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Executive summary  On 16 December, Government released its Devolution White Paper  
which clearly sets out its ambition for universal coverage of 
Strategic Authorities in England, with or without mayors, “to ensure 
citizens benefit from devolution and to ensure the effective running 
of public services.” This will have implications for BCP Council and 
its residents now and into the future.  
Government is seeking urgent responses from Councils as to 
whether they want to join its Priority Programme, which is a 
pathway to the creation of Strategic Authorities, with mayoral 
elections in May 2026. Government is giving councils the 
opportunity to put forward their preferred devolution option either as 
part of this priority programme or at a later stage. It has made it 
clear that those councils unable to reach a clear decision on 
devolution that satisfies the terms of the government’s white paper 
within an undefined reasonable time frame will be subject to a 
ministerial directive.  
The Council has several options to consider.  Following the 
recommendation from Overview and Scrutiny Board on 6 January 
2024, this report builds on previous reports and presentations to 
members to provide evidence and data on each option to enable 
Council to have an informed debate and indicate the preferred way 
forward on devolution.   

Recommendations It is RECOMMENDED that:  

 Council considers the evidence in this report and indicates: 
1  Whether BCP Council should apply to participate in the 
Priority Programme 
2  If so, what the preferred geography should be 

Reason for 
recommendations 

To determine the Council’s preferred way forward in the devolution 
process for the benefit of our residents, through open, transparent 
and evidence-based debate.  

  

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/english-devolution-white-paper-power-and-partnership-foundations-for-growth/english-devolution-white-paper


Portfolio Holder(s):  Councillor Millie Earl, Leader of the Council 

Corporate Director  Graham Farrant, Chief Executive 

Report Authors Graham Farrant, Chief Executive 
Isla Reynolds, Director of Marketing, Communications and Policy 
Glynn Barton, Chief Operations Officer 
Chris Shephard, Head of Operations Strategy & Partnerships 

Wards  Council-wide  

Classification  For Decision  
Title:  

English Devolution White Paper – Strategic Authorities Universal Coverage 
1. On 16 December 2024 the Government released its Devolution White Paper, 

which builds on the approach from the previous Government, aiming to 
accelerate the proposed shift of power from Westminster, and to create 
consistent devolved strategic powers across England.  

2. The White Paper sets out the Government’s ambition to enshrine in law the 
creation of Strategic Authorities, covering the whole of England. It states that 
Strategic Authorities “should be a number of councils working together, covering 
areas that people recognise and work in”. It will put a framework into legislation 
setting out the powers that go with each type of authority the most far-reaching of 
which will be for those with Mayors. 

3. Government is seeking urgent responses from Councils as to whether they want 
to join its Priority Programme, which is a pathway to the creation of Strategic 
Authorities with mayoral elections in May 2026. Government is requesting that 
councils put forward their preferred devolution option either as part of this priority 
programme, or at a later stage. It has made it clear that those councils unable to 
reach a clear decision on devolution that satisfies the terms of the government’s 
white paper within a reasonable time frame will be subject to a ministerial 
directive where government will effectively make the decision for them. Ministers 
have subsequently clarified that their preference is for local determination of the 
geography and timing, rather than ministerial direction. However, the White Paper 
is clear that they do intend to provide full coverage for Strategic Authorities 
across the country, although the ultimate timescale is not determined. 

4. The Council has several options to consider. Following the recommendation from 
Overview and Scrutiny Board on 6 January 2024, this report builds on previous 
reports and presentations to members to provide evidence and data on each 
option, enabling Council to have an informed debate and determine the preferred 
way forward on devolution. 
 
 
 

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/english-devolution-white-paper-power-and-partnership-foundations-for-growth/english-devolution-white-paper#powers-functions-and-funding--the-devolution-framework


Strategic Authorities  
5. The White Paper states: “The Government will create in law the concept of a 

Strategic Authority. All Strategic Authorities will belong to one of the following 
levels: 

Foundation Strategic Authorities: these include non-mayoral combined 
authorities and combined county authorities automatically, and any local authority 
designated as a Strategic Authority without a Mayor. 

