
FHI 059, Version 14 Date of issue: 04/04/2025Issued by: FHI

2026-0176 Date of visit: 20/07/2026

ELB

Site No: SS0935 Site Name:

Business No: SB0551

Case Types: 1 ECI 2 3 4 5 6

16.3 Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed N/A

Observations: Region: ST S 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.

Post mortem signs observed? N If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

Diagnostic samples taken? N

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

Case No:

Additional inspector(s): Main Inspector:

Loch Craignish

Water Temp (°C): T336

Water type:

Business Name: Loch Craignish Native Oyster Restoration
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FHI 059, Version 14 Date of issue: 04/04/2025Issued by: FHI

Additional Case Information:

Stock originated from Morecambe Bay and The Oyster Restoration Company (TORC). The most recent intake was received 

from TORC on 20/03/2025. The last movement of stock off-site was to St Andrews University in November 2025.

The Biosecurity Measures Plan (BMP) and movement records were inspected remotely on 16/07/2026 and were found to be 

satisfactory.

Low levels of fouling were observed, consisting mainly of algae and sea squirts. Approximately five empty shells were noted. 

The oysters exhibited recent shell growth and appeared to be progressing well.

Water temperature was recorded at spring low tide at an approximate depth of 1–2 metres.
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FHI 059, Version 14 Date of issue: 04/04/2025Issued by: FHI

Case No: 2026-0176 Site No: SS0935

Date of Visit: Main Insp:

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

N

Site Details (include cleaner fish for all sections)

3 longlines 

(272 

baskets) 200 272

Species
Flat or native 

oyster

Age group 2024/25
No Fish ~28,000
Mean Fish Wt ~20-60g

N N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records 

Y

Y

N/A

N/A

N/A

Transport Records

Mortality Records 

N/A

If other detail:

N/A

N/A

N/A

If yes, detail:

N/A

N/A

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

If yes, detail action:

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

5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities?

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

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked?

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

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

1. Mortality records for all species held available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

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

Empty shells discarded on the seabed as cultch.

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

Next Fallow Date (Site) never fallow Next Input Date (Site) unknown

20/07/2026 ELB

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

the movement records?

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

1. Movement records for all species held available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 12/08/2025

6. Have all introductions and imports (since last inspection) from outwith the GB health zone been recorded in 
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FHI 059, Version 14 Date of issue: 04/04/2025Issued by: FHI

Treatments and Medicines Records 

If other, detail:

If other, detail:

Biosecurity Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

y

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

N

12/08/2025 - 20/07/2026Records checked between:

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

increased  (unexplained)  mortality at the site been included?

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

disease is detected been included and how  and when  that will be notified to Scottish Ministers?

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

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

health status, certification if required)?

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

transmission of disease been covered (movement of staff, visitors, equipment, live or dead fish etc.)?

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

aquaculture animals held on site?

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

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results? 

 If yes, detail:

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

2. Medicines records available for inspection?

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

4. Are fish in a withdrawal period? 

5. If yes, what treatment(s)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

1. Recent treatments (see comment)?
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FHI 059, Version 14 Date of issue: 04/04/2025Issued by: FHI

Case Number: 2026-0176 Site No:

Date of Visit 20/07/2026 Main Insp:

Number of Susceptible species on site

No Yes

0 25 25

0 3 3

0 3 0

Sites within a tidal excursion 1 2-5 >6

0 1-2 >3

0 5 10 0

0 5 10 0

0 3 6 3

Management 

practices None

Secure 

(effluent 

treatment)

Unsecure 

(no effluent 

treatment)

Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2 or 3 ≥ 4

0 1 2 1

0 1 5 1

Yes No

Total 39

Risk HIGH

2 0

Water contacts with 

depuration facilities 
0

0

Depuration of stock from own sites within MSS 

management area 0 1

Depuration of stock from other businesses sites within 

MSS management area 0

Contacts with other 

sites

Sites operating from single shorebase

Sites sharing staff and equipment

Disinfection of equipment between sites, use of footbaths etc 0

2

2

8

1

Frequency of movements off outwith MSS Management 

Areas 0 3 6 3

2 6

Depuration of stock from sites outwith MSS management 

area 0 4 0

Movements off 
Frequency of movements off within MSS Management 

Areas 0 1

Number of destinations

20 0

Number of suppliers

Movements on Frequency of movements on from British Islands (non-

GB).

Frequency of movements on from a third country 0 10

2 10 2

Live shellfish movements

Susceptible to Bonamia ostrea (OED)

Susceptible to Marteilia refringens (OED, MED)

Susceptible to OsHV (CGI)

Site contacts Number of sites holding susceptible species within a tidal 

excursion 0

If susceptible species present, score for each pathogen

SS0935

ELB

If no susceptible species present = LOW risk

Surveillance Frequency Shell Page 1 of 12026-0176



FHI 059, Version 14 Date of issue: 04/04/2025Issued by: FHI

Case No: 2026-0176 20/07/2026

Site No: SS0935 ELB

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

ECI 30/07/2026 ELB CRB

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Main Insp:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12026-0176
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UKAS Accredited Inspection Body - Type C No. 0269 

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

Telephone – 0131 244 3498    

Email – ms.fishhealth@gov.scot 

Fish Health Inspectorate Website 

 

Fish Health Inspectorate visit report 

Summary for information of site operator 
 

Business no: SB0551 Date of visit:  20/07/2026 

Site no: SS0935 Site name: Loch Craignish 

Case no: 20260176 Inspector:          

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

Records 
 
The surveillance frequency category of the site was assessed as high. An inspection 
under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009 will be conducted 
annually. The category of the site will be reassessed on a routine basis and updated 
as required. 
 
The information required for the public record of aquaculture production businesses 
regarding this site was verified and where necessary updated. The following records 
were also inspected to ensure that the conditions of authorisation for your Aquaculture 
Production Business (APB) are being met: 
 
Aquaculture animal and aquaculture animal product movement records were 
inspected and appeared to be adequately maintained. 
 
No increased mortality had been observed on site since the last inspection by Marine 
Directorate. 
 
No animal health surveillance had been carried out on behalf of the business and/or 
Marine Directorate since the last Marine Directorate inspection. 
 

mailto:ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
https://www.gov.scot/policies/fish-health-inspectorate
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UKAS Accredited Inspection Body - Type C No. 0269 

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

Telephone – 0131 244 3498    

Email – ms.fishhealth@gov.scot 

Fish Health Inspectorate Website 

 

The biosecurity measures plan for the site was inspected and found to be adequately 
maintained and implemented. 
 
Please contact myself or the duty inspector should you require any further information 
or have a y queries regarding this report.  

Signed: 

 

Date: 28/07/2026 
      

Fish Health Inspector 
  

 
 
The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available 
on the Scottish Government website at Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter - 
gov.scot (www.gov.scot) 
 

 

mailto:ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
https://www.gov.scot/policies/fish-health-inspectorate
https://www.gov.scot/publications/fish-health-inspectorate-service-charter/
https://www.gov.scot/publications/fish-health-inspectorate-service-charter/


FHI 059, Version 14 Date of issue: 04/04/2025Issued by: FHI

2026-0177 Date of visit: 20/07/2026

ELB

Site No: SS0925 Site Name:

Business No: SB0551

Case Types: 1 ECI 2 3 4 5 6

15.1 Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed N/A

Observations: Region: ST S 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.

Post mortem signs observed? N If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

Diagnostic samples taken? N

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

Case No:

Additional inspector(s): Main Inspector:

Loch Craignish (AYC)

Water Temp (°C): T336

Water type:

Business Name: Loch Craignish Native Oyster Restoration

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12026-0177



FHI 059, Version 14 Date of issue: 04/04/2025Issued by: FHI

Additional Case Information:

The site is used as a monitoring and engagement location for the project and its partner schools.

Site staff reported high levels of predation at the oyster release sites, primarily from starfish and crabs.

There have been no stock movements on or off the site since March 2025.

The Biosecurity Measures Plan (BMP) and movement records were inspected remotely on 16/07/2026 and were found to be 

satisfactory.

Moderate levels of fouling were observed, consisting mainly of algae and sea squirts. Approximately three empty shells were 

noted during the inspection. The oysters showed evidence of recent shell growth and appeared to be progressing well.

The site has recently consolidated its stock into a single basket; therefore, only one basket was present at the time of 

inspection.

Water temperature was recorded at spring low tide at an approximate depth of 1–2 metres.

Additional Information Page 1 of 22026-0177



FHI 059, Version 14 Date of issue: 04/04/2025Issued by: FHI

Case No: 2026-0177 Site No: SS0925

Date of Visit: Main Insp:

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

N

Site Details (include cleaner fish for all sections)
1 (hanging 

baskets)

1 (hanging 

baskets) 1

Species
Flat or native 

oyster

Age group 2024/25
No Fish ~100
Mean Fish Wt ~20-60g

N N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records 

Y

Y

N/A

N/A

N/A

Transport Records

Mortality Records 

N/A

If other detail:

N/A

N/A

N/A

If yes, detail:

N/A

N/A

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

If yes, detail action:

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

5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities?

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

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked?

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

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

1. Mortality records for all species held available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

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

Empty shells discarded on the seabed as cultch.

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

Next Fallow Date (Site) never fallow Next Input Date (Site) unknown

20/07/2026 ELB

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

the movement records?

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

1. Movement records for all species held available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 12/08/2025

6. Have all introductions and imports (since last inspection) from outwith the GB health zone been recorded in 

Site Records Page 1 of 22026-0177



FHI 059, Version 14 Date of issue: 04/04/2025Issued by: FHI

Treatments and Medicines Records 

If other, detail:

If other, detail:

Biosecurity Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

N

12/08/2025 - 20/07/2026Records checked between:

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

increased  (unexplained)  mortality at the site been included?

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

disease is detected been included and how  and when  that will be notified to Scottish Ministers?

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

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

health status, certification if required)?

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

transmission of disease been covered (movement of staff, visitors, equipment, live or dead fish etc.)?

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

aquaculture animals held on site?

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

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results? 

 If yes, detail:

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

2. Medicines records available for inspection?

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

4. Are fish in a withdrawal period? 

5. If yes, what treatment(s)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

1. Recent treatments (see comment)?
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FHI 059, Version 14 Date of issue: 04/04/2025Issued by: FHI

Case Number: 2026-0177 Site No:

Date of Visit 20/07/2026 Main Insp:

Number of Susceptible species on site

No Yes

0 25 25

0 3 3

0 3 0

Sites within a tidal excursion 1 2-5 >6

0 1-2 >3

0 5 10 0

0 5 10 0

0 3 6 3

Management 

practices None

Secure 

(effluent 

treatment)

Unsecure 

(no effluent 

treatment)

Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2 or 3 ≥ 4

0 1 2 1

0 1 5 1

Yes No

Total 38

Risk HIGH

2 2

Water contacts with 

depuration facilities 
0

0

Depuration of stock from own sites within MSS 

management area 0 1

Depuration of stock from other businesses sites within 

MSS management area 0

Contacts with other 

sites

Sites operating from single shorebase

Sites sharing staff and equipment

Disinfection of equipment between sites, use of footbaths etc 0

2

2

8

1

Frequency of movements off outwith MSS Management 

Areas 0 3 6 0

2 6

Depuration of stock from sites outwith MSS management 

area 0 4 0

Movements off 
Frequency of movements off within MSS Management 

Areas 0 1

Number of destinations

20 0

Number of suppliers

Movements on Frequency of movements on from British Islands (non-

GB).

