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Blair Hill Wind Farm 
Community Liaison Group (CLG) 

18/06/24

7pm – 9.30pm

Attendees Name Representing 

 
Clifford Smithers (CS) 

Richard Kay (RK) 

Cree Valley Community Council 

Cree Valley Community Council 

 Jamie Hyslop (JH) River Cree District Salmon Fishery Board  

 Terence Flanagan (TF) River Cree Hatchery & Habitat Trust SCIO 

 Sarah More (SM) Cree Valley Area Development Trust 

 Craig McMilken (CM) Ditch the Blair Hill Project 

 Iain Service (IS) Ditch the Blair Hill Project 

 Linda Woodfield (LW) Newton Stewart Initiative 

 Cllr David Inglis Ward member for Mid Galloway and Wigtown West 

 Sarah McArthur (SMc) RES 

 Iain MacCallum (IM) RES 

 Dario Ewing (DE) Cavendish 

Apologies Name Representing 

 Hazel Matthews  Kirkcowan Community Council  

 Mary Harkness  Kirkcowan Community Council 

 Cllr Katie Hagmann Ward member for Mid Galloway and Wigtown West 

 Cllr Jackie McCamon Ward member for Mid Galloway and Wigtown West 

 Cllr Richard Marsh Ward member for Mid Galloway and Wigtown West 
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Agenda Item Activity Actions 

Apologies 

 
Apologies were noted from Hazel Matthews, Mary Harkness and Cllrs 
Katie Hagmann, Jackie McCamon and Richard Marsh.  

Project Update SMc updated that a design freeze has now been agreed, resulting in a few 
tweaks to the turbine locations as result of further comments from HES 
on the setting of the chambered cairn at Napper's Cottage, chambered 
cairn (SM5676). She noted that these changes are minimal from the 
turbine locations presented at the May public exhibitions. 

SMc provided copies of the revised design. It is appended to the meeting 
minutes.  

 

SMc updated that the grid application has been submitted by RES. 

 

SMc updated that under the current project timeline, the application 
submission is expected in late August/September 2024. RES will write to 
stakeholders and send out newsletters to households when the 
application is submitted. To coincide with the submission and public 
representation period, RES intends to hold drop in information sessions 
where copies of the planning application will be available to view ensure 
the local community understands the final submitted plans. 

 

Public Exhibition 
Feedback 

DE provided an overview of the feedback received from the recent public 
exhibitions, highlighting the key themes and issues raised, attitudes 
towards the development, and the effectiveness of the exhibitions. The 
presentation slides are attached to the meeting minutes. 

 

DI questioned whether the community newsletter included details of the 
feedback questionnaire and response slips. DE clarified that the 
newsletter provided an update on recent project work and invited people 
to attend the exhibitions and participate in the consultation. 

 

DI queried how the views of those who had not attended either exhibition 
were to be sought, as it was his responsibility to represent the view of 
the whole community and not just those who attend the public 
exhibitions. IS insisted that everyone had had an opportunity to express 
their opinion through the public exhibitions and that 95% are against the 
wind farm.  JH suggested it was misleading to imply that the survey 
responses were not representative of the community. DE explained that 
it is not suggested there aren't high levels of objection within the 
community, but rather that a significant portion of the community did 
not participate in the consultation. DI agreed with this statement.  
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Guest Speaker – 
Construction  

IM provided an overview of the construction management process 
throughout the various stages of a development's lifecycle, including the 
planning, pre-construction, and construction phases. The presentation 
slides are attached to the meeting minutes. 

 

IS questioned who would be accountable for any issues or accidents 
during construction. IM clarified that ultimate responsibility would lie 
with the principal contractor who is appointed to oversee the 
construction phase of a project, under CDM (Construction Design and 
Management) Regulations. 

 

RK asked about RES's engagement with SEPA prior to submission. SMc 
clarified that RES engaged with SEPA through the ECU scoping process to 
agree the scope of the EIA methodology. When a planning application is 
submitted, SEPA will provide a consultation response that will either 
raise no objection or raise an objection. It will also include 
recommendations for conditions to be included as part of any planning 
consent.   

 

JH raised concerns about the site's sensitivity and the potential for 
pollution in the River Cree affecting fish populations, questioning how 
the wind farm could be developed without adverse effects. IM and SMc 
explained that this would be managed through mitigation measures 
agreed upon through consultation and engagement with SEPA and DGC. 

 

JH inquired if RES had other sites with similar levels of complex 
sensitivities/constraints and asked for examples. SMc clarified that RES 
has worked on numerous sensitive projects and whilst she wasn’t aware 
of any projects with a salmon hatchery near to the site, she would take 
this question away and provide further information. 