Mayoral Strategic Authorities: the Greater London Authority, all Mayoral 
Combined Authorities and all Mayoral Combined County Authorities will 
automatically begin as Mayoral Strategic Authorities. Those who meet specified 
eligibility criteria may be designated as Established Mayoral Strategic 
Authorities. This unlocks further devolution, most notably an Integrated 
Settlement. 

The government’s strong preference is for partnerships that bring more than one 
local authority together over a large geography. In exceptional circumstances the 
Secretary of State will have the power to designate an individual local authority as 
a Foundation Strategic Authority only. Our ambition remains for all parts of 
England to ultimately have a Mayoral (and eventually Established Mayoral) 
Strategic Authority”.  

6. The executive summary of the White Paper also says: 
“However, in order to ensure that citizens across England benefit from devolution, 
and to ensure the effective running of public services, we will legislate for a 
ministerial directive. This will allow the creation of those Strategic Authorities 
where local leaders have, after due time has been allowed, not been able to 
make progress. 
The detailed paper goes on to give a bit more detail on that:   
“In order to ensure a complete national layer of Strategic Authorities is in place to 
devolve further powers to in future, we will legislate for a ministerial directive, 
which will enable the government to create Strategic Authorities in any remaining 
places where local leaders in that region have not been able to agree how to 
access devolved powers. Our commitment to working in partnership holds firm, 
and so the government will limit its use of this power to instances when other 
routes have been exhausted. We will ensure that the ministerial directive is used 
to conclude the process where there is majority support, or the formation is 
essential in completing the roll out of Strategic Authorities in England. 
“The government will work collaboratively with local government to deliver on the 
ambition of universal coverage of Strategic Authorities in England”. 

English Devolution White Paper – Powers and Co-ordination 
7. The government will put a framework into legislation setting out the powers that 

go with each type of authority.  The most far-reaching and flexible powers will be 
for Mayoral Strategic Authorities.  

8. There is also an ambition to reform and join up public services including: 

• Police and Crime Commissioner duties 

• Fire and Rescue Authorities 



• Integrated Care Partnerships and Integrated Care Boards 

• Plus, alignment of boundaries for these plus probation, job centres and local 
authorities.  

9. Government also makes it clear that local government will be re-organised 
"Where there is evidence of failure or where their size or boundaries may be 
hindering their ability to deliver sustainable and high-quality public services."   

10. This does not affect BCP Council as local government re-organisation has 
already recently been completed and our scale is significant with an estimated 
population of 404,050.  A number of other unitary councils which are smaller in 
size have received letters indicating a need for them to undertake local 
government reorganisation to increase their scale towards the target population 
of 500,000.  

English Devolution White Paper – Key Areas for Influence and Control 
11. Government also proposes “areas of competence” for a Strategic Authority: 

“The following list should be considered as areas where Strategic Authorities 
should have a mandate to act strategically to drive growth as well as support the 
shaping of public services, where strategic level coordination adds value:  

• Transport and local infrastructure 

• Skills and employment support 

• Housing and strategic planning 

• Economic development and regeneration 

• Environment and climate change 

• Health, wellbeing and public service reform 

• Public safety” 

It has been clarified through discussion with MHCLG civil servants that this is not 
intended to take direct control of council services in these areas but is intended to 
reflect the strategic level of competence, not local service delivery. 

English Devolution White Paper – Scale and Geography 
12. When agreeing geographies the Government will consider the following 

principles: 

• Scale: Strategic Authorities - the default assumption is for a combined 
population of 1.5 million or above 

• Economies: Strategic Authorities focus on functional economic areas, travel-
to-work patterns and local labour markets.  

• Contiguity: Any proposed geography must be contiguous across its 
constituent councils – there can be no geographical gaps between member 
councils 

• No ‘devolution islands’: Geographies must not create devolution ‘islands’ 
where a council or small area is not part of surrounding devolved areas. 



• Delivery: Geographies should ensure the effective delivery of key functions 
including Spatial Development Strategies, Local Transport Plans and Get 
Britain Working Plans. 

• Alignment: Promote alignment between devolution and other public sector 
boundaries. 

• Identity:  Local identity plays a key role in enabling Strategic Authorities to be 
held to account. 

