Aquaculture
Stewardship
Council

Form 3 - Public Disclosure Form

This form shall be submitted by the CAB no less than thirty (30) calendar days prior to any onsite audit *. Any changes to this information shall be
submitted to the ASC within five (5) days of the change and not later than 10 days before the planned audit. If later, a new announcement is
submitted and another 30 days rule will apply.

The information on this form shall be public * and should be posted on the ASC website within three (3) days of submission.

This form shall be written to be readable to the stakeholders and other interested parties.

This form should be translated into local languages when appropriate

PDF 1 Public Disclosure Form

PDF 1.1 Name of CAB Acoura Marine Ltd.

PDF 1.2 Date of Submission 21st May 2016, updated 26th May 2016

PDF 1.3 CAB Contact Person
PDF 1.3.1 Name of Contact Person |lIsla Paterson

PDF 1.3.2 Position in the CAB's Accreditation officer
organisation

PDF 1.3.3 Mailing address Acoura Marine Ltd,
6,Redheughs Rigg, Edinburgh EH12 9DQ

* Except unannounced audits, for which this form will be sent to
CARV. 2.0 - Form 3 - Public Disclosure Form the ASC and AAB without being published 1/96



PDF 1.3.4 Email address

PDF 1.3.5 Phone number

PDF 1.3.6 Other

PDF 1.4 ASC Name of Client
PDF 1.4.1 Name of Contact Person

PDF 1.4.2 Position in the client's
organisation

PDF 1.4.3 Mailing address

PDF 1.4.4 Email address

PFD 1.4.5 Phone number

CAR V. 2.0 - Form 3 - Public Disclosure Form

isla.paterson@acoura.com

0131 3356600

N/a

Katherine Dolmage

Certification Manager

Suite 124

1344 Island Highway
Campbell River
Vancouver island

BC Canada VOW 8C9

Katherine.Dolmage@marineharvest.com

250850 3276

* Except unannounced audits, for which this form will be sent to
the ASC and AAB without being published
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PDF 1.4.6 Other N/a

PDF 1.5 Unit of Certification
PDF 1.5.1 Single Site Single Site
PDF 1.5.2 Multi-site
PDF 1.5.3 Group certification

PDF 1.6 Sites to be audited
Site Name GPS Coordinates Other Location Planned Site Audit(s) Date of planned

Information audit
Goat Cove 52 47.204 128 24.986 Finlayson Channel 24th June 20th - 25th June

PDF 1.7 Species and Standards

Species (scientific name) Included in scope ASC endorsed standard

Standard Version Number

produced (Yes/No) to be used
Salmon Salmo salar Yes ASC Salmon Standard 1.0

PDF 1.8 Planned Stakeholder Consultation(s) and How Stakeholders can Become Involved
Name/organisation  Relevance for this audit How to involve this When stakeholder may How this
stakeholder (in- be contacted stakeholder will

person/phone be contacted
interview/input
submission)

No stakeholder submissions received prior to the onsite audit

* Except unannounced audits, for which this form will be sent to
CAR V. 2.0 - Form 3 - Public Disclosure Form the ASC and AAB without being published
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PDF 1.9 Proposed Timeline
PDF 1.9.1 Contract Signed:

PDF 1.9.2 Start of audit:

PDF 1.9.3 Onsite Audit(s):

PDF 1.9.4 Determination/Decision:

PDF 1.10 Audit Team
Column1
PDF 1.10.1 Lead Auditor
PDF 1.10.2 | Technical Expert
PDF 1.10.3 Social Auditor

CAR V. 2.0 - Form 3 - Public Disclosure Form

April 2016

20th June

20th - 25th June

Sep-16

Name
Matthew James
Chris Findlay
Leon Reed

* Except unannounced audits, for which this form will be sent to

ASC Registration Referend

the ASC and AAB without being published
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Council
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ASC Audit Report - Opening

General Requirements
C1 Audit reports shall be written in English and in the most common language spoken in the areas where the operation is located.

C2 Audit reports may contain confidential annexes for commercially sensitive information.
C2.1 The CAB shall agree the content of any commercially sensitive information with the applicant, which can still be accessible by the ASC and the
appointed accreditation body upon request as stipulated in the certification contract.
C2.2 The public report shall contain a clear overview of the items which are in the confidential annexes.
C2.3 Except for the annexes that contain commercially sensitive information all audit reports will be public.
C3 The CAB is solely responsible for the content of all reports, including the content of any confidential annexes.

C4 Reporting Deadlines* for certification and re-certification audit reports

C4.1 Within thirty (30) days of the completing of the audit the CAB shall submit a draft report in English and the national or most common language
spoken in the area where the operation is located.

C4.2 Within five (5) days the ASC should post the draft report to the ASC website.

C4.3 The CAB shall allow stakeholders and interested parties to comment on the report for fifteen (15) days.

C4.4 Within twenty (20) days of the close of comments, the CAB shall submit the final report to the ASC in English and the national or most common
language spoken in the area where the operation is located.

C4.5 Within five (5) days the ASC should post the final report to the ASC website.

C4.6 Audit reports shall contain accurate and reproducable results.

C5 Reporting Deadlines* for surveillance audit reports

C5.1 Within ninety (90) days of the completing of the audit the CAB shall submit a final report in English and the national or most common language
spoken in the area where the operation is located.

C5.2 Within five (5) days the ASC should post the final report to the ASC website.

C5.3 Audit reports shall contain accurate and reproducable results.

1 Title Page

1.1 Name of Applicant Marine Harvest Canada

CAR v.2.0 - Audit report - Opening * working days

6/96



Aquaculture
Stewardship
Council

1.2 Report Title [e.g. Public Public Certification Report
Certification Report]

1.3 CAB name Acoura Marine Limited
1.4 Name of Lead Auditor Matthew James
1.5 Names and positions of report Matthew James - Acoura Marine - Lead Auditor and Auditor
authors and reviewers Paul Macintyre - Acoura Marine - Aquaculture Director and Reviewer

1.6 Client's Contact person: Name and |Katherine Dolmage
Title Certification Manager

1.7 Date 4th October 2016

2 Table of Contents

CAR v.2.0 - Audit report - Opening * working days 7/96



3 Glossary

CAR v.2.0 - Audit report - Opening

Section 1 - Title Page

Section 2 - Table of Contents
Section 3 - Glossary

Section 4 - Summary

Section 5 - CAB Contact Information
Section 6 - Applicant Background
Section 7 - Scope of Audit

Section 8 - Audit Plan

Audit Template - Salmon

Audit Report - Traceability

Audit Report - Non-conformances
Audit Report - Closing

* working days
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Terms and abbreviations that are specific
to this audit report and that are not
otherwise defined in the ASC glossary

4 Summary

“

MHC: Marine Harvest Canada

BC: British Columbia

PAR: Pacific Aquaculture Regulations

DFO: Department of Fisheries and Oceans

HR: Human Resources

IBA: Impact and Benefit agreement

CEAA: Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency
FHMP: Fish Health Management Plan

IUCN: International Union for the Conservation of Nature
ROV: Remotely Operated Vehicle

UPEI: University of Prince Edward Island

PFRCC: Pacific Fisheries Resource Conservation Council
BAP: Best Aquaculture Practices

IUU: lllegal, Unreported and Unregulated (fishing)

CFIA: Canadian Food Inspection Agency

OIE: Office Internationale des Epizooites (World Organisation for Animal Health)
OSH: Occupational Safety and Health

BOD: Biochemical Oxygen Demand

PFMA:PAcific Fishery Management Area

UOC: Unit of Certification

A concise summary of the report and findings. The summary shall be written to be readable to the stakeholders and other interested parties.

4.1 A brief description of the scope of
the audit

4.2 A brief description of the
operations of the unit of
certification

CAR v.2.0 - Audit report - Opening

Production of Atlantic Salmon (Salmo salar) at Marine Harvest Canada's Goat Cove facility

Ongrowing of Atlantic Salmon in sea cages

* working days

Aquaculture
Stewardship
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4.3 Type of unit of certification (select
only one type of unit of certification in the
list)

4.4 Type of audit (select all the types of
audit that apply in the list)

4.5 A summary of the major findings

4.6 The Audit determination

5 CAB Contact Information
5.1 CAB Name

CAR v.2.0 - Audit report - Opening

“

Single farm

Initial

The audit process involved three auditors with two (lead auditor Matthew James and technical expert
Chris Findlay), , covering the first five Principles and the non-social related aspects of section eight (This
involved document review, staff interviews and a visit to the sea site to confirm some of the working
practices). The SA8000 auditor (Leon Reed) covered Principles six and seven (and relevant parts of
section 8) by initially attending the central offices in Campbell river to conduct a combination of
document reviews and staff interviews and then attending the site with the Lead Auditor to carry out
site staff interviews. The audit findings were then summarised in a closing meeting on the Saturday.
The evaluation of Marine Harvest Canada's Goat Cove site demonstrated a good overall level of
compliance to the ASC salmon standard version 1.0 and benefited from previous audits carried out for
Marine Harvest Canada on other sites, efficient preparation and good document controls.

The report contains no data of a sensitive nature that required redaction and there are no confidential
annexes appended.

At the time of the draft report publication there have been no stakeholder communications or
requests to meet with the audit team during the onsite audit.

Subject to acceptable corrective actions being put in place for Minor non-conformities and the closure
of any major non-conformities raised and in consideration of any stakeholder communications
received the Goat Cove facility would be approved for certification.

Acoura Marine Limited

* working days

Aquaculture
Stewardship
Councll
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5.2 CAB Mailing Address

5.3 Email Address

5.4 Other Contact Information

6 Background on the Applicant

6.1

6.2

6.3

6.4

6.5

Information on the Public Disclosure Form
(Form 3) except 1.2-1.3 All information
updated as necessary to reflect the audit
as conducted.

A description of the unit of certification
(for initial audit) / changes, if any (for surveillance

and recertification audits )

Other certifications currently held by the
unit of certification

Other certification(s) obtained before this
audit

Estimated annual production volumes of
the unit of certification of the current year

CAR v.2.0 - Audit report - Opening

Acoura Marine Ltd.
6 Redheughs Rigg
Edinburgh

EH12 9DQ

isla.paterson@acoura.com

Information as declared on Public disclosure form.

Goat Cove Production Site, Finlayson Channel

Global Aquaculture Alliance / Best Aquaculture Practices Salmon Farm Standard

Global Aquaculture Alliance / Best Aquaculture Practices Salmon Farm Standard

525 metric tonnes

* working days

Aquaculture
Stewardship
Council
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6.6 Actual annual production volumes of the |N/A assessment audit
unit of certification of the previous year

( mandatory for surveillance and recertification

6.7 Produ‘ction system(s) employed within the |Sea Cages

unit of certification (select one or more in the
list)

6.8 Number of employees working at the unit |Six
of certification

7 Scope
7.1 The Standard(s) against which the audit ASC Salmon Standard version 1.0
was conducted, including version number

7.2 The species produced at the applicant farm|Atlantic Salmon (Salmo salar)

7.3 A description of the scope of the audit Scope of the audit covers all cages located at the Goat Cove site.
including a description of whether the unit
of certification covers all production or
harvest areas (i.e. ponds) managed by the
operation or located at the included sites,
or whether only a sub-set of these are
included in the unit of certification. If only
a sub-set of production or harvest areas
are included in the unit of certification
these shall be clearly named.

CAR v.2.0 - Audit report - Opening * working days 12/96
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74 The names and addresses of any storage, |The ASC Chain of Custody audit starts from the point at which the salmon are uplifted from the farm
processing, or distribution sites included in |site. Chain of custody audit ASC-C-00540 carried out by Global Trust, valid to 19th January 2018.
the operation (including subcontracted
operations) that will potentially be
handling certified products, up until the
point where product enters further chain

7.5 Description of the receiving water Finlayson Channel, British Columbia.
body(ies).
8 Audit Plan
8.1 The names of the auditors and the dates |Lead Auditor: M.James
when each of the following were Social Auditor : Leon Reed

undertaken or completed: conducting the |Technical Expert: Chris Findlay (remote)

audit, writing of the report, reviewing the |Prior to the audit several days were taken analysing information submitted prior to the on-site visit and
report, and taking the certification office visit. The 20th - 25th June were spent in BC with a day on site with the remaining time auditing
decision. the various principles. Further collation of information and report writing took place over a number of
days prior to the draft report being completed and sent to the ASC.

8.2 Previous Audits (if applicable):

Standard
NC reference clause
number reference
8.2.1 Initial audit - mm/yyyy N/A no previous audits

Surveillance audit 1 - mm/ yyyy

Surveillance audit 2 - mm/ yyyy

Recertification audit - mm/ yyyy

Unannounced audit - mm/ yyyy
NC close-out audit - mm/ yyyyy

Scope extension audit mm/ yyyy

CAR v.2.0 - Audit report - Opening * working days 13/96
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8.4 Audit plan as implemented including:

Dates Locations
8.4.1 Desk Reviews Fish Vet Group in Inverness and
Pre-audit Acoura Marine in Edinburgh
8.4.2 Onsite audits
20th - 25th June
8.4.3 Stakeholder interviews and Community meetings None Requested
8.4.4 Draft report sent to client 25th July 2016
8.4.5 Draft report sent to ASC 31st August
8.5.5 Final report sent to Client and ASC 4th October 2016
8.7 Names and affiliations of individuals Certification Manager - Katherine Dolmage
consulted or otherwise involved in the Site Manager - Riley McFadyen
audit including: representatives of the First Nation and Community Relations Manager - Leith Paganoni
client, employees, contractors, HR Manager - Tina Garlinsky - Gonsky
stakeholders and any observers that Freshwater Planner - Juan Carlos Sanchez-Millar
participated in the audit. Health and Safety Manager - Blaine Trembley

8.8 Stakeholder submissions, including written or other documented information and CAB written responses to
each submission.

