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1 Summary

TheTassal Operations®t [ GR®Q&a 6¢l aalkfo &l fY2y OdzsSedshdng 3 & A G ¢
marine farm(MF)110 Soldiers Pointlose to Bruny Islandghowedgoodoverall compliance to thenain

areas of theAquaculture Stewardship Council (ASC) salmon standardasiessment team evaluated

the operations against the ASC Salmon Standard V. 1.0 June 2012.

Overall therewere 13 non-conformities (NCs) identified during the full assessment ofSbkliers Point
site, which equated td1% of compliance against the 152mpliance criteria of the ASC salmon
standard v 1.0; a proportion of theseerein the not applicable (n/a) category (17%).

One of the nonconformities(NC)identified wasgraded asa & ajore @ I yrecRid@=Naivand/ of
certificationuntil such time hat it canbe closedThe major NC was determined due to several Minor NC
associated with lethal interactions with birds as well as a discrepancy found between the reported
number in last annual sustainability report and the farm recofidse client has mvided a root cause
analysis and an action plan to addrélse major NCEvidence to close the major naonformance was
submitted by Tassal on the 96September 2014The lead auditor examined the evidence and in
discussion with the team members decidedclose out the major NC

Evidence provided by Tassal on th& B ptember that led to the decision of closing the major NC
included:

1 Increasediue diligence on wildlife reporting,

1 Newly developed and quality controlled reporting procedure,

1 ASC asses@&nt dashboard ot | & avkbsit® @ www.tassal.com.au, Corrections of data in
both Tassal's Annu8lustinability Report and on the Tassal website

In addition, foreach ninor nonconformity the client also provided root cause analysis and an action
plan(see Table &nd 3. Progress against the action plan will be assessed at the first surveillance audit.

The audit teamidentified four NCsin Principle 2 (Conserve natural habitat, local biodiversity and
ecosystem function)one aboutfeed testing one abait access to information by the publas well as
discrepancy in overall number reporteehich together was graded as a major N@ne aboutmarine
mammalmortality and oveall lethal incidences ovehe past 2 yearsThere is one NC iRrinciple 3
(Protect the health and genetic integrity of wild populations) which is about the development of an area
based management plaifhere is one NC in Principle 4 (Use resources in an environmentally efficient
and responsible manner) related the feed ingredients wed at the farming sites. Theare three NCs

in Principle 5 (Manage disease and parasites in an environmentally responsible manner). The first one
relates to the frequency of farm site visits by the company thet second oneelates to the percentage

of unexplained mortality of all mortalities observedd the last NC was identified because not all fish at
the farm sites ardrom single year class Three NCs have been identified in Principle 7 (Be a good
neighbaur and conscientious citizen), the firshe related tomeaningful community engagement, the
second one was abounforming the community regarding antibiotics treatments and potential health
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risksandis associated with two compliance criteria, tthérd one is about consultations with aboriginal
groupswhich is covered under two compliance criteria aline NC has been identified in Section 8
(Requirements for suppliers of smolt). The NC is about dissolved oxygen (DO) measurements in effluent
of the semiopen hatchery system at Russell Falls.

Table 1. Summary of ASC criteria where a roonformance was identifiedthe general apectof the
standard that the criteria relate to and the designation of whether the n@onformity was identified
as aminor or a major nonconformities.

Criterion Relatedto Rating

2.3.1.a | feed testing minor
Currently information about lethal incidents is not made publical
2.5.5.b | available within 30 days. minor
lethal incident reporting (animal)
2.5.5.b | and discrepancy between farm data and public report Major closed
on
27" Sep.
2014
2.5.6.b | lethal incidentyMarine mammals as well as total) minor
3.1.1.a | area based management plan minor
4.3.2.b | FishSource score for feed material minor
5.1.2.a | quarterly veterinarian visits minor
5.1.6.b | Unexplained mortalities minor
5.4.1.a | salmon onsite being from the same yeatass minor
7.1.1.b | meaningful community consultations minor
7.1.3.c | informing the public during therapeutic treatment periods minor
7.1.1d
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7.2.2.&b | consultations with aboriginal groups minor

8.33.b | dissolved aygen levels for effluent at hatchery minor

Tassal is the largest salmon aquaculture company in Australia, employing over 850 people. A vertically
integrated company, Tassal operates two safmhatcheries, three processing facilities, two retalil
outlets and marine farms in seven regions throughout the state. Tassal is producing salmon
predominately for the Australian market, and has a retail presence in over 2,000 outlets around
Australia.

Tasal Group Ltd is an ASX 300 public company listed on the Australian Securities Exchange. Including
the Bruny Island regigrit has seven farming regional sitdassal farms Atlantic salmo&dmo salgrin
open net cage farming systems.

The Tassal sitesaessed during this fedissessment, th&#1F 110 Soldiers Points locatedwithin Zone 23

2F GKS 5Q9yiNBOF&adsSldE /[ KIyySt alk NAYyS CIFNX¥AYy3 tf
approximately 700 metres from the coastline at its closest p(fidure 1).Boundaries of this zone are
RSTAYSR Ay (KS 5Q9yiGNBOI&aGStdzE / KIyySt alNAyS CI
zone is approximately 26.70 hectares with a Maximum Leasable Area (MLA) of 15.00 hectares. Tassal is
permitted to farm finfid in this zone as per provisions of the marine farming liceAceording to the

509y (i NBOI & (ManefarmindDevelsBnent PlatMFDP (2002) e maximum leasable area

within the Aquaculture Zone is 15.00 hectarése Soldiers Point lease hassheoperating for 9 years

and currently holds 16 available pen bay positickisthe site, polar circle pens, 120 m in circumference

are usedwith stockingdensities of 15 kg/hmaximumfollowing internal Tassal policies. A typical farm

has 606800 thousad smolt (juvenile salmon) at entry.

Tassal holds Best Aquaculture (BAP) salmon certificates foBdhtkers Poinfarm site as well as for
their processing facility in Dover.
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Environmental Monitoring

Environmental monitoring requirements f@ach farm by the Tasmanian Government are specified in
the marine farm licence which is renewed annually. In the Huon and Channel growing areas this
monitoring is separateéhto i) on and near the farm and ii) broadscale across the waterway.

On and near th farm:All salmon farms in Tasmania mesinductan annual \deo survey of the selaed

in and near their lease to assabsit the farm is not having an unacceptable impact on the local benthic
environment. Details ofthe filming procedure for thevideo moritoring are specifiedin Schedule 3 of
Marine Farming Licence conditianSpot divesgenerally si in total, are conductedt campliance sites

as specified bypPIPWEthese sites are mostly at 35 m from the boundary of the lease area and in the
down curent direction. Six videxare also conductethside the lease area which must include sites that
have been subjected tothe heaviest stocking pressurgighest feed input prior to fallowing or in
previous 12 monthsand arefiimed from the edgeto the centre of the cage The licence specifies
significant visual impactshich must not occuwithin the lease areaexcessive feed, bacterial mats or
spontaneougas bubbling from the sediment; and beyoth@ boundary of the lease aregresence of
feed pelles, bacterial mats, gas bubblingr numerous opportunistic polychaetes ahe sediment
surface. If a significant visual impact is detectben additional environmental monitoring likely to be
triggered

Broadscale Environmental Monitoring program (BBM f £ f A0Sy 0SS K2f RSN&E AY
Channeland Huon River and Port EsperancelFDP aress must participate in BEMP, which is
investigating the cumulative impact of all salmon farms in this waterway. Fiftets spread
throughout the region are monitored for water and sedimenguality. ®dimentsare sampled every
March (autumn) for redox, sulphideprganic content (LOI) particle size, benthic infauna and stable
isotopes, although infauna and stabletepe samples were only fully analysed iretfirst year, and
placed in storage for subsequent years. Full analysis is recommended eBeygats unless results
indicate more frequent analysis is requiredWater column parameters ammonia, nitrate,nitrite,
phosphate, silic&, Total Nitrogen, Total PhosphorousDissolvedOxygen temperature slinity, and
phytoplanktonbiomass and community compositigchlorophylla , HPLigments andcell count3 are
sampled 15 times per yeamonthly from May-Jan and fortnighthfrom FelApril. Schedule 3B¥P of

the licence provides detailed a description of sampling procedyrexs;essinganalysis and reporting
for each environmental variable.

Stakeholder Engagement

Tassal has been engaging in consultations with the local community on an ongoingnoasix)s1.

Tassal employs a fittlme Community Engagement Officer who is responsible for community outreach

'yR O2yadzZ GFGA2y®d tdzof AO FSSRolI Ol FyR O2YLX IAyla
RANBOG O2YYdzyA Ol (i A2y gageriektOffidera & £ Qa / 2YYdzyAd& 9y
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¢clhaalftfQa Fyydztt {dzAadlFIAyloAtAdGe wSLER2NI o6¢l aalt wHnwm
information about its operations, including: stakeholder engagement, community engagement, Social

Return on Investment (SROI) projeasmmunity complaints, and community sponsorshipiseTassal

Sustainability Report Advisory Committee (SRAC) provides Tassal with feedback and guidance regarding

the content of the Sustainability Report. The SRAC is comprised of stakeholders from & ignoge s,

including: Tasmanian Seafood Industry Council (TSIC); Tasmanian Conservation Trust (TCT);

Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) Tasmania; the Department of Primary Industries, Parks, Water

and Environment; the Tasmanian Association for Reimeal Fishing (TARFISH). The Southern

Coastcare Association of Tasmania (SCAT) was also approached to participate, but is currently not
participating. Tassal also engages with local schools and students.

As an example for recent engagement, Tassal bgsa consultation process regarding proposed
F'YSYRYSyida (G2 GKS [ALILIASaAE IyR . NRgya tSraSa Ay GK
feedback from community stakeholders about the proposal.

Fact sheets have been developed as part of communitgdtations regarding Lippies and Browns
proposed amendments information about government regulations, environmental monitoring,
nitrogen cap, salmon feed, and antibiotic use.

Additionally, Tassal held a meeting with the Tasmanian Abalone Council arafeb8, 2014 to discuss

the proposed amendments to Lippies and Browns leases, as well as the Butlers lease in Great Taylors
Bay, and address questions, concerns, and requests for information brought forth by the Council.
Tassal has made a number of palgiresentations on a number of topics related to its current

operations, plans, and goals.

Presentations have been made at the following events: Tasmanian Abalone Council, April 2014; Christian
aSyQa CStft26aKALIE b2@SYo S NI wCumMay 6, 2014; NRMW{CEadleiCoasp T a |
Committee, April 17, 2014; Seafood Directions, October 2013, Sustainable Food Summit, March 2013;
Derwent Sailing Squadron Club Rooms, February 2014.

The Tassal website has a public comment portal, and comments selrtfittough the website are

responded to by Tassal.

Tassal was represented on the Steering Committee for the Your Marine Values: Public Report 2013. This
report was part of a broader project, INFORMD Stage 2, funded by the Fisheries Research and

Developmat Corporation (FRDC) on behalf of the Australian Government, which aims to develop ways

02 GadzLIR2 NI AYydS3aANIGSR LI FYyyAy3as YIrylF3aSySyid FyR R
{2dziK 91 &G ¢FavYlyAiAl ®é ¢KS NS Lanbgpgishnaldler8aed Ay Of dz
to local marine areas.

¢raalt Aa Ffaz2 LI NLGAOALN GAyY 3 ingiship beBveeh ebangild, NE OF a G S|
industry, environmental management bodieghich seeks to ensure the sustainable management of the
5Q9yGNBOlIaiGStdzE / KFEyySts aLISOATFAOLIfte (G2 SyadaNBY

10
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stewardship for the waterway. Partners in the Project include: Kingborough Council, Huon Valley
Council, TasWater, Tassal, Huon Aquaculture, Derwent EstuamafPrddRM South, International River
Foundation, IMAS, CSIRO and DPIPWE.

3 Scope

REE S R E e ASC Salmon Standard V1.0 June 2010
Guidance Audit Manual, ASC Salmon Standard V1.0

Sl Bieligl=pisr | ASC Certification and Accreditation Requirements V1.0

Species Produced (Atlantic salmon Salmo salgr

Audit Scope Marine farmlevel production at ME10 Soldiers Point,
single siteassessment

SERREE A 5 Q9 y (G NB O & (i asnauita, Australis v S

4 Audit Plan

4.1 Previous Audits

A preassessmet of Tassal Operations Pty diidda o ¢ | dal f 0  del(L&dpal2iqNliddle | | ND 2 dzNJ
Harbour and Lease 219Gordon) was conducted in Jutyough August 2013 as a desktop audit only.

After the preassessment, the applicants for certification authoritleel formal, full assessméwof the

two Macquarie Harbourites and one North West Bay Site (MF 94 Sheppards). Tassal received ASC
certificaion for the Macquarie Harbouiites on Aoril 4" 2014.There have been no previous audits for

the farm site under asessmentF110 Soldiers Point).

All aspects of the assessment process were carried out under the auspices of SCS Global Services (SCS),
an Accreditation Services International (A®igcredited conformity assessment body (CAB), and in
direct accordance ith ASC requirements.

4.2 Names of the Auditors

The following auditors comprised the assessment team: Dr. Sabine DauareAguirre, and James
McNaughton.

Dr. Sabine Daume, SCS Global Servidd$C and ASC lead auditor

Dr. Daume is responsible for leadifg { Q& {dzadGl AylFofS {SIFIF22R / SNIATFA
aquaculture, fishery and chain of custody certification under the auspices of both the nascent

11
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Aquaculture Stewardship Council and the Marine Stewardship Council (MSC). She has been part of
the global steering committee for the Abalone Dialogue to develop the Abalone standard for ASC
and sits on the Technical Advisory Group for the Aquaculture Stewardship Council. Prior to joining
SCS Dr. Daume worked as a Senior Research Scientist at thecR&xgision of the Department of
Fisheries in Western Australia and at Deakin University in Victoria, Australia.

Past research conducted by Dr. Daume has focused on invertebrate aquaculture and fisheries. She

has led several nationally FRDC funded, nyalar research grants on abalone broodstock
conditioning and improvements to hatchery and nursery production as well as fisheries
SYKIFIyOSYSyidad 5N¥P 5FdzYS A& | OSNIAFTASR fSIFR I dzRA
SA 8000 (social accountaty) and trained to conduct ASC audits against the salmon and abalone
standards. She has led numerous faad full MSC assessments of various size and scale, including

many fisheries in Australia. She also has experience working with diverse stakejrolges, often

in remote marine environments. Sabine has published in thep@édewed scientific literature (e.g.
Aquaculture Research, Journal of Shellfish Reseachwell as produced research reports and
produced interactive training materials for thedustry and led industry workshops.

Juan Aguirre, SCS Global Serviceshnical Expert

Wdzl 'y A& | LINR2SOG YFylF3aSNI F2NJ ! |jdzk OdzAf Gdz2NB G {/
degree from the University of Texas at Austin. He is a certifiecRle | dzZRAG2NJ Ay {/ { Qa
Seafood Certification program, which includes both aquaculture and chain of custody certification

for the Aquaculture Stewardship Council (ASC). With over 20 years of experience in the fields of
commercial aquaculture, ancheacademic background in ecology and biological oceanography, he

has developed significant expertise in sustainable seafood production and certification. Juan is
gualified to conduct audits for the ASC Salmon, Shrimp and Bivalves standards and for ASC/MSC
Chain of custody certification.

Juan has extensive experience with invertebrate and tropical fish aquaculture as well as technical
and managerial knowledge of hatcheries, nurseries, growout systems, recirculation and water
treatment systems, aquatic feedsd feed mills, and other aspects of commercial aquaculture.

James McNaughton, SCS Global Serviceair Trade USAuéitor

James McNaughton is an Associate at SCS Global Services, specializing in social auditing and auditor
training. He is a Fair TradeSH auditor, with a focus on audit projects in Latin America and Asia

Pacific. James leads Fair Trade USA auditor trainings, both remotely and onsite in Latin America and
AsiaPacific. He also works as a social auditor within the Aquaculture StewardshipilGwogram,

and is a certification decision maker within the Food and Agriculture Division at SCS Global Services.
WEYSaQ o0l O13aNRdzyR Aa Ay (GKS RS@St2LIYSyd 2F az20Aa
Trade USA agricultural standards, ahé Fair Labor Practices and Community Benefits standard.

James is certified ISO 9001 lead auditor. ideaduatedfrom the University of Adelaide with a

12
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Bachelor of International Studiedames was the social auditor on the team and responsible for
Princple 6 and 7 as well as stakeholder engagement.

4.3 Audit Plan as Implemented

The general steps followed were:

Announcemen2 T G KS Ay UGSy GAz2y ¥ MRIL1O Sddirks Powundertydday @ L af |
full assessment (22April, 2014)

At this first stepof the assessment process, SCS provided the ASC thorough information
about the planned assessment, including the species produced, the unit of certification,

the standard to be assessed against, the planned assessment dates, and the team
selected for theassessment, including short bios of their background using ASC public

disclosure form that was posted on the ASC website. SCS also informed identified
stakeholders that the company intended to undergo a full ASC assessment directly
through email.

Onsite Adlit and Meetings with the company staff and stakehold@@"(May, 2014)

SCS planned for and conducted meetings in Hobart, Tasmania, Australia as well as the
actual lease sites and land based sites relevant to the unit of certificafibe.
assessment tea set aside time for stakeholdemeetings from 8 pm on May 28,

2014 atthe Oyster Cove Inn iKetteringand from 68 pm on May 29, 2014 atthe
Adventure Bay Hatin Bruny Island, Tasmania

Gathering of evidence (Majune, 2014)

Evidence inthe form of documents, reports and internal protocols and procedures were
received before the auditommencedin May. Further evidence was submitted during
and after the audit. The audit was closed when the last documents were submitted to
SCS, on June"122014.

Drafting the report JuneJduly,2014)

The assessment team drafted the report in accordance with ASC required process and
layout.

Review of the report (Julg014)

Thecomplete draftreport was submitted to the client for reviewrhe draft report
includeda list of identified norconformities. The client was requested to include a root
cause analyses as well as action plan to close out the minecowformities. The client
was instructed if major nogonformities were identified, these need to be closed ou

13
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before a certification decision could be madéwe draft report was alseeviewed

AYGSNyrtte Fad {/{ o6& I GSOKyAOlIf SELISNI® ¢EFK

G§SOKYyAOFt SELISNIQa 02YYSyida Ayidz | 002dzy i o
Release of Draft Report&" August 2014)

SCS released theraft Report for a 1@lay stakeholder comment period.

Stakeholders were informed through posting on the ASC website and direct email to
known stakeholderdNo additional comments to thdraftreport werereceived

Closure of major nogonformance (27 September, 2014)

The client submitted wdence to SCS on the t?f.'Beptember, 2014. The team leader
examined the evidence and determinddsed on the evidence and discussion with
the team that the major NGhould be closed.

Certification decisionléd™ October, 2014)

The certification desion boarddetermined that theaudit of Bruny Islandsite Soldiers
Poin) of Tassal Operations Pty ldd- & O2y RdzOG SR Ay O2y F2NXI yOS
procedures and that ASC certificatisihould beawarded

Release ofiRal Report with certification decisiod%" Octdber, 2014)

SCS released the final report with the certification dieci within 10 days of the closure
of the major NC.

4.4 Staff Interviews

The Table below summarizes the staff interviews that were condudt@dssal head office (HO) and at
the land based office for thBruny Islandull assessment audit.

Table 1. Summary of Worker and Management Interviews

Table 1: Summary of Worker and Management Interviews

Environmental Certification Officer
Community Bgagement Officer

Fish Health staff member

Human Resources department representative
Regional Manager

Systems Team Leader

Operation Manager

Team Leader 1

Team Leader 2

14
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Dive Team Member 1
Dive Team Member 2
Farm Attendant 1
Farm Attendan®
Farm Attendant 3
Farm Attendant 4

4.5 Stakeholders

In order to ensure a thorough and robust assessment process, and a process in which all interested
stakeholders could and would participate, SCS sought comment from the public through direct mailing
and posting advisories on the ASC website and was aleaflabcomments during the onsite visit and

after the onsite visit.The assessment team set aside time for stakeholder meetings and advised
interested stakeholders of venue and time by direct emidibetings related to the farm sites under
assessment occurredn May 28" and May 2§ 2014as well as on May 3Dat the Salamanca Inn in
Hobart. See Appendix 1 for Attendees and comments received during the meeting.

Written submissions were also receiveébthe submissions and the Conformity Assessment Body (CAB)
responses can also be found in Appendix 1 of this report. The following organizations were identified as
potential interested stakeholders during the passessment process of Tassal. These ord#omsavere
notified of planned audit activities and milestones, invited to attend onsite meetings and solicited for
comments on the assessment via email.

A Australian Conservation Foundation

A Australian Network of Environmental Defend€@ffices

A Australian Wildlife Conservancy

A Banksia Environmental Foundation

A Birds Australia

A Blue Wedges

A Clean Ocean Foundation

A Environment Victoria

A Environment Tasmania

A Foundation for National Parks & Wildlife

A Greening Australia
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A Landcare Australia

A Local yachting and boating clubs

A Local Government councils

A Southern Coastcare Association of Tasmania

A Tasmanian Conservation Trust

A Tasmanian Aquaculture Reform Alliance

A Tasmanian Seafood Industry Council

A Tasmanian Association for Recreational Fishing

A Tasmanian NRM Cradle Coast & NRM South

A The Wilderness Society (Australia)

A Wildlife Watch Australia

A WWEF Australia

5 Findings

Overal] there were 12 non-conformities(NCs) identified during the full assessmentvi 110 Soldiers
Pointfarm site one of which wasletermined to bea major NQlue to several Minor NC associated with

lethal interactions with birds as well as a discrepancy fobetiveen the reported number i I a &l £ Qa
2013annual sustainability report and the farm recorde client has provided a root cause analysis and

an action plan to addredbe major NC. Evidence to close the major svomformance was submitted by

Tassal o the 26" September 2014. The lead auditor examined the evidence and in discussion with the
team members decided to close out the major.NC

Other outstandingfindingsand their respective action plard root cause analysese listed in Table
2 of Section Selow.

Findings have been graded following the ASC requirements:

Major Non-conformity:
Any nonconformity that has one or more of the following:

0 The absence or total breakdown of a system that is likely to result in a failure to achieve the
objective of the relevant ASC Criteria or another applicable certification requirement.
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0 Would result in the probable shipment of product that does not conform to ASC requirements.
0 Is likely to result in a failure of the system or materially reduce the ability of the client to assure the

O O O O O O

integrity of the certified product.

Is shown to continuever a long period of time

Is repeated

Is systematic or is the result of the absence or a total breakdown of a system

Affects a wide area and/or causes significant damage

Is not corrected or adequately responded to by the client once identified.

Where two(2) or more minor noiconformities may together meet any of the above criteria.

Minor Non-conformity

Any

norconformity in which the client does not comply with the standard and thoseomwiormities do

not jeopardise the integrity of the certified praxtuThis includes:

(0]

o O O O

o

6

Where failure to comply with a requirement which is not likely to result in the breakdown of a
system to meet an ASC requirement.

Where the failure is a single observed lapse or isolated incident.
Where there is no systemic failure tanéarm to ASC requirements.
Where the impacts are limited in their temporal and spatial scale.

Where there is minimal risk of the shipment of a product that does not conform to ASC
requirements.

Where the failure does not meet the definition of a Major onformity
Where the failure will not produce a naonforming product.

Evaluation Results

PRINCIPLE 1.

OBEY THE LAW AND COMPLY WITH ALL APPLICABLE NATIONAL LAWS AND LOCAL REGULATI

1.1 Compliance with all applicable local and national legal requiremeatsl regulations

1.1.1 Presence of documents demonstrating compliance +with local and national regulations and requirements on le
and water use

a Maintain copies of applicable land ar Tassal Group Ltd is an ASX 300 publically listed congrathe Australian
water use laws. Securities Exchange. As part of the Corporate Governance they must con

with a number of Business & Operating licengesdetailed in Land and Wats
use laws).

The marine farm growveut site at Soldiers Point in the Bruny region has
current DPIPWE (Dept. Primary Industry, Parks, Water & Environment) M
Farming Lease No. 110 (14.99 &a)l Marine Farming Licence
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30 year lease from 1 June 2006 to 31 May 2036

Lease boundaries/corners from 22 May 2006

MF Licence No 110 to carrytoitlantic salmon culture 1/12/13 to
30/11/14 (renewed annually)

A Cartographic survey 18/06/98.

> > >

Other evidence for legal compliance for farms and depots includes:

A Invoices from Tas Water for water and sewage utilities for 23/10/1
4/2/14.

A Power billAurora Accruat, month ending 31/01/2014

A Freshwater Operations Permits and other licences for 4 hatcherieg
owned by Tassal, two run by SALTAS).

A Lease fomain depot at Kettering from Boat Sales Australia Pty Ltd
from 2009 (16p); lease for car parkingkadtteringdepot fromAble
Marine 16/10/2009.

A Salmon Byroducts Agreement with SeaFish Tasmania (27/1/11 24
expiry 1/7/16.

A I'SFRa 2F ! ANBSYSyild o06Sis
LINE BARS YR 2LISNFGS | 7F
Tagnaniasites, signed 7/3/2014.

w U
<,

I.
dz

v W
D¢ &

The main depot (lanthase) is at Kettering with admetration office & staff

amenities, equipment store, dive room and vessel mooring. A workshop,
mortality chiller, chemical & fuel stores and additional offices are located &
Sykes Cove on Bruny Island near the Roberts Point farm.

Inspections of the land bases including the jetty operations area, offices,
workshop, mortality container and fuel and chemical storage areas showe
that they were operated in line with legislagivequirements for WHS and
environmental protection. Evidence of this included many safety signs
displayed, WHS noticeboards and posters and safety committee meetingg
minutes;Visitor/ Contractor Sign In Registratiavith PPE and access
requirements; appopriate storage of chemicals & fuels (with MSDS) & spil
kits; first aid kits; testing & tagging of electrical equipment and RCDs); sec
of gas & dive bottles; testing & taggiof fire extinguishergpre-starts and
maintenance checks for forkliftsppt control through Morris with upo-date
licences #94 (expiry 4/9/14) & permits initials GPO (expiry 22/10/14), the |
(1/10/13) shows fly machines and bait stations (internal & extermatycling
bins and waste control and appropriate facilities $taff for eating, drinking &
ablutions.

For Marine OperationBrotocols(MOPS):
A The Regional Manager (RM) is in responsible for maintaining leas
boundaries & plan area controls.
A 1ALA Lighting Requirements as Marine & Safety Tas 7/08/06, lette
from DPW 9/08/06
A Certificate of Operations from Marine and Safety Tasmania and A
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#T10791-1 lists all vessels in use registered from 13/8/13 to 13/8/1]
includingEbeneze(contractor feed & freshwater delivery, remove
blackwater),Guru(dive), Tatsuta(heavy vorks vesse])Chaos
(commuting) Neptune(weights boat) Kokanegweights boat)Hiab
(crane boat), Soldiers Point feed barge (no registration required),
Pioneer(runabout) Enterprisgbathing &heavy works bogtand
Dynamic I(net cleaning).

Similarequipment and documentation observed on the Soldiers Pg
Feed Barge laminated charts include the Escape Response Proce
as well as Escape Response Flowchart, also current MSDS for
OKSYAOIft&a KSEftR 2y 062F NR @I6dina ¢
DeOQMHT bSdziNIf C2NXIfAY al &@Qm
barge was maintained in a tidy state along with appropriate storag
bulk fuels (in double skin containers).

Copies of all applicable land and water use permits were in order and
maintained according to applicable laws and regulations.

Maintain original lease agreements,
land titles, or concession permit on
file as applicable.

Refer to above.

Keep records of inspections for
compliance with national and local
laws and regulationsf(such
inspections are legally required in the
country of operation).

Referto 1.1.1 a.

The legal compliance is discussed in dlaSsastainability report 2013heMF
110 lease habeen in operation since 2008nnual Compliance Surveys of
video monitorng and BEMP (reviewed 2013 data set and BEMP review,
discussed elsewhere) are sent to MFB in DPIPWE for asses3imeFB
reserves the right to inspect anything they wish on Tassal farms pertainin
environmental regulations they set in the MFDP, idatg directing them to
do sampling (e.g. redox, sulphides).

Regional requirements are contained in the following documents on file at
Tassal:

\ D'Entrecasteaux Channel MFDP (February 2002)

Broadscale Environmental Monitoring PrograBEMP

Finfish Farmin@enthic Monitoring Program Review

Nitrogen Cap (TPDNO) DPIPWE (19/12/08)

State of D'Entrecasteaux Channel and Huon Estuaaga Inventory
TSGA Letter of supporiTassal BEMP

> > > > >

Obtain permits and maps showing
that the farm does not conflict with
national preservation areas.

The D'Entrecasteaux Channel MFDP (February 2002iréfydes updated
map (Map 1.1 p2) with all Marine Farming Zones listed p3 and marked on
2.2 (p43). As these areas were selected by DPIPWE, there is no conflict
nationd or state preservation areas.

1.1.2 Presence of documents demonstrating compliance with all tax laws
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Maintain records of tax payments to
appropriate authorities.
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Lists of taxes paid FY2012 and FY2013 detailed in 2013 Sustainability ref
p9; alsc2012 Annual Report (pagesi& 7) and 2013 Annual Report (pages
5&7).

Tassal engages accounting firm KPMG as their registered tax agent and ¢
records are maintained.

Maintain copies of tax laws for
jurisdiction(s) where company
operates.

Tassalises the ATO Legal Database website for Australian Taxation Legig
for the jurisdiction in which Tassal operates
(http://law.ato.gov.au/atolaw/Browse.htm?Node=0&ImA=Collaps&AD 5S¢
audit resulted in signoff of 2013 Annual Report (20/01/68)p36.

Register with national or local
I dzG K2 NRGASa & | |
activity".

Maintain copies of national labour
codes and laws applicable to farm
(scope is restricted to the farm sites
within the unit certification).

. Presence of documents demonstrating compliance with all relevant national and local labour laws and regulatiol

CSRSNIf 3I32@0Q0 NBIAAGNIGA2ya AyOfd
A Tassal Group LtdACN 106 067 270, ABN 15 106 067 270
A Tassal Operations Pty [4+A\CN 106 324 127, ABN 38 106 324 127
¢ ayvYl yA MsfineFand Rases and licenses detailed above in 1.1.1.

Tassal was named a Tasmanian Employer of Choice in 2012.
520dzYSyid &/ 2yRAGAZ2Y A t2n OTY LI 22K y
includesgeneralprinciples, conditions of employmenelated policies &
agreements.

Letter of Offer (draft 28/4/11 template, 6p) list legal & award conditions.
The National Employment Standards entitlements (NES 2010, 2p) list 10
entitlements for fair Work.

TheTassal Workplace Agreemeat{ ! 0 & ¢afing @pelfatiorss Enterprise
Agreement Work Place Agreement 20e14, 36p) signed by Tassal, Austral
Workers Union with stamped approval Fair Work Australia 3/11/11 (1p) e
by 1/10/14.

The Legislation Register contains relevant acts & regulations.

Tassal 2012 Sustainability Report, p&, describes programs and complian
with a wide range of acts, regulations & legislation includingtralian Fair
Work Act 2009, Criminal Code Act 1995, TasmaniarDAstrimination Act
1998, Tasmanian Workers Rdlilgation & Compensation Act 1988, Age
discrimination Act 2004, Sexual Discrimination Act 1984, Disability
Discrimination Act 1992, Racial Discrimination Act 1975 and Envirorament|
Pollution Control Act 1994

¢laalf dzZaSR GKS dablNR& yd H WiBhYsSIIR & O
minimum entitlements given at induction and on display boards.

Keep records of farm inspections for
compliance with national labour laws
and codes (only if such inspections ¢
legally required in the country of

operation)

Inspections of the farm are not undertaken by Federal Government agenc

TheAustralian Workers UnioR2 Say Qi 02y RdzO0 & OKS
work site. The union seeks permission from Tassal before they come on g
Tassal has never refusedtgn
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1.1.4. Presence of documents demonstrating compliance with regulations and permits concerning water quality impac

a Obtain permits for water quality
impacts where applicable.

At sea

- Marine Farming Licences (refer to 1.1.1a) Schedule 3 die¢ail
monitoring/sampling sites, parameters, methods, equipment and reporting
for annual video monitoring and broad scale monitoring as peBiwadscale
Environmental Monitoring PrograrBEMP (04L2-08) . These requirements
are also described in Marirfearm Development Plans.

- As part of the MFP process Tassal farms are strategically placed in area
suitable for farming operations away from areas officially designated as
protected areas (such areas are prohibited for commercial and recreation
fishingor farming). Extensive baseline surveys and more recently
environmental impact assessments are carried out before a farming lease
license and the appropriate approval is handed down from the Tasmaniar
government .

- Annual monitoring (in house or extgal contractors) compliance surveys
sent to MFB (DPIPWE) for assessméimése include sediments, carbon, N2,
phosphates and nitrogenous wastes with trigger levels.

- Nitrogen Cap (TPDNO) DPIPWE (19/12/08) is discussed in Criterion 2.3
- DPIPWHcencecompliancesignoff letters 3/5/13 & 23/12/13 reporting that
video footage & associated monitoring reports for 2012 & September 201
(14p) have been reviewed and accepted and licence requirements met.

On land:

- The blackwater/sewage managed bylas Waer (refer 1.1.1 for utilities
invoice information).

- The bloodwater discharges from the harvest vessels (ustiafigal 1 are
logged including date, volume, pH, temp & EC mS/s; this is expelled at D¢
Processing (part of their Trade Waste Agreement).
- Majority of wastes removed by Veolia, refer Soldiers Point MOPs Waste
Ct2¢ / KFENIT £S2tAl [/ 2yazftARIFGSR v
Cardboard, Comingled Wastes, General Wastes, Oily Wastes, Liquid Dis
and Compactor Feed Bags

- Complance with Trade Waste Agreements and other successes are des
in Tassal Sustainability Report 2012 {821and 2013 p27.
{AIYyILG2NE G2 !'dzao tIFO1F3IAy3ad | 208
27p) to recycle packaging; APC Action Plassliié@ Power Point Presentation
V0.7 April 2011.

All applicable permits were obtained from Tassal.

b Compile list of and comply with all | Refer to above.
discharge laws or regulations.
c Maintain records of monitoring and | Referto 1.1.4 a.

compliance with discharge laws and
regulations as required.

