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Abstract 

 

The place of migrants in the UK society is currently being debated across the 

UK political scene. This paper examines the impact of the current UK 

government immigration policy on the country’s Higher Education (HE) sector. 

This paper aims to demonstrate how different interests involved in the debate 

draw on different types of knowledge to evidence their viewpoint and how 

immigration is the subject of an ongoing contestation between the education 

sector and the wider British society.   

 

The first part of this essay aims to contextualise the debate by reviewing four 

knowledge types and how they are used by different interest groups in order to 

shape public opinion. Statistical data, media sources, policy texts and scholarly 

research are used to successively adopt a quantitative and qualitative approach 

aiming to establish contextual knowledge. This review will, in particular, 

provide an overview of how the UK government translated its vision through 

first the phrase ‘only the brightest and the best’ and second an ever stricter 

immigration framework in HE. 

 

The second part of this essay focuses on identifying a range of economic, social 

and cultural impacts of the aforementioned framework on the HE sector, its 

financial model and its purpose. I will also demonstrate that through its change 

of immigration policy the UK government not only challenges the financial 

viability of the UK HE model and its local economic networks, but beyond, 

impacts on the sector’s international reputation and transnational influence. 

Finally, the use of Bourdieu’s field theory will confirm that Higher Education 

Institutions are losing their autonomy to the UK government and are missing out 

on becoming truly global as defined by Mohrman’s ‘Emerging Global Model’. 
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Introduction  

 

Shattock (2008) wrote that policy drivers for major changes in Higher Education (HE) 

between 1980 and 2006 ‘are no longer those of the system itself but are derived from a set of 

policies designed for the reform and modernisation of the public sector of the economy’: the 

dogma of New Public Management characterised by the three Ms of Modernisation, 

Marketisation and Minimisation (Shattock, 2008 p. 181, p. 190). As the Head of 

Administration in an international college I argue that since 2008 immigration policy should 

be added to this list of extrinsic factors affecting HE. 

 

Immigration related policies have been at the heart of the UK political landscape for the past 

few years since the Conservatives pledged to reduce net migration to ‘tens of thousands’ in 

their General Election manifesto. Indeed, since the 2008 global financial crisis and the global 

recession which followed a growing agenda related to immigration appeared. In the UK these 

events led to the appearance of some extremist political groups such as the English Defence 

League (EDL) created in June 2009 and the rise of political parties with strong anti-Europe 

and anti-immigration policies such as the UK Independent Party (UKIP) which recently had 

its first two Members of Parliament elected.  

 

Within this changing economic and political context, I will first contextualise the debate 

existing between the education sector, the UK immigration policy and the wider British 

society; first by reviewing the statistical evidence and then the trend within the public 

opinion. I will then review how the previous Labour and now Conservative UK governments 

developed a rhetoric officially welcoming to ‘the brightest and the best’ skilled migrants. 

This policy mainly hostile to immigration reveals a complex dynamic between the 

government and the population’s opinion raising the question of which one of the two really 

leads the policy. HE has been impacted by the growth of immigration controls and reduction 

of net migrants’ influx. It translated into stricter immigration rules affecting both 

international students and Higher Education Institutions (HEIs); it will be briefly outlined in 

the last section of this contextualisation of the debate. 

 

The second part of this essay will outline through existing knowledge how immigration 

policy impacts not only on the HE sector which lost international students to other – more 

welcoming- destinations, but also on the local economies where HEIs are based. Finally, the 
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UK workforce is also affected as skills gaps are appearing which universities struggle to fill. 

Beyond the direct and indirect economic impact, the immigration policy also challenges the 

core nature of HEIs. With institutions being more controlled by the government and 

controlling closely their students there is a shift in the relation HEIs build with international 

students which in turn impacts negatively on their reputation and on the UK ‘soft power’
1
. I 

will argue that in a knowledge driven economy, the notion of HE as a source of, and place 

for, innovative knowledge and intellectual debate appears to be jeopardised. Furthermore, the 

effects could be far more reaching as the UK HE field is losing its autonomy and HEIs are 

losing their competitive edge to be truly competitive 21
st
 century global research institutions.  

  

                                                           
1
 As defined by Joseph Nye: non-coercion and non-financial based influence which allows a nation to appear 

attractive through its culture, political ideals and policies (Nye, 2004) 
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1. Contextualisation of the debate: existing knowledge about immigration  

 

1.1 Quantitative approach: statistical data  

 

Key notions 

‘Migration’ is defined by the Office for National Statistics and the EU commission and the as 

‘the number of migrants, people changing their residence to or from a given area (usually a 

country) during a given time period (usually one year)’ (Eurostat, 2014). It is important at 

this stage to clarify that this paper will only refer to statistical knowledge linked to legal and 

documented migrants and not illegal migrants for which – for obvious reasons - statistical 

data is not consistently available and is usually estimated.  

 

Whilst it appears quite simple to define ‘Immigration’ as people coming ‘in’ the country and 

Emigration as those leaving the country, the concept of ‘Net migration’ is not widely 

understood by the UK population despite being at the heart of a recent debate linked to its 

calculation. It is defined as ‘the difference between immigration (i.e. people moving to the 

UK for more than one year) and emigration (i.e. people leaving the UK for more than one 

year).’ (The Migration Observatory, 2012; ONS, 2014). International students are counted in 

the net migration figures as they are usually spending at least a year in the UK. 

 

Net migration - International students wrongly targeted  

Drawing on statistical knowledge the latest data available from the Office for National 

Statistics reveals that net migration was 260,000 in the year ending June 2014. This is a 

significant increase from 182,000 in the previous year and the result of a relatively stable 

emigration whereas immigration appears to have increased. This is despite the new 

immigration law, which intended to reduce the net immigration. 

 

The figures above include all types of migrants however work and studies have traditionally 

been the two main reasons for migrants to come to the UK. Historically work has been the 

most common reason for migration; however between 2009 and 2012 studies-related reasons 

overtook work related reasons. With students being part of the net migration calculation and 

the Conservative party’s pledge to reduce net migration to the ‘tens of thousands’ in their last 

General Election manifesto, the international students’ population became a target for the 
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government. New legislation was brought in to limit the number of student migrants resulting 

in a steady decline of their number from around 240000 in 2010 to 176,000 in 2014.  

 

So why is the net migration reduction target evidently hard to achieve despite targeting 

international students which historically have been one of the two main groups of 

immigrants? The answer is simple and resides in two main factors that the UK immigration 

policy has no control over. First the net migration’s definition clearly states that emigration as 

well as immigration are both contributing factors. By not having any control over the number 

of emigrants the UK government policy is only able to influence one side of the net migration 

equation. Second, although the international students’ immigration has been reduced 

significantly, immigration includes more than one type of migrants. The restrictive UK 

immigration policy can only affect and reduce non-European immigration. EU citizens are 

not affected due to one of the four funding pillars of the EU zone - freedom of movement for 

people. In summary net migration reduction is a hard target to achieve when emigration can’t 

be controlled and immigration is only partially controllable. Limiting international students’ 

immigration is clearly not a panacea.  

