
 

 
STANDARDS AND BUSINESS COMMITTEE  
 
 
 
 

Subject: Notice of Motion – Proposed Cuts in Higher Education 
 

Date: 
 
27th January, 2022 
 

Reporting Officer: John Walsh, City Solicitor 
 

Contact Officer: 
 

Jim Hanna, Senior Democratic Services Officer 

 

Restricted Reports     

Is this report restricted? Yes  No  
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After Committee Decision     

After Council Decision     

Sometime in the future     

Never     

     
 

Call-in     

 
Is the decision eligible for Call-in?                                                  
 

Yes  No  

 

1.0 Purpose of Report/Summary of Main Issues 
 

1.1 To consider the Notice of Motion received for the meeting of the Council on 1st February in 
relation to Proposed Cuts in Higher Education. 
 

2.0 Recommendation 
 

2.1 The Committee is asked to consider the motion and agree to either adopt the motion, refer it 

for debate at the Council meeting or reject the motion. 

 
  

 X 

 

 

 

 

X  



 
3.0 Main Report 

 

 
 
3.1 
 
 
 
3.2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

3.3 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Key Issues 
 
The Committee will be aware Standing Orders 13 (m) to (r) as agreed by the Council at its 
meeting on 4th October is as follows: 
 
 

(m) The Standards and Business Committee will have delegated authority to adopt or 
reject Notices of Motion. The Lord Mayor will indicate at the Council meeting those 
Notices of Motion that have been considered by the Standards and Business 
Committee and whether such Notices of Motion were rejected or adopted. In 
either case, the proposer only may speak on the issue at Council. 

 
(n) The Standards and Business Committee will refer all Notices of Motion directly to 

a standing committee when the matter to which the Notice of Motion refers falls 
within the remit of that committee. At Council, the Lord Mayor will indicate that the 
Notice of Motion was received and referred. There will be no speakers on such 
Notices of Motion at Council. 

 
(o) The Standards and Business Committee will refer Notices of Motion for 

consideration by full Council when the Notice of Motion relates to a strategic or 
constitutional matter. 

 
(p) The Standards and Business Committee will not have the power to amend the 

wording of any Notice of Motion that is being referred to the full Council for debate. 
 
(q) Any amendments to Notice of Motions to be proposed at the Council are to be 

furnished at least one day in advance of going to the full Council and will be 
circulated to Party Group Leaders in advance of the Council meeting. 

 
(r) In referring any matter to the full Council, the Standards and Business Committee 

may determine to restrict contributions to the debate in relation to any Notice of 
Motion to one per political party. At the Council meeting, the Lord Mayor will 
clearly indicate if the restriction applies. 

 
The following motion has been received: 
 
Proposed Cuts in Higher Education 
 
“This Council notes with alarm the budget cut proposals put forward by the Department for 
the Economy to reduce university places, massively increase tuition fees, slash student 
financial support, cut the number of apprentices, and reduce or end the Educational 
Maintenance Allowance (EMA). 
 
The Council supports an end to tuition fees and an increase in EMA and student financial 
support. Therefore, the Council agrees that these proposed actions and cuts are completely 
unacceptable, especially at a time when students across the city are already struggling to 
make ends meet. As noted by the NUS-USI, these cuts ‘have the potential to decimate the 
hopes and opportunities of an entire generation’ and could take away ‘their ability to survive 
day to day, and many will simply drop out of education’.  
  
Therefore, the Council considers the proposals to constitute an unacceptable attack on 
students, young people, their futures and our education provision; and stands in solidarity 
with demands from the NUS-USI to oppose these cuts. 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.4 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.5 
 
 
 
3.6 
 

 
The Council will write to the Economy Minister to express our anger and opposition to these 
proposals and to encourage the Minister to abandon them. In that letter, the Council will invite 
the Minister to a meeting with Councillors and representatives of the student population, in 
order to fully understand and appreciate the breadth of our concerns and the danger his 
proposals present.  
 
The Council calls on the wider Stormont Executive to refuse to give consent to these 
proposals and cuts and to take all necessary action to defend student places, student 
financial assistance, apprenticeships, the EMA and to oppose any increase in the cost of 
student tuition. Accordingly, the Council will write to each Executive Minister to this effect. 
 
The Council also calls on the Finance Minister to work with the Minister for the Economy to 
find a sustainable solution to funding issues within the higher and further education sectors. 
The Council considers it utterly unacceptable that young people in our city should be made 
to pay the price for budgetary pressures and include in our letter to the Minister for Finance 
a demand that funding is found to secure the future for young people. 
 
Finally, the Council recognises the role of Westminster budgets in creating difficulties for 
public spending locally and agrees to write to the treasury on behalf of local students to 
demand increased budgetary funding to stave off these proposals.” 
 
Proposer:  Councillor Ferguson 
 
Seconder:  Councillor Matt Collins 
 
Calling on the Council to oppose proposals to reduce university places, massively increase 
tuition fees, slash student financial support, cut the number of apprentices, and reduce or 
end the Educational Maintenance Allowance (EMA) and to undertake several actions. - no 
cost implications to the Council – can be adopted by the Committee, referred to the Council 
for debate or rejected. 
 
 
Financial and Resource Implications 
 
None associated with this report. 
 
Equality or Good Relations Implications 
 
None. 

4.0 Documents Attached 
 

  
None. 
 

 