English Devolution White Paper – Devolution Framework Summary Table 
13. Government has also laid out at 3.10 in the White Paper a table of functions that 

will and will not be included (and funded) for the different types of authorities. This 
can be reviewed at Appendix A.  For example, Established Mayoral Authorities 
only will get access to a multi-departmental, long term integrated funding 
settlement, Mayoral Authorities and Established Mayoral Authorities will get 
access to a long-term investment fund with an agreed allocation, but Foundation 
Authorities will get access to neither.   

 
Devolution Options 
 
Arrangements previously explored 

14. Since the previous Government set out its plans for devolution, the Council has 
considered several options detailed in various reports and presentations, 
including: 

• a Cabinet report ‘Exploring the options for devolution to BCP Council’ in 
November 2022 

• ‘Response to Government Pro Forma on Devolution’, presentation to 
Overview and Scrutiny Board on 23 September 2024 

• A report and ‘devolution options’ presentation for Overview and Scrutiny 
Board 6 January 2025 

Links to these can be found in the background documents section of this paper. 
15. Recognising that devolution is a complex and rapidly developing picture, officers 

have continued to keep informal channels open across options. However, the 
publication of the White Paper has given rise to a new emphasis on pace and the 
need to determine a geography on a pre-determined larger scale with a minimum 
population of 1.5m set out. There may be exceptions allowed to this scale, but 
that would need a clear rationale.  

 Meeting with Minister – Baroness Taylor 
16. The Leader and Chief Executive met with Baroness Taylor, Parliamentary Under-

secretary of State (Lords Minister for Housing and Local Government), along with 
Leaders and Chief Executives from the three Heart of Wessex unitary authorities 
on 7 January 2025.  The discussion focussed on whether those local authorities 
would be in a position to submit a proposal for a Mayoral Strategic Authority by 
Friday 10 January 2025.  Key points arising, in addition to those set out in the 
White Paper, were: 



• The current framework of powers is the minimum, not the ceiling, for 
devolved powers and government expects to rapidly increase the powers 
and functions that are devolved to Strategic Authorities once they are set up 
and functioning. 

• The Minster commented that the Heart of Wessex, including BCP Council 
was supported by MHCLG as a sensible geography, but she noted that it 
was up to each local authority to determine what works to best effect for their 
communities. We told the Minister that we were looking at options involving 
the Heart of Wessex and Hampshire and Solent and she was content with 
that. 

• The Council for Nations and Regions is likely to be a key forum for the future 
and this would include the Mayors for each devolved area. 

• The Minster confirmed the timescale as follows: 
Jan 2025 - engagement and seeking confirmation by 10 January, not a formal 
decision which comes after consultation etc. 
Jan - March 2025 Government-led consultation processes to ensure government 
can meet its statutory tests and to relieve Local Authorities of the consultation 
commitments.  This allows the local authority to formally respond to the 
consultation.  The consultation is not looking for a yes/no, but looking to assess 
the possible benefits of the options presented 
April – July 2025 - Ministerial decisions to proceed with specified areas 
The following timetable is deduced from other engagement with MHCLG to lead 
to a May 2026 election for the mayor: 
August – September 2025: finalise proposals and all affected Councils to 
formally consent to the Statutory Instrument. 
September 2025 - February 2026: statutory process through Parliament. 
February – March 2026: Institutions established 
May 2026 - Mayoral elections. 

17. Regarding the BCP Council position, Baroness Taylor confirmed that she 
believed that there are huge early opportunities and that her strong advice would 
be to be part of the Priority Programme. The government was proposing to adopt 
ministerial directive powers which could be used to push areas into an 
appropriate area arrangement, but she would really urge a local recommendation 
to come forward as her preference.  She also commented that she would accept 
the delay until next Thursday for a letter from the Leader given the political 
complexities of BCP Council. 
Since the meeting of the Overview and Scrutiny Board meeting on 6 January, 
further responses from MHCLG and ministers have included the following 
responses in a webinar on 9 January 2025 (Background paper: Key Cities ‘Notes 
of the Ministerial Webinar’): 
 
 