 

 

1.2 Qualitative approach - The UK Public opinion on immigration. 

I will now explore the context of this debate by looking at how statistical data is perceived 

and interpreted by the UK society and translated into public opinion. In other words how a 

type of objective knowledge is used by the media to create subjective knowledge.   

 

Knowledge from the media 

It is difficult to chart trends in public opinion on any themes; immigration in the UK is no 

exception. However, despite being a complex phenomenon, this section aims to review how 

the media use existing knowledge to portrait immigration and influence the population. 

 

When reading press articles on immigration, it quickly appears that on a regular basis, 

numbers and notions are being referred to with little explanation provided for the reader. To 

add to this confusion some newspapers will mix information about different types of 

immigration in the same article: legal and illegal, EU and non-EU figures are often 

juxtaposed and it is not uncommon to find unexplained jargon such as ‘EU2’ or ‘EU8’. These 

articles usually include little didactic approach supporting the reader in establishing new 
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knowledge and their understanding of the debate. Even mainstream newspapers such as The 

Guardian manage to publish an 828 words article on the topic of immigration and refer to the 

concept of ‘net migration’ in 10 occasions without ever explaining to the reader what it 

means. (The Guardian, 2014b) 

 

At times some scaremongering is taking place and when working on this essay I read that the 

UK ‘Food supplies [was] threatened by illegal immigrants hiding in lorries leaving Calais’ 

(Daily Mail, 2015). Beyond the headline and an obvious manipulation of knowledge hides a 

motive which is to create an atmosphere of fear around migrants and immigration.  

 

Some recent high profile media attention from the television programme BBC Panorama 

brought to light the illegal practices of a minority of system cheaters (BBC, 2014). Here 

again this type of sensationalistic journalism participates to creating a negative picture of ‘the 

migrants’ in the UK public’s mind. 

 

Finally, questions asked when surveying the British population on what matters to them also 

participates to this confusion. The Migrations Observatory pointed out in its recent briefing 

paper on ‘UK Public Opinion toward Immigration’ that the questions asked in the surveys 

can also be confusing resulting in ‘confusion likely among both individual respondents and 

survey organizations’ (Migrations Observatory, 2014, p.2). For example the British Social 

Attitudes survey (BSA)’s definition of ‘immigrants’ as ‘people who come to Britain to settle’ 

(Migrations Observatory, 2014, p.8) conflicts with both the UK government and UN 

definitions. These institutions clearly define ‘immigrants’ as anybody who comes to the UK 

for at least 12 months but may not qualify in peoples mind as settlement. As a result 

immigrants as defined by the UK and UN are part of a much larger group than as defined by 

the BSA. 

 

Lack of explanation, jargon, scaremongering, high-profile media coverage and overall lack of 

clarity no doubt all contribute to creating confusion on the subject in the readers or viewers 

mind. In turn this links to misunderstanding and misconceptions on the topic and questions 

being raised about the quality of knowledge when presented by the media. In the next part I 

will illustrate how by using this questionable knowledge and mixing it with economic 

knowledge, the UK population then creates its own ill-formed mythical knowledge around 

immigration suggesting that it is linked to economic performance of the country. 
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The public opinion connects the dots and creates new knowledge 

As a result of this confusion the public opinion appears to link immigration with a range of 

economically related topics. This is not a new trend or even only present in the UK. Previous 

historic example of such links being made includes post 1929’s depression Germany and the 

rise of an anti-immigration policy through The National Socialist German Workers' Party 

(NSDAP) agenda in the 1930s. More recently, a further example could be found in France 

with the rise of the National Front in the year 2000 following national debate around the 

Eurozone. In the UK Cooke (2012) comment on ‘Britain’s great immigration disaster’ whilst 

beyond Europe, in the US for example, the ‘adverse impacts of immigration’ has also been 

reported by authors such as Blondell (2008). 

 

Some themes appear to be recurrent. Most often heard is the link made between immigration 

and employment, summarised by the phrase ‘they take our jobs’; statement not matching 

ONS statistics which demonstrated that 90% of new UK jobs were taken by British nationals 

in 2013 (ONS, 2013). Secondly, the suggestion that immigration has an impact on local 

unemployment rate and that regions with high immigration rate have higher unemployment 

levels is also unfounded. Powell demonstrates this by reviewing historical data showing that 

albeit in a US context the more migrants join the economy the more jobs are created. Finally 

some argue that immigrants ‘are a drag on the economy’ (Powell, 2010) and that international 

students don’t even contribute as much as it is said (Migration watch UK, 2012) yet 

acknowledging implicitly that they do contribute to the economy. 

 

Beyond the job market migrants are respectively blamed for housing shortage and prices 

rising, for the lack of NHS resources and school places which they are using (The Telegraph, 

2009). The UK Border Agency (UKBA) even estimated at up to £8000 the annual cost of 

immigrants on public services. However this is forgetting that migrants pay taxes - being 

direct from their salaries or indirect through VAT- and are active agents in the economy. 

Even anti-immigration, Harvard economist George Borjas admits that immigrants create net 

benefits for the local population and puts this contribution at $22 billion a year for the USA. 

(Borjas, 2009 cited in Powell, 2010). 
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Through the examples above it can be identified that immigration is not favoured by the UK 

public opinion; three quarters of people in Britain favour reducing immigration (The 

Migration Observatory, 2014) 

It remains hard to identify whether the problems faced by the current economy and 

immigration system brought immigration back on the government’s agenda or whether such 

bad press and the government constant legislation on an electorally fashionable topic answers 

genuine public preoccupation towards immigration. Either way, immigration policy is under 

avid media scrutiny which could conveniently deflect voters’ attention from other 

government policies. The result is a narrative developed by the UK government and detailed 

in the next part of this essay allowing into the country only the ‘brightest and the best’. 

 

 

1.3 Skilled immigration - the policy of ‘the brightest and the best’ 

Answering to an immigration-hostile public opinion and following up on promises made in 

the Conservative general election manifesto to reduce immigration, a theme emerged in the 

UK Tories speeches. This theme consistently used in recent years by the British Prime 

Minister and several immigration ministers – (Damian Green in Home Office, 2012) Mark 

Harper in The Telegraph, 2013) and James Brokenshire – (Home office, 2014b) is based on 

the simple motto of ‘only the brightest and the best’.  

 

Although it may well have started to be used before, I trace this theme back to a 2010 UKBA 

publication in which Theresa May makes four consecutive references to the ‘Brightest and 

the best’(UKBA, 2010). Under this policy, the UK government clearly stated as far back as 

2010 its willingness to select amongst visa applicants. Only ‘deserving’ migrants - amongst 

which some international students - should be granted visas and therefore access to the UK. 

