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,1 Q. Is an increase from the present 4,000 university students 

to 12,000/13,000 students by 1980 not excessive? Will it I not mean a reduction in standards and quali~? 

Recommendation 3 
Paragraph ~2 

Recommendation 6 
P~~ragr[1ph 144 

I A. ,(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

Increasing population: 1980 age-group = 29,000 

Mo r e public interest in extended education. 

National need for more education in a more highly 
sophisticated and industralized rlOrld. 
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(d) 

(e) 

(f) 

Increasing out .. :mt from schools of pupils with 
"A" levels. (A significant increase in the numbers 
entering for tV10 or !Jore "A" levels is not anticipated 
until 1966 because of school reorganisations follolnng 
the introduction of new G.C.B. syllabuses: for 
example, in Belfast, Methodist College anticipat~s 
an increase of about 60 pe r cent over 1965 in this 
c a tegory and st. Malac!\vts College an increase of 
betrreen 200 and 300 per cent). 

Gr8ater thirst for universi~ education in Northern 
Ireland (anticipated 85 per ceLt extraction rate). 

Evidence of increased QueenIe University full-time 
enrolments to date:-

1938/39 •••••••••••• 1,592 
1948/l~9 •••••••••••• 2,392 
1963/64 •••••••••••• 4,135 

Q. Why as many as 4,000 full-time hieher educ e,tion places 
in further education by 1980 with as high a university extraction 
rate as 85 per cent? 

A. The university e xtraction rate is based on school leavers 
wi th two "A" level pe.sses and in Nort:"ern Ireland han traditionally 
been higher than in Great Britain for social.and ecomomio 
reasons, e.g. availability of employment. Most of the higher 
education places required in further education will be taken up 
by young people with higher education qualifications including 
less than two "AI' level passes. These will become the technicians 
of the future, a category ~.;hose numbers must be increased if 
Northen1 Ireland is to function effectively in the new industrial 
ago . Tho ','1ilnon PLn pUblL;hucl just Ian t i1Clok has luid tho 
f'ou.nctations of a better emploYl1~en ·t situation in Northern Ireland. 
This Report shows how the provisions of the Wilson Plan oan be 
achieved through better facili~ies im higher education, 
particuJ.arly high;)r technical education. Taking all forms of 
higher education together the Northern Ireland projections 
are not out of line vdth the Robbins projections for Great 
Britain I 

t.: 
I Q. Is the propos~l to create GovenllUent Rese~rch ~ stablishments 
i in keeping ,:'i th the 'Wilson Plan? 
I 
I 
I 

A. yes. -:lilson specifioe.lly pointed to the desirability of 
having an Establishment in the biologioal scienoes such as is 
here proposed for the new university. 

i Q. Have you had a'1,Y consultations vIi th Professor '.riilson? 
I 
! I A. yes. I have ~et him ~nd he provided us with 

Recommendation 
Paragraph 149 

I informative me.terial. 

8 1 Q. VThy student interchange and in particular, YThy should 
I 10 per cent of students cOlne from o\terseas in a period when 

I
' plac e s are SilO rt? 
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Reco~1endation 10 I 
Paragraphs 161,1781 
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Rf~oommend,ation 11 I 
Paragraph 167 i 
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Recommende. tion 13 : 
Pa ragrc,ph 174 ! 
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Recommendation 15 II 

Paragragraph 182 

A. (a) Institutions of higher educ[~tion mustn't become 
inbred" 

(b) ';7e must I sell' ourselves to other countries, 
e. g., key workers trained in Ulster look to 
Ulster for Ulster goods, e.g., 'rexaco Maracaibo. 

(c ) .~'V e lUS t work in pc-. rallel ui th Great Britain as 
an effective part of the United Kingdom. 

Q. rrhy limit Queen's to 7,OOO? Why not one big university? 

A~ The arguments are contained in Pa r a graphs 155-158 and 
include the congestion of Belfast (one of the most congested 
ci ties in the Kingdom), the need for cohesion vd. thin Queen l s 
University, the ma.ximum speed a t \"/hich proper development of 
Queen's is possible and the views expressed ~/ithin the University 
itself. 

Q 0 Why so many students in applied science and technology 
when existing places cannot be fi lled? 

