbing also noted in all gills. One aneurysmal dilation/telangiectasia (F1). Lamellar
congestion and free blood among gill filaments noted in all fish and generalised epithelial lifting
noted in all fish likely associated with post-mortem artefact.

Skin & Muscle: Lesions (F1 & F4) showed partial to total absence of epidermal layer, dermal
oedema with mild leukocyte cell infiltration and melamine deposits along the external face of the
dermal layer. High numbers of mixed bacteria that stained Gram negative were also noted in the
dermis and hypodermis. Some red skeletal muscle necrosis was also noted in F4.
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Heart: Mild leukocyte cell infiltration and few shrunken myofibres at the spongy layer of ventricle
(F1 & F3). Mild pericarditis (F4). F2: no atrium in section.

Gut and pyloric caeca: Hindgut of F1 showed presence of some bacteria within the lumen. Lack of
abdominal adipose tissue noted in F1 and F3. Some fibrous adhesions likely associated with
vaccine administration noted in F5. Mild cell sloughing (likely associate with post-mortem
artefact).

Pancreas: Within the normal range.

Liver: Mild diffuse haptic vacuolation (F1), few scattered apoptotic cells (F3) and some capillary
congestion noted in F2.

Kidney: Scattered shrunk glomeruli and slightly increase numbers of melanomagrophage noted
in F4.

Spleen: Some fibrous adhesions likely associated with vaccine administration noted in F3.
Slightly congested noted in F5.

Signed: _ Date: 12/03/2019

Fish Health Inspector

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

Argyll
PA31 8TA
I
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR
BusINESs NO FB0169 DATE OF VISIT 06/02/2019
SITE NO FS1019 SITE NAME Strondoir Bay
INsPECTOR CAsE No 20190045

ENHANCED CONTAINMENT INSPECTION

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

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

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

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

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

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

b)ii) Inspection of records relating to training

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

bliii) Inspection of records relating to procedures and risk assessments

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

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




c) Inspection of site and site equipment

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

d) Inspection of site specific procedures

Site specific procedures were not taking place at the time of the visit and could not be observed.

Further Action

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

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

Signed: _ Date: 22/02/2019

Fish Health Inspector

The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available on the
Marine Scotland website at www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/Fish-Shellfish/FHI/charter
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FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR
BUSINESS NO FB0169 DATE OF VISIT 06/02/2019
SITE NO FS1019 SITE NAME Strondoir Bay
INsSPECTOR I CAsSE NO 20190045

Inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009

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

All epidemiological units were inspected. On this occasion, samples were taken for diagnostic
purposes. A separate report will be issued detailing the results of these tests.

Records

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

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

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

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

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

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

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




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

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

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

e For the records of fish waste removed from the site, the destination was missing from one
record.

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

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

Medicine records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

Samples were taken to be analysed for veterinary residues.

Inspection under the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act 2007

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

escapes.

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

An enhanced containment inspection was conducted. A separate report will be issued in due
course.

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: 12/02/2019

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

R25
Marine Laboratory, 375 Victoria Road, Aberdeen, AB11 9DB
Tel - 0131 244 3498 Fax - 0131 244 0944 Email - ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
Website -_www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/science
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: Date of visit:
Time spent on site: 14 h | Main Inspector: E

Site No: [SS0451 | Site Name: Troustan

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

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

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

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

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

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

Z1Z1 21 2

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

2019-0046 Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



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

Additional Case Information:

16 bags. Total weight: 19.2 tonnes.
All bags inspected at shorebase prior to loading on transport lorry.

No other bivalve species observed. Mussels fairly clean but some fouling observed.

Certificate issued. Ref no. INTRA.GB.2019.0003290 (MD19-015).

Bags inspected and certificate completed by Jjjij Case sheet completed by ] supervised byl

Paperwork completed by ], under ] supervision.

2019-0046 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2019-0046 Site No: SS0451

Date of Visit: | 07/02/2019] Inspector(s): ! |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? N

Site Details

Total No facilities 10lines Facilities stocked Z1ines No facilities inspected I°

Species MED

Age group 2018

No Fish 20,000kg

Mean Fish Wt 15-20mm

Next Fallow Date (Site) next week Next Input Date (ofte) natural spattall

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

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection? I Y|
2. Date of last inspection: |07/08/2018

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

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

Mortality Records

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

If other detail: [Empty shells fall to the seabed and are not collected.

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

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

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

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

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

2019-0046 Site Records Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

|

If yes, detail: |

If other, detail: |

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

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

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Biosecurity Records
1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

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

increased (unexplained) mortality at the site been included?