Frequency of movements on from a third country 0 10

2 10 2

Live shellfish movements

Susceptible to Bonamia ostrea (OED)

Susceptible to Marteilia refringens (OED, MED)

Susceptible to OsHV (CGI)

Site contacts Number of sites holding susceptible species within a tidal 

excursion 0

If susceptible species present, score for each pathogen

SS0925

ELB

If no susceptible species present = LOW risk

Surveillance Frequency Shell Page 1 of 12026-0177



FHI 059, Version 14 Date of issue: 04/04/2025Issued by: FHI

Case No: 2026-0177 20/07/2026

Site No: SS0925 ELB

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

ECI 30/07/2026 ELB CRB

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Main Insp:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12026-0177
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UKAS Accredited Inspection Body - Type C No. 0269 

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

Telephone – 0131 244 3498    

Email – ms.fishhealth@gov.scot 

Fish Health Inspectorate Website 

 

Fish Health Inspectorate visit report 

Summary for information of site operator 
 

Business no: SB0551 Date of visit:  20/07/2026 

Site no: SS0925 Site name: Loch Craignish (AYC) 

Case no: 20260177 Inspector:          

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

Records 
 
The surveillance frequency category of the site was assessed as high. An inspection 
under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009 will be conducted 
annually. The category of the site will be reassessed on a routine basis and updated 
as required. 
 
The information required for the public record of aquaculture production businesses 
regarding this site was verified and where necessary updated. The following records 
were also inspected to ensure that the conditions of authorisation for your Aquaculture 
Production Business (APB) are being met: 
 
Aquaculture animal and aquaculture animal product movement records were 
inspected and appeared to be adequately maintained. 
 
No increased mortality had been observed on site since the last inspection by Marine 
Directorate. 
 
No animal health surveillance had been carried out on behalf of the business and/or 
Marine Directorate since the last Marine Directorate inspection. 
 

mailto:ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
https://www.gov.scot/policies/fish-health-inspectorate
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UKAS Accredited Inspection Body - Type C No. 0269 

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

Telephone – 0131 244 3498    

Email – ms.fishhealth@gov.scot 

Fish Health Inspectorate Website 

 

The biosecurity measures plan for the site was inspected and found to be adequately 
maintained and implemented. 
 
Please contact myself or the duty inspector should you require any further information 
or have any queries regarding this report.  

Signed: 

 

Date: 28/07/2026 
      

Fish Health Inspector 
  

 
 
The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available 
on the Scottish Government website at Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter - 
gov.scot (www.gov.scot) 
 

 

mailto:ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
https://www.gov.scot/policies/fish-health-inspectorate
https://www.gov.scot/publications/fish-health-inspectorate-service-charter/
https://www.gov.scot/publications/fish-health-inspectorate-service-charter/


FHI 059, Version 14 Date of issue: 04/04/2025Issued by: FHI

2026-0178 Date of visit: 22/07/2026

ELB

Site No: FS0629 Site Name:

Business No: FB0119

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

13.8 Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed N/A

Observations: Region: ST S CoGP MA: M-40

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.

Post mortem signs observed? N If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

Diagnostic samples taken? N

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

Water Temp (°C): T336

Water type:

Business Name: Mowi Scotland Ltd

Case No:

Additional inspector(s): Main Inspector:

Poll Na Gille

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12026-0178



FHI 059, Version 14 Date of issue: 04/04/2025Issued by: FHI

Additional Case Information:

The Farm Management Area (FMA) is not fallowed synchronously; however, a risk assessment is in place. As a mitigation 

measure to reduce the risk of sea lice transfer between the APB and the other operator within the FMA, the APB makes its 

Thermolicer available to the neighbouring operator prior to any introductions of salmon smolts.

The risk assessment for seawater-to-seawater (SW-SW) transfers was inspected and found to be satisfactory.

4 moribund fish were observed, including 1 moribund fish with a high sea lice burden. 7 fish with spinal deformities were noted; 

however, all were swimming well. Fish had been displaying elevated levels of jumping activity prior to the scheduled feed, 

which reduced significantly following feeding. Visibility was limited, and most fish appeared to be holding deeper in the water 

column. The fish that were observed were in good condition, swimming well, and showed a strong response to stimuli. Feed 

response was excellent.

Wrasse were observed to be in good condition, swimming actively and exhibiting a strong feeding response. Overall, their 

appearance and behaviour were consistent with good health and welfare.

Net washing operations were taking place at the time of inspection.

Additional Information Page 1 of 22026-0178



FHI 059, Version 14 Date of issue: 04/04/2025Issued by: FHI

Case No: 2026-0178 Site No: FS0629

Date of Visit: Main Insp:

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

Y

Site Details (include cleaner fish for all sections)

12 12 12

Species
Atlantic 

salmon

Wrasse

Age group 2026 2025
No Fish 1,066,316 10,204
Mean Fish Wt 350g ~90g

N N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records 

Y

Y

Y

Y

N/A

Transport Records

N

Mortality Records 

Y

If other detail:

Y

N

N

If yes, detail:

N/A

Y

the movement records?

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

1. Movement records for all species held available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 28/05/2025

6. Have all introductions and imports (since last inspection) from outwith the GB health zone been recorded in 

22/07/2026 ELB

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

Next Fallow Date (Site) August 2027 Next Input Date (Site) March - May 2028

5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities?

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

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked?

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

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

1. Mortality records for all species held available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks):

SAL - wk29 0.01% (148), wk28 0.01% (147), wk27 0.02% (168), wk26 0.04% 

(432). WRA - wk29 3.99% (426), wk28 3.07% (339), wk27 0.19% (21), wk26 48 

(0.43%)

Waste is ensiled at Kames pier and then picked up by Billy Bowie.

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

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

If yes, detail action:

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

Site Records Page 1 of 22026-0178



FHI 059, Version 14 Date of issue: 04/04/2025Issued by: FHI

Treatments and Medicines Records 

Y

T.M.S. Slice

If other, detail:

Y

Y

Y

T.M.S. Slice

If other, detail:

Y

Biosecurity Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

Y

Y

N

1. Recent treatments (see comment)?

 If yes, detail:

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

2. Medicines records available for inspection?

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

4. Are fish in a withdrawal period? 

5. If yes, what treatment(s)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Slice conducted 31/05/2026 to 06/06/2026, 30/06/2026 to 06/07/2026. Planned Slice treatments in august. 

Salmosan conducted 18/06/2026. Triacaine for sea lice. 

06/07/2026 - Fish are doing well and some signs of AGD creeping in plan to conduct FW treatments at the start of August.

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

increased  (unexplained)  mortality at the site been included?

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

disease is detected been included and how  and when  that will be notified to Scottish Ministers?

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

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

health status, certification if required)?

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

transmission of disease been covered (movement of staff, visitors, equipment, live or dead fish etc.)?

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

aquaculture animals held on site?

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

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results? 

28/05/2025 - 22/07/2026Records checked between:
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Case Number: 2026-0178 Site No: FS0629

Date of Visit 22/07/2026 Score

0 1-5 6-10 >10

0 5 10 14 0

0 9 18 26 0

0 5 10 14 0

0 3 6 10 10

0 3 6 10 3

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

0

1 2 4 4

1 3 6

1 4 8

Management practices None Secure Unsecure

Water contacts with 

processors 0 1 2 1

0 0

1

2

4

8

10

0

3 3

5

0 0

5

Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2 or 3 ≥ 4

0 1 2 2

0 1 2 2

0 0

1

CoGP/Regulator

0 0

3

0 0

2

Total 25

Rank MEDIUM

Water contacts with other 

farms (holding species 

susceptible to same 

diseases)

On farm processing within 

the rules of the directive

Practices in accordance 

with regulator or industry 

code of practice

Platform access to cages

Disposal of fish and fish by-

products

Use of unpasteurised feeds

Contacts with other sites

Disinfection of equipment 

between sites, use of 

footbaths etc

ELB

No of movements/supp./dest.

Live fish movements

Movements on (from out 

with GB) of susceptible 

species

Movements off

Frequency of movements on from British Islands 

(non-GB).

Frequency of movements on from a third country

Number of suppliers

Frequency of movements off

Main Insp:

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

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Any processing plant discharging into adjacent 

waters 

No on farm processing

Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)

Number of destinations

Farm is protected (secure water supply through 

disinfection or borehole)

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

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

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

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Site's own waste only processed.

Common processes with other farms 

Collection point for waste from other farms

No feeding of unpasteurised feed

Processing fish from MS of equivalent status

Processing fish from zone or compartment of 

equivalent status

Processing fish from Category III farm

Processing fish from Category V farm

Feeding unpasteurised feed

Sites operating from single shorebase

Sites sharing staff and equipment

Yes

No

No

Yes

No

Yes

Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 12026-0178
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Case No: 2026-0178 Site No: FS0629

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)

N

N

Y

Y

Y

Y

N

Y

N

Y

N/A

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

N

Y

Seal Blinds

If other, detail below:

N

Y

4. Have these been reported to Scottish Ministers? 

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

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

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

(Legal, CoGP – 4.4.38, 5.4.18)

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

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

 be considered under satisfactory measures of the Act)

Seal pro nets

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

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

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

Containment Inspection

Top Nets Tensioned Nets Predator Nets (above)Predator Nets (below)

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

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

are inspected? (CoGP Annex 6)

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

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

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

Area (or equivalent)?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

azamethiphos and emamectin benzoate) as well as access to suitable biological and/or mechanical control measures, and can 

these be deployed in a reasonable period of time?

8. Have weekly average adult female sea lice counts at or above the intervention level been reported accurately?

If no, please detail in additional information.

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

lice?

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

scenarios during the escalation of a sea lice infestation?

CNI & SLI Page 1 of 12026-0178
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Case No: 2026-0178 Site No: FS0629

Date of Visit: Main Insp: ELB

Point of Compliance

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

22/07/2026

Points of Compliance for Both Farm Management Agreements and Statements

Arrangements for The Management of Sea Lice

If N, no further questions require completion.

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

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

individual farm?

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

fish farm in the area  or the individual farm?

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

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

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

Live Fish Movements

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

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

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

farm?

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

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

Arrangements for Fish Health Management

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

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

of statement?

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

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

lice on farms in the area or individual farms?

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

used on farms in the area or individual farms?

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

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

area or farm?

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

or individual farms?

AFSA 2013 Page 1 of 22026-0178
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Y

Y

Y

Y

N/A

Y

Management and operation

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

Harvesting

03/02/202626. What is the version no/date of issue of the FMAg/S?

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

covered by the agreement or statement?

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

parties to the agreement?

Point of Compliance for Farm Management Agreements Only

Fallowing

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

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

date when a farm or area may be restocked? 

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

agreement or statement?
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Case No: 2026-0178 22/07/2026

Site No: FS0629 ELB

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

ECI, CNI, SLI 30/07/2026 ELB CRB

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Main Insp:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12026-0178
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UKAS Accredited Inspection Body - Type C No. 0269 

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

Telephone – 0131 244 3498    

Email – ms.fishhealth@gov.scot 

Fish Health Inspectorate Website 

 

Fish Health Inspectorate visit report 

Summary for information of site operator 
 

Business no: FB0119 Date of visit:  22/07/2026 

Site no: FS0629 Site name: Poll Na Gille 

Case no: 20260178 Inspector:          

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

Records 
 
The surveillance frequency category of the site was assessed as medium. An 
inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009 will be 
conducted annually. The category of the site will be reassessed on a routine basis and 
updated as required. 
 