 

JH asked how RES could demonstrate to the Newton Stewart Flood 
Prevention Group that there would be no adverse impact on flooding, as 
they had advised him that developers of the wind farm would have to 
prove that there would be no increased risk of flooding to Newton 
Stewart by the development. SMc explained that a detailed Flood Risk 
Assessment had been scoped out of assessment. This is because it is 
proposed potential flood risk can be suitably mitigated by good practice 
measures, such as 50m buffers from watercourses and appropriate design 
of watercourse crossings. SEPA raised no issue with this. Runoff would be 
controlled through suitable construction drainage provision. She advised 
that while no discussions had taken place yet, RES would be happy to 
engage with the Flood Prevention Group.  

 

IS asked how much concrete would be used for the project. IM noted that 
his experience on projects with 120m turbines saw them generally have 
250-300m3 of concrete, however he couldn’t comment on the exact 
volume required for Blair Hill. SMc said that the final volume would be 
known pre-construction as it would be subject to detailed ground 
investigation. However an indicative wind turbine foundation figure will 
be included as part of the EIA and the likely maximum total volume of 
concrete required will be included in the Carbon Balance Assessment.  
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IS asked where stone for the site construction would be delivered from. 
IM confirmed that if the borrow pit search areas on site yielded material 
of acceptable quality, this would be used to construct site tracks and 
crane hardstandings. Specialist engineering material may still be required 
underneath the wind turbine foundation if the ground below the 
foundation was not of a competent quality i.e. it was clay. 

 

JH asked how water would be supplied to the proposed batching plant. IM 
responded that it is typically delivered onto site in water tankers, 
however this would be confirmed pre-construction.  

 

IM explained that any haulage plans would be subject to the agreement 
of a Construction Traffic Management Plan with Transport Scotland and 
Dumfries and Galloway Council.  
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AOB  IS and JH noted the usefulness of the 3D model video shown at the 
exhibitions. JH asked if it could be included within the planning 
application submission. SMc responded that all visualisations had to be 
produced to NatureScot standards, so it was unlikely to be possible to 
include it in the Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment. She agreed to 
check whether the video could be submitted as part of the wider 
planning application. 

 

IS raised the viewpoints suggested by the CVCC, noting some confusion 
over the inclusion of the viewpoint at A714. He insisted that the 
viewpoint from the monument at the A75 should be included in the 
planning application. SMc advised that RES could not share the final list 
of viewpoints as these had not yet been finalized by D&G Council. 

 

IS questioned whether a legal agreement could be secured with RES, 
committing them to providing the Community Benefit Fund. SMc stated 
that RES would enter a legal agreement with the party who administers 
the fund. Whilst RES don’t typically sign an agreement pre-consent, she 
agreed to check internally if it would be possible to get an agreement in 
place pre-consent. She noted that RES adheres to the Scottish 
Government’s Guidance on Good Practice Principles for Community 
Benefits from Onshore Renewable Energy Developments (2019). 

 

RK questioned if RES would pay a new figure recommended by the 
Scottish Government if it were to increase before the wind farm becomes 
operational, or if they would be tied to £5,000/ MW. SMc confirmed that 
RES would commit to whatever figure the Good Practice Guidance states 
at the time the site is commissioned.  

 

JH mentioned the recently proposed Shennanton Wind Farm following a 
scoping request submitted to the ECU. IS questioned whether this would 
be included in the assessment of cumulative impact in the EIA. SMc 
advised that later applications are not typically included in the EIA. She 
would check with the project landscape consultant to see if Shennanton 
would be included and noted that it would be agreed with the Energy 
Consents Unit. 

 

CS referenced the discussion between IS and DI, noting that while he 
understood both sides, he agreed with DI regarding the 
representativeness of the consultation respondents. IS insisted that 
evidence must be produced to support this view. JH stated that at 
present there had been one exit poll taken at the first public exhibition 
and two at the second. Along with emails received by CVCC and 
responses to RES’ comments forms, approximately 95% of those are 
against the proposed development. He maintained that it should be 
concluded that the local community is hugely against the proposal.  

 

RES 
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RES 

Date and Time of 
Next meeting 

SMc agreed to circulate dates for the next meeting, likely in late August/ 
early September. RES will provide options for meeting dates and book the 
venue once agreed. 

 

The meeting concluded at 9:30 pm. 

