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Assembly notes: 

1. On 26 November 2014, the Home Secretary Theresa May introduced 
the Counter-Terrorism and Security Bill (CTSB) to Parliament. She highlighted 
some revised and new counter-terrorism powers. 

2. That CTSB seeks to make the Prevent strategy statutory. 
3. That according to the current Prevent Strategy, potential indicators of 

“radicalism” or “extremism” include:  
a. “A need for identity, meaning and belonging” 
b. “A desire for political or moral change.” 
c. “Relevant mental health issues.” 

4. That academics and campaigners fear the CTSB will criminalise ideas 
and create a culture where students are unwilling to speak out. 

5. The National Union of Students have condemned the Counter terrorism and 
Security Bill and described the Prevent strategy as “further developing a 
culture of suspicion and surveillance on campuses, whilst also potentially 
conflicting with institutions’ duties to promote freedom of speech, by making 
them overly risk-averse and unwilling to engage in important topics of 
discussion.” 

6. That Universities UK have expressed concerns about academic freedom in 
their parliamentary briefing on the counter terrorism and security bill. 

Assembly believes: 

1. Universities have a particular duty and mission to promote freedom of speech 
and academic freedom, including a legal duty under the Education (No.2) Act 
1986 to ensure the use of university premises is not denied to any person or 
group basis of their beliefs or views. 

2. That students should not be victimised for suffering from mental health issues. 
3. That the Prevent strategy gives the Government undefined powers to order 

that “extremist” speakers to be banned and asks Universities and Students’ 
Unions to monitor student activity for ‘extremism’. 

4. That any expectation by the state for academic staff to be involved in 
monitoring their students is deeply worrying, and could have a damaging 
effect on relations between staff and students.   

5. The monitoring and exclusion of ideas from public debate opposes the basic 
function of universities. 

6. That it is important that students are introduced to a variety of opinions and 
encouraging them to analyse and debate them. 

7. The CTSB significantly undermines the freedom and activities of university 
staff and students.  
 
 
 
 

http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201415/cmhansrd/cm141202/debtext/141202-0002.htm#14120262000001
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201415/cmhansrd/cm141202/debtext/141202-0002.htm#14120262000001
http://www.theguardian.com/education/2014/dec/02/anti-terror-bill-making-radical-ideas-crime-campus
http://beta.nusconnect.org.uk/articles/statement-on-counter-terrorism-and-security-bill#.VLhy-ssQbvQ.gmail
http://beta.nusconnect.org.uk/articles/statement-on-counter-terrorism-and-security-bill#.VLhy-ssQbvQ.gmail
http://www.universitiesuk.ac.uk/highereducation/Documents/2014/CounterTerrorismandSecurityBillCommitteeStage.pdf


Assembly resolves: 

1. To mandate the Student Officers to issue a public statement condemning the 
Prevent strategy and the government’s counter terrorism and security bill. 

2. For the Student Officers to work with campus trade unions on combatting the 
Prevent strategy and lobby them to condemn the CTSB. 

3. For the Student Officers to lobby the University to be more transparent about 
how the university intend to implement the changes. 

4. For the student officers to encourage students to join the 
#studentsnotsuspects social media campaign and to raise awareness about 
the dangers of the counter terrorism and security bill and the Prevent strategy. 

1.  