 

This political theme developed by the UK government is not new. It was developed and used 

in the last decade in the USA albeit in the context of Mexican immigration, with a slightly 

variation of vocabulary, and a catch phrase of ‘alien of extraordinary ability’ (Krikorian, 

2008). In this US context, Mark Krikorian – the executive director of the Centre for 

Immigration Studies; a think tank promoting stricter immigration rules - advocates action 

points which would not seem too foreign to any UK observer of the current Conservative 

government. Some ideas Krikorian supports include the limitation of the family reunification 

and the drastic reduction of legal immigration by stopping most employment-based visas. 



11 
 

The remaining few visas are only issued to migrant with ‘unique, remarkable abilities [who] 

would make an enormous contribution to the productive capacity of a nation’ (Krikorian, 

2008). Although the lexical field varies slightly, it is easy to identify how knowledge drawn 

from the American context appears to influence the British context and create similarities.  

 

It has to be noted that Krikorian suggests he would go further. He tosses out the idea of 

measuring these migrants’ ‘extraordinary ability’ by measuring their IQ which according to 

him should be at least equal to 140. Even if in the UK context the policy makers are not going 

as far, there is a danger from drawing on the wrong knowledge. Recent interview with 

Theresa May (Shipman, 2014) suggest that she is willing to go even further and be even 

stricter with both individual migrants and teaching institutions sponsoring their visa. Cynics 

would then ask the question of whether even ‘the brightest and the best’ would still be able to 

access UK HE under such stricter rules. 

 

As seen above the catch phrase ‘the brightest and the best’ is pivotal to the UK conservative 

government approach to immigration and to the HE context. It is not only a summary of the 

current selective approach to immigration it is also used as a justification for an ever more 

draconian legislative framework; the evolution of which is described in the next part of this 

essay. 

 

 

1.4 UK immigration policy - a moving legal framework as source of knowledge 

The ‘brightest and the best’ is only one aspect of a series of UK immigration policies which 

since 2010 has shaped the UK HE sector. Since 2010 the UK government introduced 

successive measures to control and restrict the immigration of international students as this 

brief timeline based on policy knowledge demonstrates. 

 

2010 – The consultation process starts 

In December 2010 the UKBA published a consultation paper calling for interested parties to 

comment on a range of proposals aimed at reforming the immigration laws linked to 

international students accessing HE. The main recommendations affected both individual 

students and HEIs. 
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For individual students the changes included: the limitation and in some cases the 

cancellation of their right to work during their studies; the reduction of the entitlements to 

bring dependants with them; tougher entry criteria and an increase in level of academic 

courses they could study (UKBA, 2010). 

 

At institutional level the accreditation procedures for education providers was being 

toughened with the introduction of a Highly Trusted Sponsor licence without which HEIs are 

unable to sponsor student visas. Private sector providers were scrutinised closer than ever. It 

became the responsibility of teaching institutions to ensure that students return overseas after 

their course and to provide evidence collected from students in the form of copies of passport 

stamps. 

 

2011 –The answer from the sector 

In January 2011, as part of the very short consultation process (only a month between 

publication of the consultation paper by UKBA and the closing date for responses), the legal 

firm Penningtons Solicitors LLP produced a summary response (Penningtons, 2011). Their 

immigration team ‘sought the opinions of many of its clients’ which includes ‘a substantial 

number of education providers’ such as ‘private colleges, schools and 

universities’(Penningtons, 2011, p.1). Although the exact number and nature of colleges, 

schools and universities wasn’t included in the report, Penningtons highlighted that it also 

based the response on other consultation responses published from leading institutions in the 

sector; the UK Council for International Student Affairs (UKCISA), the National Union of 

Students (NUS), Universities UK (UUK) English UK, the Association of MBAs, the 

Immigration Law Practitioners’ Association (ILPA), the Institute for Public Policy Research 

(IPPR), the British Accreditation Council (BAC) were mentioned in the report (Penningtons, 

2011, p.1). When reviewing the proposed measures the consensus observed was ‘almost 

universal concern […] as to the damage that the UK’s economy and reputation [was going to] 

suffer’ (Penningtons, 2011, p.1). McVitty from the NUS even questioned the ‘intellectual 

coherence’ of it all and beyond, its ‘economic sense’ (McVitty, 2011). Despite the negative 

feedback received during the consultation process most of the measures were implemented. 

 

Soon after the implementation of these measures, the UKBA which was born in 2008 out of 

the failing Immigration and Nationality Directorate (IND) then described by the UK Home 
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Secretary John Reid as ‘not fit for purpose’ went through another range of transformations. 

(The Guardian, 2013). 

 

Since 2006 a long string of concerns were being raised by the media, the current Home 

Secretary and even more recently the home affairs committee questioning the institution 

fitness for purpose. At first more resources were requested (Parliament, 2011) but later 

following a string of internal ‘shambolic’ (The Guardian, 2013) events being exposed by the 

media amongst which were significant backlogs of unprocessed visa files, passport border 

controls concerns and other arcane internal politics the Secretary of State for the Home 

Department (SSHD) Theresa May disbanded UKBA and brought its work back to the Home 

Office. The result was the dissolution of the agency and its rebranding as the UK Visas and 

Immigration (UKVI).  

 

Clearly an ill-functioning organisation, the IND/UKBA/UKVI throughout this troubled 

period still implemented and monitored – or at least tried to - the UK’s government 

Immigration policy.  

 

2014 – Recent changes 

More recently in 2014 the latest ‘Immigration Act’ led to another range of measures amongst 

which could be found the removal of free access to the National Health Service for 

international students (Monitor ICEF, 2014). In December 2014 Theresa May suggested that 

the UK government needed to go even further and students should be sent back home straight 

after the end of their degrees. This move aimed at removing in country visa application and 

the 4 months’ grace that students can currently use to find a job which pays enough to qualify 

for a work visa. However in January 2015 the press reported that May was forced to back 

down by the Chancellor following a media campaign by the former universities minister 

David Willetts and Sir James Dyson echoing criticism of the proposal from the academic and 

scientific communities as well as UUK. (The Guardian, 2015)  

 

 

 

The study of the context in which this contestation is taking place has revealed that HE 

receives fewer international students than previously (down 26.7% over 4 years). Further 

review of the knowledge provided by media coverages highlighted a partisan, negative and at 
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times scaremongering picture of immigration being drawn. With three quarter of the British 

population hostile to immigration the government’s answer is an ambivalent position on the 

topic welcoming ‘the brightest and the best’ yet legislating to create an ever changing and 

stricter legal framework. The mutually reinforcing dynamic between government and public 

opinion leaves some questions unanswered as to which one leads the immigration debate. 

