
 

Review of post-16 qualifications at level 3: second stage 

 

Q6 – Do you agree that the two groups of qualifications outlined in paragraph 

45 are needed for 16 to 19 year olds choosing technical provision? 

No comment. Music and music technology are not part of the T Level suite of 

qualifications. 

Q7 – Do you agree with the funding criteria described in paragraph 47 for the 

other technical qualifications we propose to fund for 16 to 19 year olds 

(qualifications providing occupational competence against employer-led 

standards which are not covered by T Levels and additional specialist 

qualifications)? 

No comment. Music and music technology are not part of the T Level suite of 

qualifications. 

Q8 – Should the Institute create additional T Levels for pathways or 

occupations featured on the occupational maps? If so, please indicate the 

pathway(s)/occupation(s) and explain why. 

No comment. Music and music technology are not part of the T Level suite of 

qualifications. 

Q9 – Do you agree with our approach to removing funding approval for 

qualifications that overlap with T Levels, described in paragraphs 52 to 66? Are 

there any other factors we should consider when deciding whether a 

qualification overlaps with T Levels? 

No comment. Music and music technology are not part of the T Level suite of 

qualifications. 

Q10 – Do you agree that the types of small qualifications described in 

paragraphs 71 to 73, that should typically be taken alongside A levels, should 

be funded? 

Yes. However, vocational Level 3 music and music technology qualifications should not 

be ‘small qualifications’ equivalent to one A Level but full programmes of study, as are 

currently offered by providers such as Pearson, Rock School and NCFE. Vocational 

programmes of study in music are vital to level up opportunities and ensure that all 

pupils have the opportunity to pursue higher education and careers in the arts, not just a 

privileged few. 

Q11 – Do you agree with our proposal that performing arts graded 

qualifications, core maths, advanced extension awards and Extended Project 

qualifications should continue to be funded?  

Yes, but only as an addition to Level 3 academic and vocational music courses and not 

as a replacement for them. Paragraph 74 of the consultation states that, “High-quality 

arts education should not be the preserve of the elite, but the entitlement of every single 

child.” However, graded exams come with a high entry fee, ranging from £78 to £101 for 

grades 6 – 8, which often means that they are inaccessible to those from a less 

privileged background. 



Q12 – Are there any other types of qualifications that we should continue to 

fund to be taken alongside A levels? 

Yes. Level 3 vocational music and music technology courses must continue to be funded 

alongside A Levels. It is vital that Level 3 qualifications in music and music technology 

are equal to a full programme of A Level study and not relegated to add-on, ‘small’ 

qualifications. Music education should be available to all students in all forms. 

Q13 – Do you agree that the group of qualifications described in paragraphs 79 

to 80 should be funded to be taken as alternative programmes of study to A 

levels? 

Yes. Courses such as those offered by Pearson, Rock School and NCFE provide a 

complementary set of qualifications to A Level courses which allow young people from all 

backgrounds to access high quality music education. Level 3 music and music technology 

courses should be available to all students in both vocational and academic options in 

order to fulfil the Government’s aims of levelling up education. 

Q14 – Do you agree with our proposal the IB Diploma should continue to be 

funded? 

Yes.   

Q15 – Do our proposals for academic qualifications for 16 to 19 year olds (set 

out in paragraphs 67 to 82) provide opportunities to progress to a broad range 

of high quality higher education? 

Yes, but Level 3 vocational courses in music and music technology must be equal to a 

full programme of A Level study. 

Supporting students to attain the new high quality offer at level 3 

Q16 – What additional support might students need to achieve the new high 

quality offer at level 3? 

Without further details of the exact course proposals for music, we are unable to 

comment. 

Q17 – What additional support might SEND students need to achieve the new 

high quality offer at level 3? 

Without further details of the exact course proposals it is difficult to comment, however 

the JCQ’s Access Arrangements and Reasonable Adjustments should be able to be 

applied. 

Q18 – Are there level 3 qualifications that serve the needs of SEND students 

that cannot be met by the proposed qualification groups in the new 16 to 19 

landscape? 

Without further details of the exact course proposals for music, we are unable to 

comment. 

