








Section 1: Ministerial Foreword

As both a rural dweller and rural representative | am acutely aware

of the challenges rural areas face due to either their low population
densities or distance from urban centres. Rural dwellers have made
representations to me over the years about how they see vital
services being eroded in their area, coupled with a concern that in
some cases government policies do not take into account the unique
characteristics of rural areas. Continued withdrawal of services, or
lack of consideration for rural differences, can compound social
isolation and create a “domino effect” that depletes rural areas of
community spirit, strong cohesion and good quality of life.

When | became Minister for Agriculture and Rural Development | made the reinvigoration
of rural proofing a key priority. Rural proofing is a very simple but effective concept:

e It is about identifying the potential direct or indirect impact a new or revised
policy might have on a rural area;

* Then making a proper assessment of those impacts, if they are likely to be
significant; and finally

* Making the consequent adjustment to that policy (where appropriate) to ensure
that the policy meets the needs of rural areas.

By following this simple process when you are developing your policy, you are not only
supporting better policy development but you could also make a real difference to rural
dwellers quality of life.

The Executive agreed my approach for reinvigorating rural proofing across all government
departments. This new approach includes this revised guidance on rural proofing.

This guidance also details a change in approach to rural proofing, that rural must be
considered from the outset of the policy making cycle, not at the end.

I hope you find this guidance an invaluable support to the rural proofing of your policies.
Our rural communities, who account for 4 out of 10 people here, make a significant
contribution to the economic, social, cultural and environmental wellbeing of our society.
Rural proofing, in turn, can make a significant contribution to our rural communities.

Michelle Gildernew MP, MLA
(J O/(@ Minister for Agriculture and Rural Development
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Focal on Aire

Ta mise i mo chonai faoin tuath agus déanaim ionadaiocht do phobal
tuaithe. Da thairbhe sin, td mé brea eolach ar na dushlain a bhionn le
saru ag ceantair thuaithe de bharr dlus iseal daonra né siocair go
bhfuil siad i bhfad 6 ionaid uirbeacha. Ta uirill déanta ag cénaitheoiri
tuaithe chugam thar na blianta faoin ddigh a bhfeiceann siad seirbhisi
riachtanacha a gcreimeadh ina gceantar féin,agus san am céanna,
bionn imni orthu in amanna nach gcuireann beartais rialtais saintréithe
na gceantar tuaithe san aireamh. Ma chuirtear deireadh le seirbhisi ar
bhonn leanunach, né6 ma ta easpa tuisceana ann maidir le difriochtai
tuaithe, is féidir leis sin cur go mor le leithlisiu soisialta agus “éifeacht
domino” a chruthu, rud a laghdaionn spiorad pobail, comhthathu laidir
agus dea-chailiocht beatha i gceantair thuaithe.

Nuair a ceapadh mise mar an tAire Talmhaiochta agus Forbartha Tuaithe rinne mé
priomhthosaiocht de phromhadh tuaithe agus gheall mé go ndéanfainn iarracht € a
athspreagadh. Is coincheap an-simpli ach éifeachtach é promhadh tuaithe:

e Baineann sé leis an tionchar direach n6 indireach a shainaithint, tionchar a
d’fhéadfadh a bheith ag beartas ur né athbhreithnithe ar cheantar tuaithe;

¢ |na dhiaidh sin, déantar measunu ceart ar na tionchair sin, mas déocha go mbeidh
siad suntasach; agus sa deireadh

¢ An t-athru cui a dhéanamh ar an bheartas (mas iomchui) lena chinntit go
bhfreastaléidh an beartas ar riachtanais na gceantar tuaithe.

Trid an phréiseas shimpli seo a leanuint agus tu ag forbairt do bheartais, nil tu ag tacu
le forbairt nios fearr beartais amhain ach thiocfadh leat fiordhifriocht a dhéanamh do
chéiliocht beatha na gcénaitheoiri tuaithe.

D’aontaigh an Feidhmeannas le mo chur chuige i dtaca le promhadh tuaithe a
athspreagadh trasna gach roinne rialtais. Airionn an cur chuige Ur sin an treoir
athbhreithnithe seo ar phromhadh tuaithe. Lena chois sin, mionsonraionn an treoir seo
athru sa chur chuige i dtaca le promhadh tuaithe; go gcaithfear cursai tuaithe a chur san
aireamh ag an tus nuair a bhionn beartais a gceapadh, ni ag an deireadh.