The information required for the public record of aquaculture production businesses 
regarding this site was verified and where necessary updated. The following records 
were also inspected to ensure that the conditions of authorisation for your Aquaculture 
Production Business (APB) are being met: 
 
Aquaculture animal and aquaculture animal product movement records were 
inspected and appeared to be adequately maintained. 
 
Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained. 
 
Mortality levels had exceeded the reporting criteria since the last inspection and had 
been reported to the Fish Health Inspectorate as required. 
 
 
 

mailto:ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
https://www.gov.scot/policies/fish-health-inspectorate
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UKAS Accredited Inspection Body - Type C No. 0269 

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

Telephone – 0131 244 3498    

Email – ms.fishhealth@gov.scot 

Fish Health Inspectorate Website 

 

Reports detailing the results of animal health surveillance carried out by or on behalf 
of the business and/or Marine Directorate were available for inspection. 
 
The biosecurity measures plan for the site was inspected and found to be adequately 
maintained and implemented. 
 

Inspection under the Animals and Animal Products 
(Examination for Residues and Maximum Residue Limits) 
(England and Scotland) Regulations 2015 
 
Medicine records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained. 

Inspection under the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) 
Act 2007 
 
The site was also inspected in accordance with the Aquaculture and Fisheries 
(Scotland) Act 2007, 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: 28/07/2026 
      

Fish Health Inspector 
  

 
 
The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available 
on the Scottish Government website at Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter - 
gov.scot (www.gov.scot) 
 

 

mailto:ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
https://www.gov.scot/policies/fish-health-inspectorate
https://www.gov.scot/publications/fish-health-inspectorate-service-charter/
https://www.gov.scot/publications/fish-health-inspectorate-service-charter/
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2026-0179 Date of visit: 22/07/2026

ELB

Site No: FS0805 Site Name:

Business No: FB0119

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

13.4 Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed N/A

Observations: Region: ST S CoGP MA: M-40

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.

Post mortem signs observed? N If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

Diagnostic samples taken? N

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

Water Temp (°C): T336

Water type:

Business Name: Mowi Scotland Ltd

Case No:

Additional inspector(s): Main Inspector:

Bagh Dail Nan Cean

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12026-0179
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Additional Case Information:

The Farm Management Area (FMA) is not fallowed synchronously; however, a risk assessment is in place. As a mitigation 

measure to reduce the risk of sea lice transfer between the APB and the other operator within the FMA, the APB makes its 

Thermolicer available to the neighbouring operator prior to any introductions of salmon smolts.

Recent wrasse mortality has been attributed primarily to furunculosis and transport-related losses. However, mortality rates 

have improved over the past few weeks, indicating that the situation is stabilising.

The risk assessment for seawater-to-seawater (SW-SW) transfers was inspected and found to be satisfactory.

2 runt fish were observed, along with 1 fish exhibiting exophthalmia. 1 fish with a spinal deformity was also noted; however, all 

affected fish were swimming well. Fish displayed elevated levels of jumping activity prior to the scheduled feed, which reduced 

significantly following feeding. Visibility was limited, and most fish appeared to be holding deeper in the water column. Fish 

observed during the inspection, including those viewed on camera, were in good condition, shoaling and swimming well, and 

showed a strong response to stimuli. Feed response was excellent. 1 mortality was observed and was removed at the time of 

inspection.

Wrasse were observed to be in good condition, swimming actively and exhibiting a strong feeding response. Overall, their 

behaviour and appearance were consistent with good health and welfare. 1 wrasse mortality was observed.

Additional Information Page 1 of 22026-0179
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Case No: 2026-0179 Site No: FS0805

Date of Visit: Main Insp:

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

Y

Site Details (include cleaner fish for all sections)

12 12 12

Species
Atlantic 

salmon

Wrasse

Age group Q2 2026 wild/reered 

2025No Fish 1,458,438 44,437
Mean Fish Wt 372g ~ 150g

N N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records 

Y

Y

Y

Y

N/A

Transport Records

N

Mortality Records 

Y

If other detail:

Y

N

N

If yes, detail:

N/A

Y

the movement records?

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

1. Movement records for all species held available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 29/01/2025

6. Have all introductions and imports (since last inspection) from outwith the GB health zone been recorded in 

22/07/2026 ELB

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

Next Fallow Date (Site) August 2027 Next Input Date (Site) March - May 2028

5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities?

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

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked?

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

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

1. Mortality records for all species held available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks):

SAL - wk29 0.06% (836), wk28 0.07% (1033), wk27 0.06% (845), wk26 

0.05%(682). WRA - wk29 0.83% (372), wk28 1.03% (437), wk27 1.34% (579), 

wk26 0.85% (326)

Ensiled at Kames shorebase, Some uplifted to Pelagia

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

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

If yes, detail action:

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

Site Records Page 1 of 22026-0179
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Treatments and Medicines Records 

Y

Slice T.M.S.

If other, detail:

Y

Y

Y

T.M.S. Slice

If other, detail:

Y

Biosecurity Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

y

Y

Y

Y

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

Y

Y

N

1. Recent treatments (see comment)?

 If yes, detail:

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

2. Medicines records available for inspection?

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

4. Are fish in a withdrawal period? 

5. If yes, what treatment(s)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Slice 31/05/2026 to 06/06/2026, 30/06/2026 to 06/07/2026. Planned SLICE treatment on the 28/07/2026. 

Planned FW treatment for late August.

16/07/2026 - Fish doing well and in good condition, sea lice levels were low no signs of AGD detected from weekly swabs.

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

increased  (unexplained)  mortality at the site been included?

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

disease is detected been included and how  and when  that will be notified to Scottish Ministers?

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

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

health status, certification if required)?

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

transmission of disease been covered (movement of staff, visitors, equipment, live or dead fish etc.)?

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

aquaculture animals held on site?

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

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results? 

29/01/2025 - 22/07/2026Records checked between:
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Case Number: 2026-0179 Site No: FS0805

Date of Visit 22/07/2026 Score

0 1-5 6-10 >10

0 5 10 14 0

0 9 18 26 0

0 5 10 14 0

0 3 6 10 10

0 3 6 10 3

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

0

1 2 4 4

1 3 6

1 4 8

Management practices None Secure Unsecure

Water contacts with 

processors 0 1 2 1

0 0

1

2

4

8

10

0

3 3

5

0 0

5

Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2 or 3 ≥ 4

0 1 2 2

0 1 2 2

0 0

1

CoGP/Regulator

0 0

3

0 0

2

Total 25

Rank MEDIUM

Water contacts with other 

farms (holding species 

susceptible to same 

diseases)

On farm processing within 

the rules of the directive

Practices in accordance 

with regulator or industry 

code of practice

Platform access to cages

Disposal of fish and fish by-

products

Use of unpasteurised feeds

Contacts with other sites

Disinfection of equipment 

between sites, use of 

footbaths etc

ELB

No of movements/supp./dest.

Live fish movements

Movements on (from out 

with GB) of susceptible 

species

Movements off

Frequency of movements on from British Islands 

(non-GB).

Frequency of movements on from a third country

Number of suppliers

Frequency of movements off

Main Insp:

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

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Any processing plant discharging into adjacent 

waters 

No on farm processing

Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)

Number of destinations

Farm is protected (secure water supply through 

disinfection or borehole)

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

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

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

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Site's own waste only processed.

Common processes with other farms 

Collection point for waste from other farms

No feeding of unpasteurised feed

Processing fish from MS of equivalent status

Processing fish from zone or compartment of 

equivalent status

Processing fish from Category III farm

Processing fish from Category V farm

Feeding unpasteurised feed

Sites operating from single shorebase

Sites sharing staff and equipment

Yes

No

No

Yes

No

Yes
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Case No: 2026-0179 Site No: FS0805

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)

N

N

Y

Y

Y

Y

N

N/A

N

Y

N/A

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

N

Y

Predator Nets (below)

If other, detail below:

N

Y

4. Have these been reported to Scottish Ministers? 

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

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

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

Ministers? (Legal, CoGP – 4.4.38, 5.4.18)

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

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

 be considered under satisfactory measures of the Act)

Seal pro nets

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

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

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

Containment Inspection

Top Nets Tensioned Nets Seal Blinds Predator Nets (above)

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

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

are inspected? (CoGP Annex 6)

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

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

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

Area (or equivalent)?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

azamethiphos and emamectin benzoate) as well as access to suitable biological and/or mechanical control measures, and can 

these be deployed in a reasonable period of time?

8. Have weekly average adult female sea lice counts at or above the intervention level been reported accurately?

If no, please detail in additional information.

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

lice?

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

scenarios during the escalation of a sea lice infestation?
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Case No: 2026-0179 Site No: FS0805

Date of Visit: Main Insp: ELB

Point of Compliance

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

22/07/2026

Points of Compliance for Both Farm Management Agreements and Statements

Arrangements for The Management of Sea Lice

If N, no further questions require completion.

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

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

individual farm?

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

fish farm in the area  or the individual farm?

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

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

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

Live Fish Movements

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

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

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

farm?

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

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

Arrangements for Fish Health Management

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

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

of statement?

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

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

lice on farms in the area or individual farms?

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

used on farms in the area or individual farms?

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

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

area or farm?

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

or individual farms?
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Y

Y

Y

Y

N/A

y

Management and operation

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

Harvesting

03/02/202626. What is the version no/date of issue of the FMAg/S?

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

covered by the agreement or statement?

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

parties to the agreement?

Point of Compliance for Farm Management Agreements Only

Fallowing

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

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

date when a farm or area may be restocked? 

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

agreement or statement?
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Case No: 2026-0179 22/07/2026

Site No: FS0805 ELB

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

ECI,CNI,SLI 30/07/2026 ELB CRB

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Main Insp:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12026-0179
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UKAS Accredited Inspection Body - Type C No. 0269 

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

Telephone – 0131 244 3498    

Email – ms.fishhealth@gov.scot 

Fish Health Inspectorate Website 

 

 
Fish Health Inspectorate visit report 

Summary for information of site operator 
 

Business no: FB0119 Date of visit:  22/07/2026 

Site no: FS0805 Site name: Bagh Dail Nan Cean 

Case no: 20260179 Inspector:          

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

Records 
 
The surveillance frequency category of the site was assessed as medium. An 
inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009 will be 
conducted annually. The category of the site will be reassessed on a routine basis and 
updated as required. 
 
The information required for the public record of aquaculture production businesses 
regarding this site was verified and where necessary updated. The following records 
were also inspected to ensure that the conditions of authorisation for your Aquaculture 
Production Business (APB) are being met: 
 
Aquaculture animal and aquaculture animal product movement records were 
inspected and appeared to be adequately maintained. 
 
Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained. 
 
Mortality levels had exceeded the reporting criteria since the last inspection and had 
been reported to the Fish Health Inspectorate as required. 
 

mailto:ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
https://www.gov.scot/policies/fish-health-inspectorate


                
 
 

R25  

 

UKAS Accredited Inspection Body - Type C No. 0269 

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

Telephone – 0131 244 3498    

Email – ms.fishhealth@gov.scot 

Fish Health Inspectorate Website 

 

Reports detailing the results of animal health surveillance carried out by or on behalf 
of the business and/or Marine Directorate were available for inspection. 
 
The biosecurity measures plan for the site was inspected and found to be adequately 
maintained and implemented. 
 

Inspection under the Animals and Animal Products 
(Examination for Residues and Maximum Residue Limits) 
(England and Scotland) Regulations 2015 
 
Medicine records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained. 
 

