
1. What is the 'Hampshire identity'? The focus too emphasises the urban - e.g. seen in the funding priority areas. But this is a mixed county and the rural communities and identity need to be more strongly represented. 

2. What is the 'rural Hampshire identity'? Varied! Rural poor, Rural rich. Hinterlands of urban, or utterly isolated. The identity comes from within the very strong communities that exist. Too often in cultural policy it is imposed by outsiders who do not understand the long history of rural communities, their formation and future. 

3. Landscape and infrastructure play crucial roles - even within a single village, features e.g. a road or a footpath will divide - those who live on one side with a different identity to those on the other. Better infrastructure is vital to ensuring community engagement with culture. There is no point running a project in a village hall if no-one can get there because there's no bus in the evening, or there isn't a car park, or no broadband to run the event.  

5. Sense of place is very strong. Communities have places that are at their heart - be it the village hall, the church or the school.  Work with them. See the positive potential. Culture is happening here, but not within 'regional agendas'. 

6. Funding - there is a HUGE amount of private rural wealth in Hampshire (especially mid/north). Philanthropy is alive and well in rural communities - getting it is about working with wealthy individuals, talking the right talk. The reliance and dominance of ACE funding is limited in vision and not well suited to rural culture. There is a huge missed opportunity to build stronger relationships with private donors.

Overall: rural communities are overlooked in cultural policy, yet they are a significant part of what makes Hampshire 'Hampshire' and with an important potential for philanthropy. Rural communities need to be  better represented through their own voices and viewpoints, and better supported in practicalities. 

If I may, I'd also like to offer a reflection of the format of the day, which I offer as insight for future events:
The Open Format was new to me, and enabled a diverse range of voices and conversation. But it created significant access barriers for people with physical, hearing, sight, or neurodivergence considerations. I have Multiple Sclerosis (which on that day was not visible to others) and I struggled with regularly physically moving around, chair moving to join a group, regularly standing / sitting, sitting physically awkwardly squashed into the group, or leaning forward to hear what people were saying.  Other people I know with a hearing aid; chronic fatigue; and a neurodiversity, told me they were struggling. I imagine people with with sight or dyslexia etc will have struggled with the dominance of written and visual content. I noticed many people had left by the late afternoon, and I wonder how many of them were simply exhausted!

Also, the University location was lovely and pleasant, excellent catering, and I understand their generosity in supporting the day. But the location up the long steep hill and the reliance on public transport was, sadly, ableist. I was fortunate to have requested and been allocated a parking space, otherwise I would not have been able to attend. (I'm not a blue badge holder, as my disability fluctuates and therefore does not meet the criteria).

