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FINANCE AND CONSTITUTION COMMITTEE   

FUNDING OF EU STRUCTURAL FUND PRIORITIES IN SCOTLAND, POST-BREXIT  

ANONYMOUS SUBMISSION  

Before responding to the questions listed on the call for views webpage, I would first like to express 
my extreme concern that the UK government has not issued any funding policy or guidance on their 
so-called UK Prosperity Fund.  The Conservative Party Manifesto of 2017 issued a statement about 
the UK Prosperity Fund replacing EU structural funding, promising that the new fund will “reduce 
inequalities between communities across our four nations” and that the fund will be “cheap to 
administer, low in bureaucracy and targeted where it is needed most”. I am sure that the Committee 
is aware that there was an APPG into Post-Brexit Funding for Nations, Regions and Local Areas set 
up in June 2018 in Westminster which went on to conduct an enquiry into this very topic 
(https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5bb636594d546e54df5807eb/t/5be96f8c88251b96c3329314/1 
542025102947/APPG+report+on+UKSPF.pdf) which made some sensible recommendations in its 
November 2018 report.  I wish I were shocked that the UK government has not acted on the APPG’s 
advice, but I am afraid I am not. 

My responses to the questions listed on the Call for Views webpage  
(https://www.parliament.scot/parliamentarybusiness/CurrentCommittees/111237.aspx). 

Core approach 
1. How should Scotland’s share of post-Brexit structural funding be determined? (for example,

should it be on measures such as GDP, needs-based, via the Barnett formula; match funding
or based on competition?)

This is a very difficult question to answer but I strongly believe that funding should be issued in a fair 
manner by the UK government to the devolved governments.  I am concerned that they will not do 
so and that England will end up with the vast majority of funding, should this funding actually 
materialise.  I would therefore like to see funding allocated from the UK parliament to the Scottish 
parliament in the way that all other funding between the two parliaments is agreed (i.e the Barnett 
formula) and most certainly not through GDP per capita or competition.  

2. Should the existing structural funding priorities be retained for any new funding approach
postBrexit or are there other national or regional outcomes, strategies or plans to which
future funding should align instead?

The current funding priorities set out by the Scottish government are good, although I would 
personally like to see more invested into supporting tourism infrastructure in the Highlands and 
Islands region as it is a key growth sector and funds such as the new Natural and Cultural Heritage 
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Fund, which is being financed this year by European structural funding, is vitally important to 
supporting the region.  
  

3. In terms of the proposal for a UK Shared Prosperity Fund - where should the responsibility 
for any decisions about funding levels and allocation be taken (for example UK Government, 
Scottish Government, Local Government or local stakeholders) and what level of autonomy 
should they have in deciding how funding is allocated?     
  

Scotland should have full autonomy from the UK government in deciding how money allocated to 
Scotland should be spent.  I have more faith in the ability of the Scottish government to spend public 
funds wisely than I do the UK government.   
  

4. To what extent should the current system of allocating funding to strategic interventions 
across Scotland through lead partners etc be retained or changed by any post-Brexit funding 
approach and why?   
  

I do not know enough about all 40 strategic partners to answer this question fully, although I would 
like to make the case for Highlands and Islands Enterprise being retained as a lead partner.  It does a 
great deal for the region, has excellent, knowledgeable staff and has a sensible approach to tourism 
management, for example. With regards to councils, it would be good to see all councils encouraged 
to apply so that all of Scotland benefits from the Prosperity Fund, not just certain regions.  
  
Barriers to funding projects   

  
5. To what extent should any rules relating to post-Brexit structural funding enable a flexible 

approach to the range of local projects that can be supported or should the rules focus on 
funding specific outcomes or purposes (such as through ring fencing)?   
  

While I’m sure that a flexible approach might be desired by some, I believe that specific funding 
outcomes or purposes should be required for the spending of all public funds – especially in what is 
going to be incredibly difficult times post-Brexit- and that these should be strongly linked to the 
Scottish government’s key priorities. This is particularly important for subsequent monitoring and 
evaluation.  
  

6. Are there examples of current structural fund priorities being more effectively supported by 
other funds (or core funding) such that they should not form part of any post-Brexit structural 
funding approach?   
  

I would like to question the use of this funding for improving ICT infrastructure; surely this should be 
coming from a central pot of UK funding for this specific cause rather than structural funding? 
Although I appreciate that ICT needs vastly improving, especially in the Western Isles and in certain 
areas of the Highlands, I strongly feel that the UK government should take responsibility for improving 
ICT coverage across the whole of the UK, and not just in certain key areas.  I feel that this is so vitally 
important for the whole of the UK, especially in a post-Brexit scenario, that it should be given equal 
footing with supporting businesses and R&D as an entire UK priority.   
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