In order to be a part of the priority programme, do all upper tier authorities 
in an area have to ‘make the ask’, or is the majority enough to be 
considered?  
Response: The final point of consent for establishing a strategic authority is when 
the consent is given by councils to the statutory instrument that establishes that 
body – all of the constituent members have to provide that consent. So in the 
case of a combined authority, it would mean all the councils within that area, and 
in a combined county authority, it would be all of the upper tier local authorities in 
that area. 
How will the priority programme be run?  
Response: The priority programme is about extending mayoral devolution and as 
such, current mayoral institutions are not in scope. Those in the process of 
discussing devolution without a mayor are invited to be on the programme 
provided they are pursuing a mayoral structure. There is no limit on the number 
of areas to be on the priority list. (Note: this contradicts earlier indications that 
capacity is limited and may constrain the number of Strategic Authorities included 
in the Priority Programme). 
On Mayoral powers: is there potential for upper tier local authority 
responsibilities to be transferred to Mayors?  
Response: There is scope to expand some functions at strategic authority level. 
For example, in highways, oversight of the Key Route Network may be extended 
to Mayors. But overall there are no plans to move functions wholesale up to the 
strategic level. Local authorities will have the freedom to discharge their 
responsibilities. 

18. In addition, the Leader has requested an urgent meeting with Jim McMahon, 
Minister of State for Local Government and English Devolution in the United 
Kingdom, with our five MPs, to confirm the parameters in so far as they 
specifically relate to the BCP area and our geographical complexity.  

 
Options for Devolution that have been explored: 

19. This section will set out each of the possible options that have been explored in 
recent years and set out key strengths and weaknesses of each proposal.  These 
were summarised in a presentation to the Overview and Scrutiny Board on 6 
January.  

20. Pan Hampshire including BCP – this proposal extended the current Hampshire 
and Solent area to include the BCP area and was developed during 2022 with an 
analysis provided in the Cabinet report of November 2022. Whilst discussions 
were positive, it was not a natural fit because of the different government regions 
involved and in early 2023 the Hampshire Chief Executive advised that, having 
spoken to DLUHC, the general consensus was a devolution deal with Hampshire, 
Portsmouth, Southampton and the Isle of Wight, excluding BCP Council, was 
simpler and so they intended to pursue this option. The BCP Council Leader at 
time agreed (Jan 2023), and we have not had a Leader-to-Leader conversation 
since then, until Hampshire expressed their renewed interest in late December 
2024.  



21. We have been advised that MHCLG civil servants would support a simpler 
regional and administrative geography which did not cross regional boundaries. 
However, they have emphasised that they want to see local determination of 
geography so would not rule out the discussion with Hampshire and Solent 
despite the administrative complexities which include the fact that the BCP 
Council area only covers half of our PCC and Police force area, and half of the 
ICB area.  We also have different public service boundaries for Fire and 
Ambulance services. 

 
22. Central South and the Solent Unitary Authorities.  Central South, as outlined 

in the Cabinet report of November 2022, is a business-led construct led by 
Business South that is more akin to a regional partnership.  The proposed 
geography included Portsmouth, Southampton, the Isle of Wight and those 
district councils which lie in Hampshire, but which are between those authorities, 
including Gosport, Eastleigh, and New Forest DC, plus Bournemouth 
Christchurch and Poole within its geography.  Although some discussions took 
place in relation to building a devolution proposal for this area it was recognised 
that it would split the Hampshire County Council area and it would disrupt other 
public service boundaries such as Fire and Rescue, Police and NHS.  The 
concept did not gain formal traction between the councils and with government.  
All parties recognised that it was too politically and geographically complex and 
subsequently Hampshire and Solent councils confirmed they were working on 
their own deal to cover the whole of the Hampshire county area.  

23. Similarly, discussions were had around a devolution arrangement between just 
BCP Council and the three Solent unitary authorities of Southampton, 
Portsmouth, Isle of Wight, and excluding the district councils between, but for the 
same reasons this did not gain formal traction.  Discussions with colleagues from 
the Councils involved concluded in July 2023 with no consensus to pursue this 
option.  With the current White Paper requirement for contiguity, this option is no 
longer possible as the authorities involved are not physically linked by geography.   

