
Submission from Ms Bridget Fraser 
 
 
Dear Sir, 
 
I write to you in respect of the above proposed bill that has come to my attention.  I 
would like to register my concern and opposition to these proposals based on my 
views below: 
 
I was lucky enough to study for my undergraduate degree at St Andrews University 
in the late 70s.  I have benefitted from that liberal and scholarly education every day 
since I graduated and am particularly  grateful for the unique experience I had there 
both academically and socially.  St Andrews strives to achieve excellence through its 
staff, its facilities and its alumni - indeed I believe it is now at a peak in all these 
criteria; but I also know through my recent involvement with the alumni and 
development board that this is achieved through a huge effort on the university 
council's part to recruit the best academic staff from around the world, to accept 
students of high calibre, and to secure financing to offer the best curricula possible 
along with research projects that are compatible at a world level.  This is no mean 
feat in an internationally competitive field and with government finance cuts 
impacting both present and future budgets. I believe St Andrews currently holds a 
unique position in Scotland and beyond in its ability to attract students from 
throughout the UK and the rest of the world and to contribute substantially to 
research at an international level, despite being a relatively small university. In this 
respect its autonomy is crucial. 
 
The current proposals encompassed in the Higher Education Bill challenge much of 
what makes St Andrews a successful and world ranking university.  Any overriding 
of, or interference with, its academic syllabuses, staffing recruitment or student base 
would result in a dumbing down of its academic excellence and it would 
consequently lose its ability to attract both the best students from around the world 
and the best academics.  St Andrews, along with many Scottish Universities, 
benefits from an international student intake which not only enhances the experience 
for all students, but also contributes substantially to its financing.  Any threat to this 
intake would be detrimental to the social make-up of the university and the 
economics.  Indeed this threat would impact all Scottish universities.    
 
Essentially, I question whether these proposals are necessary and how the Scottish 
Government feel they would enhance the reputation and effectiveness of a Scottish 
university education?  Students are encouraged to select the universities and 
courses  that they feel would best suit their individual needs, interests and talents 
when leaving school. It is a privilege of every school leaver to exercise this choice 
and I believe students who are lucky enough to qualify for a Scottish University and 
the diverse choice of university courses currently on offer are truly fortunate.  Why 
then counter this liberty in selection with a dictatorial approach to education and in 
particular higher education?  If curricula are made to follow a formula decided from 
outside the individual universities then this apparent "choice" becomes redundant 
and universities (and indeed schools) lose and fail to strive for, uniqueness.  The 
result will surely be that students wherever possible will opt for more liberally 
constructed courses in universities outside of Scotland.   



 
I urge you to reconsider the effectiveness of your proposals. Please, please do not 
interfere with a system that is currently successful and enviable, and that will only be 
destroyed by overriding dogma from outside the universities' own governance. 
 
I await your response. 
 
Yours faithfully, 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  