CAR v.2.0 - Audit report - Opening * working days 14/96



Living Oceans
Society, in
conjunction with
David Suzuki
Foundation,
Watershed Watch
Salmon Society and
Ecology Action
Centre

Regional NGO based in Vancouver
and In relation to wild fishery, sea
lice and sea mammals interests.

CAR v.2.0 - Audit report - Opening

19th
September
2016

Yes

Various - please see copy of
correspondence at the end of the
report.

* working days

Please see copy of | Yes, 30th
September
2016.

correspondence
at the end of the
report.

Aquaculture
Stewardship

Council
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Audit report _Audit evidence_ ASC Salmon Standard v.1.0

AUDIT MANUAL - ASC Salmon Standard

Created by the Salmon Aguaculture Dialogue

Scope: species belonging to the genus Salmo and Oncorhynchus

Criterion 1.1 Compliance with all applicable local and national legal requirements and regulations

Requirement: Yes

Applicability: All

national labor laws and codes (only if such inspections are
legally required in the country of operation).

c. Others, please describe

Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)
collc holows
a. Maintain digital or hard copies of applicable land and water |[The PAR license ifor Goat Cove (Facility number 1702) is AQFF 113603 2015/2016.
use laws. Land file number is 6407324.PFMA area 7-6 Expires 18th December 2016
b. Maintain original (or legalised copies of) lease agreements, [Navigable waters protection act. License of occupation. Forestry land and
i land titles, or concession permit on file as applicable. ministry of lands and natural resources license number 1407749. Expiry 30/6/17.
Indicator: Presence of documents — — - " - -
. ] . . . . . . DFO auditing and enforcement activities will confirm GPS co-ordinates, Lice
demonstrating compliance with local |c. Keep records of inspections for compliance with national and 2 . X . .
. . . R . . monitoring fish health record, FHMP compliance, Benthic surveys and site debris.
and national regulations and local laws and regulations (if such inspections are legally . . . . .
X L ) The last audit is available on the DFO website (hard bottom site no further action
requirements on land and water use |required in the country of operation). .
1.1.1 required)
Requi & Y Marine Planning Partnership Central Coast Marine Plan map confirms that Goat
equirement: Yes d. Obtain permits and maps showing that the farm does not Cove is not located in a conservation area (site is in an Aquaculture Special Compliant
Avolicability: Al conflict with national preservation areas. Management Zone) this has been signed off by the Province of BC, and involved
icability: . ’ L .
PP Y many stakeholders. Visual confirmation is available at www.mappocean.org
e. Others, please describe
a. Maintain records of tax payments to appropriate authorities |Typical taxes include federal corporate income tax, federal and provincial
(e.g. land use tax, water use tax, revenue tax). Note that CABs  [consumer taxes, payroll taxes, property taxes most are filed monthly except the
Indicator: Presence of documents || not disclose confidential tax information unless client is property taxes which are on an annual basis. A report from an independent
demonstrating compliance with all | equired to or chooses to make it public. company was easily retrievable both for taxes and for insurance purposes.
tax laws b. Maintain copies of tax laws for jurisdiction(s) where company [The farm is assessed for Tax rates on land use below the water. The footprint of
112 operates. the accommodation and the cages.
Requirement: Yes c. Register with national or local authorities as an “aquaculture [The demand for taxes shows that MHC Campbell river is classed as a fish farmer
activity". of Atlantic salmon.
Applicability: All
d. Others, please describe
L ) X . The BC Employment Standards Act - this details minimum wages and rights for
Indicator: Presence of documents |a. Maintain copies of national labor codes and laws applicable R . o C liant
; ) ) L ) employees and collective agreements and bargaining. The Minister of Labor, omplian
demonstrating compliance with all  |to farm (scope is restricted to the farm sites within the unit L . R i .
. e L Citizens Services and Open Government is the relevant Authority. The minimum
relevant national and local labor certification.) . - )
) wage is $10.45/hour and the minimum work age is 15
laws and regulations - - - - - —
1.1.3 b. Keep records of farm inspections for compliance with NA - Inspections are not required in BC

Audit Manual - ASC Salmon Standard - version 1.0
Copyright (c) 2013 Aquaculture Stewardship Council. All rights reserved by Aquaculture Stewardship Council
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Audit report _Audit evidence_ ASC Salmon Standard v.1.0 . Aquaculture
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Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)

collc holow

There is no separate permit required to demonstrate requirements for water
quality impacts for the marine sites in the licenses required.

There is a government database showing all the companies in Canada that
discharge into the water . Listed are the 2 hatcheries Big tree north and
Dalrymple showing permit and regulation numbers. The database can be
Section 8 of this audit confirms discharges for the hatcheries. There is no effluent Compliant
discharge as such for this farm site.

a. Obtain permits for water quality impacts where applicable.
Indicator: Presence of documents
demonstrating compliance with b. Compile list of and comply with all discharge laws or
regulations and permits concerning |regulations.

water quality impacts

c. Maintain records of monitoring and compliance with
Requirement: Yes discharge laws and regulations as required.

Applicability: All
pplicability d. Others, please describe

Criterion 2.1 Benthic biodiversity and benthic effects [1]
a. Prepare a map of the farm showing boundary of AZE (30 m) [Sampling follows the requirements of the Federal government regulation,

and GPS locations of all sediment collections stations. If the (methodology according to the Pacific aquaculture regulations as per the

farm uses a site-specific AZE, provide justification [3] to the Aquaculture Activities Regulations Guidance Document).

Exemption request received for Goat Cove from Katherine Dolmage on the basis
that the substrate is 'hard bottom', also December 16th 2014 DFO
communication relating to lack of monitoring requirement - compliance due to
Beggiatoa species levels.

b. If benthos throughout the full AZE is hard bottom, provide
evidence to the CAB and request an exemption from 2.1.1c-f,
Indicator: Redox potential or [2] 2.12and2.13.

sulphide levels in sediment outside
of the Allowable Zone of Effect (AZE)
[3], following the sampling
methodology outlined in Appendix I-
1

c. Inform the CAB whether the farm chose option #1 or option
#2 to demonstrate compliance with the requirements of the
Standard. N/A Site confirmed as hard bottom.
d. Collect sediment samples in accordance with the
methodology in Appendix I-1 (i.e. at the time of peak cage
211 . . biomass and at all required stations). N/A Site confirmed as hard bottom. N/A
Requirement: Redox potential >0 e. For option #1, measure and record redox potential (mV) in
millivolts (mV) sediment samples using an appropriate, nationally or

or internationally recognized testing method. Notification confirmed as included in submission to ASC dated May 24th 2016
Sulphide < 1,500 microMoles /| f. For option #2, measure and record sulphide concentration
(uM) using an appropriate, nationally or internationally
recognized testing method. N/A Site confirmed as hard bottom.
g. Submit test results to ASC as per Appendix VI at least once for
each production cycle. If site has hard bottom and cannot
complete tests, report this to ASC. Notification confirmed as included in submission to ASC dated May 24th 2016

Applicability: All farms except as
noted in [1]

h. Others, please describe

a. Prepare a map showing the AZE (30 m or site specific) and
sediment collections stations (see 2.1.1). See 2.1.1. N/A Hard bottom

Audit Manual - ASC Salmon Standard - version 1.0

Copyright (c) 2013 Aquaculture Stewardship Council. All rights reserved by Aquaculture Stewardship Council 17



Audit report _Audit evidence_ ASC Salmon Standard v.1.0 ‘
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Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)

collc holow

b. Inform the CAB whether the farm chose option #1, #2, #3, or

. . #4 to demonstrate compliance with the requirement. See 2.1.1. N/A Hard bottom
!nd.lcat.or. Faunal mdex' score . c. Collect sediment samples in accordance with Appendix I-1
indicating good [4] to high ecological (see 2.1.1). See 2.1.1. N/A Hard bottom

quality in sediment outside the AZE,
following the sampling methodology
outlined in Appendix I-1

d. For option #1, measure, calculate and record AZTI Marine
Biotic Index [5] score of sediment samples using the required  [See 2.1.1. N/A Hard bottom
e. For option #2, measure, calculate and record Shannon-

Wiener Index score of sediment samples using the required See 2.1.1. N/A Hard bottom

Requirement: AZTI Marine Biotic f. For option #3, measure, calculate and record Benthic Quality
21.2 Index (AMBI [5]) score < 3.3, or Index (BQI) score of sediment samples using the required N/A

Shannon-Wiener Index score > 3, or method. See 2.1.1. N/A Hard bottom
Benthic Quality Index (BQJ) score > g. For option #4, measure, calculate and record Infaunal Trophic
15, 0r Index (IT1) score of sediment samples using the required See 2.1.1. N/A Hard bottom
Infaunal Trophic Index (ITI) score 2 h. Retain documentary evidence to show how scores were
25 obtained. If samples were analyzed and index calculated by an

independent laboratory, obtain copies of results. See 2.1.1. N/A Hard bottom
Applicability: All farms except as i. Submit faunal index scores to ASC (Appendix VI) at least once
noted in [1] for each production cycle. See 2.1.1. N/A Hard bottom

j. Others, please describe

a. Document appropriate sediment sample collection as for
2.1.1a and 2.1.1c, or exemption as per 2.1.1b. See 2.1.1. N/A Hard bottom
Indicator: Number of macrofaunal  |b. For sediment samples taken within the AZE, determine

taxa in the sediment within the AZE, [abundance and taxonomic composition of macrofauna using an

following the sampling methodology |appropriate testing method. See 2.1.1. N/A Hard bottom
outlined in Appendix I-1 c. Identify all highly abundant taxa [6] and specify which ones (if
any) are pollution indicator species. See 2.1.1. N/A Hard bottom
2.1.3 |Requirement: > 2 highly abundant |[d. Retain documentary evidence to show how taxa were N/A
[6] taxa that are not pollution identified and how counts were obtained. If samples were
indicator species analyzed by an independent lab, obtain copies of results. See 2.1.1. N/A Hard bottom
e. Submit counts of macrofaunal taxa to ASC (Appendix VI) at
Applicability: All farms except as least once for each production cycle. See 2.1.1. N/A Hard bottom
noted in [1]

f. Others, please describe

Indicator: Definition of a site- a. Undertake an analysis to determine the site-specific AZE and
specific AZE based on a robust and  |depositional pattern before 3 years have passed since The DEPOMOD model for site was included an Excel spreadsheet in OneDrive
credible [7] modeling system publication of the Standard on June 13, 2012. and made available to the audit team.

Audit Manual - ASC Salmon Standard - version 1.0
Copyright (c) 2013 Aquaculture Stewardship Council. All rights reserved by Aquaculture Stewardship Council




Audit report _Audit evidence_ ASC Salmon Standard v.1.0
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Requirement: 5%

Applicability: All

once per year.

See 2.2.1f

c. Others, please describe

Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)
collc holows
b. Maintain records to show how the analysis (in 2.1.4a) is
Requirement: Yes, within three robust and credible based on modeling using a multi-parameter | The globally recognised modelling system 'DEPOMOD' was used in the
2.1.4 |years of the publication [8] of the  [approach [7]. determination as required by government. Compliant
SAD standard (i.e. full compliance by [¢- Maintain records to show that modeling results for the site-
June 13, 2015) specific AZE have been verified with > 6 months of monitoring
data. Modelling results determined as confirmed above.
Applicability: All farms except as X
. d. Others, please describe
noted in [1]
Criterion 2.2 Water quality in and near the site of operation [12]
a. Monitor and record on-farm percent saturation of DO at a
minimum of twice daily using a calibrated oxygen meter or
equivalent method. For first audits, farm records must cover > 6
months. Records supplied of weekly averages from 17 October 2015
b. Provide a written justification for any missed samples or . . . . . .
. Data provided up to 20 May in information provided to ASC, readings confirmed
Indicator: Weekly average percent |deviations in sampling time. p . p 4 e p g
saturation [13] of dissolved oxygen as continued to be logged during site visit
(DO) [14] on farm, calculated c. Calculate weekly average percent saturation based on data. |Data provided, weekly average 82%. Range 60 to 123%
following method,ology in Appendix I d. If any weekly average DO values are < 70%, or approaching  |Reference site samples are taken and recorded on site computer as the Data
4 that level, monitor and record DO at a reference site and Logger system on site is a fixed set up at the farm, these results are then added to
221 compare to on-farm levels (see Instructions). the site generated information. Compliant
Requirement: > 70% [15] Farm uses "Steinsveck' data logging system backed up by Oxygard hand held
e. Arrange for auditor to witness DO monitoring and calibration |checks recorded in Aquafarmer readings at surface, 5 and 10m before feeding
Applicability: All farms except as while on site. and 6pm now and shorter window in winter. If values expected to be lower then
noted in [15] check before feeding.
f. Submit results from monitoring of average weekly DO as per
Appendix VI to ASC at least once per year. . .
DO data confirmed submitted to ASC
g. Others, please describe
Indicator: Maximum percentage of |a. Calculate the percentage of on-farm samples taken for 2.2.1a
weekly samples from 2.2.1 that fall  [that fall under 2 mg/I DO.
d yz /pl't Do ¢/ None, readings range between 4.9 and 14.4 mg/L
under 2 mg/liter
222 b. Submit results from 2.2.2a as per Appendix VI to ASC at least Compliant
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Requirement: Yes

Applicability: All

production cycle.