 

Having reviewed existing contextual knowledge which suggests that there is a UK 

willingness to reduce immigration, in the next part of this essay I will illustrate how the HE 

sector is negatively impacted by this trend. Reviewing in turns economic, social, historic and 

sociological knowledge I will illustrate how the sector is losing its autonomy and the HEIs 

failing to compete internationally in a global knowledge society. 
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2. Impacts of the policy on the UK HE sector 

 

2.1 The economic impact of immigration policy on HE 

The economic impact of immigration policy on the HE sector can be analysed successively at 

two levels: First how it impacts directly on the sector and then how indirectly it affects local 

economies and other sectors. A brief analysis of its economic influence on UK society 

through the example of the workforce will complete this economic impact analysis. 

 

Direct economic impact 

At a time where the overall HEFCE funding is reducing from £4.47 billion in 2013-14 

(HEFCE, 2013) to £3.88 billion in 2014-15 (HEFCE, 2014) universities’ budgets are 

stretched. With specific reduction of the teaching allocation from £2.3 to £1.6 billion and 

with the recent reform of the fees system affecting UK/EU students which may start to deter 

home students joining HE, arguably international student fees have never been so important 

for universities. International students who – as under the previous fees system – are being 

charged more than UK and EU students are contributing significantly to the sector. 

UUK estimates that in 2011-12 international students generated £4.4 billion on fees and 

accommodation alone. (UUK, 2014a). It also estimates that in 2012-13 12.1% of the UK HE 

sector’s income was derived from international students. In 2007-08 it was only 8% and has 

increased year on year to reach the current level. (UUK, 2014b) 

 

Since the reform of the visa rules, and the shift in post-study work visas in 2012, HEFCE 

estimates that the UK lost half of the Indian sub-continent student population against 2010 

levels. In the same year, a 1% reduction on international students joining post-graduate 

courses was noted. This is the first negative figure since 1985 (WONKHE, 2015) and is 

impacting directly on the HEIs’ budgets. In the long term it ‘can leave institutions vulnerable 

or affect their ability to plan strategically’ (UUK, 2014b, p.1) on a range of projects. In some 

cases academic courses are at risk if they are traditionally popular with international students. 

Due to a lack of students’ recruitment the financial viability of postgraduate taught courses 

and of some specific subjects is questioned (BIS, 2013a). Traditionally popular with students 

from India, Pakistan and Nigeria STEM courses overall entrants numbers have fallen by 

10%. In some extreme cases such as computer science the number of entrants fell by as much 

as a third between 2010 and 2013. (UUK, 2014b, p.15) 
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There is no doubt at this stage that the immigration policy has a direct effect on HEIs overall 

recruitment and profitability. The few financial indicators used clearly illustrate this influence 

on the current HE model. Beyond the impact international students have on the HEIs’ direct 

income, they also indirectly contribute to the local economy. 

 

Indirect economic impact 

UUK’s study of the economic impact of international students’ fees showed that it also 

affects local economies. Off-campus expenditure of non-UK students was estimated at 

£4.9billion in 2011-12 (UUK, 2014a). Around 137,000 full-time equivalent jobs have also 

been generated representing 18% of all jobs generated nationally by the HE sector (UUK, 

2014b). 

 

Beyond the national trend, regions also benefit. A study commissioned by the University of 

Sheffield identified that the total net economic impact on GDP of international students for 

the Yorkshire and Humber region alone was £136.8millions (Oxford economics, 2013) and a 

UUK study shows that in the south west region alone international students’ spending 

participated to the creation of 51780 jobs (UUK, 2014 a). 

 

When even the immigration sceptic Migration Watch UK recognises the ‘international 

students are of value to the UK’ [and that] ‘they contribute to the local community’ 

(Migration watch UK, 2012), these figures clearly illustrate how international students 

indirect contribution positively affects local economies across the UK.  

 

Wider economic impact on the UK society through the example of labour 

From the first Homo sapiens immigrants 25000 years to the 11
th

 century Norman Conquest 

and the more recent post EU enlargement Eastern European migrants, the UK received 

successive waves of immigration throughout its history (BBC, 2002; Winder, 2004; 

Goodhart, 2014). These successive waves participated to the making of today’s UK society, 

its social mix and ‘new forms of human knowledge drifted towards Britain in the minds and 

mouths of migrants’ (Winder, 2004, p.14). These migrations were - not systematically but 

often- linked to or motivated by the UK need for specific skills or general man power. The 

post Second World War migrations of Poles through the ‘Polish Resettlement Scheme’ even 

if not always welcomed by the workers Unions illustrate this UK need (Winder, 2004, p.249). 

Later successive waves of migrants which included Indians, Pakistanis or West Indies 
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working-class men were also a direct answer to the shortage of labour in the UK. (Goodhart, 

2014, p120) 

 

Today, the UK’s employment market shows skills gaps as well as an ageing population and 

as Alistair Cox, chief executive of recruitment group Hays warns, the fear of immigration is 

holding back the UK’s economic recovery (The Telegraph, 2014). Morgan & White (2013) 

make a similar observation about the mismatch between the competencies needed and those 

acquired through the education system highlighting a knowledge gap which immigration of 

skilled workers could fill. As the post-2008 economic crisis UK economy is turning to 

knowledge based industries to recover (RSA, 2013), Gimenez and Morgan (2014) goes even 

further and identifies ‘skilled migration as a critical resource for a knowledge driven 

economy’. 

 

Further illustration of the impact of the policy on skilled migrants can be seen in the 

education sector itself as international staff is also affected. According to a 2013 report 

published by ECU, ‘there are approximately 61,175 (full-time equivalent) international staff 

members currently working in the UK higher education sector’ (ECU, 2013, p.1). This figure 

doesn’t match HESA statistics which is estimating at about 44000 the number of international 

staff member. Of these: 40% are research based only, 21% are teaching and research, 20% 

teaching only and 8% are neither teaching nor research (HESA, 2013). 

 

 

Through the direct, indirect and wider societal impact of the current UK immigration policy it 

appears obvious that a negative picture starts to emerge. These consequences are not only 

economic and the result of a calculated risk taken by the government; they are not counter-

acted by some other outweighing benefits which could justify the policy. Worse, as presented 

in the next section of this essay, the consequences for the education sector are reaching 

further and starting to affect its core values, its reputation and its essence. 

 

 

2.2 Beyond the economic argument 

It appears that beyond the economic impact, immigration policy is affecting the country’s 

reputation. The country’s ‘soft power’, this non-coercion and non-financial based influence 
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which allows a nation to appear attractive through its culture, political ideals and policies 

(Nye, 2004) is also being put at risk by the UK government immigration policy.  

 

Reputational damage and soft power loss 

The UK has a long tradition and worldwide reputation for being at the forefront of 

international HE (BIS, 2013b). However in recent years, compared to other international HE 

providers the country is no longer seen as an attractive study destination. Despite ‘two 

generations of marketing the UK (especially London), as the cosmopolitan global centre, 

Cool Britannia’s’’ reputation has been damaged (The Guardian, 2015). Since then, 

immigration ministers like James Brokenshire are on a ‘myth busting’ mission to re-affirm 

the country’s intention to welcome international students (Home Office, 2014b). The mission 

is simple: regain the confidence of international students and change their perception towards 

the UK. 