21



ASC FULL ASSESSMENT REPEESALBruny Island

22



ASC FULL ASSESSMENT REPEESALBruny Island

PRINCIPLE 2: CONSERVE NATURAL HABITAT, LOCAL BIODIVERSITY AND ECOSYSTEM FUNCTION

2.1 Benthic biodiversity and benthic effects

2.1.1 Redox potential or sulphide levels in sediment outside of the Allowabtme of Effect (AZE) [3], following the
sampling methodology outlined in Appendixl.

Prepare a map of the farm showing
boundary of AZE (30 m) and GPS
locations of all sediment collections
stations. If the farm uses a sipecific
AZE, provide judtcation [3] to the
CAB.

WSOSAGSR YI LI 2F alYLXt Ay3 t20F GA2y
Compliance Survey Report Marine Farm 110 Soldiers Point Finfish Farm
DNRdzLJ tG& [dGR {SLIISYOSNI HAMOE D

If benthos throughout the full AZE is
hard bottom,provide evidence to the
CAB and request an exemption from
2.1.1cf, 2.1.2 and 2.1.3.

N/A

Inform the CAB whether the farm
chose option #1 (redox potential) or
option #2 (sulphide concentration) to
demonstrate compliance with the
requirements of the Staratd.

Redox measurements asrequirement and listed in Schedule 3 for new
leases but thereafter are not monitored unless at the discretion of the

Department of Primary Industry, Parks, Water and Environment (DPIPWE
lease holder. The MFB can at anyggtaequest the lease holder to sample fq
redox or sulphides.

After extensive research comparing chemical, biological and visual methg
assess localised benthic effects, DPIPWE mandated in Schedule 3V of th
Marine Farming Licence that all salmomfigrare assessed visually by videg
monitoring of the seabed in place of chemical proxies such as redox and
sulphide. If the video monitoring suggests an impact then other indicators
such as redox or sulphides will be required by DPIPWE.

To address this ¢dria, Tassal propose to continue using this researched a
approved visual assessment methodology.

A variance request was submitted to the ASC on 13th March, 2014 askin
formal approval for the applicability of the already weditablished sampling
methods applied by Tassal in this region. The variance request was appr¢
on 20th March, 2014. Tassal has provided reports on visual surveys now
the variance request has been granted.

Collect sediment samples in
accordance with the methodologg
Appendix {1 (i.e. at the time of peak
cage biomass and at all required
stations).

Remote Operated Vehicle (ROV) benthic survey reports are produced
regularly on the farm. Visual benthic surveys are conducted annually at s
within and outside the lase area as part of license requirements. Sites wit
the lease are specified by DPIPWE and are selected in areas which have
the highest level of feed input over the preceding twelve months.

The variance outlined under 2.1.1 ¢ was granted and theeetiee sampling
complies with this indicator.
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e For option #1, measure and record | N/A
redox potential (mV) in sediment
samples using an appropriate,
nationally or internationally
recognized testing method.

f For option #2, measure and record | N/A
sulphide corentration (UM) using an
appropriate, nationally or
internationally recognized testing
method.

g Submit test results to ASC as per Reports of visual surveys were sutted to the ASC.
Appendix VI. If site has hard bottom
and cannot complete tests, report thi
to ASC.

2.1.2 Faunal index score indicating good [4] to high ecological quality in sediment outside the AZE, following the samg
methodology outlined in Appendix-M ® wSIljdZANBYSy Gy ' %¢L al NAYyS . A20A0

Shannom® A SYSNJ LYRSE &402NX8 B o2 2NJ . SyiKAO vdza tAdé LYRSE

a Prepare a map showing the AZE (30| See 2.1.1 a.
or site specific) and sediment Additionally Tassal partipiates in a regional environmental monitoring
collections stations (see 2.1.1). program as part of their Marine Farbicerse requirements (Schedule 3
.9at 03X YR aAxadsSa F2NJ Fldzytf | aaSa
of Broadscale Environmental Monitoring program (BEN#h 2009H 1 M H

b Inform the CAB whether the farm The indices referreth the ASGtandardare fairly commonplace in benthic
chose option #1, #2, #3, or #4 to faunal evaluations, and are a core componehsediment quality
demonstrate compliance with the assessments in Europe and the Americas; howeMgstralia and Tasmania
requirement. specifically are not a complete fit. The similarities and differences in the Ig

Tasmanian ecology compared with overseas systems, are well recognise
(Macleodet al., 2004, 2007, and Edgat al,, 2010), as are the differences
between Northern and Southern Hemisphere systems (Macktad, 2008,
and Keelegt al,, 2012). As a result, it has been highlighted that many of th
biotic indices metrics derived in ribiern context do not readily translate to
Australia. Many of the recommended faunal indices are spespesific, but
not all. Currently benthic biodiversity is analysed using Brastis Similarity
Index and multidimensional scaling (MDS).

A variance equest was submitted to the ASC on 13th March, 2014 asking
formal approval for the applicability of the already weditablished sampling
methods applied by Tassal in this region. The variance request was appre
on 20" March, 2014.

c Collect sedimant samples in See above.
accordance with Appendixll (see
2.1.1).

d For option #1, measure, calculate an| See 2.1.2b.

record AZTI Marine Biotic Index [5]
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score of sediment samples using the
required method.

For option #2, measure, calculate an
record ShannorWiener Index score o
sediment samples using the required
method.

See 2.1.2b.

For option #3, measure, calculate an
record Benthic Quality Index (BQI)
score of sediment samples using the
required method.

See 2.1.2b.

For option #4, measurealculate and
record Infaunal Trophic Index (ITI)
score of sediment samples using the
required method.

See 2.1.2b.

Retain documentary evidence to sho
how scores were obtained. If sample
were analysed and index calculated |
an independent laboratagr, obtain
copies of results.

The variance requestutlined under 2.1.2 byhich covers the current
methodology applied by Tassal was approved by ASC.

The reports of the approved method from tiBrayCurtis Similarity Index anc
multidimensional scaling (BIS) were provided after the variance request w,
approved.

Submit faunal index scores to ASC
(Appendix VI).

The audit team confirmed that theeport was submitted to the ASC.

2.1.3 Number of macrofaunal taxa in the sediment within the AZE, followihg sampling methodology outlined Appendix

Document appropriate sediment
sample collection as for 2.1.1a and
2.1.1c, or exemption as per 2.1.1b.

See 2.1.2

For sediment samples taken within tk
AZE, determine abundance and

taxonomic compositiomf macrofauna
using an appropriate testing method.

See 2.1.2

Identify all highly abundant taxa and
specify which ones (if any) are
pollution indicator species.

N/A

Retain documentary evidence to sho
how taxa were identified and how
counts were obdined. If samples wery
analysed by an independent lab,
obtain copies of results.

l'a RAAOdzaaSR 102@0Sx ¢l aalfQa T N
WAGBSNI I YR 5Q9yGNBOI&aGSEdzE / KIFyy St
have been well studied as p&éasmanian (Southern Hemisphere) systems.
Tassal proposed the possibility of ASC recognising that there is enough

infauna data from previous studies (the majority of them conducted in this
specific region) to assess benthic impacts using visual means thtre
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faunal indices.

However, benthic infauna is examined at a regional scale, under Schedul
.9at 2F ¢lFaalfQa al NAYS CIFNXAY3 |
benthic sampling and analysis 262912 are provided in the BEMP report.

As mentimed above, a variance request was submitted to the ASC on 13t
March, 2014 asking for formal approval for the applicability of the already
well-established sampling methods applied by Tassal in this region. The
variance request was approved on 20th Mar2a14.

Submit counts of macrofaunal taxa tc
ASC as per Appendix VI.

.1.4 Definition of a sitespecific AZE based
Undertake an analysis to d&imine
the site-specific AZE and depositiona
pattern before 3 years have passed
since publication of the Standard on
June 13, 2012.

Reports were submitted to the ASC after variance was granted.

on a robust and credible modelling system
¢lhaalrtQa ! %9 Aad op YSINBa yR (K)
(DPIPWEbased on multiple lines of evidencerndhe international (Brown
et al, 1987; Goweret al., 1988; Cromet al, (1998); Hargravet al., 1993;
Cromeyet al.,2002 ) and local research (Macleod, 2000; Crawébral., 2002;
Macleodet al,, 2004). This 35 m AZE regulation has been in placa/&arl5
years and monitoring since then by research bodies and farms (as a part
licence conditions) has provided the government with evidence that a 35
AZE is a suitable distance for this particular farming environment.

Received a copy of 2 teeical papers:

A Macleod, C.K., Mitchell, .M., Crawford, C.M. and Connell, R.D. (2
Evaluation of Sediment Recovery after Removal of Finfish Cages
Marine Farm Lease No.76 (Gunpowder Jetty), North West Bay.
Crawford, C.MMacleod, C.K., Mitchell, .M2002)Evaluation of
techniques for environmental monitoring of salmon farms in
Tasmania.

Maintain records to show how the
analysis (in 2.1.4a) is robust and
credible based on modelling using a
multi-parameter approach.

Copies of above publicatiomsd reports providing analysis and evaluation
methodology are kept.

Maintain records to show that
modelling results for the sitepecific
AZE have been verified with > 6
months of monitoring data.

As mentioned above variance request was submitted to the ASC on 13th
March, 2014 asking for formhapproval for the applicability of the already
well-established sampling methods. The variance request was approved (
20th March, 2014.

2.2 Water quality in and near the site of operation

2.2.1 Weekly average percent saturation of dissolved oxyge®)IP14] on farm, calculated following methodology in
Appendix 4
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Monitor and record oAarm percent
saturation of DO at a minimum of
twice daily using a calibrated oxygen
meter orequivalent method. For first
I dzZRAGAZ FI NY NBO;
months.

Dissolved oxygen (DO) together with salinity and temperature is measure
twice daily at 7 am and 3 pmWeekly Environmental Parameters tables we|
reviewed).

Provide a written jusfication for any
missed samples or deviations in
sampling time.

N/A

Calculate weekly average percent
saturation based on data.

Weekly Environmental Parameters tables were reviewed.

If any weekly average DO values are
70%, or approaching that lele
monitor and record DO at a referenc
site and compare to ofarm level

N/A

Arrange for auditor to withess DO
monitoring and calibration while on
site.

DO monitoring is conducted on a daily basis and calibration of probes is ¢
at least every B weeks and as required.

Submit to ASC results from monitorir
of average weekly DO

Calculate the pecentage of oAfarm
samples taken for 2.2.1a that fall
under 2 mg/l DO.

2.2.2 Maximum percentage of weekly samples from 2.2.1 that fall under 2 mg/litre DO

The audit team confirmed thaesults were submitted to the ASC

Full list of measurements with weekly averages were submitted to CAB.
0% fall under 2 mg/l DO (100% >5 ppm= 4.9 mg/l) therefore the Soldiers
site complies with this indicator.

Submit results from 2.2.2a to ASC ag
per Appendix VI.

ana@ aAa GKI QG

Inform the CAB whether relevant
targets and classification systems ar¢
applicable in the jurisdiction. If
applicable, proceed to "2.2.3.b". ribt
applicable, take action as required
under 2.2.4

2.2.3 For jurisdictions that have national or regional coastal water quality targets [16], demonstration through {béndy
GKS FTIFNY Aa

The audit team confirmed thatesultswere submitted to ASC.

Ay Iy FNBI NBOSyidte omrte Of I

There are regional limit levels for nitrogen in place for the SE farming site
including Soldiers Point. Tig=cretary, Department of Primary Industries,
Parks, Water and Environmetoonfirmeda nitrogen cap of 1,140.76 tonnes ¢
dissolved nitrogen for the region and an allotment of 821.03 tonnes of
dissolved nitrogen for Tassal on the 12th December, 2008 (Letter HPIW
Secretary 2008).

Compile a summary of relevant
national or regional water quality
targets and classifications, identifying
the third-party responsible for the
analysis and classification.

Water quality triggers have been recommended as guidelines for the
Broadscale Environmental Monitoring Program (BEMP) for the

509y i NBOI a in&dtudri fariigigrareds dazeplace the ANZECC
2 GSNJ vdzZ f AGé DAARStEAYySaod ¢KSasS |
Broadscale Environmental Monitoring program (BEMP) from 2000M H @ §

Identify the most recent classification

of water quality for thearea in which

See above.
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the farm operates.

a Develop, implement, and document ¢
weekly monitoring plan for N, NH4,
NO3, total P, and orth® in
compliance with Appendix3, testing
a minimum of once weekly in both
locations. For first auts, farm records
Ydzai O2@SNJ x ¢ Yi

2.2.4 For jurisdictions without national or regional coastal water quality targets, evidence of weekly monitoring of nitrog
and phosphorous [20] levels on farm and at a reference site, following methodoliogippendix 15

N/A

b Calibrate all equipment according to
the manufacturer's recommendationg

N/A

Submit data on N and P to ASC as p
Appendix VI.

Collect data throughout the course of
the production cycle and calculate
BOD according to formula in the
instruction box.

. Demonstration of calculation of biochemical oxygen demandha farm on a production cycle basis

N/A

Calculations of BOD were providddring theonsite assessment.

Submit calculated BDto ASC as per
Appendix VI.

2.3 Nutrient release from production

The audit team confirmed that calculat&DD was submitted to ASC.

2.3.1. Percentage of fines in the feed at point of entry to the farm

a Determine and document a schedule
and locatiorfor quarterly testing of
feed. If testing prior to delivery to
farm site, document rationale behind
not testing on site.

Reviewed new draft procedures to measure percentage of fines in the feg
and observed trial testing of methods. Staff attested ttesting willoccur
quarterly. This will be reviewed at the first surveillance audit.

Minor non-conformity. Currently the feed used at tigruny Island farnsite is
not tested quarterly.

b If using a sieving machine, calibrate
equipment according to
manufacturer's recommendations.

Testing equipment does not include a sieving machine.

c Conduct test according to detailed

methodology in Appendix2 and

Seeminor nonconformityunder 2.3.1.a.
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record results for the pooled sample
for each quarter.

2.4Interaction with critical or sensitive habitats and species

HPnodm 9GARSYOS 2F Ly FaaSaayvySyd "NX¥Qa LRuSyl

minimum the components outlined in Appendix3

Perform (or contrat to have
performed) a documented assessme|
of the farm's potential impact on
biodiversity and nearby ecosystems.
The assessment must address all
components outlined in Appendix3l

GOYDBANRBYYSyGlrf LYLIOG {dFrdSYSyd
i2 GKS 5Q9yGNBOI&GSHdE /KIyySt al
HNNnHE O69L{0O LINPOPGARSA | RSOFAf SR ¥

Soldiers Point. This EIS describes environmental conditions including
bathymetry, substrates, hydrology, flband fauna including critical, sensitiv,
and protected habitats and species in or near Soldiers Point lease and lar
and marine reservation systems.

¢ KS NXBvalatith of Broadscale Environmental Monitoring Program
(BEMP) data from 206201% | &sapByaiéal, chemical and biological

AYRAOFG2NAR 2F AYLI OG Ay (KS theQ9 y |
Soldiers Point marine farm.

As outlined in the EIS and review of the BEMP, all components listed in
Appendix 43 are addressed.

If the assessm (2.4.1a) identifies
potential impact(s) of the farm on
biodiversity or nearby critical,
sensitive or protected habitats or
species, prepare plan to address tho
potential impacts.

The EIS for Soldiers Point discusses potential effects of the manmefal
management options to minimize impact.

Tassal has implemented a number of plans to address potential impacts &
NERdzOS 1y26y AYLI OGad ¢KS&S I NB
Reports 2011, 2012, 2013 and include:

- Wildlife Interaction Plamnd documented Wildlife Management System,

- planned rol out of predatorproof Kikkonets and seaproof bird nets across
all farms.

- the target to cease using copper based antifoulant paints on nets by en
FY2014 has been met in March 2014 alyednstead Tassal is using ansitu
marine inspection cleaner which has been developed by Tassal.

- planned reduction in antibiotic use and only to be used on sick fish.

- Fish Health Management plaiSE region.

- ongoing monthly water quality monitorg as part of the Broadscale
Environmental Monitoring program. Trigger values for water quality have
0SSy LINRPLRASR F2N 4KS 5Q9yiNBOI &l
incorporate 3 levels of risk to ecological functigee BEMP report).

- supported resarch projects: FRDC 26tln H &/ f I NATe Ay 3
between salmon farm nutrient loads and changes in macroalgal communi
&0 NHzOG dzNBk RA & (0 NR 0 dza A 2 Y EJb NiscepRoifitss and /
host responses of endemic fishes anthsanids to amoebic gill disease in
¢CHaYlyAl € o
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Keep records to show how the farm
implements plan(s) from 2.4.1b to
minimize potential impacts to critical
or sensitive habitats and species.

2.4.2 Allowance for the farnto be sited in a protected area or High Conservation Value Areas

Provide a map showing the location (
the farm relative to nearby protected
areas or High Conservation Value
Areas (HCVAS) as defined above (s€
also 1.1.1a).

Annual Sustainability Reports contain summaries of records isigoseduced
impacts of operations on the environment.

Tassal keeps records of farm operations, wild life interactions, antibiotic u
fish health,and onfarm and broad scale water quality indicators.

A mapwasof farm relative to marine reserves and conservation areas
provided to the audit teamAlso discussed in EIS.

If the farm isnot sited in a protected
area or High Conservation Value Are
as defined above, prepare a
declaration attesting to this fact. In
this case, the requirements of 2.4:8c
do not apply.

Tassal provided a declaration dated 11th December 2013 that states that
Tassal's farming sites amet sited in a protected area or High Conservation
Value Area.

If the farmissited in a protectedrea
or HCVA, review the scope of
applicability of Indicator 2.4.2 (see
Instructions above) to determine if
your farm is allowed an exception to
the requirements. If yes, inform the
CAB which exception (#1, #2, or #3)
allowed and provide supporting
evidence.

N/A

If the farm is sited in a protected ared
or HCVA and the exceptions provide
for Indicator 2.4.200 not apply then
the farm does not comply with the
requirement and is ineligible for ASC
certification.

N/A

2.5 Interaction with wildlife, inclding predators

2.5.1 Number of days in the production cycle when acoustic deterrent devices (ADDs) or acoustic harassment devices

(AHDs) were used.

Prepare a written statement affirming
that the farm's management is
committed to eliminate all usagef
acoustic deterrent devices (ADDs) of
acoustic harassment devices (AHDS)
by June 13, 2015.

Received written statement from Tassal affirming that the farm's
management is committed to eliminating or not using or planning to use a
acoustic deterrent deiges.
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Compile documentary evidence to
show that no ADDs or AHDs were us
by the farm after June 13, 2015
(applicable only after the specified
date).
2.5.2 Prior to the achievement of 2.5.1, if ADDs or AHDs are used, maximum percentage of dagpnoduction cycle
that the devices are operational

Maintain a log for the use of any AD[ No acoustic deterrent devicese used N/A.
or AHDs on farm that includes
recording the number of days (24
hour cycles) during which the device!

were used.

Calculate the percentage of days in | N/A
the production cycle that the devices
were operational in the most recent
complete production cycle.

Confirmed at onsite audit that operation uses no ADD
(<40% of days of the production cycle).

Submit dda on number of days that | N/A
ADDs/AHDs were used to the ASC g
per Appendix VI.

or rdisted marine mammals or birds on the farm.

Prepare a list of all predator control | Tassaprepared a map of predator control devices and their locations at th
devices and their locations. Kettering land base and user logs over the past 6 months.

Maintain a record of all predator WSPASHESR aSLI NI (.SA \NES O2\WRAA( ZFNaNg D AR
incidents. mammalsas well as annual sustainability reports 2011, 2012, 2013.a a |
2013 Sustainability Report p&5 contains summary data.

Maintain a record of all mortalities of| As above, records on mortalities include species, date and apparent caug
marine mammals and birds on the | death.
farm identifying the species, date, an
apparent causef death.

Maintain an upto-date list of EIS documents critical, sensitive and protectelitads and species in or nea
endangered or redisted marine Soldiers Point leas&his will need updating in the near future.

mammals and birds in the area (see
2.4.1)

Compare results from (a) through (d) Confirmed by comparing results fro@.5.3a-d.
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above to confirm that there were no
mortalities of endangered or red
listed marine mammals or birds on
farm.
2.5.4 Evidence that the following steps were taken prior to lethal action against a predator:

1. All other avenues were pursued prior to using lethal action

2. Approval was given from a senior manager above the famanager

3. Explicit permission was granted to take lethal action against the specific animal from the relevant regulatory authori

Provide a list of all lethal actions that
the farm took against predators durin
the previous 12month period. Note:
"lethal action" is an action taken to
deliberately kill an animal, including
marine mammals and birds.

For each lethal action identified in N/A
2.5.4a, keep record of the following
1) a rationale showing how the farm
pursued all other reasonable avenue
prior to using lethal action;

2) approval from a senior manager
above the farm manager of the lethal
action;

3) where applicable, explicit
permission was granted by the
relevant regilatory authority to take
lethal action against the animal.

No lethal action was taken against predators in the previous 12 month pe

Provide documentary evidence that | During onsite audit it was confirmed through staff that ethkl control has
steps 13 above (in 2.5.4b) were take| been necessary at the site.

prior to killing the animal. If human
safety was endangered and urgent
action necessary, provide
documentary evidnce.

2.5.5 Evidence that information about any lethal incidents on the farm has been made easily publicly available

For all lethal actionssée 2.5.4), keep | Currently the Wildlife Branch (DPIPWE) is notified as per requirements.
records showing that the farm made | Information is also currently reported the Sustainability Report annugl
the information available within 30
days of occurrence.

Ensure that information about all The information about lethal incidents are currently reported in Sustainab
lethal actions listed in 2.5.5a are ma¢ Report annuallyHowever the audit team notéd a discrepancy between the
easily publicly available (e.g. ona | numbers published in the 2013 Sustainability report and the farm records
website). Staff indicated thathere will be a specific section on the new website to
ensure the information is publically available.
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Minor norrconformity: Curiently, information about lethal incidents is not
made publically available within 30 days.

Major non-conformity (closed on 27 September 2014)During the last
production cycle there was a discrepancy in total number of bird mortalitie
the farm sitebetween the Sustainability Report (2013) and the farm record

Evidence provided by Tassal on thd' S&ptember that led to the decision o
closing the major NC included

1 Increaseddue diligence on wildlife reporting,

1 Newly developed and quality contted reporting procedure,

1 ASGssessmentlashboardbn ¢ | & avkebsil® @ www.tassal.com.a
SR @rrections of data in both Tassal's AnnGaistainabilityReport
and on the Tassalebsite

2.5.6 Maximum number of lethal incidents otine farm over the prior two years
Requirement: < 9 lethal incidents, with no more than two of the incidents being marine mammals

Maintain log of lethal incidents (see
2.5.4a) for a minimum of two years.
For first audit, > 6 months of data ar¢
required.

Received bird interaction datasheet for Bruny region from 23/3/212
4/6/2014

Received copy of log of lethal mammal interactions for all Tassal's farm s
for 1/7/2011¢ 30/6/2013 and 1/1/14¢ 10/6/14.

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

Mammals one lethal seal mortalitgachat Soldiers Point site on 23/5/12 an
2y MAKTKMHI 2yS Y2NIFfAGe Ay . Nix
lease.

Birds: 61 lethal bird incidents in previous two year period in Bruny region

Minor non-conformity: There has been arine mammal mortality higher than
2 and overall lethal incidents higher thaml@ringthe prior two years

Submit data on lethahcidents of
marine mammals and birds to ASC.

The audit team confirmed thatada on lethal incidents wersubmitted to the
ASC.

2.5.7 In the event of a lethal incident, evidence that an assessment of the risk of lethal incident(s) has been undertake
demonstration of concrete steps taken by the farm to reduce the risk of future incidences

Keep records showing that the farm
undertakes an assessment of risk
following each lethal incident and hoy
those risk assessments are used to
identify concrete teps the farm takes

to reduce the risk of future incidents.

Tassal has a Wildlife Interaction PlavilP) and documented Wildlife
Management Systerm place Tassal 2011, 2012, 2013 Sustainabitigports
providesummary data.

Tassal commissionedreport2 y a! NRA &1l | aasSaavySy
GAGK | 1jdzt Odzt G dzNE Ay ¢l aYlFyAl ¢ TNI
Recommendationmade in the reporincluded better net design, better datg
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collection, improved relocation procedures and use of deterrents by traing
staff.

Tassal alsoprovidewd & S NJ AaGNJ §S3& G2 RSONEB
salmon farms.

Necropsy assessments of dead seals conducted where approgridtmeans
of death recorded. Most are by entanglement, sedation or holding cage
relocation. Bssal has implemented procedures to reduce deaths including
usingKikkonets, improved treatment of seals during relocation and reduce
number of relocations, and improved sedation methods. These are discug
in the SustainabilityReport 2013.

Provide documentary evidence that
the farm implements those steps
identified in 2.5.7a to reduce the risk
of future lethal incidents.

Target for reduction has been explainedliassal 2011 Sustainability Report
(p29-30). In additionimprovements were seeim FY2012 and 2013

Sustainability Report Environmental Metrics (work in progress) following s
outlined in 3 year strategy (see above).

PRINCIPLE 3: PROTECT THE HEALTH AND GENETIC INTEGRITY OF WILD POPULATIONS

3.1 Introduced or amplified parasitesral pathogens

3.1.1 Participation in an AreBased Management (ABM) scheme for managing disease and resistance to treatments th

includes coordination of stocking, fallowing,

a Submit to the CAB a descripti of
how the ABM (3.1.1a) coordinates
management of disease and
resistance to treatments

therapeutic treatments and informatisharing.

Note: Area Management Agreement is equivalent to Area Based
Management (ABM). In Tasmania AMAs are only in place for Macquarie
Harbour which involve$assal, Huonguaculture Company (HAC) and Petu
A high level of collaboration between the three salmonid companies with
harbourwide plans has been developed through the Tasmanian Salmonic
Growers Association (TSGA).

The TSGA provides a number of forums for paigdn with the other

companies (see below). All four salmon companies (the fourth is Van Dig
Aqua, VDA) understand and adhere to the requirements of the OIE Aqual
Animal Health Code (2012) (document sighted on file) and the Australian
New Zealad Standard Diagnostic Procedures and the Aquatic Animal Heg
requirements from the Department of Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry.

The Tassal Farm Disease Management and Biosecurity Protocol (SOFSM
links in with similar protocols on other farms

b Keep record of farm's participation in
an ABM scheme

As a requirement of Schedule 3 & Marine Farm Licences, the following
records, unless otherwise determined by the Director, must be kept by the
licence holder for a period of five years and reportedhe Department using
electronic reporting templates specified by the Direatdieed inputs, av. &
historical biological FCRs, smolt inputs (all single year class) & fallowing
regimes (Based on the outcome of Annual Compliance Surveys the Senig
Envirommental Officer will advise on fallowing).

The TSGA Committee, Working Group & Forum Representation documer

34



ASC FULL ASSESSMENT REPEESALBruny Island

(undated, 3p) list 33 groups in which Tassal collaborates including:
A The CEO Management Group meets annually (no records
reviewed).

A The state Teahical Working Group meets 6 times a year.
A Salmonid Health Working Group (SHWG) meets at leas
times a yearthe last was a special meeting for Yersinia

(20/12/13 2p) involving the four main fish Vets and the TS(
CEO

A Amoebic Gill Disease Working Grogmporarily on hold

A In addition there are at least annually and as needed
Tasmanian Salmonid Health Surveillance Program Revi
Working Grougmeetings, Minutes reviewed for Meeting #]
(22/5/13) and #2 (19/9/13) with comments by Tassal rep H

A Recently avlass Kill Contingency Working Group is being
organised with state/EPA involvement.

Due to the same membership and overlapping areas of discussion the SH
hasbeen rolled into theBiosecurity Strategy GrowgdBiosecure Fish Facilit]
Expansionworking goups. The main intent of thed&iosecurity groups is
based on the success of the strong technical working group suppbyted
TSGA for the AMA in MH. Already they are working together with the BE
as an area managed approach. Other issues include titegyen cap, a
biosecurity plan for an area approach to FMP and the FH Surveillance
Program. Discussions are underway with HAC around fish health for Chg
& Huon Riverandmoving towardsan AMA.

Minutes for meeting #4 (15/11/13 3p) show 10+ attendeesl a wide agendg
including theBiosecure Fish Facility Expansion.

Minor non-conformity. Gurrently there is no Area Based Management Plan

c Provide the CAB access to
documentation which is sufficient for
the auditor to evaluate the ABM's
compliance wh all requirements in
Appendix H

There are no sea lice at any Tassal farm site (Abgsihot applicable).

d Submit dates of fallowing period(s) td
ASC as per Appendix VI.

3.1.2. A demonstrated commitment [40] to collaborate with NGOs, academics and governments on areas of mutually

agreed research to measure possible impacts on wild stocks

a Retain records to show how the farm
and/or its operating company has
communicated with external groups

(NGOs, academics, governments) to

Based on the outcome of Annual Compliance Surveys the Senior
Environmental Gicer will advise on fallowing.

The client has submitted data/information to ASC.

N/A = Salmonids are not endemic to Australia, thus there are no native w
Atlantic salmon stocks in Tasmanian waters (refer 3.2).

Tassal commissioned an evaluatfrpractices orsalmon farms to mitigate
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agree on and collaborate towards escapes and ecological impacts by IMAS researeheyke & Frijlink S, 2013,
areas of research to measure impact WS LI2 NI 2y (GKS &ddzAdGFroAfAdGe FyR ST7
on wild stocks, including records of | and action plans designed to minimise, monitor and respond to escape
requess for research support and events, 30p.

collaboration and responses to those
requests. There is good evidence of collaboration between Tassal, some other farn
companies and research institutions for research into escapees and their
interactions with native fauna, with several recent publications (refer belo

3.2.2).
b Provide mn-financial support to N/A - no wild native Atlantic salmon populations in Tasmania (feral popula
research activities in 3.1.2a issue is discussed in 3.2)
c When the farm and/or its operating | N/A - no wild native Atlantic salmon populations in Tasmania

company denies a request to
collaborate on a research gject,
ensure that there is a written
justification for rejecting the proposal

d Maintain records from research N/A - no wild native Atlantic salmon populations in Tasmania
collaborations (e.g. communications
with researchers) to show that the
farm has spported the research
activities identified in 3.1.2a.

3.1.3 Establishment and annual review of a maximum sea lice load for the entire ABM and for the individual farm as

outlined in Appendix H2

a Keep records to show that a maximu| N/A - there are no sea lice problems for Salmonids in Tasmania. On 21/1

sea lice load has been set GKS ¢l aalt =SS0 Therk ddi2spebids of Nadastyat ade idfl
concern to the worldwide #antic salmon aquaculture industry
Lepeophtheirus salmonémd Caligus elongatudAt the time of writing this
advice note, neitheLepeophtheirus salmonisibr Caligus elongatusare not
LINBaAaSyd Ay ¢l avYlyAal of

The main external parasite affecting the Bismania salmonid farms is
Amoebic Gill Disease (AGD), which is becoming a major problem in Euro
addition,AGD does not have the same epidemiology as sea lice and it do
not have an intermediate finfish host so it does not compare with sea lice
regulation--this is discussed in Diseases (Principle 5). However an exam
the controls underway is summarised in AGD Update Board 13 Deg érift
slide PowerPoint presentation (13/12/13).

b Maintain evidence that the N/A - there are no sea lice associated with Salmonids in Tasmania.
established maximum sea lit@ad
(3.1.3a) is reviewed annually

c Provide the CAB access to N/A - there are no sea lice associated with Salmonids in Tasmania.
documentation which is sufficient for
the auditor to evaluate whether the
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ABM has set (3.1.3a) and annually
reviewed

Submit the maximum sea lice load fo
the ABM to ASC

Keep records to show that a maximu
sea lice load has been set

Frequent orfarm testing for sea lice, with test restd made easily publicly available within seven days of testing

N/A - there are no sea lice associated with Salmonids in Tasmania.

N/A - there are no sea lice associated with Salmonids in Tasmania (refer
3.1.3).

Maintain evidence that the
establishednaximum sea lice load
(3.1.3a) is reviewed annually

N/A - there are no sea lice associated with Salmonids in Tasmania.

Provide the CAB access to
documentation which is sufficient for
the auditor to evaluate whether the
ABM has set (3.1.3a) and araily
reviewed

N/A - there are no sea lice associated with Salmonids in Tasmania.

Submit the maximum sea lice load fo
the ABM to ASC

N/A - there are no sea lice associated with Salmonids in Tasmania.

Keep records of when and where teg
results were made public.

N/A - there are no sea lice associated with Salmonids in Tasmania.

Submit test results to ASC

3.15

In areas with wild salmonids [43], evidence of data [#4} R

N/A - there are no sea lice associated with Salmonids in Tasmania.

GKS FINXY¥Qa dzy RSNEGF YRA

migration routes, migration timing and stock productivity in major waterways within 50 kilometres of the farm

Identify all salmonid species that
naturally occur within 75 km of the
farm throughliterature search or by
consulting with a reputable authority.
If the farm is not in an area with wild
salmonids, then 3.1.5b and c do not

apply.

From 3.1.Z; this isN/A = Salmonids are not endemic to Australia, thus the
are no native wild Atlantic $mon stocks in Tasmanian waters

Email from John Diggle (Inland Fisheries Service (IFS), Tas, 26/11/13) sti
G¢EKSNBE INB y2 yIFiA@S &aLISOASa 2F 1
Inland Waters. Brown trouS@aimo truttg and rainbow trout(Oncorhynchus

mykiss) however have been introduced into Tasmanian Inland Waters and
species is a Salmonid. Brown trout have naturally recruiting populations ir
Y230l NAGSNABR FyR fF1Sa Ay ¢lFavYlyal

CKS Y2aid NBOSyld O2NNBaLRy R Srgudfaves )
been stocked into Tasmanian waterways since 1864, early acclimatisatio
society activity was extensive but unfortunately IFS does not have record
Y2ali 2F GKSaSo¢

Therefore similar to farm sites in Macquarie Harbour (previously assesse
feral or wild populations of Brown Trout (some sglistaining) could be foun
within the 75 km radius criteria for all of the Tassal farms in the SE.

For species listed in 3.1.5a, compile

N/A - Refer above.

37

pal



ASC FULL ASSESSMENT REPEESALBruny Island

best available information on
migration routes, migration timig
(range of months for juvenile
outmigration and returning salmon),
life history timing for coastal residen
salmonids, and stock productivity o\
time in major waterways within 50 k
of the farm.

From data in 3.1.5b, identify any
sensitive periods for wild salmonids
(e.g. periods of outmigration of
juveniles) within 50 km of the farm.

N/A ¢ Refer 3.1.5a.