RES  
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Public Exhibition Feedback

Blair Hill Wind Farm 
May 2024 Public Exhibitions

01/07/2024 This is the footer style



Overview

Consultation Recap

• Consultation period: running from 
22nd May – 7th June

• Two in-person public exhibitions: 
• McMillan Hall
• Kirkcowan Hall

• Approx. 330 Attendees 

• Online feedback form and 
information available on the project 
website. 

• 180 Respondents

2
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Section 1: The Consultation

35.3% 
Knew a lot

43.9%
Knew quite a lot

21.4%
Knew a little

Awareness

41.6%
Newsletter

27.2%
Word of Mouth

5.2%
Project Website

Advertising

26%
Other

1.2%
Knew very little/nothing

15.9% 
A lot

28.7%
Quite a lot

18.3%
A little

Understanding

43.1%
Photomontages

27.1%
Exhibition Boards

11.1%
Engage with project team

Useful Aspect

18.8%
Other

37.2%
Very little/nothing



Attitudes
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Respondents were asked about their 
attitudes towards the proposals –
with a strong majority outlining they 
were opposed to the plans. 

Concerns raised over:

• Environmental impact

• Landscape 

• Saturation and overconcentration

• Need for renewable development

94%

2%

3%

1%

I am opposed I am neutral

I am supportive I don't like onshore wind farms



Issues of 
Interest
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Key issues: 

• Landscape and Visual

• Tourism & Socioeconomics

• Cultural Heritage & Archaeology

• Ecology & Ornithology

159
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Feedback

Landscape and visual Carbon Balance

Grid Biodiversity Enhancements

Heritage & Recreation Enhancements Community Benefit

Ecology & Ornithology Traffic & Transport

Acoustics Cultural Heritage & Arachaeology

Hydrology & Peat Aviation

Shadow Flicker Tourism & Socioeconomics



“more childcare facilities in the area”

“New primary school”

Community Benefit
Community Infrastructure

• Operational Cour Wind Farm– Fund 
used to help the community 
purchase the local post office and 
turn it into the Carradale Community 
Shop & Post Office, which opened in 
2021

• Bloch Wind Farm – Fund used to set 
up an Educational Trust for the 
community 
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“Making paths and cycle ways suitable for accessible 
bikes which are very wide”

Purchase one of the many old buildings 
in the town centre and upgrade it to an 

‘energy hub’”

“High street regeneration”



“Everyone in NS should get free electricity”

Community Benefit
Local Electricity Discount

• Existing structures set up within RES 
to deliver lower energy discount 
scheme (LEDs) and deliver energy 
savings for the local community. 
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“Reduced electricity bills”

“Properties immediately adjacent to the wind farm 
should be sufficiently recompensed…with respect to 

energy costs etc.”



Community Benefit
Housing Infrastructure

• Kelburn Wind Farm – Fund use to 
promote energy efficiency measures 
& solar panels at the Millport Town 
Hall and energy efficiency measures 
at the Largs Thistle Community Club. 
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“Energy conservation, efficiency 
measures for housing/ industrial 

retrofit projects.

“Buy empty properties in High Street – convert to 
affordable housing if you can get council to agree”



Biodiversity
Enhancement & Management 
Plan

Updated proposals include a 
Biodiversity Enhancement and 
Management Plan that could include:

• Broadleaved woodland 
creation

• Peatland Restoration
• Bracken Control/Native Scrub 

Creation 
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“I would like to see increased 
biodiversity, possibly by means of a 
native broadleaved tree planting 

program”

“Mechanisms to preserve and enhance the peatland on 
the site”

“Ensure cattle and sheep can still graze at the site.”



Heritage & Recreation
Enhancement & Management 
Plan

• Updated proposals include plans to 
‘unlock’ the Heritage of the area, 
making it more accessible through 
delivery of heritage and walking 
trails. 
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Public walkway through the wind farm 
with Toilet Facilities seating area 

benches view point telescopes anything 
that gets the locals and visitors 

involved. THIS IS a once in a lifetime 
chance for the good of Newton Stewart 

RES and FOR the PLANET.

“More wheelchair, buggy, accessible bike paths into our 
amazing countryside would be a good thing.”

“It needs to be aimed at local people and create local 
jobs not just bring new people in from out with the 

area.”



Next Steps
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June
Ongoing analysis 
of consultation 

feedback

June - August
EIA Completed

September
Application 
Submitted

September -
October 

Information 
Session(s)

Autumn 2024
Period for 

representations

1 3 4

*Indicative on current project timescales



Thank you 
for your time.