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

health status, certification if required)?

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

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

aquaculture animals held on site?

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

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

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

J 000 DOOIL

Records checked between: 07/08/18-07/02/19

2019-0046 Site Records

Page 2 of 2



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

Case No: 2019-0046 Date of visit:} 07/02/2019
Site No: SS0451 Inspector:E
Results Summary Freq. u _ Date of Notification
Database |[Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
-Report §ummary
Ese Type Date Insp 2" |ns
MOV 12/02/2019- E

2019-0046 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Scottish Government
Riaghaltas na h-Alba
gov.scot

marinescotland S
N

Loch Striven Mussel Farms Ltd
The Point Ardtaraig Estate
Loch Striven

Argyll

PA23 8RG

L
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusiINEss No SB0530 DATE oF VisIT 07/02/2019
SITE NO SS0451 SITE NAME Troustan

InsrecTor [ CAse No 20190046

Inspection for placing on the market in the EU

In accordance with the Trade in Animals and Related Products (Scotland) Regulations 2012 and
European Community Council Directive 2006/88/EC, the above site was visited and a
consignment of mussel spat for placing on the market in the Republic of Ireland was inspected.
Health certificates were issued which must travel with the consignments to the destination. The
official authority in the importing country has been notified.

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

Signed: _ Date: 12/02/2019

Fish Health Inspector

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

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

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




FHI 059, Version 12

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

Case No: 2019-0053 Date of visit: | 07/02/2019
Time spent on site: |?5hrs | Main Inspector: E
Site No: FS0894 | Site Name: [Rubha Stillaig

Business No: FBO169 Business Name: The Scottish Salmon Company

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

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed D
Observations: Region: ST Water type: S CoGP MA M-42
Dead/weak/abnormally behaving fish present? Y |If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.
Clinical signs of disease observed? N |If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.
Gross pathology observed? N |If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.
Diagnostic samples taken? N

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

2019-0053

Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



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

After current cycle, it is unknown whether or not this site will be used again. TBC.

Morts are transported to Stronachullin shore base to be collected.

Visibility good, but fish were sitting in deeper water so difficult to see. Fish that were seen appeared healthy, including sample
taken for VMD.

Two salmon mortalities and one ballen wrasse mortality noticed floating on the surface of one cage, staff were notified and fish
were removed. These were thought to be due to recent handling of the cage.

Paperwork completed by i .supervised by i VMD sampling by Il

2019-0053 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2019-0053 Site No: FS0894

Date of Visit: | 07/02/2019] Inspector(s): ! |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? Y

Site Details

Total No facilities 10 Facilities stocked / No facilities inspected [1U
Species SAL WRA

Age group 2017 SOs  |Wild caught

No Fish 105,206 |13,000

Mean Fish Wt 465kg  |Mixed

Next Fallow Date (Site) Apri 2019 Next Input Date (ofte) No plans

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

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection?
2. Date of last inspection: 15/02/2017

Y|
3. Are records complete and correctly entered? (
Y
Y

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

Transport Records

1. Are any movements carried out by (or on behalf) of the business (not using a STB)? ;l

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? rWhoIe fish - Dundas Chemicals
If other detail:
3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? Y|
SAL: Between 41-213 (0.03-0.14%) across whole site per week. WRS: 0-36 (0

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): 0.33%) across whole site per week.
5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities? | Y|
If yes, facility nos/no mortality per facility/no stock per facility/reason:

rWeek 3 morts reached 213 (0.14%) across whole site. This was due to a recent hydrolicer treatment. YI
6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked? |

Previosuly, in week 41 (2018), morts reached 1,158 (0.54%) across whole site. 6 cages hydroliced,

If yes, detail: |thou$ht to be due to this.
7. Have increased (unexplained) mortalities been reported to vet or FHT? 1 N/A]
If yes, detail action: |
8. Have 'mortality events' been reported to FHI? If no, add MRT case and enter on mortality events sheet. N/A]

2019-0053 Site Records Page 1 of 2



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

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

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

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

4. Are fish in a withdrawal period?

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

Biosecurity Records

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

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

1J LU0 OO

3. Any significant results? N|
If yes, detail (if not detailed under recent disease problems). |
|
Records checked between: 15/02/2017-07/02/19 |

2019-0053 Site Records Page 2 of 2



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

Case no: [2019-0053 _ ]Site No: [FS0894 |Date of visit [ 07/02/2019]

Priority samples: vil— 1 eA[ 1 PA[1 MG%Q. H ]

