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1. Do you agree that using a 2009/10 EMA-based disadvantage measure to calculate the 16 to 19 
discretionary bursary allocations is no longer appropriate? 

 
Yes. EMA data is now dated and was only ever intended to be an interim measure until a more robust 
methodology was developed. The proposals that follow are an improvement on the legacy EMA data. 
 

2. Do you agree that using a postcode-based deprivation measure would be a better proxy for the overall 
financial deprivation of students at an institution than a FSM measure? 

 
Yes. This is a more appropriate measure for those that have left school and are aiming to earn an 
independent income. 
 

3. Do you agree that using the latest available version of IMD as the disadvantage measure within the 
methodology would better reflect the deprivation level of students, compared to using IDACI? 

 
Yes. The continuity of the methodology across funding streams would be welcome, and there is a breadth to 
this data that is likely to give a more accurate reflection of the local circumstances of disadvantage. 
 

4. Do you agree we should use a travel element to better match the allocations to the student need for 
travel support? 

 
Yes. Travel costs are a major draw on existing support allocations and for this to be more explicitly recognised 
is to be welcomed. 
 

5. Do you agree that distance to travel and rurality are appropriate factors to build into the travel element? 
 

Yes. However there is plenty of scope here for unintended consequences – travel across some cities is 
sometimes not easy despite the relatively short distances that can be involved, whilst rurality may not in itself 
be a problem if (for example) the student happens to live on or very near an established public transport 
route. The methodology for calculating these allocations must therefore be very carefully thought through to 
ensure fairness and consistency across the country. 
 

6. Do you agree we should reduce the travel element calculated for students with a home and delivery 
postcode in the London area by half, so as to account for the additional support these students have 
available to them via the TfL offer? 

 
Yes, providing that the TfL travel offer covers all students that would otherwise be eligible for full travel 
support under the new methodology, and assuming that the TfL offer does not change. As/when it does 
change, there must be a process by which allocations can respond quickly to this to ensure existing students 
are not disadvantaged as a result. 
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7. Do you agree we should introduce a small element in the discretionary bursary methodology that 
accounts for the additional costs likely to be faced by disadvantaged students taking T Level industry 
placements? 

 
Yes. There is however an issue in using historical data to calculate such allocations, in that in a period of rapid 
growth in numbers – as is anticipated by government in relation to T Levels after 2020 – the allocation will 
always be “behind the curve” and therefore not keep up with the actual numbers that are drawing upon it at 
any one time. When T Levels reach a steady state of delivery, historical or lagged data becomes more 
appropriate but prior to this time more weight should be given to provider plans for delivery. 

 
8. Do you agree we should support the 27% most disadvantaged students by IMD for the disadvantage 

element? 
 

Yes, albeit we do have some concerns that this is a blunt and not particularly transparent measure. It is not 
clear for example why the figure has been set at 27%, as opposed to (say) 25% or 30%. In principle, using the 
IMD disadvantage measure is sensible but how this is applied is more open to question. 
 

9. Do you agree that we should include a wider cohort of the most disadvantaged students by IMD in the 
specific costs element of the revised allocations methodology? 

 
Yes. 
 

10. Are you aware on any particular equalities impacts? How could any adverse impact be reduced and are 
there any ways we could better advance equality of opportunity or foster good relations between people 
who share a protected characteristic and those who do not? 
 
The only equality issue that has been potentially raised is how traveller families would be accommodated 
within the methodology proposed, which is largely predicated on the existence of settled communities in 
order to make judgements as to cost and disadvantage. Areas attracting seasonal traveller encampments 
could possibly be subject to effective shortfalls in funding if this is not reflected properly in IMD measures. 
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