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UNIVERSITY ENVIRONMENT AND SUSTAINABILITY STEERING GROUP 
 

Thursday 22nd June 2017 at 11am  
in CM2.02 Claus Moser Building 

 
AGENDA 

 
1. Apologies and Absences 

 
Welcome  to Peter Potts,  Head of Estates Planning and Compliance in Estates and 
Development and Sarah Briggs, Sustainability Project Officer. 
 

2. Actions List – 23rd March  2017 
Actions list attached 
 

3. Chair’s Remarks  
 
Key Projects 
 

4. Internal and External Communications re. Energy, Environment and Sustainability 
To consider the attached campaign theme and brand. 

 
5. Keele University Smart Energy Network Demonstrator (SEND) 

To receive an update on SEND 
 
 Estates and Operations 
 

6. Environmental Manager’s Update  
 

7. Next Generation Sustainability Strategy and Structure : Whole-Institution 
Approaches to Sustainability in Universities and Colleges  
To receive the attached report from the Environmental Association for Universities and 
Colleges 
 

8. Energy & Carbon Management Update  
To receive the attached update  

 
9. Procurement and Sustainability Infographic  

To follow 
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Leadership and Governance 
 
 
Education and Research 
 

10. Education for Sustainability Developments 
To receive  the attached  update from the Director of Education for Sustainability -  

 
11. Educational component of SEND 

To receive an update on sustainability-related research and business engagement 
activity 
 

12. Sustainability Research and Business engagement 
To receive an update on sustainability-related research and business engagement 
activity 

 
International Activities 

 
13. International Activities 

To receive an update on recent sustainability-related international activities 
 

14. Any Other Business 
 

15. Dates of Next Meeting  
 
To be arranged 
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University Environment and Sustainability Steering Group (ESSG) 
 

Actions List  
Thursday 23rd March 2017 at 2 pm 

 
Attendance: 
 
Professor Mark Ormerod (MO)   Deputy Vice-Chancellor and Provost (Chair) 
Huw Evans (HE)    Environmental Manager, Estates and Development 
Dr Sharon George (SG) Sustainability Hub Manager 
Elliot Jones (EJ) Energy Manager, Estates and Development 
Dr Zoe Robinson (ZR) Director of Education for Sustainability, School of Geology, 

Geography and Environment 
Linda Sutton (LS) Procurement Manager, Finance  
Dr John White (JW) Deputy Director of IT 
Howard Bell (HB) Executive Support Officer, Vice-Chancellor’s Office (Secretary) 
Russell Reader ( RR)  Head of PR & Communications (for Item   
 
Apologies: 
 
Jane Barker (JB)    Head of Grounds, Estates and Development 
Phil Butters (PB)   Director of Estates and Development  
Sam Gibbons (SGi)   Environment and Campus Officer, Keele SU 
Ian Madley (IM) Head of Partnership Development (Natural Sciences), Engagement 

and Partnerships 
Susan Warrender (SW)   Head of Catering and Retail 
 

Item Decisions/Actions Responsibility 
Actions List – 11th January 
2017  

• SEND and HyDeploy: IM and ZR had yet to meet to 
discuss how best to promote the SEND and HyDeploy 
projects to the HE sustainability sector. 

• Green Impact Criteria – Procurement:  HE and LS still 
working on developing a new Green Impact criteria 
relating to procurement. HE & LS to report on 
progress at Group’s next meeting. 

IM & ZR 
 
 
HE& LS 

Chair’s Remarks • SEND and HyDeploy: The Group noted the 
appointment of Professor Zhong Fan, Previously Head 
of Toshiba’s Smart Grid Research Programme as the 
Academic Director of SEND and David Healey of 
Analysys Mason to the role of Professor of Practice. 
Other SEND related appointments included: 2 Project 
Manager posts: Phil Law SEND ERDF Project Manager 
and Melanie Watts SEND ERDF Manager (RD&I 
Programme). Melanie would oversee the 
establishment of the SEND Doctoral Training Centre.  
It was hoped that these appointments would 
regenerate the Academic interface / engagement 
with the SEND Project. 
SEND Procurement was ongoing. Ten companies had 
expressed an interest in tendering. It was hoped the 
HyDeploy contract would be signed on 23rd March 
following assurances received regarding Health and 
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Item Decisions/Actions Responsibility 
Safety. The HyDeploy project would fund 2 
studentships. 

 

Internal and External 
Communication Re: 
Energy, Environment and 
Sustainability 

• RR attended the group for the discussion. The aim of 
was to develop a clear and coherent message 
regarding the environment and sustainability agenda 
at Keele and to use it as a vehicle to raise the 
University’s profile and reputation. 

• Members of the group gave examples of areas of the 
environment and sustainability agenda at Keele they 
believed would benefit from a clear and coherent 
communication message: 
 Knowledge of Keele’s environment & 

sustainability activities within the HE sector 
 Knowledge of Keele’s Sustainability in 

Education activities within the HE Sector 
 Common branding for Green Keele to cover 

the wide range of areas such as Recycling, 
energy  saving and travel 

 Greater understanding by staff of sustainable 
procurement 

 Mainstreaming of environment and 
sustainability at Keele. 

• RR’s initial thoughts: 
 Creation of a new Brand for “Green Keele” 
 Need to establish a virtual hub via the 

website  to provide a place where a range of 
“Green Keele” activities could exist  

 Highlight Keele’s Green credentials in the 
broadsheets (The Guardian, The Times) and 
academic Press (THE), The Conversation, 
television and radio. 

 Regular articles in the proposed new staff 
magazine  

 Regular column in the Week at Keele 
 Greater use of social media 
 Use of infographics to communicate to staff 

and students impact of energy usage. 
 

• RR agreed to prepare a short report on his thoughts 
on developing a communication strategy both 
internal and external for the environment and 
sustainability at Keele. 

 
• The group agreed that a Task and Finish Group should 

be established to consider how best to develop a 
communication strategy both internal and external 
for environment and sustainability at Keele. The 
group to report back on its work to the next meeting 
of the Steering Group. The Chair to decide on 
membership and Secretary to arrange first meeting  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
RR 
 
 
 
 
MO& HB 
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Item Decisions/Actions Responsibility 
  

• ERDF Projects: MCIL and KRISP: Substantial 
appointments had been made to Professor of Practice 
/ Entrepreneur in Practice Posts:  in relation to Green 
technologies ( MCIL) and Energy and Sustainability ( 
KRISP) respectively. 

 
 

Estates and Operations 
 
The Environmental 
Manager’s Update 

 
 

• Environmental Management System_ Eco Campus: 
HE updated the group on plans to progress towards 
Gold from the recently awarded Silver of the Eco 
Campus award. HE would share with the group key 
documents relating to the award to the Steering 
Group’s next meeting. 
 

 
 
HE 
 
 
 
 
 

People and Planet 
Universities League 

• HE introduce a document that reviewed the People 
and Planet Universities league 2016 scores and 
identified actions which the University could 
undertake to improve or maintain scores in time for 
the next League assessment.  

• The group identified sustainable food and ethical 
investments as areas for potential higher scoring. 

• HE to circulate the People and Planet methodology  to 
the group. 

• MO to facilitate a meeting between HE and Paul 
Buttery, Deputy Director of Finance, to discuss 
possible ways in which Keele’s scores in relation to 
Ethical investments could be improved. 
   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
HE 
 
MO 
 
 
 

Green Week  • HE reported on another successful Green Week. 
Discussion focused on how should the University 
respond to the issues that arose from the 
Sustainability Forum event that took place on 10th 
March 2017.  

• Issues raised included:  
 How were sustainability issues embedded in 

capital project developments on campus? 
 Improving recycling 
 Concerns for the relationship between the 

University and UPP re student 
accommodation 

 The Living Wage 
 Do the tenancy agreements with Keele 

Business and Innovation Park Tenants include 
reference to environmental and sustainability 
issues? 

 How are University policies relating to 
Environment and sustainability formulated 
and agreed? 

 Need to improve communications regarding 
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Item Decisions/Actions Responsibility 
Environment and Sustainability Issues 

 Students’ Union – Student demand for Car 
parking, Patio heaters and air conditioning, 
how do these sit with Keele’s Green campus 
values? 

 Ethical Investments 
• The group agreed that a number of above issues and 

concerns could be answered by improved 
communications. It was suggested that a “ You Said. 
We did.” response would be useful to provide 
clarification and reassurance to those who attended 
the Sustainability Forum. 

• It was agreed that MO, ZR and HW should meet to 
draw up a response to the issues raised from the 
Sustainability Forum. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
MO, ZR and 
HW 

Energy Management 
Strategy  

• EJ confirmed that the final draft of the Energy 
Management Strategy was circulated to the group 
and it was approved under Chair’s Action. 

 

Energy Carbon 
Management Update 

• The Group reviewed the Energy Carbon Management 
update. 