Time sampling [ 13.0000 | 13:15:00 | Inspector: VMD No. m
Et::féi'::ﬁtal conditions: 1[indoors} 1] | I ! s

Summary samples HIST DBA DMG DVI DPA DTotal Samples

Add Fish/Pools - click

[ [Pool/Fish No
Efish nos F1
Pool Group
Species SAL
Average weight 4.65kg |
Sex N/A
Water Type SW
J=
@ =
2 58
10 8 D
8| Stock Origin S=
,% acllity No 8

2019-0053 Sample_Information Page 1 of 2



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

2019-0053 Sample_Information Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2019-0053 Site No: [FS0894 Insp: -
Date of Visit 07/02/201 9| No of movements/supp./dest. Score
Live fish movements 0 1-5 6-10 >10
Movements on (from out Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 14 0
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
R compartment including third country 0 9 18| 26
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14 0
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 10
Number of destinations 0 3 6] 10 3
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0
spsceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 2
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category IlI
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 3 6
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 4 8
Management practices None  Secure Unsecure
Water contacts with Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters
processors 0 1 2 1
On farm processing within |No on farm processing 0 0
the rules of the directive
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)
Processing fish from MS of equivalent status 2
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status
Processing fish from Category Il farm
Processing fish from Category V farm 10
Disposal of fish and fish by- |Site's own waste only processed. 0
products Common processes with other farms g3 3
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0 0
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 1
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 % 1
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc . 1
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3
Platform access to cages |Yes 0 0
No 2
Total 21
Rank MEDIUM
2019-0053 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1




FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: [2019-0053 | Site No: |FS0894 |

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 during the period that
records are inspected?

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

I

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

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

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

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

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

<[<] <

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

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

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

If other, detail below:

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

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

1 [ L]

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

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

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

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

11

2019-0053 CNI & SLI Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: 2019-0053 Site No: FS0894

Date of Visit: | 07/02/2019) Inspector: |

Point of Compliance

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

=<

Points of Compliance for Both Farm Management Agreements and Statements

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

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

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

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

Arrangements for Fish Health Management

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

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

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

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

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

Arrangements for The Management of Sea Lice

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

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

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

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

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

Live Fish Movements

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

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

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

Case No: 2019-0053 Date of visit:} 07/02/2019
Site No: FS0894 Inspector:E
Results Summary Freq. u _ Date of Notification
Database |[Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
-Report §ummary
Case Type Date Insp 2" |ns
ECI, CNI, SLI, VMD 12/02/2019- =

2019-0053 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

I

The Scottish Salmon Company
1 Smithy Lane

Lochgilphead

Argyll
PA31 8TA
I
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR
BUSINESS NO FB0169 DATE OF VISIT 07/02/2019
SITE NO FS0894 SITE NAME Rubha Stillaig
INsSPECTOR I CAsSE NO 20190053

Inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009

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

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

Records

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

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

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

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

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

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

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




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

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

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

Medicine records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

Samples were taken to be analysed for veterinary residues.

Inspection under the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act 2007

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

escapes.

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

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

Signed: - Date: 12/02/2019

Fish Health Inspector

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

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

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




FHI 059, Version 12

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

Case No: 2019-0060 Date of visit: | 25/02/2019
Time spent on site: |T‘5 hours | Main Inspector: E
Site No: FS0575 | Site Name: [Ormsary Smolt Unit

Business No: FBO061 Business Name: Landcatch Natural Selection Ltd

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

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed E
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:

2019-0060

Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12

Additional Case Information:

Mortalities:

S1:
SO:

S1:
SO:

S1:
SO:

S1:
SO:

SO0s brought onto site in January 2019.

3632 (0.21%)
8366 (0.24%)

2889 (0.7%)
19407 (0.55%)

2630 (0.15%)
38550 (1.12%)

5204 (0.31%)
14396 (0.46%)

Issued by: FHI

Formalin prescribed and administered under CASCADE.

Fish sampled for VMD appeared healthy.
Small number of morts observed at screens in tanks. No moribund fish or clinical signs observed.