 

In the meantime it is undeniable that the role played by the British ‘soft power’ personified 

by international students graduating has been decreasing (Garton, 2014; ACU, 2013). A 

recent study found that 84% of former international students retained links with Britain 

following their period of study and 90% had their perception of the country changed for the 

better (CBI, 2013). With fewer students coming to the UK this influence will decrease over 

time. Furthermore, these long lasting relations with potential future leaders and influencers of 

foreign countries nourished and developed through targeted scholarships such as the Marshall 

and Chevenin Scholarships, are being jeopardised. Even if these are less immediate and 

quantifiable benefits for the UK they must be viewed as long term investment (ACU, 2013) 

As they are affected they might bring long lasting consequences for the UK on the 

international political scene. 

 

This reputational damage is also linked to a change in the relation between universities and 

international students. Universities must now closely monitor attendance of each individual 

international student they sponsor and be able to report on their whereabouts as part of the 

new UKVI student’s visa processes. Absences must be justifiable and attendance levels are 

being reported on if re-applying for further study visa. Universities and students are under 

pressure to provide healthy attendance figures. Without these, individual students can lose 

their ‘Tier 4’ visa sponsorships and institutions can lose their Highly Trusted Sponsor 

Licence essential to enable them to sponsor international students’ visas. Teaching 

http://www.cbi.org.uk/media/2119176/education_and_skills_survey_2013.pdf
http://www.cbi.org.uk/media/2119176/education_and_skills_survey_2013.pdf
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institutions are now checking on students’ visa and immigration status as a department of the 

UKVI would. 

 

More recently the UK government was criticised by NUS, UKCISA, and UUK when it 

revealed plans to introduce even more stringent checks on international students by having 

private landlords also checking on their immigration status (Grove, 2013). These plans were 

defeated and so were the recent attempt by the SSHD to have international students leave 

straight after their degree (The Guardian, 2015). 

 

All these security vetting, biometrics visa, border checks, institutional immigration checks, 

police registration (for some) show a change in the relation between international students 

and their host university. The impact is profound as reputation and soft power participate to 

HEIs’ attractiveness in relation to a historically mobile students and staff population. 

 

Scholars and immigration - an historic trend 

Beyond reputational damage, immigration checks and the overall compliance that HEIs have 

to demonstrate, the new immigration policy challenges the essence of HE as a whole. 

Reflecting on historical knowledge, the origins of universities and the mobility of scholars or 

'academic pilgrimage' (peregrinatio academica) as described by Ridder-Symoens (1991 pp. 

280-304) there is a risk that the new immigration laws in the UK breaks a long standing HEIs 

status and a UK tradition.  

 

Logistically, middle-age scholars had to endure dangerous travel conditions in their quest of 

knowledge leading them to universities, centres of knowledge doted across Europe and 

beyond. Politically, immigration policy and education were already closely linked themes as 

sovereigns routinely granted protection and privileges to foreign students. ‘Even in time of 

political tension or military operations, sovereigns […] protected itinerant students and their 

messengers, granting them safe-conducts to cross territories in a state of war and exempting 

them from customs dues on food and clothing.’ (Ridder-Symoens, 1991, p.302) 

 

Travelling to different countries students and teachers were learning, sharing existing 

knowledge and creating new knowledge which participated amongst others to the 

development of medical science and philosophy. This tradition based on travel and exchange 

expanded and later participated in the Enlightenment. These immigration restrictions impact 
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on the individual researchers’ cultural capital as defined by Bourdieu (1979) but beyond the 

individual and its cultural capital, another of Bourdieu’s concept is also affected by the UK 

immigration policy. 

 

HE sector loss of ‘autonomy’ - Bourdieu ‘field’ theory 

In this section I will focus on Bourdieu’s field theory approach and its key concept of 

‘autonomy’ in relation to power (Maton, 2005). This will highlight how the loss of autonomy 

by HE at the benefit of Government policy weakens the sector. 

 

‘Field’ which is defined as a network of social relations between agents (Bourdieu & 

Wacquant, 1992, p.39) offers a framework of study for the ‘social structure of Higher 

Education to be seen as an object of study in its own right’ (Maton, 2005, p.688). Using 

Jenkins suggested approach to the study of a field, the relationship between the field of HE 

and the ‘field of power’ (politics) must first be questioned and understood (Jenkins, 2014, 

p.86). Depending on the degree of autonomy from the ‘field of power’, a given field can be 

stronger (more autonomy) or weaker (less autonomy) (Bourdieu & Wacquant, 1992). In the 

case of HE and its relation with the field of power - from which the immigration policy 

element comes from - this relation has changed in recent years. 

 

When Bourdieu formalised his model and first implemented it to French HE, its context was 

very similar to the English HE in the 1960s exemplifying a strong and therefore ‘a highly 

autonomous field’ (Maton, 2005, p695) where HEIs were isolated from external pressure. 

(Naidoo, 2004) Since then, agents within the field of HE have brought in a range of principles 

derived from the field of economic production such as new management styles and external 

forces have more influence on the sector. Academics become ‘managers’ (McCafferty, 2010; 

Amaral et al., 2003) and fees reform as well as the UK immigration policies are imposed in 

HE by the government. 

 

Through this reduction of autonomy, and as per Bourdieu’s model, the field of HE becomes 

weaker allowing the ‘field of power’ to impose its ways; more control and interventionism 

from the government on HE and less autonomy for the field of HE results in the 

establishment of a new power relation between State and HE in which HE is subordinated to 

the State. 
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HEIs future global ambition jeopardised – Mohrman ‘Emerging Global Model’ 

Finally, the policy clearly hinders the sector in developing 21st century research universities 

as defined by Mohrman, Ma and Baker (2008) in the ‘Emerging Global Model’. 

 

Mohrman et al. (2008) identifies the key role a nation state must play in the development of 

tomorrow’s top research HEIs. In the Emerging Global Model which aims to provide a 

framework to successfully prepare a select few institutions to the challenges of the 21st 

century, the importance of HEIs establishing ‘new relationships with government’ is 

paramount. Morhman et al. (2008) goes further and clarifies that nation states should have 

less influence on their universities than in the past.  

 

EGM includes eight main characteristics. Of these, all participate to the creation of an 

international HEI but three are directly influenced by a country’s immigration policy: ‘global 

mission’, ‘worldwide recruitment’ and ‘global collaboration with similar institutions’. 

Currently UK HEIs are failing on each of these three components as UK immigration 

controls of international students, of international academic staff and overall institutional 

management is showing challenging signs. 