T4 suil agam go mbeidh an treoir seo ina foinse luachmhar tacaiochta agus go mbeidh
tu dbalta do chuid beartas a phromhadh 6 thaobh cursai tuaithe de. Cuireann ar bpobail
tuaithe, 4 amach as 10 daoine anseo, go mor le leas eacnamaiochta, leas sdisialta, leas
culturtha agus leas timpeallachta ar sochai. Mar mhalairt air sin, is féidir le promhadh
tuaithe cur go mor lenar bpobail tuaithe.

| Michelle Gildernew MP, CTR
u o,(\,_o_,) An tAire Talmhaiochta agus Forbartha Tuaithe
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Ingang o tha Mannyster

Seein Ah’m baith a lanwart resydenter an a forespaiker fur tha
lanwart pairts Ah jube richtly tha kittles ’at tha lanwart airts haes

tae thole oan accoont ayther o no bein sae thrang wi fowk or bein
oot-ower o urban howfs. Lanwart resydenters haes gien me thair
mine ower tha yeirs anent jubin oan an inlaik in tha necessar fennin
in thair airt, forby bein fasht ’at whiles goverminn roadins daesnae
tak tha by-ordnar mairks o lanwart airts intae accoont. Tynin at thair
fennin, or no giein thocht tae lanwart differs, cud eik tae bein misslie
fur mixin, an syne gie a ‘domino effect’ ’at reives lanwart pairts o
neiborliness, strang mellin an guid leevin.

Whanivver Ah taen oan Mannystér fur Fairms and Kintra Forderin Ah
gien tha newin o lanwart happin a heid rankin. Lanwart happin is a
consate ’at’s gye an aisie but siccar:

¢ |t's tae dae wi ootwalin tha likelie direck or sklentit dint ’at a new or mendit
roadin micht hae oan a lanwart airt;

e Syne makkin a richt wechtin o thae dints, gin the’r ap tae be by-ordnar; an
hinmaist

* |n tha ootcum, pittin tha roadin throu-hans (whar it’s effeirin) tae mak siccar ’at
tha roadin shuits tha waants o lanwart airts.

Wi follaein this aisie throu-pit whanivver ye’r graithin yer roadin, ye’r no jist uphaudin
bettér roadin oncum but ye’ll cud mak a rale differs tae tha gates o leevin o lanwart fowk
forbye.

Tha Heid Guidérs cum tae greeance anent ma mint at newin lanwart happin athort aa tha
goverminn mannystries. This new mint takes in this mendit wisin anent lanwart happin.
Forbye, this wisin gies wut o a cheynge in yokkin til lanwart happin, ’at yins maun cast
ower lanwart maitters frae tha affset o tha gang at makkin roadins, no at tha hinner-en.

Ah’m in behopes ye’ll fynn this wisin a hantie heeze whanivver ye’r lanwart happin yer
roadins. Oor lanwart resydentér curns, whase fowk thegither maks up 4 oot o ilka 10
buddies hereawa, maks a by-ordnar inpit tae tha sillerie, mellin, fowkgates an yird-airtit
weelfarity o oor lan. Han-rinnin, lanwart happin wull can mak a by-ordnar inpit amang
lanwart neibors.

, Michelle Gildernew MP, MLA
C/QQU o,(\,_o_b Mannystér o Fairms and Kintra Forderin

Thinking Rural: The Essential Guide to Rural Proofing Page 5



Section 2: Background
2.1

2.2

All government departments have been required to rural proof since 2002. At that
time guidance was produced and a training programme was delivered to NICS
policy makers. Rural proofing forms part of the suite of impact assessments
detailed in the OFMDFM policy makers’ toolkit.

In 2005 DARD commissioned “A Study of Rural Policy”. This report concluded that
there had been disappointment with the application of rural proofing, in particular
the extent to which it has been able to effectively influence decision making, as
well as concerns about perceived difficulties about the mechanics of undertaking
rural proofing. This led to a reconsideration of the rural proofing process within the
NICS led by DARD’s Rural Policy Division. The objective of the new rural proofing
process was to ensure a more robust application of rural proofing hence better
consideration and integration of rural issues at the outset of the policy making
process.

Section 3: Why do | need to rural proof?

