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Dear Sir/Madame, 

I am writing concerning the Higher Education Governance Bill due to pass through 
the Scottish Parliament in autumn.  

As an alumni student of St Andrews I cannot see how the proposed changes will 
advance academic performance and potential, nor for Scotland's broader academic 
institutions, historic and modern.  

I oppose the bill on the grounds that it compromises academic autonomy, does not 
make clear the problem it is trying to solve and appears an unnecessary 
bureaucratic intrusion. As the church was separated from the state, and the judicial 
system from the executive branch of government, I see no good reason for the 
government to now have greater say in the running of its universities.  

While I appreciate that great things come out of government and academic 
partnership, it must above all be a partnership for true innovation to thrive. Great 
ideas will never come out of institutions telling the government what they want to 
hear for fear of reappraisal. In the pursuit of knowledge, independence and freedom 
are requisite for breakthrough knowledge. Further it does not make sense to curtail 
an institutions autonomy while demanding greater academic freedom. This is a 
complete contradiction.  

Moreover a one size fits all entirely compromises the benefit to Scotland's higher 
education institutions, which are broad and varied with very different needs. There 
must surely be better ways to help academic institutions without ruining the 
reputation of your world leading institutions in the process. Ignoring the time that 
goes into developing world class standards of education, as global standards are 
only set to increase along with competition, seems rather unwise. In my current work 
I see just how many new educational institutions are being founded in emerging 
economies. Great insinuations such as the University of St Andrews, the University 
of Edinburgh and the University of Glasgow have made historic contributions to the 
advancement of knowledge, consider for example David Hume and Adam Smith, 
whose very independent and original ideas will forever be remembered for 
advancing the state of our collective knowledge. A Bill that puts parameters on the 
independent pursuit of knowledge, and potentially hampers the ability of institutions 
to gain funding for research could absolutely compromise whether Scotland will in 
future deliver thinkers of the same calibre.  

This Bill must be seriously reconsidered, if not repealed entirely, if it is to be a help 
not a hindrance to Scotland's academic institutions.  

 

 

Yours sincerely, 

 
 



 


