
Quality Council for UK HE, 26 February 2025, 15.00 – 17.00 (via Teams) 

Minutes 

 
 

Attendees 

Professor Nic Beech (Chair, University of Salford) 

Professor Clare Peddie (Deputy Chair, University of St Andrews) 

Ben Elger (OIAHE) 

Karen Gray (SFC) 

Graeme Rosenberg (Office for Students) (deputising for Dr Nick Holland) 

Dr Cliona O’Neill (Medr) 

Joy Elliott-Bowman (Independent HE) (deputising for Alex Proudfoot) 

Jon Renyard (Arts University Bournemouth)  

Dr Arti Saraswat (Association of Colleges)  

Dr Charlotte Snelling (Universities UK) 

Tom Yates (QAA) (deputising for Vicki Stott) 

Dr Amanda Wilcox (AHUA) 

James McKean (Colleges Scotland) 

Alex Stanley (NUS) 

Dominika Wilczynska (University College Birmingham Guild of Students) 

Professor Brian Green (University of Strathclyde)  

Charlie Wilson (Strathclyde Students’ Union) 

David Rooney (Department for the Economy, NI)  

John Rushforth (CUC) 

Professor Edward Dimsdale (CSVPA) 

Professor Judy Williams (Queen’s University Belfast) 

Professor Nichola Callow (Bangor University) 

 

Apologies and absences 

Kelly Edwards (Colleges Wales) 

Professor Mary Bishop (PSRB representative)  

Maisie Head (Wrexham Students’ Union) 

Dr Kate Wicklow (GuildHE)  

Angela Taylor (RADA) 

 

Secretariat 

 Beth Cooper (Universities UK) 

 

 

Item 1: Approval of the minutes of previous meeting 

 

1. The council approved the minutes of the November 2024 away day.  

 

Item 2: Questions/comments on written updates from funders/regulators 

 

2. The chair took questions and comments on the written updates provided in 

advance by the funders/regulators.  

3. DfE-NI noted a delay to its ‘A New Approach to Quality in Northern Ireland’ 

project.  



4. Medr highlighted the level of consultation planned with the sector, including a 

consultation on Medr’s regulatory approach in April 2025 and a second batch 

of consultations in September 2025. 

5. OfS noted the imminent publication of its TEF evaluations, and the pause to 

DAPs and registration applications to allow the OfS to focus on financial 

sustainability. OfS also gave an update on development of its new integrated 

approach to quality, which will bring together compliance and improvement 

above baseline. 

6. SFC noted the recent announcement that all post-school provision funding 

will be consolidated within the Scottish Funding Council and all student 

support funding within the Student Awards Agency Scotland.  

7. Council members from SFC and from Northern Ireland agreed to join up on 

work on microcredentials for shared learning.  

8. IHE highlighted their Annual Partnerships Conference on 24 March.  

 

Actions: 

• Quality Council to provide support with thinking as OfS’ integrated approach 

to quality develops. 

 

Item 3: Update from student representatives 

9. Student representatives gave their updates. Issues raised include: 

o Financial sustainability and making sure students are as secure as 

possible in this context – for example considering contractual 

obligations in context of efficiencies.  

o Maintenance loan thresholds and students in the ‘squeezed middle’ 

o Maintenance grants 

o Reported possible restrictions to the graduate route visa, which has 

been flagged by international student officers as a priority. This is a 

significant concern for international students, and there are concerns 

about impact this could have on skills gaps as many international 

students study courses needed to fill skills gaps 

o Skills gaps and local areas – making sure students have access to 

jobs, opportunities and internships in the local areas they are studying 

in 

o Housing pressures, including on commuting students. NUS set out the 

amendments they have been successful in including in the Renters’ 

Rights Bill. Student representatives are campaigning for PBSAs to be 

included and to restrictions to upfront payments in the housing bill in 

Scotland.  

o Accommodation challenges shifting to issues such as students having 

to live further away from campus, and food insecurity is also a rising 

challenge 

o Cost of living, including impact on continuation rates 

o Concerns and questions about the new OfS condition of registration 

on harassment and sexual misconduct (E6) 

o Continuing conversations on students wanting AI to be more 

incorporated in their education, with possible development of a 

framework seen as helpful. 

10. UUK noted the imminent publication of its work on regulating in the student 

interest, highlighting that cost of living and conditions of learning came up in 

this work and is being raised in conversation with its members. UUK also 

highlighted the launch of its efficiency and transformation taskforce.  



11. OIA noted that it is also looking at cost of living and how it relates to mitigating 

circumstances.  

12. On AI, the council discussed potential pushback from professional bodies, 

and the role of universities in exploring the parameters of AI.  

13. Any restrictions to graduate route visas would be a significant concern for the 

council. The council agreed its support for protecting the graduate route and 

for work to ensure that the UK remains an attractive destination for 

international students.   

 

Actions: 

• UUK to consider how the Quality Council may be able to contribute to its work 

on efficiency and transformation. 

• Quality Council members responsible for APPGs (UUK, IHE, NUS) to meet to 

discuss join up between them and possible areas of Quality Council support.  

• Student representatives to write a blog for the Quality Council website which 

council members will circulate to their relevant networks for feedback. 

 

 

Item 4: Update from chair on Quality Council role and activity 

14. The chair provided an update on recent conversations and reflections on the 

role of the Quality Council. This included: 

o Consideration of how the council can contribute to conversations 

about financial sustainability.  

o Conversations with DfE about the role of the Quality Council, 

including contributing to their strand of work on teaching standards. 

o Production of a book which would draw together the rich diversity of 

the council. This would be an edited collection that would be research 

informed and useful to policy and practice. Possible topics to cover 

include student voice, leadership, governance, and the business case 

for quality.   

 

Actions: 

• Chair to share written proposal on the book with the council.  

• Council to discuss how best to establish relationships with other UK 

governments (outside of England). 

 

Item 5: Discussion of the quality landscape map 

15. The council discussed the quality landscape map, which was updated 

following the council’s away day in November.  

16. UUK outlined the purpose of the map, which is to set out the relationship and 

context between different organisations and agencies working in this space. 

Others noted potential uses such as in staff inductions.  

17. The council were supportive of the map. Several members of the council 

provided points of feedback to be incorporated into the final version.  

18. The deputy chair noted that this will need to be seen as a live document.  

 

Actions: 

• Quality Council members to provide further feedback on the map to the 

secretariat via email. The map will then be finalised and published. 

 

 

Item 6: Tertiary discussion 



19. Medr introduced their paper on considerations for a tertiary approach, which 

was an update to a paper put together by a subgroup of the council last year. 

20. Members of the council noted the importance of staying open to adding to this 

conversation as things continue to develop, and continuous reflection and 

evaluating. Members agreed the paper is a very helpful starting point for a 

conversation and work that the council can and should engage in.  

21. IHE noted the importance of considering the question of what quality looks 

like across different models of tertiary education. 

22. AOC noted the importance of reflecting on the implications of moving from a 

competitive to more collaborative landscape, and the impact this can have on 

learner pathways.  

23. CUC noted the significant changes still to come eg the lifelong learning 

entitlement.  

24. The council agreed to keep the discussion ongoing. 

 

Item 7: AOB 

 

25. The deputy chair noted the Home Office’s remote delivery policy and the 

potential impact it may have on students with certain characteristics (eg those 

with caring responsibilities) and the potential burden it may represent to 

institutions in terms of monitoring. This is an area for the council to have on its 

radar and consider further as it develops.  

26. The chair and council thanked John Rushforth for his contributions to the 

Quality Council as it was his final meeting as a member. 
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