• EJ to look at the quality of the pellets used for Bio 
Mass to see if they were a contributory factor in the 
significant increase in kWh of Biomass generated in 
Q2 ( Nov – Jan ) compared with Q2 2015/16. 

 
 
EJ 

Estates Management 
Record 

• Noted that the Estates Management record was 
discussed at UEC and that it had decided that given its 
contribution to the University’s performance in the 
Green League Table that it overview should come 
within the remit of the HESA Strategic Overview 
Group.  

 

Responsible Procurement  
Strategy 

• The group supported and endorsed the strategy. 
• EJ reported that he would check ISO 50001 - Energy 

management evaluation criteria in relation to 
responsible procurement. 

• It was suggested that paragraph 5.Sustainability 
should make explicit reference to economic 
sustainability 

• MO to check with Karen Clarke if the Responsible 
Procurement Strategy should be submitted to UEC for 
formal approval. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
MO 

Education and Research 
 
Education for 
Sustainability 
Developments 

 
 

• Defer to the next meeting of the group. 

 

Sustainability Research 
and Business Engagement 
Report 

• ZR reported that academic engagement with the 
SEND project need to be renewed and suggested that 
mechanism be established to foster links between 
SEND and Education for Sustainability. (See above) 
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Item Decisions/Actions Responsibility 
Date of Next Meeting Thursday 18th May 2017, 10am  – 12 Noon, CM2.02  

Cancelled SECRETARY’S NOTE: NEXT MEETING NOW 
THURSDAY 22nd JUNE 11 AM -1PM, CM2.02 

 

 



Embedding sustainability in all that we do 

As part of our continued ambitions to become a more sustainable university, we have developed a new umbrella 

campaign to capture the full breadth of our sustainability activities across our research, education, business 

processes, campus and community, as well as our external engagement with partners and business, to allow us to 

clearly present our sustainability credentials and goals, and articulate why these are so important to us. 

The campaign also includes our alumni, in that we strive to create graduates with a sound understanding of 

environmental and sustainability issues, and therefore this campaign is about much more than simply what we do on 

campus – it’s about Keele’s overarching green ethos. The campaign title is Root and Branch, in that the campus is the 

“root” of our environment and sustainability endeavours, and our activities, people and global research the “branches”. 

 

Campaign theme and brand: 

 

This theme will be used both internally and externally – the broad span of graphical elements allow it be used across 

everything from emails encouraging colleagues to turn off the lights, through to signage across campus when works 

are in place to make our estate more environmentally friendly. It will allow Keele to promote its green credentials both 

to colleagues and the wider world, showcasing our proud achievements and diverse research in this field, and in doing 

so raising our reputation as a leading university on sustainability and the environment. It’s the Keele difference.  
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New Research from EAUC

View this email in your browser

Next Generation Strategy and Structure

Dear Huw

New research from the EAUC has this week firmly dispelled the myth that there is a
one size fits all approach to embedding sustainability in post-16 education.

As universities and colleges reflect on how they can contribute
towards the UN’s Sustainable Development Goals and question
how to advance on their own journeys towards sustainability, the concept of a whole-
institution approach is gaining substantial interest, with a variety of interpretations
emerging as to how this might be implemented in practice.

EAUC commissioned the research paper ‘Next Generation Sustainability Strategy
and Structure’ to help members understand the current sustainability landscape in
post-16 education. 

As ever the dynamism, ambition and creativity in the sector has been evident as a wide
range of evolving approaches have been identified in the research. Each has their merits
and no one approach is necessarily better than another, simply more appropriate for that
institution at this time and place.

The report is intended to inspire EAUC member's to advance their own whole-institution
journeys, summarising the key elements, benefits and risks of each approach, in order to
enable others to identify a suitable path for their own sustainability journey.

Read the report here and additional case studies here. 

 

Iain Patton                                Ellie Appleton
EAUC Chief Executive            EAUC Researcher 
 

http://mailchi.mp/eauc/next-generation-sustainability-strategy-and-structure-1369645?e=7a376c3f5f
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http://www.eauc.org.uk/next_generation_sustainability_strategy_and_str
http://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/sustainable-development-goals/
http://www.eauc.org.uk/file_uploads/next_generation_strategy_and_structure_report_1.pdf
http://www.eauc.org.uk/file_uploads/ngsss_supplementary_case_studies.pdf
http://www.eauc.org.uk/next_generation_sustainability_strategy_and_str
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FOREWORD  
 
The EAUC’s mission is to make sustainability in post-16 education, the new norm or ‘just good business’. We 

work to reposition the agenda at the heart of the leadership and structure of sector institutions and ensure it 

aligns as a delivery mechanism for member institution’s strategic objectives.   

 

One key thing the EAUC has learnt in its 20 years is that there is no one standard approach to sustainability. 

Off the peg or tick box approaches can appear attractive on the surface but change can often be just that, on 

the surface. For the EAUC, the key to success is for a university or college to define sustainability for itself and 

build a unique strategy and structure which reflects its particular nature, context and geography. 

 

Universities and colleges have a unique and powerful opportunity to combine their campuses, teaching, 

leadership and research into a potent responsibility to drive change. To enable this, the EAUC developed the 

LiFE tool which provides our Members with a framework to bring all aspects of the institution together in a 

holistic, whole-institution approach. See Figure 1 below,  

 

 
Figure 1: The LiFE Framework    www.eauc.org.uk/life  

 

EAUC commissioned this research paper to help Members understand how some in the sector are pushing 

strategic and structural boundaries and evolving new approaches which reflect a whole-institution approach 

to sustainability. As ever the dynamism, ambition and creativity in the sector has been evident as a wide range 

of approaches have been identified in the research. Each have their merits and none are necessarily better 

than the other, but are appropriate for that institution at this time and place. It’s for you to judge which 

approach might best work in your institution and help you advance your whole-institution approach where 

sustainability can become ‘just good business’. 

 
Iain Patton 

EAUC CEO 

http://www.eauc.org.uk/life
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Executive Summary 
 
Across the UK and beyond there is growing recognition of the important contribution that the post-16 

education sector can make towards a more sustainable future, well beyond addressing the 

environmental impacts of its campuses and operations. Universities and colleges can and should take 

an active role in leading societal transitions: they are uniquely positioned with the opportunity to 

educate and embed sustainability in the mindset of our future leaders, influencers and decision-makers. 

As universities and colleges reflect on how they can contribute towards the UN’s Sustainable 

Development Goals and question how to embark on their own journeys towards sustainability, the 

concept of a whole-institution approach is gaining substantial interest. A variety of interpretations are 

emerging as to how this might be implemented in practice. 

Research into how some in the sector are trying new, forward-thinking, whole-institution approaches to 
sustainability revealed a number of key structural and strategic dimensions: 
 
Structural Dimensions 

 Organisational structure 

 Governance matters 

- Highest level of authority 

- Monitoring and reporting 

 Implementation 

- Top down process 

- Careful language 

- Service orientation 

 

Strategic Dimensions 

 Leadership and authority 

- The right leader 

- Champions, sponsors and academic leads 

 Engagement and representation 

- Bottom-up, student voice 

- Partnerships and collaboration 

- Community engagement 

 

Six broad structural models have been developed to summarise the range of approaches observed 

during this research: ‘Estates-based’, ‘Elsewhere-based’, ‘Dedicated Department’, ‘Student Led’, 

‘Decentralised’ and ‘No Dedicated Roles’. These models are presented, with illustrative case studies. 

It is clear, given the diversity of institutions across the sector, that there will not be a ‘one size fits all’ 

model. Furthermore, as demonstrated by this research, careful consideration of strategy is just as 

important as developing an appropriate structure. By offering a deeper understanding about the 

ultimate aim of the journey and the possible routes that might be taken, this report aims to provide a 

positive starting point for those seeking to introduce a holistic sustainability approach within their own 

university or college. 
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Project Landscape 
 
Across the UK and internationally, pioneering universities and colleges are developing new organisational 

models to lead and implement their sustainability ambitions. Historically, activity has been limited to 

environmentally focussed activities based in Estates and Facilities Departments, primarily driven over recent 

years by legislation, such as the HEFCE sector carbon reduction target in England and Scotland’s mandatory 

carbon reporting. However, it is widely recognised that sustainability encompasses a broad scope of issues 

beyond environmental impacts; universities and colleges have responsibilities that extend far beyond their 

carbon footprint. 

The post-16 education sector has an important role to play in working towards the achievement of the UN 

Sustainable Development Goals (Figure 2), introduced in 2015. There is scope to deliver valuable contributions 

in multiple areas by means of research, innovation and outreach with communities, enabling student activism, 

delivering through the curriculum, operations and by acting as exemplars in leadership for sustainable 

development. 

 
 

Figure 2: UN Sustainable Development Goals (United Nations, 2016). 
 