Inspection under the Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) 
Act 2007 
 
The site was also inspected in accordance with the Aquaculture and Fisheries 
(Scotland) Act 2007, 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: 28/07/2026 
      

Fish Health Inspector 
  

 
 
The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available 
on the Scottish Government website at Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter - 
gov.scot (www.gov.scot) 
 

 

mailto:ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
https://www.gov.scot/policies/fish-health-inspectorate
https://www.gov.scot/publications/fish-health-inspectorate-service-charter/
https://www.gov.scot/publications/fish-health-inspectorate-service-charter/
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2026-0185 Date of visit: 21/07/2026

ELB

Site No: FS0356 Site Name:

Business No: FB0119

Case Types: 1 VMD 2 3 4 5 6

13.8 Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed N/A

Observations: Region: ST S CoGP MA: M-40

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.

Post mortem signs observed? N If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

Diagnostic samples taken? N

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

Water Temp (°C): T336

Water type:

Business Name: Mowi Scotland Ltd

Case No:

Additional inspector(s): Main Inspector:

North Moine

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12026-0185
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Additional Case Information:

The site has observed a degree of size variation within the stock, with undersized fish (runts) contributing to background 

mortality levels. Fin clips have been collected from culled fish for genetic testing, as the business suspects that poor 

broodstock genetics may be a contributing factor. Work is ongoing to identify affected broodstock lines in order to avoid their 

future use.

Pens 2 and 10 were noted to contain a higher proportion of smaller fish compared to the rest of the site. These fish are 

suspected to originate from a failed cohort associated with poor broodstock genetics. Despite their reduced size, the fish were 

observed swimming well and shoaling normally with the main population. Fin clips have been collected for genetic analysis to 

further investigate the underlying cause.

No feeding was taking place at the time of inspection due to reduced water quality associated with an increased algal 

presence. Feeding was scheduled to resume the following day, subject to environmental conditions improving. During the 

collection of fish for VMD sampling, the stock demonstrated a good feeding response.

The stock were observed shoaling normally and swimming well, with a good response to stimuli. 3 moribund fish with caudal 

fin damage were observed across the site; the lesions appeared to be healing well. A total of 12 mortalities were recorded 

across the site.

1 fish was sampled for VMD purposes. The fish was in good body condition and appeared to have been feeding well, with both 

the stomach and intestine containing feed. Internal examination revealed no significant abnormalities, and the fish was 

considered to be in good overall condition.

Additional Information Page 1 of 22026-0185
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Case No: 2026-0185 Site No: FS0356

Date of Visit: Main Insp:

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

N

Site Details (include cleaner fish for all sections)
12 12 12

Species
Rainbow trout

Age group 2025/2026
No Fish 429,176
Mean Fish Wt 1046.7g

N N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records 

Y

Y

Y

Y

N/A

Transport Records

Mortality Records 

Y

If other detail:

Y

N

N

If yes, detail:

N/A

Y

the movement records?

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

1. Movement records for all species held available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 29/01/2025

6. Have all introductions and imports (since last inspection) from outwith the GB health zone been recorded in 

21/07/2026 ELB

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

Next Fallow Date (Site) September 2027 Next Input Date (Site) October 2027 - TBC

5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities?

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

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked?

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

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

1. Mortality records for all species held available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks):
2026 wk30 0.15% (630), wk29 0.18% (766), wk28 0.12% (528), wk27 0.14% 

(598)

Billy Bowie picks up waste

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

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

If yes, detail action:

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

Site Records Page 1 of 22026-0185
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Treatments and Medicines Records 

Y

T.M.S.

If other, detail:

Y

Y

Y

T.M.S.

If other, detail:

Y

Biosecurity Records

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

Y

Y

N

1. Recent treatments (see comment)?

 If yes, detail:

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

2. Medicines records available for inspection?

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

4. Are fish in a withdrawal period? 

5. If yes, what treatment(s)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Tricaine was used for sea lice counts. Conducted Salmosan treatment in February 2026. Planned slice 

treatment on 27/07/2026.

Tricaine was used for sea lice counts.

Health report 08/07/2026 - no signifcant results, fish have been doing well and are in good condition. Low sea lice levels 

across site. Fish were sampled for broodstock improvement procedures. 

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

increased  (unexplained)  mortality at the site been included?

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

disease is detected been included and how  and when  that will be notified to Scottish Ministers?

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

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

health status, certification if required)?

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

transmission of disease been covered (movement of staff, visitors, equipment, live or dead fish etc.)?

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

aquaculture animals held on site?

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

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results? 

29/01/2025 - 21/07/2026Records checked between:
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Case no:

Priority samples: VI BA PA MG HI

Time sampling Main Insp: ELB VMD No. 3

starts/ends:

Environmental conditions: 1 Dry 2 Windy 3 4 5

Summary samples HIST BA MG VI PA Total Samples

Pool/Fish No

Fish nos 1

Pool Group

Species RTR

Average weight 1046g

Sex Female

Water Type SW

Stock Origin G
le

n
k
e
n
s
 (

F
S

0
1
3
4
)

Facility No 6

21/07/20262026-0185 Site No: FS0356

S
to

c
k
 D

e
ta

ils

Add Fish/Pools - click button

11:04:00 11:18:00

Date of visit/ 

Sampling:

21/07/2026

Sample_Information Page 1 of 22026-0185
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0 Total Tests assigned 0

.

Additional Sample Information:

Dispatched via Percussion.

21/07/2026
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Case No: 2026-0185 21/07/2026

Site No: FS0356 ELB

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

VMD 29/07/2026 ELB CRB

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Main Insp:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12026-0185
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UKAS Accredited Inspection Body - Type C No. 0269 

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

Telephone – 0131 244 3498    

Email – ms.fishhealth@gov.scot 

Fish Health Inspectorate Website 

 

Fish Health Inspectorate visit report 

Summary for information of site operator 
 

Business no: FB0119 Date of visit:  21/07/2026 

Site no: FS0356 Site name: North Moine 

Case no: 20260185 Inspector:          

 

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

The above site was visited in accordance with the Animals and Animal Products 
(Examination for Residues and Maximum Residue Limits) (England and Scotland) 
Regulations 2015.  
 
Samples were taken to be analysed for veterinary residues.  
 
The Inspector did not observe any clinical signs associated with the listed diseases as 
described in the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009. 
 

Records 
 
The information required for the public record of aquaculture production businesses 
regarding this site was verified and where necessary updated.  
 
Medicine records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained. 
 
Aquaculture animal and aquaculture animal product movement records were inspected 
and appeared to be adequately maintained. 
 
Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained. 
 
Reports detailing the results of animal health surveillance carried out by or on behalf 
of the business and/or Marine Directorate were available for inspection. 
 
 
 

mailto:ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
https://www.gov.scot/policies/fish-health-inspectorate
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UKAS Accredited Inspection Body - Type C No. 0269 

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

Telephone – 0131 244 3498    

Email – ms.fishhealth@gov.scot 

Fish Health Inspectorate Website 

 

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

Signed: 

 

Date: 28/07/2026 
 

Fish Health Inspector 
   

 
 
The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available 
on the Scottish Government website at Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter - 
gov.scot (www.gov.scot) 
 

 

mailto:ms.fishhealth@gov.scot
https://www.gov.scot/policies/fish-health-inspectorate
https://www.gov.scot/publications/fish-health-inspectorate-service-charter/
https://www.gov.scot/publications/fish-health-inspectorate-service-charter/


FHI 059, Version 14 Date of issue: 04/04/2025Issued by: FHI

2026-0257 Date of visit: 06/07/2026

AZM

Site No: FS1354 Site Name:

Business No: FB0125

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

12.82 Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed N/A

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

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

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

Post mortem signs observed? N If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

Diagnostic samples taken? N

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

Case No:

Additional inspector(s): Main Inspector:

Shuna Point

Water Temp (°C): T308

Water type:

Business Name: Scottish Sea Farms Ltd

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12026-0257
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Additional Case Information:

Pen 3 from Knock (FS0254), rest of pens are from Barcaldine Smolt Unit (FS1354). Wrasse are all wild-caught from Uig. Split 

down to Dunstaffnage planned for Wk30. 

Site is co-oridnating with Mowi in Loch Linnhe - syncronised fallow period. 

Wrasse mortality for June 2026 - total mortality count in period is 44. Initial input was 6024 (split only into 2 pens). 

Historical mortalities: 2025 Wk11, 1.26%, 3163; Wk13, 1.27%, 3119; Wk14, 1.92%, 4466; Wk15, 1.50%, 3416; Wk22, 1.45%, 

1186; Wk23, 1.49%, 1197; Wk24, 1.82%, 1263; Wk26, 5.00%, 194 (all mortalities attributed to complex gill disease, HSMI and 

CMS). 

Only treatments/medicines used on site this cycle: Syncaine and Tricaine Pharmaq - both T.M.S. 

One fish sampled from pen 1 for VMD sampling. This fish was observed to be in good health. 

During the site inspection, all pens were examined. Fish throughout the site were observed to be actively jumping, which was 

considered to be associated with the low-salinity freshwater layer and the significant amount of debris present within it. 

Although Caligus levels were slightly elevated, they were not considered to be the primary factor contributing to the observed 

behaviour.

Additional Information Page 1 of 22026-0257
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Case No: 2026-0257 Site No: FS1354

Date of Visit: Main Insp:

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

N

Site Details (include cleaner fish for all sections)

8 8 8

Species
Atlantic 

salmon

Wrasse

Age group 2026 Q1 Wild caught
No Fish 1,174,023 5,980

Mean Fish Wt
660g Mixed

N Y

If yes, detail:

Movement Records 

Y

Y

Y

N

N/A

Transport Records

Y

Y

Mortality Records 

Y

If other detail:

Y

N

Y

If yes, detail:

N/A

Y

see additional information

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

If yes, detail action:

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

5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities?

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

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked?

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

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

1. Mortality records for all species held available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks):
2026: Wk27, 0.04%, 425; Wk26, 0.07%, 823; Wk25, 0.06%, 363; Wk24, 

0.03%, 397

Fish mortalities in summer 2025 were disposed of via Fergusons to Barkip Biogas - this option to be used 

in event of increased mortalities.  

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

Next Fallow Date (Site) June 2027 Next Input Date (Site) February 2028 

06/07/2026 AZM

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

MSe210125SAL1 - 21/01/2025 - escape reported to FHI 

1. Movement records for all species held available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 05/11/2024

6. Have all introductions and imports (since last inspection) from outwith the GB health zone been recorded 

Site Records Page 1 of 22026-0257
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Treatments and Medicines Records 

Y

T.M.S.

If other, detail:

Y

Y

Y

T.M.S.

If other, detail:

Y

Biosecurity Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

Y

Y

N

05/11/2024-06/07/2026Records checked between:

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

increased  (unexplained)  mortality at the site been included?

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

disease is detected been included and how  and when  that will be notified to Scottish Ministers?

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

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

higher health status, certification if required)?

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

minimise transmission of disease been covered (movement of staff, visitors, equipment, live or dead fish 

etc.)?

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

aquaculture animals held on site?

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

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results? 