3.1

3.2

3.3

The Programme for Government 2008-2011 PSA17 Rural Infrastructure Objective
2 commits to enhancing rural proofing. Enhanced proposals for rural proofing were
agreed by the Executive in July 2009. The Executive reaffirmed their commitment
that all government departments must undertake rural proofing of new and revised
policies. As part of this commitment DARD agreed to issue new, up to date
guidance, roll out a new training programme and develop an advice and support
service via their Rural Policy Division website:

http://www.dardni.gov.uk/index/rural-development/rural_policy_homepage.htm

Rural Proofing is a useful tool for making effective policies. It also demonstrates to
rural dwellers that Government has considered the impact of its policy on them and
their area.

It is important that when you, as a policy maker, set out to develop a policy
instrument that you consider its potential impact on rural areas and rural dwellers.
This must be done in the context of considering both intended and unintended
outcomes. This is known as rural proofing (see Section 5). This guidance will help
rural proof your policy making.
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3.4  Effective rural proofing is part of good policy making practice. It allows you to
demonstrate to rural areas that you have fully considered the impact of your
proposed policy on rural areas. It also supports you in identifying any potential
impacts early on in the policy making process, giving you time to reflect and
consider any changes you may have to make to your policy. Finally, and most
importantly, effective rural proofing ensures that rural communities can receive
maximum benefit from government policies.

Section 4: What is rural?

41  Generally people have their own idea of what rural means. You might think it means
open countryside with scattered dwellings. Others may feel it is the small village
with one pub, a church and a school. It is important that when you rural proof you
have a clear definition of what rural is from the policy maker’s perspective. In this
respect in 2005 NISRA produced the Report of the Interdepartmental Urban — Rural
Definition Group. This Group looked at how government departments defined rural
and urban.

4.2  The group recommended a default urban — rural definition. Settlements with a
population of over 4,500 are deemed urban and under 4,500 population deemed
rural. The full report can be found at:
www.nisra.gov.uk/demography/default.asp26.htm

4.3  The group also recognised that different definitions
of urban and rural might be appropriate on different
occasions and in response to different policy
objectives. Therefore as a policy maker you may,
depending on the policy objective have a different
definition of rural from the default definition. If this
is the case you must explain as part of the rural
proofing process the definition that your policy
uses and why you are not using the default rural
definition of settlement population sizes of less
than 4,500 people.

4.4  Ultimately rural areas will differ from urban areas
due to their greater geographical isolation,
population dispersal, longer distances from key
services like health, education or leisure facilities
and limited local employment opportunities.
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Section &: What is rural proofing”?

5.1 Rural proofing is part of the policy making process and rigorously scrutinizes
proposed policies. It should ensure fair and equitable treatment of rural
communities and that a policy does not indirectly have a detrimental impact on
rural dwellers and rural communities.

5.2  Another way of describing it is:

A: identifying the potential direct or indirect impacts a new or revised policy might
have on a rural area (This may require data analysis on a rural-urban basis).

B: making a proper assessment of those impacts if they are likely to be significant;
and

C: adjusting that policy (where appropriate) to ensure that it meets the needs of
rural areas.

5.3  Rural proofing must consider policy implementation so that services will be
delivered to rural areas in an equitable manner. The process should also involve
monitoring the implementation of the policy to ensure that this is achieved.

What do we mean by Equitable?

“Equitable” means policies should treat rural areas in a fair or reasonable way.
This does not mean that rural areas should have an equal level of resources as
urban, but rather that policies demonstrate proportionality to rural areas, taking
into account their unique characteristics.

For example, if we were to provide a bus service in a rural area, equitable
treatment would be a reasonable provision to meet needs, but an equal service
would require the same frequency and number of buses to rural areas as urban
areas - regardless of need. The purpose of rural proofing is to ensure “equitable”
treatment for rural areas through policy responses that are proportionate to the
need.
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Section 6. When do | rural proof?

6.1

6.2

6.3

6.4

Section 7: What do | rural proof?

7.1

As agreed by the Executive, you must begin the process of rural proofing at the
outset of your policy development or policy review. Consideration of rural issues
at the outset of policy development complements and enhances the policy making
cycle as described in the Practical Guide to Policy Making handbook.

http://www.ofmdfmni.gov.uk/practical-guide-policy-making.pdf

If at the outset of your policy development or review you don’t believe there will be
direct or indirect impact on rural areas you must state that you have screened out
rural proofing on your rural impact statement. You must also provide the reasons
why you have screened out rural proofing and issue this statement with your public
consultation pack.

