
 

 
 
 
 

 
The #ProtectStudentChoice coalition welcomes this response from the Secretary of State for 
Education to the 118 MPs and peers who signed the letter in support of the campaign. Although the 
language is warm, the letter essentially restates the government’s current position. A few points to 
note: 
  
First para page 2: students will be able to study BTECs as part of a mixed programme 
alongside A levels.  
This was a concession made in the government’s consultation response published in the summer. It 
is welcome, but worth noting: 

• The government’s consultation response documents make it clear that this only applies to 
the single, one A level equivalent BTECs, and not the larger two A level equivalents. So it 
will be possible to study one BTEC and two A levels in the future, but much harder to study 
two BTECs and one A level.  

• The same documents are also very clear that there will be a “high bar” for approving the 
single BTECs that remain “particularly if they overlap with A levels” and the 
concession “does not mean blanket approval for small qualifications in all areas”. Today’s 
letter says that single BTECs in engineering, applied science and IT will continue to be 
funded (and a positive spin on this would be that in previous documents these three were 
only “potentially” being funded in the future) but we are still a long way from seeing a full list 
of specific qualifications that will continue to be funded in the future. This makes planning 
very difficult. 

  
Second para page 2: students will be able to study BTECs of all sizes where no A level or T 
level exists  
These areas (like sport and performing arts) will be relatively small in number. And even where an A 
level or T level exists, A BTEC in the same or similar subject will still be a better option for some 
young people as it is a different qualification to an A level or T level. The government’s definition of 
‘overlap’ seems to be no more sophisticated than qualifications in the same or similar-sounding 
subjects. It is important not to confuse the purpose of a qualification with its content. T levels are 
designed to help young people progress to a very specific occupation. AGQs are designed to help 
young people progress to higher education or the workplace, often in professional careers. There is 
a need for AGQs to sit alongside A levels and T levels and this is true even where there is ‘overlap’ 
in terms of content.   
  
Third para page 2: some students will take 3 years to achieve a high value programme rather 
than 2 years to complete a lower value one  
It is implicit rather than explicit, but the message here is you would be better off doing an extra year 
and getting a T level rather than getting a BTEC in two years. Funding for an extra year to achieve a 
T level has been made available, but it is far from clear that students will be able to complete such a 
stretching course, even with an extra year. As no student has yet completed a T level, it is hard to 
be conclusive about this. At the heart of this response, is the misconception that a T level is an 
upgraded BTEC. They are different qualifications, and in many respects, the T level is closer to the 
A level rather than the BTEC. 
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First para page 3: an extra year to implement proposals 
This is a welcome response to the Protect Student Choice campaign. But it is vital that the 
government uses this extra year to develop a transparent process for determining the future of 
these qualifications that involves providers, students and employers. Funding should not be 
withdrawn for any BTEC unless there is clear evidence that the qualification is not valued by 
students or employers. An evidence-based approach, involving those directly involved in delivery, is 
essential if we are to have a qualification system that works for everyone. 
 