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

18/02/2019

11/02/2019

04/02/2019

28/01/2019

Paperwork and inspection completed by i, observed by Jjij. VMD sampling completed by ] and il

2019-0060

Additional Information

Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: 2019-0060 Site No: FS0575
Date of Visit: | 25/02/2019) Inspector(s): ! |

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

Site Details
Total No facilities 108 Facilities stocked 9/ No facilities inspected 108
Species SAL SAL

Age group 2019 SO 2019 S1
No Fish 3,354,209 |1,694,894

Mean Fishwt |49 80.3g
Next Fallow Date (Site) No fallow Next Input Date (ofte) March/April 2019

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? Y]Any escapes (since last visit)? IN
If yes, detail: |Nothing in S1. Some Fungus in SOs

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection? I Y|
2. Date of last inspection: Imms
3. Are records complete and correctly entered? (
4. Are movement records available for dead fish and waste? N/A|
5. Are records complete and correctly entered? N/A]
6. Are health certificates for introductions (outwith GB) available? N/A|

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

Mortality Records

1. Mortality records available for inspection? | Y
2. How are mortalities disposed of? |Incinerated - on site
If other detail:
3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | Y|
See additional comments. SOs mostly attributed to post transfer and runt

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): stock.
5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities? | N|
If yes, facility nos/no mortality per facility/no stock per facility/reason:

|
6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked? | N/A]
If yes, detail: |
7. Have increased (unexplained) mortalities been reported to vet or FHI? | N/A]
If yes, detail action: | _ _
8. Have 'mortality events' been reported to FHI? If no, add MRT case and enter on mortality events sheet. | N/A]

2019-0060 Site Records Page 1 of 2
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1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

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

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

4. Are fish in a withdrawal period?

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

Biosecurity Records

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

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

1J LU0 OO

3. Any significant results? N|
If yes, detail (if not detailed under recent disease problems). |
|
Records checked between: 6/11/18-25/02/19 |

2019-0060 Site Records Page 2 of 2



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

Case no: [2019-0060  ]Site No: [FS0575 |Date of visit! [ 25/02/2019]

Priority samples: vil— 1 eA[ 1 PA[1 MG%Q. H ]

Time sampling [ 163000 | 17:.00.00 | Inspector: E VMD No.
Enronmentalcondions: 5] 2—] 1 ] ]

Summary samples HsT [ B2 [ ve [ v [__JPA [[___]Jrotal Samples

Add Fish/Pools - click

[ [Pool/Fish No
Fish nos 1-4 5-8 9-12 113-16 |17-20 [21-24 |25-28 [29-32 |33-36 |37-40 |41-44 14548
Pool Group
Species SAL |SAL |SAL [SAL [SAL [SAL |SAL |SAL |SAL [SAL ISAL |SAL
Average weight 0.0800] 0.0800} 0.0800( 0.0800] 0.0800] 0.0800] 0.0800( 0.0800] 0.0800] 0.0800] 0.0800{ 0.0800
Sex NA_ INA_INA INA - INA - INA - IN/A INA - INJA- [N/A [NIA [NVA
Water Type FW FW FW FW FW FW FW FW FW FW FW FW
> > > o > > - > > > > >
o [ Q () o [0} o [0} [0} o [0} (]
S S S S S S S S S S S S
© © © © © © © © © © © ©
» Ei= I Ei= I Ei= I Ei= I Ei= I Ei= I
© > > > > > > > > > - > >
0] © @ @© @ @ @ @ [ @ @© @ @
| (@) (2] (2] (2] (2] (2] [2] (7] [2] (2] 1] (2] [2]
< iy E £ B £ B £ B £ E E E| E
8|Stock Origin __O ol o| o o ol © o ol O o o
| |Facility No E5 E7 B1 B4 A3 A6 E1 E8 E15 |E16 |A4 E20

2019-0060 Sample_Information Page 1 of 2
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Additional Sample Information:

49-52

SAL
0.0800
/A
FW

Ormsary Hatchery

2019-0060 Sample_Information Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2019-0060 Site No: |[FS0575 Insp: -
Date of Visit 25/02/201 9| No of movements/supp./dest. Score
Live fish movements 0 1-5 6-10 >10
Movements on (from out Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 14 0
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
R compartment including third country 0 9 18| 26 0
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14 0
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 10
Number of destinations 0 3 6] 10 6
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0 0
spsceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 1
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category IlI
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 3 6 0
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 4 8 0
Management practices None  Secure Unsecure
Water contacts with Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters
processors 0 1 2 0
On farm processing within |No on farm processing 0 0
the rules of the directive
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)
Processing fish from MS of equivalent status 2
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status
Processing fish from Category Il farm
Processing fish from Category V farm 10
Disposal of fish and fish by- |Site's own waste only processed. 0 0
products Common processes with other farms g3
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0 0
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5 0
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 %
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc . 1 0
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3 0
Platform access to cages |Yes 0 0
No 2 0
20]
MEDIUM
2019-0060 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: [2019-0060 | Site No: |FS0575 |

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 during the period that
records are inspected?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Top nets, electric fence