If at the outset of your policy development / review you consider that there is
likely to be direct or indirect impacts you must gather evidence to further explore
or quantify the impact your policy could have on rural areas. You are strongly
recommended to contact rural stakeholders to discuss your initial policy ideas so
that they can identify early in the process any potential rural disparities.

Previously policy makers carried out rural proofing of their policies just prior to
public consultation. This meant that rural considerations were not fully explored as
an integral part of the policy making process.

The following should be subject to rural proofing:
¢ the development of any new policies;
¢ the review of policies; and

¢ the consequent service delivery of new
and revised policies.
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Section 8: What template do | use”
8.1

8.2

8.3

8.4

8.5

8.6
8.7

A new Rural Issues Statement pro-forma has been developed. This pro forma
provides policy makers more flexibility to describe how they underwent rural
proofing and avoids the constraints and repetitiveness of a tick box proforma. The
statement has four elements.

Design: This section requires you to detail the initial considerations you had about
potential rural impacts, if you decided to screen out rural proofing and why, and
whether you consider pre-consultation with rural stakeholders necessary. If you
have identified potential differential impacts on rural areas you must describe
them here. Consider the questions posed in the aide memoire at Section 11 in
respect of your proposed policy. These questions will help you identify potential
rural impacts. You should complete this part of the template early in the policy
development process.

Evidence: This section requires you to detail the rural evidence you considered
(statistics, research reports, recommendations arising from pre-consultation with
rural stakeholders). You must also detail if you require further evidence (that can
be gathered at public consultation stage) and what amendments you have made to
your policy as a result of any specific rural impacts identified. You must have this
part of the template completed before public consultation. This allows the public
to see how you considered rural impacts in the development of the policy.

Consulting: You complete this section after the public consultation is finished,
detailing whether the responses identified further impacts on rural areas. You must
also describe how you targeted rural stakeholders during your consultation and
how you identified rural stakeholder responses.

Monitoring and Outcomes: This section is completed last in the rural proofing
process. In this section you will detail any rural specific indicators that have

been set to monitor your policy implementation. This should include monitoring

of relevant data on a rural-urban basis. Where your policy is being delivered by
another agency (e.g.non-departmental public body), it is important that you ensure
that rural impacts are taken into account by the delivery body.

Once the template is completed it must form part of the final policy document.

The pro forma is detailed below and contains some questions that you can use to
help guide you through each stage:
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Policy stage Typical questions to focus on rural issues

Design * What are the policy objectives in terms of problem / outcome?

* What are the rural specific impacts of the policy? Are there any
potential indirect impacts?

* Are there any potential local impacts that will differ from the regional
impact?

¢ |s there a need for pre-consultation with rural stakeholders to get
better insight into potential rural impacts?

* |s there a need for actions to mitigate against impacts in rural areas?

e If you screen out rural proofing, what is your reason?

Evidence * Are the predicted impacts supported by evidence?

* What types of evidence have you considered in your policy
development (statistics/research/stakeholder advice)?

¢ Are there any areas of uncertainty, where further evidence would be
useful?

* Have you already put in place any design features as a result of the
evidence considered?

Consulting * Have the consultation responses identified any potentially different
impacts in terms of rural areas/communities?

e Can you demonstrate how you have targeted and fully engaged with
rural stakeholders during consultation?

e Can you identify rural responses by nature of their concerns and

issues?
Monitoring e Have you any rural specific indicators that have been set to monitor
and your policy implementation?
outcomes e Will the outcomes of the policy meet your set objectives in rural areas?

e Describe your process for effective impact evaluation on rural issues.

Thinking Rural: The Essential Guide to Rural Proofing
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Section 9: Who can help me rural proof?