Confirm the farm's understanding of

this information through interviews

dzy’ R Stednétibnyivasicghfirmed! ThrougK iktérvieivs

3.1.6 In areas of wild salmonids, monitoring of sea lice levels on wildhmigrating salmon juveniles or on coastal sea trou
or Arctic char, with results made publicly available. See requirements in Appeiidil.

Inform the CAB if the farm operates i
an area of wild salmonids. If not, ther
Indicator 3.1.6 does not apply.

N/A ¢ Refer 3.1.5a.

Keep records to show the farm
participates in monitoring of sea lice
on wild salmonids

N/A ¢ Refer 3.1.5a.

Provide the CAB access to
documentation which is sufficient for
the auditor to evaluate whether the
methodology used for monitoring of
sea lice on wild salmonids is in
compliance with the requirements in
Appendix [HL.

N/A ¢ Refer 3.1.5a.

Make theresults from 3.1.6b easily
publicly available (e.g. posted to the
company's website) within eight
weeks of completion of monitoring.

N/A ¢ Refer 3.1.5a.

Submit to ASC the results from
monitoring of sea lice levels on wild
salmonids as per Appendix VI.

requirements in Appendix Il, subsection 2.

Inform the CAB if the farm operates i

N/A ¢ Refer 3.1.5a.

3.1.7 In areas of wild salmonids, maximum darm lice levels during sensitive periods for wild fish [45]. See detailed

N/A ¢ Refer 3.1.5a.
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an area of wild salmonidd.rot, then
Indicator 3.1.7 does not apply.

b Establish the sensitive periods [45] o] N/A ¢ Refer 3.1.5a.
wild salmonids in the area where the
farm operates. Sensitive periods for
migrating salmonids are during
juvenile outmigration and
approximately onenonth before.

c Maintain detailed records of N/A ¢ Refer 3.1.5a.
monitoring onfarm lice levels (see
3.1.4) during sensitive periods as pel
Appendix H2.

d Provide the CAB with evidence there| N/A ¢ Refer 3.1.5a.
a 'feedback loop' between the tarte
for on-farm lice levels and the results
of monitoring of lice levels on wild
salmonids (Appendix-8).

3.2 Introduction of nornative species
3.2.1. If a nonnative species is being produced, demonstration that the species wately commercially produced in the

area by the date of publication of the SAD standard

a Inform the CAB if the farm produces | TheMF Licences (refer 1.1.4pecify Atlantic salmon as th@proved species
non-native species. If not, then for farming andstate net specifications etc. relating to fish containment ang
Indicator 3.2.1 does not apply. environmental monitoring

Tassal provided information that states that Atlantic salmon were introduc
into Tasmania by the then Tasmanian Fisheries DevelopAhority (TFDA
for the development of a salmonid farming industry. Salmonid farming has
been underway for more than 30 yeargtf://www.tsga.com.au/history),
Tassal has been operating for most of thisediInland Fisheries Service
publications indicate rainbow trout introduced into Tasmania in 1898 from
New Zealand.

In addition Biosecurity regulations are in place in Tasmania and Australia
avoid importation of fresh salmon product or live or genetiaterials.

The MF Licences (refer 1.1) show sites used for 15+ years; Fish farms ar
in marine farming zones identified in marine farming development plans i
which marine farming is a permitted activiiophysical characteristics mus
meet minimum biological requirementaddressed in the planning process.

New or expandedones are subject to the statutory planning provisions of
Marine Farming Planning Act 1995, which prescribes mandatory public
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consultation processes.

Provide documentargvidence that
the nonnative species was widely
commercially produced in the area
before publication of the SAD
Standard (i.e. before June 13, 2012),

Refer above. Yes, thi®n-native species was widely commercially produce(
the area before publicationfdhe SAD Standard (i.e. before June 13, 2012

If the farm cannot provide evidence
for 3.2.1b, provide documentary
evidence that the farm uses only 100
sterile fish that includes details on
accuracy of sterility effectiveness.

All female diploid fislor triploid fish are used. They cannot reproduce.
Received Memo (4/2/14, 1p) from Dr. Alistair Brown (Company Veterinar,
stating that he conducts assessments of their triploid stocks during the
freshwater phase of their life cycle to ensure that thecits are all triploid
and therefore cannot reproduce. This is also discussed ihyteand Frijlink,
2013report.

If the farm cannot provide evidence
for 3.2.1b or 3.2.1c, provide
documented evidence that the
production system is closed to the
natural environment and for each of
the following:

1) nonnative species are separated
from wild fish by effective physical
barriers that are in place and well
maintained;

2) barriers ensure there are no
escapes of reared fish specimens th:
might survive andgubsequently
reproduce [47]; and

3) barriers ensure there are no
escapes of biological material [47] th
might survive and subsequently
reproduce (e.g. UV or other effective
treatment of any effluent water
exiting the system to the natural

environment).

Refer above.

3.2.2 If a nonrnative species is being produced, evidence of scientific research completed within the past five years tha
Ay@SaitArAalrasSa GKS NrRal 2F SaidlrofAakKyYSyd 2F GKS aLIS@A S

review.

a Inform the ASC of the species in The client has submitted information to ASC.
production (Appendix VI).

b Inform the CAB if the farm produces | Atlantic salmon wasitroduced by Tasmanian Fisheries Development
non-native species. If not, then ldzi K2NRGe o{GFdS D20Ql0 Y2NB GKI
Indicator 3.2.2 does not apply. farming industry, adequate information is provided on

http://www.tsga.com.au/history/also T a &+ f ¢6So6aAGS ah
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http://www.tassal.com.au/ourhistory/
Inland Fisheries Service publications indicate rainbow trout introduced int
Tasmania in 1898 from New Zealand.

If yes to 3.2.2b, prnade evidence of
scientific research completed within
the past five years that investigates
the risk of establishment of the
species within the farm's jurisdiction
Alternatively, the farm may request &
exemption to 3.2.2c (see below).

No naturally recriting populations (anadromous) of Atlantic salmon have
been reported and no stocking in rivers by Inland Fisheries or private grot
has been reported; thus any salmon found in the SE Region are escapee
the farms.

Evidence for recent collaboratioretween the four Tasmanian farming
companies and research institutions for research into escapees (this has
focused on the Macquarie Harbour region) and their interactions with nati
fauna, with several recent publications includes:

A Monitoring Escapees iMacquarie Harbour: a collaborative study
between the salmon industry (TSGA) and the Tasmanian
Aquaculture and Fisheries Institute (TAFI) M. Steer and J. Lyle
(2003).

A Do exotic salmonids feed on native fauna after escaping from
aquaculture cages in TasmanAustralia? Katya Gisela Abrantes
Jeremy Martin Lyle, Peter D. Nichols, and Jayson Mark Semme
Can. J. Fish. Aquat. Sci. 68: 13351 (2011).

A Can Biochemical Methods Determine If Salmonids Feed And T
After Escaping from Aquaculture Cages? A Bilady, Katya G.
Abrantes, Jayson M. Semmens, Jeremy M. Lyle & Peter D. Nic
NRM Cradle Coast Project CCCPR24006, 55p. (2010).

A Lyle & Frijlink S, 201Report on the suitability and effectiveness
¢chaalftQa YFylF3aSYSyd LINaedidi oS
minimise, monitor and respond to escape everdsep.

ThelLyle and Frijlinkg n mo  NXB LJ2 NIthusiar, O T adaRaBidnstudie
have assessed the performance of escaped Atlantic salmon in this conte
2003, a collaborative study between thiasmanian Salmon Growers
Association (TGSA) and the Tasmanian Aquaculture and Fisheries Institu
(TAFI) examined the gut contents of Atlantic salmon (n = 200) and rainbo
trout (n = 153) recaptured between 2 and 5 months following two significa
escapeevents in Macquarie Harbour (Steer and Lyle, 2003). Among the
Atlantic salmon, 82% had stomachs that did not contain food items (61%
completely empty, 20% contained leaves and 1% contained stones), 14%
contained feed pellets and only 4% containedveatauna (fish and
invertebrates). The results for rainbow trout demonstrated slightly greater
success in feeding (24% contained feed pellets and 7% native fauna) ang
support the general observation that escaped Atlantic salmon are less
adaptable than othefarmed salmonids (Thorstad et al., 2008). The low
incidence of naturally occurring prey items in the stomachs suggests that
escaped salmonids did not successfully transition to feeding on native sp
during the study period. However, the authors cangid against reaching
broader level generalisations regarding the feeding behaviour of escaped
Atlantic salmon due to the limited temporal scope of the study and relative
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tf2¢g FT22R F@FLAtlITOoAtAGE TG GKS GAYS
This evidence suggedtsat escaped Atlantic salmon are not feeding and

thriving in the wild.

In combination, the report and additional observations as well as the
knowledge that Tassal's stock is triploid (MH) or diploid female only, in Sk
region and cannot reproduce, provislevidence that the risk of establishme
of the species within the farm's jurisdiction is very low.

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

N/A

Submit evidence from 3.2.2c to ASC
for review.

Inform the CAB if the farm uses fish
(e.g. cleaner fish or wrasse) for the
control of ®a lice.

3.2.3 Use of nomative species for sea lice control for elarm management purposes

Evidence submitted to ASC.

N/A - there are no sea lice in Tasmania. On 21/1/14 the Tassal Vet Alistai
NR gy dherde ar&XRspegdies of séiee that are of concern to the
worldwide Atlantic salmon aquaculture industryepeophtheirus salmonis
andCaligus elongatu#t the time of writing this advice note, neither
Lepeophtheirus salmonisibr Caligus elongatus2 NE LINB & Sy i

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

N/A - there are no sea lice in Tasmania.

Collect documentary evidence or fifs|
hand accounts as evidence that the
species used is not nemative to the
region.

3.3 Introduction of transgenic species
3.3.1use of transgenic salmon by the farm

Prepare a declaration stating that the
farm does not use transgenic salmor

N/A - there are no sea lice in Tasmania.

~aaltQa xSG 05N dateddAQ12 K p)statingFhat y (
¢l aalrtQa ad201a AyOf dzRA yhagenic fiisiy D& S |
stocks are either diploid or triploid.

Received Memo (4/2/14, 1p) from Dr. Alistair Brown (Company Veterinari
stating that he conducts assessments of their triploid stocks during the
freshwater phase of their life cycle to ensureathhe stocks are all triploid
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and therefore cannot reproduce. This fact is also discussed inyleand
Frijlink, 2013eport.

ReceivedMemo (21/1/14) from Dr. Peter Kube (Aquaculture Geneticist CS
C2 2 R Cdzi dzNBhave t@énlindodvéd witthe applied breeding of
Atlantic salmon for 10 years, and the involvement of my CSIRO colleague
nearly twice that. I, on behalf of CSIRO, can verify that no transgenic Atlg
salmon are, or have been, used in Tasmania. The broodstock history of
Atlantic salmon in Tasmania is well known and the introduction of this spe
has been well documented and tightly regulated. Two references describi
the only introductions are:

Jungalwalla, P.J., 1991. The development of an integrated saltwater salm
farming industry in Tasmania, Australia. Can. Tech. Rep. Fish. Aquat. Sci
65-73.

Elliott, N.G., Reilly, A. 2003. Agquaculture 215431

b Maintain records for the origin of all
cultured stocks including the suppliel
name, address and contact pergs)
for stock purchases.

Smolt deliveries are organised by Hatchery Manager.

Before stocking, all smolt/fingerlings must have the Veterinary Health
/ SNOIAFAOFGS C2NJ {IFfY2yYARa 5SaiAy
hatcheries as well as external (SAEJ;Ahis is undertaken by Company Vet
Brown.

The Veterinary Health Certificates (template from FHMP) for 13YC stocki
Bruny include:
A #13.008 on 9/4/13 from Florentine Bay hatchery

Thet SGQa 5SOfFNIGAZ2Y O5NXP ! oh . NRgY|
assessment and no evidence of infectious diseases of concern (as descri
the SE Fish Health Management Plan).

Tassal maintains mortality records as well as a health checks for all stock
transfers from the hatcheries.

c Ensure purchase documentsrdirm
that the culture stock is not
transgenic.

3.4 Escapes

Not needed as there are no transgenic salmonids in Tasmania (Dr. Kube,
3.3.1a).

TheRookwood Road Hatchery aRaissell Falls Hatchery are both Tassal
owned and therefore no purchase documents exiBlocumentation used
includes the Fish TransferNAME Hatchery (M®274 Issue 3 6/3/13, 1p)
and the Smolt Dispatch Form (ME278 Issue 4, 6/3/13, 1p).

Tassal is majority shareholder of SALTAS, and there are regular meeting
Board level as well as¢hnical working group to discuss issues and day to
communications through Vets with regular reporting to Head of Farming.

3.4.1 Maximum number of escapees [56] in the most recent production cycle
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estimated number of escapees.
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The Escape Prevention and Response Protocot{#829/07/13, 8p) details

GKS 9a0l LIS tNBGSylGAzy tfly F2Ndnt
requirementsg for farms in the SE the escape threshold for immediate
response is >500 and the MFB must be notified. Procedures for other es
greater than 100 fish are detailed, also the procedures for incidental losse
2 fish).

Recovery nettig has only been trialed in MHhe document Tassal Routine
Escape Surveys FINAL (undated, 2p) describegtow & | f Q&4 9y ¢
Sustainability department wanted to work with Government and Scientific
bodies to develop a means of conducting escapgets to ascertain the
potential impacts, distribution, behaviour, biological key indicators, and lif¢
expectancy/survivorship for escaped aquaculture species stade. The aim
was to conduct routine escape surveys around their active marine leases
Thesewould generally be conducted on an annual basis to assess any Atl
salmon that may be present around leases.

A trial was undertaken in Macquarie Harbour witepeecial fish recovery
permit (DPIPWE Netting of salmonids in Macquarie Harbour pernmit fro
5/5/10 to 5/6/10, 2p). Unfortunately only 45 salmon were caught in 4 day.
fishing (refer Lyle report, p18). Tassal had initial meeting with Marine Far
about renewing, but did not progress to another permit stalgewever,
recovery netting trialsvere not permitted in the SE region by DPIPWE

Tassal monitors and reports all escapes (Escape Analysis & Tassal Esca
spreadsheetg, refer 3.4.4) and have escape prevention and response plar
on all farming sites. This issue links closely with theil issue due to holes
and seals eating salmon. Seal exclusion technology is being rolled out ac
the company over time. THdF Licences shonet specifications etc. relating
to fish containment and specify Atlantic salmon approved species for farn
Emailfrom DPIPWE MFB 11/10/12 re: notified escapes in last three years
all the sites; no concerns expressed, just noted thiaé escapes had been
reported.

Escape Analysis & Tassal Escapes spreadsheets show the last reported
for Bruny was 800 fish indune 2006. Some losses due to seals getting in
cages. MortalitRA @Ay 3 + G € SFad wkeSS] G2
weights so less chances for seal to push in. Swim through process also
improved.

Aggregate cumulative eapes in the
most recent production cycle.

There have been no reported escapes in the current production cycle.

Maintain the monitoring records
described in 3.4.1a for at least 10
years beginning with the production
cycle for which farm is first apphg

for certification

Noted by Tassa] data (number of escapes episodes per production cycle,
dates, cause, no of escapes per episode and total escapes) will continue
recorded in Fish Talk and summarised in spreadsheets for all stockings al
harveds.
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If an escape episode occurs (i.e. an
incident where > 300 fish escaped),
the farm may request a rare exceptio
to the Standard [57]. Requests must
provide a full account of the episode
and must document how the farm
could not have predicted thevents
that caused the escape episode.

The Escape Analysis spreadsheet summarises data over the past 10 yea
this shows only 2 incidents for Bruny since 2003 (refer also LylErglak,
2013 report)

Submit escape monitoring dataset to
ASC asqr Appendix VI.

3.4.2 Accuracy of the counting technology or counting method used for calculating stocking and harvest numbers

Maintain records of accuracy of the
counting technology used by the farn
at times of stocking and harvest.
Records include copies of spec shee
for counting machines and common
estimates of error for handgounts.

The client has submitted data/information to ASC

The specs for the AquaScan fish counter model AquaScan Registration U
CSE3150 state an accuracy ofl88%.

The procedure Aquascan Counter Operation (U@ Issue 6, 6/3/13, 2p)
describes the preount checks and statip, calibration is required with 100
fish purely to ensure they travel in single file through the scanRecords of
counts vestimates ancharvests provided.

If counting takes place off site (e.qg.
pre-smolt vaccination count), obtain
and maintain documents from the
supplier showing the accuracy of the
counting method used (as above).

For smolt the Vaki Macro Counters are usethie hatcheries; these are a
scanning camera based counter, with each image being analysed and the
counted. At maximum capacity, the counter is over 98% accurate (the

¢ SOKYAOLFf {LISOATAOLI (12924 & & NS §12 Nalza §
camera basd counter, the images are automatically recorded and can be
used to validate the accuracy of the count.

These counts are manually recorded, and forwarded to the receiving regi
Fish Transfe¢ Rookwood Rd Hatchery (MER74), Smolt Despatch Form (M
F2), and Fish TransferHatchery (MGF688) are used to record smolt
numbers and weight prior to transfer to the respective MOPs region; this
Aa Ffaz2 NBO2NRSR Ay dGCAAK ¢l fléod

During audits, arrange for the auditof
to witness calibration of countm
machines (if used by the farm).

The automatic calibration of the counting machine was witnessed on the
harvest vesseTassal or the AquaScan

The stated accuracy of counting equipment is confirmed.

Submit counting technology accuracy
to ASQGas per Appendix VI.

3.4.3 Estimated unexplained loss [59] of farmed salmon is made publicly available

Maintain detailed records for

mortalities, stocking count, harvest

The client has submitted data/information to ASC

¢lFaalrt RSOfIFINYdGA2y 0068
(harvest count), mortalities¢ (recorded escapes).

l 2{ 2 & ydz
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count, and escapes (as per A}

Inventory records maintained in Fish Takummarised in Escape Analysis 4
Tassal Escapes spreadsheets (EUL). Data inthpdesCount, Mortalities,
Closing Count and Deviation (EUL).

b Calculate the estimated unexplained
loss as described in the instructions
(above) for the most recent full
production cycle. For first audit, farm
must demonstrate understanding of
calculaton and the requirement to
disclose EUL after harvest of the
current cycle.

Tassal has demonstrated an understanding of calculation and the require
to disclose estimated unexplained losses (EUL) after final harvest.

The results specific for Bruny froFish Talk for thealendar input year class
include:
A 12YC completeq EUL-4.84% (mostly due to summer mortalities
being underestimated due to decomposition of fish)

c Make the results from 3.4.3b availabl
publicly. Keep records of when and
where results were made public (e.g.
date posted to a company website) f
all production cycles.

EUL calculations are in 3.4.3b. The most recent production cycle is 12Y(

¢laalrt RSOfFINXrdGA2y o006& 1 2{3 Wyd
these calclations publically available for all production cycles going forwa
on their website and in their annual Sustainability Report.

d Submit estimated unexplained loss t¢
ASC as per Appendix VI.

The client has submitted data/information to ASC

e CompareEUL values (3.4.3a) and
counting accuracy (3.4.2a) to recordg
escapes to check whether farm
reporting is plausible. If EUL is greatt
than the combined margin of error
related to fish counts, investigate

potential sources of error

The records above inghow thatfarm reporting is plausible and the EUL is
NOT greater than the combined margin of error related to fish counts; Tas
does not seem to have undeeported mortalities or escapes.

3.4.4 Evidence of escape prevention planning and related emeéotraining, including: net strength testing; appropriate
net mesh size; net traceability; system robustness; predator management; record keeping and reporting of risk events

holes, infrastructure issues, handling errors, reporting and follow upestape events); and worker training on escape
prevention and counting technologies

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 ddesses all
required elements of Indicator 3.4.4.

TheMF Licences (refer 1.1.4pecify Atlantic salmon as the approved speci
for farming

Evidence provided to CAB included:

A Escape Prevention and Response Protocol-(M®29/7/13, 8p)
refers to legislton relating to escapees and containment with seve
well labelled Emergency Response Kits on leases, reports recorde
analysis on Fish Talk database which inventory fish numbers & log
(including escapes).

A The document Tassal Routine Escape Ssri#yAL (undated, 2p)
describet A&t f Qa4 9YPBANRYYSYld | yR
conduct routine escape surveys around their active marine leases
These would generally be conducted on an annual basis to asses;
Atlantic salmon that may be prest around leases.
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A The issue of stock management (numbers) is being addressed by
undertaking more splits, for example according to Split/Mother Co
Plan 2013 Procedure.

Evidence of acknowledgement signoffs on Fish Escape Response Protoc
records21obo O LINB@A2dzateé Ay CSoQmo | f
SAa0FLIS S5NARAfEft gl a tFad Nizy 2y MMK(
27 employees).

If the farm operates an open (net per
system, ensure the plan (3.4.4a)
covers the following area

- net strength testing;

- appropriate net mesh size;

- net traceability;

- system robustness;

- predator management;

- record keeping;

- reporting risk events (e.g. holes,
infrastructure issues, handling errors|
- planning of staff training to coverlal
of the above areas; and

- planning of staff training on escape
prevention and counting technologies

Escape Prevention and Response Protocol-(M®29/07/13, 8pkoversnet
inventory (including net strength testing & net traceability), checking of ne
(including appropriate net mesh size), procedures for deploying nets &
weighting systems (including system robustness & predator management
jump fences, checking nets after stocking (including record keeping) &
reporting risk events such as holes, infrasture issues, handling errors), ne
breaking strengths, weighting of nets, daily farm checks, Escape Respon;
Plan and Escageesponsd-low.

If the farm operates a closed system|
ensure the plan (3.4.4a) covers the
following areas:

- system robustnss;

- 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 teatologies.

N/A

Maintain records as specified in the
plan.

The Escape Analysis spreadsheet summarises data over the past 10 yea|
shows the last incident of 8,200 escapees in 2006.

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

During onsite audit knowledge of escape response plan demonstrated by
interviewed (feed barge operators, cleaning boat operator, divers, Region
Manager). The Escapesponse checklists & netting strategically placed
around farm (feed barges, trafes barges, some vessels, dive boat).
Containment kits held ofeedbargesand work vessels, laminated flow char
as posted.

Evidence of acknowledgement signoffs on Fish Escape Response Protoc
NEO2NRa HM 2F 00 OLINBOJAgmudfe Ay (
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Bruny Regional Manager confirmed process for escapes >500 was to not
DPIPWE.
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PRINCIPLE 4: USE RESOURCES IN AN ENVIRONMENTALLY EFFICIENT AND RESPONSIBLE MANNER
4.1 Traceability of raw materials in feed

4.1.1 Evidence of traceability,eimonstrated by the feed producer, of feed ingredients that make up more than 1% of the
feed.

a

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

In the past, only two supplietsave been usedRidley Aqua Feed & Skrettin
according to Tassal 2012 Sustainability Report-@&3now only Skretting is
used at all sites, for Brurihe 13YC and the 11YC & 12YC included some
Ridley feeds. Contact details for these are onAlperoved Supplier List and
Fish Talk.

O2YYA
adl N

gl a

{INBGGAY3I | yy22dzyOS A
i} NRA GSNRAIF

R
compiantii2 ! {/ aGaNROG O
5/11/13).

Inform each feed supplier in writing @
ASC requirements peining to
production of salmon feeds and seng
them a copy of the ASC Salmon
Standard.

Confirmed by Tassal through email sent on 8/1/14 to Skretting with the F
Supplier Notification Letter (signed by Head of Sustainability, 1p) includin
copy of Standrd and details on requirements 4.3.1a and 4.4.2b.

For each feed producer used by the
farm, confirm that an audit of the
producer was recently done by an
ASGacknowledged auditing firm or
CAB. Obtain a copy of the most rece
audit report for each feegroducer.

'8 {D{ ! d&GNI (ALl | ABC

acknowledged auditing firm or CABD

dzy RSNI I 1 S &

Three letters from Skretting to Head of Sustainability on 17/10/13 (1p) an
updates 20/12/13 (1p) and 12/3/14 (1p) declaring thatedting as their feed
supplier endeavours to meet the requirements of the ASC certification. T|
12/3/14 letter has a 4p ASC Salmon Standard Compliance Declaration
(Declaration of Compliance) addressingriferiain Principle 2 (2.2.5 & 2.3.1
and varias Principle 4 clauses with a verification signoff on 17/10/13 by g
food safety auditor from SGS Australia (initials PJ confirmed by email
29/10/13).

Skretting notes that evidence of traceability can be assured via a third pa
audit of their Nutraceacking and tracing system. As required by the AS(
Standardthe traceability of their feed is for all ingredients that make>1%
of the feed.

The traceability audit undertaken by SGS stated that Skrettingpled using
GKS WYl &da ol t Iod@3% Theasi ikveed tvar&ndoknly
selected samples. Details are provided in the 17/10/13 Skretting letter.

For each feed producer, determine
whether the farm will use method #1
or method #2 (see Instructions abovg
to show compliance of feed

producers. Inform the CAB in writing.

Email from Head of Sustainability to SCS (8/1/14, 1p) confirming the use
Method #2to show compliance of feed producers
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e Obtain declaration from feed
supplier(s) stating that the company
can assure traceability ofldeed
ingredients that make up more than
1% of the feed to a level of detail
required by the ASC Salmon Standal

4.2 Use of wild fish for feed
4.2.1 Fishmeal Forage Fish Dependency Ratio (FFDRm) forarb(ealculated using formulas in Appendix-Y)

Requirement: < 1.35

Refer also Traceability Audit referenced in 4.1.1c.

As referenced in 4.1.1a the Skretting ASC declaration letters state they ¢
demonstrae evidence of traceability in regard to all feed materials (>1% ¢
feed).

There is further evidence that Skretting is being proactive in working towg
fulfilling all the ASC requirements; for examplekn§ R 2 OdzY Sy (i
questions 117-13 ASCRa LIR2yaSé o060l { I NBlOlUGAY
for the following raw materials which was answered by ASC:

Rendered landnimal proteins and oils

All of our rendered raw materials (i.e. poultry meal, feather meal, blood m
meat meal, poultry oilare only sourced from Australian suppliers accredité
with the Australian Renderers Association. Our documentation currently
traces back to our suppliers.

The ASC response was that given all sources from Australia, there was n
need to provide informatio on different regions/states they are from.

Vegetable proteins and oils

Our grains and legumes (i.e. wheat, faba bean, lupin, and canola oil) are
sourced from Australian suppliers. Similar to our rendered ingredients, oy
documentation traces back to osuppliers.

Again the ASC response was that given all sources from Australia, there
no need to provide information on different regions/states they are from.

Wheat gluten meal

We purchase our wheat gluten meal from China. Similar to above, our
supplier sources the raw materials from various suppliers.

The ASC response was country of origin acceptable.

Soy protein concentrate
We know the country of origin of our SPC is Brazil, but we currently do n(
request information from our supplier on what regi the soya was grown.
The ASC response was country of origin acceptable.

a Maintain a ektailed 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;

The database Fish Talk includes all the required informatible download
GLYODSY¥SYREBNI t dzZNOKIF aSa CSSR Wwdzy H
feed purchased ieach FY, including quantities of the various formulationg

At the end of each Quarter Skretting provides Tassal with a feed declarat
that contains the % inclusion quantity & fishery origin of all fish meal and
oil (reduction & trimming sources)ed in each feed per month to the ASC
O2YLIX ALYd FENNAYI aAGS 20SN) KS
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- Percentage of fishmeal in each
formulation derived frontrimmings;
and

- Supporting documentation and
signed declaration from feed suppliel

RSOt I NI GA2y €0 ®

The procedures for calculating or collecting data for ASC are summarise
the Skretting SOP ASC Compliant Data DewaréRef 31.18.01 Version 0,
T LI @ ¢KS R20dzYSyidi doodncodnm aSi
declaration reporting + S NB A Zeferrad fo inthé@ ASC Compliant
document. Both of these documents were examined during the audit.

All fish species arestied in the independent report by Irvine (refer 4.3.2a).
The feed origin Data declaration report submitted to the ASGrioies
Percentage of fishmeal in each formulation used.

For FFDRm calculation, exclude
fishmeal derived from rendering of
seafood byproducts (e.g. the
“trimmings” from a human
consumption fishery.

Noted by Tassal

Calculate eFCR using formula in
Appendix IV1 (use this calculation
also in 4.2.2 option #1).

Confirmed eFCR calculations onsite.

Calculate FFDRm using formulas in
Appendix V1.

For 12YC production cycle the FFDRm is 0.47, which is less thraquived
<1.35.

Submit FFDRm to ASC as per Appel
VI.

b20SR o0& ¢l aalfs (GKS 9EOSt &ALINBI

Bruny 12YE & dzY Y IthiédeteSis.

The client has submitted data/information to ASC.

4.2.2. Fish Oil Forage Fish Dependency Ratio (FFDRo) for@roealculated using formulas in Appendix-Y),
OR Maximum amount of EPA anérom direct marine sources [64] (calculated accling to Appendix 1V2)

Requirement: FFDRo < 2.95 or (EPA + DHA) < 30 g/kg feed

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

b For FFDRo and EPA+DHA calculatig wS OSA SR ALINBIF RAKSS{G a! {/ CSSR 2
(either option #1 or option #2), contains details oFFDRo and EPA+DHA calculations.
exclude fish o derived from rendering
of seafood byproducts (e.g. the
“trimmings” from a human
consumption fishery.

c Inform the CAB whethethe farm Email from Head of Sustainability to SCS (8/1/14, 1p) confirming the use
chose option #1 or option #2 to option #1 to demonstrate compliance with the requirements of the Standg
demonstrate compliance with the (this was confirmed by Skretting in their declaration of 12/3/14).
requirements of the Standard.

d For option #1, calculate FFDRo using¢ For 12YC production cycle FFDRo is 2.09 which is less than ASC requirg
formulas in Appendix K and using | <2.95
the eFCR calculated under 4.2.1c. | eFCR calculated under 4.2.1c.
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e For option #2, calculate amount of | N/A
EPA + DHA using formulas in Appen
IV-2.

f Submit FFDRo or EPA & DHA to AS{ Noted by Tassal, use Excel spreadsheet ASC Feed origin data declaratiq
per Appendix VI. Bruny 12YC.

The client has submitted data/information to ASC.

4.3 Source of marine raw materials
4.3.1 Timeframe for all fishmeal and fish oil used in feed to come from fisheries [65] certified under a scheme that is a
ISEAL member [66] and has guidelines thpésifically promote responsible environmental management of small pelagic

fisheries. Requirement: <5 years after the date of publication [67] of the SAD standards (i.e. full compliance by June
2017)

Prepare a policy stating the company
supportof efforts to shift feed
manufacturers purchases of fishmea
and fish oil to fisheries certified unde
a scheme that is an ISEAL member §
has guidelines that specifically
promote responsible environmental
management of small pelagic
fisheries.

Confirmedby Tassal, email sent on 8/1/14 to Skretting including copy of
Standard and details on requirements (signed by Head of Sustainability)
Feed Supplier Notification Letter (1p) including the type of certification
scheme noted in 4.3.1a of the Standard.

Prepare a letter stating the farm's
intent to source feed containing
fishmeal and fish oil originating from
fisheries certified under the type of
certification scheme noted in 4.3.1a

Ref 4.1.1b.

Starting on or before June 13, 2017,
use feed inventonand feed supplier
declarations in 4.2.1a to develop a lis
of the origin of all fish products used
as feed ingredients.

Noted by Tassal, will use a version of the Excel spreadsheet ASC Feed ¢
data declaration Bruny 12YC for the appropriate produttycle. This is
adzZLIL2 NI SR 060é& (KS {2dzZNDS CA&aKSNE

Starting on or before June 13, 2017,
provide evidence that fishmeal and
fish oil used in feed come from
fisheries [65] certified under a schem
that is an ISEAL membé&6] and has
guidelines that specifically promote
responsible environmental
management of small pelagic fisherig

Currently working with Skrettingthe Nutreco Sustainable Procurement
Policy for Marine Products Version 2010 (4p) states that Skretting will
continue to work globally to obtain sufficient sources, includingptyducts
& trimmings from suitability managed fish resources (ISEAL) egainalent
scheme

There is good evidence that Skretting is being proactive in working towar
fulfilling al the ASC requirements; for example from correspondence with
ASCq! {/ RSGF Af SRolpdzE a  wv B Hitauasynatesl ¢hat o
with the slow development seen in MSC certification of reduction fisheries
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they can expect IFFO RS to be the only réakidternative for certified maring
raw materials for quite some time. IFFO RS certifies that fishmeal and fis
come from fisheries that comply with a given set of criteria. Further, IFFQ
is not ISEAL compliant at the moment, but ASC believe tHeagytwabecome
compliant in the future.

With the likely completion of the Feed Standard Dialogues for ASC by 20
is expected that this requirement will be modified. Skretting have assured
Tassal they will comply with the criteria accordingly wittia allowable

timeframe (this was confirmed by Skretting in their declaration of 12/3/14)

4.3.2 Prior to achieving 4.3.1, the FishSource score [68] for the fishery (ies) from which all marine raw material in feed

derived. Requirement: Allindividugt O2 NB& x c¢X YR 0A2Yl &da a02NB x yo

a Record FishSource score for each
species from which fishmeal or fish o
was derived and used as a feed
ingredient (all species listed in 4.2.1¢

Until otherwise instructed, up until June 2017, Skretting have cotanhit
each annual review to declare the FishSource score of species in the fish
and fish oil (reduction fishery sources only) used in feeds.

The independent assessment of marine ingredients commissioned by
Skrettinggreport by Dr. Sarah Irvine (Mag Fisheries Scientist & Consultar]
SYyiArAdt SR awS@OASg 2F GKS adl Gddza 2]
2AE F2NI {I{NBGOGAY3A ! dzZa0NIfAlFE OHK
the marine species used in feeds fed over the past 6 monthss is
adzLIL2 NI SR o6& (KS adzYYINE R20dzyYSy
b2@ QmMoU0 ®

¢KS NBLRZNI aCAaKSNE {2dz2NDOS vYvYSet¢
FO (marine ingredients) purchases made between Aug. 2012 to Dec. 207
detailed inthe Irvine independent marine assessment report (2014).
Skretting will disclose the Fish Source scores for the marine species use(
the feeds fed over the past 6 months at the time of the ASC dilnilit was
confirmed by Skretting in their declaratiaf 12/3/14).

There is good evidence that Skretting is being proactive in working towar
fulfilling all the ASC requirements; for examgte document ASC detailed
questions 117-13_ASC Response (3p) noted that 8P report released in
May 2013 reportedhat the Peruvian Anchovy (northewgentral stock) was
downgraded to a level that was not compliant with the FishSource score.