 

‘Worldwide recruitment’ is being directly impacted by the reputational damages and the loss 

of ‘soft power’. As demonstrated previously, universities are recruiting fewer international 

students; ‘Global collaboration’ is affected by travel restrictions and stricter visa regulations 

imposed on international researchers; finally, the reduction in HEIs’ autonomy illustrated in 

the previous section combined with the growing influence of a UK centred government is 

slowly moving them away from any global mission and ambition. As a result of the UK 

immigration policy, HEIs are failing to adhere to the EGM on at least three international 

characteristics; the UK HE is being failed by the UK immigration policy. 

 

 

 

Following a review of economic, historic and sociologic knowledge I demonstrated that 

immigration policy is affecting HE and HEIs in a range of ways. It challenges the sector’s 

economic model, affects HEIs regional economic influence as well as their international 

reputation and ‘soft power’. It also questions their historic heritage as bases for international 

scholars. Finally, the autonomy of the HE field appears to be reduced due to an increasing 
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power exercised by the UK government which in turn reduces the potential of HEIs to adhere 

to the Emerging Global Model and become centres for research excellence in the 21 century. 
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Conclusion 

 

The relation between immigration policy and HE is not only an ongoing heated debate in a 

UK election year and a Eurozone post economic meltdown; it’s the subject of an ongoing 

contestation between the sector and the UK wider society. As part of this contestation I 

illustrated how knowledge is used by different interest groups for different purposes. 

However, beyond the simple debate of ‘for or against’ immigration this essay identified 

deeper consequences to the current UK immigration policy 

 

In a knowledge economy the government is using a combination of leverages both economic 

(through fees and student number regulations) and regulatory (through immigration 

regulations). This strategy is justified by the government’s intention to achieve greater 

competitiveness within a globalised context. However, as demonstrated in this essay this has 

had the reverse effect and hinders HEIs from achieving both financial security and global 

status. The result is a typical field theory power struggle between the government and the 

field of HE as the HE sector still relies on central government economic capital/funding to 

exist.  

 

Going forward a question could be explored: Is the solution to the current lack of HEIs 

autonomy an alternative funding model embracing and championing market mechanisms 

instead of resisting them?  

 

Bourdieu’s field theory and ‘forms of capital’ (Bourdieu, 1986) would suggest that 

embracing market mechanisms would allow HEIs to gain economic capital rebalancing the 

current power relation with the UK government and allowing them to distantiate themselves 

from the state. In turn this rebalance of power would allow HE to gain autonomy and re-gain 

academic autonomy as a result. A paradoxical move and a complete different model for UK 

HE which remains to explore; but as illustrated previously, HEIs would then be able to 

embrace the EGM model therefore achieving their original purpose to create new innovative 

knowledge in a global research context. 

 

  



24 
 

Sources 

 

ACU. (2013) Re-appraising the value of international students. [online]. Available at: 

<https://www.acu.ac.uk/membership/acu-insights/acu-insights-6/reappraising-value-international-students> 

[Accessed 15/02/15] 

Amaral, A., Meek, V.L., Marheim Larsen, I. (2003) The Higher Education Managerial Revolution? [online]. 

Available at: 

<http://books.google.co.uk/books?id=3SoXB8HMNCkC&printsec=frontcover&source=gbs_atb#v=onepage&q

&f=false> [Accessed 30 July 2014] 

BBC. (2002) Short History of Immigration in the UK. [online]. Available at: 

<http://news.bbc.co.uk/hi/english/static/in_depth/uk/2002/race/short_history_of_immigration.stm [Accessed 

01/12/14] 

BBC. (2014) BBC panorama - Student visa system fraud exposed in BBC investigation. [online]. Available at: 

<http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-26024375>[Accessed 15/02/15] 

BIS. (2013a) Department for Business, Innovation and Skills - Evaluation of the value of Tier 4 international 

students to FE colleges and the UK economy. April 2013. [online]. Available at: 

<https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/182049/13-767-evaluation-of-

value-of-tier-4-international-students-to-fe-colleges-and-uk-economy.pdf>[Accessed 15/02/15] 

BIS. (2013b) Department for Business, Innovation and Skills - Research paper number 128 - The Wider 

Benefits of International - Higher Education in the UK. September 2013. [online]. Available at: 

<https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/240407/bis-13-1172-the-wider-

benefits-of-international-higher-education-in-the-uk.pdf>[Accessed 15/02/15] 

Blondell, J. (2008) Adverse Impacts of Massive and Illegal Immigration in the United States. The Journal of 

Social, Political and Economic Studies, 33(3), pp.328–350. [online]. Available at: 

<http://www.jspes.org/Sample_Blondell.pdf [Accessed 01/12/14] 

Bourdieu, P. (1979) Les trois états du capital culturel. In: Actes de la recherche en sciences sociales. Vol. 30, 

novembre 1979.- L’institution scolaire. pp. 3-6.- doi : 10.3406/arss.1979.2654 - [online]. Available at: 

<http://www.persee.fr/web/revues/home/prescript/article/arss_0335-5322_1979_num_30_1_2654>[Accessed 

15/02/15] 

Bourdieu, P. (1986) The forms of capital. In: J. Richardson (Ed.) Handbook of Theory and Research for the 

Sociology of Education (New York, Greenwood), 241-258. [online]. Available at: 

<https://www.marxists.org/reference/subject/philosophy/works/fr/bourdieu-forms-capital.htm>[Accessed 

15/02/15] 

Bourdieu, P & Wacquant, L, J.D (1992) An Invitation to Reflexive Sociology, University Chicago Press: USA 

CBI. (2013) Changing the pace - CBI/Pearson education and skills survey 2013. [online]. Available at: 

<http://www.cbi.org.uk/media/2119176/education_and_skills_survey_2013.pdf>[Accessed 15/02/15] 

Cooke, G. (2012) Britain's great immigration disaster - Fastprint publishing: Peterborough, England 

Daily Mail. (2015) Food supplies threatened by illegal immigrants hiding in lorries leaving Calais. [online]. 