Devolution Options Explored: Pan -Hampshire incl. BCP



 

 
 

24. BCP & Dorset “Pan-Dorset” – From January 2023 the focus turned westwards 
with discussions ongoing with Dorset Council and neighbours with the focus on 
either BCP alone, a BCP and Dorset arrangement, or as part of the Heart of 
Wessex configuration.  Dorset Council have expressed their preference to be part 
of Heart of Wessex, and the pan-Dorset option would no longer meet the 
population criteria outlined in the latest Government White Paper. 

Devolution Options Explored: Central South

Devolution Options Explored: Solent unitary authorities



 
 

 
25. However, in July 2024, the Council (along with all Councils) received a letter from 

Angela Rayner MP, asking Councils to preference their devolution geography, 
and whether they wanted a mayor.   

26. BCP Only - On 23 September 2024, having discussed the options and the 
evidence, Overview and Scrutiny Board recommended that the Council respond 
to Government stating its preference for a BCP Council only, non-mayoral 
approach to devolution.  In recognition of this recommendation the Leader 
submitted an expression of interest on this basis and consequently, the Pan-

Devolution Options Explored: pan -Dorset county area

Devolution Options Explored: Heart of Wessex



Dorset discussion was not pursued further at that stage, although informal 
discussions continued around a Heart of Wessex option.  

 
27. This option does not meet the new criteria outlined in December’s White Paper 

for devolved areas to have a combined population of 1.5 million or above. While 
MHCLG has not explicitly rejected this proposal, it does not meet the new White 
Paper criteria of a 1.5M population or a region bigger than a single local authority. 

Pan-Regional Partnership(s) 
28. BCP Council is a member of the Great South West Pan-Regional Partnership.  

This is not a devolution arrangement, but a private-public sector partnership that 
enables BCP Council to be represented in a collective voice with Government 
which is funded from central government and subscriptions from local authorities 
in the area.   

29. The Great South West partnership is committed to driving investment, delivering 
major projects, developing a testbed for new ideas and ensuring the Great South 
West’s opportunities are understood by the Government. 
The Great South West covers Cornwall and the Isles of Scilly, Devon, Plymouth, 
Torbay, Somerset, Dorset and BCP and is focused on 

• Shifting the needle on UK economic growth 

• Driving the UK economy forward 

• Leading in globally critical sectors for the UK 
30. The Great South West Partnership Board has representatives from business, 

universities, councils and Local Enterprise Partnerships. Transport, energy, 
manufacturing, agriculture, marine and space sectors are all represented. The 
Board works with government and champions the region on a national and 
international level. 

Devolution Options Explored: BCP only

https://greatsouthwest.co.uk/


31. In the October 2024 budget Government announced that it is "minded to" end 
funding for Pan-Regional Partnerships (PRPs) at the end of the financial year in 
March 2025.  BCP Council has written to Government as part of its consultation 
on the matter to express its support for the partnership.  However, this area is not 
currently being considered for a devolution bid. 
 

Devolution Options 2025 
Existing Framework 

32. In summary, all previous options have been reviewed and many of them have 
been discounted because they either don’t meet the new criteria (contiguity etc) 
or the other authorities involved have expressed interest in being aligned to other 
options.  

33. Figure 1 shows a map of the existing framework.  There are currently discussions 
as a result of the new criteria in the White Paper happening across many areas 
just as they are here, including Cornwall, Devon, Torbay and Plymouth, 
Hampshire and Solent, Dorset, Somerset and Wiltshire, and North Somerset.  In 
many areas across the country there are a core of local authorities whose 
ambitions and geography align, but there are often outliers either within that 
geography or on the periphery. 
 

Figure 1: 

 
 
Devolution Options Appraisal 

34. Recognising that all previous options have been reviewed against the new criteria 
(i.e. no devolution islands, a population of 1.5M or above, no single local authority 
areas) and discounted, there are now the following options for consideration:   

Devolution Options – existing framework



• Option 1: Wait for next stage of the process and not join the Priority 
Programme. Determine at a later stage whether to proactively seek to join 
a neighbouring Strategic Authority or wait until a government directive is 
issued to join a Strategic Authority in due course.  