If other, detail below:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

2019-0060 CNI & SLI Page 1 of 1



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

Site No: FS0575

Case No: 2019-0060
Nature of non-compliance:
Action taken (FHI):

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

2019-0060 Sample Condition Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2019-0060 Date of visit:] 25/02/2019
Site No: FS0575 Inspector:E
Results Summary Freq. u _ Date of Notification
Database |[Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
-Report §ummary
Case Type Date Insp 2" |ns
ECI, CNI, VMD 01/03/2019- =

2019-0060 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1



Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

Landcatch Natural Selection Ltd
Ormsary Fish Farm
Lochgilphead

Argyll
PA31 8PE
]
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR
BusINEsSs NO FB0061 DATE OF VISIT 25/02/2019
SITE NO FS0575 SITENAME  Ormsary Smolt Unit
INsPECTOR CAsE No 20190060

Inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009

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

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

Records

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

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

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

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

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

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




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

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

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

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

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

On this occasion the site was found to be satisfactory.

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

Signed: Date: 01/03/2019
Fish Health Inspector

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

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

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



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

Case No: 2019-0061 Date of visit: | 25/02/2019
Time spent on site: F‘S hours | Main Inspector: E
Site No: FS0681 Site Name: [Ormsary Hatchery

Business No: FBO061 Business Name: Landcatch Natural Selection Ltd

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

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed E
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:

2019-0061 Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



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

Additional Case Information:
Stock on site currently hatching.
Some post hatch mortalities observed, low mortality % no clinical signs observed.

Water treated with Formalin up to twice a week to prevent fungal infections.

Paperwork and inspection completed b jilj- Observed byl

2019-0061 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2019-0061 Site No: FS0681

Date of Visit: | 25/02/2019) Inspector(s): ! |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? Y

Site Details

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

Age group S12020

No Fish 2,339,989

Mean Fish Wt Ova

Next Fallow Date (Site) June 2019 Next Input Date (orte September 2019

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

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: |23/02/2018
3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

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

Mortality Records
1. Mortality records available for inspection?

1] (I

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

If other detail:

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | Y|
4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): 116,068 - 0.4% across whole site (post hatch mortality)

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

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

7=

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

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

2019-0061 Site Records Page 1 of 2



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

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

If yes, detail: Formalin
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)? [Formalin
If other, detail: |
6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Biosecurity Records

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

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

1J LU0 OO

3. Any significant results? N|
If yes, detail (if not detailed under recent disease problems). |
|
Records checked between: 23/02/18-25/02/19 |

2019-0061 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2019-0061 Site No: |[FS0681 Insp: -
Date of Visit 25/02/201 9| No of movements/supp./dest. Score
Live fish movements 0 1-5 6-10 >10
Movements on (from out Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 14 0
with _GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
R compartment including third country 0 9 18| 26 18
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14 5
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 10
Number of destinations 0 3 6] 10 3
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0 0
spsceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 1
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category IlI
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 3 6 0
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 4 8 0
Management practices None  Secure Unsecure
Water contacts with Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters
processors 0 1 2 0
On farm processing within |No on farm processing 0 0
the rules of the directive
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)
Processing fish from MS of equivalent status 2
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status
Processing fish from Category Il farm
Processing fish from Category V farm 10
Disposal of fish and fish by- |Site's own waste only processed. 0 0
products Common processes with other farms g3
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0 0
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5 0
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 %
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of N
footbaths etc ° 1 0
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3 0
Platform access to cages |Yes 0 0
No 2 0
Total @
Rank
2019-0061 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: [2019-0061 | Site No: |FS0681 |

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 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? N/A

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

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

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

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

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

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

2019-0061 CNI & SLI Page 1 of 1
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Site No: FS0681

Case No: 2019-0061
Nature of non-compliance:
Action taken (FHI):

Non-compliance relevant to (delete): VirologyMolGen/Bacteriology/Histology/Parasitology
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Case No: 2019-0061 Date of visit:] 25/02/2019
Site No: FS0681 Inspector:E
Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp

-Report §ummary
Case Type Date Insp

C . 2" |ns
ECI, CNI 01/03/2019- =

2019-0061 Result & Report summary Page 1 of 1
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Landcatch Natural Selection Ltd
Ormsary Fish Farm
Lochgilphead
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PA31 8PE
]
FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT
SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR
BusINEsSs NO FB0061 DATE OF VISIT 25/02/2019
SITE NO FS0681 SITENAME  Ormsary Hatchery
INsPECTOR CAsE No 20190061

Inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009

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

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

Records

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

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

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

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

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

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

Inspection under the 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: 01/03/2019
Fish Health Inspector

The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available on the
Marine Scotland website at www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/Fish-Shellfish/FHIl/charter
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FHI 059, Version 12

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

Case No: 2019-0062 Date of visit: | 26/02/2019
Time spent on site: |T‘5 hours | Main Inspector: E
Site No: FS0468 Site Name: LCoch Tralaig

Business No: FB0134 Business Name: Kames Fish Farming Ltd

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

Water Temp (°C):E Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed E
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:

2019-0062
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

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

All waste held at Kames Bay Pier, prior to being transported to Energen for disposal..
Fungus has been present on site during cycle, treated with formalin.

5 morts observed across site, no moribund fish or clinical signs observed.
Fish sampled for VMD appeared healthy.

Paperwork inspection and VMD sampling completed by i Observed by il

2019-0062 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: 2019-0062 Site No: FS0468
Date of Visit: | 26/02/2019] Inspector(s): ! |

Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? t
Site Details
Total No facilities 0 Facilities stocked S No facilities inspected F
Species SAL
Age group S1

No Fish 163,249
Mean Fishwt  |67-69
Next Fallow Date (Site) Apri 2019 Next Input Date (ofte) August/September

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: |13/02/2018
3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

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

Transport Records

1. Are any movements carried out by (or on behalf) of the business (not using a STB)? ;l

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

1. Mortality records available for inspection? I_v'
2. How are mortalities disposed of? |I-3iog_;as - Energen, Cumbernauld
If other detail:
3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | Y|
4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): [2937 (1.8%) across whole site over 4 weeks. Attributed to fungus.
5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities? | N|
If yes, facility nos/no mortality per facility/no stock per facility/reason:

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

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

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

2019-0062 Site Records Page 1 of 2



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

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

If yes, detail: Formalin & TMS
If other, detail: |
2. Medicines records available for inspection’?

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

4. Are fish in a withdrawal period?

5. If yes, what treatment(s)? |I-=onnalin, TM.S.
If other, detail: |
6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Biosecurity Records

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

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

1J LU0 OO

3. Any significant results? N|
If yes, detail (if not detailed under recent disease problems). |
|
Records checked between: 13/02/18 - 26/02/19 |

2019-0062 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI
Case no: [2019-0062 _ ]Site No: [FS0468 |Date of visitt [ 26/02/2019]
Sampling:
Time sampling 13:30:00 | 13:45.00 | Inspector: E VMD No.
starts/ends:
Environmental conditions: 1 ZE 3: 4: 5:
Summary samples HIST DBA DMG DVI DPA DTotal Samples
Add Fish/Pools - click
[ [Pool/Fish No
[_|Fish nos 112 [13-24
Pool Group
Species SAL |[SAL
Average weight 0.0600] 0.0600
Sex N/A_ [N/A
Water Type FW FW
= >
(0} Q
{= <
[&] O
© ©
© T T
5 s 5
S| stock Origin o o
|3 [Factiy No AF2_|AF5

2019-0062

Sample_Information

Date of issue: 08/10/2018
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Additional Sample Information:
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2019-0062 Site No: |[FS0468 Insp: -
Date of Visit 26/02/201 9| No of movements/supp./dest. Score
Live fish movements 0 1-5 6-10 >10
Movements on (from out Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 14 0
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
R compartment including third country 0 9 18| 26 0
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14 0
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 3
Number of destinations 0 3 6] 10 3
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0 0
spsceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 1
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category IlI
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 3 6 0
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 4 8 0
Management practices None  Secure Unsecure
Water contacts with Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters
processors 0 1 2 0
On farm processing within |No on farm processing 0 0
the rules of the directive
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk) 0
Processing fish from MS of equivalent status 2
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status 0
Processing fish from Category Il farm 0
Processing fish from Category V farm 10 0
Disposal of fish and fish by- |Site's own waste only processed. 0 0
products Common processes with other farms g3 0
Collection point for waste from other farms 5 0
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0 0
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5 0
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 1
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 % 1
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc . 1 0
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3 3
Platform access to cages |Yes 0 0
No 2 0
Total 12
Rank LOW
2019-0062 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1




FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: [2019-0062 | Site No: |FS0468 |

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 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)

Tension nets, top nets, predator nets (when required), electric fencing (to deter otters)

If other, detail below:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

2019-0062 CNI & SLI Page 1 of 1



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

Site No: FS0468

Case No: 2019-0062
Nature of non-compliance:
Action taken (FHI):