Universities and colleges should therefore seek to lead agendas that build social and economic sustainability 

through partnerships with local communities and beyond. They should contribute to the development of new 

and innovative sustainability solutions, while also ensuring that their educational programmes are equipping 

graduates with an appropriate understanding of and engagement with sustainability which they can apply 

within their future careers. In addition, taking forward a sustainability agenda also serves to offer substantial 

business benefits to the institution itself, including driving innovation, strengthening competitive advantage, 

attracting high calibre staff and enhancing the student experience. These and other business benefits are 

explored in depth in ‘A Business Guide for University Governors: Ten reasons to build resilience into the future 

of your university’ (EAUC, 2015), available on the Sustainability Exchange website (see further resources). 

Increasingly, a number of institutions are seeking to develop the learning, research, social, economic, 

leadership and governance aspects of a whole-institution approach to sustainability. Across the sector, 

questions are being raised as to how to go about implementing such an approach: What has been done so far 
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in other institutions? What works, and what is needed to make it work? What is the end goal of the journey - 

is there an ideal to aim towards? 

In its role to support sustainability within the UK and Ireland post-16 education sector, the EAUC is looking to 

provide answers to these questions. The State of Sustainability in Tertiary Education 2016 report (EAUC, NUS 

& UCU, 2015) showed that although sustainability is a strategic priority for many institutions, in many others 

it is still broadly seen as an Estates issue. And while senior leadership was widely recognised as having the 

strongest influence on the importance placed on addressing sustainability, the most senior member of staff 

with a formal remit to deliver on sustainability was only seen at executive level in 34% of the universities and 

colleges surveyed. Following on from the survey findings, the EAUC identified the need for a guidance report 

to inspire and enable those seeking to pursue a forward-thinking, holistic approach to sustainability. 

This report therefore aims to summarise the key features from some of the leading approaches already 

implemented in universities and colleges across the UK and beyond, providing a current picture of the sector. 

This is intended to enable other universities and colleges to reflect upon their current approaches to 

sustainability, and how these might be developed over time. The tried and tested approaches will provide 

ideas and inspiration, and help identify possible paths for others to pursue their own whole-institution 

sustainability journey. 

 
Research Outline 

 
Based on the EAUC’s existing knowledge of the sector, eighteen universities and colleges with progressive 

whole-institution sustainability approaches were selected as case studies. Given that the EAUC’s main 

membership base is made up of UK institutions, the selection was heavily weighted towards UK-based case 

studies, however in addition a further 5 international universities were included within the research based on 

their notable integrative sustainability approaches. The participating institutions are shown in table 1 (below). 

Semi-structured interviews were conducted with sustainability leaders from each institution, with questioning 

focused on the evolution of the approach, authority and structure, strategy, budget, transferability, strengths 

and weaknesses, and considerations for the future.  For each institution, the corporate strategy and 

sustainability strategy (where applicable) were obtained, as well as organisational charts where available. 

Further background information on sustainability teams and action was obtained from publicly available 

information on the respective institutional websites. 

 

Anglia Ruskin University University of Edinburgh 

Bridgend College University of Exeter 

Canterbury Christ Church University of Gloucestershire 

Kingston University Université Laval  

Maastricht University University of Leeds 

Macquarie University  University of Manchester 

Massachusetts Institute of Technology University of Nottingham  

RMIT University University of Wales Trinity St David 

South Lanarkshire College Uxbridge College 

Table 1: Participating institutions 
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Research Findings 
 
A number of features were identified from the case studies as critical aspects of a holistic approach to 

sustainability. These fall under two key headings: structural dimensions and strategic dimensions. 

Structural Dimensions 
 

Organisational Structure 
  
The post-16 education sector is diverse, with institutions ranging from small, specialised colleges to vast 

universities with staff and student populations the size of small towns. Urban or rural, research or teaching-

focused, old or new; it is only right that there are already a wide range of interpretations as to how a whole-

institution sustainability approach might look in practice. 

Those already making progress in this area are in agreement that while their approaches may be to a certain 

extent transferrable to other institutions of a similar size and/or background, there certainly isn’t one ideal 

model that will suit all. While each case study was unique, six broad models emerged which encompassed all 

of the observed structures: 

 Estates-Based 

 Elsewhere-Based 

 Dedicated Department 

 Student-Led 

 Decentralised 

 No Dedicated Roles 

These may not be a perfect fit in all cases, but with a little flexibility they cover the team structures 

implemented in each of the examples visited. Other universities and colleges might usefully consider an 

approach based on one of these model structures, subject to suitability to their own background and 

circumstances.  

It is worth noting that most of the examples researched for the purpose of this report have some sort of formal 

sustainability committee above and beyond the ‘structure’ as classified here. Within organisational charts, 

such committees are likely to be represented by dotted lines. They consist of staff members from across 

business and academic areas of the university or college, whose line management is in their respective 

departments. In some instances, student representatives (or a representative from the student union) are also 

included in the committee. 

The importance of such committees should not be underestimated, and indeed many of the contributors to 

this research expressed quite how significant the role of the committee can be. With careful consideration of 

who sits on a committee and how it is implemented, it can prove to be a valuable tool in providing reach across 

all departments, and therefore enable a far wider sphere of influence than might otherwise be achievable. 

Similarly, the presence of SMT or executive level members on a sustainability committee can provide a direct 

link to higher levels of authority and increase how seriously sustainability is taken. 

The identified structural models will be reviewed in turn, describing their features in the following focal areas: 

leadership and people, budget, authority and scope of influence, and strategy. The benefits and risks of each 

model, as perceived by those contributing to the research, are summarised. 
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Estates-Based (An individual or team within the Estates department) 
 
Observed at both the University of Nottingham and RMIT University, a team dealing with institutional 

sustainability is positioned within the Estates department, with the budget embedded within the overall 

Estates budget. While this is the traditional position from which environmental issues are tackled, the cases 

observed consciously go beyond implementing an Environmental Management System (EMS), addressing 

sustainability in the curriculum and culture of the respective universities.  

 

 

Benefits Risks 

A base in Estates is well-suited for implementing an EMS 

approach, to address both big-ticket projects (eg. carbon 

management) and ‘quick-hits’ (such as waste reduction). 

Incorporating sustainability within the responsibilities of the 

existing Estates team negates the need for significant 

structural upheaval: any new posts are a simple extension of 

the existing department. Similarly, it is relatively 

straightforward to expand the Estates budget as required to 

cover additional sustainability initiative costs. This position 

also offers relative safety when the wider university agenda is 

being challenged or when cuts need to be made. 

While the Estates department is the ideal position 

from which to deal with environmental issues, the 

risk is that this builds a narrow, environment-

focussed interpretation of sustainability. Social 

and economic sustainability issues, which would 

not traditionally be dealt with by Estates, risk 

being neglected. In the same vein, the ability to 

influence broader areas such as curriculum and 

research is likely to be limited given that these do 

not normally fall within the remit of the Estates 

department. 

Leadership and 

People 

An Estates-based team may be led by the Head of Estates or by a dedicated sustainability lead 

within the Estates department, as is the case at the University of Nottingham where there is a 

dedicated Director of Sustainability, underneath whom there is a team of approximately 10. 

Budget 

The sustainability budget is embedded within the overall Estates budget. Depending on the 

strategic emphasis given to sustainability, a sum may or may not be ring-fenced within the 

overall departmental budget. 

Authority and 

Scope of 

Influence 

Being based within the Estates department naturally limits the scope of authority and influence 

to Estates based issues. This varies, however, depending on the seniority of the individual 

heading the sustainability team. A Director of Sustainability sitting at SMT level, such as at the 

University of Nottingham for example, has the freedom to make decisions on action and 

spending without seeking prior approval, on all but the largest projects. Their position may also 

allow influential outreach across other departments. In contrast, a team headed by a lower 

manager is likely to have significantly less scope for influence in areas beyond those 

traditionally considered within the jurisdiction of Estates. 

Strategy 

The inclusion of sustainability within the institutional strategy is not a key feature of the 

Estates-based approach. However, incorporation into the mission, vision and values is likely to 

positively affect the scope of influence of the team, as well as the allocated resource and 

budget. 

 

Student 

Perspective 

 

Estates-related operational issues may impact students by means of the creation of high profile 

buildings and other campus features, but the real scope for offering an improved student 

experience and enhanced graduate attributes lies in the collaboration between the curriculum 

and other areas (for example research, community partnerships). The extent of this impact 

depends upon the effectiveness of the means of horizontal reach from the Estates-based 

sustainability team across other areas. 
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 Estates-Based Case Study: 

University of Nottingham 
 
Highest level of authority: Executive level 
Reporting to: Chief Estates and Facilities Officer 
Web: http://www.nottingham.ac.uk/sustainability/  
 
The Estates department at the University of Nottingham is somewhat unique in that it has three directors, including a 

Director of Sustainability whose team is responsible for a number of operational areas as well as environmental 

management. While a large proportion of the team’s work focuses on operational responsibilities, the role of the 

directorate also spans engagement with teaching and learning, careers and research areas, as well as working with the 

students union and linking to the campuses in Malaysia and China. Outreach to these areas is enabled by the Environment 

Committee, which is chaired by a member of the Executive Board and has Senior Director level attendance. 