However, on the 2%l June 2013 the FishSource score for the Peruvian
northern-central stock [FIP: Peruvian Anchovy (northeentral stock),
Sociedad Nacional de Pesqueria] was upgraded and is now compliant wi
ASC standard.

Skretting also commissionethindependentreport by Irvinedeterminingthe
FishSource Scores for the Reduction Fishery speciearthatsed in their
feeds(referto 4.3.2a)
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b I 2y FTANY GKIF G ST Of From the independent report by Irvine (refer 4.3.2a) the FishSource Scor
YR GKS o0A2YIl &a itheReduction Fishery species that are used in feeds at Bruny site:
- Anchovy northerrcentral Peru (meeASC criteria)
- Anchovy Southern Peru / Chilean various units (do not meet ASC criteri
- Jack Mackerel Bycatch Chilean UnittMI{do not meet ASC criteria)
- Chub Mackerel Bycatch Chilean UnitdéM1{do not meet ASC criteria)
Skretting has sup@iR (G KS & LINIBEMREFKPSrShasesiorigin
declaratiorg for marine ingrediens JargDec 2013which shows that these
sources are only used for fish oil. Fish oil is also sourced from the Northg
central Peru anchovy units as well as from New Zehtoki fishery (and
bycatch species) both meet ASC criteria.
Skretting has been sourcing the Sustainable Fisheries Partnership report
0Global Sustainability Overview of South American and Atlantic Fish Stog
'aSR F2NJ CAAKYSIf ,149)R CA &K hAfé
Skretting states they will continue to monitor their Fish Meal & Fish Oil
sources and purchase in line with their Marine Sustainability policy.
Minor non-conformity: Not all ingredients of the feeds used at the MH sites
achieve individual fiseource scores >6.
C If the species is not on the website it| Currently working with Skretting for full compliance.
means that a FishSource assessmer
not available. Client can then take on
or both of the following actions:
1. Contact FishSource via
Sustainable Fisheries Partnerships t(
identify the species as a priority for
assessment.
2. Contract a qualified independen
third party to conduct the assessmen
using the FishSource methodology &
provide the assessment and details ¢
the third party qualifications to the
CAB for review.

4.3.3 Prior to achieving 4.3.1, demonstration of thighrty verified chain of custody and traceability for the batches of

fishmeal and fish oil which are in compliance with 4.3.2.

a Obtain from the feed wspplier Reviewed declaration of third party* audit of Nutrace system (see 4.1.1) 4
documentary evidence that the origir| includes all species used as peB.2a, 4.2.1a, and 4.2.2a.
of all fishmeal and fish oil used in the
feed is traceable via a thixdarty In addition, there is good evidence that Skretting is being proactive in wo
verified chain of custody or towards fulfilling all the ASC requirements. See also 4.3.2a.
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traceability program.
* Undertaken by SGS Australia (as noted inSkeettng declaration of
12/3/14, SGS Australia undertakes CoC Auditd,SGS has been deemed &
suitable CAB @ K S & | Ndackrowledged guditing firm or CAB).

Refer above.

b Ensure evidence covers all the speci
used (as consistent with 4.3.2a, 4.2.]
and 4.2.2a).

4.3.4 Feed containing fishmeal and/or fish oil originating from-pyoducts [69] or trimmings from IUU [70] catch or from

fish species that are categorized as vulnerable, endangered or critically endangered, according to the IUCN Red List (

Threatened Species [71]

Compile and maintain, consistent wit
4.2.1a and 4.2.2a, a list of the fishery
of origin for all fishmeal and fish oil
originating from byproducts and
trimmings.

{INBOGAYIQa I LIINR PSR & dzLILX APSliNy (théNJ
Nutreco Sustainable Procurement Policy for Marine Products Version 20!
4p). This policy states that the species included in the fish meal and fish
does not originate from lllegal, Unregulated and Unreported (IUU) catch.
Each supplier aharine raw materials purchased by Skretting is required t(
sign a statement.

The independent report by Irvine (refer 4.3.2a) summarises these FM & H
sources. This will continued to be declared to Ta@ka was confirmed by
Skretting in their declation of 12/3/14).

Obtain a declaration from the feed
supplier stating that no fishmeal or
fish oil originating from IUU catch wal
used to produce the feed.

Reviewed declarations from the three largest suppliers for Skretting feeds
These indicate thaishmeal or fish oil do not originate from 1UU catch

Obtain from the feed supplier
declaration that the meal or oil did ng
originate from a species categorized
vulnerable, endangered or critically
endangered, according to the IUCN
Red List of Th@ened Species and
explaining how they are able to
demonstrate this (i.e. through other
certification scheme or through their
independent audit).

The Nutreco Sustainable Procurement Policy for Marine Products does n
yet include vulnerable level, onndangered or critically endangered. The
Skretting declaration (17/10/13) states that from now onwards any new
marine ingredients purchased require the supplier to fill in a new marine
origin declaration includinthat vulnerable speciewill not be usedaccording
to the IUCN Red List. If itiken a regional assessment using IUCN
methodology or equivalent is to be carried out to demonstrate compliance

Email from Skretting 13/1/14 that there are currently no new vulnerable
declarations.

If meal o oil originated from a specie:
fAA0GSR a a@dzZ ySI
documentary evidence to support the
exception as outlined in [72].

hyfeé a2d2NOS 2F alLlSOASa GKIFdG gl &
bigeye tunahowever, tuna from the Easten Pacific Ocean meet the
requirements of Criterion 4.3 of the ASC Salmon Standard. Refer to Ann
for the IUCN regiondhdependent assessment of this species from the EP
¢tKS aiG201 adlridza 2F oA3SesS Ay (K
oveNF A AKSRé X o0dzi GKS L!/b tA&GAY3
population. Therefore, there is further need for investigation. In order to
ascertain if bigeye Tuna (BET) from the EPO is ecologically sustainable,
Irvine highly recommended a more thargh assessment for this species
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using the MSC standard and methodology. Skretting has noted this and i
collecting more evidence.

4.4 Source of nommarine raw materials in feed
4.4.1 Presence and evidence of a responsible sourcing policy for the festlfacturer for feed ingredients that comply
with recognized crop moratoriums [75] and local laws [76]

Compile and maintain a list of all feet
suppliers with contact information.
(See also 4.1.1a)

Tassal Responsible Sourcing Policy (@34 issue B/1/14, 1p) states
GTassal supports efforts to shift feed manufacturers purchases of fishmea
fish oil to fisheries certified under a scheme that is an ISEAL mendoer
equivalent approved schenamd has guidelines that specifically promote
responsile environmental management of small pelagic fisheriesssal
supports efforts to shift feed manufacturers' purchases of soya to soya
certified under the Roundtable for Responsible Soy (RTRS) or eqéivhlent

Both Skretting & Ridley are in the Tassal appd Supplier System, howeve
for BRUNY only Skretting is used (Ridley was used in the 11YC & 12YC)

Refer also to 4.1.1.

Obtain from each feed manufacturer
copy of the manufacturer's
responsible sourcing policy for feed
ingredients showing how theompany
complies with recognized crop
moratoriums and local laws.

The 17/10/13 declaration also states that Skretting has a responsible souy
policy that applies to nomarine feed ingredients (for soy refer 4.4.2). The
Nutreco general Vendor Policydrsion 2010, 4p) has a section (p4) that is
signed by the vendaand states they will abide by the laws and regulations
the country or region that governs their business activities (this was
confirmed by Skretting in their declaration of 12/3/14).

Revewed all signed Vendor copies.

Confirm that third party audits of feec
suppliers (4.1.1c) show evidence thal
supplier's responsible sourcing polici

are implemented.

Refer 4.1.1c and above.

4.4.2 Percentage of soya or soyierived ingredients in he feed that are certified by the Roundtable for Responsible Soy
(RTRS) or equivalent. Requirement: 100%, within five years of the publication [78] of the SAD standards

Prepare a policy stating the company
support of efforts to shift feed
manufactuers' purchases of soya to
soya certified under the Roundtable
for Responsible Soy (RTRS) or
equivalent.

¢lFaalfQada wSallky aA-BlDSR is§ueldMINA ipPstates? |
GTassal supports efforts to shift feed manufacturers purchases of fishmea
fish oil to fisheries certified under a scheme that is an ISEAL memder
equivalent approved schenaad has guidelines that specifically promote
responsible environmental management of small pelagic fishefiassal
supports efforts to shift feeshanufacturers' purchases of soya to soya
certified under the Roundtable for Responsible Soy (RTRS) or egéivhlent

Currently working with SkrettingNutreco Sustainable Procurement Policy
for Soy Products (Version 2010, 4p) includes preference for FSHR&ting
are not purchasing any RTRS at present (only small qualities available). ]
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Procurement Policy includes policy for noertified soy with mandatory
procedures similar to those in the RTRS.

Prepare a letter stating the farm's
intent to source feed containing soya
certified under the RTRS (or
equivalent)

Confirmed by Tassal in email sent on 8/1/14 to Skretting including copy 9
Standard and details on requirements (signed by Head of Sustainability)
Feed Supplier Notification Letter (1pkinding intention to source soya from
RTRS or equivalent.

Notify feed suppliers of the farm's
intent (4.4.2b).

Refer above.

Obtain and maintain declaration from
feed supplier(s) detailing the origin o]
soya in the feed.

Only single supplier from B8zil in 2013; Email fromRegional Purchasing
Manager Skretting Australia & Japan 209/13 with informatiarthe Brazilian
supplier of soy produced from 4 states.

Starting on or before June 13, 2017,
provide evidence that soya used in

feed is certifiel by the Roundtable for
Responsible Soy (RTRS) or equivale
[77]

Noted by Tassdthis was also confirmed by Skretting in their declaration o
12/3/14).

4.4.3 Evidence of disclosure to the buyer [79] of the salmon of inclusion of transgenic [80] pd@ntmaterial, or raw
materials derived from transgenic plants, in the feed

Skretting has a naBMO Policy whitis given on page 4 of the Skretting

Obtain from feed supplier(s) a
declaration detailing the content of
soya and other plant raw materials in
feed and whether it is transgenic.

Quiality Assurance document (ref 31.12.01, Version 03, 4p) which states
GaAyOS WLy® wnnn {{NBUGGAYy3a KI &S
aquaculture feeds

Except for soy and wheat gluten, all vegjgle raw materials are purchased
from Australian sources.

For all products sourced from Australia a declaration from the suppliers Q
YFEYlF3ISNI OWFY QmMHI ML 61 & LINROJAR
any GMOs and have not been subject to &myn of radiation.

For the soy sourced from Brazil, a copy of the-@MO certification was
provided(this was confirmed by Skretting in their declaration of 12/3/14)

Disclose to the buyer(s) a list of any
transgenic plant raw material in the
feed and maintain documentary
evidence of this disclosure. For first
audits, farm records of disclosures
must cover > 6 months.

N/A

Inform ASC whether feed contains
transgenic ingredients (yes or no) as
per Appendix VI.

4.5 Nonbiological waste from prodction

N/A
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4.5.1 Presence and evidence of a functioning policy for proper and responsible [83] treatment cbi@ogical waste from

production (e.g., disposal and recycling)

Prepare a policy stating the farm's
commitment to proper and
responsible treement of non
biological waste from production. It
must explain how the farm's policy is
consistent with best practice in the
area of operation.

The Waste Management & Disposal Policy (fM831 9/01/13, 1pjtates the
farm's commitment to proper and respsible treatment of norbiological
waste from production with a Waste Disposal Plan (WDHRy marine
2LISNI GA2ya ¢FaalfQa 2 5 t¢DangeroksIGyoRs &
Hazardous Substances (WHB Issue 3 20/6/13 8p) and the Marine
Operations Wastdanagement Plan (MQ30 Issue 2 6/3/13, 4p); both list
staff roles & responsibilities; both are linked to legislative requirement. T
Bruny MOP for waste flow chart includes various recycled wastes.

Prepare a declaration that the farm
does not dump on-biological waste
into the ocean.

Viewed a declaration stating that Tassal does not dmmgbiological waste
into the ocean.

Environmental Policy (IMB1002 9/01/13, 1p) to minimise environmental
impacts. Marine Operations Waste Management Plan @8 v LJ- 3 S
al GGSNEQ FRSljdz 4§Ste adzyYFNRaSa
objectives to target zero waste in marine environment.

Tassal undertakes at least annual clegns of foreshores in the region. The
Bird Protocols (M€28, 6/3/13, 7p) discusses the timing of the foreshore
rubbish collections to avoid times when shore birds are nesting. The use
coloured ropes (black & grey weave) allows the easy identification of ropg
from Tassal farms.

The Shoreline clean up form for M&2014 for Adams Bay with 2 employe,
collected about 0.7 m3 of rubbish including 15 % Tassal rope, 255 other
and 60 % other rubbish. Pictures included in files. Several-cipsan
conducted on 2014.

Provide a description of the most
common prodation waste materials
and how the farm ensures these was
materials are properly disposed of.

TheBruny MOPS waste flow chart includes

- Site wastes

- Recycling bin (cans, bottles, paper) is also collected for recycling.

- Waste pipe/collar/stanchiofthipped and recycled.

- Waste chain/shackles/metdtdin collection and recycled.

- Feed bags are recycled.

Most of these wastes are collected in skip bins or other methods by Veoli

Provide a description of the types of
waste materials that are recycleg b
the farm.

4.5.2 Evidence that noibiological waste (inc

Provide a description of the most

common production waste materials

Refer to 4.5.2b

uding net pens) from greaut site is either disposed of properly or recycled

Refer to 4.5.1¢c

58



ASC FULL ASSESSMENT REPEESALBruny Island

and how the farm ensures theseaste
materials are properly disposed of.
(see also 4.5.1c)

Provide a description of the types of
waste materials that are recycled by
the farm. (See also 4.5.1d)

BRUNY MOPs waste flow chart shows the disposal & recycling methods
through Veolia, specific recycling includes:
- Feed bags
- Metals including chains, shackles, system pieces
- Cans, bottles, paper
- Plasticg; pipes, stanchions, collars.
1 Feed Bag RecycliadPlasrec

1 Jenkins Hire Pty LigiComposting
Seafish Tasmania SaimByProducts Agreement

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

Email from Head of Sustainability to SCS (8/1/14, 1p) confirndng n
infractions or finas for improper waste disposal received during previous 1
months.

Maintain records of disposal of waste
materials including nepens.

The farm land base has plastic roller bins and separate storage area for (
site wastes. All boats and barges éavheelie bins or plastic bins which arg
emptied into land base skip bin; staff are trained and understand the
importance in using bins provided. Feed bags are collected for recyblatg
Pens- old steel cage pens are disposed of as scrap metal. ®fasts are
dismantled;the steel recycled and plastic chipped and recycled. Any reus
components are reused. Tassal has committed to using cefppemets for
the whole company. Coppdree nets will be reusgor sent to landfill.

Theserecordsargi G KS +S2ft Al /2y a2t ARlaiddSH
showamountsof Cardboard, Comingled Wastes, General Wastes, Oily
Wastes, Liquid Discharge and Compactor Feed.Bags

The blackwater/sewage managed byeolia for treatment/recycling.

Ref

4.6 Energy consumption and greenhouse gas emissions on farms
4.6.1 Records of greenhouse gas (GHG [85]) emissions [86] on farm and evidence of an annual GHG assessment, a

in Appendix V1

Tassal Life Cycle Assessment (LCA) F¥p@11 6& ! Y& 2 KA G S
statesTassalisedatotal of 448,332GJof energy a 2% decrease from
previous year (FY101). The main adributors are fuels and electrical.

a Maintain records for energy
consumptionby source (fuel,
electricity) on the farm throughout
each production cycle.

According to HoS the LCA is to be undertaken every 2 years, extrapolatiq

are to be used in odd years, next is to be July 20ir# 2014; this LCA is to

be finalised before end of 201440S indicated that feed is thBggest input
including emissions costs from transport. Consideration is underway for
export of final productg it has been recognised that sales requiring air
freight considerably adds to GHG. Thus Tassal has determined their Log

Dept. is requied to assist in reducing GHGheir involvement and

improvements are to be documented in the next LCA.
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Companywide, business unit (for example Marine Operations), and on fal
direct energy use and emissions are recorded and calculated for each
financialyear. Records of energy consumption are kept in the spreadsheg
Site Energy Summary 202013.

The spreadsheet Site Energy Summary 22023 shows for FY123 a total
of 2,355,000 kWh for MOPs, and including hatcheries, corporate/admin,
processing a tatl of just over 23,600,000 kWh

The spreadsheet NGER GHG Emissions Threshold Estimator has been
developed by the Aus. Government Clean Energy Regulalis.is used to
determine Scope 1 and Scop&RBG (COR) temissions and GJ E
consumed.Calculatiols shown for BRUN¥gion

Year GHG (CO2)t GJ E consumed
2011/12 889 12,697
2012/13  503.9 7187.91

Minor non-conformity: All data for energy consumption and GE@issions
are amalgamated for each region and there are no specific data for Soldi
Point

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

Tassal Life Cycle Assessment (LCA) F¥p@116& ! Y& 2 KA G S
states atotal of 23,582t CO2ewvasemitted for the whole company, a slight
decrease of 48 t CO2e from previous ye&or FY12/13 the BRUNY Farm u
7,187.91 GJ and produced 503.9 t CO2e.

For theBRUNYegionFY12/13 harvest production cycle, that is for fish
harvested from 11YC (100%) and part 12YC in FY12/1@tahenergy use
was 12,697 GJ & GWP 8&3902¢or the FY12/13 harvest.

Calculate the total weight of fish in
metric tons (MT) produced during the
last production cycle.

Tassal FY112 production cycle was 23,536 MT (FMB2s expected to be
fairly smilar).

For the BRUNY FY12/13 2,424 MT were harvested. Recorded in the
spreadsheet FY123 BRUNY FasBiomass Energy GWP.

Using results from 4.6.1b and 4.6.1c,
calculate energy consumption on the
farm as required, reported as
kilojoule/MT fish/prodiction cycle.

The spreadsheet FY-I3 BRUNY FasBiomass Energy GWP has two
assumptions including: a. Year Class growing period on farm is from
beginning of Smolt input to end of class harvest (i.e. 18 morths)
production cycle; b. all farm energy ugagcross relevant financial years, ig
apportioned to year class production cycle based on % of farm biomass
water at the end of the FY and % biomass harvested at the end of the FY

FunctionalUnit CEOGJ) GWP(t CO2e)
Pertonneliveweight  2.84 0.19
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Submit results of energy use
calculations (4.6.1d) to ASC as per
Appendix VI.

The client has submitted data/information to ASC.

Ensure that the farm has undergone
an energy use assessment that was
done in compliance with requirement
of Appendx \A1.

in Appendix V1

Tassal Life Cycle Assessment (LCA) FX2@11 0 e

Maintain records of greenhouse gas
emissions on the farm.

4.6.2 Records of greenhouse g&HG [85]) emissions [86] on farm and evidence of an annual GHG assessment, as ou

Of this, 38 per cent (9,038CO2eWwere scope 1 emissions from the use of
fuels on site and in fleet vehicles. A further 18 per cent (4{3202e) were
scope 2 emissions from the use of electricity with the remainder classed
scope 3. Majorit of the scope 3 emissions were attributable to the
transportation undertaken by contractors (7,37202e) as well as the smol
sourced fromSALTASNd the GHGs released in the production of inputs s
as diesel fuel.

l'Yeé 2KAGS

states atotal of 23,582t CO2ewnvasemitted, a slight decrease of 48 t CO2e
from previous year.

The spreadsheet FYIB BRUNY FarsBiomass Energy GWP records farm
emissions; Site Energy Summary 2QB2ecords energy use and GHG
emission calculations.

At least annuajl, calculate all scope 1
and scope 2 GHG emissions in
compliance with Appendix-Y.

Tassal Life Cycle Assessment (LCA) F¥p@110& ! Y& 2 KA G S
states that38 per cent (9,038 t CO2@ere scope 1 emissions from the use
fuels on site and ifleet vehicles.A further 18 per cent (4,329 t CO2e) werg
scope 2 emissions from the use of electricity with the remainder classed
scope 3.

According to the spreadsheet F¥12 BRUNY FasBiomass Energy GWP
records farm emissions; for FY12/13 thed B Farm used 8,561 GJ and
produced 605 t CO2e.

For GHG calculations, select the
emission factors which are best suite
to the farm's operation. Document thi
source of those emissions factors.

Completed folFY12/13ocumenting theemissions factors.

For GHG calculations involving
conversion of nofCQ gases to CO
equivalents, specify the Global
Warming Potential (GWP) used and |
source.

GHG calculations have been provided inclugiog-CQ gases to CO
equivalents, specifying the Global Warmirggghtial (GWP) used and its
source.

Submit results of GHG calculations
(4.6.2d) to ASC as per Appendix VI.

Completed foFY12/13.The client has submitted data/information to ASC.

Ensure that the farm undergoes a GH
assessment as outlined in Appx \/

1 at least annually

4.6.3 Documentation of GHG emissions of the feed [87] used during the previous production cycle, as outlined in App

Completed foFY12/13.The client has submitted data/information to ASC.

61



Obtain from feed supplier(s) a
declaration detailing the GHG
emissions of the feed (per kg feed).

V, subsection 2. Requirement:e¥, within three years of the publication [88] of the SAD standards (i.e. by June 13, 201

ASC FULL ASSESSMENT REPEESALBruny Island

The Skretting Declaration (17/10/13) states that after Jubg&52they will
declare GHG emission of the feed (per kg of feed).

According to Ho&irther substitution of FM & FO methodology will see
further reductions in GHG. The use of a Tasmania feed producer is also
important in reducing GHG due to transport (aftative manufacturer is ovel
24 hrs. freight time away (southern QId.).

Multiply the GHG emissions per unit
feed by the total amount of feed from
each supplier used in the most recen
completed production cycle.

Noted by Tassal.

If client has morettan one feed
supplier, calculate the total sum
emissions from feed by summing the
GHG emissions of feed from each
supplier.

Noted by Tassal.

Submit GHG emissions of feed to AS
as per Appendix VI.

4.7 Nontherapeutic chemical inputs

Noted by Tassal

Tassal Life Cycle Assessment (LCA)JIE¥P@ o0& ! Y& 2 KAGS
states¢ I a &FIIStSaR#EOA footprint is significantligherthan those used
for overseas salmonid culturkelS YA & aA 2y a LISNI (2yy $
CO2e) being doubkhat of the UK, which is the highest of alltbe studies
(0.09t CO2e), and more thaour times those of the Chilean industry (004
CO2e) which is the lowesmajority ofthis comes from byroducts
However,Tassal has a far higher degree offsgducts (52%) than all other
salmon feeds reviged with the closest being Chile 2F per cent and the UK
at 20 per cent However the impacts are much higher on account of the
feeds being responsible for 87 per centeofergy use, 90 per cent of GHG
emissions and 15 per cent of eutrophication perrernf HOG.

4.7.1 For farms that use coppédreated nets, evidence that nets are not cleaned [92] or treated in situ in the marine

environment

Prepare a farm procedure for net
cleaning and treatment that describe|
techniques, technologies, use of off
site facilities, and record keeping.

N/A ¢ copper based treatments are not used on nets.

¢KS {dzaldlAylloAfAde wSLERNI QmH 0LJ
companywide to stop using antifoulants on all farms by ehBY2014, in fac
the last net (at Dover) was removed on 25/3/14.

There are no antifouled nets 8RUNY There arelans for FY16 faound
120spens to use Kikko nets. All nets cleaned in situ by Plastic Fabricatio
water jet fan and crawler, with iaflat pipe for vacuumed wastes to be
released directly onto sea flogmounted on the cleaningesseMarine
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Inspector & Cleaner.

Maintain records of antifoulants and
other chemical treatments used on
nets.

Email from Head of Sustainability to SG&®&/14, 1p) confirming that no
copperbased or other antifoulants are used on netBRUNYthus Farm is
exempt from Indicator Press release on 25/3/14 for final net to be taken
from Dover.

Tassal have negotiated a plan of attack with EPA for HaWetrSlab,
looking for a disposal options for contaminated nets, soils and sludges frg
cleaning; this includes a long term program moving nets from other stora
sites.

Declare to the CAB whether copper
based treatments are used on nets.

N/A

If capper-based treatments are used,
maintain documentary evidence (see
4.7.1b) that farm policy and practice

does not allow for heavy cleaning of

coppertreated nets in situ.

N/A

Inform ASC whether copper
antifoulants are used on farm (yes of]

no) as per Appndix VI.

Declare to the CAB whether nets are
cleaned odand.

4.7.2 For any farm that cleans nets at #and sites, evidence that netleaning sites have effluent treatment

N/A

Email from Head of Sustainability to SCSG (8/1/14, 1p) confirming dreate
nets are not cleaned on land at BRUNY or any other sites (refer 4.7.2a); 1
Farm is exempt from Indicator.

If nets are cleaned oland, obtain
documentary evidence from each ne|
cleaning facility that effluent
treatment is in place.

N/A

If yes b 4.7.2b, obtain evidence that
effluent treatment used at the
cleaning site is an appropriate
technology to capture of copper in

effluents.

N/A

4.7.3 For farms that use copper nets or copgeeated nets, evidence of testing for copper level in the sedimeutside of
the AZE, following methodology in AppendixLI

Declare to the CAB whether the farm
uses copper nets or coppéreated
nets. (See also 4.7.1c). If "no",
Indicator 4.7.3 does not apply.

Email from Head of Sustainability to SCS (8/1/14ctpjirming that copper
nets are not used iIBRUNYegion (thusFarm is exempt from Indicator).

The Copper remediation study through TSGA and the Top Line Survey s
that Tassal are still participating in work to treat sediments contaminagion
responsilbe followrup on issues is being planned.
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If "yes" in 4.7.3a, measure and recor{ N/A
copper in sediment samples from the
reference stations specified in 2.1.1d
and 2.1.2c which lie outside the AZE
If "yes" in 4.7.3a, maintain records off N/A
testing mettods, equipment, and
laboratories used to test copper level
in sediments from 4.7.3b.
4.7.4 Evidence that copper levels [94] are < 34 mg Cu/kg dry sediment weight
Inform the CAB whether: Email from Head of Sustainability to SCSG (8/1/14, 1p) confirming exemy
1) farm is exempt from Indicator 4.7.4 from 4.7.4 (refer 4.7.3a) as rmocides used by the farm in net antifouling
(as per 4.7.3a), or
2) Farm has conducted testing of
copper levels in sediment.
Provide evidence from measuremeni N/A
takenin 4.7.3b that copper levels are
< 34 mg Cu/kg dry sediment weight.
LT O2LIISNI £ S@St a |NA
Cu/kg dry sediment weight, provide
evidence the farm tested copper
levels in sediments from reference
sites as described in Appendik (also
see Indicators 2.1.1 and 2.1.2).
Analyseresults from 4.7.4t0 show N/A
the background copper concentratior
as measured at three reference sites
in the water body.
Submit data on copper levels in N/A
sediments to ASC as per Appendix
4.7.5 Evidence that the type of biocides used in net antifouling are rgwed according to legislation in the European
Union, or the United States, or Australia

Identify all biocides used by the farm| N/A refer 4.7.3a.
in net antifouling.
Compile documentary evidence to | N/A
show that each chemical used in
4.7.5a is approvedccording to
legislation in one or more of the
following jurisdictions: the European

Union, the United States, or Australic

Principle 5: Manage Disease
5.1 Survival and health of farmed fish
5.1.1 Evidence of a fish health management plan for tdentification and monitoring of fish diseases and parasites

a Prepare a fish health management pl§ Received Fish Health Management PMI@-780 Farm Disease Manageme
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that incorporates components related
to identification and monitoring of fish
disease and parasites. This plan may
part of a more comprehensive farm
planning document.

and Biosecurity ProtocaklO-780/1.

Ensure that the farm's current fish
health management plan was reviewe
and approved by the farm's designate
veterinarian.

Reviewed position descriptions for Alistair Brown (AB)Gontract
+SGSNAYINAIY CAAK | SIHfGK O6RFGSR
aspects of operational proceduresd Carlos Zarza (CZ) Senior Manager |
| SIfGK oWy ® QwmHrrontiait)wkd\@mReesifigh héaltiN,
and welfare strategy.

Tassal's Database is now used for electronic approvals of documents.
Reviewed screenshots of database showing dates and approval of relev
person.

5.1.2 Site visits by a designated veterinani#l6] at least four times a year, and by a fish health manager [97] at least onc

month

Maintain records of visits by the
designated veterinarian and fish healt
managers.

Received record of farm site visits by Alistair Brown. In total 1 visit was
conducted in 2013 and 9 in 2014.

Reviewed a new site visit planner for both the designated veterinarian ar|
fish health manager for 2014. Staff interviews confirmed that site visits a
planned more frequently for the company vet in the future.

Minor non-conformity: During the last 2 years, visits by the company vet
were not conducted quarterly. This will be reviewed at the first surveillan
audit.

Maintain a current list of personnel
who are employed as the farm's
designated veterinarian(s) andliis
health manager(s).

Reviewed current list of personnel who are employed as the farm's
designated veterinarian and fish health manager at onsite visit. Position
fish health technician has been filled. FH officer active and was interview
at farms.

Maintain records of the qualifications
of persons identified in 5.1.2b.

5.1.3 Percentage of dead fish removed and

Maintain records of mortality removals
to show that dead fish are removed
regularly and disposed of in a
responsible manner.

CVs of the farm's designated veterinarian and fish health manager have
provided before the onsite audit.

disposed of in a respongillener

Received AQUAVET Pl@perational procedures manual Disposal
Version 2.0, 2009, which discussed responsible disposhbutlines plan for
implementation.

Received M00 Stock, Net Inspection and Mortality Retrieval
¢l aalrft dzasSa acArak ¢rFflée G2 NBO2N

Collect documentation to show that

Received MEl116 Farm Disease Management and Biosecurity Protocol. ¢

disposal methods are in line with

checked with operational procedures (see above).
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practices recommended by fish health
managers and/or relevant legal
authorities.

For any exceptional mortality event
where dead fish were not collected fo
postmortem analysis, keep a written
justification.

All mortalities of the 11 and 12 YC were classified, reviewed reports of p
mortem analyses.

Example: Fish Health report 14/1079, low grade bacterial infection in So
Point cage

1.4 Percentage of modtities that are recorded, classified and receive a poasbrtem analysis

Maintain detailed records for all
mortalities and posinortem analyses
including:

- date of mortality and date of post
mortem analysis;

- total number of mortalities and
number reeiving postmortem
analysis;

- name of the person or lab conductin
the postmortem analyses;

- qualifications of the individual (e.g.
veterinarian, fish health manager);

- cause of mortality (specify disease 0
pathogen) where known; and

- classificatioras 'unexplained' when
cause of mortality is unknown (see
5.1.6).

Received Final reports of examinations conducteé\biynal Health
Laboratory, Department of Primary Industries, Parks, Water and
Environment, Tasmania on a case by case basis (record reli®aese
number 14/0524).

Tassal records all mortalities of the site for each year. Fish health manag
provided records related ttandommortality event in 2013 and 2014
(current and previous production cycles).

Tassal maintains records of all lab refsdhat are associated with any
mortality event that list cause of the mortality event (if determingdjee
5.1.3 c for specific example.

For each mortality event, ensure that

postmortem analyses are done on a

statistically relevant number of fish dn
keep a record of the results.

All farmmortality eventshavefinal examinations reports; see 5.1.3 c for
specific example.

If on-site diagnosis is inconclusive anc
disease is suspected or results are
inconclusive over a-2 week period,

ensure thatfish are sent to an of§ite
laboratory for diagnosis and keep a
record of the results (5.1.4a).

See 5.1.3 c.

Using results from 5.1.3g, classify
each mortality event and keep a recof
of those classifications.

See 5.1.3 c.

Provide additional edience to show

how farm records in 5.1.4d cover all

Database contained list of all evenéd onsite visit linked all farmmortality
events with final examinations reportsesé.1.3 ¢ for specific example.

66



ASC FULL ASSESSMENT REPEESALBruny Island

mortalities from the current and
previous two production cycles (as
needed).

Submit data on numbers and causes
mortalities to ASC.

Calculate the total number of
mortalities that were diagnosed (see
5.1.4) as being related to viral disease

a

5.1.5 Maximum viral diseaseelated mortality [100] on farm during the most recent production cycle

Data was submitted to ASC

N/A ¢ no viral diseasat{ 2 f RRoiBtNIdwever SOMV was diagnosed in
2yS OF3S Ay w20SNIAQ t2Ay0G ORATFT

Combine the results from.5.5a with
the total number of unspecified and
unexplained mortalities from the most
recent complete production cycle.

N/A (see above)

Submit data on total mortality and virg
diseaserelated mortality to ASC.

N/A (see above)

5.1.6 Maximum unexplaineanortality rate from each of the previous two production cycles, for farms with total mortality

B T wSIldANBYSyYyGyY
Use records in 5.1.4a to calculate the
unexplained mortality rate (%) for the
most recent full production cye. If
NI G§S gl a X &2 0 K
5.1.6 does not apply. If total mortality
rate was > 6%, proceed to 5.1.6b.

a

nme: 2F G20Ff Y2NIFfAGASA

x

Received total mortality estimates for 2011 and 2012 which were >6% s
applies.

b Calculate the unexplained mortality
rate (%) foreach of the two production
cycles immediately prior to the curren
cycle. For first audit, calculation must
cover one full production cycle
immediately prior to the current cycle.

Reviewed summary mortality data sheets for year class (YC) 11 and YC
CkaaAFTAOFGA2Yya AyOtdRS GRSO2YLRA
SELX FyFGA2Yy 2F Ol dzaS A  RRAGAZY

Unknown plus decomposed and normal add up to more than 50% of
mortality classification.

Minor nonrconformanceDuring the mosrecent production cycle the
unexplained mortality was more than 40% of total mortalities.

Submit data on maximum unexplaine(
mortality to ASC.

reductions in unexplained mortalities

5.1.7 A farmspecific mortalities reduction program that includes definethnual targets for reductions in mortalities and

Data were submitted to ASC.
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time-series dataset on farrapecific
mortalities rates and unexplained
mortality rates.
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Received time series of mortality ratpsr farm as well as demonstration of
GCAAK ¢l f1¢ G2 GNIO1l FYyR Y2YyAl2N

The time series showed an improvementsafvivalrates from 76.4 to 84 %
from YC11 to YC12.

Use the data in 5.1.7a and advice fror
the veerinarian and/or fish health
manager to develop a mortalities
reduction program that defines annua
targets for reductions in total mortality
and unexplained mortality.