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

2019-0062 Sample Condition Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2019-0062 Date of visit:] 26/02/2019
Site No: FS0468 Inspector:E
Results Summary Freq. u _ Date of Notification
Database |[Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
-Report §ummary
Case Type Date Insp 2" |ns
ECI, CNI, VMD 01/03/2019- =
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Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

Kames Fish Farming Ltd
Kilmelford

Oban

Argyll

PA34 4XA

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusIiINEss NO FB0134 DATE OF VISIT 26/02/2019
SITE NO FS0468 SITENAME  Loch Tralaig
INsPECTOR CAsE No 20190062

Inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009

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

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

Records

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

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

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

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

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

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




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

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

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

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

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

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

On this occasion the site was found to be satisfactory.

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

Signed: Date: 01/03/2019
Fish Health Inspector

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

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

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



FHI 059, Version 12

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

Case No: 2019-0063 Date of visit: | 26/02/2019
Time spent on site: I3 hours | Main Inspector: E
Site No: FS0269 Site Name: Kames Hatchery

Business No: FB0134 Business Name: Kames Fish Farming Ltd

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

Water Temp (°C): Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed E
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:

2019-0063

Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

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

Waste taken to Kames Bay Pier for storage prior to being transported to Energen for disposal.
Majority of mortalities was associated with RTFS, second to deformaties in ova.

3 morts observed across site, no moribund fish or clinical signs observed.

Paperwork and inspection completed by jjjij- Observed by il

2019-0063 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2019-0063 Site No: FS0269

Date of Visit: | 26/02/2019] Inspector(s): ! |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? Y

Site Details

Total No facilities ) Facilities stocked 10 No facilities inspected [1°
Species RTR RTR

Age group 2019 2018

No Fish 80,000 40,000

Mean Fish Wt Ova 1509

Next Fallow Date (Site) N/A Next Input Date (orte arc 9

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

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: |13/02/2018
3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

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

Mortality Records
1. Mortality records available for inspection?

2. How are mortalities disposed of? |TBiogas - Energen, Cumbernauld
If other detail: B

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

Fish - 170 (0.42%) across whole site; Ova - 2,314 (2.8%) across whole site
4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): (post hatch mortality).

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

LI (T

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

If yes, detail: |

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

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

2019-0063 Site Records Page 1 of 2



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

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

If other, detail: |

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

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Biosecurity Records

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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?

IR

3. Any significant results? N|
If yes, detail (if not detailed under recent disease problems). |
|
Records checked between: 13/02/18 - 26/02/19 |

2019-0063 Site Records Page 2 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case Number: 2019-0063 Site No: |[FS0269 Insp: -
Date of Visit 26/02/201 9| No of movements/supp./dest. Score
Live fish movements 0 1-5 6-10 >10
Movements on (from out Frequency of movements on from equivalent MS 0 5 10 14 5
with GB) of susceptible Frequency of movements on from equivalent zone or
R compartment including third country 0 9 18| 26 0
Number of suppliers 0 5 10 14 5
Movements off Frequency of movements off 0 3 6 10 3
Number of destinations 0 3 6] 10 3
Exposure via water Site contacts 0 1-5 6-10
Water contacts with other |Farm is protected (secure water supply through
farms (holding species disinfection or borehole) 0 0
spsceptible to same Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category |
diseases) farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 2 4 1
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category IlI
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 3 6 0
Farm is on-line or in a coastal zone with category V
farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion 1 4 8 0
Management practices None  Secure Unsecure
Water contacts with Any processing plant discharging into adjacent waters
processors 0 1 2 0
On farm processing within |No on farm processing 0 0
the rules of the directive
Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)
Processing fish from MS of equivalent status 2
Processing fish from zone or compartment of
equivalent status
Processing fish from Category Il farm
Processing fish from Category V farm 10
Disposal of fish and fish by- |Site's own waste only processed. 0 0
products Common processes with other farms g3
Collection point for waste from other farms 5
Use of unpasteurised feeds |No feeding of unpasteurised feed 0 0
Feeding unpasteurised feed 5 0
Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2o0r3 24
Contacts with other sites Sites operating from single shorebase 0 1 2 1
Sites sharing staff and equipment 0 1 % 1
Disinfection of equipment |Yes 0 0
between sites, use of
footbaths etc . 1 0
CoGP/Regulator
Practices in accordance Yes 0 0
with regulator or industry
code of practice No 3 3
Platform access to cages |Yes 0 0
No 2 0
Total 25|
Rank MEDIUM
2019-0063 Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 1




FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Case No: [2019-0063 | Site No: |FS0269 |

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 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 indoors.