 

Director of Sustainability, Andy Nolan, does not consider the team’s base in Estates to be restrictive, but recognises that 

many of the connections to other business areas are made possible by his position at SMT level. The Environment 

Committee is also key to enabling a whole-institution approach, because of the diverse membership.  

 

Within the directorate sits an Environment Team of three, who are heavily involved in engagement with staff and 

students, working closely with student societies, JCRs, and the students union - in particular with the ethical and social 

justice officer. On the teaching and learning side there is an academic lead, who has been instrumental in developing 

teaching delivery using a range of platforms. 

 

Because of its significant operational responsibilities, the directorate has a healthy budget. The majority of sustainability 

spend is contained within that budget, although there is an additional Environmental Initiatives Fund. This is overseen by 

the Environment Committee, and used for smaller projects such as cycling initiatives and funding for interns. 

 

The 2010 corporate strategy was written with a clear commitment to the environment. The current strategy, ‘Global 

Strategy 2020’, demonstrates a progressive understanding of the breadth of sustainability, incorporating wider principles 

of sustainability and social responsibility within the vision and core values. The sustainability strategy is written in 

alignment with the corporate strategy, so that the work of the directorate supports the overall aims and objectives of the 

university. KPIs within the sustainability strategy are crucial for maintaining currency and charting progress, with annual 

reporting to the University Council. 

 

The most recent landmark development at the 

University of Nottingham is the GlaxoSmithKline Carbon 

Neutral Laboratory for Sustainable Chemistry, located 

on the Jubilee Campus. The Centre is unique in its focus 

on world-leading research activity in sustainable 

chemistry, and will put in place an innovative training 

framework to develop an ethos for sustainability, 

producing scientists with a thorough understanding of 

the impact and sustainability of their work. 

 

The future agenda is to look at ways to evolve and do things smarter, to develop the relationship and linkages with the 

city, and to build on the delivery of an enhanced student experience and graduate employability in order to respond to 

the student voice, which is one of the key drivers for sustainability at the University. 

 
 

 

 

http://www.nottingham.ac.uk/sustainability/
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Estates-Based Case Study:  
Royal Melbourne Institute of  
Technology (RMIT) 
University 
 
Highest level of authority: Executive Level 
Reporting to: Pro-Vice Chancellor of Design and Social Context 
Web: http://www1.rmit.edu.au/staff/sustainability  
 

The Sustainability Team at RMIT sits within Risk, Reporting and Compliance, which is a branch of Property Services. The 

current team of 4 is complemented by a Sustainability Committee (see below), which is a sub-committee of the Vice 

Chancellor’s Executive. Chaired by the Pro-Vice Chancellor of the College of Design and Social Context, it provides 

horizontal reach across the whole university. The Committee includes the Dean of Teaching and Learning, who has a high 

level overview and authority across all schools, and has a dedicated staff member within his office to work on embedding 

sustainability within the curriculum. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The previous Strategic Plan (to 2015) saw sustainability incorporated in the context of the three core goals ‘Global, Urban 

and Connected’. This document was superseded by the new Strategic Plan 2015-2020, ‘Ready for Life and Work’, which 

has sustainability clearly articulated, including a wider ethical and social focus. This angle from the new Vice Chancellor 

allows scope for the team to be broader in what they are able to do. 

 

There are three separate budgets in relation to sustainability: 

 Sustainability annual works budget - for capital infrastructure 

 Sustainability Committee budget 

 Property Services Operational budget for staffing and utilities  

 

Senior Sustainability Manager Linda Stevenson considers the approach to be transferable, suggesting that it would sit 

well with other ‘practical’ universities in a similar vein to RMIT. 
 

 

 

http://www1.rmit.edu.au/staff/sustainability
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Elsewhere-Based (An individual or team based within a department other than Estates) 

 
The second model identified was that of a small team or individual based within a department other than 

Estates. At the University of Exeter, while operational initiatives have remained in Campus Services, just one 

individual is employed as an Environment and Sustainability Advisor to coordinate sustainability across the 

institution. This role is based in the Safety, Health and Wellbeing Service, within HR Services. The position at 

Bridgend College is similar: here, sustainability is incorporated with health and wellbeing, with the approach 

led by the Health, Safety and Sustainable Development Manager. 

 

Leadership 

and People 

Approaches based in a department other than Estates tend to be led by an individual sustainability 

lead, with or without the support of a small team.  At Bridgend College, sustainability has been 

incorporated with Health, Safety and Wellbeing, resulting in the combined ‘Health, Safety and 

Sustainable Development Manager’ role, supported by one more staff member. At the University 

of Exeter, the ‘Environment and Sustainability Advisor’ is based within the HR department, under 

the Assistant Director of HR (Safety, Health and Wellbeing), with no team attached. 

Budget 

The sustainability budget will be embedded within the overall budget of the department in which 

the team is based. It is likely that the sustainability team will influence spending across other 

departments and as such there is effectively a sustainability budget embedded across the whole 

institution. 

Authority 

and Scope of 

Influence 

From a base within another department, the authority for decision making and spending may be 

very limited, however there is potential for a broad scope of influence across departments 

institution-wide if positioned as an advisory service. If the lead is in a management position, such 

as is the case at Bridgend College, this can overcome the risk of restriction to authority. 

Strategy 

While not necessarily central to the structure, the incorporation of sustainability into the mission, 

vision and values is useful in supporting the individual or team in their ability to influence across 

the institution. 

Student 

Perspective 

The visibility is likely to depend on the level of leadership and incorporation into overall strategy. 

It is possible that a team using an advisory approach will be less directly involved with students, 

but nevertheless the same benefits should filter down to the student experience. 

 
 

Benefits Risks 

Without the restrictions to the scope of influence likely to be 

experienced with a base in Estates, this structure offers the potential to 

start making connections across the institution. There is not the 

inclination to restrict work to an environmental-only agenda; broader 

aspects of sustainability can be more easily addressed. Both of the 

‘elsewhere-based’ cases reviewed take an advisory approach, offering a 

service to all departments. This has the benefit of being well-received in 

contrast to dictatorial approaches. Furthermore, by providing 

implementation advice to departments as opposed to implementing 

initiatives directly, there is no need for a large team or budget, therefore 

this structure is minimal in terms of resource requirements. 

As an addition within another 

department, there is the potential to 

encourage the thinking that 

sustainability is a ‘bolt-on’ rather than 

a priority in its own right. With this 

comes the risk that it is viewed a 

dispensable extra if there are cuts to 

funding, or if there isn’t sufficient 

resource within the home department. 
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 Elsewhere-Based Case Study: 

University of Exeter 
 
Highest level of authority: Governing Body (Council) 
Reporting to: Council 
Web: http://www.exeter.ac.uk/sustainability/  
 
In the last year, the University of Exeter has reshaped its management and governance model for in-house environment 
and sustainability work. The changes were made to ensure it continues to drive forward improvement in its own 
performance. The environmental sustainability programme is now divided into three sections of the university, each with 
a clear portfolio and action plan. 
 

1. Environmental policy, strategy, teaching and audit: an 

Environment and Sustainability Advisor is based within HR 

Services (Safety, Health and Wellbeing Service) 

2. College and Professional Services: each Director is responsible 

for driving forward local improvements based on targets and 

audit outcomes  

3. Energy, waste, green travel, water, biodivesity, etc.: this is 

managed by specific leads within Campus Services  
  

This whole-institution approach to environmental sustainability ensures that within the devolved structure the 
importance of the environment is recognised and acted upon in all areas of the University.  Because operational initiatives 
(for example energy, waste and travel) have remained in Campus Services, more time can be invested in a strategic focus 
such as training, audit, and a number of engagement initiatives and staff/student participation awards. The 
Environmental Sustainability Advisor, Karen Gallagher, finds that from this position she is able to be objective and 
critically evaluate processes, getting to the root cause of issues rather than simply being reactive, and she is therefore 
able to engage with people across the university and enable real change. She uses policy standards to set out Exeter's 
environment and sustainability principles, measure the impact and performance and embed sustainability as a core 
management need across the university, including ISO14001 certification. 
 

Environmental sustainability is governed by a Dual Assurance process. This is a university wide programme for all 
governed topics such as Environment, Health and Safety, and Equality and Diversity. The Dual Assurance team comprises 
a member of the Vice Chancellor’s Executive Group and a member of Council. They are responsible for giving support, 
scrutiny and ensuring progress with approved plans and targets. Dual Assurance is also an excellent model for giving 
environment and sustainability a supported profile at Council. The Environment and Sustainability Advisor reports to 
Council once per year, and she reports the progress from across each of the programme areas (as above).  

