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	General 


	Question 1 
Do you think that the current percentage of young people going to university is correct? How should it change over the next ten years?

 

	The group felt that the current percentage of young people going to conventional universities is about right or perhaps too high.  Although members strongly agreed that it is important that we have a highly-educated workforce and that we should maximise opportunities for all youngsters to receive a high standard of education, we should not assume that a simple government-mandated target for numbers attending university is necessarily a good measure of success in these aims or a guarantee of high standards. 
The group felt that a more flexible approach encompassing a more diverse set of offerings such as mixed apprenticeship/university courses and the use of modern technology to provide further education for employed as well as full-time students should be aimed for over the next ten years.


	Question 2   
What do you think should be the ratio of state to student payment for university education?
The group thought the current level of student contribution was as high as could reasonably be asked for especially given the problem of high effective marginal tax rates for graduates paying back student loans once they start earning enough.  An exception might be for the very top universities, where graduates could perhaps bear higher fees, but it was felt that further changes to the system would be too disruptive at the moment. 
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	Question 3: Tuition fees straw poll
a) To what extent do you agree that paying higher fees will make students and their parents more discerning customers? (Only ONE vote per Group member)

	Number of votes

Strongly Agree
2
Agree
7
Neither agree nor disagree
Disagree
1
Strongly disagree

Don’t know

Comments
The member who disagreed thought that a lack of easily-accessible information currently made it hard for students and parents to become discerning customers.  More thought should be given to the distribution of information about courses, universities and the jobs market using modern social media which are likely to be effective in reaching young people.


	b) To what extent do you agree that paying higher fees will drive up the quality of teaching in universities? (Only ONE vote per Group member)


	Number of votes

Strongly Agree
Agree
9
Neither agree nor disagree
Disagree
1
Strongly disagree

Don’t know

Comments
· One member remarked that, when he was at University in the 90s, American students on his course (who were paying full fees) were very keen to get value for their money on the course, as opposed to English students who tended to take it for granted.
· Members were worried that pressure on universities from students keen to get good ‘value’ from their fees might drive grade inflation rather than a genuine increase in standards.


	Question 4
Should the state seek to determine university intakes? If so, how?



	The group was opposed to direct state interference in determining university intakes.  The principle should be that universities remain as independent as possible and that the state should concentrate on ensuring that children from all backgrounds received good-quality primary and secondary education rather than intervening to tilt admissions policy.  
At the same time, universities should be encouraged to continue and extend their outreach programmes to ensure that bright youngsters from less advantaged backgrounds are encouraged to apply for and work towards university entrance.


	Question 5
How can we make sure that qualifications in Further Education are easily understood by young people leaving school, their teachers and their parents?



	Members felt strongly that the current set of qualifications and the plethora of acronyms for the various levels and types of Further Education qualifications are far too complicated and confusing for youngsters, teachers and parents.  Although it was recognised that there would inevitably be a very wide range of specialist courses, an over-arching set of three or four easily-understood levels of attainment should be set.  There should be a cull of the regulated qualifications in order to make the whole system simpler.


	Question 6
What mechanisms can we use to help employers of all types and sizes understand, and contribute to the development of, vocational qualifications?


	Members felt that in general employers (especially big employers) do already understand the vocational qualifications relevant to their sector, and are adequately involved in the development of these qualifications. Small employers are likely to have an adequate input through trade bodies even if they cannot themselves devote resources to assisting with the development of vocational qualifications.


	Question 7
Technology is changing the way further and higher education is taught. How should this change government policy over the next twenty years?



	Members felt that it would be a mistake for government to try directly to specify how higher education should change in response to technological change. Instead, we should encourage universities to innovate and to learn from the experience of each other and of overseas institutions; it may well be that new ways of teaching and learning will emerge as technology develops and young people interact in different ways with universities and colleges.
One member suggested that this is an opportunity to widen access to higher education, since some of the social barriers which prevent disadvantaged youngsters from accessing conventional university education might not apply to on-line learning.  This could build on the success of the Open University in widening access and also in making it easier for young people who missed out on higher education when they were 18 or 19 to catch up later.

Equally, technological advances should make it easier for skills and learning to be developed throughout the working life.  

A key point members agreed was that it is very important that government should not structure university finance in such a way that universities and Further Education colleges are penalised financially if they innovate or experiment with different forms of learning and different models for student participation.


	Other comments:


	One problem which a member (who has direct experience as a provider of apprenticeships) raised is that recent changes to the rules governing apprenticeships have made it harder to place youngsters with employers.  The problem is that the young person has to get a job first (rather than having a six-month window after signing up to the apprenticeship), but this can prove very difficult as the young person is fresh out of school.  The previous arrangement gave the young person time to find a job whilst undertaking the initial stages of the scheme.
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