For support and guidance through the rural proofing process please contact:

Rural Policy Division

Department of Agriculture and Rural Development
Dundonald House

Upper Newtownards Road

Ballymiscaw

Belfast

BT4 3SB

Tel: 028 9052 4598
Website: www.dardni.gov.uk
Email: Ruralpolicy.branch@dardni.gov.uk

For help on statistics and underpinning evidence you should liaise with your
own departmental economists and:

NISRA
NI Statistics and Research Agency

Main website: www.nisra.gov.uk
Contacts by branch: www.nisra.gov.uk/contacts/contactus.asp.htm

For insights into the needs of rural stakeholders you can contact:

Rural Development Council Tel: 028 8676 6980

17 Loy Street Fax: 028 8676 6922

Cookstown Website: www.rdc.org.uk

Co Tyrone Email: info@rdc.org.uk

BT80 8PZ

Rural Community Network Tel: 028 8676 6670

38a Oldtown Street Fax: 028 8676 6006

Cookstown Website: www.ruralcommunitynetwork.org
Co Tyrone

BT80 8EF

<

DARD can also advise you of other organisations who may be able to help you.
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Section 10: Frequently Asked Questions

. My policy applies throughout all of NI and | do not think there is a difference

in application depending on where you live. What should | do?

. If you can show that there is no demonstrable difference in application of your policy
you should record this is in the Design section of the Rural Issues Statement, providing
a rationale for your decision. This achieves two things: It lets rural consultees’ see that
you have considered rural differences and allows rural consultees to consider your
decision and decide if they have a different conclusion.

. My policy only applies to rural areas or only affects those associated with

rural communities. What should | do?

. In this instance screen the policy using the aide-memoire. It will help determine if
further proofing is needed, in particular if your policy has the potential to affect different
rural areas in different ways (accessible rural or less accessible rural).

. Where do | get rural specific information?

. Departments may already have and use rural evidence as part of wider data sets.
It may be by building in rural / urban indicators that current data can be better used.

DARD Rural Policy Division offers support and advice on rural proofing and can
signpost you to available data. Other organisations such as those listed under Section
9 can also provide or signpost you to data.

. We outsource all delivery of our policy. Do we need to rural proof?

. Yes. For effective rural proofing you should always consider the impacts of your policy
implementation. As part of good policy development you can specify service delivery
criteria for rural areas or, if applicable, set discrete rural targets.

. Can | accept a differential impact on rural areas when developing policy?

. The aim of rural proofing is to demonstrate that you have considered the potential for
a differential impact. How this is addressed or how your policy is further developed
is a decision for you as the policy maker. This includes the potential introduction
of mitigation or rural specific indicators. You must explain this in the Rural Issues
Statement.
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Q. I am developing a cross cutting strategy involving multiple departments,
how do | rural proof?

A. It is not necessary to rural proof a cross cutting strategy as described in this guidance.
This is because each individual department should have rural proofed their policies
before committing them to cross cutting work. In these cases you must be content
that all departmental contributions have been subject to rural proofing. This must be
reflected in the consultation document for your strategy. An example of a statement
you could use is “This strategy is made up of a range of departmental contributions.
Each Department involved in this strategy has confirmed that their contributions have
been subject to rural proofing considerations.”

. Who is responsible for monitoring the quality of rural proofing?

A. An independent evaluation of the rural proofing process is planned for 2011. This
evaluation will look at the revised guidance and training and how it has translated into
effective rural proofing across government. The evaluation will also examine if there is
a need for legislation to underpin rural proofing.
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11.1  This aide memoire has been produced to help you think about the impacts your
policy may have on rural areas.

v
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Section 11: Aide memoire

Introduction

Service Provision

11.2 In general service outlets are more dispersed and serve a larger area. This can lead
to increased travel requirements, service delivery costs and have an impact on
economies of scale that can lead to a rural premium in delivering any service.

11.3 Questions you should consider include;

* Will there be differential delivery due to the location and access to service
outlets? Will there be a disproportionate impact on those unable to travel
(isolated/infirm)?

¢ Are there any solutions to service delivery that need to be developed as part of
the policy? For example outreach / mobile services, shared facilities, alternative
access points or routes and different work practices for the delivery of your
policy?

e Can dispersed populations be catered for by the current delivery mechanism?
Can a rural premium be avoided? Does there need to be a weighting built in or
alternative practice developed?

Economics

11.4 Composition of the rural economy can vary between areas. It can be driven by
either agri-industries, land-based industries or a range of rural businesses and
recreational opportunities.

11.5 Rural businesses tend to be small to medium sized, with higher proportions of
self employed / sole traders. There is a high level of part time working and rural
workforces are comprised of more part-time jobs and / or seasonal or migrant
workers.