Aquafarmer information and submitted with ASC Transparency data.

c. Others, please describe

Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)
collc holows
The only water Quality guidelines document found for reference is the Canadian
a. Inform the CAB whether relevant targets and classification Councils of Ministers of the environment 'water quality guidelines for the
i L systems are applicable in the jurisdiction. If applicable, proceed [protection of aquatic life' and the specified parameter for marine water quality is
Indicator: For jurisdictions that have " " . X . . . . g . .
tional ional tal wat to "2.2.3.b". If not applicable, take action as required under Nitrate concentration for which the short term guideline value given is 1,500 mg/I
na Ilo,tnat or rt:glolr;a ;oas 2 \ivate‘:r 224 and the long term value is 200 mg/l Document provided for 'Nutrient release for
qI:a : yhaLgeds (16}, enlmr'ms : '0: net cage culture (GlobalAquafood Development Corporation 2014)
]tc roug X third-party ana :’SISl; atthe Reviewed conclusions of the "Summary of information related to Water Quality
Trm.? '2 anI:re.a recentc\i/ (171 b.C . frel t nati | . | wat conditions fro Finlayson / Mathieson Channels and Milbanke Sound"
“ ” or “ . Compile a summary of relevant national or regional water . . . .
223 classitied as having "good™ or “very . P v o X . s . (GlobalAquafood Development Corporation 2016) state "in comparison with Compliant
good” water quality [18] quality targets and classifications, identifying the third-party . ] i .
) . o estimated ambient levels the Finlayson and Sheep Passage farms are having no
responsible for the analysis and classification. L . . .
Requi Ves [19 measurable negative impact on local or regionalwater quality. ..... Itis arguable
equirement: Yes [19] that this entire region be considered pristine and with very good water quality".
Aoplicability: Al f ¢ c. Identify the most recent classification of water quality for the
PP lc.a rity: arms exceptas area in which the farm operates. Goat Cove farm is located within the Finlayson channel.
noted in [19]
d. Others, please describe
Indicator: For jurisdictions without |a. Develop, implement, and document a weekly monitoring
national or regional coastal water plan for N, NH4, NO3, total P, and ortho-P in compliance with
quality targets, evidence of weekly [Appendix I-5, testing a minimum of once weekly in both
monitoring of nitrogen and locations. For first audits, farm records must cover > 6 months. N/A, covered by monitoring of Nitrate levels for Marine Area water quality
phosphorous [20] levels on farm and guidelines
294 at a reference site, following b. Calibrate all equipment according to the manufacturer's N/A, covered by monitoring of Nitrate levels for Marine Area water quality N/A
7 |methodology in Appendix I-5 recommendations. guidelines
. . c. Submit data on N and P to ASC as per Appendix VI at least
Requirement: Yes perapp N/A, covered by monitoring of Nitrate levels for Marine Area water quality
once per year. e
guidelines
Applicability: All farms except as
noted in [19] d. Others, please describe
Indicator: Demonstration of .
calculation of biochemical oxygen a. Collect data throughou"c the course ofjche prf)ductlo-n cycle BOD calculation sighted on spreadsheet, confirmed as generated using
and calculate BOD according to formula in the instruction box. Agquaf inf i
demand (BOD [21]) of the farm on a guararmer information
295 production cycle basis b. Submit calculated BOD as per Appendix VI to ASC for each BOD calculation sighted on spreadsheet, confirmed as generated using Compliant

Criterion 2.3 Nutrient release from production
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Copyright (c) 2013 Aquaculture Stewardship Council. All rights reserved by Aquaculture Stewardship Council

20



Audit report _Audit evidence_ ASC Salmon Standard v.1.0

-

F

Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)
collc holows
Indicator: Percentage of fines [22] in |- Determine and document a schedule and location for ASC Site manual (August 7th 2015) specifies the sampling procedure as laid out
the feed at point of entry to the farm quarterly testing of feed. If testing prior to delivery to farm site, |in the appendix 1-2. Most recent quarterly sample June 2016 gives 0% fines,
[23] (calculated following document rationale behind not testing on site. Manual sieves are centrally located and distributed as required
methodology in Appendix I-2) b. If using a sieving machine, calibrate equipment according to
manufacturer's recommendations. N/A, no machine usage, only manual. )
23.1 Requirement: < 1% by weight of the |¢- Conduct test according to detailed methodology in Appendix |Records included on the ASC Monthly impementation sheets, March And June Compliant
feed I-2 and record results for the pooled sample for each quarter.  [values confirmed on site for Lot number 635289 (March) and 635964 and 635933
For first audits, farms must have test results from the last 3 (June)
:Z:::?:I[Izlg Allfarms except as d. Others, please describe
Criterion 2.4 Interaction with critical or sensitive habitats and species
a. Perform (or contract to have performed) a documented
assessment of the farm's potential impact on biodiversity and |Environmental plan for Goat Cove (September 2002) sighted with government
Indicator: Evidence of an nearby ecosystems. The assessment must address all requirements for site location considered and approved, species identified in the
assessment of the farm’s potential components outlined in Appendix I-3. BC species and ecosystems exporer website considered.
impacts on biodiversity and nearby b. If the assessment (2.4.1a) identifies potential impact(s) of the
ec'o§ystems that contains ata . farm on biodiversity or nearby critical, sensitive or protected Compensation for Eelgrass plan in place as per site permissions requirement to
2.4.1 .m|n|mum Fhe components outlined habitats or species, prepare plan to address those potential replace like for like, confirmed from records as planted at Troout Bay and Clothes | Compliant
in Appendix I-3 impacts. Bay June 2006 with monitoring December 9th 2006 to confirm effectiveness.
c. Keep records to show how the farm implements plan(s) from
Requirement: Yes 2.4.1b to minimize potential impacts to critical or sensitive
habitats and species. Considered within the environmental plan.
Applicability: All
d. Others, please describe
a. Provide a map showing the location of the farm relative to
nearby protected areas or High Conservation Value Areas Goat Cove is within an Special Aquaculture Management Zone, which is
(HCVASs) as defined above (see also 1.1.1a). effectively a general management area set aside for aquaculture
b. If the farm is not sited in a protected area or High Richard Opala, Regulatory affairs manager statement dated 16th April 2014
Conservation Value Area as defined above, prepare a specifies that governmental restristion would not permit such activity t otake
Indicator: Allowance for the farm to | jejaration attesting to this fact. In this case, the requirements |place, also confirmed by examination of BC Government maps showing restricted
be sited in a protected area [24] o |4£5 4 2¢-d do not apply. areas and farms indicated to be outwith these.
High Conservation Value Areas [25] [ if the farm is sited in a protected area or HCVA, review the
(HCVAs) scope of applicability of Indicator 2.4.2 (see Instructions above)
2.42 to determine if your farm is allowed an exception to the Compliant

Requirement: None [26]

Applicability: All farms except as
noted in [26]

Audit Manual - ASC Salmon Standard - version 1.0
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requirements. If yes, inform the CAB which exception (#1, #2, or

#3) is allowed and provide supporting evidence. N/A
d. If the farm is sited in a protected area or HCVA and the

exceptions provided for Indicator 2.4.2 do not apply, then the

farm does not comply with the requirement and is ineligible for

ASC certification. N/A
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Requirement: O (zero)

Annlicahilitve All

Audit Manual - ASC Salmon Standard - version 1.0
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cause of death.

No marine mammal or bird mortalities recorded for this site.

d. Maintain an up-to-date list of endangered or red-listed
marine mammals and birds in the area (see 2.4.1)

Listing of species within the wildlife interaction plan (as per BAP requirement) SW
965 including Cetaceans, other marine mammals and birds listed by species.

Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)
collc holows
e. Others, please describe
Criterion 2.5 Interaction with wildlife, including predators [27]
Indicator: Number of days in the a. Prepare a written statement affirming that the farm's
production cycle when acoustic management is committed to eliminate all usage of acoustic
deterrent devices (ADDs) or acoustic |yeterrent devices (ADDs) or acoustic harassment devices (AHDs)
harassment devices (AHDs) were by June 13, 2015. N/A No ADD Use on sites as specifically prohibited by Government
used b. Compile documentary evidence to show that no ADDs or
251 AHDs were used by the farm after June 13, 2015 (applicable Compliant
Requirement: 0, within three years |,y after the specified date). No ADD Use on sites as specifically prohibited by Government
of the date of publication [28] of the No ADD Use on sites as specifically prohibited by Government
SAD standard (i.e. full compliance by
June 13, 2015) d. Others, please describe
a. Maintain a log for the use of any ADDs or AHDs on farm that
includes recording the number of days (24-hour cycles) during
which the devices were used. No ADD Use on sites as specifically prohibited by Government
Indicator: Prior to the achievement [, "c3jcylate the percentage of days in the production cycle that
of 2.5.1,if ADDs or AHDs are used,  |the devices were operational in the most recent complete
maximum percentage of days [29] in production cycle. No ADD Use on sites as specifically prohibited by Government
the production cycle that the devices No ADD Use on sites as specifically prohibited by Government (clause relates to
2.5.2 |are operational B percentage of time ADDs used) Compliant
d. Submit data on number of days that ADDs/AHDs were used
Requirement: <40% to the ASC as per Appendix VI. Data must be sent to ASC on an
ongoing basis (i.e. at least once per year and for each
Applicability: All, until June 13, 2015 production cycle). No ADD Use on sites as specifically prohibited by Government
e. Others, please describe
Single 120m2 cage nets (no additional predator net) with false bottom protective
. . . (anti-shark) net. There is determined to be no Sea Lion threat on this farm.
a. Prepare a list of all predator control devices and their " . . oo
locations. Additional predator control devices have been installed on site in response to
grizzly bear activity. Wildlife Protection Solutions employee on site providing
Indicator: Number of mortalities advice and w.iIdI.ife training. - - - -
[30] of endangered or red-listed [31] |b. Maintain a record of all predator incidents. No predator incidents recorded which would raise concerns relating to possible
marine mammals or birds on the fish escapes.
farm c. Maintain a record of all mortalities of marine mammals and
253 birds on the farm identifying the species, date, and apparent Compliant
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Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)
collc halow
i ! Confirmed through DFO "public reporting of aquaculture" website that no marine
mammals or bird mortalities within the categories stated occurred.
f. Others, please describe
a. Provide a list of all lethal actions that the farm took against
Indicator: Evidence that the predators during the previous 12-month period. Note: "lethal |Specific MH Canada policy in place (Predator avoidance plan SW137 (last update
following steps were taken prior to action" is an action taken to deliberately kill an animal, November 2015, originated 2012) prohibiting the deliberate killing of any marine
lethal action [32] against a predator: including marine mammals and birds. mammals or birds, specifically stating a No Kill policy covering seals and sea lions.
1. All other avenues were pursued b. For each lethal action identified in 2.5.4a, keep record of the
prior to using lethal action following:
2. Approval was given from a senior 1) a rationale showing how the farm pursued all other
manager above the farm manager reasonable avenues prior to using lethal action;
3. Explicit permission was granted to 2) approval from a senior manager above the farm manager of
2.5.4 [take lethal action against the specific the lethal action; Compliant
animal from the relevant regulatory 3) where applicable, explicit permission was granted by the
authority relevant regulatory authority to take lethal action against the
animal. N/A see above
Requirement: Yes [33] c. Provide documentary evidence that steps 1-3 above (in
2.5.4b) were taken prior to killing the animal. If human safety
Applicability: All except cases where |Was endangered and urgent action necessary, provide
human safety is endangered as documentary evidence as outlined in [33]. N/A see above
noted in [33
(33] d. Others, please describe
Indicator: Evidence thatinformation |, ror gl lethal actions (see 2.5.4), keep records showing that
about any lethal incidents [35] on  |¢he farm made the information available within 30 days of
the farm has been made easily occurrence. N/A see above.
555 |Publicly available [34] b. Ensure that information about all lethal actions listed in Compliant

Requirement: Yes

Applicability: All

2.5.5a are made easily publicly available (e.g. on a website).

N/A see above.

c. Others, please describe

Indicator: Maximum number of
lethal incidents [35] on the farm over
the prior two years

Audit Manual - ASC Salmon Standard - version 1.0
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a. Maintain log of lethal incidents (see 2.5.4a) for a minimum of
two years. For first audit, > 6 months of data are required.

No lethal incidents involving marine mammals recorded over at least the last two
years.

b. Calculate the total number of lethal incidents and the
number of incidents involving marine mammals during the
previous two year period.

No lethal incidents involving marine mammals recorded over at least the last two
years.
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Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)

collc holow

c. Send ASC the farm's data for all lethal incidents [35] of any

2.5.6 [Requirement: <9 lethal incidents species other than the salmon being farmed (e.g. lethal Compliant
[36], with no more than two of the incidents involving predators such as birds or marine
incidents being marine mammals mammals). Data must be sent to ASC on an ongoing basis (i.e. at|No lethal incidents involving marine mammals recorded over at least the last two
least once per year and for each production cycle). years.
Applicability: All
d. Others, please describe
Indicator: In the event of a lethal a. Keep records showing that the farm undertakes an
incident, evidence that an assessment of risk following each lethal incident and how those
assessment of the risk of lethal risk assessments are used to identify concrete steps the farm
incident(s) has been undertaken and |takes to reduce the risk of future incidents.
demonstration of concrete steps N/A as no lethal incidents recorded.
2.5.7 |taken by the farm to reduce the risk N/A
of future incidences b. Provide documentary evidence that the farm implements
those steps identified in 2.5.7a to reduce the risk of future
Requirement: Yes lethal incidents.
N/A as no lethal incidents recorded.
Applicability: All

c. Others, please describe

Criterion 3.1 Introduced or amplified parasites and pathogens [38,39]

MH Canada wishes to apply the VR (145) submitted by SAI Global relating to the
participation in an ABM as the neighbouring farms are run by MHCanada so fall
under their operational control.and are covered by DFO pacific management area
7 and restrictions therein applied. MH states no other sites in production area (BC
has 2 Fish Health Management Zones covering large areas and 8 sub zones ).

a. Keep record of farm's participation in an ABM scheme.

Indicator: Participation in an Area-
Based Management (ABM) scheme [, "s;hmit to the CAB a description of how the ABM (3.1.1a)
for managing disease and resistance
to treatments that includes
coordination of stocking, fallowing,

coordinates management of disease and resistance to
treatments, including:
- coordination of stocking;

therapeutic treatments and - fallowing;
3.1.1 |(information-sharing. Detailed - therapeutic treatments; and Compliant
requirements are in Appendix II-1. - information sharing. See Above
c. Provide the CAB access to documentation which is sufficient
Requirement: Yes for the auditor to evaluate the ABM's compliance with all
requirements in Appendix Il-1, including definition of area, See Above, there is evidence that the company is moving towards an ABM
Applicability: All except farms that | inimum % participation in the scheme, components, and thorugh emails confirming meeting for the setting up of an ABM and discussion
release no water as noted in [38] coordination requirements. of future stocking plans.