 If yes, detail:

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

2. Medicines records available for inspection?

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

4. Are fish in a withdrawal period? 

5. If yes, what treatment(s)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

1. Recent treatments (see comment)?

Site Records Page 2 of 22026-0257
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Case no:

Priority samples: VI BA PA MG HI

Time sampling Main Insp: AZM VMD No. 3

starts/ends:

Environmental conditions: 1 Indoors 2 3 4 5

Summary samples HIST BA MG VI PA Total Samples

Pool/Fish No

Fish nos 1

Pool Group

Species SAL

Average weight 660g

Sex N/A

Water Type SW

Stock Origin B
a
rc

a
ld

in
e
 S

m
o
tl
 

U
n
it
 (

F
S

1
3
5
4
)

Facility No 1

06/07/20262026-0257 Site No: FS1354

S
to

c
k
 D

e
ta

ils

Add Fish/Pools - click button

11:30:00 11:40:00

Date of visit/ 

Sampling:

06/07/2026
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0 Total Tests assigned 0

.

Additional Sample Information:

Fish dispatched via sedation - T.M.S

06/07/2026
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FHI 059, Version 14 Date of issue: 04/04/2025Issued by: FHI

Case Number: 2026-0257 Site No: FS1354

Date of Visit 06/07/2026 Score

0 1-5 6-10 >10

0 5 10 14 0

0 9 18 26 0

0 5 10 14 0

0 3 6 10 10

0 3 6 10 3

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

0

1 2 4 2

1 3 6

1 4 8

Management practices None Secure Unsecure

Water contacts with 

processors 0 1 2 1

0 0

1

2

4

8

10

0 0

3

5

0 0

5

Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2 or 3 ≥ 4

0 1 2 0

0 1 2 0

0 0

1

CoGP/Regulator

0 0

3

0 0

2

Total 16

Rank MEDIUM

Feeding unpasteurised feed

Sites operating from single shorebase

Sites sharing staff and equipment

Yes

No

No

Yes

No

Yes

Site's own waste only processed.

Common processes with other farms 

Collection point for waste from other farms

No feeding of unpasteurised feed

Processing fish from MS of equivalent status

Processing fish from zone or compartment of 

equivalent status

Processing fish from Category III farm

Processing fish from Category V farm

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

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Any processing plant discharging into adjacent 

waters 

No on farm processing

Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)

Number of destinations

Farm is protected (secure water supply through 

disinfection or borehole)

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

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

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

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

AZM

No of movements/supp./dest.

Live fish movements

Movements on (from out 

with GB) of susceptible 

species

Movements off

Frequency of movements on from British Islands 

(non-GB).

Frequency of movements on from a third country

Number of suppliers

Frequency of movements off

Main Insp:

Water contacts with other 

farms (holding species 

susceptible to same 

diseases)

On farm processing within 

the rules of the directive

Practices in accordance 

with regulator or industry 

code of practice

Platform access to cages

Disposal of fish and fish by-

products

Use of unpasteurised feeds

Contacts with other sites

Disinfection of equipment 

between sites, use of 

footbaths etc

Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 12026-0257



FHI 059, Version 14 Date of issue: 04/04/2025Issued by: FHI

Case No: 2026-0257 Site No: FS1354

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)

N

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

N

Y

N

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

N

Y

If other, detail below:

Y

Y

N/A

Y

N/A

N/A

Y

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

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

can these be deployed in a reasonable period of time?

8. Have weekly average adult female sea lice counts at or above the intervention level been reported accurately?

If no, please detail in additional information.

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

lice?

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

scenarios during the escalation of a sea lice infestation?

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

7. Are sea lice (L. salmonis) record levels below the suggested criteria for treatment in the CoGP during the period that 

records are inspected? (CoGP Annex 6)

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

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

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

Management Area (or equivalent)?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Containment Inspection

Tensioned Nets Top Nets

4. Have these been reported to Scottish Ministers? 

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

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

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

Ministers? (Legal, CoGP – 4.4.38, 5.4.18)

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

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

 be considered under satisfactory measures of the Act) Fish return pipes have been implemented at this farm and all other 

marine farms for the return of fish from workboats to net pen 

enclosures and will be standard operating procedure for fish 

handling. This will avoid the need for carrying fish from workboats 

to return to net pens minimising the risk of escape of farmed fish.
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Case No: 2026-0257 Site No: FS1354

Date of Visit: Main Insp: AZM

Point of Compliance

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

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

lice on farms in the area or individual farms?

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

used on farms in the area or individual farms?

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

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

area or farm?

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

or individual farms?

Arrangements for Fish Health Management

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

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

of statement?

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

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

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

Live Fish Movements

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

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

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

farm?

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

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

06/07/2026

Points of Compliance for Both Farm Management Agreements and Statements

Arrangements for The Management of Sea Lice

If N, no further questions require completion.

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

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

individual farm?

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

fish farm in the area  or the individual farm?

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

Y

Y

Y

N/A

Y

03.02.202626. What is the version no/date of issue of the FMAg/S?

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

covered by the agreement or statement?

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

parties to the agreement?

Point of Compliance for Farm Management Agreements Only

Fallowing

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

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

date when a farm or area may be restocked? 

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

agreement or statement?

Harvesting

Management and operation

25. Is the fish farm being managed and operated in accordance with the agreement or statement?
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Case No: 2026-0257 06/07/2026

Site No: FS1354 AZM

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

ECI, CNI, SLI, VMD 13/07/2026 AZM ASM

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Main Insp:
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R25  

 

UKAS Accredited Inspection Body - Type C No. 0269 

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

Telephone – 0131 244 3498    

Email – ms.fishhealth@gov.scot 

Fish Health Inspectorate Website 

 

Fish Health Inspectorate visit report 

Summary for information of site operator 
 

Business no: FB0125 Date of visit:  06/07/2026 

Site no: FS1354 Site name: Shuna Point 

Case no: 20260257 Inspector:          

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

Records 
 
The surveillance frequency category of the site was assessed as medium. An 
inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009 will be 
conducted every second year. The category of the site will be reassessed on a routine 
basis and updated as required. 
 
The information required for the public record of aquaculture production businesses 
regarding this site was verified and where necessary updated. The following records 
were also inspected to ensure that the conditions of authorisation for your Aquaculture 
Production Business (APB) are being met: 
 
Aquaculture animal and aquaculture animal product movement records were 
inspected and found to be inadequately maintained. 
 
Records in relation to aquaculture animals transported by the business were inspected 
and found to be adequately maintained 
 
Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained. 
 
Mortality levels had exceeded the reporting criteria since the last inspection and had 
been reported to the Fish Health Inspectorate as required. 
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UKAS Accredited Inspection Body - Type C No. 0269 

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

Telephone – 0131 244 3498    

Email – ms.fishhealth@gov.scot 

Fish Health Inspectorate Website 

 

Fish Health Inspector 

 
 
The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available 
on the Scottish Government website at Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter - 
gov.scot (www.gov.scot) 
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2026-0258 Date of visit: 07/07/2026

AZM

Site No: FS1290 Site Name:

Business No: FB0134

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

12.44 Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed N/A

Observations: Region: ST S CoGP MA: M-40

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.

Post mortem signs observed? N If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

Diagnostic samples taken? N

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

Water Temp (°C): T308

Water type:

Business Name: Kames Fish Farming Ltd

Case No:

Additional inspector(s): Main Inspector:

Shuna SW (Rubh'an Trilleachain)
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Additional Case Information:

FW treatment occurred 06/07/2026. Second Slice treatment began 07/07/2026 - all pens being treated. 

Historical Wrasse mortalities: 2025, Wk45, 774, 3.60%; Wk46, 682, 3.29%; Wk47, 831, 4.14%, Wk48, 1171, 6.09% (all 

handling related). 

No wrasse on site yet, but plan later in the cycle.  Wrasse may be being brought on from NI in future. 

During the site inspection, it was noted that an issue with the hydraulics on the wellboat had caused an amount of fish to spill 

onto the deck of the vessel on the 06/07/2026 to 07/07/2026.  An initial notification for an increased risk of escape was 

submitted to the FHI on 07/07/2026. To note, under the CNI section of this case, the site staff were unaware of whether the 

DFSB and the SSPO had been notified and therefore noted as N. While site containment was observed to be satisfactory on 

the day of inspection, further review is required to determine whether containment procedures were followed appropriately by 

site personnel and third-party contractors, and whether any recommendations are necessary. 

Live haul will be conducted on most occasions but deadhaul may occur. 

Additional Information Page 1 of 22026-0258
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Case No: 2026-0258 Site No: FS1290

Date of Visit: Main Insp:

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

Y

Site Details (include cleaner fish for all sections)
12 12 12

Species
Atlantic 

salmon

Age group Q2 2026
No Fish 858,676

Mean Fish Wt
194g 

N Y

If yes, detail:

Movement Records 

Y

Y

Y

Y

N/A

Transport Records

Y

Y

Mortality Records 

Y

If other detail:

Y

Y

Y

If yes, detail:

N/A

Y

the movement records?

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

06/07/2026 to 07/07/2026 - discharge pipe/hydraulic failure issue during FW treatment, occured on 

second last pen (11). During site visit, the investigation by the business was on going. Vessel name: 

Interscotia - wellboat (MSe070726SAL1). Duty inspector has been contacted by the production manager 

regarding the incident. 

1. Movement records for all species held available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 05/11/2025

6. Have all introductions and imports (since last inspection) from outwith the GB health zone been recorded 

07/07/2026 AZM

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

Next Fallow Date (Site) August  2027 Next Input Date (Site) March 2028

5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities?

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

Wk27 - due to FW treatment for lice

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked?

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

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

1. Mortality records for all species held available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks):
2026: Wk27, 1452, 0.17%; WK26, 676, 0.08%; WK25, 327, 0.04%; Wk24, 102, 

0.01%; Wk23, 22, 0.00%. 

Disposed in mort bins and being taken to Kames Pier for disposal - waste then disposed of via Pelagia 

boat the Hordafor.  Waste transfer notes seen. 

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

MRT06272 - 12,547,	7.26 % (treatment loss - thermolicer)

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

If yes, detail action:

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

Site Records Page 1 of 22026-0258
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Treatments and Medicines Records 

Y

Slice T.M.S.
If other, detail:

Y

Y

Y

Slice T.M.S.

If other, detail:

Y

Biosecurity Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

Y

Y

N

1. Recent treatments (see comment)?

 If yes, detail:

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

2. Medicines records available for inspection?

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

4. Are fish in a withdrawal period? 

5. If yes, what treatment(s)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

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

increased  (unexplained)  mortality at the site been included?

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

disease is detected been included and how  and when  that will be notified to Scottish Ministers?

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

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

higher health status, certification if required)?

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

minimise transmission of disease been covered (movement of staff, visitors, equipment, live or dead fish 

etc.)?

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

aquaculture animals held on site?

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

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results? 

05/03/2025- 07/07/2026Records checked between:
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Case Number: 2026-0258 Site No: FS1290

Date of Visit 07/07/2026 Score

0 1-5 6-10 >10

0 5 10 14 5

0 9 18 26 0

0 5 10 14 5

0 3 6 10 10

0 3 6 10 0

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

0

1 2 4 2

1 3 6

1 4 8

Management practices None Secure Unsecure

Water contacts with 

processors 0 1 2 0

0

1 1

2

4

8

10

0

3 3

5

0 0

5

Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2 or 3 ≥ 4

0 1 2 2

0 1 2 0

0 0

1

CoGP/Regulator

0 0

3

0 0

2

Total 28

Rank HIGH

Water contacts with other 

farms (holding species 

susceptible to same 

diseases)

On farm processing within 

the rules of the directive

Practices in accordance 

with regulator or industry 

code of practice

Platform access to cages

Disposal of fish and fish by-

products

Use of unpasteurised feeds

Contacts with other sites

Disinfection of equipment 

between sites, use of 

footbaths etc

AZM

No of movements/supp./dest.