  

There are two underpinning environmental and sustainability groups which are in place to make things happen. The 
newly set up ‘Sustainability Vision & Change Catalyst Group’ is chaired and led by senior academics and is very 
engagement (student and staff) focused, allowing the ideas of both to be enacted and bringing ESD firmly on to the 
agenda. The Student Guild has an elected Deputy Vice President for Sustainability, who sits on the governance group and 
provides a crucial link to the student community. Sustainability is incorporated into the Education Strategy, which aims 
for students to develop a range of attributes, one of which is to become an active and committed global citizen. The 
second group ‘Campus Environment Management Group’ is chaired by the Director of Campus Services and members  all 
have responsibility for driving forward the Environment and Sustainability targets and measure the performance of the 
institution.  
  
The current institutional strategic plan contains a clear commitment to sustainability throughout. This is supported by the 
Environmental Sustainability Strategy 2015-2020 which sets out three key performance targets, all of which have been 
signed off at Executive level. 
  

Karen suggests that a particular strength of being based ‘elsewhere’ coupled with a devolved management model is the 
capacity to act independently, give expert advice, inspire people to make a difference and create change. Using a 
devolved management model means that everyone has a role achieving success - a true team spirited approach which 
works very well for Exeter.  

 

 

 

http://www.exeter.ac.uk/sustainability/
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Dedicated Department (A department in its own right) 

 
The most commonly seen structure within the selected case study institutions was that of a dedicated 

sustainability department, sitting as an independent department alongside others such as Finance, Estates 

and HR. These departments vary in size and organisation, reflecting the diversity of institutions across the 

sector. The most suitable set-up will vary depending on an institution’s background, type and size. Features in 

common for all of the dedicated departments were a dedicated budget, reasonable dedicated resource, and 

a Director of Sustainability sitting in most instances at senior management team level or higher. 

Leadership 

and People 

Dedicated sustainability departments are usually led by a ‘Director of Sustainability’ who is likely 

to sit at either middle management level or on the SMT. The wide variety of ways in which such 

departments are organised is a reflection of the diversity within the education sector. The most 

suitable approach depends very much on the background of the institution and its resulting needs. 

Likewise, the size of the institution is likely to influence what size team is appropriate. 

Budget A dedicated sustainability department will have its own budget, allocated centrally. 

Authority 

and Scope of 

Influence 

Having its own budget and sitting independently result in a department with the authority to 

undertake the majority of projects and initiatives without the requirement to seek prior approval. 

Because the role of the department is to address sustainability throughout the institution, the 

sphere of influence spans all departments. 

Strategy 

A dedicated department tends to come hand in hand with the incorporation of sustainability into 

the organisational mission, vision and/or values. This strategic focus validates the existence of such 

a department; in return, the department provides a structural means by which to actively work 

towards the strategic aims. Dedicated departments usually have ownership of an additional 

institutional sustainability strategy. 

Student 

Perspective 

The existence of a dedicated department, particularly when coupled with incorporation into the 

institution’s strategy, will maximise visibility to students; the dedicated budget can serve to 

provide opportunities for their involvement. 

 
 

Benefits Risks 

A dedicated team resourced sufficiently to undertake a range of initiatives 

has the capability to deliver a consistent stream of success stories, which 

can be utilised for PR and marketing purposes in order to enhance the 

reputation of the university or college. Having the dedicated resource to 

be able to enter and win sustainability-related awards is similarly 

beneficial to the reputation. 

Having a defined focus gives confidence that the resource is there for 

projects to be sufficiently facilitated, which can help overcome any pre-

existing resistance to spending on sustainability, and can enhance the 

likelihood of securing external grants. Leadership at directorial level 

enables close working relationships to be built with counterparts in 

departments across the university or college. This horizontal reach unlocks 

the potential for collaboration across different areas, in keeping with the 

concept of a whole-institution approach. 

Appointing a director and creating a 

dedicated team is a major and visible 

structural undertaking, which will 

always hold the potential for 

criticism. It is likely to create a 

tension, with concerns in certain 

departments about the sustainability 

team cutting across their own areas. 

The process of creating a new 

department needs either significant 

resource to do so quickly, or the 

patience to allow the structure to 

evolve over a number of years. 
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Dedicated Department Case Study: 
Canterbury Christ Church University 
 
Highest level of authority: Executive Level 
Reporting to: Dean of Social and Applied Sciences 
Web: https://www.canterbury.ac.uk/about-us/sustainability/sustainability.aspx  
 
The structure at Canterbury Christ Church University has evolved gradually over a number of years. There is a history of 
bottom-up activity, and the structure was created to facilitate that activity and drive it upwards through the organisation. 
This allows the university to not only absorb within its consciousness what sustainability is all about, but also to realise its 
importance and value in a business context. The developed structure is now enabling sustainability to be addressed 
systemically from the top down. 
 

The Director of Sustainability Development, a full time role at senior leadership level, was created in 2010. Underneath the 
director there is now a small dedicated sustainability team of three, plus two fractional academics and paid student interns 
running the Student Green Office. Wider reach comes in the form of a flexible structure of working groups, which evolve year 
on year dependent on the needs of the university. 
 

One key component, the Sustainability Strategic Management Group, is chaired by the Dean of Social and Applied Sciences. 
The Group reports directly to the Senior Management Team, of which it is an executive group. Membership includes five of 
the twelve senior managers of the university.  Having senior managers involved at this level means that when the Director of 
Sustainability Development takes proposals to the SMT, there is already support around the table. The Director of 
Sustainability Development reports centrally to the Dean of Social and Applied Sciences. Reporting in to the executive level 
gives the role validity and visibility within the organisation. 
 

Amongst the working groups is the Education for Sustainable Futures Group, which is chaired by a faculty Dean. Peter Rands, 
Director of Sustainability Development, emphasises that it is essential to have academics on board who are able to take the 
Education for Sustainability agenda forward. 
 

A more recent addition to the structure is the Student Green Office, which has one paid student acting as a coordinator and 
currently around 27 students, paid and volunteers, involved. Although initially set up by the sustainability team, it now 
operates independently with minimal support, working on the premise of peer-to-peer engagement. 
 

The team has a significant budget, covering staff and non-staff costs, as well as an internal grant for the Futures Initiative (a 
university wide programme for enhancing curriculum with sustainability perspectives). 
 

The University’s Strategic Framework 2015-2020 states four strategic aims, and identifies sustainability as one of six cross-
cutting themes. Getting recognition within the strategy has been made easier by the fact that Canterbury Christ Church 
University is a church foundation, because the mission and values of the Church of England and the organisation sit hand in 
hand with sustainability. One significant success has been getting a strategic Key Performance Indicator introduced relating 
to sustainability. 
 

The work of the sustainability team has been aligned with ISO14001 since 2011, and everything has been incorporated 
including elements such as food and curriculum work. Including these positive areas has been helpful in enhancing the value 
of the structure. The team also works using the LiFE  Framework1, which they cite as a useful tool to fine tune what is being 
done in relation to the policy and strategy, who is being engaged, how it is being measured and communicated and what 
support is in place. 

According to Peter Rands, the future for sustainability at 
Canterbury Christ Church is about consolidating the 
approach they have now while maintaining the flexibility 
to adapt. “It’s about moving forward with current agendas 
by tying in with the action that’s already going on. It’s a 
long game, it’s about being tenacious and keeping going. 
In that respect, it’s transferable to anywhere.” 

                                                           
1  Living Labs is a concept that aims to establish partnerships or programmes which connect academic activities of the institution (i.e. 
learning & teaching, and academic research) with non-academic partners – http://www.eauc.org.uk/livinglabs 

 

https://www.canterbury.ac.uk/about-us/sustainability/sustainability.aspx
http://www.eauc.org.uk/livinglabs
http://www.google.co.uk/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwj3vtbs0ePNAhXoDsAKHQJhBiIQjRwIBw&url=http://www.parents.highbury.ac.uk/client/content.asp?contentid=1036&psig=AFQjCNHHuK0Ylr3SktfUdx0zb5dzeondcQ&ust=1468059456150128
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 Dedicated Department Case Study: 

University of Gloucestershire 
 
Highest level of authority: Executive Level 
Reporting to: Pro-Vice Chancellor 
Web: http://sustainability.glos.ac.uk/  
 

The University of Gloucestershire has taken action on sustainability for over 25 years 

but its current structure was established in 2007, with the appointment of an 

institutional lead and creation of a Sustainability Team to deliver its cross-business 

Sustainability Strategy. The team’s expertise covers education and research, estates 

and operations, partnerships and outreach, and student experience. It also hosts RCE 

Severn, a United Nations University Regional Centre of Expertise in Sustainability 

Education that connects partners across the region.  

The department is positioned within professional services, reporting to the Pro-Vice 

Chancellor, who holds executive responsibility for sustainability. Its lead role is the 

Director of Sustainability, who is a member of the SMT, responsible for sustainability 

KPIs in the University’s Operational Plan and Chair of the Sustainable Development 

Committee that supports governance and policy development. As a department in its 

own right, the team has an independent budget and is not constrained by being 

located within estates and facilities. 

