
 
 

 

Petition Number: PE1395 

Main Petitioner: Jan Culik  

Subject: Targeted Funding for Lesser Taught Languages  

Calls on the Scottish Parliament to urge the Scottish Government to instruct the 
Scottish Funding Council to provide targeted funding for lesser taught languages and 
cultures at Scottish universities.  
 

Background  

Universities in Scotland receive funding from the government, via the Scottish 
Funding Council, for teaching, research, capital and other miscellaneous strategic 
issues. Each year the Scottish Government sets out broad priorities for how public 
resources should be spent and the SFC then allocate resources to individual 
institutions taking into account the government priorities.  

Overall, SFC funding accounts for around 40% of universities income, although this 
proportion will vary between institutions. How the funding is allocated to each 
university is a fairly complex process (see SPICe Briefing Higher Education 
Institutions: Finance for further detail).  In allocating funding for teaching SFC 
allocates each HEI a full-time equivalent number of funded student places in each of 
12 funding subject groups.  

A formula is then used to derive SFC allocations for teaching. Institutions have some 
flexibility in how they use their funded places and do not have to fill the specific 
funded place to each funding subject group, apart from funded places allocated to 
“controlled” subjects e.g. dentistry and medicine, which institutions are expected to 
fill. Institutions can transfer some of their “non-controlled” funded places between 
subject groups to obtain a better fit between their own priorities and patterns of 
recruitment.  Therefore, in general universities have a large degree of freedom to 
decide on what courses to provide from the funding that is provided to them. 

Under the Further and Higher Education (Scotland) Act 2005 the SFC has a duty to 
secure coherent provision by the fundable bodies and it and keeps the matter under 
review. The SFC is also one the public bodies who have produced a Gaelic 
Language Plan under the Gaelic Language Act (Scotland) 2005 and are "committed 
to the objectives set out in the National Plan for Gaelic." To this end the SFC 
supports immersion opportunities for Gaelic students in HE and FE and ensures 
classes in FE with small cohorts can proceed.   



 
 

 

England 

The petitioner argues that targeted support should be given to lesser taught 
languages in the way that exists in England.  In England, the Higher Education 
Funding Council for England (HEFCE) provides support for strategically important 
and vulnerable subjects (SIVS).  An advisory group informs the scope and direction 
of this programme. Currently, the following subjects are identified as strategically 
important and vulnerable: 

 science, technology, engineering and mathematics (STEM) 
 area studies and related minority languages, including: 

 Arabic and Turkish language studies and other Middle Eastern area 
studies, former Soviet Union Caucasus and central Asian area studies 

 Japanese, Chinese and other far eastern languages and area studies 
 courses relating to recent EU accession countries, especially those in 

Eastern Europe and the Baltic 
 quantitative social science 
 modern foreign languages. 

In May 2011, an evaluation of HEFCE's programme of support for SIVS was 
published1. The evaluation found (amongst a range of findings) that the SIVS has 
had an important symbolic role and contributed strongly to sustained provision in 
SIVS. This achieved a lasting difference in areas such as partnership working and 
approach to interventions. While demand for SIVS subjects has risen, the extent to 
which the programme interventions were responsible could not be ascertained. The 
evaluation found that the SIVS programme was not equally well-received across the 
sector, for example, some interviewees said that the programme favoured Russell 
Group institutions, in which a large proportion of SIVS provision is located. An area 
where the SIVS programme has not made a lasting impact is that, with one minor 
exception, no SIVS subjects have lost their vulnerable status.  That is, it does not 
appear to have solved the root causes of vulnerability in these subjects.  

The evaluation concludes that interventions undertaken through the SIVS 
programme had: been successful in avoiding heavy-handed market interference; 
enabled the programme to show leadership while remaining responsive to 
developments and initiatives by the sector and sustained provision. 

On publication of the report the Chief Executive of HEFCE said that, in light of the 
current reductions in funding for higher education, “…difficult choices now have to be 
made” and that, “…We are working with key partners such as the Research 
Councils, the National Academies and the government's scientific advisers to 

develop a new approach fit for the new world.”'2 

 

 

                                                             
1
 http://www.hefce.ac.uk/pubs/rdreports/2011/rd05_11/ 

2 HEFCE news release 26 May 2011 

http://www.hefce.ac.uk/aboutus/sis/stem.htm
http://www.hefce.ac.uk/aboutus/sis/area.htm
http://www.hefce.ac.uk/aboutus/sis/socialsci
http://www.hefce.ac.uk/aboutus/sis/mfl/


 
 

Scottish Government Action  

The Scottish Government intends to issue a consultation paper covering the whole 
“post-16” landscape in the autumn. It is expected the consultation will include issues 
of structural change across the post-16 landscape so that it is more efficient in its 
use of public funds, simplifying the funding structures and flows for higher and further 
education. 

 

Kate Berry  

SPICe  

23 August 2011 

 

SPICe research specialists are not able to discuss the content of petition briefings 
with petitioners or other members of the public. However if you have any comments 
on any petition briefing you can email us at spice@scottish.parliament.uk 

Every effort is made to ensure that the information contained in petition briefings is 
correct at the time of publication. Readers should be aware however that these 
briefings are not necessarily updated or otherwise amended to reflect subsequent 
changes. 
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