Live fish movements

Movements on (from out 

with GB) of susceptible 

species

Movements off

Frequency of movements on from British Islands 

(non-GB).

Frequency of movements on from a third country

Number of suppliers

Frequency of movements off

Main Insp:

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

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Any processing plant discharging into adjacent 

waters 

No on farm processing

Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)

Number of destinations

Farm is protected (secure water supply through 

disinfection or borehole)

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

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

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

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Site's own waste only processed.

Common processes with other farms 

Collection point for waste from other farms

No feeding of unpasteurised feed

Processing fish from MS of equivalent status

Processing fish from zone or compartment of 

equivalent status

Processing fish from Category III farm

Processing fish from Category V farm

Feeding unpasteurised feed

Sites operating from single shorebase

Sites sharing staff and equipment

Yes

No

No

Yes

No

Yes

Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 12026-0258
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Case No: 2026-0258 Site No: FS1290

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

N

Y

N

Y

N/A

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

N

Y

If other, detail below:

Y

Y

N

N

N

N/A

Y

4. Have these been reported to Scottish Ministers? 

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

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

No attempt of recovery were made as at the time as the business were of the opinion that no fish had been lost. 

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

Ministers? (Legal, CoGP – 4.4.38, 5.4.18)

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

See additional information

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) No mitigation in place at the time of the malfunction. 

Gael Force Nets - jump nets part of that system. 

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

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

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

Containment Inspection

Tensioned Nets Top Nets

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

7. Are sea lice (L. salmonis) record levels below the suggested criteria for treatment in the CoGP during the period that 

records are inspected? (CoGP Annex 6)

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

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

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

Management Area (or equivalent)?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

can these be deployed in a reasonable period of time?

8. Have weekly average adult female sea lice counts at or above the intervention level been reported accurately?

If no, please detail in additional information.

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

lice?

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

scenarios during the escalation of a sea lice infestation?
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Case No: 2026-0258 Site No: FS1290

Date of Visit: Main Insp: AZM

Point of Compliance

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

07/07/2026

Points of Compliance for Both Farm Management Agreements and Statements

Arrangements for The Management of Sea Lice

If N, no further questions require completion.

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

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

individual farm?

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

fish farm in the area  or the individual farm?

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

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

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

Live Fish Movements

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

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

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

farm?

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

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

Arrangements for Fish Health Management

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

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

of statement?

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

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

lice on farms in the area or individual farms?

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

used on farms in the area or individual farms?

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

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

area or farm?

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

or individual farms?

AFSA 2013 Page 1 of 22026-0258
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Y

Y

Y

Y

N/A

Y

Management and operation

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

Harvesting

03/02/202626. What is the version no/date of issue of the FMAg/S?

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

covered by the agreement or statement?

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

parties to the agreement?

Point of Compliance for Farm Management Agreements Only

Fallowing

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

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

date when a farm or area may be restocked? 

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

agreement or statement?
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Case No: 2026-0258 07/07/2026

Site No: FS1290 AZM

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

ECI,CNI,SLI 14/07/2026 AZM ASM

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Main Insp:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12026-0258



                
 
 

R25  

 

UKAS Accredited Inspection Body - Type C No. 0269 

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

Telephone – 0131 244 3498    

Email – ms.fishhealth@gov.scot 

Fish Health Inspectorate Website 

 

Fish Health Inspectorate visit report 

Summary for information of site operator 
 

Business no: FB0134 Date of visit:  07/07/2026 

Site no: FS1290 Site name: Shuna SW (Rubh'an Trilleachain) 

Case no: 20260258 Inspector:          

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

Records 
 
The surveillance frequency category of the site was assessed as high. An inspection 
under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009 will be conducted 
annually. The category of the site will be reassessed on a routine basis and updated 
as required. 
 
The information required for the public record of aquaculture production businesses 
regarding this site was verified and where necessary updated. The following records 
were also inspected to ensure that the conditions of authorisation for your Aquaculture 
Production Business (APB) are being met: 
 
Aquaculture animal and aquaculture animal product movement records were 
inspected and appeared to be adequately maintained. 
 
Records in relation to aquaculture animals transported by the business were inspected 
and found to be adequately maintained.  
 
Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained. 
 
Mortality levels had exceeded the reporting criteria since the last inspection and had 
been reported to the Fish Health Inspectorate as required. 





                
 
 

R25  

 

UKAS Accredited Inspection Body - Type C No. 0269 

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

Telephone – 0131 244 3498    

Email – ms.fishhealth@gov.scot 

Fish Health Inspectorate Website 

 

The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available 
on the Scottish Government website at Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter - 
gov.scot (www.gov.scot) 
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2026-0259 Date of visit: 08/07/2026

AZM

Site No: FS1317 Site Name:

Business No: FB0119

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

12.81 Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed N/A

Observations: Region: HI S CoGP MA: M-52

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

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

Post mortem signs observed? N If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

Diagnostic samples taken? N

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

Water Temp (°C): T308

Water type:

Business Name: Mowi Scotland Ltd

Case No:

Additional inspector(s): Main Inspector:

Rum

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12026-0259
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Additional Case Information:

Last Florocol treatment administered in 2025 (30/09 - 01/10/2025). Last FW treatment - 09 to 15/06/2026. Post FW treatment 

fish tested positive for HSMI and SRS, but mortality remained below the threshold. Due to the size of the fish and potential for 

SRS to become more significant because of rising water temps, it was decided to harvest the site to fallow. Last harvest 

planned for 14th July.  

No wrasse or lumpfish on site - no plans to stock cleanerfish in next production cycles 

Rum acts as a grower site and usually gets transfers from Etive. 

3 fish were removed and sampled for VMD. All fish were observed to be in good condition and healthy. 

Additional Information Page 1 of 22026-0259
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Case No: 2026-0259 Site No: FS1317

Date of Visit: Main Insp:

Registration/Authorisation Details

Y

Y

Site Details (include cleaner fish for all sections)

8 3 8

Species
Atlantic 

salmon

Age group Q2 2025
No Fish 223,912

Mean Fish Wt
4kg 

Y N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records 

Y

Y

Y

Y

N/A

Transport Records

Y

Y

Mortality Records 

Y

If other detail:

Y

Y

Y

If yes, detail:

N/A

Y

the movement records?

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

SRS and HSMI tested positive, mortalities remain below the threshold, but business have decided to 

fallow out by end of the week 30

1. Movement records for all species held available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 17/05/2023

6. Have all introductions and imports (since last inspection) from outwith the GB health zone been recorded 

08/07/2026 AZM

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

Next Fallow Date (Site) By end of Wk30 Next Input Date (Site) September 2026 

5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities?

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

All problem pens have been harvested (deadhaul and liveboat), following the FW treatment SRS was detected on site. 

Mortality has not reached above the threshold in 2026.                                                                                                                                                                                                                  

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked?

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

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

1. Mortality records for all species held available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks):
2026: Wk23, 338, 0.09%; Wk24, 526,0.09%; Wk25,2117, 0.34%; Wk26, 2699, 

0.44%; Wk27,2397,  0.522%

Ensiled on site and then Billy Bowie removes the waste. Duranta Energy, Middlesborough

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

2023: Wk32, 1722, 1.33%; Wk33,8793,6.89%; Wk34,2402,3.23%; Wk47, 6918, 1.05%; Wk48, 

8677,1.42%; Wk49,7863,1.31%; Wk50, 6275, 1.18%, Wk52, 8870, 1.94%. 2024: Wk1, 5315, 1.19%; 

Wk3, 4240, 1.31%; Wk39, 12927, 1.18%; Wk40, 14864, 1.36%; Wk41, 13779, 1.27%. 2025: Wk24, 

6983, 1.12%, Wk26, 4214, 1.29%; Wk27, 3961, 1.35%; Wk28, 2251, 1.22% 

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

If yes, detail action:

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

Site Records Page 1 of 22026-0259
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Treatments and Medicines Records 

Y

T.M.S.

If other, detail:

Y

Y

N

If other, detail:

Y

Biosecurity Records

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

Y

Y

Y

1. Recent treatments (see comment)?

 If yes, detail:

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

2. Medicines records available for inspection?

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

4. Are fish in a withdrawal period? 

5. If yes, what treatment(s)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

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

increased  (unexplained)  mortality at the site been included?

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

disease is detected been included and how  and when  that will be notified to Scottish Ministers?

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

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

higher health status, certification if required)?

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

minimise transmission of disease been covered (movement of staff, visitors, equipment, live or dead fish 

etc.)?

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

aquaculture animals held on site?

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

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results? 

SRS and HSMI - confirmed on 23/06/2026 on health 

report by health manager. Mortalities on site has 

crept up but still well below the 1.0% threshold. 

17/05/2023 - 08/07/2026Records checked between:

Site Records Page 2 of 22026-0259
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Case no:

Priority samples: VI BA PA MG HI

Time sampling Main Insp: AZM VMD No. 23

starts/ends:

Environmental conditions: 1 Sunny 2 3 4 5

Summary samples HIST BA MG VI PA Total Samples

Pool/Fish No

Fish nos 1 2 3

Pool Group

Species SAL SAL SAL

Average weight 4kg 4kg 4kg

Sex N/A N/A N/A

Water Type SW SW SW

Stock Origin E
ti
v
e
 (

F
S

1
1
1
2
)

E
ti
v
e
 (

F
S

1
1
1
2
)

E
ti
v
e
 (

F
S

1
1
1
2
)

Facility No 1 4 5

08/07/20262026-0259 Site No: FS1317

S
to

c
k
 D

e
ta

ils

Add Fish/Pools - click button

12:30:00 14:00:00

Date of visit/ 

Sampling:

08/07/2026

Sample_Information Page 1 of 22026-0259
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0 Total Tests assigned 0

.

Additional Sample Information:08/07/2026
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Case Number: 2026-0259 Site No: FS1317

Date of Visit 08/07/2026 Score

0 1-5 6-10 >10

0 5 10 14 0

0 9 18 26 0

0 5 10 14 0

0 3 6 10 10

0 3 6 10 3

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

0

1 2 4 1

1 3 6

1 4 8

Management practices None Secure Unsecure

Water contacts with 

processors 0 1 2 0

0

1 0

2

4

8

10

0 0

3

5

0 0

5

Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2 or 3 ≥ 4

0 1 2 0

0 1 2 0

0 0

1

CoGP/Regulator

0 0

3

0 0

2

Total 14

Rank LOW

Water contacts with other 

farms (holding species 

susceptible to same 

diseases)

On farm processing within 

the rules of the directive

Practices in accordance 

with regulator or industry 

code of practice

Platform access to cages

Disposal of fish and fish by-

products

Use of unpasteurised feeds

Contacts with other sites

Disinfection of equipment 

between sites, use of 

footbaths etc

AZM

No of movements/supp./dest.

Live fish movements

Movements on (from out 

with GB) of susceptible 

species

Movements off

Frequency of movements on from British Islands 

(non-GB).

Frequency of movements on from a third country

Number of suppliers

Frequency of movements off

Main Insp:

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

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Any processing plant discharging into adjacent 

waters 

No on farm processing

Processing own fish (re-cycling risk)

Number of destinations

Farm is protected (secure water supply through 

disinfection or borehole)

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

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

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

farms upstream or within 1 tidal excursion

Site's own waste only processed.