Audit Manual - ASC Salmon Standard - version 1.0
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Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)

collc holow

d. Submit dates of fallowing period(s) as per Appendix VI to ASC |Evidence for Fallow between 2 March (reviewed last harvest date in Aquafarmer)
at least once per year. to 17 October (Smolts from Jackson) 2015.

e. Others, please describe

Expertise and data sharing provided for the WWF Project (April 2013 - April 2014
- Advancing the science and management of cumulative impacts~also part

a. Retain records to show how the farm and/or its operating funded by MH Canada resulted in a report ""Cumulative effects in Marine
company has communicated with external groups (NGOs, Ecosystems" also Sea lice research work carried out at the Vancouver Aquarium.
academics, governments) to agree on and collaborate towards |Collaboration with UPEI, University of Toronto, DFO research; Broughton

areas of research to measure impacts on wild stocks, including |Archipelago Management Project published the 2015 paper “Spatial patterns of
Indicator: A demonstrated records of requests for research support and collaboration and |sea lice infection among wild and captive salmon in western Canada”, Other
commitment [40] to collaborate with |responses to those requests. collaboration includes third —party professionals and Tlatasikwala First Nation.
Nowak, Trevor and Derek LeBoeuf, 2015. Sea lice monitoring study in Goletas
Channel and Queen Charlotte Strait, BC. Year 4 — 2015. Pacificus Biological

NGOs, academics and governments
on areas of mutually agreed research
to measure possible impacts on wild

b. Provide non-financial support to research activities in 3.1.2a

3.1.2 |stocks by either: (April 2013 - April 2014 - Advancing the science and management of cumulative Compliant
- providing researchers with access to farm-level data; impacts~) funded by MH Canada resulted in a report ""Cumulative effects in
Requirement: Yes - granting researchers direct access to farm sites; or Marine Ecosystems' also Sea lice research work carried out at the Vancouver
- facilitating research activities in some equivalent way. Aquarium. See also project detail noted above.

Applicability: All except farms that |- When the farm and/or its operating company denies a
request to collaborate on a research project, ensure that there |No projects relating to issues of wild stocks or Salmon farming in general are
is a written justification for rejecting the proposal. stated to have been rejected.

d. Maintain records from research collaborations (e.g.
communications with researchers) to show that the farm has
supported the research activities identified in 3.1.2a. Confirmed as identified in 3.1.2 ¢

release no water as noted in [38]

e. Others, please describe

Lice loading for BC farms is hard to predict going forward due to the high
a. Keep records to show that a maximum sea lice load has been [numbers of wild fish in the locality at various times of year and consequently it is

set for: also difficult to estimate when the maximum load for the farm is likely to be. The
- the entire ABM; and farm is able to produce site lice load calculations from their Aquafarmer data but
Indicator: Establishment and annual |- the individual farm. as the ABM for the farm is not yet in place a minor NC is raised as no collective
review of a maximum sea lice load lice load for the 'ABM' can be calculated
for the entire ABM and for the b. Maintain evidence that the established maximum sea lice
individual farm as outlined in load (3.1.3a) is reviewed annually as outlined in Appendix -2, |Company aligns lice load review with DFO (current level of 3 has been in place
Appendix I1-2 incorporating feedback from the monitoring of wild salmon since DFO took over the regulation in 2011) who enforce the current levels in .
313 where applicable (See 3.1.6). relation to treatment timing. Minor
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Requirement: Yes

Applicability: All except farms that
release no water as noted in [38]

species and life-stage of the sea lice. If farm uses a closed
production system and would like to use an alternate method
(i.e. video), farm shall provide the CAB with details on the
method and efficacy of the method.

Sop SW 822 provided and modelled on requirements of BC Government
determining the requirements stated.

d. Make the testing results from 3.1.4b easily publicly available
(e.g. posted to the company's website) within seven days of
testing. If requested, provide stakeholders access to hardcopies
of test results.

15 June monitoring results provided. 1.63 motile Leps, 0 motile Caligus and 0
attached chalimus per fish

Records for evidence that lice are counted weekly between March-June provided
total of 36 samplings covering the required period.

Observed lice count on site consistent with reports

e. Keep records of when and where test results were made
public.

http://www.marineharvest.ca/globalassets/canada/pdf/asc-dashboard-
2016/goat-june-15.pdf

f. Submit test results to ASC (Appendix VI) at least once per
year.

Results confirmed as submitted in the ASC Transparency checklist previously
referenced.

g. Others, please describe

Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)
collc halow
Requirement: Yes c. Provide the CAB access to documentation which is sufficient |See 3.1.3b
for the auditor to evaluate whether the ABM has set (3.1.3a)
Applicability: All except farms that [and annually reviewed (3.1.3.b) maximum sea lice load in
release no water as noted in [38] compliance with requirements in Appendix II-2.
d. Submit the maximum sea lice load for the ABM to ASC as per
. see 3.1.3a above
Appendix VI at least once per year.
e. Others, please describe
a. Prepare an annual schedule for testing sea lice that identifies
timeframes of routine testing frequency (at a minimum, Monitoring generally carried out by farm on a twice monthly basis as evidenced
monthly) and for high-frequency testing (weekly) due to by Aquafarmer records and confirmed by farm checks on paper records but
sensitive periods for wild salmonids (e.g. during and increased to weekly during the sensitive period as defined by ASC (government
immediately prior to outmigration of juveniles). requirement for period is twice monthly).
Lice count monitored during site visit 24th June, pen 2 with assistant manager,
o . . average figures of 0.2 adult males, 0.05 adult non-gravid females and 0.55 gravid
b. Maintain records of results of on-farm testing for sea lice. If . S . - .
. . females (i.e. 0.8 motile lice /fish) Results taken are in line with the recent
farm deviates from schedule due to weather [41] maintain . R . . ]
R . sampling results logged in Aquafarmer for the site. Lice count records provided,
documentation of event and rationale. . X L . .
signed of by staff involved, training of staff by 6 month shadowing prior to
carrying out counts themselves.
Indicator: Frequent [41] on-farm ¢. Document the methodology used for testing sea lice ('testing’
testing for sea lice, with test results ;¢ des both counting and identifying sea lice). The method
made easily publicly available [42] |, st follow national or international norms, follows accepted
within seven days of testing minimum sample size, use random sampling, and record the
3.1.4 Compliant
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Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)

collc holow

Majority are stated to be Chum and Pink with some Sockeye, Chinook and
Coho, information from PACIFICUS biological services commissioned by MHC and
First Nations.

'Preliminary 2016 Salmon Outlook' provided. Ask for clarification of relevant
outlook units for the farm. Appears to be Area 12 according to PFRCC 2009.
'Status of Pacific Salmon Resources in Southern BC and the Fraser River Basin'
2009. Confirm location of farm in relation to Southern BC and Fraser River Basin
ADDED COMMENT:

Review of the working documents confirmed that the above data was entered
erroneously, however submitted evidence including the reports relevant to the
a. Identify all salmonid species that naturally occur within 75 site listed below were considered and the farm found to be compliant:

km of the farm through literature search or by consulting with a |Hyatt, K., Johannes, M.S., and Stockwell, M. 2007. Ecosystem overview: Pacific

Indicator: In areas with wild reputable authority. If the farm is not in an area with wild North Coast Integrated Management Area (PNCIMA) Appendix I: Pacific Salmon.
salmonids [43], evidence of data [44] |salmonids, then 3.1.5b and ¢ do not apply. Available from http://www.dfo-mpo.gc.ca/Library/328842%20Appendix%20l.pdf
and the farm’s understanding of that Temple, N. 2005. Salmon in the Great Bear Rainforest. Raincoast Conservation
data, around salmonid migration Society, Victoria, BC.
routes, migration timing and stock This document includes sections on “Monitoring salmon on the coast”,
productivity in major waterways “Escapements of small streams vs. large streams”, etc. and is available from
within 50 kilometers of the farm http://www.raincoast.org/files/publications/reports/Salmon-in-the-GBR.pdf
315 Further, the DFO Preliminary 2016 Salmon Outlook (November 2015) covers the .
Requirement: Yes central coast region. Summary available here http://www.pac.dfo-mpo.gc.ca/fm- Compliant

gp/species-especes/salmon-saumon/outlook-perspective/2016-summ-somm-

Applicability: All farms operating in eng.html.
areas with wild salmonids except
farms that release no water as noted
in [38]

Migration routes relevant to farm within the documents supplied by the DFO
covering 84 outlook sites.

Identification of sensitive period confirmed as government determined and
relates to Pink and Chum salmon as these are the smallest and determined to be
most susceptible. The defined sensitive period is designed to overlap different
species.

ref SPC Int Fish Man Plan; S Coast Salmon Report Labelle and Preliminary 2016

b. For species listed in 3.1.5a, compile best available
information on migration routes, migration timing (range of
months for juvenile outmigration and returning salmon), life
history timing for coastal resident salmonids, and stock
productivity over time in major waterways within 50 km of the
farm.

c. From data in 3.1.5b, identify any sensitive periods for wild
salmonids (e.g. periods of outmigration of juveniles) within 50 [Majority are Chum and Pink with some Sockeye, Chinook and Coho Sensitive
km of the farm. period determined by the Local Government and adopted by MHC.

Awareness of wild salmon migration for staff demonstrated due to the increased
counting of lice during March - June.

e. Others, please describe

a. Inform the CAB if the farm operates in an area of wild
salmonids. If not, then Indicator 3.1.6 does not apply. See 3.1.5, Email confirmation received prior to audit.

Audit Manual - ASC Salmon Standard - version 1.0
Copyright (c) 2013 Aquaculture Stewardship Council. All rights reserved by Aquaculture Stewardship Council
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Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)
collc halow
Indicator: In areas of wild Sampling and reporting carried out by Mainstream Biological Consulting on
salmonids, menitoring of sea lice b. Keep records to show the farm participates in monitoring of behalf of N.IH Canada. )
levels on wild out-migrating salmon sea lice on wild salmonids. http://marineharvest.ca/globalassets/canada/pdf/asc-dashboard-2016/kitasoo-
juveniles or on coastal sea trout or fisheries-sea-lice-monitoring-2015-final.pdf
Artic char, with results made publicly
available. See requirements in c. Provide the CAB access to documentation which is sufficient
Appendix IlI-1. for the auditor to evaluate whether the methodology used for
3.1.6 monitoring of sea lice on wild salmonids is in compliance with .
Requirement: Yes the requirements in Appendix IlI-1. Met requirements Compliant
d. Make the results from 3.1.6b easily publicly available (e.g. Report dated August 2015, sampling carried out in June 2015.
Applicability: All farms operating in posted to the company's website) within eight weeks of The 2016 sampling has been carried out by CAHS (B&D), sampling by
areas with wild salmonids except completion of monitoring. CAHS/Kitasoo/Xaixais, with results awaited.
farms that release no water as noted |- Submit to ASC the results from monitoring of sea lice levels
in [38] on wild salmonids as per Appendix VI. See 3.1.3d
f. Others, please describe
a. Inform the CAB if the farm operates in an area of wild
salmonids. If not, then Indicator 3.1.7 does not apply. See 3.1.5a
Indicator: In areas of wild b. Establish the sensitive periods [45] of wild salmonids in the
salmonids, maximum on-farmlice (504 \here the farm operates. Sensitive periods for migrating
levels during sensitive periods for (<5 0nids is during juvenile outmigration and approximately
wild fish [45]. See detailed one month before. Federal government (DFO) determined dates of 1st March to 30th June used.
requirements in Appendix Il
subsection 2. Total motiles reached treatment trigger of 3 on week beginning 21 May.Slice
3.1.7 c. Maintain detailed records of monitoring on-farm lice levels  |treatment was carried out May 19th - 27th Prescription 16 - 046 by Diane Compliant

Requirement: 0.1 mature female
lice per farmed fish

Applicability: All farms operating in
areas with wild salmonids except
farms that release no water as noted
in [38]

(see 3.1.4) during sensitive periods as per Appendix II-2.

Morrison.
there are occasions within the sensitive period where levels of mature female
lice are >0.1

d. Provide the CAB with evidence there is a 'feedback loop'
between the targets for on-farm lice levels and the results of
monitoring of lice levels on wild salmonids (Appendix I1-2).

Harvest patterns are on occasion adjusted / brought forward to reduce the farm's
potential lice load during sensitive periods

e. Others, please describe

Criterion 3.2 Introduction of non-native species

Audit Manual - ASC Salmon Standard - version 1.0
Copyright (c) 2013 Aquaculture Stewardship Council. All rights reserved by Aquaculture Stewardship Council

a. Inform the CAB if the farm produces a non-native species. If
not, then Indicator 3.2.1 does not apply.

M H Canada farm Atlantic Salmon (Salmo salar) on this site. Atlantic Salmon are
not native to Pacific.

Atlantic Salmon have been farmed commercially in British Columbia since 1980s
(Ref Fisheries and Oceans Canada, 'Farming the seas- A Timeline)
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submitted to ASC for review [49]
Requirement: Yes, within five years
of publication of the SAD standard
[50,51]

Applicability: All

below).

N/A to June 2017

d. If applicable, submit to the CAB a request for exemption that
shows how the farm meets all three conditions specified in
instruction box above.

N/A to June 2017

e. Submit evidence from 3.2.2c to ASC for review.

