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I am writing to you to portray my severe disappointment and deep concerns 
regarding the Scottish Government's Higher Education Governance Bill. I studied at 
St Andrews for 5 years to complete my undergraduate Masters in Earth Science 
(MGeol Hons) and immediately found employment with a renewable energy firm, 
based in Scotland, and so I am very thankful for the excellent quality of my Scottish 
education at Scotland's best University.  
 
Firstly, I would like to question why this bill is needed in the first place, as there does 
not seem to be any systematic failure in the way Scottish Universities are managed. 
St Andrews is continually rated as one of the best Univerisities in the UK, drawing in 
students from across the world, for both its teaching and research quality - as our 
several other Scottish Univeristies. Strathclyde has produced swathes of engineers 
with the ability to work in environments from a rig in the North Sea to a flight 
engineer in Glasgow airport. Heriot-Watt has a renowned brewing masters degree, 
Glasgow veterinary surgeons that serve sheep from the Highlands to dairy cattle in 
the lowlands. What is the point of increasing red tape? How will this increase the 
quality of the contributions our Universities provide, not just to their academic field, 
but for all of Scotland and beyond in the wider world. What is the point in renaming 
the Principal to Chief Executive Officer? For one thing, this change makes the 
University sound more like a business than an academic institution. Principal 
suggests a figurehead of learning, of books and manuscripts, a learned person who 
has been recognised for the work they have done  - work undertaken not for 
themselves but for the work itself, to advance mankind's understanding of a subject. 
CEO brings with it connotations of business, of the big guy looking out for profit, 
someone who is a slave to a company's pre-determined definitions rather than 
speaking out for the academic freedom and free speech of a University's staff. Your 
redefinition of academic freedom does nothing to mitigate the damages the bill will 
do for academic freedom, support, quality or standards and instead calls into quality 
the whole reason of putting the bill forward in the first place. 
 
Secondly, it is a University's independence, the ability to determine its own policies, 
to create it's own identity to move forward, rather than follow the crowd and obey 
needless bureaucracy. The crowd, in this instance, being the state. Staff at 
Universities should focus their time on making sure their institution is the best it can 
be for their students and staff, not being hindered by red tape in abastardised form of 
the name of "democracy". I find it ironic that the Scottish Government led, by the 
Scottish Nationalist Party who have dreamed for so long of an independent Scotland 
in the name of self-determination, for a country's people to decide their own future 
themselves, then goes and imposes rules on our own national institutions that limit 
their independence. That isn't freedom. That isn't a better deal for future Scottish 
graduates who dream of something better. That is a step backward that will 
decrease Scotland's standing not only on a national stage but on a European and 
Global educational stage. 
 



Thirdly, it is harmful to the democratic will of the University students of Aberdeen, 
Dundee, Glasgow, Edinburgh and St Andrews who directly elect a Rector to 
represent them and chair University Court. Rectors do tremendous work on behalf of 
students and their Universities, being respected individuals, usually from outwith 
your standard academic circle. The Higher Education Governance bill would diminish 
the Rector's role to a purely ceremonially one and would only be a puppet show of 
democracy. Democracy for show is no democracy at all. Rectors should retain their 
power and represent the students who voted them in. It is odd to invoke the 
autonomy of our university while committing clear ministerial interference, but 
stranger still to invoke democracy while destroying the democratic process. 
 
I hope you will register my misgivings and consider carefully what your bill will do to 
the institution(s) that is so dear to my heart. I will leave you with a few simple words 
to sum up: "If it ain't broke, don't fix it". 
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