Supporting adults 

Q19 – Do you agree with our proposal to fund the same academic options for 

adults as 16 to 19 year olds? 

Yes. 

Q20 – Do you agree with our proposal to fund the Access to HE Diploma for 

adults (as well as for 16 to 19 year olds in exceptional circumstances)? 

Yes. 



Q21 – Do you agree that the principles described in paragraph 104 are the right 

ones to ensure qualifications meet the needs of adults? 

Yes. 

Q22 – Do you agree with our proposed approach to making T Levels available to 

adults? 

No comment. Music and music technology are not part of the T Level suite of 

qualifications. 

Q23 – Do you agree with our proposal that T Level Occupational Specialisms 

should be offered as separate standalone qualifications for adults?  

No comment. Music and music technology are not part of the T Level suite of 

qualifications. 

Q24 – Do you agree that the groups of qualifications for adults outlined in this 

chapter should continue to be funded? 

No comment.  

Q25 – What occupations fall outside the scope of the occupational maps but are 

in demand by employers (as described in paragraph 116 above)? 

No comment. 

Ensuring qualifications are high quality 

Q26 – Do you agree with our proposed approach to reforming technical 

qualifications? 

No comment. Music and music technology are not part of the technical suite of 

qualifications. 

Q27 – Is there anything else we should consider when implementing our 

proposed approach? 

The desire to streamline the current large range of Level 3 qualifications is 

understandable. However, the focus on T levels at the expense of other high quality 

vocational courses in music and music technology is concerning. The consultation 

appears to treat arts subjects as an add-on, either through its proposal for ‘small 

qualifications’ which undervalue current rigorous and challenging courses equivalent to 

three A Levels or its suggestion that graded music exams form part of the ‘entitlement of 

every single child’ when in reality instrumental lessons and grade 6-8 exams are often 

only available to those who can afford them. If the Government truly want to level up 

opportunities in education, then both vocational and academic Level 3 courses in music 

and music technology must continue. 

Q28 – Do you agree with the proposed approach to qualifications in 

apprenticeship standards? 

No comment. 

Q29 – Do you agree with our proposed approach to reforming academic 

qualifications? 

No. Any qualifications in music and/or music technology taken alongside A Levels should 

be the equivalent to a full programme of study and not a ‘small’ qualification equal to 

only one A Level. There are already a number of high-quality alternatives to A Level 

music and music technology which provide students with a breadth and depth of 

practical and performance skills not covered by A Level courses. The 2019 Music 

Education: State of the Nation report by the All-Party Parliamentary Group for Music 

Education, Incorporated Society of Musicians and the University of Sussex found that in 



2017 only 3.5% of entrants to UK music conservatoires were from highly deprived 

backgrounds compared to 39.5% from the least deprived backgrounds. The report also 

found that the barriers to progression and progression routes ‘exacerbate existing 

inequalities between those attending state schools and those attending independent 

schools.’ It is vital that students from all backgrounds are able to access a wide range of 

Higher Education courses and career opportunities in music as a result of the range of 

post-16 courses currently offered.   

Q30 – Is there anything else we should consider when implementing our 

proposed approach? 

Graded music exams are not a suitable alternative to Level 3 courses and must remain 

an additional qualification and not considered a replacement. The 2014 Making Music: 

Teaching, learning and playing in the UK report found that ‘just over a fifth of children 

had taken a music exam of any type, with children from the highest social grades twice 

as likely to have taken such an assessment.’ The report also found that more than half of 

children who had private instrumental lessons had taken a music exam compared to less 

than a third of those who had instrumental lessons at school. Clearly, graded music 

exams are not accessible to all and placing more emphasis on them would go against the 

Government’s desire to level up educational opportunities. 

The statement in paragraph 146 regarding the removal of funding from qualifications 

with low enrolments in August 2022 and from then on annually is extremely concerning. 

More clarification is needed as to the definition of ‘low enrolments’ to ensure that music 

education is protected going forward. 

Delivery process and timetable 

Q31 – What support is needed to smooth the implementation of the proposed 

reforms? 

Proposals for alternative Level 3 music and music technology courses need to be 

released with adequate time for consultation, scrutiny and feedback. 

 

 

 

 

 