N/A to June 2017

f. Others, please describe

Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)
collc holows
b. Provide documentary evidence that the non-native species |Atlantic Salmon have been commercially farmed since the 1980's, more than 70
was widely commercially produced in the area before 000 tonnes produced in British Columbia in 2013. Ref http://www.dfo-
publication of the SAD Standard (i.e. before June 13, 2012). mpo.gc.ca/aquaculture/sector-secteur/species-especes/salmon-saumon-eng.htm
Indicator: If a non-native speciesis |C- If the farm cannot provide evidence for 3.2.1b, provide
being produced, demonstration that [documentary evidence that the farm uses only 100% sterile fish N/A evidence provided as stated above.
the species was widely commercially |that includes details on accuracy of sterility effectiveness.
produced in the area by the date of |d. If the farm cannot provide evidence for 3.2.1b or 3.2.1c,
publication of the SAD standard provide documented evidence that the production system is .
321 closed to the natural environment and for each of the Compliant
Requirement: Yes [47] following:
1) non-native species are separated from wild fish by effective
Applicability: All farms except as physical barriers that are in place and well maintained; N/A evidence provided as stated above.
noted in [47] 2) barriers ensure there are no escapes of reared fish specimens
that might survive and subsequently reproduce [47]; and
3) barriers ensure there are no escapes of biological material
[47] that might survive and subsequently reproduce (e.g. UV or
other effective treatment of any effluent water exiting the
- Compliance confirmed.
f. Others, please describe
a. Inform the ASC of the species in production (Appendix VI). Atlantic Salmon Confirmed in Audit Declaration
Indicator: If a non-native species is ) . . Yes. See 3.2.1a. Observation. By June 2017, the farms will have to provide
being produced, evidence of . Inform the'CAB if the farm produces a non-native species. If evidence of scientific research completed within the past five years that
scientific research [48] completed |0t then Indicator 3.2.2 does not apply. investigates the risk of establishment of the species within the farm’s jurisdiction.
within the past five years that c. If yes to 3.2.2b, provide evidence of scientific research
investigates the risk of establishment | ., sjeted within the past five years that investigates the risk of
of the species within the farm’s establishment of the species within the farm's jurisdiction.
3.0 [urisdiction and these results Alternatively, the farm may request an exemption to 3.2.2c (see Compliant

Indicator: Use of non-native species
for sea lice control for on-farm
management purposes

Audit Manual - ASC Salmon Standard - version 1.0
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a. Inform the CAB if the farm uses fish (e.g. cleaner fish or
wrasse) for the control of sea lice.

Cleaner fish not in use

b. Maintain records (e.g. invoices) to show the species name
and origin of all fish used by the farm for purposes of sea lice

N/A Cleaner fish not in use
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f. Others, please describe

Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)
collc holows
3.23 c. Collect documentary evidence or first hand accounts as N/A
Requirement: None evidence that the species used is not non-native to the region. |N/A Cleaner fish not in use
Applicability: Al d. Others, please describe
Criterion 3.3 Introduction of transgenic species
a. Prepare a declaration stating that the farm does not use Declaration provided (23 November 2015) Marine Harvest does not produce,
. . transgenic salmon. farm or sell transgenic salmon
Indicator: Use of transgenic [53] —— — - -
b. Maintain records for the origin of all cultured stocks including
salmon by the farm R
the supplier name, address and contact person(s) for stock
331 . purchases. MH Canada has their own Broodstock and egg production Compliant
Requirement: None " "
c. Ensure purchase documents confirm that the culture stock is
Applicability: Al not transgenic. N/A
d. Others, please describe
Criterion 3.4 Escapes [55]
a. Maintain monitoring records of all incidences of confirmed or
suspected escapes, specifying date, cause, and estimated Manager states no escapes suspected, records and reporting to Federal
number of escapees. government (DFO) support this.
b. Aggregate cumulative escapes in the most recent production
cycle. N/A See Above
c. Maintain the monitoring records described in 3.4.1a for at
Indicator: Maximum number of least 10 years beginning with the production cycle for which
escapees [56] in the most recent farm is first applying for certification (necessary for farms to be
production cycle eligible to apply for the exception noted in [57]). N/A See Above
341 . d. If an escape episode occurs (i.e. an incident where > 300 fish Compliant
Requirement: 300 [57] escaped), the farm may request a rare exception to the
Standard [57]. Requests must provide a full account of the
Applicability: All farms except as episode and must document how the farm could not have
noted in [57] predicted the events that caused the escape episode. N/A See Above
e. Submit escape monitoring dataset to ASC as per Appendix VI
on an ongoing basis (i.e. at least once per year and for each
production cycle). N/A See Above

a. Maintain records of accuracy of the counting technology
used by the farm at times of stocking and harvest. Records
include copies of spec sheets for counting machines and
common estimates of error for hand-counts.

Counting of incoming stock by Hatchery of origin and wellboats, Harvest
reconciliation for end counts. Counter accuracy from records works out at -0.48%
for 2015, on the only occasions when the values were outside the 2% anticipated
accuracy was recorded as being due to poor weather conditions.

Audit Manual - ASC Salmon Standard - version 1.0
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Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)
collc holows
Counting of incoming stock by Hatchery of origin and wellboats, Harvest
b. If counting takes place off site (e.g. pre-smolt vaccination reconciliation for end counts. Counter accuracy from records works out at -0.48%
Indicator: Accuracy [58] of the count), obtain and maintain documents from the supplier for 2015, on the only occasions when the individual values on delivery were
counting technology or counting showing the accuracy of the counting method used (as above). [outside the 2% anticipated accuracy was recorded as being due to poor weather
method used for calculating stocking conditions.
and harvest numbers c. During audits, arrange for the auditor to witness calibration  [Counting of incoming stock by Hatchery of origin and wellboats, Harvest
34.2 of counting machines (if used by the farm). reconciliation for end counts. Compliant
Requirement: > 98% Document FW 269 covers counting (Smolt Inventory control) and specifies the <
or = 2% anticipated counter accuracy, this is supported by supplier
Applicability: Al ) documentation. Aquascan counters were mostly used on the well boats with
hatcheries using Vaki counters.
e. Submit counting technology accuracy to ASC as per Appendix
VI on an ongoing basis (i.e. at least once per year and for each
production cycle). Confirmed as listed in ASC Transparency checklist
f. Others, please describe
a. Maintain detailed records for mortalities, stocking count, Mortality Records on Aquafarmer provided, removal frequency of 5- 7 times per
harvest count, and escapes (as per 3.4.1). week noted, detail included for cause of mortality.
b. Calculate the estimated unexplained loss as described in the [Declared as -9,937 fish which falls within the 2% counter accuracy margins
instructions (above) for the most recent full production cycle.  [provided.
Indicator: Estimated unexplained | For firstaudit, farm must demonstrate understanding of
loss [59] of farmed salmon is made calculation and the requirement to disclose EUL after harvest of
publicly available the current cycle.
343 c. Make the results from 3.4.3b available publicly. Keep records |Audit reports for ASC certified sites available at : Compliant

Requirement: Yes

Applicability: All

of when and where results were made public (e.g. date posted
to a company website) for all production cycles.

http://www.marineharvest.com/planet/asc-dashboard/
Information included in reports

d. Submit estimated unexplained loss to ASC as per Appendix VI
for each production cycle.

Confirmed as included in the submitted ASC transparency checklist.

f. Others, please describe

Audit Manual - ASC Salmon Standard - version 1.0
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a. Prepare an Escape Prevention Plan and submit it to the CAB
before the first audit. This plan may be part of a more
comprehensive farm planning document as long as it addresses
all required elements of Indicator 3.4.4.

Escape Prevention and Response Plan provided (Document# SW951, 9 December
2014)
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follow up of escape events); and
worker training on escape
prevention and counting
technologies

Requirement: Yes

Applicability: All

covers the following areas:

- system robustness;

- predator management;

- record keeping;

- reporting risk events (e.g. holes, infrastructure issues, handling
errors);

- planning of staff training to cover all of the above areas; and

- planning of staff training on escape prevention and counting
technologies.

N/A Seawater farm site

d. Maintain records as specified in the plan.

N/A Seawater farm site

e. Train staff on escape prevention planning as per the farm's
plan.

N/A Seawater farm site

N/A Seawater farm site

g. Others, please describe

Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)
collc halow

b. If the farm operates an open (net pen) system, ensure the

plan (3.4.4a) covers the following areas:

- net strength testing;

- appropriate net mesh size;

- net traceability;
Indicator: Evidence of escape - system robustness;
prevention planning and related - predator management;
employee training, including: net - record keeping;
strength testing; appropriate net - reporting risk events (e.g. holes, infrastructure issues, handling
mesh size; net traceability; system errors); Net check for Pen 2 - Net number G120 - 1406, confirmed in site record (net log),
robustness; predator management; |- planning of staff training to cover all of the above areas; and |Staff training in Escape controls and drills confirmed. "escape kit" present to
record keeping and reporting of risk |- planning of staff training on escape prevention and counting [rapidly cater for any discovered issues, risk assessments provided.Net servicing
events (e.g., holes, infrastructure technologies. carried out by Badinotti Net Services.

3.4.4 [issues, handling errors, reporting and|c. If the farm operates a closed system, ensure the plan (3.4.4a) Compliant

Criterion 4.1 Traceability of raw materials in feed

Audit Manual - ASC Salmon Standard - version 1.0
Copyright (c) 2013 Aquaculture Stewardship Council. All rights reserved by Aquaculture Stewardship Council

a. Maintain detailed records of all feed suppliers and purchases
including contact information and purchase and delivery

Skretting Canada are the sole supplier, records of supply and usage covered by
invoicing and site Aquafarmer records.

b. Inform each feed supplier in writing of ASC requirements
pertaining to production of salmon feeds and send them a copy
of the ASC Salmon Standard.

Skretting Canada previously informed of the requirement when previous farms
put forward for certification.
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Requirement: < 1.35

Applicability: All

rendering of seafood by-products (e.g. the "trimmings" from a
human consumption fishery.

Statement april 17th 2014 from Skretting states exclusion of meal and oil from
trimmings.

c. Calculate eFCR using formula in Appendix V-1 (use this
calculation also in 4.2.2 option #1).

Site eFCR value of 1.272 provided for last production cycle

d. Calculate FFDRm using formulas in Appendix IV-1.

Calculated FFDRm value of 0.61 for the site provided.

e. Submit FFDRm to ASC as per Appendix VI for each production
cycle.

Calculated FFDRo value of 2.28 for the site provided.

f. Others, please describe

Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)
collc holows
c. For each feed producer used by the farm, confirm that an
Indicator: Evidence of traceability, [5ydit of the producer was recently done by an audit firm or CAB
demonstrated by the feed producer, against an ASC-acknowledged certification scheme. Obtain a Skretting Canada audit report for BAP provided (Certificate 1202 expiry 22nd
of feed ingredients that make up copy of the most recent audit report for each feed producer.  |October 2016)
4.1.1 |mMore than 1% of the feed [62]. d. For each feed producer, determine whether the farm will use Compliant
method #1 or method #2 (see Instructions above) to show
Requirement: Yes compliance of feed producers. Inform the CAB in writing. Method # 2 (mass balance) selected for compliance.
e. Obtain declaration from feed supplier(s) stating that the
Applicability: All company can assure traceability of all feed ingredients that Feed label declarations and recipe information confirms traceability requirement
make up more than 1% of the feed to a level of detail required |backed up by traceability and systems management components of audits carried
by the ASC Salmon Standard [62]. out.
- Confirmed within BAP feed mill audit. (traceability from feed suppliers)
g. Others, please describe
Criterion 4.2 Use of wild fish for feed [63]
a. Maintain a detailed inventory of the feed used including:
- Quantities used of each formulation (kg);
- Percentage of fishmeal in each formulation used;
- Source (fishery) of fishmeal in each formulation used; Feed batch numbers are logged on PC, Aquafarmer records track usage by pen.
- Percentage of fishmeal in each formulation derived from Feed bag labels dispaly basci ingredient infromation.Skretting has supplied lists of
Indicator: Fishmeal Forage Fish trimmings; and species used in fish meal and fish oil production including the species used in by-
Dependency Ratio (FFDRm) for grow- |- Supporting documentation and signed declaration from feed |products by email June 27th 2016. Specieslisted are European Sprat, Lesser Sand
out (calculated using formulas in supplier. eel, Norway pout (all North Sea origin). Gulf Menhaden from the Gulf of Mexico.
Appendix IV- 1) b. For FFDRm calculation, exclude fishmeal derived from .
421 Compliant

Indicator: Fish Oil Forage Fish
Dependency Ratio (FFDRo) for grow-
out (calculated using formulas in
Appendix IV- 1),

OR

Audit Manual - ASC Salmon Standard - version 1.0
Copyright (c) 2013 Aquaculture Stewardship Council. All rights reserved by Aquaculture Stewardship Council

a. Maintain a detailed inventory of the feed used as specified in
4.2.1a.

Feed records provided in Aquafarmer and through invoicing

b. For FFDRo and EPA+DHA calculations (either option #1 or
option #2), exclude fish oil derived from rendering of seafood
by-products (e.g. the "trimmings" from a human consumption

fishery.

Trimmings values provided by Skretting and confirmed as being excluded from
the calculation.
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Requirement: <5 years after the
date of publication [67] of the SAD
standards (i.e. full compliance by
June 13, 2017)

Applicability: All

feed supplier declarations in 4.2.1a to develop a list of the
origin of all fish products used as feed ingredients.

N/A until June 2017 audits

d. Starting on or before June 13, 2017, provide evidence that
fishmeal and fish oil used in feed come from fisheries [65]
certified under a scheme that is an ISEAL member [66] and has
guidelines that specifically promote responsible environmental
management of small pelagic fisheries.