Director of Sustainability, Dr Alex Ryan, notes that blending academic innovation with corporate strategy is key to the 

University of Gloucestershire’s approach to organisational change for sustainability. Sustainability has been a core 

institutional value since 2010 and is integrated into the University’s Strategic Plan for 2017-22 as a key strategic enabler. 

The University is about to launch its Sustainability Strategy 2017-22 which is driven by Education for Sustainability 

principles. It states: ‘We see sustainability as a force for transformative change across our academic activities, business 

operations, public outreach and the entire student experience’. 

The Sustainability Strategy aims to engage people in 

transformational change, focusing on the development of 

pedagogy, not just the transmission of specialist knowledge in 

sustainability. It recognises that sustainability is a process of 

learning, not just in the curriculum but for student experiences, 

staff development and organisational learning. Under the new 

strategy and to extend existing success in curriculum development, 

structural links have been established with the  

central academic development services to increase cross-faculty integration of Education for Sustainability. Having a 

lead role with management responsibility as well as academic credibility is critical to this shift and will enable deeper 

integration with initiatives geared to future success in the TEF and REF. 

The Sustainability Team delivers the strategy using systemic approaches to change, setting priorities that support the 

current business needs and finding leverage points aligned with the corporate context and future ambitions. Their 

approach is to offer strategic leadership, specialist advice and practical support, and to develop collaboration but 

ultimately encourage individuals and teams to take ownership of sustainability and adopt it into their own activities 

and plans as a gradual process of embedding and enhancement. 

As Alex Ryan explains, while issues might be unique to Gloucestershire’s context and profile, the strategic principles for 

tackling them are based on wider experience of leading and managing institutional and academic change, approaches 

which are transferable to other universities and colleges.  

 

 

 

http://sustainability.glos.ac.uk/
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Student-Led (Involvement of students including part-time employment) 

 

Maastricht University provided an example of a student-led model. A number of students are employed on a 

part-time basis to make up the ‘Green Office’, with support from a dedicated member of staff as well as a 

wider team of student volunteers. The model is made possible by the official mandate and annual budget 

given to the Green Office by the University. An important feature of this model is a supervisory board to which 

the office reports, which includes university staff at executive level as well as senior external figures. 

 

Leadership 

and People 

The model is student-led and staff-supported. A dedicated team of students, working on a part-

time employed or voluntary basis, initiate and coordinate sustainability projects – alone or 

together with staff - across the institution. Reporting is to a supervisory board, ideally including at 

least one senior member of staff (e.g. executive level). In instances where a sustainability 

committee also exists, reporting can also be to the committee.  

Budget A budget is allocated centrally, to cover employee, administrative and project costs. 

Authority 

and Scope of 

Influence 

Authority is mandated from the university or college. At least one high level member of staff is 

needed on board in some capacity in order to broaden the scope of influence of the student office 

within institutional departments. This model is likely to have greater engagement with the student 

body than other approaches. 

Strategy 

Whether or not sustainability is incorporated into the main strategy of the institution, the 

opportunities this approach offers to students can fit well with strategic goals such as enhancing 

the student experience and graduate employability, and developing graduates as global citizens. 

 

Student 

Perspective 

 

The student-led model provides an opportunity for students to enhance their learning and 

employability. As a key stakeholder group, the approach gives them relevance and ownership: it is 

‘led by students, for students’, but supported by staff to guarantee the quality, continuity and 

impact of their work. 

 
 

Benefits Risks 

This approach can usefully increase the visibility 

of sustainability efforts amongst students, 

improving the potential for wider student 

engagement and learning, as well as potentially 

enabling students and staff to collaborate on 

sustainability issues. Student-driven approaches 

tend to result in more activities at the grassroots 

level, plus lobby efforts to advance structural 

changes within the organisation. 

Adoption of a student-led model requires the official support 

of the university or college, through a budget, training, office 

space, staff support and a mandate. This requires lobbying 

from the side of students. The short timescale of student 

turnover presents a risk of discontinuity over the medium to 

long term, unless there is some formal staff involvement to 

oversee strategic interests and longer projects. Student efforts 

may not lead to significant changes within the institution, 

unless they are also supported by staff.  
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Student-Led Case Study: 
Maastricht University 
 
Highest level of authority: Executive Level 
Reporting to: Sustainability Board (including the Vice President) 
Web: http://greenofficemaastricht.nl/  
 
The Maastricht University Green Office (UMGO) is a student-driven and staff-supported sustainability hub, established in 

2010 as the result of successful lobbying by a student initiative. The UMGO initiates and coordinates sustainability 

projects at Maastricht University, by empowering students and staff. The work of the UMGO is divided into five  

areas: governance, community, operations, research and education. 

 

The UMGO team consists of 8 students and one PhD student, and the environmental coordinator (staff), all employed on 

a part time basis. The inclusion of a university staff member in a supervisory capacity enables continuity over longer 

periods of time, to overcome issues created by the short timescale of student turnover. Further support is provided by 

approximately 30 student volunteers. 

The team reports to a supervisory board, which provides feedback and support. The board includes the Vice President of 

the University, the Dean of the Faculty of Humanities and Science, and a number of other senior internal and external 

figures. The university provides the UMGO with an official mandate to work on sustainability issues in the organisation, 

and an annual budget which covers all salaries, office space and project expenses. 

Sustainability is not explicitly referenced in the overarching corporate strategy of the university. However, the university’s 

mission refers to developing students as ‘global citizens at the forefront of their generation’ and making a ‘genuine, 

tangible contribution to a better world’, and as such supports the principles of the UMGO. ‘Sustainability Vision 2030’ is 

the strategic document setting out Maastricht’s aim to become a sustainable university by 2030, and ‘Roadmap 2030’, 

developed by the UMGO, sets out how this will be achieved, concentrating on the five portfolios. 

The student-led Green Office at Maastricht University was the first of its kind, but this model has since been further 

developed by rootAbility2, an organisation set-up by the founders of the UMGO. The Green Office Model has been 

recreated in other forward-thinking universities including Utrecht University, VUB (Brussels) and the Humboldt University 

of Berlin, which demonstrates that it is clearly transferable, subject to adaptation to suit the individual institution. 

 

                                                           
2 rootAbility is a non-profit organisation established to promote, support and enable the creation of ‘Green Offices’ at European 

universities – http://rootability.com/ 

 

http://greenofficemaastricht.nl/
http://rootability.com/
https://www.google.co.uk/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwiKlaWj9YTOAhVHMhoKHUViCeAQjRwIBw&url=https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Maastricht_University_logo.svg&psig=AFQjCNGk_1wTYvNEn6oO3nkzaDYKZz9dAQ&ust=1469202751053603
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Decentralised (Sustainability-related staff across different areas, with high level overview) 
 

The decentralised model is closely tied to sustainability as an institutional strategic priority. Crucially, this 

model is overseen at executive level: at both Anglia Ruskin University and University of Wales Trinity Saint 

David (UWTSD) there is a Pro-Vice Chancellor for Sustainability; the lead at the University of Manchester is the 

Associate Vice President for Social Responsibility, and at the University of Laval, this falls within the role of the 

Vice Rector Executive and Development. Underneath this leadership, responsibility for sustainability is 

embedded at a high level within each business area of the institution (for example teaching, operations, etc.), 

whether by means of dedicated roles or incorporation into existing roles. 

 

Leadership 

and People 

The decentralised approach has a dedicated lead at executive level. Below this, responsibility for 

sustainability is embedded at a high level in each area of business (for example: teaching, research, 

operations/estates) – in some instances with a dedicated role for sustainability; in others, this is 

incorporated into existing roles. There may or may not be a team underneath working solely on 

sustainability, as appropriate for that business area in any particular institution. 

With the lead at executive level, reporting benefits from a direct line to the Vice Chancellor or 

Principal. 

Budget 
While the decentralised approach will see budgets embedded within the areas it spans, it is likely 

that there will be some sort of project budget allocated to the executive lead. 

Authority 

and Scope of 

Influence 

The level of authority is high, because this approach is led at executive level and closely linked with 

strategic priorities. The decentralised arrangement with oversight from a high level allows 

influence across all academic and operational areas. 

Strategy 

It is key to the decentralised model that sustainability is incorporated within the central strategy 

of the university or college. Without this, it is unlikely that resource at executive level would be 

allocated to sustainability in the way that is necessary for the approach to be implemented with 

success. 

Student 

Perspective 

The centrality of institutional strategy to this approach means that sustainability is visibly at the 

forefront of the agenda and an integral part of the student experience. 

 
 

Benefits Risks 

The decentralised approach is closely tied to 

sustainability as a strategic priority, and as such is 

very visible with the potential to be used as a USP for 

the university or college. Having leadership at a high 

level (at least at the level of the Executive group) 

allows a strategic, whole-institution view, and 

enables integration between all business areas, from 

teaching to estates, regardless of how independently 

from each other they might usually operate. Areas of 

responsibility are embedded within appropriate 

departments, and as such the risk of ‘treading on 

toes’ or duplicated roles is removed. 