A. In t he countTyls interst and in the interests of students 
rie must look ahead anc1, wi thin the c ompass of a general education, 
provide f or a change in a tti tude to uni ve r si ty cour ses which 
s hould also reflect itself in a changing a ttitude in schools. 

Q. Is it f air to deprive the Belfa~ t College of Technology 
of its de gree students? 

A. This again is ara;i~~ , cnal;tJj9.tl.on necessita ted by expansion. 
It is essential to acco~modate degrae students in a full 
university a tmosphere. 

Q. Yihy a~Jolish the Joint Anthori ty when the Ashby Institute 
he. s not yet b e en officially openec:? 

Ao The Joint Authority plans were laid 10 years ago when the 
numbers coming forriard \lera mue ~~ less than ~he places now requested 
for both deGree and H.N.C. courses. 'vii th these greater numbers 
it is more sensible to provide for each type of student sepa rately. 

Q. It ha s b een announced that a further £40,000 is about to be 
spent on the Belfast College of Art. H OVT does this tally 'wi th 
the Committee's recommend ··. tions? 

A. 'l'here <: re several aspects of the College of Art which ',Till 
have to be cor.ddered i n t he li3ht of the Report. The Committee 
was however fi:cmly of the view the; t responsibility for studies 
in architecture should as quickly as :)ossible be transferred 
fully to Queen's University. 

Q. Will compulsory acquisitioi1 of land for Queen's University 
not lead to housing and other social p roblems? 

A. Not necessarily - if skilfully plalu1ed as a long-term 
opera tion. 

I i Q. Who should exercise the compulsol"y powers? 
I 
I 
I 
! 
! 
I 
I 

Recommenda ti on 16 I 
P a ragraphs 188-1921 

I 
© PRONI CAB/91D131/2 I 

A. This is to be worked out. The Committee expressed no view. 
Different considemtions may apply to acquiring land for existing 
universi t ies and to ac quirii1g l~.nd for new universities. 

Q. It was 
:~; ducation in 
Oceanography 
a Government 

recently repo :L'ted tha t the Commission on Higher 
the Republic might r ecomrnend a Dep~rtment of 
for University College, Galway, in association 
Fish~ ries Research Centre there. '.70uld th; s 
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oonflict with the function visualized for the new 
university a t Coleraine? 

A. No. Ooeanography and its relationship with fisheries 
and sea harvesting generally would provide only one of the 
many applica tions of the biological soienoes. In any event 
there is ample soope in North Atlantio waters for these 
studies. 

Q. In view of' the aoute shortage of doc tors in Great 
Britain and overseas would it not be better to start a 
second medical sohool now? 

A. Plannin3 a medioal school involves planJ1ing a t/:!.aching 
hospital and outside Belfast there is no hospital - not even 
Altnagelvin - capable of fulfilling this function. If a 
new teaching hospital is to be planned it will involve 
acceptanoe by the public in the North and North-East of 
a concentration of hospital faoilities in one place rather 
than dispersal as at present. Under such an arrangement hospi tal 15 
suoh as the Roe Valley at Limavady the Dalriada, Robinson 
and Route hospitals at Bally-money the Hopei'ield hospital at 
Portrush ana. possibly the Ballymena !vJspi tals might ha.ve to be 
oonoentrated in a single hospital at Coleraine. There has been 
recent oorrespondence in the Belfast Telegraph - letters from 
eminent specialists - oriticising the present &oatter of facilities. 
over very many small insti tuti rJ:'").s. 

Q. Why disturb the present Faculty of Agrioul ture at 
Queen's Univercity and an arrangement ,'hio:1 has, apparently, 
vlOrked well? 

A. (a) Circt~stances have changed since the 1920s and 
agrioul ture will be closely akin to the main work 
of the new university. 

(b) It oould not have the srun8 pre-eminence at 
Queen l s University. 

(c) The Queen' s University offer of a site for a 
new academic building at Newferge is not in its 
best interest as it would add to the soatter of 
students and a continuation of the undesirable 
situtation presently obt~ining at the Belfast 
College of Technology. 

(d) Agriculture is a rural sclence and should not b(3 
concentrated in an urban environment. 

(e) Agriculture in the environment of a c01..mtry like 
Northern Ireland should form the basis of a general 
education as well as having a professional purpose. 