N/A until June 2017 audits

e. Others, please describe

Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)
collc holows
Maximum amount of EPA and DHA  |¢- Inform the CAB whether the farm chose option #1 or option
from direct marine sources [64] #2 to demonstrate compliance with the requirements of the
4.2.2 |(calculated according to Appendix Iv-|Standard. MH Canada opt to use option #1 Compliant

2) d. For option #1, calculate FFDRo using formulas in Appendix IV-|No full cycle complete to date, calculations using part cycle data would indicate

1 and using the eFCR calculated under 4.2.1c. compliance will be achieved for the completed cycle.
Requirement: FFDRo < 2.95 e. For option #2, calculate amount of EPA + DHA using formulas
or in Appendix IV-2. N/A as farm elected to use FFDRo results.
(EPA + DHA) < 30 g/kg feed f. Submit FFDRo or EPA & DHA to ASC as per Appendix VI for

each production cycle. N/A as farm elected to use FFDRo results.
Applicability: Al g. Others, please describe

Criterion 4.3 Source of marine raw materials

a. Prepare a policy stating the company's support of efforts to

shift feed manufacturers purchases of fishmeal and fish oil to
Indicator: Timeframe for all fishmeal|fisheries certified under a scheme that is an ISEAL member and
and fish oil used in feed to come has guidelines that specifically promote responsible Marine Harvest Corporate Policy on sustainable salmon feed (8th November
from fisheries [65] certified undera qyironmental management of small pelagic fisheries. 2013) covers the requirement.
scheme that is an ISEAL member [66] [, prepare a letter stating the farm's intent to source feed
and has guidelines that specifically | ontaining fishmeal and fish oil originating from fisheries
promote responsible environmental | ertified under the type of certification scheme noted in 4.3.1a |Above Policy document covers the requirement.
management of small pelagic c. Starting on or before June 13, 2017, use feed inventory and

4.3.1 |fisheries Compliant

Indicator: Prior to achieving 4.3.1,
the FishSource score [68] for the
fishery(ies) from which all marine

raw material in feed is derived

Audit Manual - ASC Salmon Standard - version 1.0
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a. Record FishSource score for each species from which
fishmeal or fish oil was derived and used as a feed ingredient
(all species listed in 4.2.1a).

Fish Source scores have been provided covering the mass balance derived
quantities of fish meal and fish oil required to produce ASC approved feed. All
submitted scores were in compliance with the required criteria

b. Confirm that each individual score > 6 and the biomass score
is 28.

May 2014 Skretting corporate document dated May 2014 covers the
requirement, in addition a cross check on listed species (e.g. European Sprat-
origin North Sea scoring 10 for Biomass as listed and Menhaden - origin Gulf of
Mexico Scoring 8.8 for biomass as listed, both with all other scores above the
threshold of 6 as required). It is noted that the scores listed dated from 2014 and
it was unclear at time of audit if these were the values at time of purchase. More
up-to-date information still shows the species concerned to be compliant.
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Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)
collc holows
c. If the species is not on the website it means that a FishSource
4.3.2 Requirement: Al individual scores > assessment is not available. Client can then take one or both of Compliant
6, the following actions:
and biomass score > 8 1. Contact FishSource via Sustainable Fisheries Partnerships
to identify the species as a priority for assessment.
Applicability: All, until June 13, 2017 2. Contract a qualified independent third party to conduct the
assessment using the FishSource methodology and provide the
assessment and details on the third party qualifications to the |No species submitted to cover the mass balance requirement were either not
CAB for review. listed or marked as not assessed
- No submitted species listed were seen to be unscored or marked N/A
e. Others, please describe
a. Obtain from the feed supplier documentary evidence that
Indicator: Prior to achieving 4.3.1, |the origin of all fishmeal and fish oil used in the feed is Covered by Marine Harvest Corporate policy on Sustainable Salmon Feed
demonstration of third-party verified [traceable via a third-party verified chain of custody or requirements (13th April 2015).Confirmed by traceability component of BAP
chain of custody and traceability for [traceability program. certification BAP 1202 expiry 22nd October 2014
the batches of fishmeal and fish oil
4.3.3 |which are in compliance with 4.3.2.  |b. Ensure evidence covers all the species used (as consistent Compliant
with 4.3.2a, 4.2.1a, and 4.2.2a). Species used for ASC feed production via mass balance calculation confirmed as
Requirement: Yes covered.
Applicability: All, until June 13, 2017 |¢. Others, please describe
a. Compile and maintain, consistent with 4.2.1a and 4.2.2a, a
list of the fishery of origin for all fishmeal and fish oil originating |Origin of all trimmings-related fish meal and oils stated to be retained at time of
Indicator: Feed containing fishmeal from by-products and trimmings. purchase.
and/or fish oil originating from by- b. Obtain a declaration from the feed supplier stating that no  |Skretting declaration confirms that no fish meal or fish oil used originates from
products [69] or trimmings from IUU fishmeal or fish oil originating from IUU catch was used to 1UU caught fish.Covered by Marine Harvest Corporate policy on Sustainable
[70] catch or from fish species that produce the feed. Salmon Feed requirements (13th April 2015).
are categorized as vulnerable, c. Obtain from the feed supplier declaration that the meal or oil
endangered or critically endangered, did not originate from a species categorized as vulnerable,
4.3.4 |according to the IUCN Red List of endangered or critically endangered, according to the IUCN Red Compliant

Threatened Species [71]

Requirement: None [72]

Applicability: All except as noted in
1721
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List of Threatened Species [71] and explaining how they are
able to demonstrate this (i.e. through other certification
scheme or through their independent audit).

Skretting declaration confirms that no fish meal or fish oil used originates from
fish species that are categorized as vulnerable, endangered or critically
endangered, according to the IUCN Red List of Threatened Species

d. If meal or oil originated from a species listed as “vulnerable”
by IUCN, obtain documentary evidence to support the
exception as outlined in [72].

N/A see above.
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Requirement: Yes, for each
individual raw material containing >
1% transgenic content [81]

Audit Manual - ASC Salmon Standard - version 1.0
Copyright (c) 2013 Aquaculture Stewardship Council. All rights reserved by Aquaculture Stewardship Council

cover > 6 months.

>1% transgenic content.

c. Inform ASC whether feed contains transgenic ingredients (yes
or no) as per Appendix VI for each production cycle.

Confirmed as included in the submitted ASC transparency checklist.

Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)
collc holows
e. Others, please describe
Criterion 4.4 Source of non-marine raw materials in feed
a. Compile and maintain a list of all feed suppliers with contact |Only Skretting compound feeds used by MH Canada. Contact information
Indicator: Presence and evidence of |information. (See also 4.1.1a) provided.
a responsible sourcing policy for the [, ‘gptain from each feed manufacturer a copy of the
feed manufacturer for feed manufacturer's responsible sourcing policy for feed ingredients
ingredients that comply with showing how the company complies with recognized crop
4.4.1 recognized crop moratoriums [75] | oratoriums and local laws. Skretting supplier declarations cover relevant sourcing requirements Compliant
and local laws [76] c. Confirm that third party audits of feed suppliers (4.1.1c) show
evidence that supplier's responsible sourcing policies are
Requirement: Yes implemented. Covered by BAP audit, certification until 22nd October 2016
Applicability: All d. Others, please describe
a. Prepare a policy stating the company's support of efforts to  |Corporate policy statements restrict any use of soya to RTRS or equivalent (e.g.
shift feed manufacturers' purchases of soya to soya certified Proterra) however Skretting state they do not use soya in their compound salmon
Indicator: Percentage of soya or under the Roundtable for Responsible Soy (RTRS) or equivalent. |feed products.
soya-derived ingredients in the feed . L Corporate policy statements restrict any use of soya to RTRS or equivalent (e.g.
that are certified by the Roundtable b. Pre'pe'xre a letter st'a.tlng the farm’s intent to sou'rce feed Proterra) however Skretting state they do not use soya in their compound salmon
for Responsible Soy (RTRS) or containing soya certified under the RTRS (or equivalent) feed products.
equivalent [77] c. Notify feed suppliers of the farm's intent (4.4.2b). Skretting state they do not use soya in their compound salmon feed products.
4.4.2 d. Obtain and maintain declaration from feed supplier(s) Compliant
Requirement: 100%, within five detailing the origin of soya in the feed. Skretting state they do not use soya in their compound salmon feed products.
years of the publication [78] of the  |e. Starting on or before June 13, 2017, provide evidence that
SAD standards soya used in feed is certified by the Roundtable for Responsible
Soy (RTRS) or equivalent [77] N/A until June 2017
Applicability: All, after June 13, 2017
f. Others, please describe
Indicator: Evidence of disclosure to |2- Obtain from feed supplier(s) a declaratio.n d.etailing the Email declarations received from Skretting stating separately that a) no soya is
the buyer [79] of the salmon of content of soya and other plant raw materials in feed and used in the feed supplied and b) Canola oil and Corn Gluten are used and these
inclusion of transgenic [80] plant raw [Whether it is transgenic. products may contain >1% transgenic content.
material, or raw materials derived b. Disclose to the buyer(s) a list of any transgenic plant raw
from transgenic plants, in the feed  [material in the feed and maintain documentary evidence of this
443 disclosure. For first audits, farm records of disclosures must Canola oil and Corn Gluten are stated to be used and these products may contain Compliant
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Requirement: Yes

Applicability: All

c. Inform the CAB of any infractions or fines for improper waste
disposal received during the previous 12 months and corrective
actions taken..

Katherine Dolmage, Certification Manager states that there have been no such
fines imposed within the stated period.

d. Maintain records of disposal of waste materials including old
nets and cage equipment.

Waste Management of Canada Corp (Coquitlam invoice 997 - 035000 for CAS 220
dated 16th January 2016 for a mix of commercial and industrial waste provided)

e. Others, please describe

Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)
collc holows
Applicability: All d. Others, please describe
Criterion 4.5 Non-biological waste from production
a. Prepare a policy stating the farm's commitment to proper
and responsible treatment of non-biological waste from
production. It must explain how the farm's policy is consistent |Materials storage, handling and waste disposal plan in plan SW 963 (last review
Indicator: Presence and evidence of with best practice in the area of operation. June 2015) covers required elements.
a functioning policy for proper and b. Prepare a declaration that the farm does not dump non-
responsible [83] treatment of non- biological waste into the ocean. Included within the above SW 963 Document
biological waste from production c. Provide a description of the most common production waste
4.5.1 |(e.g., disposal and recycling) materials and how the farm ensures these waste materials are |Confirmed as included within the 'materials storage, handling and waste disposal Compliant
properly disposed of. plan'
Requirement: Yes Recycling for plastic / glass / paper on site, also feed bags and pallets. Feed
d. Provide a description of the types of waste materials that are |delivery companies are contracted as part of the service to remove recyclable
Applicability: Al recycled by the farm. waste. Skretting Sales Manager Erin Agostini confirms waste is picked up by
Global Wood Waste inc for processing
e. Others, please describe
) o . Waste oil is disposed of to Hetherington on Campbell River, nets are usually put
a. Provide a description of the most common production waste - . .
materials and how the farm ensures these waste materials are to Iand-f|-II with the pOII,C,y now to buy longer Ia”stmﬁ nets th”reduce \Afastage. .
. Mortalities are sent to ""renewable Resources" or "sea soil" depending on stite
properly disposed of. (see also 4.5.1c) . .
location. Recyclables as detailed above.
Indicator: Evidence that non- Recycling for plastic / glass / paper on site, also feed bags and pallets. Feed
biological waste (including net pens) (b provide a description of the types of waste materials that are |delivery companies are contracted as part of the service to remove recyclable
from grow-out site is either disposed |recycled by the farm. (See also 4.5.1d) waste. Skretting Sales Manager Aaron Agostini confirms waste is picked up by
452 of properly or recycled Global Wood Waste inc for processing Compliant

Criterion 4.6 Energy consumption and greenhouse gas emissions on farms [84]

Indicator: Presence of an energy use

Audit Manual - ASC Salmon Standard - version 1.0
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a. Maintain records for energy consumption by source (fuel,
electricity) on the farm throughout each production cycle.

Records for energy consumption provided for the three farms under assessment.

b. Calculate the farm's total energy consumption in kilojoules
(kj) during the last production cycle.

Total energy consumption for Goat Cove previous cycle listed as 2,340,000,000 kj
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Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)
collc holows
assessment veritying the energy c. Calculate the total weight of fish in metric tons (mt) produced
consumption on the farm and during the last production cycle. 886.5 metric tonnes for previous cycle.
representing the whole life cycle at 4 "jging results from 4.6.1b and 4.6.1c, calculate energy
461 |7 outlined in Appendix V- 1 consumption on the farm as required, reported as kilojoule/mt Compliant
fish/production cycle. 886,568 kj /mt calculation method confirmed.
Requirement: Yes, measured in e. Submit results of energy use calculations (4.6.1d) to ASC as
kilojoule/mt fish/production cycle | per Appendix VI for each production cycle. Confirmed as submitted to ASC 24th May 2016
f. Ensure that the farm has undergone an energy use
Applicability: All assessment that was done in compliance with requirements of |Confirmed as being in line with the Appendix V-I requirement.
g. Others, please describe
a. Maintain records of greenhouse gas emissions on the farm. |GHG emissions to date as 239,338 kgs Co2 equivalent.
b. At least annually, calculate all scope 1 and scope 2 GHG
emissions in compliance with Appendix V-1. Values confirmed as calculated on a monthly update basis.
. c. For GHG calculations, select the emission factors which are
Indicator: Records of greenhouse ) . i X X L X
. best suited to the farm's operation. Document the source of Diesel , Propane, Gasoline are considered. Electricity is generated by diesel
gas (GHG [85]) emissions [86] on o
farm and evidence of an annual GHG those emissions factors. generators.
assessment, as outlined in Appendix d. For GHG calculations involving conversion of non-CO, gases
462 |v-1 to CO, equivalents, specify the Global Warming Potential (GWP) Compliant
used and its source. Based on UK Government 2013 figures.
Requirement: Yes e. Submit results of GHG calculations (4.6.2d) to ASC as per
Appendix VI at least once per year. Confirmed as submitted to ASC 24th May 2018
Applicability: All f. Ensure that the farm undergoes a GHG assessment as
outlined in Appendix V-1 at least annually. Values confirmed as calculated on a monthly update basis.
g. Others, please describe
a. Obtain from feed supplier(s) a declaration detailing the GHG
emissions of the feed (per kg feed). 46.2 kgs CO2 equivalent per metric tonne of feed stated by Skretting
Indicator: Documentation of GHG b. Multiply the GHG emissions per unit feed by the total
emissions of the feed [87] used amount of feed from each supplier used in the most recent
during the previous production cycle,|completed production cycle.
as outlined in Appendix V, 84,361 kgs CO2 Equivalent
subsection 2 c. If client has more than one feed supplier, calculate the total .
463 sum of emissions from feed by summing the GHG emissions of Compliant
Requirement: Yes, within three feed from each supplier.
years of the publication [88] of the only Skretting used for feed supply.
SAD standards (i.e. by June 13, 2015)
d. Submit GHG emissions of feed to ASC as per Appendix VI for
Applicability: All, after June 13, 2015 each production cycle. email sighted dated 24th May 2016 to ASC .
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Requirement: Yes
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c. If "yes" in 4.7.3a, maintain records of testing methods,
equipment, and laboratories used to test copper level in
sediments from 4.7.3b.