Received specific Fish Health Strategy July 2012 (power point presentat
with spedfic targets for reduction in mortalities as well as Fish health
Strategy Nov. 2013.

Staff interviews conducted onsite confirmed awareness.

Ensure that farm management
communicates with the veterinarian,
fish health manager, and staff about
annual tagets and planned actions to
meet targets.

5.2 Therapeutic treatments

Power point presentations are provided to staff (see above). Staff intervig
conducted onsite confirmed awareness.

5.2.1 Onfarm documentation that includes, at a minimum, detailddformation on all chemicals and therapeutants used
during the most recent production cycle, the amounts used (including grams per ton of fish produced), the dates used
which group of fish were treated and against which diseases, proof of proper dosind,al disease and pathogens

detected on the site

Maintain a detailed record of all
chemical and therapeutant use that
includes:

- name of the veterinarian prescribing
treatment;

- product name and chemical name;

- reason for use (specific disease)

- date(s) of treatment;

- amount (g) of product used;

- dosage;

- MT of fish treated;

- the WHO classification of antibiotics
(also see note under 5.2.8); and

- the supplier of the chemical or
therapeutant.

Received copy of the Dangerous Goods andzétalous Substances Regist
whichis kept on Tassal intranet sitene specific for each region of farming
It notes product name and chemical name as well as reason for use, dat
and amount (g) of product used.

Receivedietailed record of all therapgant use for each farm site. The las
time antibiotisg SNB dzaSR 4 . w! b, {2fcRASH
trimethoprim for enteric vibriosisand no antibiotics have been used since
Tassal has full traceability in place for therapeutants used, whichtested
during the Macquarie Harbour site audit. Fish health reports were
successfulljinked to treatment recordghat showname of vet, dosage, MT
of fish treatedand prescription.

Also received copy of WHO classification of antibiotic.

If not aready available, assemble
records of chemical and therapeutant
use to address all points in 5.2.1a for
the previous two production cycles. F¢
first audits, available records must

See above 5.2.1 a.
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cover one full production cycle
immediately prior to the current cycle.

Submit information on therapeutant
use (data from 5.2.1a) to ASC.

Information of antibiotic usend other therapeutantsvas submitted to ASC

5.2.2 Allowance for use of therapeutic treatments that include antibiotics or chemicals @& banned [103] in any of the

primary salmon producing or importing countries

a

Prepare a list of therapeutants,
including antibiotics and chemicals,
that are proactively banned for use in
food fish for the primary salmon
producing and importing couries
listed in [104].

3

+ u
y Ay
Permit for use of Oxytetracyclif® TCYPER#9964 expired 30/06/1&hich

iSWHO listed. Received documentation to show regucof OTC use from
2007-2013 and no use since 2010.

w
t

Z W
X< Uy
o™
> ()

OSAOSR !t+ta! (A&
BPRAZOAYI ! yAYL T &

Maintain records of voluntary and/or
mandatory chemical residue testing
conducted or commissioned by the
farm from the prior and current
production cycles.

Percentage of medication events that

Obtain prescription for all therapeutan
use in advance of application from the
farm veterinarian (or equivalent, see
[96] for definition of veterinarian).

Received copy of residue monitoring prograescription and results that
SARDI conducts for Tasmanian Salmonid @rawssociation (TSGA) 2011
201 and 20122013 Thesereport demonstrates that Tassal Group Limi
through the TSGA program hasccessfully participated in a SARDI
residue monitoringprogram for 20122013 and thigprogram has been:
recognised by DAFF Biosecurity as an approved residue monitorin
program;and has met all requirements set under Council Directive
96/23/EC.

are prescribedabyeterinarian

WSPOASH6SR SEIFYLXS FNRBY ! dadzAld HAwm
registered vet Or. Alistair Brown) for Trimethoprirand dates in advance of
application and after formal health report was received.

Maintain copies of all prescriptions an
records of veterinarian responsible for
all medication events. Records can be
keptin conjunction with those for 5.2.1
and should be kept for the current ang
two prior production cycles.

' 5.2.4 Compliance with all withholding periods after treatments

Incorporate withholding perioslinto
the farm's fish health management
plan (see 5.1.1a).

Confirmed that detailed, specific records are kept.

Received Fish Health Management Rie&8outh East (Doc # MO175, 16.4.1
which mentions withholding periods, which would be specific for each
treatment/ medication. Doc # MO110 states that hanessstock, which falls
within a period of two times the stated withdrawal period, will be tested fc
antibiotic residues. Interviews with farm staff at onsite audit will be requir
to confirmed correctimplementation.
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Compile and maintain documentation
on legallyrequired withholding periods
for all treatments used offiarm.
Withholding period is the time interval
after the withdrawal of a drug from the
treatment of the salmon before the
salmon can be harvested for use as
food.

According to Tassal, theare nolegallyrequired withholdingperiodsgiven
the treatments administered

This was confirmed during interviews with staffdwith the company vet in
Hobart. The veterinarians are knowledgeable about clearance rates.

Show compliance with all iiholding
periods by providing treatment record
(see 5.2.1a) and harvest dates for the
most recent production cycle.

Appendix VII

Using farm data for therapeutants
usage (5.2.1a) and the formula
presented in Appendix VII, calculate t
cumulative parasiticide treatment
index (PTI) score for the most recent
production cycle. Calculation should b
made and updated on an ongoing bag
throughout the cycle by farm manage
fish health manager, and/or
veterinarian.

5.2.5 Maximum farm level cumulative parasiticide treatment index (PTI) score as calculated according to the formula i

Doc # MO110 states that a harvested stock, which falls within a period o
times the stated withdrawal period, will be tested for #ibtic residuesThe
veterinarians are knowledgeable about clearance rates whichwilas
confirmed at onsite audit.

N/A ¢ no parasitetreatment usedat BRUNY

PTI score to ASC as per Appendix VI,
pdHdc C2NJ FI N¥a gAGK

Provide the auditor with access to N/A
records showing how the farm

calculated the PTI score.

Submit data on farm level cumulaé N/A

I OdzydzZt F iABS t¢L x c AY

at least 15% less that of the average of the two previous production cycles
('within five years of the publication of the SAD staadl (i.e. by June 13, 2017)

Review PTI scores from 5.2.5a to
RSGSNX¥AYS AT Odzyd
most recent production cycle. If yes,
proceed to 5.2.6b; if no, Indicator 5.2.
does not apply.

N/A ¢ no parasite treatment usedt BRUNY

Using reslis from 5.2.5 and the weight
of fish treated (kg), calculate
parasiticide load in the most recent

N/A
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production cycle.

Calculate parasiticide load in the two
previous production cycles as above
(5.2.6b) and compute the average.
Calculate the percerdifference in
parasiticide load between current cycl
and average of two previous cycles. R
first audit, calculation must cover one
full production cycle immediately prior
to the current cycle.

N/A

As applicable, submit data to ASC on
parasiticide dad for the most recent
production cycle and the two previous

production cycles (Appendix VI).

5.2.7 Allowance for prophylactic use of antimicrobial treatments

Maintain records for all purchases of
antibiotics (invoices, prescriptions) for
the curent and prior production cycles

N/A

Received records of all antibiotics purchased (medicine stocks2012) for
the whole company as well as total amounts of antibiotics used for indivi
farms with details about dosage and duration of treatments.

Maintain a detailed log of all

Receivedietailed record of all therapeutant use for BRUNY site. No

treatments (#) of antibiotics used
during the current and prior productiof
cycles (see also 5.2.9).

5.2.8 Allowance for use of antibiotics listed as critically importafot human medicine by the World Health Organization

Maintain a current version of the WH(
list of antimicrobials critically and
highly important for human health.

medicationrelated events (seealso | YiAoA20A0a KIFI @S 0SSy dzaSR Fid (K
5.2.1aand 5.2.3)
Calculate the total amour(g) and b2 FYGAoA2GA0 KIFa 06SSy dzaASR 4G

Received copy of current WHO list of critically important for human healt
medicine.

If the farm hashot used any antibiotics
listed as critically important (5.2.8a) in
the current production cycle, inform
the CAB and proceed to schedule the
audit.

b2 FyUAOA2GAOa dzaSR I a

If the farmhasused atibiotics listed as
critically important (5.2.8a) to treat any
fish during the current production

cycle, inform the CAB prior to

N/A
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scheduling audit.

If yes to 5.2.8c, request an exemption
from the CAB to certify only a portion
of the farm. Prior to he 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 harvest.

Maintain records of all treatments of
antibiotics (see 5.2.1a). For first audits
farm records must cover the current
and immediately prior production
cycles.

5.2.9 Number of treatments of antilptics over the most recent production cycle

N/A

Received records of all antibiotics purchas2dl22013), as well as total
amounts of antibiotics used for all farms with details about dosage and
duration of treatments.

Calculate the total number of
treatments of antibiotics over the mos
recent production cycle.

The total number of treatmentsuting the current production cycle (13YC)
was 0 at theBruny Island farnsite and the last completed cycle (12YC) dio
not receive any treatments either.

5.2.10 If more than one antibiotic treatment is used in the most recent production cycle, demonstratiat the antibiotic
load is at least 15% less that of the average of the two previous production cycles
(Yes, within five years of the publication of the SAD standard (i.e. full compliance by June 13, 2017)

Use results from 5.2.9b to show
whether moee than one antibiotic
treatment was used in the most recen
production cycle. If not, then the
requirement of 5.2.10 does not apply.
If yes, then proceed to 5.2.10b.

There were no antibiotic treatments during the current production cycle
(13YCpr the lag completed production cycle (12YC).

Calculate antibiotic load (antibiotic log
= the sum of the total amount of active
ingredient of antibiotic used in kg) for
most recent production cycle and for
the two previous production cycles. F(
first audit, céculation must cover one
full production cycle immediately prior
to the current cycle.

N/A

Provide the auditor with calculations

showing that the antibiotic load of the
most recent production cycle is at lea
15% less than that of the average of t

N/A
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two previous production cycles.

d Submit data on antibiotic load to ASC

used in production
a Prepare a procedure which dirtes
how the farm provides buyers of its
salmon with a list of all therapeutants
used in production (see 4.4.3b).

5.2.11 Presence of documents demonstrating that the farm has provided buyers of its salmon a list of all therapeutant:

N/A

Reviewed copy dES112 Disclosure to Buyers Proceduiéerapeutant use
Ad O2YYdzyAOF SR (2 ¢l aal f Qaepdatdaagd
34.

Maintain records showing the farm
have informed all buyers of its salmon
about all therapeutants used in

production.

Received copy of Tas€sh RA & Of 2 3 dzZNB (2 0dz2 SNJ L
reviewed the paragraph in Tas€#012 Annual Sstainability Report that
includes the therapeutants used in production.

5.3 Resistance of parasites, viruses and bacteria to medicinal treatments
5.3.1 Biecassay analysis to determine resistance when two applications of a treatment have not produce@xpected

effect
a In addition to recording all therapeutic
treatments (5.2.1a), keep a record of
cases where the farm uses two
successive medicinal treatments.

All records of therapeutic treatments have been kept.

Whenever the farm uses two
successive treatments, keep records
showing how the farm evaluates the
observed effect of treatment against
the expected effect of treatment.

N/A

For any result of 5.3.1b that did not

produce the expected effect, ensure

that a bioassay analysis of retsice is
conducted.

N/A

d Keep a record of all results arising fro
5.3.1c.

harvest of all fish on the site
a Review resultef bio-assay tests
(5.3.1d) for evidence that resistance
has formed. If yes, proceed to 5.3.2b.
no, then Indicator 5.3.2 is not
applicable.

5.3.2 When bieassay tests determine resistance is forming, use of an alternative, permitted treatment, or an immediat¢

N/A

N/A

b When bicassay tests show evidence
that resistance has formed, keep
records showing that the farm tookne

of two actions:

N/A
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- used an alternative treatment (if
permitted in the area of operation); or
-immediately harvested all fish on site

5.4 Biosecurity measures

5.4.1 Evidence that all salmon on the site are a singéar class

Keep records ahe start and end dates
of periods when the site is fully fallow
after harvest.

WSOASHESR NBO2NRa 2yaAridsS ALK FI N
(5/28/14) and confirmed that start and end dates are kept. Usually 1 to 3
months fallow period.

Provide evidence of stocking dates
(purchase receipts, delivery records) t
show that there were no gaps > 6
months for smolt inputs for the curren
production cycle.

Reviewed records onsite (5/28/14). There are mixed year classes due to
of spacan sites.

From Tassal Strategy Day Background document: year class separation
possible at present;

One failed amendmertb expand the farm to enable year class separation
due to ENGO pressure

Minor nonrconformity: Not all fish at theBruny Island fan siteare froma
single year class

5.4.2 Evidence that if the farm suspects an unidentifiable transmissible agent, or if the farm experiences unexplained

increased mortality, the farm has:

1. Reported the issue to the ABM and to the appropriate reagary authority
2. Increased monitoring and surveillance on the farm and within the ABM

3. Promptly made findings publicly available

For mortality events logged in 5.1.4a,
show evidence that the farm promptly
evaluated each to determine whether
it wasa statistically significant increast
over background mortality rate on a
monthly basis. The accepted level of
significance (for example, p < 0.05)
should be agreed between farm and
CAB.

Received TSGA fish health surveillance program and State biosg@tamity
which all include actions and reporting for reportable diseases.

Reviewed information from mortality event in February 2014, Animal Hed
Laboratory ReporiCase number 09/0537, 180 mortalities per day, 25%
mortality, no definitive diagnosis, bpbtentially due to heavy jellyfish
population and concomitant irritation/toxicity to salmon.

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

Unidentified transmissilel agent has not been suspected for any of the
mortality events which was confirmed through interviews with company v
and fish health manager at the onsite meeting.

Proceed to 5.4.2d if, during the most
recent production cycle, either:
- results from5.4.2a showed a

statistically significant increase in

N/A
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unexplained mortalities; or

- the answer to 5.4.2b was 'yes'.
Otherwise, Indicator 5.4.2 is not
applicable.

If required, ensure that the farm takes
and records the following steps:
1) Report tle issue to the ABM
and to the appropriate
regulatory authority;
2) Increase monitoring and
surveillance [117] on the farm
and within the ABM; and
3) Promptly (within one month
make findings publicly
available.

N/A

Submit data to ASC as per Apperdix
about unidentified transmissible agent
or unexplained increases in mortality
applicable).

Evidence of compliance with the OIE

Maintain a current version of the OIE
Aquatic Animal Health Code on site o
ensure staff has access to the most
current version.

N/A

Aquatic Animal Health Code

Received copy AUSTRALIAN AQUATIC VETERINARY EMERGENCY
AQUAVETPLAN Operational procedures manual Disposal Version 2.0, ?
that contains a series ¢&chnical response plans that describe fir@posed
Australian approach to aquatic animal disease incursions.

Develop policies and procedures as

needed to ensure that farm practices
remain consistent with the OIE Aquati
Animal Health Code (5.4.3a) and with
actions required under indicator 5.4.4

5.4.4.
1. the
2. the
3. the

Received the Tasmania St&pecial Emergency Management Plan for
Biosecurity EmergencieNo evidence of company specific policies and
procedures. Need has not be demonstrated yet.

If an Olmotifiable disease is confirmed on the farm, evident®at:

farm has, at a minimum, immediately culled the pen(s) in which the disease was detected
farm immediately notified the other farms in the ABM

farm and the ABM enhanced monitoring and conducted rigorous testing for the disease

4. the farm promptly made findings publicly available

Ensure that farm policies and
procedures in 5.4.3a describe the fou
actions required under Indicator 5.4.4
in response to an Oliotifiable disease
on the farm.
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Inform the CAB if an Otltotifiable
disease has been confirmed on the
farm during the current production
cycle or the two previous production
cycles. If yes, proceed to 5.4.4c. If no
then 5.4.4c and 5.4.4d do not apply.

See above.

If an OlEnotifiable disease was
confirmed on tke farm (see 5.4.4b),
then retain documentary evidence to
show that the farm:

1) immediately culled the pen(s) in
which the disease was detected:;

2) immediately notified the other farm
in the ABM [122]

3) enhanced monitoring and conducte
rigorous testingor the disease; and
4) promptly (within one month) made
findings publicly available.

See above.

Submit data to ASC as per Appendix | N/A
about any Olmotifiable disease that

was confirmed on the farm (if

applicable).

OlEnotifiable disease waafirmed N/A

on the farm, verify notifications were
made to regulatory bodies required
under law and the OIE Aquatic Anima
Health Code.
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PRINCIPLE 6: DEVELOP AND OPERATE FARMS IN A SOCIALLY RESPONSIBLE MANNER
6.1 Freedom of association and collectibargaining

6.1.1 Evidence that workers have access to trade unions (if they exist) and union representative(s) chosen by themse

without managerial interference

Workers have the freedom to join any
trade union, free of any form of
interference fom employers or
competing organizations set up or
backed by the employer.

The Tassal Marine Operations Enterprise Agreeridémtkplace
Partnerships Agreement (WPA 2014, 36p) was negotiated by the

ldzZaGNI EALY 22N] SNEQ | yA 2ayse 83loftHe V)
2t1 | O1ly2e6fSR3ISA 62NJISNEQ NRIKI]

Freedom of Association is also recognized in practice, with both work
and AWU representatives confirming that workers at Tassal are able
freely exercise their right to Freeth of Association.

The AWU has access to workers onsite, and this was confirmed throy
interviews with AWU, workers and Tassal.

Union representatives are chosen by
workers without managerial
interference. ILO specifically prohibits
Gl Ol a gdesigiated to pridinote
the establishment of worker
organizations or to support worker
organizations under the control or
SYLX 28 SNE 2NJ SYLJX

AWU is independent of Tassal, and all AWU representatives are chog
without any influence fronTassal, or managerial interference.

Trade union representatives have acce
to their members in the workplace at
reasonable times on the premises.

It was confirmed that union representatives visit workers onsite. This
confirmed by workers (membeend normembers), management
representatives and AWU.

Be advised that workers and union
representatives (if they exist) will be
interviewed to confirm the above.

Employment contract explicitly states
the worker's right of freedom of
association.

6.1.2 Evidence that workers are free to form organizations, including unions, to advocate for and protect their rights

Workers (union members and namion members) and AWU
representatives were interviewed ievaluating these indicators.

The Tassal Mane Operations Enterprise Agreemenorkplace
Partnerships Agreemerf¥WPA 201114, 36p)which is the employment
contract for nonmanagerial staff, is negotiated by AWU, a union
AYRSLISYRSYyG 2F ¢l aalfo ¢KS 2¢t!
in the Tassal workplace.

Employer communicates that workers
are free to form organizations to
advocate for and protect work rights
(e.g. farm policies on Freedom of
Association; see 6.12.1).

Freedom of association is communicated in the WPA, and workers
understand that they are free to organize as a way to protect work rig

Be advised that workers will be

Workers interviewed confirmed the above criteria.
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interviewed to confirm the above.

6.1.3 Evidence that workers are free and able to bargaifiexively for their rights

Local trade union, or where none exist
a reputable civikociety organization,
confirms no outstanding cases against
the farm site management for violation
2F SYLX 28SSaQ TNB
and collective bargaining ri¢gh

AWU representatives confirmed that there are no outstanding cases
against Tassal farm site management related to violations of freedom
association and collective bargaining rights.

Employer has explicitly communicated
commitment to ensure theollective
bargaining rights of all workers.

The Tassal WPA is a collective bargaining agreement and was negot
o0& 12! 2y O6SKIfFT 2F g2N]JSNED ¢K
freedom of association and collective bargaining. AWU will negatiate
new WPA on behalf of Tassal workers later in 2014, as the current W
will expire on October®12014.

There is documentary evidence that

workers are free and able to bargain

collectively (e.g. collective bargaining
agreements, meeting minutes, or

complaint resolutions).

6.2 Child labor

a

a

6.2.1 Number of incidences of childbor

In most countries, the law states that
minimum age for employment is 15
years. There are two possible
exceptions:

- in developing countries where the leg
minimum age may be set to 14 years
(see footnote 125); or

- in countries where the legahinimum
age is set higher than 15 years, in whig
case the legal minimum age of the
country is followed.

If the farm operates in a country where
the legal minimum ages is not 15, then
the employer shall maintain
documentation attesting to this fact.

The Tassal WPA is a collective bargaining agreement. AWU will negc
a new WPA on behalf of Tassal workers later in 2014, as the current
will expire on October®12014.

Theminimum age for fultime employment in Tasmania is 16, and for
hazardous work the minimum age is 18. At the time of the audit at
chaalfQa Nbzye aAiGST GKSNB ¢ SNE

Minimum age of permanent workers is

The minimum age for futime employment in Tasmania is 16. At the tir

15 or older (except isountries as noted A5 WS easa i Gl eel 1 Ol Mk =
employed.

above).

Employer maintains age recordsfor [ ¢ I aal f Q& | dzYly wSaz2dz2NDSa RSLI NI

employees that are sufficient to
demonstrate compliance.

6.2.2 Percentage of young workers that are protected

Young workers are apppriately
identified in company policies & trainin

copy files relating to all workers. These files include age records for a
employees.

'd GKS GAYS 2F GKS FdzRAG Fd ¢ §
under 18, who was 17 years of age. Training andleympent records for
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programs, and job descriptions are
available for all young workers at the
site.

this worker were available, including a job description.

All young workers (from age 15 to less
than 18) are identified and their ages
are confirmed with copies of IDs.

The only young worker onsite at Bruny is identified and agebban
O2yFANXYSR (GKNRdzZZK | O2L® 2F KAJ

Daily records of working hours (i.e.
timesheets) are available for all young
workers.

The employer maintains records of working hours for the young workg

For young workers, the combined Hai
transportation time and school time an
work time does not exceed 10 hours.

The young worker has finished schooling.

Young workers are not exposed to
hazards [129] and do not perform
hazardous work [130]. Work on floating
cages in poor weather cortains shall
be considered hazardous.

The young worker is exposed to minor hazards through his daily dutig
but he does not perform any inherently hazardous or higk work, as
required by law. This worker has not been involved in any incidents.

Be alvised that the site will be inspecte
and young workers will be interviewed
to confirm compliance.

6.3 Forced, bonded or compulsory labor

6.3.1 Number of incidences dbrced, bonded or
The Tassal WPA and Lest@f Offer for individual employees are clearly

Contracts are clearly stated and
understood by employees. Contracts d
not lead to workers being indebted (i.e
y2 WLl e G2 62N]Q

contractors or training credit programs

The site was inspected and the young worker was interviewed to con
compliance.

compulsory labor
stated and ensure that workers are not indebted to Tassal, or forced i

non-voluntary labor. Worker interviews confirmed that workers
understand their contracts.

Employees are free to leave workplace
and manage their own time.

Tassal workers are engaged in voluntary employment and may resigr
any time. During working hours employees are free to leave the
workplace within reason and workers manage their own time to the
extent possible.

Employerdod y 20 @A 0KK?Z
original identity documents.

Tassal does not hold any original identity documents belonging to
employees.

Employer does not withhold any part o
G2N]SNEQ &l fFNARSa
documents in order to oblige them to
continue working for employer.

Tassal workers are engaged in voluntary employment and Tassal dog
withhold any pay, benefits, property or documents as a way to oblige
continued employment.

Employees are not to be obligated to
stay in job to repay debt

Tassal workers are engaged in voluntary employment and Tassal dog
oblige continued employment through debt.

Maintain payroll records and be advise
that workers will be interviewed to

Payroll records were reviewed and workersre interviewed to confirm
compliance with these criteria.

confirm the above.
6.4 Discrimination

6.4.1 Evidence of comprehensive [134] and proactive atiticrimination policies, procedures and practices
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Employer has written ardiiscrimination
policy in place, statig that the company
does not engage in or support
discrimination in hiring, remuneration,
access to training, promotion,
termination or retirement based on
race, caste, national origin, religion,
disability, gender, sexual orientation,
union membership, piical affiliation,
age or any other condition that may giv
rise to discrimination.

Tassal has a Harassment, Bullying and Discrimination Policy? 1008
9/01/13 3p); Harassment, Bullying and Discrimination Procedurel R
13/03/13 6p) and Code of Cduact Policy (IM$1046 9/01/13 3p); These
R20dzySyida adlrasS ¢l aaltQa NBaLRy
the forms of discrimination described by this criterion do not occur in {
Tassal workplace.

Employer has clear and transparent
company preedures that outline how
to raise, file, and respond to
discrimination complaints.

¢c-aalftQa | FNFaavySyas . dzZ f eA003 |
13/03/13 6p) outlines this process, which is clear and transparent.

Employer respects the principle efjual
pay for equal work and equal access t¢
job opportunities, promotions and
raises.

The Harassment, Bullying and Discrimination Policy-@if¥®4 9/01/13
3p) and Harassment, Bullying and Discrimination ProcedurdlJaR
MOKNOKMO ¢ LJO spansibilily &nd ¢dménismierit @ dquaN
treatment and opportunity.

All managers and supervisors receive
training on diversity and nen
discrimination. All personnel receive
non-discrimination training. Internal or
external training acceptable if proven
effective.
6.4.2 Number of incidences of discrimiriah

Employer maintains a record of all
discrimination complaints. These
records do not show evidence for
discrimination.

NorRAAONARYAYIlI GA2Y YR RAGSNRERAGESR
training (August 2012), which is provided to all employees. There hav
been no discrimination complaints filed at the Bruny site

Tassal maintains a register of all complaints, includiagrimination
complaints. No discrimination complaints have been madmfaffices or
Bruny (confirmedhrough worker and management interviews and
review of complaints register). The register of any discrimination and
grievance claims is to be included in monthly Board Reports, and det
of any claims are recorded electroalty.

Be advised that worker testimonies wil
be used to confirm that the company
does not interfere with the rights of
personnel to observe tenets or
practices, or to meet needs related to
race, caste, national origin, religion,
disability, gendersexual orientation,
union membership, political affiliation g
any other condition that may give rise t

discrimination.
6.5 Work environment health and safety

Workers were interviewed and it was confirmed by all accounts that
Tassal does not discriminate against, or interfere with, the rights
employees.

6.5.1 Percentage of workers trained in health and safety practices, procedures and policies on a yearly basis
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Employer has documented practices,
procedures (including emergency
response procedurgsand policies to
protect employees from workplace
hazards and to minimize risk of accide
or injury. The information shall be
available to employees.

The WH&S Policies and Procedures Register lists all corpevaie
policies and procedures relating teork place safety and emergency
response. The policies and procedures listed in the register are
maintained and it was confirmed through worker interviews that worke
have access to all of these documents.

Employees know and understand
emergency regonse procedures.

It was confirmed through worker interviews that Tassal workers know
and understand emergency response procedures.

Employer conducts health and safety
training for all employees on a regular
basis (once a year and immediately for
all new employees), including training
on potential hazards and risk
minimization, Occupational Safety and
Health (OSH) and effective use of PPE

6.5.2 Evidence that workers use Personal Protective Equipment (PPE}igéc

Employer maintains a list of all health
and safety hazards (e.g. chemicals).

Health and safety training is ongoing, and is both internal and externz
and it is summarised in the spreadsh&tmmary of internal and externi
training FY13, Tassal Training Matrix and Tassal License Matrix. The
employee induction includes a general health and safety component,
all workers are given more specific and targeted health and safety
training on an agoing basis. Workers must be trained and signed off
Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs) for individual tasks and piece
equipment, and these procedures include identification of hazards an
risks, minimization of those hazards and risks, and figeaper PPE.
Additionally, workers hold licenses and permits for specific tasks that
hightrisk. These licenses and tickets are kept up to date through train
provided by Tassal through external trainers/agencies.

The Licence Matrix records licenand training dates for employees
(some casual) and uses colour codes to highlight stafasexample red
is overdue, yellow signifies due this month, whilst white is current.

As per Dangerous Goods and Hazardous Substancesi{V0HSsue 2
132/3/13 1p) Tassal maintains the Bruny MOPs Dangerous Goods &
Hazardous Substances Register (last upd&i4/14).

Additionally, there are lists of ngproduct hazards in the Bruny WHS R
Register and High Risk Task Register (6/12/13)

Employer provides workers with PPE
that is appropriate to known health ang
safety hazards.

ThePersonaProtective Eqipment (PPE) Procedur®\({HS12812/3/13
3p) requires that Tassal provides workers with appropriate PPE. It wa
observed and confirmed through worker interviews that this is done ir
practice. All SOPs include PPE requirements and these are followed
workers.

Employees receive annual training in ti
proper use of PPE (see 6.5.1c).

Workers must be trained and signed off on SOPs for individual tasks
pieces of equipment, and these procedures include PPE requirement
SOP training is ongoing.

Beadvised that workers will be

interviewed to confirm the above.

Workers were interviewed to confirm the above criteria.

6.5.3 Presence of a health and safety risk assessment and evidence of preventive actions taken
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Employer makes regular assessmerits
hazards and risks in the workplace. Rig
assessments are reviewed and update
at least annually (see also 6.5.1a).

Tassal has two procedures that outline the practices related to risk ar
hazard assessments: WHS Hazard Identification, Risk Assessment &
Gontrol Procedure (WH$00 17/3/13, 10p); Workplace Health and Safe
Hazard Reporting Procedure (WH®B 24/12/12, 7p). Risks are assesse
on an ongoing basis by management through Monthly Site Inspection
(WHSF136 Issue 2 12/3/13 7p), and by workers, arelcatalogued in
the following registers:

- Bruny MOPs Dangerous Goods & Hazardous Substances Register
updated 8/4/14).

- Bruny WHS Risk Register and High Risk Task Register (6/12/13)

Monthly site inspections are conducted by site management and
quarterly site inspections are conducted by Head office.

Employees are trained in how to identi
and prevent known hazards and risks
(see also 6.5.1c).

Workers are trained on the WHS Hazard Identification, Risk Assessm
Control Procedure (WHB0 17/3/13, 10p) and Workplace Health and
Safety Hazard Reporting Procedure (\AI8 24/12/12, 7p).

Workers are also trained to complete Job Safety Analysis Worksheet:
(JSA) (WHB133 12/3/13, 1p) for planned or scheduled tasks. The JS/
requires workergo list hazards and risk control measures for each ste
a task.

22N SNBE NS GNIAYySR 2y t201S0 V
for nonroutine tasks that are simple in nature and require immediate
attention. Workers are also trained onthié¢ I {1 S p Q LINE O
requires workers to take time to consider the task at hand and the
associated hazards before beginning that task.

Health and safety procedures are
adapted based on results from risk
assessments (above) and changes arg
implemerted to help prevent accidents

Health and safety procedures are updated as new risks are identified
existing risk assessments are updated. This was confirmed through
interviews with management and workers, and through review of the
WH&S Policy & Procetiregister in conjunction with the following
registers:

- Bruny MOPs Dangerous Goods & Hazardous Substances Register
updated 8/4/14).

- Bruny WHS Risk Register and High Risk Task Register (6/12/13)

Monthly site inspections are conducted by sitemagement and
quarterly site inspections are conducted by Head office.

6.5.4 Evidence that all healtrand safetyrelated accidents and violations are recorded and corrective actions are taken
when necessary

Employer records all healtland safety
related accidents.

Tassal has an Incident Reporting and Investigation PolicyRINI&4
9/1/13, 1p) and Incident Reporting and Investigation Procedure AWHS
107 15/3/13, 8p) which outline expectations and process for recording
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health and safety accidenti.was confirmed that this was done in
practice through interviews and review of Incident Reports at Bruny s
office. Accidents are recorded through incident reports and are then
addressed accordingly.

Employer maintains complete
documentation forall occupational
health and safety violations.

All workplace health and safety violations are documented through
incident reports and supporting documentation and this documentatio
is maintained.

Employer implements corrective action
plans in responst any accidents that
occur. Plans are documented and they
include an analysis of root cause, actig
to address root cause, actions to
remediate, and actions to prevent
future accidents of similar nature.

Tassal implements corrective actions in respotasany accidents that
occur. Corrective actions identify immediate actidmat can be taken to
prevent a reoccurrence. They also include an investigation process
including a root cause analysis to identify long term solutions to preve
similar incidence on a permanent basis.

Employees working in departments
where accidents have occurred can
explain what analysis has been done 3
what steps were taken or improvement
made.

Employer maintains documentation to
confirm that all personnel are provided
sufficient insurance to cover costs
related to occupational accidents or
injuries (if not covered under natnal
law). Equal insurance coverage must
include temporary, migrant or foreign
workers. Written contract of employer
responsibility to cover accident costs is
acceptable evidence in place of
insurance.

6.5.6 Evidence that all diving operations are co

Employer keeps records of farm diving
operations and a list of all personnel
involved.

6.5.5 Evidence of employer responsibility and/or proof of insurance (accident or injury) for 100% of worker cost®n
related accident or injury when not covered under national law

Workers who had been directly involved in incidents were able to exp
eachstep of the reporting and corrective action process, and this
explanation aligned with the documentation kept at the Bruny site offi

Tassal has a workers compensation insurance polidgyptioaides full
coverage to all workers for any workplace injury or accident, regardle
the circumstances of the injury or accideqithe Certificate of Currency i
current until 31/3/15.

nducted byeds/who are certified

All divers are direct employees of Tassal, and individual employment
training records are kept accordingly. Dive operations are defined anc
NEO2NRSR I O02NRAYy3 (2 GKS -1 @S
1/07/13, 39p), Dive Plan with DCIEM Worksheet (830 Issue 4
30/04/10, 1 sheet), Prelive Checklist (M@&659 Issue 4 30/04/10, 1p),
and dive log books.

Employer maintains evidence of dive
certification (e.g. copies of certificates)
for each person involved in diving
operations. Divers shall be certified
through an accredited national or
international organization for diver

Copies of current diver licenses for divers heldienwere reviewed. The
divers are accredited through the Australian Diver Accreditation Sche
(ADAS).
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certification.

6.6 Wages
6.6.1 The percentage of workers whose basic wage [136] (before overtime and bonuses) is below the minimum wage

Employer keeps documents show the
legal minimum wage in the country of
operation. If there is no legal minimum
wage in the country, the employer
keeps documents to show the industry
standard minimum wage.

The fulltime minimum wage in Australia is $16.37 per hour, or $622.2
per week. A Level 1 employee at Tassal will receive $22.61 per hour.

Employer's records (e.g. payraihnfirm
that worker's wages for a standard wor
6SS1 66X ny K2dz2NBRO
exceed the legal minimum wage. If the
is no legal minimum wage, the
employer's records must show how the
current wage meets or exceeds indust
standard. If wages are based piece
rate or payper-production, the
employer's records must show how
workers can reasonably attain (within
regular working hours) wages that meeg
or exceed the legal minimum wage.