If other, detail below:

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

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

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

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

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

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

9. What action was taken to prevent and minimise the risk of further escapes? (Not covered in code but could
be considered under satisfactory measures of the Act) |
10. Is the site inspected as satisfactory with regards to containment? If no, please detail reason(s) [Y
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Site No: FS0269

Case No: 2019-0063
Nature of non-compliance:
Action taken (FHI):

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

Case No: 2019-0063 Date of visit:] 26/02/2019

Site No: FS0269 Inspector:E

Results Summary Freq. u _ Date of Notification

Database |[Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp

-Report §ummary
Ease Type Date Insp 2" |ns

ECI, CNI 01/03/2019

MIX 01/03/2019=
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Riaghaltas na h-Alba

marine SCOtIand W Scottish Government
. | gov.scot

Kames Fish Farming Ltd
Kilmelford

Oban

Argyll

PA34 4XA

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusIiINEss NO FB0134 DATE OF VISIT 26/02/2019
SITE NO FS0269 SITENAME  Kames Hatchery
INsPECTOR CAsE No 20190063

Inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009

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

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

Records

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

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

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

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

Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained.

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




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

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

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

Inspection under the 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: 01/03/2019
Fish Health Inspector

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

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

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



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

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

Site No: [SS0451 | Site Name: Troustan

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

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

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

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

Gross pathology observed?

Diagnostic samples taken?

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

Z1Z1 21 2

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

2019-0066 Case Sheet Page 1 of 1



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018
Additional Case Information:
Export from Troustan to Ireland. Health Certificate no. INTRA.GB.2019.0004168, Local Reference no. MD19/019

16 bags (approx 19,000 kg) of mussels for export. These 16 bags reportedly fallowed the site and new lines to be put out to

catch settlement in spring/summer 2019. Bags inspected at the shorebase. From the stock observed the mussels were clean
and appeared in good condition.

2019-0066 Additional Information Page 1 of 1



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

Case No: 2019-0066 Site No: SS0451

Date of Visit: | 14/02/2019} Inspector(s): ! |
Registration/Authorisation Details

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

2. Changes made to details? N

Site Details

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

Species Fallow

Age group

No Fish

Mean Fish Wt

Next Fallow Date (Site) Fallowed Next Input Date (orte Spring/summer 2019 settlement
Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? NJAny escapes (since last visit)? N/A

If yes, detail: |

Movement Records

1. Movement records available for inspection? I Y|
2. Date of last inspection: |07/02/2019

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

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

Mortality Records

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

If other detail: |Seabed _

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered? | Y|
4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks): INo mortalities observed since previous inspection

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

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

7=

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

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

2019-0066 Site Records Page 1 of 2



FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI

1. Recent treatments (last 4 wks)?

Date of issue: 08/10/2018

|

If yes, detail: |

If other, detail: |

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

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

If other, detail: |

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Biosecurity Records
1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

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

increased (unexplained) mortality at the site been included?

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

health status, certification if required)?

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

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

aquaculture animals held on site?

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

If no, detail: |

Results of Surveillance

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

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

J 00U DOUI

Records checked between: 07/02/19 to 14/02/19

2019-0066 Site Records
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FHI 059, Version 12 Issued by: FHI Date of issue: 08/10/2018

Case No: 2019-0066 Date of visit:] 14/02/2019
Site No: SS0451 Inspector:E
Results Summary Freq. u _ Date of Notification
Database |[Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2" Insp
-Report §ummary
Ese Type Date Insp 2" |ns
MOV 15/02/201 9- E
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Scottish Government
Riaghaltas na h-Alba
gov.scot

marinescotland S
N

Loch Striven Mussel Farms Ltd
The Point Ardtaraig Estate
Loch Striven

Argyll

PA23 8RG

]

FISH HEALTH INSPECTORATE VISIT REPORT

SUMMARY FOR INFORMATION OF SITE OPERATOR

BusiINEss No SB0530 DATE OF ViSIT 14/02/2019

SITE NO SS0451 SITE NAME Troustan

INsPECTOR CASE No 20190066

Inspection for placing on the market in the EU

In accordance with the Trade in Animals and Related Products (Scotland) Regulations 2012 and
European Community Council Directive 2006/88/EC, the above site was visited and a
consignment of Blue Mussels (Mytilus edulis) for placing on the market in Ireland was inspected.
A health certificate was issued which must travel with the consignment to the destination. The
official authority in the importing country has been notified.

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

Signed: Date: 15/02/2019
Fish Health Inspector

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

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

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