Wind Farm Construction & Environmental 
Management
Iain MacCallum

18th June 2024



Agenda

1

Introduction

Development Phase:

• Legislation
• Industry guidance 
• Planning phase

– EIA
– CEMP

Pre-construction Phase:

• Preparation & Procurement 
• SEPA Construction Site Licence

Construction Phase:

• Monitoring Arrangements
• SUDS
• RES Good Working Practice Guide

Q&A*

*Questions shall be taken at the end



Introduction
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• Iain MacCallum BEng (Hons) CEng MICE MCIOB

• RES UK&I Construction Senior Management Team

• 15 Years Construction Experience, 13 in Renewables

• Provision of Owner’s Engineer & Consultancy Services

Speaker:

• Renewable Energy Systems (RES)

• World’s largest independent renewables business

• 40+ years

• 4500+ people 

Company:



RES Services and Technologies
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CONSTRUCTIONDEVELOPMENT SUPPORT SERVICES

TECHNOLOGIES

ACTIVITIES

WIND SOLAR STORAGE TRANSMISSION & 
DISTRIBUTION

GREEN
HYDROGEN

H2



Legislation
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The development and construction of wind farms in the UK is heavily regulated, particularly Scotland has a 
robust process in place to ensure pollution prevention is prioritised. 

The regulations encompass several aspects including planning, environmental impact and safety.

1.Planning Permission: Wind farm projects require planning permission from local planning authorities or the Scottish Ministers for larger 
projects. This involves detailed planning applications, adherence to local development plans and policies and approval from statutory 
consultees such as SEPA and NatureScot.
2.Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA): Large wind farm projects undergo an EIA to assess their potential environmental impacts. This 
includes the impact on wildlife, landscape, noise, and peat.
3.Renewable Energy Regulations: Developers must comply with renewable energy policies and targets set by the government. This includes 
contributing to the U.K.'s commitments under the Climate Change Act and various international agreements.
4.Safety and Technical Standards: Wind farms must meet specific safety standards and technical regulations, including those set by 
organizations such as the Health and Safety Executive (HSE).
5.Consultation and Community Engagement: Developers are required to consult with local communities, stakeholders, and statutory bodies 
during the planning process. This ensures that local concerns are addressed and benefits are communicated.
6.Permitting and Licensing: Additional permits and licenses may be required, including grid connection agreements and aviation safety 
assessments due to the potential impact on radar and flight paths.

Overall, the regulatory framework aims to balance the promotion of renewable energy with the protection of 
the environment.



Industry Guidance
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Members include:

• Forestry Commission Scotland
• Historic Environment Scotland
• Scottish Renewables
• MacArthur Green
• Natural Power
• NatureScot

A working group comprising representatives from NatureScot, SEPA, FCS, Scottish 
Renewables and several member companies with extensive wind farm development 
experience have developed guidance on Good Practice during Wind Farm Construction to 
help address the effects on the natural environment. It builds on the experience of over 20 
years of wind farm construction in Scotland.

Developers, planning officers, construction firms and others can use the guidance at the 
post-consent, pre-construction planning phase of wind farm development.

The guidance focuses on:
• pollution prevention
• nature conservation
• landscape
• hydrology

• SEPA (Scottish Environment Protection Agency)
• Scottish Power Renewables
• SSE Renewables
• Marine Scotland Science
• R. J. McLeod
• Perth and Kinross Council
• Association of Environmental Clerks of Works

SEPA's pollution prevention role includes 
regulating activities that could lead to 
pollution or environmental damage, and 
monitoring the quality of Scotland's air, land, 
and water



Industry Guidance
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Planning Phase – EIA & CEMP Production
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1. Pre-planning:
 A detailed Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) will be carried out and submitted for review and approval as 

part of the planning process. This will identify measures to mitigate or manage any significant adverse effects.
 Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) – an outline CEMP is prepared as part of the planning 

application, this sets out the overarching construction management philosophy. This document is key and covers 
environmental management in detail, other key documents may form part of this master document as 
appendices:

– Pollution Prevention Plan (PPP)
– Peat Management Plan (PMP)
– Surface Water Management Plan 

2. Post-planning the Principal Contractor (CDM Regulations) appointed to construct the proposed development shall refine 
and develop this outline CEMP prior to construction to ensure it is fit for purpose – this is a long and detailed process and 
includes:

1. Production of a detailed CEMP and all associated plans
2. Submission to, and review by statutory consultees – e.g. SEPA and NatureScot being two key parties
3. This usually involves multiple iterations of each document before the CEMP will be approved by the LPA –

approval will only be provided on the basis of statutory consultees comments being addressed, i.e. no 
construction can commence until SEPA are satisfied

3. A preliminary SUDS design will be established with a detailed analysis and design being undertaken following a site visit 
by specialist hydrology engineers – this will form part of the approved PPP – SEPA want to see this philosophy to show any 
discharge locations have been selected by competent specialists and are placed at suitable locations.



