7 
Consultation questions 
 

Question 1
Name of organisation (or name of person if the response is a personal response and is not submitted on behalf of an organisation)?  

· The London College, UCK.

· Dr Mark Mabey Principal  

 
What type of organisation is it? (e.g. Alternative Provider, HEI, FEC, Regulatory Body etc.)

	· Alternative provider



[bookmark: _Toc222902185][bookmark: _Toc287009290]Question 2 
Do you have a preference for Method 1 (control based on eligible students) or Method 2 (control based on students accessing funding)? If so, why is this? 
 
	· [bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]The clear preference of the College is to operate under method 2. 
· Our experience is that a number of students that are eligible to apply for funding do not do this at our institution.


[bookmark: _Toc222902186][bookmark: _Toc287009291]
Question 3 
What is your view on submission of data to HESA? Do you think designated courses at alternative providers should participate in the Key Information Set and therefore complete the National Student Survey and Destination of Leavers in Higher Education survey (if student numbers are large enough to permit this)?
	· [bookmark: OLE_LINK3][bookmark: OLE_LINK4]We have no problems with providing data to HESA as well as KISS, NSS however this is an additional task that unlike publically funded institutions we do not have experience or staffing levels to currently manage this process and this has not been included in our college resourcing plan. 
· We do not feel that we will be in a position to do this until the academic session 2014/15.  



[bookmark: _Toc222902187][bookmark: _Toc287009292]

Question 4 
Are there any other methods for controlling student numbers on designated courses at alternative providers that you would recommend instead of Method 1 or Method 2?  
	· No however we would request that Ministers look at implementing a level playing field between public and privately funded institutions so that we can fairly compete. The restrictions on our international recruitment and students being unable to work is a prime example.




[bookmark: _Toc222902188][bookmark: _Toc287009293]Question 5 
Do you agree that there should be an exemption from student number controls for alternative providers with small numbers of students accessing student support? If so, do you have suggestions as to how the Department should define ‘very small’? 
	· No a level playing field should mean that all institutions should be treated in the same way independent of size



Question 6 
Equality considerations: Do you think that the proposals for applying student number controls will have any equality implications (e.g. positive, negative, or neutral) for people with protected characteristics (as set out in the Equality Act 2010), or people from low income groups?[footnoteRef:1]  What impacts might there be and do you have any evidence of possible impacts? [1:  Section 149(1) of the Equality Act 2010 imposes a duty on Ministers to have due regard to three specified equality matters when exercising their functions. These are: a) eliminating discrimination, harassment, victimisation and any other conduct that is prohibited by the Act; b) advancing equality of opportunity  between people who share a relevant protected characteristic and people who do not share it; and c) fostering good relations between people who share a relevant protected characteristic and people who do not share it. The Equality Duty covers the following protected characteristics: age, disability, gender, gender reassignment, pregnancy and maternity, race, religion or belief and sexual orientation. The duty to have due regard to the need to eliminate discrimination also covers marriage and civil partnerships.] 

	· [bookmark: _Toc222902189][bookmark: _Toc287009294]96% of our students come from non-traditional and / or low income families most within the Greater London area we had in our strategic plans to increase our student numbers over the next 3 years which would enable a larger number of students from such backgrounds to access higher education but this will not be possible under the proposed cap control and this will clearly affect equality in our opinion.
· We support over 70% of our students via the College crisis fund and as a non-for-profit organisation this will be affected by the proposal



Question 7 
Do you have any other comments on the proposals within this consultation document? 
	· There must be a level playing field if we are to compete fairly and equitably with our public sector colleagues. Our growth could be international however with the restrictions on working opportunities which are not experienced by publically funded bodies we are being double hit with the cap control as well. Treat both public and private higher education providers the SAME.

· This cannot be implemented for 2013/14 as we are half way into our academic year we have recruited via UCAS which closed on 15th January 2013 before the close of the consultation period. You cannot implement this without giving a full academic year to plan. We have a detailed strategic plan for growth which will need to be changed and controls this next academic year is totally unfair in the current time scales.




Thank you for taking the time to let us have your views. We do not intend to acknowledge receipt of individual responses unless you tick the box below:
Please acknowledge this reply
y|_|

At BIS we carry out our research on many different topics and consultations. As your views are valuable to us, would it be okay if we were to contact you again from time to time either for research or to send through consultation documents? 
[bookmark: _GoBack][bookmark: Check12][bookmark: Check13]y|_| Yes    		|_| No