Entry level employees at Tassal receive $22.61 per hour, which exce
the minimum wage of $16.37 per hour. This was confirmed through
payroll review. There are no piecate wages.

Maintain documentary evidence (e.qg.
payroll, timesheets, punch cards,
production records, and/or utility
records) and be advised that workers
will be interviewed to confirm the
above.

6.6.2 Evidence that the employer is working toward the payment of basic needs wage

Proof of employer engagement with
workers and their representative
organizations, and the use of cost of
living assessments from credible sourg
to assess basic needs wages. Include
review of any national basic needs wag
recommendations from credible source
such as national universities or
gowernment.

Payroll records were reviewed and workers were interviewed to confi
wage rates.

The minimum wage in Australia$46.37 per hour, whicmeets the
RSTAYAGAZ2Y 2F | o0l aArA0 ySSRa gl 3
standard working week should enable workers to meet their basic neg
such as food, clean water, clothes, skeltransport, education, and a
RA&ONBG A 2 yhiipNBwwAss-02 YSE 6
intl.org/index.cfm?fuseaction=Page.viewPage&pagelD=488&parentIL
2#fagld . Tassal pays above the Australian minimum wage level to al
workers.

Employer has calculated the basic nee
wage for farm workers and has
compared it to the basic (i.e. current)
wage for their farm workers.

Tassal already pays above a basic needs wagertcers.

Employer demonstrates how they have
taken steps toward paying a basic nee

wage to their workers.

6.6.3 Evidence of transparency in wagetting and rendering

Wages and benefits are clearly

See above.

Wages and benefits for workers are clearly stated in the Tassal Mari
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articulated to workers and documented
in contracts.

Operations Enterprise AgreemeWworkplace Partnerships Agreement
(WPA 2001114, 36p).

The method for setting wages is clearly
stated and understood by workers.

The mehod for setting wages is clearly stated in the Tassal WPA and
workers understand this.

Employer renders wages and benefits
a way that is convenient for the worker
(e.g. cash, check, or electronic paymer
methods). Workers do not have to trav
to collect benefits nor do they receive
promissory notes, coupons or
merchandise in lieu of payment.

Employees are paid on aWweekly basis through direct deposit to
personal bank accounts.

Be advised that workers will be
interviewed to confirm the above.
6.7 Contracts (labor) including subcontracting

6.7.1 Percentage of workers who have contracts

Employer maintains a record of all
employment contracts.

The above criteria were confirmed through worker interviews.

The Tassal Marine Operations EntésprAgreementVorkplace
Partnerships Agreement (WPA 20014, 36p) is in place for all nen
managerial workers. For managerial workers Tassal maintains individ
employment contracts.

There is no evidence for labonly
contracting relationships or fse
apprenticeship schemes.

All workers are paid for employment according to their respective
employment contract. There are no labonly contracts in place.

Be advised that workers will be
interviewed to confirm the above.

Farm has a policy to ensure that all
companies contracted to provide
supplies or services (e.g. divers,
cleaning, and mainteance) have sociall
responsible practices and policies.

6.7.2 Evidence of a policy to ensure social compliance of its suppliers and contractors

The above criteria wereonfirmed through worker interviews.

ChaaltQa /2yaNI OG2NJI { | TS0082/2M |

MMLIO NBIljdANBa GKFEG azyfte 02y NI
A FSGex ljdza fAdGe YR Sy @AaNERYTASSyY
LINE OSRdzZNB Ffaz2 aidlaSa GKFG a/ 2y

work procedures need not be identical to Tassal procedures but they
YdzA G | FF¥F2NR +y SldAgdrtSyild tSoSt

Producing company has criteria for
evaluating its supplis and contractors.
The company keeps a list of approved
suppliers and contractors.

Tassal evaluates contractors providing supplies and services based ¢
criteria outlined in the Contractor Safety Management Procedure (WH
109 12/12/12, 11p), and maiains a list of the contractors.

Producing company keeps records of
communications with suppliers and

subcontractors that relate to compliang
with 6.7.2.

Tassal provides contractors with the Tassal Contractor Handbook-(W,
F13912/03/13, 18p)which cowers expectations regardingdiscrimination,
harassment & bullying policy, safety & emergency procedures, PPE,
moving vehicles, electrical safety, risk assessment & control, JSAs &
permits, lockout procedures, ladders & working at heights, chemicals
hazardous substances, hygiene & environmental considerations.
Contractors are also provided with the Tassal Contractor Information
Pack, of which there are two type&xisting/Current Contracto¥VHS
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6.8 Conflict resolution

F14012/03/13, 21p) or New Contractor Popalificatin pack(WHSF141
12/03/13, 19p).Contractor activities are tracked through the Tassal
intranet.

6.8.1 Evidence of worker access to effective, fair and confidential grievance procedures

a Employer has a clear labor conflict
resdution policy for the presentation,
treatment, and resolution of worker

grievances in a confidential manner.

¢claalfQa DNRASQGIyYyOS t NBE @RQ5HaR Code
of Conduct Policy (IMB1046 9/01/13, 3p) outline the process for
confidental reporting, treatment and resolution of worker grievances.

Workers are familiar with the company
labor conflict policies and procedures.
There is evidence that workers have fg
access.

Worker interviews confirmed that workers do have fair accesalt of
¢chaalrfQa LRfAOASATI AyOfdzRAY 3 (K
Prevention and Handling Policy (IN#$057); Code of Conduct Policy
(IMSP1046 9/01/13, 3p), Disciplinary Procedure {H®& 13/3/13, 3p);
Managing Conduct and Performance BPpliiIMSP1021 9/1/13, 3p);
Performance Management Procedure (HB4 13/3/13, 2p). Workers
interviewed felt that any grievances they may have will be resolved.

Maintain documentary evidence (e.g.
complaint or grievance filings, minutes
from review meeings) and be advised
that workers will be interviewed to
confirm the above.

a Employer maintains a record of all
grievances, complaints and labor
conflicts that are raised.

6.8.2 Percentage of grievances handled that are askfred within a 9&day timeframe

Tassal maintains records of grievances and associated communicati
Workers werdnterviewed to confirm the above criteria.

Tassal keeps electronic records of any grievances or complaints.

Employer keeps a record of folleup
(i.e. corrective agdbns) and timeframe in
which grievances are addressed.

Tassal keeps electronic records of the responses to any grievances @
complaints that are raised.

Maintain documentary evidence and bg
advised that workers will be interviewe
to confirm that grieances are
addressed within a 9day timeframe.

6.9 Disciplinary practices

a
Employer does not use threatening,
humiliating or punishing disciplinary
practices that negatively impaa
62N] SNDa LIKeaaAol¢t
dignity.

6.9.1 Incidences of excessive or abusive disciplinary actions

These records are maintained and workers were interviewed to confir
that grievances are efficiently and effectively addressed, although onl
one worker interviewed had experienced a wagfated issue and tki
was resolved through communication with a supervisor.

¢lhaalfQa 5AaO0A LI06AY3/IRIBp); tMERRAGNG Gurd
and Performance Policy (IME.021 9/1/13, 3p); and Performance
Management Procedure (HED4 13/3/13, 2p), regulate disciplinary
practices, and Tassal does not engage in any abusive disciplinary
practices.

Allegations of corporal punishment,

mental abuse [144], physical coercion,

There have been no allegations of abuse filed agdiastal.
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or verbal abuse will be investigated by
auditors.

Be advised that workers will be

interviewed to confirm there is no
evidence for excessive or abusive
disciplinary actions.
6.9.2 Evidence of a functioning disciplinary acti

Employer has written policy for
disciplinary action which explicitly state
that its aim is to improve the worker
[143].

Workers were interviewed to confirm the above criteria.

on policyase aim is to improve the worker

¢aalfQa 5AaOA LIOGASO3ME 3p) starQIatRtsizN
LJdzN1J2 &S A & imnpravebéhivioyid gerfdrmyamte whilst
protecting the employee concerned and Tassal from difficulties arisin
from procedural unfairness and other impacts associated with under
LISNF2NXYI yOS dé

Maintain documentary evidence (e.qg.
worker evaluation repds) and be
advised that workers will be interviewe
to confirm that the disciplinary action
policy is fair and effective.
6.10 Workng hours and overtime

Employer has documentation showing
the legal requirements for working
hours and overtime in the region where
the farm operates. If local legislation
allows workers to exceed internationall
accepted recommendations (48 regula
hours, 12 hours overtime) then
requirements of the international
standards apply.

6.10.1 Incidences, violations or abuse of working hours and overtime laws

Records of disciplinary responses were reviewed and the procedure
followed. Workers were interviewed to confirm this.

The Tassal Marine Operations Enterprise Agreeriéortkplace
Partnerships Agreement (WPA 20014, 36p is the legal document
defining working hours for Tassal workeAdl. Australian Enterprise
Agreements must be vetted and approved by the Fair Work Commiss
Working hours vary according to the season and number of daylight
hoursand shifts vary accondg to job. Workers will work 1 of 3 shift
arrangements: 4 days on/4 days off; 2 days on, 2 days off, 3 days on,
days off, 2 days on, 3 days off; or 2 days on, 2 days off, 5 days on, 5
off. Additionally management works a traditional 5 days on addys off
for the weekend. Depending on their work schedule workers will work
either 2,007 or 2,080 hours per year. Workers do not work more than
consecutive full shifts without taking a day off. Workers are paid
overtime at 150% of their normal rate atcordance with the law and
their agreements.

Records (e.g. time sheets and payroll)
show that farm workers do not exceed
the number of working hours allowed
under the law.

The Enterprise Agreement is legally approved by the Australian
Government, andvorkers do not work in excess of the agreement.

If an employer requires employees to
work shifts at the farm (e.g. 10 days or
and six days off), the employer
compensates workers with an
equivalent time off in the calendar
month and there is evidencéat
employees have agreed to this schedu

Workers may not work more than 7 consecutive full shifts without taki
a day off.
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(e.g. in the hiring contract).

Be advised that workers will be
interviewed to confirm there is no abus
of working hours ad overtime laws.
6.10.2 Overtime is limited, voluntary [146], paid
a Payment records (e.g. palips) show
that workers are paid a premium rate
for overtime hours.

Workers who were interviewed confirmed that the hours worked are
aligned with their agreements.

at a premium rate and restricted to exceptional circumstances

Payroll records show that workers are paid 150% of normal rate for
overtime work.

Overtime is limited and occurs in
exceptional circumstances as evidence
by farm records (e.g. pouction
records, time sheets, and other records
of working hours).

The Enterprise Agreement specifically allows for overtime according t
fixed schedule.

Be advised that workers will be
interviewed to confirm that all overtime
is voluntary except whe there is a
collective bargaining agreement which
specifically allows for compulsory
overtime.

6.11 Education and training

The Enterprise Agreement specifically allows for overtime according t
fixed schedule.

6.11.1 Evidence that the company encoges and sometimes supports education initiatives for all workers (e.g., cour:

certificates and degrees)

a Company has written policies related t
continuing education of workers.
Company provides incentives (e.g.
subsidies for tuition or textbooks ntie
off prior to exams, flexibility in work
schedule) that encourage workers to
participate in educational initiatives.
Note that such offers may be continger
on workers committing to stay with the

company for a prarranged time.

CaalfQa ¢oINBRGES3 YA/13 Z)arddassal Marine
Operations Enterprise Agreemewtorkplace Partnerships Agreement
(WPA 2001114, 36p) cover continuing education of workers. Tassal p
for all workrelated training, certification, licensing, and continuing
educdion on behalf of workers.

Employer maintains records of worker
participation in educational
opportunities as evidenced by course
documentation (e.g. list of courses,
curricula, certificates, degrees).

Tassal maintains records of all trainings predido workers, along with
copies of licenses, certificates and tickets.

Be advised that workers will be
interviewed to confirm that educational
initiatives are encouraged and
supported by the company.

6.12 Corporate policies for social responsibility

Workers confirmed that Tassal provides them wifiportunities and
funding for educational initiatives.

6.12.1 Demonstration of companievel [148] policies in line with the standards under 6.1 to 6.11 above
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Companylevel policies are in line with
all social and labor requirements
presented in 6.1 through 6.11.

¢clhaalfQa O2NLRNIGS LR2tAOASA I NE
of this standard. Additionally, Tassal must comply with all state and
national Legislation including AustraliaairfVork Act 2009, Criminal
Code Act 1995, Tasmanian ADiscrimination Act 1998, Tasmanian
Workers Rehabilitation & Compensation Act 1988, Australian Fair WG
Act 2009, Age Discrimination Act 2004, Sex Discrimination Act 1984,
Disability DiscriminatioAct 1992 and Racial Discrimination Act 1975.

Companylevel policies (see 6.12.1a) af
approved by the company headquarter
in the region where the site applying fg
certification is located.

All corporatef S@St L2t AOASa | NBtel yI 3S
Management System (TIMS) from its head office.

The scope of corporate policies (see
6.12.1a) covers all company operation
relating to salmonid production in the
region (i.e. all smolt production facilitie
grow-out facilities and processing
plants).

tKS 2021 27F ¢l aal tshaft O2mM1IBNEGE

activities.

The site that is applying for certificatior]
provides auditors with access to all

companylevel policies and procedures
as are needed to verify compliance wit

6.12.1a (above).

During the onsite audit at Bruny Tassal provided access to all compa
policies and procedures.
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PRINCIPLE 7: BE A GOOD NEIGHBOR AND CONSCIENTIOUS CITIZEN

7.1 Community engagement
7.1.1 Evidence of regular and meaningful constilbn and engagement with community representatives and organizatio

a The farm engages in consultations wit
the local community at least twice eve
year (btannually).

Tassal has been engaging in consultations with the local community g
ongoingbasis since 201Tassal employs a ftllme Community
Engagement Officer who is responsible for community outreach and
consultation. Public feedback and complaints are submitted through
¢laaltQa ¢gS0aAisSs 2N KNRdJZAK RA
Commurity Engagement Office.  aal f Qa | yydz £ { ¢
(Tassal 2011, 2012 and 2013 Sustainability Reports) provides the puk
with detailed information about its operations, including: stakeholder
engagement, community engagement, Social Returingastment (SROI
projects, community complaints, and community sponsorshijpeTassal
Sustainability Report Advisory Committee (SRAC) provides Tassal wil
feedback and guidance regarding the content of the Sustainability Rej
The SRAC is comprisedstitkeholders from a range of groups, including
Tasmanian Seafood Industry Council (TSIC); Tasmanian Conservatio
(TCT); Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) Tasmania; the
Department of Primary Industries, Parks, Water and Environment; the
Tasmaian Association for Recreational Fishing (TARFISH). The Soutl
Coastcare Association of Tasmania (SCAT) was also approached to
participate, but is currently not participating. Tassal also engages with
local schools and students.

Tassal has begun arsultation process regarding proposed amendmer|
G2 GKS .dzif SNRa £SFaS Ay GKS 50Q
feedback from community stakeholders about the proposal.

Fact sheets have been developedpast of community consultations
regardingthe Butlers proposed amendmentinformation about
government regulations, environmental monitoring, nitrogen cap, salm
feed, and antibiotics.

Additionally, Tassal held a meeting with the Tasmanian Abalone Cour
on February 18, 2014 to discuss {m®posed amendments to Lippies an
Browns leases, and the Butlers lease, and address questions, concer
and requests for information brought forth by the Council.

Tassal has made a number of public presentations on a number of toy
related to its curent operations, plans, and goals. These presentations
have been made at the following events: Tasmanian Abalone Council
L'LINAE wamnT / KNRadAly aSyQa CSft

Margate Rotary Club May 6, 2014; NRM Cradle Coast CommitteE1Ap
2014; Seafood Directions, October 2013, Sustainable Food Summit, N
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2013; Derwent Sailing Squadron Club Rooms, February 2014.

In December 2013 Tassal made a number of public notices regarding
new underwater pipeline to transport freshwater tmnduct freshwater
bathing of the salmon. Public notices includ@adster in local shops, SCA
newsletter article, Huon Valley news article, Bush Telegraph article (Ig
news).

The Tassal website has a public comment portal, and comments subn
through the website are responded to by Tassal.

Tassal was represented on the Steering Committee for the Your Marir
Values: Public Report 2013. This report was part of a broader project,
INFORMD Stage 2, funded by the Fisheries Research and Developm
Corpaation on behalf of the Australian Government, which aims to
RSOSt2L) ¢glea (2 dadzZllR2NI AydaSaN
RSOSt2LIYSyid 2F YIFENARYS FyR 02 ai
The reporting process included public surveys regarding persahss
related to local marine areas.

¢chaalt Aa Ffaz2 LINIGAOALI GAYy3 Ay
partnership between councils, industry, environmental management
bodies,which seeks to ensure the sustainable management of the

5 Q9 y (i NR OHarnél, Sgedfically to ensure: a healthy waterway, &
a culture of public stewardship for the waterway. Partners in the Proje
include: Kingborough Council, Huon Valley Council, TasWater, Tassa
Huon Aquaculture, Derwent Estuary Program, NRM Sauotigrnational
River Foundation, IMAS, CSIRO and DPIPWE.

Consultations are meaningful.
OPTIONAL.: the farm may choose to u
participatory Social Impact Assessmer
(pSIA) or an equivalent method for
consultations.

A Social Return on Investment Anal\(§IROI) report was prepared on th
activities of Huon Aquaculture and Tassal in the HGbannel area. This
report was funded by the Fisheries Research and Development
Corporation, and prepared by RDS partners. The SROI examined the
and economic impet of salmon farming in the Hue@hannel area, and
included an extensive community stakeholder engagement process.

Minor non-conformance Stakeholdergrom the local community have
indicated that community consultations are not meaningful.

Consultaions include participation by
elected representatives from the local
community who were asked to

contribute to the agenda.

Representatives from the Huon Valley and Kingborough Councils hav
been included in community con\:sultations, and are participatirtfpén
5Q9YyUGNBOlFaidSEkdzE / KFEyySt t NB2SOi
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Consultations include communication
about, or discussion of, the potential
health risks of therapeutic treatments
(see Indicator 7.1.3).

¢CKS G2LIAO 2F FyadAoA2dA0 O NRinakivS
WSLI2NILEX gKAOK 2dzif AySa GKS 02YL
In the future Tassal plans to post community notices through its webs
when antibiotic treatments are given.

Minor nonconformance Currently there has been no consultation with
the canmunity regarding antibiotics treatments and potential health rig

Maintain records and documentary
evidence (e.g. meeting agenda, minute
report) to demonstrate that
consultations comply with the above.

Meeting agendas and records, reports, emadters and supporting
documentation were provided as evidence.

Be advised that representatives from
the local community and organizations
may be interviewed to confirm the
above.

Community representatives and stakeholders were interviewed in
evaluaing the above criteria.

7.1.2 Presence and evidence of an effective policy and mechanism for the presentation, treatment and resolution of
complaints by community stakeholders and organizations

Farm policy provides a mechanism for
presentation treatment and resolution
of complaints lodged by stakeholders,
community members, and
organizations.

¢craalrfQa sSoaraiasSs Cl0O0So6221 FYyR
Procedure (QAL09 4/4/13 3p) provide a mechanism for the resolution ¢
complaintsF N2 Y 3ANRdzLJA YR AYRAGARdZ €
Community Engagement Officer is also available to receive complaint
RANBOGfed® wSO2NRaA 2F ff O2YLX |
database.

The farm follows its policy for handling
stakeholder complaints as evidenced h
farm documentation (e.g. followp
communications with stakeholders,
reports to stakeholder describing
corrective actions).

Tassal adheres to its Customer Feedback Procedurd (Q4/4/13 3p)
and maintains records of albmplaints, corrective actions and supportin
documentation including communications records and photographs.

The farm's mechanism for handling
complaints is effective based on
resolution of stakeholder complaints
(e.g. followup correspondence fim
stakeholders).

Records of complaints maintained in the Tassal complaints database
RSY2yadNr SR GKIG ¢raalfQa YSOK
effective, and that majority of formal complaints submitted to Tassal a
resolved, although not all commugimembers interviewed felt that their
complaints had been sufficiently addressed

Be advised that representatives from
the local community, including
complainants where applicable, may b

interviewed to confirm the above.

Local representatives, inclugjrcomplainants, were interviewed to
confirm the above criteria.

7.1.3 Evidence that the farm has posted visible notice [151] at the farm during times of therapeutic treatments and ha
part of consultation with communities under 7.1.1, communicatedbout potential health risks from treatments

Farm has a system for posting
notifications at the farm during periods

Tassal has not conducted antibiotic treatments at its Bruny sites since
August2011;however, there is a plann place to post signage on pens
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of therapeutic treatment.

during periods of antibiotic treatments. The same plan has been
implemented at Macquarie Harbour, where treatments have taken pla
more recently.

Notices (above) are posted where they
will be visible to affected staholders
(e.g. posted on waterways for fisherme
who pass by the farm).

Tassal posts signage on pens during periods of antibiotic treatments,
allowing the signs to be seen by members of the community passing ¢
boats.

Farm communicates about the patgal
health risks from treatments during
community consultations (see 7.1.1)
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Minor non-conformance Currently there is nalirect communication with
the community regarding antibiotics treatments and potential health rig

Be advised that members of the local
community may be interviewed to
confirm the above.

Local community members and workers were interviewed as pattef
evaluation process for the above criteria.

7.2 Respect for indigenous and aboriginal cultures and traditional territories

7.2.1 Evidence that indigenous groups were consulted as required by relevant local and/or national laws and regulatic

Documentary evidence establishes thg
the farm does or does not operate in a
indigenous territory (to include farms
that operate in proximity to indigenous
or aboriginal people [152]). If not then
the requirements of 7.2.1 do not apply

¢l aal t Qeés daoNdiageeén indigenous territory, and there are a
number of Aboriginal heritage sites in the area. Yioer Marine Values
Reportincludes a section regarding Tasmanian Aboriginal Heritage, ar
specifically Aboriginal sites of cultural significance.

Tassal is aware of the Marine Farming Planning Act of 1995, which
requires the consideration of Tasmanian Aboriginal Heritage values as
of Marine Farm Development Plans.

¢craatrft Aa Fftaz2 gl NB 2F GKS ¢ &
Aboriginal leritage legislation which will replace the Aboriginal Relics A
1975.

Farm management demonstrates an
understanding of relevant local and/or
national laws and regulations that
pertain to consultations with indigenou
groups.

Tassal is aware of Aborgil Heritage Protection legislation and
regulations, and the Native Title (Tasmania) Act 1994 (No. 81 of 1994
Tassal has an understanding of the indigenous heritage in the Huon a
Channel regions.

As required by law in the jurisdiction:

- farm casults with indigenous groups
and retains documentary evidence (e.(
meeting minutes, summaries) to show
how the process complies with 7.2.1b;
OR

Tassahas complied with the legislation and regulations described abo
in7.2.1.b.
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- farm confirms that governmento-
government consultation occurred and
obtains documentary evidence.

d Be advised that representatives from
indigenous groups may be interviewed
to confirm the above.

7.2.2 Evidence that the farm has undertaken proactive consultation with indigenous communities

a

See results of 7.2.1a (above) to
determine whether the requirements o
7.2.2 apply to the farm.

Representatives from indigenous groups were not interviewed to conf
the alove.

The requirements of 7.2.2 do apply to Tassal, andaldss not yet
engaged in consultations with indigenous community leaders or groug

Minor nonrconformanceCurrently there is no consultations with
aboriginal groups

Be advised that representatives from
indigenous communities may be
interviewedto confirm that the farm
has undertaken proactive consultation

communities

& See results of 7.2.1a (above) to

determine whether the requirements o
7.2.3 apply to the farm.

7.2.3 Evidence of a protocol agreemigior an active process to establish a protocol agreement, with indigenous

Tassal has not yet engaged in consultations with indigenous commun
leaders or groups. This was confirmed by Tassal.

Minor non-conformanceas above

Protocol agreements are not required by Australian law and are not
applicable in this context. The requirements of 7.2.3 do not apply to
Tassal.

Maintain evidence to show that the
farm has either:

1) reached a protocol agreement with
the indigenous community and this fag
is documented; or

2) continued engagement in attive
process [153] to reach a protocol
agreement with the indigenous
community.

See 7.2.3.a

C Be advised that representatives from
indigenous communities may be
interviewed to confirm either 7.2.3b1 o

b2 (above) as applicable.
7.3 Acess to resources

See 7.2.3.a

7.3.1Changes undertaken restricting access to vital community resources [154] without community approval

a

Resources that are vital [155] to the
community have been documented an
are known by the farm (i.e. through the
assessment proas required under

Tassal is aware of the resources that are vital to the community, the
F LI AOFo6fS 6SAy3a (GKS 5Q9yiNBOI a
individuals and community organizations that use the channel for a ra
of purposes, including fishing, diving, tourism, yachting, boating, and
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Indicator 7.3.2).

general enjoyment of the natural environment.

The farm seeks and obtains communit
approval before undertaking changes
that restrict access to vital community
resources. Apprads are documented.

The local community has been consulted in development of plans to
expand aquaculture operations in the Channel, specifically the propos
.dzif SNRna tSrasS | YSYRYSyido

T do ®H

Be advised that representatives from
the community may be intervieweto

confirm that the farm has not restricteg
access to vital resources without prior
community approval.
9PARSYOS 27

There is a documented assessment of
the farm's impact upon access to
resources. Can be completed as part ¢
community consultations under 7.1.1.

Community representatives were interviewed in evaluating the above
criteria.

SaaySyida xF O2YLI yeQa AYLI OG 2y

Tassal has assessed its impact on access to resources through discu
with community stakeholders alu these impacts, particularly its impac

2y 1 00Saa G2 GKS 5Q9yGNBOladsH d
and community organizations that use the channel for a range of
purposes, including fishing, diving, tourism, yachting, boating, and ger
enjoyment of the natural environment.

Be advised that representatives from
the community may be interviewed to
generally corroborate the accuracy of
conclusions presented in 7.3.2a.

Tassal has been informed.

95



ASC FULL ASSESSMENT REPEESALBruny Island

SECTION 8. REQUIREMENTS FOR SURBIEIEROLT

8.1 Compliance with local and national regulations

Identify all of the farm's smolt
suppliers. For each supplier, identify
the type of smolt production system
used (e.g. open, semi or closed
systems) and submit this information
to ASC (Appadix VI).

Smoltcan besourced from majority owned industry hatchery SALTAS
(Florentine and Wayatinal@dnd Tassahatcheries

For the currentBruny13YC, smolt were sourced from SALTAS hather
(refer 3.4.1 for health certification detailsJ.hetypes of hatchery systems
include:

- SALTAS Wayatinah Hatchersemiclosed system
- SALTAS Florentine Hatchersemiclosed system

Smolt are transferred in aerated tankers from hatchery to sea for stocking
pens. The fish are grown for approximigté months or to an average size
>800 g before transfer to a growout pen with 34 mm net mesh nets.

Where permits related to water
guality are required, obtain copies of
smolt suppliers' permits.

Hatcheries in Tasmania operate under a Fish Farmdgdesued by the
Inland Fisheries Service (IFS); Local councils issue EPNs that form the
requirements of water quality monitoring and reporting.

For the two SALTAS hatcheries these are:
- SALTAS Wayatinah Hatchery Fish Farm Licence #26
- SALTAS FlorenéirHatchery Fish Farm Licence #40

Obtain records from smolt suppliers
showing monitoring and compliance
with discharge laws, regulations, and
permit requirements as required.

Schedule 1 outlines conditions for the Environmental Protection Notice fo
both RookwoodRd and Russell Falls in accordance with section 44(3) EM
1994.

SALTAS
No specific parameters specified in regulations

Verify that farm keeps record to shov
how smolt producer comply with

regulations on discharge and permit
requiremerts related to water quality.

Obtain declarations from smolt
suppliers affirming compliance with
labour laws and regulations.

8.2 Compliance with labour laws and regulations

Received copies of data spreadsheets for each hatchery on water quality
measures to show compliance with regulations.

SALTAS
No specific parameters specified in regulations

Tassal is a vertically integrated company from egg to plate. Afuited
Tassal operations, both Russell Falls and Rookwood Rd comply with labg
laws ard regulations as documented under Principle 6.

For SALTAS this is covered by the Saltas Industrial AgreemerEipal 2
Version (29p).

Keep records of supplier inspections

As above.
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for compliance with national labour
laws and codes (only if such
inspections ee legally required in the
country of operation; see 1.1.3a)

ydo 9QPGARSYOS 2F |y
Obtain from the smolt supplier(s) a
documented assessment of the smol
site's potential impact on bidiversity
and nearby ecosystems. The
assessment must address all

components outlined in Appendix3l

- N Qa

LR GSYydAcl

For SALTAS hatchery:
A Freshwater Systems (2014, 19p) Benthic Macroinvertebrate
Monitoring compliance assessmeBALTA®/ayatinah Hatchery
Freshwater Sysms (2014, 18p) Benthic Macroinvertebrate
Monitoring compliance assessmeBALTASlorentine Hatchery

A

Obtain from the smolt supplier(s) a
declaration confirming they have
developed and are implementing a
plan to address potential impacts
identified inthe assessment.

8.4 Monitoring total amount of phosphorus

Obtain records from smolt suppliers
showing amount and type of feeds
used for smolt production during the
past 12 months.

TheSALTAW/ayatinah hatchery report showed overall compliance with th¢
ASC Salmon Standard requirements for benthic macroinvertebrate
monitoring.

TheSALTABIlorentine hatchery report indicates narompliance with ASC
Salmon Standardeguirements for benthic macroinvertebrate monitoring
under Appendix VHB, even though the overall condition of the benthic
macroinvertebrate community at both sites was good and moderate
respectively. Freshwater Systems is preparing quotes to conduct two
consecutive faunal surveys in the next 12 months as per Appendi VIl

ASC Feedata declaration volumes Bruny 12YC shows amounts used in p
12 months forISALTA& RF hatcheries. Skretting feeds used include:

A Nutra RC for salmonid parr (31.11.48 V1 2p)

A Nutra XP for salmonid fry (31.11.28 V4 2p)

A Nutra Supreme Spirit Supreme for saimmbtransfer (31.11.24 V5 2p

For all feeds used by the smolt
suppliers (result from 8.4a), keep
records showing phosphorus conten
as determined by chemical analysis
based on feed supplier declaration
(Appendix VHL).

Skretting declaration (123/14) provided stating they will provide a feed
declaration detailing the total amount of phosphorous in their smolt feeds
annually. This will allow the salmon farm to calculate the total phosphorol
discharged per tonne of smolt produced. The approprigtoduct data sheets
will also be provided.

The Skretting ASC Feed Phosphorus Declaration (4/12/13, 1p) states the
provide an annual feed declaration detailing the total amount of phosphor
in their smolt feeds:

A Nutra RC 1.3% phosphorous

A Nutra XPL.7% phosphorous

A Nutra Supreme for salmonid transfer 1.3% phosphorous.
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Using the equation from Appendix
VIIF1 and results from 8.4a and b,
calculate the total amount of
phosphorus added as feed during the
last 12 months of smolt production.

The calclations have been provided, see below.

Obtain from smolt suppliers records
for stocking, harvest and mortality
which are sufficient to calculate the
amount of biomass produced (formul
in Appendix VHL) during the past 12
months.

Records were providkfor Saltashatcheriesto calculate the biomass
production during the past 12 month.

Calculate the amount of phosphorus
in fish biomass produced (result fron
8.4d) using the formula in Appendix
VIIH.

The calculations have been provided, see (dvabo

If applicable, obtain records from
smolt suppliers showing the total
amount of P removed as sludge
(formula in Appendix VHl) during the
past 12 months.

The calculations have been provided, see (d) above.

8.5 Culturing of nomative species

Using the formula in Appendix V1l
and results from 8.44 (above),
calculate total phosphorus released
per ton of smolt produced and verify
that the smolt supplier is in
compliance with requirements.

Obtain written evidence showing

whether the smolt supplier produces
non-native species or not. If not, then
Indicator 8.5 does not apply.

Tassal provided calculations of total phosphorus released per ton of smol
produced (usingdtal amount of phosphorus added as feed during the last
months of smolt production, total amount of P removed as sludge, record
stocking, harvest and mortality of smolt). The calculations have been
provided, see (d) above.

Salmonids are introduced to TasmanRefer Principle 3 (3.2.1).

Provide the farm with docuemtary
evidence that the nomative species
was widely commercially produced in
the area before publication of the SA
Standard. (See definition of area
under 3.2.1).

Refer Principle 3 (3.2.1).

If the smolt supplier cannot provide
the farm with evidee for 8.5b,
provide documentary evidence that
the farm uses only 100% sterile fish.

Memo (4/2/14, 1p)from Dr. Alistair Brown (Company Veterinarian) stating
that he conducts assessments of their triploid stocks during the freshwate
phase of their life agle to ensure that the stocks are all triploid aadl diploid
females andherefore cannot reproduce. This fact is also discussed ihyte
& Frijlink 2013eport.

If the smolt supplier cannot provide

N/A
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the farm with evidence for 8.5b or
8.5c, provié@ documented evidence
for each of the following:

1) nonnative species are separated
from wild fish by effective physical
barriers that are in place and well
maintained;

2) barriers ensure there are no
escapes of reared fish specimens thz
might survive ad subsequently
reproduce; and

3) barriers ensure there are no
escapes of biological material that
might survive and subsequently
reproduce.

Retain evidence as described in 8cbg
necessary to show compliance of ea
facility supplying smolt to théarm.

8.6 Escapees in the most recent production cycle

Obtain documentary evidence to sho
that smolt suppliers maintained
monitoring records of all incidences (¢
confirmed or suspected escapes,
specifying datecause, and estimated
number of escapees.

Evidence as retained under Principle 3

The Escape Prevention and Response Protocol includes hatcheriesl4aMV
p4).

From Fish Talk records Tassal has not had any escapes from hatcheries.

SALTA&From Fish Talk records Tassal has had no redasgeapes.

Using smolt supplier records from
8.6a, determine the total number of
fish that escaped. Verify that there
were fewer than 300 escapees from
the smolt production facility in the
most recent production cycle.

Refer above.

Inform smolt supliers in writing that
monitoring records described in 8.6a
must be maintained for at least 10
years beginning with the production
cycle for which the farm is first
applying for certification (necessary
for farms to be eligible to apply for th
exception mted in [159]).

SALTAS will maintain records of all incidences of confirmed or suspected
escapes for at least 10 years beginning with the production cycle for whic
the farm is first applying for certification.

If an escape episode occurs at the
smoltproduction facility (i.e. an

N/A
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incident where > 300 fish escaped),
the farm may request a rare exceptig
to the Standard [159]. Requests mus
provide a full account of the episode
and must document how the smolt
producer could not have predicted th
eventsthat caused the escape
episode.