Planning Phase - EIA & CEMP Production
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1. PPP to be provided to SEPA for comment and approval 
with an application for a Complex License under The 
Water Environment (Controlled Activities) (Scotland) 
Regulations 2011 (CAR). We will come back to discuss 
this licence separately.

2. A bespoke Water Quality Monitoring plan will be 
prepared and implemented by a specialist hydrology 
consultant, as part of the surface water management 
plan/PPP to ensure there are no impacts. Conditions and 
parameters will be checked before, during and after 
construction, using a baseline survey undertaken prior to 
the development starting. 

3. A spoil/peat management plan will be established which 
is a major part of surface water management.

4. The philosophy is for existing drainage to remain intact 
and new drainage designed to suit infrastructure 
network – clean water cut off ditches are installed 
(diverting any clean water around or through the 
development) and site tracks run-off will be managed 
separately to ensure clean and dirty water are kept 
separate.



Pre-Construction Phase
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1. A Construction Phase Plan will be established for contractors 
to comply with, this shall include a site environmental 
management plan with specific environmental procedures on 
how to deal with spills etc.

2. Procurement of contractors and consultants – all of this 
information is taken and included within the construction 
contracts (planning consent, full CEMP, PPP, construction site 
licence etc), to ensure the contractor installing the civil 
infrastructure is contractually and legally obliged (under 
contract law) to comply with the conditions of the contract.

3. Dedicated drainage team for installation and maintenance.
4. SEPA’s construction site licence (CAR licence) is transferred to 

the relevant contractor notifying SEPA of who will be 
undertaking the civil engineering works (including drainage) –
so SEPA know well in advance of a spade going in the ground, 
which contractor will be undertaking the works.

5. Contractors then carry out detailed design in accordance with 
the contract, legislation and industry guidance – including all 
the important documents we have just discussed.



SEPA’s Construction Site Licence (CAR Licence)
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SEPA’s Controlled Activities Regulations were 
updated in 2018 which has led to a “cradle to 
grave” type approach whereby SEPA remain 
involved throughout the project and undertake 
site visits to ensure compliance.



SEPA’s Construction Site Licence (CAR Licence)
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Construction Phase – Monitoring Arrangements
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 Contractors will be supervised and monitored by on site 
management including the Principal Contractor in line with 
legislation. 

 Contractors will be monitored by a full time on-site dedicated 
Environmental Clerk of Works (ECoW) – this will be a competent 
third-party specialist consultant. The ECoW monitors the 
contractors works, where non-compliance is observed the ECoW
reports this to the Principal Contractor who has the rights to 
stop all works on site legally. If a reportable event then SEPA 
shall be contacted by the ECoW.

 WQM – a further mitigation measure is a competent third-party 
specialist consultant who carries out monitoring of existing 
watercourses to ensure there is no pollution, again they are 
obligated to report this is they were to encounter a reportable 
event.

 SEPA carry out routine compliance visits to the site - the owner 
of the construction site licence pays annually for this service

A “responsible person” may ultimately 
be subject to criminal liability if the 
terms of the licence are breached. When constructing wind farms, a breach of environmental legislation 

through a pollution event is as devastating as having a serious accident on 
your site, the reputational damage is so great it risks loss of work and jobs. 

For e.g. a breach of a water use licence would typically involve 
enforcement action by SEPA including financial penalties, your business 
being named and shamed and a licence suspension - the impact of a 
licence suspension alone would have an extremely adverse financial impact 
for a contractor, e.g. a large EPC contract may have significant liquidated 
damages tied to the contract programme, if a project loses two months to 
a licence suspension delaying the infrastructure works, that contractor can 
expect to incur significant financial loss, with a follow on impact that they 
have try and survive through reputational damage and loss of business.
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Sustainable Drainage Design (SUDS)

1. SUDS will be installed using 
appropriate mitigation 
measures for the site, ditch 
dimensions determined by
cross sectional calcs, 
checkdams installed to 
restrict flows and filter 
sediment from water, 
attenuation basins, 
settlement ponds etc

2. Clean water cut-off ditches 
shall be installed

3. Culverts shall be installed 
to divert clean water as 
required

4. Silt fencing installed to filter 
out sediments

5. ECoW monitors installation 
and maintenance standards 
against agreed design



RES Good Working Practice Guide
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RES Good Working Practice Guide
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RES Good Working Practice Guide
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