Available at:  <http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-2898030/Now-Calais-migrants-threaten-imports-fruit-

vegetables-Entire-truckload-destroyed-illegal-migrant-inside.html#ixzz3PB9W2hKX>[Accessed 15/02/15]  

https://www.acu.ac.uk/membership/acu-insights/acu-insights-6/reappraising-value-international-students
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/182049/13-767-evaluation-of-value-of-tier-4-international-students-to-fe-colleges-and-uk-economy.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/182049/13-767-evaluation-of-value-of-tier-4-international-students-to-fe-colleges-and-uk-economy.pdf
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-2898030/Now-Calais-migrants-threaten-imports-fruit-vegetables-Entire-truckload-destroyed-illegal-migrant-inside.html#ixzz3PB9W2hKX
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-2898030/Now-Calais-migrants-threaten-imports-fruit-vegetables-Entire-truckload-destroyed-illegal-migrant-inside.html#ixzz3PB9W2hKX


25 
 

ECU. (2013) Improving the experiences of international staff in UK HE - September 2013. [online].  Available 

at: <http://www.ecu.ac.uk/wp-content/uploads/external/improving-the-experiences-of-international-staff-in-UK-

higher-education-research-report.pdf>[Accessed 15/02/15] 

Eurostat. (2014) Glossary:Migration. [online]. Available at: <http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-

explained/index.php/Glossary:Immigration# >[Accessed 14/01/15] 

Gimenez, J. & Morgan, J. (2014) Academics across borders: narratives of linguistic capital, language 

competence and communication strategies, Globalisation, Societies and Education, DOI: 

10.1080/14767724.2014.937402 . [online]. Available at: 

<http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14767724.2014.937402>[Accessed 15/02/15] 

Goodhart, D. (2014) The British Dream. Atlantic Books: London 

Grove, J. (2013) Immigration bill attacked by NUS. Times Higher Education. [online]. Available at: 

<http://www.timeshighereducation.co.uk/news/immigration-bill-attacked-by-nus/2008081.article>[Accessed 

15/02/15] 

HEFCE. (2013) HEFCE allocates £4.47 billion to universities and colleges in England for 2013-14. [online]. 

Available at: <http://www.hefce.ac.uk/news/newsarchive/2013/news79992.html>[Accessed 15/02/15] 

HEFCE. (2014) HEFCE allocates £3.88 billion to universities and colleges in England for 2014-15. [online]. 

Available at: <http://www.hefce.ac.uk/news/newsarchive/2014/news86801.html>[Accessed 15/02/15] 

HESA. (2013) International Higher Education in facts and figures - autumn 2013. [online]. Available at: 

<http://www.international.ac.uk/media/2416084/intfacts2013.pdf >[Accessed 15/02/15] 

Home office. (2012) Attracting the brightest and best migrant workers - 29 February 2012. [online]. Available 

at: <https://www.gov.uk/government/news/attracting-the-brightest-and-best-migrant-workers>[Accessed 

15/02/15] 

Home office. (2014a) User Guide to Home Office Immigration Statistics. [online]. Available at: 

file:///C:/Users/NTIC%20USER/Desktop/EdD/EdD%20Module%201%20assignment/user-guide-immig-

statistics%20(1).pdf>[Accessed 15/02/15] 

Home office. (2014b) James Brokenshire speech to the HASC International Conference. [online]. Available at:  

<https://www.gov.uk/government/speeches/james-brokenshire-speech-to-the-hasc-international-

conference>[Accessed 15/02/15] 

Jenkins, R. (2002) Pierre Bourdieu. [online]. Available at: 

<https://books.google.co.uk/books?id=XbeOAwAAQBAJ&lpg=PA85&ots=ydI-

7Gdsgo&dq=network%20or%20configuration%20of%20objective%20relations%20between%20positions&pg=

PA126#v=onepage&q=network%20or%20configuration%20of%20objective%20relations%20between%20posit

ions&f=false>[Accessed 15/02/15] 

Krikorian, M. (2008) The New Case Against Immigration: Both Legal and Illegal. Sentinel: New York 

Marginson, S. (2008) Global field and global imagining: Bourdieu and worldwide higher education, British 

Journal of Sociology of Education, 29:3, 303-315, DOI: 10.1080/01425690801966386. [online]. Available at: 

<http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01425690801966386>[Accessed 15/02/15] 

Maton, K. (2005) A question of autonomy: Bourdieu’s field approach and higher education policy. Journal of 

Education Policy, 20(6), 687-704. 

McCafferty, P. (2010) The Higher Education Manager’s handbook – effective leadership and management in 

universities and colleges. Routledge: New York and London 

http://www.ecu.ac.uk/wp-content/uploads/external/improving-the-experiences-of-international-staff-in-UK-higher-education-research-report.pdf
http://www.ecu.ac.uk/wp-content/uploads/external/improving-the-experiences-of-international-staff-in-UK-higher-education-research-report.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php/Glossary:Immigration
http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php/Glossary:Immigration
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01425690801966386


26 
 

McVitty, D. (2011) NUS answer to UKBA proposals. [online]. Available at: 

<http://www.wonkhe.com/blogs/ukbas-student-immigration-proposals-have-no-intellectual-coherence/> 

[Accessed 15/02/15] 

Mohrman, K., Ma, W. and Baker, D. (2008) The Research University in Transition: The Emerging Global 

Model - Higher Education Policy, 2008, 21, (5–27) - Higher Education Policy (2008) 21, 5–27. 

doi:10.1057/palgrave.hep.8300175 

Migration watch uk. (2012) The Economic Value of International Students. [online]. Available at:  

<http://www.migrationwatchuk.com/pdfs/BP2_20.pdf>[Accessed 15/02/15] 

Monitor ICEF. (2014) UK immigration debate continues as new legislation passes into law. [online]. Available 

at: <http://monitor.icef.com/2014/06/uk-immigration-debate-continues-as-new-legislation-passes-into-

law/>[Accessed 15/02/15] 

Morgan J. and White I. (2013) Looking Backward to See Ahead - The Faure and the Delors Reports and the 

Post-2015 Development Agenda 

Naidoo, R. (2004) Fields and institutional strategy: Bourdieu on the relationship between higher education, 

inequality and society, British Journal of Sociology of Education, 25:4, 457-471, DOI: 

10.1080/0142569042000236952 

Nye, J. (2004) Soft Power: The Means to Success in World Politics. 

OECD-UNDESA. (2013) World Migration in Figures.[online]. Available at: 

<http://www.oecd.org/els/mig/World-Migration-in-Figures.pdf >[Accessed 15/02/15] 

ONS. (2013) Migration Statistics Quarterly Report, November 2013. [online]. Available at: 

<http://www.ons.gov.uk/ons/dcp171778_335330.pdf>[Accessed 14/02/15]   

ONS. (2014) Migration Statistics Quarterly Report, November 2014. [online]. Available at:  

<http://www.ons.gov.uk/ons/rel/migration1/migration-statistics-quarterly-report/november-

2014/index.html>[Accessed 16/12/14] 

Oxford economics. (2013) The Costs and Benefits of International Students in Sheffield - A report for the 

University of Sheffield  - January 2013. [online]. Available at: 

<https://www.sheffield.ac.uk/polopoly_fs/1.259052!/file/sheffield-international-students-report.pdf>[Accessed 

15/02/15] 

Parliament. (2011) Early day motion requesting more resources for UKBA dated 15/11/11. [online]. Available 

at: <http://www.parliament.uk/edm/2010-12/2439 >[Accessed 15/02/15] 

Parliament. (2014) Immigration act. [online]. Available at: <http://services.parliament.uk/bills/2013-

14/immigration.html>[Accessed 15/02/15] 

Penningtons. (2011) Answer to UKBA consultation -Penningtons Manches LLP-Philip Barth and Nichola 

Carter. [online]. Available at: <http://www.lexology.com/library/detail.aspx?g=1e0f75b5-4dcd-4a15-a21e-

67b9f414e2e8>[Accessed 15/02/15] 

Powell, B. (2010) An Economic Case for Immigration. Library of Economics and Liberty. [online]. Available 

at: <http://www.econlib.org/library/Columns/y2010/Powellimmigration.html [Accessed 01/12/14] 

Ridder-Symoens, H.(ed.) (1991) A History of the University in Europe. [Online]. A History of the University in 

Europe. (No. 1). Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. Available from: Cambridge Books Online [online]. 