Common processes with other farms 

Collection point for waste from other farms

No feeding of unpasteurised feed

Processing fish from MS of equivalent status

Processing fish from zone or compartment of 

equivalent status

Processing fish from Category III farm

Processing fish from Category V farm

Feeding unpasteurised feed

Sites operating from single shorebase

Sites sharing staff and equipment

Yes

No

No

Yes

No

Yes

Surveillance Frequency Fish Page 1 of 12026-0259
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Case No: 2026-0259 Site No: FS1317

Sea Lice Inspection (Seawater Sites Only)

N

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

N

N

Y

Y

Y

N/A

Y

Y

Y

N

Y

If other, detail below:

N

Y

4. Have these been reported to Scottish Ministers? 

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

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

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

Ministers? (Legal, CoGP – 4.4.38, 5.4.18)

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

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

 be considered under satisfactory measures of the Act)

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

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

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

Containment Inspection

Tensioned Nets Top Nets

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

7. Are sea lice (L. salmonis) record levels below the suggested criteria for treatment in the CoGP during the period that 

records are inspected? (CoGP Annex 6)

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

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

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

Management Area (or equivalent)?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

can these be deployed in a reasonable period of time?

8. Have weekly average adult female sea lice counts at or above the intervention level been reported accurately?

If no, please detail in additional information.

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

lice?

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

scenarios during the escalation of a sea lice infestation?

CNI & SLI Page 1 of 12026-0259
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Case No: 2026-0259 Site No: FS1317

Date of Visit: Main Insp: AZM

Point of Compliance

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

Y

08/07/2026

Points of Compliance for Both Farm Management Agreements and Statements

Arrangements for The Management of Sea Lice

If N, no further questions require completion.

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

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

individual farm?

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

fish farm in the area  or the individual farm?

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

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

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

Live Fish Movements

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

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

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

farm?

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

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

Arrangements for Fish Health Management

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

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

of statement?

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

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

lice on farms in the area or individual farms?

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

used on farms in the area or individual farms?

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

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

area or farm?

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

or individual farms?

AFSA 2013 Page 1 of 22026-0259
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Y

Y

Y

Y

N/A

Y

Management and operation

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

Harvesting

09/03/202526. What is the version no/date of issue of the FMAg/S?

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

covered by the agreement or statement?

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

parties to the agreement?

Point of Compliance for Farm Management Agreements Only

Fallowing

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

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

date when a farm or area may be restocked? 

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

agreement or statement?

AFSA 2013 Page 2 of 22026-0259
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Case No: 2026-0259 08/07/2026

Site No: FS1317 AZM

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

ECI,CNI,SLI.VMD 14/07/2026 AZM ASM

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Main Insp:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12026-0259
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UKAS Accredited Inspection Body - Type C No. 0269 

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

Telephone – 0131 244 3498    

Email – ms.fishhealth@gov.scot 

Fish Health Inspectorate Website 

 

Fish Health Inspectorate visit report 

Summary for information of site operator 
 

Business no: FB0119 Date of visit:  08/07/2026 

Site no: FS1317 Site name: Rum 

Case no: 20260259 Inspector:          

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

Records 
 
The surveillance frequency category of the site was assessed as low. An inspection 
under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009 will be conducted every 
third year. The category of the site will be reassessed on a routine basis and updated 
as required. 
 
The information required for the public record of aquaculture production businesses 
regarding this site was verified and where necessary updated. The following records 
were also inspected to ensure that the conditions of authorisation for your Aquaculture 
Production Business (APB) are being met: 
 
Aquaculture animal and aquaculture animal product movement records were 
inspected and appeared to be adequately maintained. 
 
Records in relation to aquaculture animals transported by the business were inspected 
and found to be adequately maintained.  
 
Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained. 
 
Mortality levels had exceeded the reporting criteria since the last inspection and had 
been reported to the Fish Health Inspectorate as required. 
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2026-0262 Date of visit: 16/07/2026

VXR

Site No: FS0671 Site Name:

Business No: FB0398

Case Types: 1 REG 2 REP 3 WEL 4 5 6

13.6 Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed N/A

Observations: Region: HI S CoGP MA: M-7

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.

Post mortem signs observed? N If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

Diagnostic samples taken? N

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

Water Temp (°C): T307

Water type:

Business Name: Loch Duart Plc

Case No:

Additional inspector(s): Main Inspector:

Outer Bay (Loch Droighniche)

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12026-0262
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Additional Case Information:

The site was inspected following reports of elevated mortality from the company and third party communication. The visit was 

conducted alongside APHA who carried out a welfare inspection. 

The salmon were transferred to the site in January 2026 from Clashnessie Bay (FS0933). The salmon were transferred 

alongside wrasse, however further cleanerfish were also introduced in June 2026. The site staff believes that the wrasse may 

be targeting not only the sea lice but also occasionally the eyes of the salmon, causing blindness in a small percentage of the 

stock.  Feed blocks are available for the wrasse to supplement feeding. Furnculosis was diagnosed in March, and an in‑feed 

antibiotic treatment was administered. 

The site has been reporting mortalities above 1%/week between weeks 21 and 27 2026. These have been attributed to a 

series of causes including seal predation, treatment handling and gill health. A Salmosan treatment was carried out in week 

22. The site staff also expressed current challenges with early maturation in the broodstock and appetite reduction. Harvest 

has been planned for the fish that haven't been selected as broodstock, while the broodstock is expected to be transferred off 

site by the end of August/early September.

During the visit, every pen was inspected and visibility was very clear. The main population appeared in good condition and 

exhibited normal swimming behaviour. A small number of lethargic fish could be observed in the pens, these were smaller 

than the average population and presented eye lesions and snout damage. Sea lice could also be observed on these fish 

although not in high numbers. One moribund was present at the time of inspection. The fish was removed from the pen for 

further analysis. The salmon presented bilateral eye damage and moderate gill damage. Internally, the fish was a mature 

female and there was no feed presence in the stomach or gut but otherwise no other internal changes were noted. Four 

mortalities had been removed from the site on the morning of inspection, these could be observed in the mort bin.

Partial mortality for week 29: 242 (6.97%), mostly attributed to seal predation and mostly from P3. No signs of predator 

damage were observed during the inspection. An outer predator net is anchored around the steel pens to prevent access to 

the stock. Divers are scheduled to inspect the predator net for potential issues with holes or the tensioning. 

Update 21/07: divers visited 17/07 and found and repaired a hole in the bottom of the outside predator net. No damage to the 

production nets reported. Full mortality for week 29: 258 (7.44%). Partial mortality for week 30: 29 fish (no longer driven by P3, 

no predator damage observed). 

Additional Information Page 1 of 22026-0262
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Case No: 2026-0262 Site No: FS0671

Date of Visit: Main Insp:

Registration/Authorisation Details

N

N

Site Details (include cleaner fish for all sections)

8 6 8

Species
Atlantic 

salmon

Wrasse

Age group 24S1 Wild
No Fish 3,164 1,185
Mean Fish Wt 8.8kg Mix

Y N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records 

Y

Y

Y

Y

N/A

Transport Records

Mortality Records 

Y

If other detail:

Y

Y

Y

If yes, detail:

N/A

Y

the movement records?

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

CGD

1. Movement records for all species held available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 30/04/2025

6. Have all introductions and imports (since last inspection) from outwith the GB health zone been recorded in 

16/07/2026 VXR

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

Next Fallow Date (Site) September 2026 Next Input Date (Site) October 2026

5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities?

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

P3 high seal predation (about 30 fish a day in the last week).

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked?

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

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

1. Mortality records for all species held available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks):

SAL Week 28: 243 (6.55%), Week 27: 194 (4.88%), Week 26: 188 (4.3%), 

Week 25: 176 (3.76%). WRA Week 28: 15 (1.25%), Week 27: 3 (0.25%), Week 

26: 0, Week 25: 0.

Whole fish taken in skips to Badcall shorebase by DK waste, then collected by Gray Composting.

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

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

If yes, detail action:

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

Site Records Page 1 of 22026-0262
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Treatments and Medicines Records 

N

If other, detail:

Y

Y

N

If other, detail:

Y

Biosecurity Records

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

Y

Y

Y

1. Recent treatments (see comment)?

 If yes, detail:

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

2. Medicines records available for inspection?

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

4. Are fish in a withdrawal period? 

5. If yes, what treatment(s)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

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

increased  (unexplained)  mortality at the site been included?

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

disease is detected been included and how  and when  that will be notified to Scottish Ministers?

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

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

health status, certification if required)?

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

transmission of disease been covered (movement of staff, visitors, equipment, live or dead fish etc.)?

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

aquaculture animals held on site?

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

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results? 

PCR positive for PMCV and SAV

30/04/2025 - 16/06/2026Records checked between:

Site Records Page 2 of 22026-0262



FHI 059, Version 14 Date of issue: 04/04/2025Issued by: FHI

Case No: 2026-0262 16/07/2026

Site No: FS0671 VXR

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

REP, REG, WEL 20/06/2026 VXR RJW

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Main Insp:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12026-0262
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UKAS Accredited Inspection Body - Type C No. 0269 

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

Telephone – 0131 244 3498    

Email – ms.fishhealth@gov.scot 

Fish Health Inspectorate Website 

 

Fish Health Inspectorate visit report 

Summary for information of site operator 
 

Business no: FB0398 Date of visit:  16/07/2026 

Site no: FS0671 Site name: Outer Bay (Loch Droighniche) 

Case no: 20260262 Inspector:          

Inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) 
Regulations 2009 
 
The above site was inspected, in accordance with the Aquatic Animal Health 
(Scotland) Regulations 2009, following reports of increased mortality. 
 
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 information required for the public record of aquaculture production businesses 
regarding this site was verified and where necessary updated. The following records 
were also inspected to ensure that the conditions of authorisation for your Aquaculture 
Production Business (APB) are being met: 
 
Aquaculture animal and aquaculture animal product movement records were 
inspected and appeared to be adequately maintained. 
 
Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained. 
 
Mortality levels had exceeded the reporting criteria since the last inspection and had 
been reported to the Fish Health Inspectorate as required. 
 
Reports detailing the results of animal health surveillance carried out by or on behalf 
of the business and/or Marine Directorate were available for inspection. 
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UKAS Accredited Inspection Body - Type C No. 0269 

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

Telephone – 0131 244 3498    

Email – ms.fishhealth@gov.scot 

Fish Health Inspectorate Website 

 

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

Signed: Date: 20/07/2026 
 

Fish Health Inspector 
  

 
 
The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available 
on the Scottish Government website at Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter - 
gov.scot (www.gov.scot) 
 

 



FHI 059, Version 14 Date of issue: 04/04/2025Issued by: FHI

2026-0263 Date of visit: 16/07/2026

VXR

Site No: FS0621 Site Name:

Business No: FB0398

Case Types: 1 REG 2 REP 3 WEL 4 5 6

13.4 Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed N/A

Observations: Region: HI S CoGP MA: M-6

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.

Post mortem signs observed? N If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

Diagnostic samples taken? N

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

Water Temp (°C): T307

Water type:

Business Name: Loch Duart Plc

Case No:

Additional inspector(s): Main Inspector:

Loch A Chairn Bhain

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12026-0263



FHI 059, Version 14 Date of issue: 04/04/2025Issued by: FHI

Additional Case Information:

The site was inspected following reports of elevated mortality from the company and third party communication. The visit was 

conducted alongside APHA who carried out a welfare inspection. 

Stock transferred in spring 2025 from Ormsary Smolt Unit (FS0575) and Duartmore (FS0770). The site has reported high 

mortalities in weeks 26 and 27 due to gill health. A freshwater treatment was carried out in week 24. The site has reported low 

DO events in the evening due to the rising temperatures, this is being rectified with the installation of an O2 barge to 

supplement oxygenation on the site as required. Wild wrasse were stocked in week 25. Sea lice figures have doubled in the 

last week, climbing to 3.96 adult females/fish in week 29. 