• Option 2: BCP-only:  Submit a proposal to join the priority programme for 
a BCP-focussed geography, incorporating parts or all of one or more 
neighbouring authorities.   

• Option 3: Hampshire and Solent:  Seek to join the Hampshire and Solent 
Strategic Authority as part of the Government’s Priority Programme to 
develop a Mayoral Strategic Authority for this area in May 2026 

• Option 4: Heart of Wessex: Seek to join the Heart of Wessex Strategic 
Authority as part of the Government’s Priority Programme to develop a 
Mayoral Strategic Authority for this area in May 2026. 

35. Appendix B has a series of comparator data tables which can be used to aid the 
analysis of each option.  
 

Option 1: Wait for the next stage of the process 
Wait for the next stage of the process and not join the priority programme.  Unlike 
other authorities, BCP Council does not need to consider Local Government 
reorganisation, nor does it have the issue of elections in May 2026.   Examples of 
the strengths and opportunities of this proposal include the opportunity to learn 
from the Priority Programme first wave, and more time to seek the views of the 
public.  Examples of weaknesses and threats of the proposal include the 
likelihood of missing out on the opportunity to shape the agenda of the Strategic 
Authority and missing out on any short term future funding and investment that 
might come with the priority programme.  

 
Option 2: BCP Only 
36. As previously noted earlier in this report, this option does not meet the new 

population criteria outlined in the White Paper for devolved areas to have a 
combined population of 1.5 million or above.  Even so, the Council could choose 
to pursue this option and seek to persuade government on the unsuitability of 
BCP Council to join either of the two devolution arrangements that offer access to 
the Priority Programme (Heart of Wessex or Hampshire and Solent). It is difficult 
to assess the likely outcome of this approach, but previous efforts have not been 
successful.  

37. The strengths of a BCP-only option are detailed in the supporting document to 
the expression of interest, submitted to the Government in the autumn (see 
Background Papers).  These include being able to focus investment and powers 
on the issues and challenges we face within the economic geography of 
Bournemouth, Christchurch and Poole.   



 
Option 3: Hampshire and Solent 

Joining the Priority Programme with the Hampshire and Solent area would meet 
the White Paper’s criteria for population size and geographical contiguity, but not 
for simple administrative areas. This would particularly become an issue if the 
Strategic Authority sought to control wider public services which are organised on 
a regional basis as the BCP area is in the South West region and Hampshire and 
Solent authorities are in the South region.  
Examples of the strengths and opportunities of this proposal include the previous 
proposal which provides a strong starting point from which to build, a strong 
global destination message with strong economic and education assets and a 
strong voice with government.  Weaknesses include the need to extend the 
current Hampshire and Solent proposal to include BCP, particularly around 
transport and skills, where our needs are different and the likely need for 
significant local government reorganisation in Hampshire. 

Devolution Options: BCP only



 
 
Option 4: Heart of Wessex 
38. Joining the Priority Programme with the Heart of Wessex area would meet the 

White Paper’s criteria for population size, geographical contiguity and simple 
administrative areas. The BCP area would provide many of the missing 
ingredients in the Heart of Wessex proposal (3 universities, airport, port, centre of 
urban growth).   

39. However, there are few similarities between BCP Council, and the other areas 
involved, with BCP Council covering a densely populated urban conurbation, 
large, concentrated population and focus for infrastructure, education and 
economic activity compared to the other more rural authorities.  The largest town 
in the Wessex area, outside of BCP, is Taunton with a population of 62,000.  This 
proposal builds on the regional alignment of public services and previous working 
with the Dorset LEP on strategic economic opportunities, and provides space for 
housing and employment sites along relevant transport corridors as well as the 
opportunity to improve those under-developed transport corridors. However, the 
area is predominately rural with potentially very different needs and challenges, 
coupled with a lack of existing business and commercial relationships. 