No copper treated nets used by MH Canada, policy in place since 2012.

Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)
collc holows
e. Others, please describe
Criterion 4.7 Non-therapeutic chemical inputs [89,90]
a. Prepare a farm procedure for net cleaning and treatment
that describes techniques, technologies, use of off-site facilities,
and record keeping. No copper treated nets used by MH Canada, policy in place since 2012.
Indicator: For farms that use copper-|y, ‘Maintain records of antifoulants and other chemical
treated nets [91], evidence that nets |treatments used on nets. No copper treated nets used by MH Canada, policy in place since 2012.
are not cleaned [92] or treated in c. Declare to the CAB whether copper-based treatments are
situ in the marine environment used on nets. No copper treated nets used by MH Canada, policy in place since 2012.
471 d. If copper-based treatments are used, maintain documentary N/A
Requirement: Yes evidence (see 4.7.1b) that farm policy and practice does not
allow for heavy cleaning of copper-treated nets in situ. No copper treated nets used by MH Canada, policy in place since 2012.
Applicability: All farms except as e. Inform ASC whether copper antifoulants are used on farm
noted in [89] (yes or no) as per Appendix VI for each production cycle. No copper treated nets used by MH Canada, policy in place since 2012.
f. Others, please describe
N/A as no copper treated nets in use; nets are cleaned in situ with mechanical
cleaners during their use at sea, only standard biological debris cleaned off by
Indicator: For any farm that cleans |- Declare to the CAB whether nets are cleaned on-land. Badinotti net services pre-servicing and re-issue with any biological debris
nets at on-land sites, evidence that removed confirmed to put to '7 mile' landfill site in the district of Mount
net-cleaning sites have effluent b. If nets are cleaned on-land, obtain documentary evidence N/A as no copper treated nets in use; nets are cleaned in situ with mechanical
treatment [93] from each net-cleaning facility that effluent treatment is in cleaners, Only standard biological debris cleaned off by Badinotti net services pre-
4.7.2 place. servicing. N/A
Requirement: Yes c. If yes to 4.7.2b, obtain evidence that effluent treatment used |N/A as no copper treated nets in use; nets are cleaned in situ with mechanical
at the cleaning site is an appropriate technology to capture of |cleaners, Only standard biological debris cleaned off by Badinotti net services pre-
Applicability: All farms except as copper in effluents. servicing.
noted in [89]
d. Others, please describe
Indicator: For farms that use copper |- Declare to the CAB whether the farm uses copper nets or
hets or copper-treated nets, copper-treated nets. (See also 4.7.1c). If "no", Indicator 4.7.3
evidence of testing for copper level does not apply. No copper treated nets used by MH Canada, policy in place since 2012.
in the sediment outside of the AZE, b. If "yes" in 4.7.3a, measure and record copper in sediment
following methodology in Appendix I- samples from the reference stations specified in 2.1.1d and
473 |1 2.1.2c which lie outside the AZE. No copper treated nets used by MH Canada, policy in place since 2012. N/A
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Requirement: Yes

Applicability: All farms except as
noted in [89]

more of the following jurisdictions: the European Union, the
United States, or Australia.

No antifouling of any type stated to be used to treat nets, no indication of any
such products being used during site inspection.

c. Others, please describe

Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)
collc holows
Applicability: All farms except as X
. d. Others, please describe
noted in [89]
Indicator: Evidence that copper a. Inform the CAB whether:
levels [94] are < 34 mg Cu/kg dry 1) farm is exempt from Indicator 4.7.4 (as per 4.7.3a), or
sediment weight 2) Farm has conducted testing of copper levels in sediment. No copper treated nets used by MH Canada, policy in place since 2012.
OR b. Provide evidence from measurements taken in 4.7.3b that
in instances where the Cu in the copper levels are < 34 mg Cu/kg dry sediment weight. No copper treated nets used by MH Canada, policy in place since 2012.
sediment exceeds 34 mg Cu/kg dry |c. If copper levels in 4.7.4b are > 34 mg Cu/kg dry sediment
sediment weight, demonstration weight, provide evidence the farm tested copper levels in
that the Cu concentration falls within |sediments from reference sites as described in Appendix I-1
474 the range of background (also see Indicators 2.1.1 and 2.1.2). No copper treated nets used by MH Canada, policy in place since 2012. N/A
concentrations as measured at three |d. Analyze results from 4.7.4c to show the background copper
reference sites in the water body concentrations as measured at three reference sites in the
water body. No copper treated nets used by MH Canada, policy in place since 2012.
Requirement: Yes e. Submit data on copper levels in sediments to ASC as per
Applicability: All farms except as Appendix V1 for each production cycle. No copper treated nets used by MH Canada, policy in place since 2012.
noted in [89] and excluding those
farms shown to be exempt from f. Others, please describe
Indicator 4.7.3
Indicator: Evidence that the type of
biocides used in net antifouling are  |a. Identify all biocides used by the farm in net antifouling. No antifouling of any type stated to be used to treat nets, no indication of any
approved according to legislation in such products being used during site inspection.
the European Uni.on, or the United b. Compile documentary evidence to show that each chemical
475 States, or Australia used in 4.7.5a is approved according to legislation in one or N/A

Criterion 5.1 Survival and health of farmed fish [95]

Indicator: Evidence of a fish health
management plan for the
identification and monitoring of fish
diseases and parasites

Requirement: Yes

Audit Manual - ASC Salmon Standard - version 1.0
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a. Prepare a fish health management plan that incorporates
components related to identification and monitoring of fish
disease and parasites. This plan may be part of a more
comprehensive farm planning document.

Salmonid Health Management Plan, updated October 2015 provided. Health
Department back up for mortality events determination, manager and staff
trained and experienced.

b. Ensure that the farm's current fish health management plan
was reviewed and approved by the farm's designated
veterinarian [96].

Salmonid Health Management Plan, October 2015 provided.with evidence of
review by Diane Morrison also provided.

Compliant

Aquaculture
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Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)
collc holows
Applicability: All c. Others, please describe
a. Maintain records of visits by the designated veterinarian [96]
and fish health managers [97]. If schedule cannot be met, a risk |Regular visits by vet and health team confirmed through visitor log checks, it is
Indicator: Site visits by a designated |assessment must be provided. noted that some visits of the vet and health technicians occur on the same day.
veterinarian [96] at least four times a [, Maintain a current list of personnel who are employed as the |Diane Morrison Doctor of Veterinary Medicine with support from
year, and by a fish health manager  |farm's designated veterinarian(s) [96] and fish health Senior Fish Health Technician
c12 [97] at least once a month manager(s) [97]. Fish Health Technician Compliant
o L ) ... |Diane Morrison qualified from the Ontario Veterinary College 1992 and has
Requirement: Yes ¢ Maintain records of the qualifications of persons identified in worked with Marine Harvest since September 2000, The Senior Fish Health
>.1.2b. Technician and Fish Health Technician are both BSc. Graduates
Applicability: All
d. Others, please describe
a. Maintain records of mortality removals to show that dead Mortality records in Aquafarmer checked and confirm appropriate details
Indicator: Percentage of dead fish fish are removed regularly and disposed of in a responsible included
removed and disposed of in a b. Collect documentation to show that disposal methods are in |Mortality removals observed during on-site inspection, dead fish are stored in
responsible manner line with practices recommended by fish health managers sealed tubs prior to uplift and disposal by approved contractor, covered by MH
513 and/or relevant legal authorities. SOP SW 124. Compliant
Requirement: 100% [98] c. For any exceptional mortality event where dead fish were not|The range of mortality events sampled included transfer related mortalities but
collected for post-mortem analysis, keep a written justification. |no exceptional events were recorded.
Applicability: Al d. Others, please describe
a. Maintain detailed records for all mortalities and post-mortem
analyses including:
- date of mortality and date of post-mortem analysis;
- total number of mortalities and number receiving post-
mortem analysis;
- name of the person or lab conducting the post-mortem
analyses;
- qualifications of the individual (e.g. veterinarian [96], fish
health manager [97]);
- cause of mortality (specify disease or pathogen) where known;
and Mortality records on Aquafarmer were examined and cause allocation discussed.
- classification as 'unexplained' when cause of mortality is Workers check each mortality removed and if there are no obvious external
Indicator: Percentage of mortalities unknown (see 5.1.6). indications of cause of death the fish is internaly examined.
that are recorded, classified and b. For each mortality event, ensure that post-mortem analyses Health-Departmeth available for analysis of any unef(plained mort‘alities which
receive a post-mortem analysis are done on a statistically relevant number of fish and keep a may arls? along W|th MH Canada Lab back up based in Campbell Rl\./er. Third
5.1.4 record of the results. Party assistance available under contract from BC Centre for Aquatic Health Compliant

Reauirement: 100% [99]1

Audit Manual - ASC Salmon Standard - version 1.0
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Sciences also located in Campbell River.
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mortalities

Applicability: All farms with > 6%
total mortality in the most recent
complete production cycle.

For first audit, calculation must cover one full production cycle
immediately prior to the current cycle.

N/A as unexplained mortality rate is 3.36%

c. Submit data on maximum unexplained mortality to ASC as
per Appendix VI for each production cycle.

Mortalities covered in the ASC Transparency submissions

d. Others, please describe

Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)
collc holows
' c. If on-site diagnosis is inconclusive and disease is suspected or [No specific inconclusive on-site diagnoses stated. Routine monitoring samples
Applicability: All results are inconclusive over a 1-2 week period, ensure that fish |sent for external analyses , e.g. Goat Cove submission to Animal Health Centre
are sent to an off-site laboratory for diagnosis and keep a 19th January 2016, ref 16-1575 tissue samples for PCR testing for IHN, ISA, VHS
record of the results (5.1.4a). with all results confirmed as negative.
d. Using results from 5.1.3a-c, classify each mortality event and [Aquafarmer records confirmed to record the mortality details for the site for the
keep a record of those classifications. cycle from input to date.
e. Provide additional evidence to show how farm records in ) . . .
. . Aquafarmer records confirmed to record the mortality details for the site for the
5.1.4a-d cover all mortalities from the current and previous two . .
. cycle from input to date, also previous cycle.
production cycles (as needed).
f. Submit data on numbers and causes of mortalities to ASC as
per Appendix VI on an ongoing basis (i.e. at least once per year
and for each production cycle). Mortalities with cause of death covered in the ASC Transparency submissions.
g. Others, please describe
a. Calculate the total number of mortalities that were 14,937 mortalities coded as without diagnosis during the most recent cycle.
diagnosed (see 5.1.4) as being related to viral disease. Regular sampling and laboratory analysis confirmed no viral disease present.
Indicator: Maximum viral disease- |- Combine the results from 5.1.5a with the total number of
related mortality [100] on farm unspecified and unexplained mortalities from the most recent |The site shows a total of 14,937 mortalities coded as “without diagnosis” during
during the most recent production  |complete production cycle. Divide this by the total number of the most recent cycle giving a % calculation of 3.36% of possible viral disease
cycle fish produced in the production cycle (x100) to calculate related mortality. Regular sampling and laboratory analysis confirmed no viral )
5.15 percent maximum viral disease-related mortality. disease present. Compliant
Requirement: <10% c. Submit data on total mortality and viral disease-related
mortality to ASC as per Appendix VI on an ongoing basis (i.e. at
Applicability: All least once per year and for each production cycle). Confirmed as submitted with the ASC transparency checklist.
d. Others, please describe
a. Use records in 5.1.4a to calculate the unexplained mortality
Indicator: Maximum unexplained | ate (%) for the most recent full production cycle. If rate was <
mortality rate from each of the 6%, then the requirement of 5.1.6 does not apply. If total
previous two production cycles, for mortality rate was > 6%, proceed to 5.1.6b. N/A as unexplained mortality rate is 3.36%
farms with total mortality > 6% b. Calculate the unexplained mortality rate (%) for each of the
two production cycles immediately prior to the current cycle.
5.1.6 |Requirement: < 40% of total N/A

Indicator: A farm-specific mortalities

Audit Manual - ASC Salmon Standard - version 1.0
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a. Use records in 5.1.4a to assemble a time-series dataset on
farm-specific mortalities rates and unexplained mortality rates.