Available at: <http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511599507> [Accessed 02/02/2015]. 

http://www.wonkhe.com/blogs/ukbas-student-immigration-proposals-have-no-intellectual-coherence/
http://www.migrationwatchuk.com/pdfs/BP2_20.pdf
http://monitor.icef.com/2014/06/uk-immigration-debate-continues-as-new-legislation-passes-into-law/
http://monitor.icef.com/2014/06/uk-immigration-debate-continues-as-new-legislation-passes-into-law/
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Joseph_Nye
http://www.parliament.uk/edm/2010-12/2439
http://www.lexology.com/contributors/651/
http://www.lexology.com/651/author/Philip_Barth/
http://www.lexology.com/651/author/Nichola_Carter/
http://www.lexology.com/651/author/Nichola_Carter/
http://www.lexology.com/library/detail.aspx?g=1e0f75b5-4dcd-4a15-a21e-67b9f414e2e8
http://www.lexology.com/library/detail.aspx?g=1e0f75b5-4dcd-4a15-a21e-67b9f414e2e8


27 
 

RSA. (2013) Rebalancing the UK’s Education and Skills System. [online]. Available at:  

<http://www.thersa.org/__data/assets/pdf_file/0006/1531653/RSA_Education_Balancing_skills.pdf>[Accessed 

15/02/15] 

Shattock, M. (2008) The Change from Private to Public Governance of British Higher Education: Its 

consequences for Higher Education Policy Making 1980-2006. Higher Education Quarterly, 62 (3). pp. 181-

208. ISSN 0951-5224  

Shipman, T. (2014) Foreign students could be sent back to their home countries as soon as their courses are 

finished. [online]. Available at: <http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-2882353/Foreign-students-sent-

home-countries-soon-courses-finished.html#ixzz3Ns0LAlre>[Accessed 15/02/15] 

The Guardian. (2013)  UKBA reforms: will higher education providers see meaningful change?. [online]. 

Available at: <http://www.theguardian.com/higher-education-network/blog/2013/apr/02/ukba-changes-

international-higher-education>[Accessed 15/02/15] 

The Guardian. (2014a) Immigrants, UK universities need you. [online]. Available at: 

<http://www.theguardian.com/education/2014/nov/04/uk-universities-need-immigrants>[Accessed 15/02/15] 

The Guardian. (2014b) Get the data: how UK migration patterns changed over the past year. [online]. Available 

at: <http://www.theguardian.com/news/datablog/2014/may/22/get-the-data-how-uk-migration-patterns-changed-

over-the-past-year>[Accessed 15/02/15] 

The Guardian.  (2015) Student visa U-turn: the battle is far from over. [online]. Available at: 

<http://www.theguardian.com/higher-education-network/2015/jan/07/student-visa-u-turn-the-battle-is-far-from-

over>[Accessed 15/02/15] 

The Migration Observatory. (2012) Report: Britain’s ‘70 Million’ Debate: A Primer on Reducing Immigration 

to Manage Population Size. [online]. Available at: 

<http://www.migrationobservatory.ox.ac.uk/sites/files/migobs/Report%20-

%2070%20million%20debate_0.pdf>[Accessed 15/02/15] 

The Migration Observatory. (2014) Briefing - UK Public Opinion toward Immigration: Overall Attitudes and 

Level of Concern. [online]. Available at: 

<http://www.migrationobservatory.ox.ac.uk/sites/files/migobs/Public%20Opinion-

Overall%20Attitudes%20and%20Level%20of%20Concern.pdf>[Accessed 15/02/15] 

The Telegraph. (2009) Rise in foreign births 'to blame for primary school crisis'. [online]. Available at: 

<http://www.telegraph.co.uk/education/educationnews/5827692/Rise-in-foreign-births-to-blame-for-primary-

school-crisis.html>[Accessed 18/01/15] 

The Telegraph. (2013) Migrants cost up to £8k each in NHS care, schools and welfare. [online]. Available at: 

<http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/politics/10503178/Migrants-cost-up-to-8k-each-in-NHS-care-schools-and-

welfare.html>[Accessed 18/01/15]  

The Telegraph. (2014) Fear of immigration holding back UK's economic recovery'. [online]. Available at: 

<http://www.telegraph.co.uk/finance/jobs/11119852/Fear-of-immigration-holding-back-UKs-economic-

recovery.html>[Accessed 14/10/14] 

UKBA. (2010) The Student Immigration system - a consultation -December 2010 

UKCISA. (2014) Immigration Act 2014 - what is in force?. [online]. Available at: 

<http://www.ukcisa.org.uk/Info-for-universities-colleges--schools/Policy-research--statistics/Policy-and-

lobbying/Immigration-Bill>[Accessed 10/01/15] 

http://www.ukcisa.org.uk/Info-for-universities-colleges--schools/Policy-research--statistics/Policy-and-lobbying/Immigration-Bill%20-%20accessed%2010/01/15
http://www.ukcisa.org.uk/Info-for-universities-colleges--schools/Policy-research--statistics/Policy-and-lobbying/Immigration-Bill%20-%20accessed%2010/01/15


28 
 

UUK. (2014a) Study highlights value of international students to the UK. [online]. Available at: 

<http://blog.universitiesuk.ac.uk/2014/04/04/study-highlights-value-of-international-students-to-the-

uk/>[Accessed 20/01/15] 

UUK. (2014b) International students in higher education: the uk and its competition. [online]. Available at: 

<http://www.universitiesuk.ac.uk/highereducation/Documents/2014/InternationalStudentsInHigherEducation.pd

f>[Accessed 07/02/15] 

Winder, R. (2004) Bloody foreigners – the story of immigration to Britain – Little, Brown: London 

WONKHE. (2015) Universities, the economy and immigration. [online]. Available at: 

<http://www.wonkhe.com/blogs/universities-the-economy-and-immigration/>[Accessed 15/02/15] 

http://blog.universitiesuk.ac.uk/2014/04/04/study-highlights-value-of-international-students-to-the-uk/
http://blog.universitiesuk.ac.uk/2014/04/04/study-highlights-value-of-international-students-to-the-uk/
http://www.wonkhe.com/blogs/universities-the-economy-and-immigration/