 

Devolution Options: Hampshire and Solent incl. BCP



 
 

40. Figure 5 shows the boundaries for both Heart of Wessex and Hampshire and 
Solent  
Figure 5: 

 
Existing Regional Links  

41. Existing regional links across the two options shows (Figure 6) how the 
administrative boundaries are simplified in a Heart of Wessex proposal and are 
more complex in a Hampshire and Solent proposal, primarily because of the 

Devolution Options: Heart of Wessex incl. BCP

Devolution Options

Heart of Wessex:
4-6 UA’s

Hampshire and
Solent:
3 UA’s
10 DC’s
1 CC



historical links into the South-West region which have been built up over the last 
50 years. 

 
Figure 6: 

 
 
Business Views  

42. Working with Dorset Chamber of Commerce, the four Business Improvement 
Districts and Destination Management Board, an informal survey with a small 
sample of businesses was conducted between 9 January and 13th January 2025. 
Businesses were given two options either Heart of Wessex or Hampshire and 
Solent.   

43. Details from the Dorset Chamber of Commerce are included in a report at 
Appendix D, with the summary being that there is overwhelming support for the 
Hampshire and Solent option from these businesses.  However, at the time of 
writing, early data from other business sources shows responses from the other 
partners are more varied, with greater support emerging for the Wessex proposal.   

Summary of financial implications 
44. Depending on the preferred option, there could be an impact on BCP Council’s 

access to funding via the devolution process, but the details of this are unclear at 
this time. 

Summary of legal implications 
45. Depending on the preferred option, there may be future legal implications, which 

will be worked through as part of the process.   

Existing regional links

Heart of Wessex/South West

• Government region – SW (all Depts, agencies)
• LGA – SW region
• Professional groups (CEX’s, DCS, DASS, Libraries)
• SW Councils (and Leader’s network)
• SW Resilience networks inc. military and LRF
• South Western Ambulance Service
• Health and Public Health – SW region
• Dorset Police and Probation – SW region
• Western Gateway sub-national transport body
• Great SW pan-regional partnership
• Local Enterprise Partnership (pan-Dorset)
• Chamber of Commerce & Industry (pan-Dorset)
• Dorset Heaths Partnership
• Poole Harbour Nutrients Scheme

Hampshire and Solent:

 Central South economic area
(led by Southampton University)

 Transport infrastructure
M 27/M3/SW Rail

• FCERM links – Christchurch Bay
• Some planning and mineral links
 Historical (pre-1974 LGR) connections



Summary of human resources implications 
46. Depending on the preferred option and ultimate devolution outcome, there may 

be some implications for people and posts. Appropriate assessment of the human 
resources impact would be made when more detail was available. 

Summary of sustainability impact 
47. There are no sustainability impacts of this report. 

Summary of public health implications 
48. There are no public health impacts of this report. 

Summary of equality implications 
49. An EIA would be prepared once Council indicated a preferred route for 

devolution. 
Summary of risk assessment 

50. The risks are identified within the options appraisal of this paper. 

Background papers 
• Exploring the options for devolution to BCP Council, Cabinet report, 23 

November 2022 

• Response to Government Pro Forma on Devolution, presentation to Overview 
and Scrutiny Board on 23 September 2023 

• Devolution Options, report to Overview and Scrutiny Board on 6 January 2025 

• Devolution Options, presentation to Overview and Scrutiny Board on 6 January 
2025 

• Key Cities Notes from MHCLG Webinar on 9 January 2025 

• Supporting information to Expression of Interest EOI BCP supporting doc 

• English Devolution White Paper, 16 December 2024 

Appendices   
Appendix A: English Devolution White Paper Table of Functions 
Appendix B: Comparator data tables  
Appendix C: BCP Economic Assets table and Population Heatmap  

Appendix D: Business views report, Dorset Chamber of Commerce 

 
 

 

https://democracy.bcpcouncil.gov.uk/documents/s38108/Exploring%20options%20for%20devolution%20to%20BCP%20Council.pdf
https://democracy.bcpcouncil.gov.uk/documents/s53432/030924%20BCP%20Devo%20Benefits.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/english-devolution-white-paper-power-and-partnership-foundations-for-growth/english-devolution-white-paper
https://democracy.bcpcouncil.gov.uk/documents/s55579/Council%20-%2015%20January%202025%20-%20Devolution%20-%20Appendix%20B%20Comparator%20Data%20Tables?CT=3