Confirmed in Aquafarmer
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countries [1041
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Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)
collc holows
reduction program that includes b. Use the data in 5.1.7a and advice from the veterinarian Mortality reduction plans include separation of equipment with local
defined annual targets for reductions and/or fish health manager to develop a mortalities-reduction |neighbouring sites, Plankton sampling procedures increased with better far field
in mortalities and reductions in program that defines annual targets for reductions in total monitoring and ongoing net design changes to improve stock protection from
5.1.7 |unexplained mortalities mortality and unexplained mortality. predators. Compliant
c. Ensure that farm management communicates with the
Requirement: Yes veterinarian, fish health manager, and staff about annual
targets and planned actions to meet targets. Staff awareness of practices demonstrated
Applicability: All
PP v d. Others, please describe
Criterion 5.2 Therapeutic treatments [101]
a. Maintain a detailed record of all chemical and therapeutant |Site confirmed as having received two Slice (November 2015 and April 2016) and
use that includes: two peroxide treatments (October 2015 and February 2016)
- name of the veterinarian prescribing treatment;
Indicator: On-farm documentation |~ product name and c.ht.emi‘cal name;
that includes, at a minimum, detailed|™ "€@s0n for use (specific disease)
information on all chemicals [102] - date(s) of treatment;
and therapeutants used during the |~ amount (g) of product used;
most recent production cycle, the : dosage.;
amounts used (including grams per |~ mt of fish treated;
ton of fish produced), the dates - the WHO classification of antibiotics (also see note under
used, which group of fish were 5.2.8); and .
521 treated and against which diseases, | the supplier of the chemical or therapeutant. Compliant
proof of proper dosing, and all b. If not already available, assemble records of chemical and
disease and pathogens detected on |therapeutant use to address all points in 5.2.1a for the previous
the site two production cycles. For first audits, available records must
cover one full production cycle immediately prior to the current
Requirement: Yes cycle. See 5.2.1a
c. Submit information on therapeutant use (data from 5.2.1a) to
Applicability: All ASC as per Appendix VI on an ongoing basis (i.e. at least once
per year and for each production cycle). Confirmed as included in the submitted ASC transparency checklist.
d. Others, please describe
a. Prepare a list of therapeutants, including antibiotics and
Indicator: Allowance for use of chemicals, that are proactively banned for use in food fish for  [Marine Harvest maintains a global register of the therapeutants and other
therapeutic treatments that include the primary salmon producing and importing countries listed in |chemicals permitted and banned along with withdrawal period requirements and
antibiotics or chemicals that are [104]. residue limits, this is monitored and updated regularly
; : b. Maintain records of voluntary and/or mandatory chemical
banned [103] in any of the primary . . Y : /_ Y Maxxam Analytics (ISO 17025 certified) carry out pre-harvest testing for sites for
salmon producing or importing residue testing conducted or commissioned by the farm from . ) . )
522 ) . a range of possible contaminants and possible treatment residues Compliant
RS the prior and current production cycles.

43
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Requirement: PTlscore <13

Applicability: All

farm calculated the PTI score.

Confirmed as above

c. Submit data on farm level cumulative PTI score to ASC as per
Appendix VI for each production cycle.

Confirmed as submitted in the transparency checklist.

d. Others, please describe

Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)
collc holows
All therapeutant use confirmed to be vet prescribed and recorded in the
Requirement: None - Aquafarmer system. No banned substances recorded or suspected to have been
used.
Applicability: All X
d. Others, please describe
. L X Prescription records are retained on site as required by the DFO as part of their
a. Obtain prescription for all therapeutant use in advance of . » . .
L o . licence conditions in the Drug Treatment Record, e.g. Slice treatment
Indicator: Percentage of medication appllca'tl.ot'n from the f'arm‘vetermarlan (or equivalent, see [36] commencing November 1st 2015 (15 - 085)and Slice treatment commencing April
events that are prescribed by a for definition of veterinarian). 19th 2016 (16-046), both prescribed by Diane Morrison.
veterinarian b. Maintain copies of all prescriptions and records of
5.2.3 veterinarian responsible for all medication events. Records can Compliant
Requirement: 100% be kept in conjunction with those for 5.2.1 and should be kept
for the current and two prior production cycles. Confirmed as above, also recorded in Aquafarmer database.
Applicability: All
c. Others, please describe
a. Incorporate withholding periods into the farm's fish health
management plan (see 5.1.1a). Included in the Drug Treatment Record - Salt Water
b. Compile and maintain documentation on legally-required
Indicator: Compliance with all withholding periods for all treatments used on-farm.
withholding periods after treatments Withholding period is the time interval after the withdrawal of |Canadian Government website covers therapeutants permitted for use and
a drug from the treatment of the salmon before the salmon can |includes details of withdrawal periods. http://www.hc-sc.gc.ca/dhp-
5.24 Requirement: Yes be harvested for use as food. mps/vet/legislation/pol/aquaculture_anim-eng.php Compliant
c. Show compliance with all withholding periods by providing
Applicability: Al treatment records (see 5.2.1a) and harvest dates for the most  |Covered by Aquafarmer controls which block release of fish populations for
recent production cycle. harvest if any withdrawal period has not been completed
d. Others, please describe
a. Using farm data for therapeutants usage (5..2.1a) and the
formula presented in Appendix VII, calculate the cumulative
Indicator: Maximum farm level parasiticide treatment index (PTI) score for the most recent
cumulative parasiticide treatment |55 4yction cycle. Calculation should be made and updated on
index (PTI) score as calculated an ongoing basis throughout the cycle by farm manager, fish
according to the formula in Appendix|heaith manager, and/or veterinarian. Two Slice treatments give a PTl of 9.6 for Goat Cove
5.2.5 il b. Provide the auditor with access to records showing how the Compliant
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Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)

collc holow

a. Review PTI scores from 5.2.5a to determine if cumulative PTI
> 6 in the most recent production cycle. If yes, proceed to

Indicator: For farms with a 5.2.6b; if no, Indicator 5.2.6 does not apply. N/A until June 2017
cumulative PTI 2 6 in the most recent [, "ysing results from 5.2.5 and the weight of fish treated (kg),
production cycle, demonstration that| ;|cylate parasiticide load in the most recent production cycle

parasiticide load [105] is at least 15% [105]. N/A until June 2017
less that of the average of the two  [¢ calculate parasiticide load in the two previous production
previous production cycles cycles as above (5.2.6b) and compute the average. Calculate the
526 . o percent difference in parasiticide load between current cycle N/A
Requirement: Yes, within five years |and average of two previous cycles. For first audit, calculation
of the publication of the SAD must cover one full production cycle immediately prior to the
standard (i.e. by June 13, 2017) current cycle. N/A until June 2017
d. As applicable, submit data to ASC on parasiticide load for the
Applicability: All farms with a most recent production cycle and the two previous production
cumulative PTI 2 6 in the most recent cycles (Appendix V). N/A until June 2017

production cycle
e. Others, please describe

a. Maintain records for all purchases of antibiotics (invoices,

Indicator: Allowance for prescriptions) for the current and prior production cycles. Treatment records checked and show no use of Antibiotics recorded for site.
prophylactic use of antimicrobial b. Maintain a detailed log of all medication-related events (see
treatments [106] also 5.2.1a and 5.2.3) Treatment records checked and show no use of Antibiotics recorded for site.
52.7 c. Calculate the total amount (g) and treatments (#) of Compliant
Requirement: None antibiotics used during the current and prior production cycles
(see also 5.2.9). Treatment records checked and show no use of Antibiotics recorded for site.

Applicability: All
PP v d. Others, please describe

a. Maintain a current version of the WHO list of antimicrobials |Confirmed as listed in the "critically important antimicrobials for human
critically and highly important for human health [107]. medicine" 3rd revision 2011 available on the internet at the farm.

b. If the farm has not used any antibiotics listed as critically
important (5.2.8a) in the current production cycle, inform the
CAB and proceed to schedule the audit. Treatment records checked and show no use of Antibiotics recorded for site.
important for human medicine by c. If the farm has used antibiotics listed as critically important
the World Health Organization (WHO (5.2.8a) to treat any fish during the current production cycle,
52.8 [[107]) inform the CAB prior to scheduling audit. N/A Compliant
d. If yes to 5.2.8c, request an exemption from the CAB to certify
only a portion of the farm. Prior to the audit, provide the CAB
with records sufficient to establish details of treatment, which
pens were treated, and how the farm will ensure full
traceability and separation of treated fish through and post- N/A

Indicator: Allowance for use of
antibiotics listed as critically

Requirement: None [108]

Applicability: All

Audit Manual - ASC Salmon Standard - version 1.0
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Requirement: Yes

Applicability: All

of its salmon about all therapeutants used in production.

potential treatments that might be used on fish sold to them. All potential
treatments are confirmed as approved by the CFIA.

c. Others, please describe

Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)
collc holow
e. Others, please describe
a. Maintain records of all treatments of antibiotics (see 5.2.1a).
Indicator: Number of treatments For first audits, farm records must cover the current and
[109] of antibiotics over the most  |immediately prior production cycles in a verifiable statement. | Treatment records checked and show no use of Antibiotics recorded for site.
recent production cycle b. Calculate the total number of treatments of antibiotics over
5.2.9 the most recent production cycle and supply a verifiable Compliant
Requirement: <3 statement of this calculation. Treatment records checked and show no use of Antibiotics recorded for site.
Applicability: All c. Others, please describe
a. Use results from 5.2.9b to show whether more than one
antibiotic treatment was used in the most recent production
Indicator: If more than one cycle. If not, then the requirement of 5.2.10 does not apply. If
antibiotic treatment is used in the yes, then proceed to 5.2.10b. N/A until June 2017
most recent production cycle, b. Calculate antibiotic load (antibiotic load = the sum of the
demonstration that the antibiotic  |total amount of active ingredient of antibiotic used in kg) for
load [110] is at least 15% less that of |m st recent production cycle and for the two previous
the average of the two previous production cycles. For first audit, calculation must cover one full
5210 production cycles production cycle immediately prior to the current cycle. N/A until June 2017 N/A
c. Provide the auditor with calculations showing that the
Requirement: Yes [111], within five [antibiotic load of the most recent production cycle is at least
years of the publication of the SAD  |15% |ess than that of the average of the two previous
standard (i.e. full compliance by June | production cycles. N/A until June 2017
13, 2017) d. Submit data on antibiotic load to ASC as per Appendix VI (if
applicable) for each production cycle. N/A until June 2017
Applicability: All
e. Others, please describe
Indicator: Presence of documents |a. Prepare a procedure which outlines how the farm provides
demonstrating that the farm has buyers [.112] of its salmon with a list of all therapeutants used in An annually updated document listing the therapeutant options employed for
provided buyers [112] of its salmon a [Production (see 4.4.3b). ) i
treatments by the company is provided to customers
list of all therapeutants used in
5.2.11 |production b. Maintain records showing the farm has informed all buyers Marine Harvest Canada undertake to update their suppliers with a Isting of any Compliant

Criterion 5.3 Resistance of parasites, viruses and bacteria to medicinal treatments

Audit Manual - ASC Salmon Standard - version 1.0
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Requirement: 100% [115]

Applicability: All farms except as
noted in [115]

for smolt inputs for the current production cycle.

Confirmed through site inspection and Aquafarmer stock records

d. Others, please describe

Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)
collc holows
a. In addition to recording all therapeutic treatments (5.2.1a),
keep a record of all cases where the farm uses two successive
Indicator: Bio-assay analysis to medicinal treatments. Two slice treatments confirmed to have been carried out on site.
determine resistance when two b. Whenever the farm uses two successive treatments, keep
applications of a treatment have not |records showing how the farm evaluates the observed effect of
53.1 produced the expected effect treatment against the expected effect of treatment. N/A Lice counts post treatment indicate an efficacy in excess of 90% Compliant
c. For any result of 5.3.1b that did not produce the expected
Requirement: Yes effect, ensure that a bio-assay analysis of resistance is N/A Lice counts post treatment indicate an efficacy in excess of 90%
d. Keep a record of all results arising from 5.3.1c. N/A
Applicability: All
e. Others, please describe
a. Review results of bio-assay tests (5.3.1d) for evidence that
Indicator: When bio-assay tests resistance has formed. If yes, proceed to 5.3.2b. If no, then
determine resistance is forming, use Indicator 5.3.2 is not applicable. N/A Lice counts post treatment indicate an efficacy in excess of 90%
of an alternative, permitted b. When bio-assay tests show evidence that resistance has
treatment, or an immediate harvest formed, keep records showing that the farm took one of two
5.3.2 |of all fish on the site actions: N/A
- used an alternative treatment (if permitted in the area of
Requirement: Yes operation); or
- immediately harvested all fish on site. N/A Lice counts post treatment indicate an efficacy in excess of 90%
Applicability: Al c. Others, please describe
Criterion 5.4 Biosecurity management [113]
Indicator: Evidence that all salmon |2 Keep records of the start and end dates of periods when the
on the site are a single-year class site is fully fallow after harvest. Confirmed through site inspection and Aquafarmer stock records
[114] b. Provide evidence of stocking dates (purchase receipts,
delivery records) to show that there were no gaps > 6 months
541 Confirmed through site inspection and Aquafarmer stock records Compliant

Indicator: Evidence that if the farm
suspects an unidentifiable

Audit Manual - ASC Salmon Standard - version 1.0
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a. For mortality events logged in 5.1.4a, show evidence that the
farm promptly evaluated each to determine whether it was a
statistically significant increase over background mortality rate
on a monthly basis [116]. The accepted level of significance (for
example, p < 0.05) should be agreed between farm and CAB.

No suspected mortality events with "unidentified transmissable agent"

b. For mortality events logged in 5.1.4a, record whether the
farm did or did not suspect (yes or no) an unidentified
transmissible agent.

N/A
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Requirement: Yes

Applicability: All

Staff appear competent through on-site discussions relating to e.g. Biosecurity
and mortality handling.

d. Others, please describe

Compliance Criteria Audit evidence Evaluation Justification of classification of NC
(Use as guidance for audit only) 1. Write down all audit evidence for each compliance criterion (CC). Audit evidence (Per indicator, Provide an explanation of the reason(s)
(including evidence of conformity and nonconformity) should be recorded so that the select one for the classification of any NCs or non-
audit can be repeated by a different audit team. category in the applicability
2. Replace explanitory text in the 'Audit Evidence' column as appropriate. drop-down
3. If you see any Compliance Criteria which is not listed below, please describe in the blue menu)
collc holow
transmissible agent, or ifthefarm ¢ proceed to 5.4.2d if, during the most recent production cycle,
experiences unexplained increased |gither:
mortality, [116] the farm has: - results from 5.4.2a showed a statistically significant increase in
1. Reported the issue to the ABM unexplained mortalities; or
and to the appropriate regulatory  |_the answer to 5.4.2b was 'yes'.
authority Otherwi