8.7 Accuracy of the counting technology or

Obtain documentary evidence to sho
that smolt suppliers maintained
monitoring records of all incidences
confirmed or suspected escapes,
specifying dee, cause, and estimated
number of escapees.

counting method

MO-146 Escape Prevention and Response Protocol (8p) includes informa
on Vaki Macro Counters used in the hatcheries; these are a scanning car
based counter, with each image being analysed and then couAted.

maximum capacity, the counter is over 98% accurate (the Technical
{LISOATFTAOFGA2ya NBERND | DOldaid e A 6
counter, the images are automatically recorded and can be used to valide
the accuracy of the count.

These counts are manually recorded, and forwarded to the receiving regic
with documents such as Fish Transfer

Using smolt supplier records from
8.6a, determine the total number of
fish that escaped. Verify that there
were fewer than 300 escapees from
the smolt production facility in the
most recent production cycle.

N/A

Inform smolt suppliers in writing that
monitoring records described in 8.6a
must be maintained for at least 10
years beginning with the production
cycle for which the farm is first
appling for certification (necessary
for farms to be eligible to apply for th
exception noted in [159]).

Acknowledged by Tassal

If an escape episode occurs at the
smolt production facility (i.e. an
incident where > 300 fish escaped),
the farm may requesa rare exception
to the Standard [159]. Requests mus
provide a full account of the episode
and must document how the smolt
producer could not have predicted th
events that caused the escape

episode.

N/A

8.8 Evidence of a functioning policy for responkalireatment of nonbiological waste
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From each smolt supplier obtain a
policy which states the supplier's
commitment to proper and
responsible treatment of non
biological waste from production. It
must explain how the supplier's polic
is consistent uth best practice in the
area of operation.

8.9 Presence of an energyse assessment

Obtain records from the smolt
supplier for energy assumption by
source (fuel, electricity) at the
supplier's facility throughout each
production cycle.

As with farm sites, all Tasg#isincludes SALTARtcheries comply with the
Environmental Policy (IMB1002 9/01/13 1p) which aims to minimise
environmental impactsMarine Operations Waste Managemdalan (MG
Monov LI 3IS m W[ S3IALE aldiSNBRQ I RS
tfSaratlrdAz2y IyR ¢lFaalkfQa 202SOGA{
environmentalc this refers to freshwater hatcheries as well.

The Waste Management & Disposal Policy (FIG31 9/01/13 1pktates the
farm's commitment to proper and responsible treatment of Aiplogical
waste from production with a Waste Disposal Plan (WDP)

Tassal Life Cycle Analysis (LGA)al Report FY 2042 by Amy White
6 { SLIOMH I Tassalséda tatdl of 448,832GJof energy a 2% decreas
from previous year.

Estimates for all Tassal's hatcheries, for F¥2Llvere:
A electricity8,938 MWh
A diesel 4 kL, no petrol
A LPG 3.6 kL.

This does not include transport of smolt to the farms.

Saltas hatcheriegsed4,029 MWh in 20123 cycle, 34.70 ki of dsel, GHG
(CO2e) t was 1209 for electricity and 94 ki for diesel. Full records provide
Tassal

Confirm that the smolt supplier
calculates total energy consumption
kilojoules (kj) during the last
production cycle.

See above for financial year r@ping.

Obtain records to show the smolt
supplier calculated the total weight o
fish in metric tons (MT) produced
during the last smolt production cycle

For2012 Freshwater YC, these records are providédi4a.

Confirm that the smolt supplreused
results from 8.9b and 8.9c to calculat
energy consumption on the supplier's
facility as required and that the units
are reported as kilojoule/MT
fish/production cycle.

Energy consumption was calculated using the results of total weight of fis
metric tons (MT) produced and reported as reported as GJ/MT fish/ last
production cycle for both relevant hatcheries (see 8.9a).

For FY1112 theWhite (2012) report states productieweighted inputs for 1
tonne smolt are:

A electricity9.23 MWh

A diesel 4.02.no petrol

A LPG 3.6L.
The CJ for hatcheries increased from 75,418 in £Y10 77,126 in FY112.
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Obtain evidence to show that smolt
supplier has undergone an energy ug
assessment in compliance with
requirements of Appendix-¥. Can
take the form ofa declaration
detailing ae.

Obtain records of greenhouse gas
emissions from the smolt supplier's
facility.

Refer to above.

8.10 Records of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions

Tassal Life Cycle Assessment (LCA) F¥@@116& ! Y& 2 KA GS
states atotal of 23,582t CO2ewasemitted, a slight decrease of 48 t Co2e
from previous year. This LCA included the two Tassal hatcheries.

ForFY2013 Prod cycle the ENERGY DISTRIBUTION
GHG (CO2)t GJ E consumed GHG (CO2) t/t

Rookwood 2007.5 24090.2 28
Russell Falls 673.8 8086.0 3.3
Saltas 1302.7 15848.7 3.3

Confirm that, on at least an annual
basis, the smolt supplier calculates 4
scope 1 and scope 2 GHG emissiong
compliance with Appendix-Y.

For FY1412 theWhite (2012) report states @tal of 23,582 t CO2e was
SYAGOGSR a | NBadA# G 2F ¢laalfQa i3
(9,038 t CO2e) was scope 1 emissions from the use of fuels on site and i
vehicles. A further 18 per cent (4,329 t CO2e) were scope 2 emissions f|
the use of electricity with the remainder classed as scope 3. Majority of t
scope 3 emissions were attributable to the transportation undertaken by
contractors (7,372 t CO2e) as well as the smolt sourced 8AKTA8nd the
GHGs released in the prodian of inputs such as diesel fuel.

For GHG calculations, confirm that th
smolt supplier selects the emission
factors which are best suited to the
supplier's operation. Confirm that the
supplier documents the source of the
emissions factors.

Confirmedwith statement about how GHG is calculated, see below.

For GHG calculations involving
conversion of nofCO2 gases to CO2
equivalents, confirm that the smolt
suppliers specify the Global Warming
Potential (GWP) used and its source

Reviewed statementhat GHG calculations involving conversion of @D2
gases to CO2 equivalents. For FY21he 2 Tassal hatcheries contributed
10% to the total GWP (CO2e).

Obtain evidence to show that the
smolt supplier has undergone a GHG
assessment in compliancettv
requirements Appendix-Y at least
annually.

GHG emissions at the hatcheries have been supplied and will be calculat
an annual basis.
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8.11 Evidence of a fish health management

Obtain a copy of the supplier's fish
health managemenplan for the
identification and monitoring of fish
disease and parasites.

ASC FULL ASSESSMENT REPEESALBruny Island

plan,

The DPIPWE Tas Salmonid Health Surveillance Program 2012/13 (6p) d¢
the program undertaken in the past year for the whole state; this is suppo
by the DPIPWE Summary of Tasman Salmonid Disease Activities.

Both the Fish Health Management Plavlacquarie Harbour (M€@82 Issue 2
16/4/13, 30) and Fish Health Management Pl&outh East (MQ75 Issue 3
16/4/13, 29) include TASSAL hatcheries.

Before stocking all smolt/fireglings must have the Veterinary Health
/| SNGIAFTAOIGS C2NJ {lfY2YARA 5SaiGAYy
hatcheries as well as external.

that the smolt supplier's health plans
were approved by the supplis
designated veterinarian.

8.12 Percentage of fish that are vaccinated for selected diseases

Maintain a list of diseases that are
known to present a significant risk in
the region, deeloped by farm
veterinarian and supported by
scientific evidence.

The MQL175 Fish Health Management Plan (South East) lists:

Keep documentary evidence to show These are approved yr. Alistair Brown (Company Veterinarian).

2.1 DISEASES OF CONCERN WHICH ARE EXOTIC TO THE SOUTH E
2.1.1 VIRAL DISEASES (EXOTIC TO AUSTRALIA AND NOTIFIABLE)
w Infectious haematopoietic necrosis (IHN) (List A Disease)
w Infectious pancreatic necrosis (IPN) (List A Disease)
w Infectious salmon anaemia (ISA) (List A Disease)
w Pancreas disease (PD)
2.1.2 VIRAL DISEASES (EXOTIC TO TASMANIA AND NOTIFIABLE)
w Epizootic hematopoietic necrosis (EHN) (List A Disease)
2.1.3 BACTERIAL DISEASES (EXOTIC TO AUSTRALIA AND NOTIFIAB
w Bacterial kidney disease (IHRefibacterium salmoninarungList
A Disease)
w Enteric redmouth disease (ERM)e¢sinia ruckeq Hagerman
strain) (List A Disease)
w FurunculosisAeromonas salmonicidsubspp.salmonicida (List A
Disease)
w Piscirickettsiosidiscirickettsia salmonigList A Disease)
2.1.4 OTHER DISEASES/PATHOGENS EXOTIC TO AUSTRALIA
w GyrodactylosisGyrodactylus salans
w Sea licel{epeophtheirus salmonigList A Disease)
w Whirling diseaseMyxobolus cerebraljgList A Disease)

Before stocking all smolt/fingerlings must have the Veterinary Health
Certificate For Salmonids Destined For smolt site Bruny (2p) frorh Tassa
hatcheries as well as external.

Maintain a list of diseases for which

Diseases for which effectiwaccines are available inSraania include:
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effective vaccines exist for the region
developed by the farm veterinarian
and supported by scientific evidence

Aeromonas salmonicida biovar achei@mguimonas)
Vibrio anguillarum,

Yersinia ruckefiYersinivacand

Vibrio anguillarun{Anguillvac).

> > > >

Obtain from the smolt supplier(s) a
declaration detailing the vaccines the
fish received.

Thedeclaration from the company vet, Alistair Brown, indicates that all fry|
vaccinated with Yersinivel® againstersinia ruckerkry destined for
Macquarie Harbour are also vaccinated with Anguimonas agagrstmonas
salmonicidaand Vibrio anguillarum

Demonstrate, using the lists from

8.12ac above, that all salmon on the
farm received vaccination against all
selected diseases known to present
significant risk in the regions for whic
an effective vaccine exists.

8.13 Percentage of smolt groups tested for

See 8.12 aVet certification of smolts ensure that 100% of smolt groups al

Obtain from the smolt supplier a list ¢
diseases of regional concern for whig
smolt should be tested. List shall be
supported by scientifianalysis as
described in the Instruction above.

See above, atklevantvaccires have been used for fry destined for SE site

select diseases

tested prior to entering the groveut phase on farng Tassal desnot test
specifically for diseases, just general analysisdlioigy & microbiology).

Obtain from the smolt supplier(s) a
declaration and records confirming
that each smolt group received by th
farm has been tested for the disease
in the list (8.13a).

8.14 Chemicals and therapeutants used du

Obtain from the smolt supplier(s) a
detailed record of all chemical and
therapeutant use for the fish sold to
the farm that is signed by their
veterinarian and includes:

- name of the veterinarian prescribing
treatment;

- product name and chemical name;
- reason for use (specific disease)

- date(s) of treatment;

-amount (g) of product used;

- dosage;

The declaration from the company vet, Alistair Browijdates that all fry are
vaccinated with Yersiniveg againstyersinia ruckerkry destined for
Macquarie Harbour are also vaccinated with Anguimonas agagrstmonas
salmonicidaand Vibrio anguillarum.

100 % of smolt are examined for signs of patolsgwth histology and
microbiology.
ring the smolt production cycle

The document Antibiotics Tassal (20/12/13) records two antibiotics in use
A Trimethoprim
A Oxytetracycline

And lists the WHO classification of antilistand the supplier of the
chemical.

The Tassal Antibiotic use log (Antibiotic us@eshwater up to Jan 2014)
includes information orthemical name; reason for use and specific diseas
Date of treatment; amount (g) of product used; dosage and MTsbf fi
treated.
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- MT of fish treated,;

- the WHO clasfcation of antibiotics
(also see note under 5.2.8); and

- the supplier of the chemical or
therapeutant.
8.15 Allowance for use of therapeutic treatments that include antibiotics

a Provide to the smolt supplier the list | Tassal has compiled a list of therapeutants, including antibiotics and
(see 5.2.2a) of therapeutants, chemicals, that are proactively banned for use in food fish for the primary
including antibiotics and chemicals, | salmon producing and importing countries luting USA, EU, (France & UK
that are proactively banned for use i Norway, Japan, Chile and Canada.

food fish for the primary salmon
producing and importing countries
listed in.

b Inform smolt supplier that the Acknowledged by Tassal that the companies vet is aware.
treatments on the list cannot be useq
on fish sold to a farm with ASC
certification.

c Compare theapeutant records from | Acknowledged by Tassal.
smolt supplier (8.14) to the list (8.152
and confirm that no therapeutants | During a visit to the Rookwood hatchery, no banned dpeutants were seen
appearing on the list (8.15a) were and the hatchery manager confirmed they are not in use.

used on the smolt purchased by the | Tassal reported a general figure for antibiotic use at hatcheries of 1 g/ton
farm. smolt produced.

8.16 Number of treatments of antibiotics

a Obtain from the smolt supplier See 8.14a above.
recordsof all treatments of antibiotics
(see 8.14a).

Calculate the total number of See 8.14a above.
treatments of antibiotics from their
most recent production cycle.

8.17 Allowance for use of antibiotics listed as critically importar fhuman medicine

a Provide to smolt supplier(s) a current The Intranet contains a copy of the WHO Li&td Revision 2011 (38p). Itis
version of the WHO list of supportedbyTada £ Qa4 ! yiAoA2GA0a R2O0dzySy
antimicrobials critically and highly
important for human health [167].

Inform smolt supplier that the Acknowledged by Tassal that all Hatcheries have been infarmed
antibiotics on the WHO list (8.17a)
cannot be used on fish sold to a farm
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with ASC certification.

Compare smolt supplier's records for
antibiotic usage (8.14, 8.15a) with the
WHO list (8.17a) to confirm that no
antibiotics listed as critically importan
for human medicine by the WHO we
used on fish purchased by the farm.

No antibiotics listeds critically important for human medicine by the WHO
were used on fish purchased by the farm.

Provide the smolt supplier with a
current version of the OIE Aquatic
Animal Health Codéor inform the
supplier how to access it from the
internet).

8.18 Evidence of compliance with the OIE Aquatic Animal Health Code

Tassal has current version of this document. Email (16/7/13) to Russell F
and Rookwood Road Hatchery Managers (Mike McMann and Doug Pave
and Email (12/2/2014) to Don Ainsworth, Managé Saltas with link to OIE
Aquatic Animal Health Code.

Inform the supplier that an ASC
certified farm can only source smolt
from a facility with policies and
procedures that ensure that its smolt
production practices are compliant
with the OIE Aquati Animal Health
Code.

Noted by Tassal.

Obtain a declaration from the supplie
stating their intent to comply with the
OIE code and copies of the smolt
adzLILX A SNDa LRt AO7
are relevant to demonstrate
compliance with the OIE Aquatic
Animal Health Code.

8.19 Evidence of compaHrgvel policies and

Obtain copies of smolt supplier's
companylevel policies and
procedures and a declaration of
compliance.

As per 5.4.3 for companywide (all incl. Saltas and TFaggatd hatcheries).

procedures in line with the labour standards

As per 6.16.11 for companywide (all incl. Tassaned hatcheries).
For SALTAS this is covered under the Saltas Industrial Agreemerftifal 2
Version (29p).

Review the documentation and
declaration from 8.9a to verify that
smolt supplier's policies and
procedures are in compliance with th
requirements of labour standards
under 6.1 to 6.11.

See above.
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8.20 Evidence of regular consultation and engagement with community representatives and organizations

a From each smolt supplier obtain
documentary evidence of
consultations and engagement with
the community.

As per 7.1.1 for companywide (all incl. Tassahed hatcheries).
Tassal has engaged with the following organisations in the areas within w

the hatcheries operateRALTASRussell Falls):

A

> > >
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Hamilton Show

Westerway Primary School

Westerway Primary School Kitchen Garden
Glenora District High School

Review documentation from 8.20a to
verify that the smolt supplier's
consultations and community
engagement complied with
requirements.

a Obtain a copy of the smolt supplier's
policy for presentation, treatment ang
resolution of complaints by
community stakeholders and
organizations.

a Obtain documentary evidence

See above.

8.21 Evidence of a policy for resolution of complaints

As per 7.1.1 for companywide (all incl. Tassahed hatcheries).

8.22 Evidence that indigenous groups were consulted

As per 7.2 for companywide (all incl. Tassahed hatcheries).

showing that the smolt supplier does A Native Title (Tasmania) Act 1994
or does not operate in an indigenous; A Native Title Resourceu@le Tasmania, 31 December 2010
territory (to include farmshat A Proposed Aboriginal Heritage Protection Legislation fact steet
operate in proximity to indigenous or Overvi
. : verview
aboriginal people (see Indicator 7.2.] A p d Aboriginal Heri p ion Leaislation f
If not then the requirements of 8.22 roposeT original Heritage Protection Legislation fact steet
do not apply. Regulations
A Planning report to support DA for Wayatinah facility (includes Lan
Title)
A Planning report support DA for Florentine facility (includes Forestr
Lease correspondence)
b Obtain documentation to See above.

demonstrate that, as required by law
in the jurisdiction: smolt supplier
consulted with indigenous groups an
retains documentary evidee (e.g.
meeting minutes, summaries) to sho
how the process complies with 7.2.1

OR smolt supplier confirms that
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governmentto-government
consultation occurred and obtains
documentary evidence.

8.23 Evidence that the farm has undertaken @ative consultation with indigenous communities

a See results of 8.22a (above) to
determine whether the requirements
of 8.23 apply to the smolt supplier.

As per 7.2 for companywide (all incl. Tagsahed hatcheries).

Where relevant, obtain documeaty | See above.
evidence that smolt suppliers
undertake proactive consultations
with indigenous communities.

8.24 Allowance for producing or holding smolt in net pens with native salmonids

a Obtain a declaration from the farm's | N/A = Salmonids are not endemicAaistralia;there are no river run stocks o
smolt supplier stating wether the Atlantic salmon in Tasmania.
supplier operates in water bodies wit
native salmonids.

b Request smolt suppliers to identify al N/A
water bodies in which they operate
net pens for producing smolt and froi
which facilities they sell to the client.

c For any water body identified in 8.24| N/A
as a source of smolt for the farm,
determine if native salmonids are
present by doing a literature search ¢
by consulting witha reputable
authority. Retain evidence of search
results.

8.25 Allowance for producing or holding smolt in net pens in any water body

a Take steps to ensure that by June 13 N/A
2017 the farm does not source smolt
that was produced or held in net pen

8.26 Evidence that carrying capacity of the freshwater body has been established

a For the water body(s) where the N/A
supplier produces smolt for the client
(see 8.24b), obtain a copy of the mog
recent assessment of assimilative
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capacity.

b Identify which entity was responsible| N/A
for conducting the assessment (8.26
and obtain evidence for their
reliability.

c Review the assessment (8.26a) to | N/A
confirm that it establishes a carrying
capacity for the water body, it is less
than five years lnl, and it meets the
minimum requirements presented in
Appendix VIib.

d Review information to confirm that | N/A
the total biomass in the water body i
within the limits established in the
assessment (8.26a).

e If the study in 8.26a is more thanow | N/A
years old and there has been a
significant increase in nutrient input t
the water body since completion,
request evidence that an updated
assessment study has been done.

8.27 Maximum baseline total phosphorus concentration of the water body

a Obtain documentary evidence to shoy N/A
that smolt suppliers conducted water
quality monitoring in compliance with
the requirements of Appendix \ABl

b Obtain from smolt suppliers a map | N/A
with GPS coordinates showing the
sampling locations.

C Obtain fom smolt suppliers the TP | N/A
monitoring results for the past 12
months and calculate the average
value at each sampling station.

d Compare results to the baseline TP | N/A
concentration established below (see
8.29) or determined by a regulatory
body.

e Confirm that the average value for TF N/A
over the last 12 months did not
exceed 20 ug/l at any of the sampling
stations nor at the reference station.
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8.28 Minimum percent oxygen saturation
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a Obtain evidence that smolt supplier | N/A
conducted water qualitynonitoring in
compliance with the requirements
(see 8.27a).

Obtain from smolt suppliers the DO | N/A

monitoring results from all monitoring
stations for the past 12 months.

Review results (8.28b) to confirm tha
no values were below the minimum
percent oxygen saturation.

a Obtain documentary evidence from
the supplier stating the trophic status
of water body if previously set by a
regulator body (if applicable).

N/A

8.29 Trophic status classification of water body

N/A

If the trophic status ofhe water body
has not been classified (see 8.29a),
obtain evidence from the supplier to
show how the supplier determined
trophic status based on the
concentration of TP.

N/A

c As applicable, review results from
8.29a to verify that the supplier
accuraely assigned a trophic status t
the water body in accordance with th
table in Appendix VHT and the
observed concentration of TP over th
past 12 months.

N/A

Compare the above results (8.29¢) ta
trophic status of the water body as

reported for all pevious time periods.
Verify that there has been no change

a Determine the baseline value for TP
concentration in the water body using
results from either 8.29ar 8.29b as
applicable.

N/A

N/A

8.30 Maximum allowed increase in total phosphorus concentration in lake from baseline

Compare the above baseline (result
from 8.30a) to the average observed
phosphorus concentration over the
past 12 months (result from 8.27¢).

N/A

c Verify that TP did not increase by

more than 25% from baseline.

N/A
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8.31 Alowance for use of aeration systems

a

a

Obtain a declaration from the farm's
smolt supplier stating that the supplie
does not use aeration systems or
other technological means to increas
oxygen levels in the water bodies
where the supplier operates.

8.32 Water quality monitoring matrix completed and submitted to ASC

Obtain records from smolt suppliers
showing that water quality monitoring
was conducted at least quarterly (i.e.
once every 3 months) over the last 1
months.

ASC FULL ASSESSMENT REPEESALBruny Island

N/A

SALTAS

No specifigparameters specified in regulations.

Received copies of historical AST reports and records.

Quote from AST for quarterly monitoring of upstream intake and downstrg
discharge (sampling to occur from March 2@lebmpleted).

Obtain water quality monitang
matrix from smolt suppliers and
review for completeness.

See above.

a

Submit the smolt supplier's water
guality monitoring matrix to ASC as
per Appendix VH2 and Appendix VI.

8.33 Minimum oxygen saturation in the outbw

Obtain the water quality monitoring
matrix from each smolt supplier (see
8.32h).

Data was submitted to ASC.

See 8.32a above.

Review the results (8.33a) for
percentage dissolved oxygen
saturation in the effluent to confirm
that no measurements fell below 609
saturation.

SALTAB a semtlosed system with a proportion of the water recirculated.
DO saturation is not currently measured@ALTAS

Minor nonconformity:
DO saturation is not currently measured@AL TASemiclosed hatchery
system that supplied smolt to thBruny farm sites.

8.34 MacreA Y S NI So NI G S

If a single DO reading (as reported in
8.33a) fell below 60%, obtain eviden
that the smolt supplier performed
daily continuous monitoring with an
electronic probe and recorder for a
least a week demonstrating a
minimum 60% saturatin at all times
(Appendix VHR).

L A

a4 dzNI

Data was submitted to ASC.

S GNBIY FTNRY (KS Tl
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Obtain documentation from smolt
supplier(s) showing the results of
macrainvertebrate surveys.
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SALTAS hatches
A Freshwater Systems (2014, 19p) Benthic Macroinvertebrate
Monitoring compliance assessment Saltas Wayatinah Hatchery

Freshwater Systems (2014, 18p) Benthic Macroinvertebrate
Monitoring compliance assessment Saltas Florentine Hatchery

A

Review suppliedocuments (8.34a) to
confirm that the surveys followed the
prescribed methodology (Appendix
VIIE3).

Compliance confirmed.

Review supplier documents (8.34a) t
confirm the survey results show that
benthic health is similar to or better
than upstream 6the supplier's
discharge.

Maintain a copy of smolt supplier's
biosolids (sludge) management plan
and confirm that the plan addresses
all requirements in Apgndix VIH

8.35 Evidence of implementation of biosolids (sludge) Best Management Practices

See above.

Evidence for SALTAS Hatchery includes:
A Saltas Biosolids removal document
A Sludge removal correspondence

Obtain from smolt suppliers a proces
flow diagram (detailed in Appendix
VIIF2) showing how the farm is
dealing with biosolids respongib

A Saltas Process Flow Diagram

Obtain a declaration from smolt
supplier stating that no biosolids wer
discharged into natural water bodies
in the past 12 months.

Tassal Biosolids statement for Russell Falls and Rookwood hatchery 7/9/
declaring nadischarge of biosolids into natural water bodies in the past 12
months.

SALTAS biosolids removal documents were reviewed.

Obtain records from smolt suppliers
showing monitoring of biosolid
(sludge) cleaning maintenance, and
disposal as described in Agudix VIH
2.

As per 8.35a this includes copies of Veolia invoice for biosolids disposal,
Spectran Invoice (x2) for desludging of underground sludge attenuators,
Spectran sludge removal correspondence including proposal and AST re
Huon River Hatcheyvater Reuse Scheme.

Evidence for SALTAS Hatchery includes:
A Saltas Biosolids removal document
A Sludge removal correspondence
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7 Certification Deision

The audit tearrhas identified onenajor non-conformity. The client has provided a root cause analys
and an action plan to addretise major nonrconformity (NC) anéach ninor NC(see Table 8 Progress
against the action plawasassessedn the 27" September aftethe client provides evidence to close
out the major NCSubmitted evidence was consigel sufficient to close out the Major nen
conformance and submit the evidence with the updated report to the SCS certification board.

The SCS certification boasgsessed the provided evidence aagteedg A 1 K (G KS | aaSaavySyi
findings anccertification recommendation, antd dzi K2 NA T SR O S NBrury FslankSiieNVEY 2 F ¢ |
110 Soldiers Hot). Therefore, SCS as the conformity assessment body of record concludes that the Site
shouldbe issued an ASC certificate.

8 Determinationof the Sart of the Chain of Custody (CoC)

Integrity of certified products

SCS Global Services has determined that the system for Tassal Operations Pty. Ltd at Dover is sufficient
for products to enter into further certified chains of ¢ady and be eligible to carry the ASC Label.

Tracking, tracing and segregation system in use

Tassal has a vertically integrated production system. All harvested salmon is sourced from Tassal or
Tassabwned hatcheries (smolt producers). The harvest vassale all Tassawned and no
subcontractors are used. Only one harvest vessel operates during the harvest season and typically only
harvests one pefper sitdper day and never from multiple sites (production systems). Tlaeeeno

other operator/ companyarming salmon in th&runy andDover regios.

Production (at individual pen level) as well as harvest are documented throughout by paper trail

O0F OO0dzNY GS O2dzyiia 2F FTAAK | a ¢Sttt | asperiicAéckKania v | YR
information system used to track and record information relevant to Hatchery and Farm productions.

Fish Talks also used to record egg and smolt information which enables full traceability of harvested

fish back to the hatchery. Additional information recorded Fish Talk includes feed batches and
guantities, treatments, vaccinations, mortalities, harvest, fish numbers and weights.

The monitoring, control and traceability system in place from farm pens to landing compromises:

A Daily Harvest Planinstructs havest boats which pen to harvest from, quantity of fish to
harvest, and destination.
A Harvest Record Sheetfilled out by harvest vessel and is supplied to processing facility at
landing. This document records:
o Pen Site
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Pen ID
Date (with start and end time
Vessel /Skipper
Total Harvest (# of fish)
0 Hold or Bin fish is loaded into
A Daily Wet Processing Repottcreated by factory and records
o Production date
o PenlID
o0 Factory supplied lot #
0 Harvest Vessel
0 Total number of fish processed
A Product Information Report;, Created from Fishtalk database and includes:
o BatchID
Harvest Vessel
Pen Site
Pen ID
Species
# of fish
Harvest Date
Processing plant
Fry input ID
Feed type, supplier, amount and last day used for fry input

O O OO

O OO0 O0OO0OO0OO0OO0OOo

The opportunity of substitution prior to or aharvesting

There is low risk of substitution. Only one individual pen is harvested at one time and will receive a
unique harvest ID number. Tassal has a robust traceability system in place as outlined in the section
above.

The possibility of introducingproduct from outside the unit of certification

There is low rislof introducing product from outside the unit of certificatiolll of the harvested
salmon from the farm sites ithe Bruny regiorare from Tassabwned or contractually controlled snito
producers. Only one individual pen is harvested at one time and a specific harvest ID number is assigned
indicating location pen and harvest date.

Robustness of the management system

Tassal has a robust quality management system in place that indomeany specific, lectronic
information system that is used to track and record information relevant to production (hatchery and
farm sites), harvest as well as processifige electronic system is backed up by paper based integrated
management system recds.

Any transhipment activities taking place

114



ASC FULL ASSESSMENT REPEESALBruny Island

The harvest vessels (usually thassal 1sometimes théviareebg are both Tassalwned and managed:;
there are no subcontractors used and only one harvest vessel operates during the harvest season.

The number ad/or location of points of harvest

In one day, usually only one pen (or part of a pen) per farming lease is harvested. On a rare occasion,
more than one pen will be harvested; however, these pens are always within the same farming lease. At
the BrunySoldiers Poingjrow-out sitethere arel6 positionsfor polar circles (120m circumference)

pens. Not all positions are always stocked. Tassahhakectronic information sgtem (Fish Talk) that is

used to track and record information relevant to production and harvest.

Point from which Chain of Custody certification is needed

Chain of Custody (CoC) certification is required from the point of unloading from the boat orto sub
contracted trucks that transport to the processing unit if ownership changes. If ownership does not
change, CoC starts at the processing faciliiée Harvest Record Sheet described above establishes
eligibility to enter into ASC chain of custody.

Onlyproducts harvested as of or after the date of certification are approved to carry the ASC logo.
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9 NonCGonformity Reports

The following table summarizes the areas of necessary improvement with idemtdiedonformitiesto
the ASCSalmon Standd V. 1.0. Items from theequirementsare listed in order of Principle and
performance indicators and not in order of magnitude or importance.

Table 3 Non-Conformity Reports.

Criterion Year Category Summary of Client Root Client Action Plan Deadline
Finding Cause Analysis

Closure of
this NCR is
required no
later than
one year
after
issuance

Minor NC | Currently, Feed has been Equipmenthasbeen | Corrective
the feed tested purchased and actions to be
used at the | annually by procedure assesseat
Bruny Island | feed supplier | developed and the first
farm siteis as per implemented at site. | surveillance
not tested contractual Training is schedule( audit

quarterly. agreement. At | for August 2014.
the time of the | Quarterly testing
audit Tassal | resultswill be

had available for review
implemened | at 2015 surveillance
internal audit

quarterly

testing

procedures,

but historical
evidence was

not yet

available.

2014 | Minor NC | Currently, Historically, Thenew Tassal Corrective
information | Tassal has website includsa actions to be
about lethal | reported tab for all ASC assesseat
incidents is | lethal reporting the first
not made incidents requirements. Any | surveillance
publically annually in lethal incidents will | audit
available their be reported there
within 30 Sustainability | within 30 days.
days. Report. The

commitment
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has been
made to
report any
lethal
incidents on
website within
30 days
2014 | Major NC | During the | Published All other published | Follow qup
last numbers bird numbers examination
production | (Sustainability | checked and will occurat
cycle there | Report) accurate the first
was a provided to Increaseddue surveillance
discrepancy | Sustainability | diligence on wildlife | audit
in total Report reporting,
number of Coordinator Newly developed
bird (SRC) by and quality
mortalities wildlife controlled reporting
reported for | management | procedure,
the Bruny officer,
Island farm | however
site, communicatd | ASC assessment on
between the | n error TassdB website @
Sustainability| resulted ina | www.tassal.com.au,
Report mistake in due| Corrections of data
(2013) and | diligence in both Tassal's
the farm procedure Annual Sustaability
records. Report and on the
Tassal website
Major closed on
27" Sep. 2014
2014 | Minor NC | More than 2 | Wildlife Tassal is committed | Corrective
marine interactions to reducing actions to be
mammal inevitably interactions with assessed
mortality occur at our | wildlife at our within 3
and more salmon farms, | marine farms, months after
than 9 as our farmed | especially issuing the
mortalities in | salmon is a interactions that draft report
total tempting result in mortalities.
including protein rich
birds,over source. Tassal has two full
prior 2 years | Farms time wildlife
operating in management officerg
the and team of casual
5 Q9 y (i NB staff responsible for

ux Channel are

managing
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under
pressure from
roosting birds
(up to 1000) at
leases

interactions between
wildlife and our
salmon.

The most effective
way to reduce
interactions with
wildlife is to prevent
them from entering
our sea pens. We
utilise a numbef
passive strategies
including:

w{ SIf LNP
netting, which acts
as an exclusion
measure for birds
and is strong enougl
to prevent seals
from jumping into
pens.

Commitment to post
details of lethal bird
interactions monthly
on ASC dashboard
will actas a good
trigger for high bird
numbers

Review and potentia
replacement of
Bruny farm

equipment

2014 Minor NC There is
currently no
Area based
management
plan. The
State
Biosecurity
Planis in
draft only.

Dependent on
industry
participation

Only Tassal and one
other operator
located in this
region. Working
together to develop
an industry
biosecurity plan that
could inform an AMA
in the future

Corrective
actions tobe
assesseat
the first
surveillance
audit
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2014 | Minor NC | Not all Feed Working with Corrective
ingredients | ingredients Skretting(Feed actions to be
of thefeeds | purchased company)o achieve | assesseat
used at the | prior to ASC | full compliance to the first
Bruny Island | commitment | the criteria surveillance
farm site audit
achieve
individual
fish source
scores >6.

2014 Minor NC During the Historically, Before the first Corrective
last 2 years, the Fish Healtl surveillance audit in actions to be
visits by the team 2015, the fish health assesseat
company vet (including team will visit site the first
were not company vet) quarterly, as per site surveillance
conducted have visited  visit planner. audit
quarterly. Tassal regions

as required
with no
specific
schedule in
place. This
process has
been
implemented;
however,
there is no
historical
evidence to
support this.
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2014

Minor NC

During the
lasttwo full
production
cycles, the
unexplained
mortality
was greater
than 40% of
overall
mortality at

the farm site.