During the visit, every pen was inspected and visibility was very clear. The main population appeared in good condition and 

exhibited a very strong feeding response. A small number of lethargic fish could be observed in the pens, however these 

would quickly swim away when approached. These fish were mostly runts, and a small number of spinal deformities. The lice 

load on these appeared high although no grazing damage could be observed. The lice load in the general population was 

moderate. A small proportion of fish in the general population had signs of lesions in the caudal region, however these had 

been observed to have healed. A higher number of fish also had dorsal fin lesions, these appeared to have been healed for a 

long time.

One moribund was found at the time of inspection. The fish was removed from the pen for further analysis. The salmon 

presented bilateral eye exophthalmia.The fish was a runt and there was no feed presence in the stomach or gut but otherwise 

no other internal changes were noted. Partial mortality for week 29: 52 (0.01%).

Additional Information Page 1 of 22026-0263



FHI 059, Version 14 Date of issue: 04/04/2025Issued by: FHI

Case No: 2026-0263 Site No: FS0621

Date of Visit: Main Insp:

Registration/Authorisation Details

N

N

Site Details (include cleaner fish for all sections)

16 16 16

Species
Atlantic 

salmon

Wrasse

Age group 25S1 Wild
No Fish 371,468 633
Mean Fish Wt 3.8kg Mix

Y N

If yes, detail:

Movement Records 

Y

Y

Y

Y

N/A

Transport Records

Mortality Records 

Y

If other detail:

Y

Y

Y

If yes, detail:

N/A

Y

the movement records?

Recent (last 4 wks) disease problems? 

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

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

5. Are records complete and correctly entered?

Any escapes (since last visit)? 

Gill issues

1. Movement records for all species held available for inspection?

2. Date of last inspection: 05/11/2025

6. Have all introductions and imports (since last inspection) from outwith the GB health zone been recorded in 

16/07/2026 VXR

No facilities inspected

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

2. Changes made to details?

Total No facilities Facilities stocked

Next Fallow Date (Site) October 2026 Next Input Date (Site) December 2026

5. Evidence of recent increased/atypical mortalities?

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

See additional info.

6. Any other peaks in mortality during period checked?

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

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

1. Mortality records for all species held available for inspection?

3. Mortality records complete and correctly entered?

4. Recent mortality (last 4 wks):

SAL Week 28: 3,307 (0.83%), Week 27: 8,551 (2.1%), Week 26: 12,543 

(2.99%), Week 25: 2,624 (0.62%) WRA Week 28: 3 (0.04%), Week 27: 1 

(0,02%), Week 26: 1 (0.02%), Week 25: 0.

Whole fish taken in skips to Badcall shorebase by DK waste, then collected by Gray Composting.

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

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

If yes, detail action:

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

Site Records Page 1 of 22026-0263



FHI 059, Version 14 Date of issue: 04/04/2025Issued by: FHI

Treatments and Medicines Records 

Y

T.M.S.

If other, detail:

Y

Y

N

If other, detail:

Y

Biosecurity Records

If no, detail:

Results of Surveillance

Y

Y

N

1. Recent treatments (see comment)?

 If yes, detail:

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

2. Medicines records available for inspection?

3. Are records complete and correctly entered?

4. Are fish in a withdrawal period? 

5. If yes, what treatment(s)?

1. Biosecurity records available for inspection?

6. Are medicines stored appropriately?

Optomease

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

increased  (unexplained)  mortality at the site been included?

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

disease is detected been included and how  and when  that will be notified to Scottish Ministers?

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

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

health status, certification if required)?

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

transmission of disease been covered (movement of staff, visitors, equipment, live or dead fish etc.)?

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

aquaculture animals held on site?

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

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

2. If yes, are results available for inspection?

3. Any significant results? 

05/11/2025 - 16/07/2026Records checked between:

Site Records Page 2 of 22026-0263



FHI 059, Version 14 Date of issue: 04/04/2025Issued by: FHI

Case No: 2026-0263 16/07/2026

Site No: FS0621 VXR

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

REP, REG, WEL 20/07/2026 VXR RJW

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Main Insp:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12026-0263
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UKAS Accredited Inspection Body - Type C No. 0269 

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

Telephone – 0131 244 3498    

Email – ms.fishhealth@gov.scot 

Fish Health Inspectorate Website 

 

Fish Health Inspectorate visit report 

Summary for information of site operator 
 

Business no: FB0398 Date of visit:  16/07/2026 

Site no: FS0621 Site name: Loch A Chairn Bhain 

Case no: 20260263 Inspector:          

Inspection under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) 
Regulations 2009 
 
The above site was inspected, in accordance with the Aquatic Animal Health 
(Scotland) Regulations 2009, following reports of increased mortality. 
 
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 information required for the public record of aquaculture production businesses 
regarding this site was verified and where necessary updated. The following records 
were also inspected to ensure that the conditions of authorisation for your Aquaculture 
Production Business (APB) are being met: 
 
Aquaculture animal and aquaculture animal product movement records were 
inspected and appeared to be adequately maintained. 
 
Mortality records were inspected and found to be adequately maintained. 
 
Mortality levels had exceeded the reporting criteria since the last inspection and had 
been reported to the Fish Health Inspectorate as required. 
 
Reports detailing the results of animal health surveillance carried out by or on behalf 
of the business and/or Marine Directorate were available for inspection. 
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UKAS Accredited Inspection Body - Type C No. 0269 

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

Telephone – 0131 244 3498    

Email – ms.fishhealth@gov.scot 

Fish Health Inspectorate Website 

 

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

Signed: Date: 20/07/2026 
      

Fish Health Inspector 
  

 
 
The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available 
on the Scottish Government website at Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter - 
gov.scot (www.gov.scot) 
 

 

 



FHI 059, Version 14 Date of issue: 04/04/2025Issued by: FHI

2026-0265 Date of visit: 22/07/2026

ASM

Site No: SS0837 Site Name:

Business No: SB0578

Case Types: 1 PSI 2 3 4 5 6

Thermometer No: FHI 045 completed N/A

Observations: Region: SH S CoGP MA:

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

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

Post mortem signs observed? If yes, see additional information/clinical score sheet.

Diagnostic samples taken?

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

Water Temp (°C):

Water type:

Business Name: QA Fish Ltd

Case No:

Additional inspector(s): Main Inspector:

East of Burwick

Case Sheet Page 1 of 12026-0265
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Additional Case Information:

Site purchased from Shetland Mussels as fallow in late 2024. Although long-lines are on site, there have been no droppers of 

stock present since transfer. Business hoping to stock spring/summer 2027.

Business in the process of buying another site. Contact reminded to complete authorisation paperwork. As both sites are 

planned to be operational by next year, surveillance frequency filled in taking this into account.

Additional Information Page 1 of 22026-0265
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Case Number: 2026-0265 Site No:

Date of Visit 22/07/2026 Main Insp:

Number of Susceptible species on site

No Yes

0 25

0 3 3

0 3

Sites within a tidal excursion 1 2-5 >6

0 1-2 >3

0 5 10 0

0 5 10 0

0 3 6 0

Management 

practices None

Secure 

(effluent 

treatment)

Unsecure 

(no effluent 

treatment)

Biosecurity Number of sites 1 2 or 3 ≥ 4

0 1 2 1

0 1 5 1

Yes No

Total 7

Risk LOW

If susceptible species present, score for each pathogen

SS0837

ASM

If no susceptible species present = LOW risk

2 10 2

Live shellfish movements

Susceptible to Bonamia ostrea (OED)

Susceptible to Marteilia refringens (OED, MED)

Susceptible to OsHV (CGI)

Site contacts Number of sites holding susceptible species within a tidal 

excursion 0

20

Number of suppliers

Movements on Frequency of movements on from British Islands (non-

GB).

Frequency of movements on from a third country 0 10

Movements off 
Frequency of movements off within MSS Management 

Areas 0 1

Number of destinations

2

2

8

0

Frequency of movements off outwith MSS Management 

Areas 0 3 6

2 6

Depuration of stock from sites outwith MSS management 

area 0 4

2 0

Water contacts with 

depuration facilities 
0

Depuration of stock from own sites within MSS 

management area 0 1

Depuration of stock from other businesses sites within 

MSS management area 0

Contacts with other 

sites

Sites operating from single shorebase

Sites sharing staff and equipment

Disinfection of equipment between sites, use of footbaths etc 0

Surveillance Frequency Shell Page 1 of 12026-0265



FHI 059, Version 14 Date of issue: 04/04/2025Issued by: FHI

Case No: 2026-0265 Site No: SS0837

Date of case: Main Insp: ASM

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

Site Details

Total No facilities: 3 0

Species Fallow

Age group

No shellfish

Mean fish Wt

Next fallow date (site)

Date of last inspection: (ECI or PSI): 18/09/2024

1. Any recent increased or atypical mortalities? (last 4 weeks): N

If yes, detail: 

e.g. site 

average, max 

per facility

2. Any increased mortalities? (since last inspection) N

If yes, detail:

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

If other detail:

4. Are there any diseases on your site? N

If yes, detail:

5. Have you experienced predation on site? N

If yes, detail:

6. Has the site experienced increased or abnormal fouling? N

If yes, detail:

7. Have you observed any invasive species on your site? N

If yes, detail:

8. Do you have an up to date BMP? Y

9. What quantity of spat fall have you had in the last 12 months? (mussel sites only):

If there are issues, detail:

22/07/2026

No facilities stocked: 

N/A Next input date (site) Spring/summer 2027

Fallow

No mortality observed

N/A

Shellfish PSI Page 1 of 12026-0265



FHI 059, Version 14 Date of issue: 04/04/2025Issued by: FHI

Case No: 2026-0265 22/07/2026

Site No: SS0837 ASM

Database Insp Phone Insp Writing Insp 2
nd

 Insp

Report Summary

Case Type Date Insp 2
nd

 Insp

PSI 22/07/2026 ASM NYL

Results Summary Freq. Date of Notification

Date of visit:

Main Insp:

Result & Report summary Page 1 of 12026-0265



                
 
 

R26  

 

UKAS Accredited Inspection Body - Type C No. 0269 

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

Telephone – 0131 244 3498    

Email – ms.fishhealth@gov.scot 

Fish Health Inspectorate Website 

 

Fish Health Inspectorate visit report 

Summary for information of site operator 
 

Business no: SB0578 Date of visit:  22/07/2026 

Site no: SS0837 Site name: East of Burwick 

Case no: 20260265 Inspector:          

Routine surveillance frequency assessment under the 
Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009 
 

The above site was contacted in accordance with the Aquatic Animal Health 
(Scotland) Regulations 2009. 
 
The information required for the public record of aquaculture production businesses 
regarding this site was verified and where necessary updated. 
 
The surveillance frequency category of the site was assessed as low. An inspection 
under the Aquatic Animal Health (Scotland) Regulations 2009 will be conducted every 
fourth year. The category of the site will be reassessed on a routine basis and updated 
as required. 
 
Please contact myself or the duty inspector should you require any further information 
or have any queries regarding this report.  
 

Signed: Date: 22/07/2026 
      

Fish Health Inspector 
  

 
 
The Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter detailing standards of service is available 
on the Scottish Government website at Fish Health Inspectorate Service Charter - 
gov.scot (www.gov.scot) 
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