This structure is highly dependent on leadership; 

therefore it is crucial that the individual overseeing has the 

appropriate combination of leadership and management 

skills, and appreciation for the complex nature of 

sustainability. A risk with top-down approaches such as 

this is that they are not received positively by those further 

down the hierarchy. There is a tendency for instructions 

from above to be perceived as a ‘tick box exercise’ , rather 

than presenting the issues as something to engage with 

and adopt into the culture. Therefore it is essential that 

the delivery approach is handled with forethought and 

care.  
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 Decentralised Case Study: 

Anglia Ruskin University 
 
Highest level of authority: Executive level 
Reporting to: Pro-Vice Chancellor for Sustainability 
Web: http://www.anglia.ac.uk/sustainability  
 

Drive from a number of members of the Senior Management Team at Anglia Ruskin University saw sustainability become 

a major part of the agenda around six years ago, with the integration of sustainability into the Corporate Strategy. Since 

then, the Vice Chancellor has been instrumental in championing it across the whole university and integrating it centrally. 

Prior to the creation of new posts five years ago there was no structure relating to sustainability. This has changed 

dramatically, most notably with the creation of the Global Sustainability Institute (GSI) – a dedicated research institute 

of around 40 staff and PhD students, including Education for Sustainability (EfS) as a key research area and driver of 

quality metrics relating to teaching and the curriculum across the university. 
 

 

 

‘Our mission, under our commitment to sustainability, is 

that we will always ask about the long term implications of 

our present actions.’ 

 

Photo credit: Brian Richardson, Student Services, 2nd place 

2015 Staff Biodiversity Photography Competition

The Pro-Vice Chancellor for Sustainability has the highest level of authority for sustainability. The structure is 

decentralised, with four ‘threads’: research (GSI), teaching (EfS), estates (Estates Department) and students (Students 

Union). Though these areas are structurally independent from each other (with the exception of EfS, which sits within 

the GSI), for the purpose of sustainability the head of each reports to the Pro-Vice Chancellor for Sustainability. Research 

and teaching are well integrated, driven centrally by a top-down strategy. There has always been some bottom-up 

consideration of sustainability within estates; this is now linked in with research. 

Newly introduced this year is an implementation group, consisting of the Director of the GSI, the Director of EfS, the Head 

of Estates, the SU President and the Chaplaincy. The aim of this group is to look at the implementation of the new 

sustainability strategy, and again report to the Pro-Vice Chancellor for Sustainability. 

The budget is decentralised as might be expected: Education for Sustainability is signed off centrally; sustainability work 

within Estates is embedded within the departmental budget; the Students Union is a separate legal entity from the 

university, and therefore is also financially separate. 

Sustainability is crucially included in the mission and values of the 2015-2017 institutional corporate plan, as it was in the 

previous plan. The sustainability strategy is set out until 2020. This is deliberately a longer time scale than might normally 

be used for strategies, in order to allow time for a real transformation of the university. 

Looking to the future, Aled Jones, Director of the Global Sustainability Institute, explains that the structure is still evolving. 

Because Education for Sustainability sits within the Institute, it is naturally easier to consider the research and teaching 

agendas together and to integrate well between these areas. The next challenge is to focus on how to integrate better 

with the work of Estates and the Students Union, and how to support engagement in these areas. 

 
 

 

http://www.anglia.ac.uk/sustainability
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 Decentralised Case Study: 

University of Wales  
Trinity St David 
 
Highest level of authority: Executive level 
Reporting to: Vice Chancellor 
Web: http://www.uwtsd.ac.uk/inspire/  

The University of Wales Trinity Saint David (UWTSD) was formed by the merger of the University of Wales Lampeter and 
Trinity College University Carmarthen in 2010 and with Swansea Metropolitan University in 2012. In 2013, two FE colleges, 
Coleg Sir Gar with 5 campuses in Carmarthenshire and Coleg Ceredigion with 2 campuses in Ceredigion joined with HE 
partners to create the UWTSD Group. A commitment to embedding Education for Sustainable Development and Global 
Citizenship was already high on the agenda of Trinity College, as was sustainability at Lampeter. With the Wellbeing and 
Future Generations (Wales) Act on the horizon, the university saw an opportunity to prepare themselves for this incoming 
legislation while also creating a USP in keeping with the ethos of the founding institutions. 

The Institute of Sustainable Practice, Innovation and Resource Effectiveness (INSPIRE) was launched in January 2012, acting 
as a start-point for cross-institutional activity. The structure is minimal: the Director of INSPIRE, Jane Davidson, winner of the 
2015 Green Gown Awards Leadership Award - sits at Pro Vice-Chancellor level, and oversees personally the delivery across 
the whole university - the aim being to embed sustainability strategically in all areas of the university’s activity – culture, 
curriculum, campus and community. She is supported by the Head of Sustainability Delivery (Operations) and his team; one 
fractional academic lead; a senior policy and strategy officer within Corporate Services; the Chief Executive of the Students’ 
Union, a student paid internship programme and Sustainability Link Contacts in every school and department of the 
university.  

 The input from Corporate Services is crucial in enabling access to get sustainability within all departments. The Sustainability 
Delivery Team sits within the Operations Directorate. 

The director and fractional academic lead posts are covered by a dedicated budget, but other sustainability spending is 
embedded within faculty and departmental budgets. There are also additional project budgets, which cover intern funding, 
the NUS Green Impact initiative and other projects. 

Sustainability is incorporated into all strategic documents; in particular the institutional strategic plan makes very clear the 
commitment to sustainability through a Key Performance Indicator (KPI) to embed sustainability as a core principle across all 
aspects of the university. Within the Sustainability Strategy, KPIs sit under four pillars of activity: ‘Campus’ (environmental 
sustainability), ‘Culture’ (embedding sustainability), ‘Curriculum’ (teaching and learning) and ‘Competitive Advantage’. Every 
department and faculty is required to provide plans demonstrating how sustainability will be embedded within their area. 

Achievements and awards are used to define KPIs, embed goals and further the cultural agenda for sustainability. Examples 
are performance in the People and Planet University League, ISO14001 across the whole university, Green Dragon Level 5, 
Green Gown Awards and Soil Association Awards. 

The university has recently committed to integrating the aims of the Wellbeing of Future Generations (Wales) Act in 
everything it does. The next area of focus for sustainability at UWTSD is ‘Competitive Advantage’: demonstrating the 
commercial opportunities of sustainability as a USP, and showing that it can generate income and attract valuable people to 
the university. 

Jane considers a key strength of this model to be that 
it is able to systemically and organisationally change 
the whole culture of the university. The approach is 
transferrable, but it is crucial that the individual 
taking overall responsibility and leading the 
sustainability agenda is placed high enough in the 
organisation to be able to oversee a total analysis of 
the institution and identify where sustainability 
needs be embedded and how this can be achieved. 

 
 
 

 

 

http://www.uwtsd.ac.uk/inspire/
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No Dedicated Roles 
 
Two different approaches to a model with no dedicated roles were observed amongst the participating 
institutions. Uxbridge College is at an early stage of its sustainability ‘journey’, and does not yet have any 
dedicated resource or budget for sustainability. The structure is simply a committee open to students and staff 
from all areas, chaired at executive level. The college sees this as a stepping-stone in the direction of securing 
dedicated resource in the longer term. In contrast, South Lanarkshire College could be considered to be near 
the other end of the journey, claiming that sustainability is embedded within the system-wide processes and 
entire culture of the institution, thus negating the need for any dedicated sustainability roles. That said, there 
is still some structure in the form of a sustainability committee, comprised of representatives from all 
departments in addition to student representatives. 

 

Leadership 

and People 

There is no outright leader or team, though it is essential that there is top level authority for sustainability 

in order to ensure it does not disappear from the agenda in the absence of a physical ‘team’. Comparable to 

equality and diversity, there is an expectation that every member of staff acknowledges sustainability and it 

is accepted as a key element of the business culture and embedded within work processes. 

Budget 
The budget for sustainability is integrated with the budget of each department rather than being held 

separately, because all sustainability-related work is an integral part of the delivery from each department. 

Authority and 

Scope of 

Influence 

Every individual has responsibility for sustainability and the authority to act within the scope of influence of 

their own role. If reporting to governor level is incorporated within the model, this ensures influence right 

across every corner of the university or college. 

Strategy 
It is absolutely crucial for the success of this model that sustainability is incorporated into the mission, vision 

and values. 

Student 

Perspective 

The case studies visited included a sustainability ‘group’ or ‘committee’, and in both instances this was the 

means by which student representatives were able to get directly involved. The student perspective is highly 

dependent upon how closely and in what way sustainability is tied in with strategic priorities. 