Based on
pathology

findings, there

are multiple
disease
processes
occurring at
the Tasman
regionso it is
difficult to
ascribe to a

Multifactorial
approach:

I Summer study in

collaboration

with Skretting to

develop better
summer diets

1 Increase of Jelly

fish and algae
surveillance
1 Industry and

single cause.

f

f

Physiologi
cal and
metabolic
effects of
sustained
high
temperatu
res

Jelly fish
and algae

Infectious
agentsq
Rickettsia
(RLO) and
Aquareovirus

(ARV)

Government
(FHU) existing
projectsto
develop vaccineg
for RLO and AR\

Corrective
actions to be
assesseat
the first
surveillance
audit
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2014 Minor NC Not all fish at Due to Due to Tasmanian  Corrective
the Bruny regional biophysical actions to be
Island farm isolation, constraints, marine  assessedt
siteare from Tasmanian lease space is limite« the first
single year  Salmon and alternate suveillance
class Growers have stocking locations  audit

not historically are not always
restricted the available
operations of
their sites to
single year
class stocking.
The absence
of sea lice and
any notable
infectious,
viral disease;
has resulted in
multiple year
class stocking
being assessel
as a much
lower fish
health risk.
This is
reflected in
Tasmanian
Government
Industry
regulation and
biosecurity
plans

2014 | Minor NC | Stakeholders | Whilst significant | Tassal will Corrective
indicated that | engagementis | continue to actions to be
community undertaken in the| engage and assesseat the
consultations | communitiesin | consult with | first
are not which Tassal communities. | surveillance
meaningful. o . . .

operates, it is Issies raised in| audit
recognised that | these

not all stakeholders
stakeholders will | consultations
be satisied with | will inform
the outcomes of | future
stakeholder engagement
consultations. and

(note: for the consultation
purposes of these with

(audit related) communities
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.11 d and {ex !

been
implemented to
consult with
aboriginal groups
specifically

prepared to
assist Tassal in
forming a
relationship
with one of the
indigenous
organisations
(Aboriginal
Land Council o
Tasmania. An

stakeholder
meetings, only
issues were
documented
(positive
comments were
not sought)

Minor NC | Currently Historically, A series of Corrective
thereisno | Tassal has presentations | actions to be
direct reported to community | assessedt the
communicati | antibiotic use and| groups first
on with the | supplied relevant | regarding surveillance
community | information Tassal audit
regarding annually in their | operations to
antibiotic Sustainability be scheduled
treatments | Report. There is | for
and potential| also information | FY2014/FY201
health risks. | supplied on their | 5. These

current website presentations
(to be updated to include
March 2014). information
Although regarding
Emergency potential
Response Plans | health risks
are in place there| assocated with
is currently no antibiotic
communication | treatments.
with specific

communities.

2014 | Minor NC | Currently While significant | Before the first | Corrective
thereisno | engagementis | surveillance actions to be
consultations| undertaken in the| audit in 2015 | assessedt the
with communities in | Tassal is first
aboriginal which Tassal planning to surveillance
groups operate, no work with audit

engagement Cradle Coast
strategies have | NRM who are
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2014

Minor NC

DO
saturation is
not currently
measured at
Russell Falls
and Saltas,
semiclosed
hatchery
systems that
supplied
some smolt
to the farm
site.

Alternate process
currently being
followed. Task
specific
equipment not
yet received

initial
framework for
the
relationship
will be the
inclusion of
sites of
aboriginal
culkural
significance in
¢claalfQ
employee
induction
package
Before the first
annual
surveillance
audit, the DO
saturation will
be measured
as per ASC
requirements.

Corrective
actions to be
assesseadt the
first
surveillance
audit
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CHEYIYyS {®Z hQ/2yy2NE @996 Méaht Yyell Reinddmtion: Monitoring ¢of yy 2 y =
Benthic Invertebrates in Macquarie Harbour, western Tasmania. Supervising Scientist and Department
of Environment and Lead Management, Commonwealth of Australia.
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Appendix 1: Stakeholde€onsultation

For eah cluster of Tassal farm sites undergoing ASC full assessment (Macquarie Harbour, cBuified 4
April 2014, andNorth West Baycertified 10" of June 2014)SCS aught commentand participation
from the generalpublic and local community memberthrough directemailing,posting advisories on
the ASC websiteand conducting onsite meetings.

Tassalprovided SCS with a detaile®takeholder contact lists in full knowledge that negative and
emotive issues would be raised during the audit process.

A clusterof Tassal farms can be defined as a farming region. Tassal has six farming regions in the state of
Tasmania. The Macquarie Harbour region was certified "dof4April 2014, and the North West Bay
region was certified on Tbof June 2014. The scope ofgheport is the current Dover, Bruny Island and
Tasman farming regions.

The initial audit announcement was posted on the ASC website on tfeAp?il 2014.Stakeholder
consultation for the DoveBruny and Tasmasites commenced on May 72014 with @ email sent to
identified stakeholders announcing onsite meetings and requesting comments and participation. Initial
announcement was posted on the ASC website on tHé &gril 2014.SCS thanks all stakeholders who
attended meetings and/or provided wréh submissions.

A comprehensive list of stakeholder comments from the previous assessment and the respective
responses by the assessment team can be found in AppendixAbusHculture Stewardship Council
Salmon Standard Full Assessment RefmriTassal Ogrations Pty LtdMacquarie Harbour MF 214 and
MP219(http://www.ascaqua.org/upload/4 20140404 Tassal%200perations_Macquarie%20Harbour%20Farms_

NAL.pd}.

Following tte initial e-mail, five onsite meetings with stakeholders were conducted as follows:

May 26" at Dover High School Hall, Dover (Stakeholder Meeting #1)
May 27" at the Oyster Cove Inn, Kettering (Stakeholder Meeting #2
May 28" at Adventure Bay Hall, Bruny Island (Stakeholder Meeting #3)
May 29" at the Nubeena RSL, Nubeena (Stakeholder Meeting #4)
May 30" at the Salamanca Inn, Hobart (Stakeholder Meeting #5)

=A =4 =4 4 =9

Stakeholders were again notified and asked to contributemvthe draft report was posted for a dday
comment [eriod, which took place between Augudig"-29" 2014. Written submissions were also
received throughout the assessment periddany stakeholder comments receivedmments received
to date were about poential lease extensions andere therefore not within the scope of ASC
certification. These comments have been acknowledged and communicated to Tassal.

A comprehensive list of stakeholder comments from the previous assessment and the respective
responsesy the assessment team can be found in Appendix ASESalmon Standard Full Assessment

Report for Tassal Operations Pty Ltd: Macquarie Harbour MF 214 and MF219
(http://www.ascaqua.org/upload/4 20140404 Tassal%200perations_Macquarie%20Harbour%20Farms_FJNAL.pdf
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¢CKS LlzN1}2aS 2F GKS {0 1SK2tRSN) O2yadzZ GdFGA2y Aa y2
stakeholder engagement, ratheo tgather the issues relating to the farsite under assessmenand to

GKS O2YLIyeQa 2LISNIGA2ya Ay 3ISYSNIfto t2aAildAgdsS adl
area have not been recorded here and not all Stakeholders listed provided resporS€st

Note: SCS wish to advice stakeholders that all submissions received (both verbal and written) have been
acknowledged and communicated to Tassal through the audit process. Submissions that were not
considered to be within the scope of ASC certifamatbecause they are related to proposed lease
expansions and not for existing sitas detailed abovehave not been included in this report. All
submissions related to community engagement have been noted andbevithonitaced on anongoing

bases relatd to Principle 7.

It is important to acknowledge the Marine Farming regulatory approvals process. The following has been
taken from the Tasmanian Government DPIPWE website and explains the process for amending Marine
Farming areaand the consultation proesses:

The Department prepares marine farming development plans (MFDPs), or amendments to existing
MFDPs for the major marine farming areas of the State using the process set down in the Marine
Farming Planning Act 1995. (The Act may be viewed on the ahigsm Legislation website at
www.thelaw.tas.gov.auUse the Search function to find the Act.)

Under the Act, the process requires that draft MFDPs be placed on public exhibition for up to two
months, during whig time representations may be submitted to the planning authority. In the case of an
amendment to a MFDP, the amendment is placed on public exhibition for up to 2 months, during which
time public representations may be submitted to the planning authgkityindependent expertideased

Marine Farming Planning Review Panel assesses representations. The Panel may require modifications to
a draft MFDP or MFDP amendment in light of representations. The Minister for Primary Industries and
Water gives final appnal to MFDPs or amendments to existing MFDPs after which allocation of
leasable area may proceed.

Kettering meeting on 27/5/14 with AttendeesSarah Lowe, Annie Venables, Miranda Howie, Stephen
Wei and Anne Lowghton

Hobart meeting on 30/5/14 with Attenees:Klaus LeitgesstephanieCahalan, Jamie Reardon, Karen
Harvey, Lucie Whitten, Dawn Whitten, Forrest Whitten, Marina Hagen, Uwe Feist, Patsy Harmsen, Grant
Maddock, Ron Bugg, Claire Blichfeldt, Eric Woehler, Allegra Biggs Dale, AdriarNkiDatiemp,

Adrienne Godsmark, Joe Blake, Graham Bury, Gitatien, Rob Gott, Vica Bayley.
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10.1 Stakeholderissuesincluding CAB responses

Responses to Issues Raised at Stakeholder Meetingh#®Bruny Island Farm Site
Stakeholder comments of generic nature and those ones with relevance for the Bruny Island Site are listed here and aredsziioon

Issue

Relevant
ASC
Salmon
Standard
Principle

Response

Impact of Salmon farming
on Benthic Health

Principle 2

This issue isovered in Principle 2 dfie ASC Salmon Standard and basn addressed there with detail
on ongoing monitoring that is required as part of the lease agreementraaddition to the

requirements. These sections also have a list of references that are relevant here showing that the
been sigrficant monitoring and research th& also ongoing.

All salmon farming companies in Tasmania must conduct annual sigeeys for each active lease to
assess that the farm is not having an unacceptable impact on the local benthic environment. This i
Management Control within the Huon River and Port Esperance Marine Farming Development Pla
regulatory requirementf the Marine Farmingjcense and is assessedDPIPWE. Details of the filming
procedure for the video monitoring are specified in Schedule 3 of Marine Farming License conditio
Spot dives are also conducted at compliance sites as specified by DEiB¥EEites are mostly at 35 m
from the boundary of the lease area and in the down current direction. Six video surveys are also
conducted inside the lease area which must include sites that have been subjected to the heaviest
stocking pressure (highestdd input prior to fallowing or in previous 12 months) and are filmed from
edge to the centre of the cage. The license specifies significant visual impacts which must not occt
within the lease areg excessive feed, bacterial mats or spontaneous gébling from the sediment;
and beyond the boundary of the lease arepresence of feed pellets, bacterial mats, gas bubbling, or
numerous opportunistic polychaetes on the sediment surface. If a significant visual impact is detec
then additional enviromental monitoring is required and fallowing or resting of the impacted pen ba
lease may be recommended
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Water quality

Principle 2

This issue isovered in Principle 2 dfie ASC Salmon Standard and basn addressed there with detail
on ongoing maitoring that is required as part of the lease agreement and in addition to the

requirements. These sections also have a list of references that are relevant here showing that the
been sigrficant monitoring and research th& also ongoing. Copp#&eated nets are no longer used by
Tassal

The Tasmanian Salmon farming industry have had a SE (South East of Tasmania) Broadscale
Environmental Monitoring Program (BEMP) in place since 2009 in association with a State regulatg
Nitrogen Cap. The BEMP hasently undergone a third party scientific review by the Institute of Mari
and Antarctic Sciences (IMAS). The review can be foumttipat/dpipwe.tas.gov.au/Documents/Ross
MacleodBEMPDataReview20092012
.pdf#tsearch=broadscale%20environmental%20monitoring%20pragkagessment of the monitoring
data (the review) has shown that at currenvégds of industry production, which are capped under
regulation, the ecosystem has the capacity to assimilate the inputs from salmon farms. The BEMP
developed from an ecological model which generated water quality triggers and compliance agains
triggersisgovernment | Y R G SR A GKAY ¢l aalfQa 2dz2NRAaRAO

Nutrient loading in the
5Q9yUNBOlFais]|

Principle 2

This issue isovered in Principle 2 dfie ASC Salmon Standard and basn addressed there with detail
on ongoing monitoring thais required as part of the lease agreement and in addition to the
requirements. These sections also have a list of references that are relevant here showing that the
been sigrficant monitoring and research th& also ongoing.

Tassal is supportinresearch in this areeFRDC 20kt nH &/ £ F NAFe@Ay 3 (GKS NB
farm nutrient loads and changesinmadrd 3+ f O2YYdzy A& &G NHzOG dzNB «

Impacts on wild fish
populations

Principle 3

This issue isovered in Principle 3 dfie ASC Salmon Standard and lbeen addressed there with detail
on ongoing monitoring that is required as part of the lease agreement and in addition to the
requirements. These sections also have a list of references that are relevant here showing thaethe
been sigrficant monitoring and research th& also ongoing.

The aim of Principle 3 of the ASC Salmon Standard is to ensure that salmon farms do not harm the
of wild fish populations. This section of this report addresses impacts assowigitedisease, parasites
and escapes. Tassal has also commissioned an evaluation of practices on salmon farms to mitigat
escapes and ecological impacts by IMAS researchgte & Frijlink S, 2013.

Impacts on kelp forests

Principle 2

This issue isovered in Principle 2 ahe ASC Salmon Standard and basn addressed there with detail
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on ongoing monitoring that is required as part of the lease agreement and in addition to the
requirements. These sections also have a list of references that are rele@showing that there has
been sigrficant monitoring and research th& also ongoing.

Tassal has conducted a risk assessment on the impact of Salmon farming operations on Giant Kel
Forests of South East Australia. This process involvesgaunation of the likelihood that adverse
environmental impacts may occur as a result of exposure to one or more stressors. The risk to this
potential threatened ecological community is considered to be low.

Tassal is currently working with IMAS researshdre Tasmanian Abalone@hcil and consultants to
develop a research project tnalysedata currently available and to develop a monitoring program fo
rockyreef floral and faunal communities

Concern about lack of
transparency fra Tassal
and regulabry bodies,

National and local legal compliance is covered in Principle 1 of the ASC Salmon Standard and has
addressed there with details. Environmental monitoring of ther@ehdoes take place and scientific
data is collected by independent consultancies. The information has been included and referenced
report.

WSTFSNJ (2 ¢l aaltQa {daAadlAyloAtAde wSLR2NII 2853
Channel des take place and scientific data is collected by independent consultancies. Tassal has

partlcularly_ in relation tq Principle 1 committed to transparency of operations through the annual publication of their Sustainability Repg
water quality and benthic . . . ) .
. the 2013 report they have increased the scope of their repmiticlude land based operations, meanin
impacts. . : . : o . :
they are now reporting on the entire business. Further information is also available on the website
through Fact Sheets. The ASC Salmon Standard also requires certain information be made publicg
available Tassal has showed compliance with this requirement through the development of their AS
Dashboard on the Tassal website. Tassal has been independently benchmarked as the number 1
transparency in Corporate Sustainability Reporting for salmon farmifgiyo
Concern about legislative - National and local legal compliance is covered in Principle 1 of the ASC Salmon Standard and has
: Principle 1 . .
compliance of Tassal addressed there in detalil.
National and local legal compliance is covered in Principle 1 of the ASC Salmon Standard and has
e : addressed there with details. Environmental monitoring of the Channel does take place and scienti
Lack of scientific evidence/ . . . . . ) :
: . . - data iscollected by independent conlteincies. The information has been included and referenced in
information regarding Principle 1 report
operations port.
WSTFSNJ (2 ¢l aalfQa {dadlAylroAfAde wSLER2NI | yR
Lack of access to data Principle 2 | National and local legal compliance is covered in Principle 1 of the ASC Salmon Standard and has
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regarding ecosystem health Principk 7 | addressed there with details. Environmental monitoring of the Channel does take place and scienti
Ay GKS 5Q9yil data is collected by independent consultancid®e information has been included and referenced in tf
Channel report.
Environmental monitoring of the Channel does take place and scientific data is collected by indepe
consultancies. The information has been inelddind referenced in this report. An indgy’ R SSfate of¢
iKS 5Q9yGNBOF&GSHdZE / KIFyy &t NB/LER NIK S & 2LddSoNI Al G
http://www.kingborough.tas.gov.au/page.aspx?u=6@0comprehensive dataset assated with this
report is also available by contacting project staff via above web page.
Tassal is taking measures to address these issues, but some community members feel that these
. measures & not sufficient and significant improvements are needed in these areas. Community
Feeling that concerns are . . . C
not taken seriously Principle 7 engageme.n.t is covered in Principle 7 of_ the ASC Sa}lmgn Standard, where seommftsmances have
been identified. Tassal have been advised of specific instances
Tassal is taking measures to adg¢hese issues, but some community members feel that these
measures are not sufficient and significant improvements are needed in these areas. Community
engagement is covered in Principle 7 of the ASC Salmon Standard, where scommfusmances have
Community stakeholders ar beenidentified.
e ing | prnpe7 |1 381 C K& | RSR10IGSR O2vyayaie SyatasySyd
impacts on the local O2YYdzyAue §3/EII-’ ASYSyu 2FFA OSNDa 02 yu I Ou RSO A
. 09SOLI SO O2Yy Ut ARAAL GEORYHI NBESORY U LIK2YS Yyd
community resources : : . - . . . 7
automatic email option. All enquiries are directed to relevant staff, with community based enquiries
being directed to the Community Engagement Officer. Multiple evidences of responses dup@i€S.
Community complaints are publically disclosed in Tasaahsal Sustainalily Reports.
Efficient and responsible use of resourcesagered in Principld of the ASGalmon Standard and has
been addressed there witturther details
Feedc responsible sourcing
and impacts on native Principle 4 | Somefish are sourced from South America, and some are sourced locally. In the medium term, the

populations

requirements ask for the fish meal and oil used in feed be certified uiBteAL guideles as
demonstrated through full membership in the ISEAL Alliaatming with a feed source traceability
system.
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Tassal and Skretting I a 2only fe@dprovider) are compliant with ASC guidelines. These guidelines
contemplate a reduiton in the use of fishmeal and oil and specify clear goals in regards to the
dependency on wild caught fisBalmon growers must use feed from fisheries which meet sustainabi
indexes (FishSource) and will be required to be certified under a schemméasISEAL guidelines as
demonstrated through full membership in the ISEAL Alliance within the next 5 years

Freshwater use

Principle 1

Efficient and responsible use of resourcesagered in Principld of the ASGalmon Standard and has
been addressd there withfurther details The freshwater outtake is metered and monitored at all site

Freshwater is used to bathe fish in order to combat the effects of amoebic gill disease (AGD). This
accounts for approximately 90% of all freshwater used by Ta8ssshwater Licences issued by DPIPW
are required for all Freshwater resources. The freshwater outtake is metered and monitored at all s
Tassal is developing a freshwater framework to standardise information regarding water use acros
businessand to better understand the potential ecological impact of extracting this water from our
waterways. The freshwater framework will evaluate and describe the use of reticulated water used
¢lhaalfQa wdzaaStt Clffa KI &odebusdd inloyf Rookvidd RS & & A
Hatchery. Additionally, it will describe the use of freshwater for bathing in our south east marine sit
including points of removal, river, stream dam and catchment as well as volume used, distance fro
marine waterway ad proximity to known conservation values.

Tassal published its freshwater use in its FY2013 Annual Sustainability Report

Antibiotic use

Principle 5

Therapeutic treatments are covered under Principle 5 of the ASC Salmon Standard and this topic |
addressed there with further details. Additionally, Tassal provides detailed information regarding
antibiotic usage in its annual Sustainability Report. Whenever antibiotic treatments are made, Tass
required by the ASC Salmon Standard to post publiicetionsand is currently doing thain its pens,
so that they are visible to passing watercraft.

Tassal only administer antibiotics when fish welfare is at stake. Antibiotics are not used prophylacti
If treated, fish go through a withdrawal ped before harvest and Tassal comply with residue testing
requirements. Fish are never fed antibiotics to enhance growth. Tassal provides detailed informatid
regarding their antibiotic use in their annual Sustainability Reports and on the ASC Dashbtwed o
website (vww.tassal.com.a)
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Management controls as stipulated in the Huon River and Port Esperance MFDP and Schedule 3
Marine Farming Licence Conditions relevant to this issue are noted below:

wCondiion 1.6 (MF Licencd)evels of antibiotics, or chemical residues derived from farm therapeutic
use, present in sediments within or outside the Lease Area, are not to exceed levels specified to th
licence holder by prior notice in writing by either the &itor or the Chief Veterinary Officer, Tasmania
wCondition 1.7 (MF Licenc®rior to any stock being treated with therapeutants, the licence holder n
advise the Director, and provide a copy of any medication authority specific to stock treatmehtthat
been issued. The licence holder must comply with requirements to undertake any reasonable resid
testing prescribed by the Director

Please note AGD is not treated with antibiotics, it is only treated with freshwater

Marine debris

Principle 4

Theseconcerns have been noted and communicated to Tassal. SCS recommends that community
membersO2 Yy i Ay dzS (2 dz&S ¢l aalftQa O2YLX I Ayl YSOKI
dialogue between Tassal and the local community regarding this issue.

Tassatonducts at minimum, kannual marine debris cleamps of the shorelines surrounding its
operationsasapartdhed R2 LJi | { K2NBfAyS¢ LINPINIYP ¢KAA
BirdLife Tasmania to ensure that nesting shorebirds avéepted from disturbance during their breedin
season.

The use of coloured ropes (black & grey weave) allows the easy identification of ropes from Tassa
and shows accountability.

During the onsite audit, SCS observed comprehensive beachugddes on site, with pictures of debris
O2ftt SOGSR AyOf dzRSR Ay NBLER2NIAaD LY I RRAGAZY
supplied to the SCS. Please refer to section 4 of this report for more information and reference to

¢ I & a I ste digativh plan

Huon Rubbish Removal services are not used by Tassal to collect marine debris from shorelines.

Stakeholder meetings and
certification process was ng

adequately promoted.

N/A

SCS appreciates any feedback and recommendations related to circulation of information related tc
stakeholder meetings as part of the ASC audit process. We are constantly growing our community
stakeholder contact list and the circulation of this informatieiti continue to expand over time. We wil
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Recommend that
newspaper advertisement ig
used next time

take all suggestions into account during the planning phase for the next round of.audits

Producttraceability, and
separation of certified
product from noncertified
product

ASC Chain
of Custody

Tassal has abust quality management system in place that includes company specific, electronic
information system that is used to track and record information relevant to production (hatchery an
farm sites), harvest as well as processing. The electronic systerkisdap by paper based integrated
management system records. A documented traceability system needs to be in place for ASC cerl
products and will be subject to Chain of Custody audits for its ASC certified product.

Marketing by Tassal of ASC
certification when not all
sites have been certified

ASC Chain
of Custody

This concern is noteq and understgod. The ASC Salmon Standard a[lows for individual siges to be
{/{Qa NRBfS Fa /SNIATAOFIGAZ2Y . 2Re& ndad TasgalsSnihtis ¢
have all their farm sites assessed by the endQff4

Only stocked sites are being

¢tKA&d O2YyOSNYy A& y2G4SR YR dzyRSNRG22R® ¢KS ! {
as Certification Bdy is to evaluate compliance to the ASC Salmon Standard. New sites would need
addressed when they are fully stocked and cumulative impacts may be considered if group certifica

N/A becomes an option under this scheme.
evaluated
However comments and feedbacHKated to the standard have begrassed onto the ASC.
Sea urchin species, particularly the introduced spe@esirostephanuspp.) areextending their range
as a result of warmig waters off Tasmania and the southerly extension of the East Australia Curren
This phenomena is not related to salmon farmiBgudies are under way to investigate the impacts.
Increase in sea urchins in tt However the introduction and increase in abundance cannot be attributeshtmon farming.
area as a result of salmon | Principle 2 . _ o
farms Ref:Johnson R et al.2011 Climate change cascades: Shifts in oceanography, species' ranges and sub
marine community dynamics in easteflmasmaniaJournal of Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology,
Volume 40017-32. (available at http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022098111000803)
Concern that there are This issue isovered in Principle 2 dfie ASC Salmon Standard, where criie 2.4.2 prohibits siting of
limited, or no protected o farms in protected areas.
Principle 2

I NBlFa Ay GKS

channel

I oA 2 4 A x

t N2EUSOUSR

¢CKS F2ft26Ay3 | NBla SEAAG 6AGKAY
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w ¢KS bAYSLIAY t2AydG alNAYS bl idz2NE wSaSNBS 2(
the mouth of the HuorRiver.This area was first declared in 1991 as a nature reserve under the

National Parks and Wildlife Act 1970. This reserve classification was carried forward into the

Nature Conservation Act 2002 . Ninepin Point Marine Nature Reserve is also listed as@ne nature
reserve under thé.iving Marine Resources Management Act 189¥irtue of Rule 3 of the Fisheries
wdzf Sa mMpppd ¢KSAS wdzZ Sa SadlrofAiak WwWyz2 GlF1S8SQ
w CAYRSNDBZ2E al NAYyS bl (dzNBasef& shétbkeiSnariné siudyra®axor | N
education, research and recreation. A beach and the foreshore are included within the reserve. Th
Ffaz2z + Wy2 (GF1SQ FNBI®

wThe Huon Estuary and Central Channel Marine Conservation Areas are listed as consa@asio
under theNature Conservation Act 200Rishing is permitted in these reserves.

Most other certification
schemes have a principle o
W aa20A1 GA2Y ¢
SyGAaANBiGe 2F |
operations is assessed
concurrently. Recommend
that the ASC aupt a policy
of association and not allow
certification for individual
farms of the same operator
without certification of the
whole operation

N/A

This recommendation is notetlowever, it must be stated that SCS is independent of the ASC and as
does not have authority or influence in this arddowever comments and feedback have bepassed
onto the ASC.

How big could Tassal's
operations be until they
were no longer able to

qualify for ASC

N/A

There is no limit to size of an operation to qual&l.operations small or large can be assessed. What
be determined during the audit is if and how well the operation complies with the ASC standard
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General environmental
AYLI OGa 27F ¢l
operations

Principle 2
Principle 3

These issues are cover@uPrinciple 2 and 3 of the ASC Salmon Standard and have been addressec
with details of the ongoing monitoring that are required as part of the lease agreement. These sect
also have a list of references that are relevant here, showing that thasebeen significant monitoring
and research which is also ongoing.

Tassal is required to comply with Management Controls contained in the Huon River and Port Esps
Marine Farming Development Plan. Management Controls are prepared in accordanseaetitim 24 of
the Marine Farming Planning Act 1998 anagement Controls must contain any measures necessary
manage and mitigate negative effects which Marine Farming operationdhaaywithin the
management area.

Heavy metal contamination
2T  ( KrScasie s y
Channel

Principle 2

This issue isovered in Principle 2 dfie ASC Salmon Standard and basn addressed there with detail
on ongoing monitoring that is required as part of the lease agreement and in addition to the
requirements. These seotis also have a list of references that are relevant here showing that there
been sigrficant monitoring and research th& also ongoingTassal does not use copper nets in the
Bruny region. No coppdrased or other antifoulant treatments are used pets.

Tassal is required to comply with Management Controls contained in the Huon River and Port Esp¢
Marine Farming Development Plan. Management Controls are prepared in accordance with sectiol
the Marine Farming Planning Act 1998 anagemat Controls must contain any measures necessary {
manage and mitigate negative effects which Marine Farming operations may have within the
management area

As of March 2014, Tassal has ceased the use of antifoulants on their nets at the farm sites.
Tasal has developed technology in housé K S &\ehich pfdvides the solution to copper treated
nets. This technology has been adopted nationally and internationally.

Tassal has participated in comprehensive studies of the impact of copper based lantgowhich have
been reported in:

w {AYL&E2Y {[Z {LIRIFENRB 5! YR hQ. NASY 5® OHAN
copper in sediments contaminated by antifouling paint used in aquaculture. Chemosphere $22d89
w al Of SPriksEn, R.Sp Sithipson, S.L, Davey, A. and Ross, J (2014) Assessment of the envir
impacts and sediment remediation potential associated with copper contamination from antifouling
(and associated recommendations for management), FRDC ProfEE021 (University of Tasmania,
CSIRO), Australia.
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PCBs

N/A

PCBs are widespread in the environment worldwide. Their presence cannot be attributed to salmoi
farms.

Increased localised nutrient
inputs

Principle 2

This issue isovered in Principle 2 ahe ASC Salmon Standard and besn addressed there with detail
on ongoing monitoring that is required as part of the lease agreement and in addition to the
requirements. These sections also have a list of references that are relevant here showingtadtas
been sigrficant monitoring and research th& also ongoing.

Tassal is required to comply with Management Controls contained in the Huon River and Port Esps
Marine Farming Development Plan. Management Controls are prepared in accordameseetion 24 of
the Marine Farming Planning Act 1998anagement Controls must contain any measures necessary
manage and mitigate negative effects which Marine Farming operations may have within the
management area.

Escapes

Principle 3

SCS: Tasdahs clear procedures for reporting and preventing escajesapes are closely monitored a
reported. Personnel are trained in escape preventon responsgrocedures. There has been no
recorded establishment afn Atlantic salmon population in TasmaniTassal employees are trained in
escape prevention procedures and the use of escape responseRdtearch has been conducted at th
Institute of Marine and Antarctic Studies, University of Tasmania, on the effects of escapees on the
environment, espeially in Macquarie Harbour and no significant effects have been detected.

Tassal is required to comply with the following Management Controls under the Huon River and Pg
Esperance Marine Farming Development Plan:
wManagement Control 3.8.2 (MFDREssees must not intentionally release into State waters fish of th
species authorised in the relevant marine farming licence.

wManagement Control 2.4 (MF Licencthe licence holder must report to the Director any significant
incident of fish escapes with2d hours of becoming aware of the escape. A significant escape is def
as any loss of licensed species to the marine environment in excess of 500 individuals at any one t

Tassal has records of escape events for all of their Marine Farming Regfimgstédck to January 2000.

Odourfrom Tassal farms

Principle 1
Principle 7

This comment habeen noted and communicated to Tassal via this report. Please refer to Principles
and 7 of the audit report for the evaluations relatinglégal compliance and community consion.
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The following regulatory control is a requirement under the Huon River and Port Esperance Marine
Farming Development Plan:

wManagement Control 3.11.1essees are to ensure that odour generated from marin@ifag
operations does not create an odour nuisance as defined by the Secretary.

Tassal currently operates in accordance with specific strategies on a compdpasis to mitigate
potential odour impacts.

Impacts on visual amenity

Principle 7

Tassal isaking measures to address these issues,dmmecommunity members feel that these
measures are not sufficient and significant improvements are needed in these areas. These conce
were shared by a number of stakeholders and are noted by SCS. SCSitalt the development of the
dialogue between Tassal and the local community regarding these issues.

Some visual impact is an unavoidable consequence of marine farming. The Huon Marine Farm
Development Plan does place the following regulatory controlsoemce holders (controls listed are
those relevant to salmonid farms):
() Management Control 3.9 Visual Controls
0 Management Control 3.9.1 Lessees must ensure that all marine farming structures and
equipment on marine farming lease areas conform to thiéofving controls:
Management Control 3.9.1.1 All fish cages, buoys, netting and other floating marine structu
and equipment on State Waters, other than that specified for navigational requirements, must be g
black in colour, or be any otherloar that is specified in the relevant marine farming licence
Management Control 3.9.1.2 Marine farming structures and equipment must be low in profi
and be of a uniform size and shape to the satisfaction of the Secretary.
Management Control 3.9.1Bhe lease area must be kept neat and tidy to a standard acceptg
to the Secretary
1 Management Control 3.9.2 Lessees are to ensure that light generated from marine farming
operations does not cause a nuisance. The Secretary will determine what consditutésance.

Independent benchmarking
monitoring and assessment
2T ¢l aalfQa i
not take place

Principle 2
and 3

There is ongoing monitoring for all of Tassal's active farm ait@mrt of thdicence agreementand
additionstudies and resgrch For more details see the information provided under Principle 2 and 3
well as the summary on environmental monitoring in the background section of the report.

Tassal is participating in both ASC and BAP certification programs voluntarilyisTalssahssessed on &
international platform by Seafood Intelligence against indicators for Corporate, Social and Environr]
Responsibility (CSER) reporting.
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Licence requirements do ng
take into consideration tidal
flows, currents and winds
that areable to deposit
soluble waste (uneaten fee
and faecal waste) on
beaches and rocky shores
within the vicinity of the
farm

Principle 2

¢l aalrft dzyRSNIF{1Sa aidRASEa 2y OdaNNBy iz GARL
Huon estuary to estdlsh the movement of soluble wastes and the impact on amenity and the
environment. Compliance monitoring of impact on the seabed is also regularly conducted at each f
sites which are determined according to tidal and current flows. Details are pabuidPrinciple 2 of this
report.

ASC certification MUST be
conditional on independent
toxicity and chemical
bioavailability assessment
studies on a range of locally
relevant species, over a
range of life stages and
copper sensitivities and a
range of ogrational and
environmental conditions
relevant to the salmonoid
industry

Principle 2

Tassal does not use angpperbased antifoulant painten their netsany longerTassal has also
participated in comprehensive studies of the impact of copper baseébatdints, which have been
reported in:

{AYLAZ2Y {[Z {LIFIRINR 5! YR hQ. NASY 5& o6uHnmoU(
copper in sediments contaminated by antifouling paint used in aquaculture. Chemosphere 93 24
2506.

Macleod, C.MEriksen, R.S, Simpson, S.L, Davey, A. and Ross, J (2014) Assdsbmenvironmental
impactsand sediment remediation potential associated with copper contamination frotificaing
paint (and associatetecommendations for management), FRDC ProjetflZl1 (University of
Tasmania, CSIRO), Australia.

Predator control use

Principle 2

Wildlife mitigation devices are stricthggulated by Australian authoritieShot like noises are from nen
lethal seal control devices. Tassal is in the process of gfad its nets to sermigid Kikko netting which
is proving to be effective at keeping out seals

Inadequate data existing on
the impact on reef systems

I oAGlrG&a Ay G Khénnd, @EudingNSskY feef sySiémdzand $eagrass beds, have beern
mapped by SeaMap Tasmania and are available at http://seamap.imas.utas.edu.au/

. Principle 2 | Tassal is currently working with IMAS researchers, the Tasmanian Abalone Council and consultan
and benthic fauna and flora . . .
. develop a esearch project to analyse data currently available and to develop a monitoring program
outside of the lease area .
rocky reef floral and faunal communities
Bird entanglement is strictly monitored and recorded. There has not been any incidesea eagles at
Wildlife interactions Principle 2 | any of¢ | a &ite f\Wildlife officers trained for rescue and release of birds and mammals are on call

ready to respond if such incidence should occur.
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