11.6 Policies imposing similar cost or bureaucratic burdens impact upon smaller
businesses more readily. Any impact upon smaller firms may be more apparent in
rural areas.
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11.7 Rural markets can be unattractive due to small customer bases and longer supply
distances, leading to reduced competition and / or higher costs.

11.8 Additionally there may be a number of rural businesses that are dependent upon a
high quality environmental requirement and cannot operate elsewhere.

11.9 Questions you should consider include;

e Will the policy impact upon particular sectors more than others - for example land
based industries or agriculture?

* Does your policy have the potential to have a disproportionate effect in rural
areas due to the nature and structure of rural businesses. If so, can this be
avoided?

e Many privately provided public goods and services are regulated, with a standard
of rural provision as part of the contract or license. Is such a mechanism required
to ensure equitable treatment as part of the policy development?

Infrastructure

11.10 While infrastructure varies in rural areas it is generally weaker, in terms of both
information technology and physical networks. For example: mobile phone
coverage, access to broadband or provision of public transport. This results
in a longer average journey time and greater reliance on private transport to
access services. It also limits the ability of rural businesses to fully explore ICT
opportunities.

11.11 Questions you should consider include;

* How will the policy be affected by the differences in infrastructure? Can the use
of regulation or incentives assist delivery?

e Can any new or amended infrastructure be tested or assessed separately in rural
areas?

* How would a change to the infrastructure impact on other aspects of rural
communities (ease of access etc)?
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11.12 Social disadvantage and deprivation is similar to other areas but is often
compounded by rural factors, such as limited local employment opportunity, poor
access to housing, dispersed communities and isolation. Social disadvantage and
deprivation is often not as readily apparent in rural areas and as a result is more

difficult to address. Small area based initiatives are well placed to address these
issues however they do require significant community capacity making skills.

v
L

Social well being / cohesion

11.13 Rural areas are typically comprised of smaller or fragmented private, public and
voluntary bodies with less staff and budgets. This impacts upon partnerships and
ability to source funding.

11.14 Smaller rural areas are often labelled with a single political or religious identity.
11.15 Questions you should consider include;

* Does your evidence provide a detailed and accurate description of the areas
impacted, highlighting potential problems?

* Does your policy fully target those most in need and use appropriate statistical
methods to identify the nature of any disadvantage or inequality?

* Would rural specific indicators help ensure those most in need are being correctly
targeted?

e Will your policy introduce bias, by either requiring a level of capability or capacity
to deliver which cannot be readily met?

e Will your policy affect the cohesion or opportunities for building capacity in rural
areas?

e Will your policy be impacted by or affect rural capacity, can a partnership
approach be used to assist smaller bidders? Will your policy require additional
capacity building skills development in rural areas to achieve its goals?
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Environmental concerns

11.16 Development in the countryside is a balance between meeting the needs of
rural communities and ensuring the long term survival of the countryside and
its resources. The landscape is a result of conservation (of national or local
importance) and ongoing agricultural and industrial practices.

11.17 Questions you should consider include;

* How will your policy impact upon these areas? Will there be any long term trend
introduced which could reshape the countryside?

© 2009- Northern Ireland Tourist Board
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‘ ‘We identified rural proofing from an early stage as an essential
element of Public Transport Reform policy development. VWe held
meetings with DARD, the Rural Community Network and the
Rural Development Council to ensure we understood both the
process and key issues, and analysed data from an urban-rural
perspective to identify potential impacts. As a result, we developed
a better understanding of rural issues, which has carried over into
other reform work. Crucially, our work on rural proofing meant we
were able to reassure our Departmental Assembly Committee
and consultees during our public consultation that we had fully
considered the rural impacts of our polioy., ,

Roger Walker, DRD, on the Public Transport Reform.

‘ ‘Early identification of rural concemns, supported by specific research
allowed us to proactively address potential rural impacts as we
developed our policy without unexpected impacts arising later on,
Rural proofing helped inform this policy and its delivery. ) J

Janine Fullerton, DSD, on the Voluntary and Community Unit's
work on Area Advice Centres.
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‘ ‘DARD’S revised format for rural proofing makes what was a very
complicated and resource demanding process much simpler, more
focussed and above all easier to understand. The DARD officials
made the rural proofing process easy to understand as well as
claritying how the rural proofing process influenced us in developing
policy in the review of the Regional Development Strategy. , ,

Mike Warnock, DRD, on the Regional Development Strategy

¥
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