(f) -ifi th the limitations L1 numbers proi.)osed for Queen! s 
University and accepted by the Gover.runent the 
oontinuation of agrioulture there, and its neoessary 
expansion,could be aohieved only at the expense 
of other faoulties whioh are appropriate to the 
development of Queen's University. 

(g) It is unsatisfactory in a present-Clay context for 
one faculty alone to be finanoeo. differently from 
other faoul ties and -.Ii th professional and other 
aoademic staff who are not direot employees of the 
Universi ty but a re oivil servants paid by the Ministry 
of Agriculture. 

(h) The Lookwood reoommend2,tions are fully in line with 
the Bosanquet recolIL'Ilendations recently accepted by 
Westminster. 

jN.B. The Government statement makes no referenoe to the 
rflcnrnmen0.::Itions o"! 3. Gric ul tU!!l" 
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q. Is 300 acres at least not a ve~ large site for a 
uni versi ty? 

A. Not in the modern context. li e must think ahead and 
guard against the sort of situation arising that has 
arisen at Queen's. Scatter of buildings is most undesirable. 

Q. Is it fair to expect the sponsoring local authorities 
to .,}resent the site? 

A. This is the nomal practice in Great Britain. Uillingness 
to ) resent the site is a test of local enthusia,sm. 

Q. The Report says that the location ohosen must be one 
in which development can ~roceed smoothly and successfully 
un[~ff"ected by political considerations either at local or 
central government level. Is this a tilt at Londonder~? 

A. Not at all. "::e have set out all our criteria and 
have not attempted a detailed evaluation because that would 
not be possible. -:Jhat \7e have said is that in our conc 8rted 
view the Coleraine area satisfies our cri teria better than 
any of the other areas considered and that we are of the 
opinion th<1t its new university will have the best OPl)Ortuni ty 
of a good start and of ultima te success in that area. 

Q. ·;.Ihat validity have your criteria? 

A No absolute validity. But they are substantially 
the criteria that are being applied in Great Britain. 
It is not, however, the practice there to argue the case 
out openly in the light of the criteria as we have done. 

Q. Has Coleraine an adequate supporting population? 

A. Yes, wi thin 20 miles it is about 105,000 and by 1980 
~rill have increased appreciably. 

Q. Did the Committee have any regard to the economic needs 
of Londonder~ in making its recommendation? 

A. Yes, but ~ve also pointed out that it would not be right 
to locate a university in a particular place chiefly for the 
good it may do to the location chosen. A university does 
provide employment but that is only incidental to its main 
fm1ction of educating young people; and in that context the 
Committee had to have regard to the needs of the whole of the 
count~. The new university will be complementary with queen' s 
Unive .sity and its c c.tchme.1t area must therefore not be the 
~rorth..J.7est only but the ",7hole of Northern Ireland. There 
must also be a proportion of students from Great Britain and 
overseas. 

Q. But should Lonuonder~ ~ot have had special consideration 
bJcause Magee Colle ~;e is already there and h<18 been there no., 
for 100 years? 

A. This is a point to 1'1l1ich we gave much thought. Magee, 
however, is a very small place. Its enrolment did not exceed 
100 students until 1958 and even non is a mere 300 of .'Thom a 
ve~ high proportion Ijve in residences because of the 
ve~ difficult housing situation in J~ondonder~. :e 
are proposing an institution ;/hich Hill ultimately be 
about 20 times as big. !.J"..leen's Uni versi ty has taken the view 
that it could not expand by more than 75 per cent of its present 
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enrolment uet.:-een now a!.ld lS/bO. rlOYi !Ju,;)",';'''.ly oould 
Magee eXt?a:1d to 20 time s its size? 

Q. ',"That does the Committee mean -;Then it says that Magee 
College "does not provide a sui table basis for expansion"? 

A. The answer is partly its very small size but partly also 
its lack of experience in full university work .. We gave 
very great weight moreover to the views of the staff af 
Magee that the present situo..tion was very unsatisfactory 
l"'ecause the College has never had senior undergraduate or 
postgradu;;-..te students nor the pOYler to award degrees. It does 
not therefore provide a basis on YThich a uni versi ty could be 
built and in consequence we examined Londonderry as a location 
apart from the question of the possible development of the College 
as well as in the light of the development proposals of the 
College. 

Q. Had its Presbyterian backgrOll.l1d an·~.-thing to do with the 
recommenda tion? 

A. If it had been possible en acader.,ic grounds to recommend 
that Magee College should form the nucleus of a new university 
the form of government vlOuld, of course, have had to be changed 
to bring it into line vdth goneral university conventions. But 
Prosbyterian Church representatives did indio ate to us that 
a helpful attitude on th9 part of the Church could be assumed. 

Q. Vlha t is your view of the. Government reservation about 
the recommendt:,. tions affecting ivia goe CoUe go? 

A. Yle have given the best advice we could from an academio 
and general standpoint and the Government has no doubt taken 
additional factors into account. rie found difficulty in 
associating a continuing Hagee College with the new university. 
I am hOYlever greatly impressed by the Goven1ment's determination 
to provide a really effective centre of non-universi~ higher 
education in Londonderry. This could ansrier the City's 
economic problems in a more direct ruld effective manner than 
the prolonged continuation of Magee College. fi Point for 
Sir Willis Jackson to take ui}. 

Q. Have you visited any of the possible sites in Londont .. erry? 

A. Yes, and as sites I thought well of some of them, for 
example the Gransha site which I saw lioth from the \; aterside 
and from Talbot Park. Indeed looking over Derry from the 
Strabane Old Road I thought it a delightful place; but that 
is not a sufficient criterion. 

Q. In rejecting Londonderry did the Committee have any 
regard to the proximity of the Border? 

A. One cannot visit Londonderry rri thout being aware of the 
Border. Londonderry itself is sizeable but its hinterland 
up the Foyle valley has a ve~ thin popUlation. 

Q. Has the Lemass/O'Neill meeting not put a different 
complexion on the situation? 

A. I don't knOY/ . The Comini ttee' s task was to examine the 
si tua tion in Northern Ireland in the light of the Robbins 
Report. There is of course the anticipa ted l~elJOrt of the 
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Commission on Higher Educa tion in the Republic but it ha s not 
yet be en issued. There a re only about a dozen unive rsity 
students from Donegal in Northern Irelan .l . 

Q. VVhat about Armagh? 'ivasn't an excellent si te offered 
there? 

A. We visited Armagh and saw the site but, when we 
applied our criteria, Armagh did not provide the answer. 
Vfe similarly oonsidered the propo sed New 9i ty but a uni versi ty 
there YiOuld have to be orientated towards technology if it 
was to serve as an attration to indus try and tha t would, in our 
view, have conflicted with the best interests of Belfast and 
of rj ueen' s Unive rsity. There ·v."ere, of course, also other 
considerations deriving from our criteria. 

Qo Is the Committee' s conception of an Education Centre within 
tho new university realistio? Is there not a danger that it 
will reduce the standing of the uni versi ty? 

A. Our main conc e rn is to minimise the isola tion of intending 
non-graduate teachers from other fio13s of academic activity, 
We are 10old'1g ahe'ad to a completely new concept of teacher 
production and Northern Ireland has an excellent opportunity 
to t ake the l ead. 

Q. Do you really think tha t Protestants and Roman Ca tholios 
wi·ll both attend the Education Centre. 

A4 The proposals here will involve n egotiation but I have 
great hopes for the future. I think our unique proposal for 
teacher education has a better change of general aoceptance 
now than would have been possible at any other time, 

Q. V/hy should the governing bodies of training colleges contain 
staff representation? 

A. b.cademic government is a feature of our university 
system and Vie are seeking as f a r as is possible to bring 
colleges of education into the same esteem as universities. 

Q. Is the "Ulster College" concept realistio? 

A. Certainly the idea of having the constituent elements 
on a common oampus is not likely to be achieved for many years but 
it "Tould b e a pity if Northe rn Ireland lost this unrepeatable 
opportunity to be in the van of progress. The Ulster College, 
as oonc0ived~ oou~d pl'ovido a poworful economic inoentive 
wi thin Northe rn Ireland and v:ould at the same time provide 
local centres for cultural ac"liivi ties. 

Q. Are the rates no t bearing a sufficient burden without 
expecting thew to make significant annual contributions to 
institutions of higher education? 

A. Rate contributions are rul effectiv~ way of demonstrating 
local support. It would b e inadvisable to require the rates 
to assist with the ~lnning costs of these institutions but 
reasonable voluntary contributions from rates 
establish local interest and enthusiasm and give institutions 
a more secure feeling of independence than would be the case 
if th0y ha d to rely entirely on government funds. 
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