 
Benefits Risks 

A ‘no dedicated roles’ model can be useful for smaller institutions 

early on in their sustainability journey, as a way of introducing it into 

the culture and mind-set of staff and students perhaps before there 

is resource and budget available to create dedicated roles. Over time 

this enables the business case for dedicated resource to become 

justified, and transition to another structural model is then likely to 

be possible. 

Alternatively, this model has potential at the other end of the journey: 

some might see sustainability truly embedded within the whole 

culture and system-wide processes as an ideal towards which an 

institution might aim, if this level of embeddedness is indeed 

achievable. Combined with authority sitting at governor level, this 

would render it safe from the uncertainty of top level staff changes, 

such as the instance of an incoming Vice Chancellor or Principal for 

whom the organisational benefits of sustainability are not yet 

recognised. If achieved, it presents the widest possible reach to every 

corner of a university or college: sustainability becomes a normal and 

expected target for all departments in the same way that equality and 

health and safety already are, with the incorporation of reporting and 

targets into business processes. 

With no dedicated resource and authority comes 

the risk that sustainability becomes ‘out of sight, 

out of mind’. While the aim is for it to be 

embedded within the culture and considered by 

all, when no one is answerable to a specified 

authority for sustainability, it may become 

forgotten about altogether. Furthermore, any 

claim that it is embedded within values might be 

seen as an opportunity to justify the removal of 

existing resource where financial cuts are being 

sought. 

This concept raises the question of whether 

sustainability can be too embedded: is it visible, 

or does it negate the opportunity to use 

sustainability as a USP? It is postulated that 

sustainability is a never-ending journey and there 

is always more that can be done. So without a 

team pushing ever further with new ideas, might 

a fully embedded approach self-limit the extent 

of sustainability that is actually achieved? 
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No Dedicated Roles Case Study: 
South Lanarkshire College 
 
Highest level of authority: Executive level 
Reporting to: Depute Principal 
Web: http://www.south-lanarkshire-college.ac.uk/ 
about-us/sustainability/low-carbon-house-project/  
 

The absence of dedicated sustainability roles at South Lanarkshire has not hindered a strong ethos of 

sustainability across the college, which is instead supported by the ‘Sustainability Group’. This is a committee 

chaired by a Deputy Head of Faculty and comprises representatives from different departments and faculties 

as well as student representatives. The Depute Principal is a noteworthy member of the Sustainability Group. 

Aside from the Sustainability Group, the approach is somewhat comparable to Equality and Diversity, in that 

there is no dedicated team but every member of staff is expected to acknowledge sustainability as standard. 

There is no ring fenced budget for sustainability, because all sustainability initiatives are carried out within 

departments, and therefore spending on sustainability is embedded within departmental budgets.  

Crucially, sustainability is central to the strategic plan. ‘Promoting sustainability’ is one of the three strategic 

priorities, with Key Performance Measures identified to monitor progress and delivery. Sustainability also 

features within the college’s ethos statements, which are displayed prominently around the campus. 

Every departmental manager is required to put together an annual operational plan, which is to include 

consideration of sustainability in the context of their own department. For example, in the case of academic 

departments, plans cover how sustainability will be incorporated into the curriculum, which ensures it is built 

into lesson plans and reaches all students. In this way, sustainability permeates down from the top-level 

strategic plan right through to delivery. 

A highlight at South Lanarkshire College is the award-winning ‘Aurora’, an innovative low-carbon house which 

leads the way in eco-friendly house design, and also serves as an education resource for students. Following 

this success, work is complete on an 8-classroom ‘zero-energy’ teaching facility.  This is the first building in the 

UK to achieve a BREEAM (2014) Outstanding rating for its design and construction.  

 

Depute Principal, Angus Allan, suggests that the approach of building sustainability into the vision, values and 

ethos should be easily transferrable to elsewhere, although it is essential that the culture develops with the 

strategy and commitment from all levels within the organisation, in order for sustainability to embed 

successfully.  

 
 
 
 
  

 

http://www.south-lanarkshire-college.ac.uk/%20about-us/sustainability/low-carbon-house-project/
http://www.south-lanarkshire-college.ac.uk/%20about-us/sustainability/low-carbon-house-project/
http://www.google.co.uk/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwiCgYP99YTOAhUC2hoKHYvEAjIQjRwIBw&url=http://www.aspenpeople.co.uk/SLC/&psig=AFQjCNEHSqGIvCUx5tS6ZLftPdB1o6z5ZQ&ust=1469202959864986
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 No Dedicated Roles Case Study:  

Uxbridge College 
 
Highest level of authority: Executive level 
Reporting to: Vice Principal, Finance and Corporate Services 
Web: http://www.uxbridge.ac.uk/about-us/campuses/ 
sustainability-at-uxbridge-college  
 
Sustainability at Uxbridge College has been driven by Sara Sands, Vice Principal, Finance and Corporate 

Services, who over time has built it into her own objectives and those of the managers for whom she is 

responsible. It is however incorporated into the roles of Estates Manager and the Health and Safety Manager; 

in particular, the latter was increased from part time to full time to allow more involvement in sustainability 

work. 

 

 

 

Though there are no roles at Uxbridge College wholly dedicated 

to sustainability, there is a sustainability committee which 

includes staff from Estates, Health and Safety, Finance, 

Marketing, Catering, E-learning and Curriculum, as well as 

students. The committee meets approximately every six weeks, 

and is chaired by the Vice Principal, Finance and Corporate 

Services, with much of the ‘front of house’ side of the 

committee’s work handled by another senior director. Unlike 

the committees seen across other case studies visited, the 

committee at Uxbridge is less formal. It is open to any staff or 

students who are interested, and is intended as a discussion 

group to develop and promote initiatives as well as monitoring 

the operational statistics of facilities. This sustainability activity 

is promoted under the ‘ecollegey’ branding, which aims to ‘raise 

awareness and implement environmentally friendly solutions’ 

across the two campuses of the college. 

There is a modest sustainability budget, which is used for a variety of initiatives. Because authority for 

sustainability sits at executive level, other budgets such as that of Estates can be steered towards sustainability 

spending, so in this sense it is to a certain extent embedded. 

Sustainability is incorporated as a core value within the College’s strategic plan, and one of the five strategic 

aims is ‘to continue to work with our partners to promote a strong economy and sustainable community 

development’. A range of sustainability modules are taught across the curriculum as standard. 

Sara explains that it is not possible to take the same kind of approach as some of the large universities, because 

of the small scale of the college. The Uxbridge approach, therefore, is gradual. The ideal for the future would 

be to see creation of a post dedicated to sustainability, so that it is not competing for time with other 

responsibilities with the risk of being neglected as a lower priority. 

 

 

 

https://www.uxbridge.ac.uk/about-us/campuses/sustainability-at-uxbridge-college
https://www.uxbridge.ac.uk/about-us/campuses/sustainability-at-uxbridge-college
http://www.google.co.uk/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwjL053E9oTOAhWKOxoKHeWVBzcQjRwIBw&url=http://www.sustainabilityexchange.ac.uk/green_gown_awards_2014_best_newcomer_uxbridge_c&psig=AFQjCNEtXsTFTpKrtfY46Uhn4r9fWuaFSg&ust=1469203183304781
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Governance Matters 
 Highest Level of Authority 
The highest level at which authority for sustainability lies, whether as a dedicated role or as part of a broader 

portfolio of responsibilities, has a significant effect on the impact of a sustainability team. This should not be 

confused with leadership, which can be effective at any level given the right individual, appropriate support 

from senior management and endorsement for sustainability within the overarching institutional strategy. 

Unsurprisingly, the lower the level of authority, the less likely it is that sustainability is perceived as a priority 

by the wider organisation. 

Generally speaking, authority at SMT level or higher comes hand in hand with its incorporation into the 

corporate strategy of the institution. Authority at middle management or below may start to present 

challenges in terms of securing resource and a reasonable budget. The key pros and cons of authority for 

sustainability at levels from governing board down to lower management are summarised below. 
 

Governing Board (excluding Vice Chancellor/Principal) 

One or more members of the governing board holding authority for sustainability is more likely to guarantee 

safety from the uncertainty of top-level staff changes. Charged with setting the educational character and 

mission of the institution, priorities driven from this level are accepted as core and are unlikely to be 

challenged or to be viewed as dispensable by executive or senior management level decision-makers. 

Authority on sustainability this high up could be perceived as the ideal, however if sustainability is not 

sponsored at this level already, accessing and influencing the governing board in order to persuade them 

that it should be a central priority can present a tough challenge. 

 

Executive (e.g. Vice Chancellor/Principal, pro-Vice Chancellor, Vice President, etc.) 

There was executive level involvement in more than half of the case studies reviewed during this research, 

in many cases in the capacity of chairing a sustainability committee. Authority at executive level puts 

sustainability very visibly on the agenda, and as such it can be harnessed as a Unique Selling Point, driving 

positive reputational effects and attracting and retaining more staff and students. Authority from this high 

level allows a strategic view across the whole institution, enabling a strategically integrated approach 

across all areas (for example operations, research and teaching). 

 

Where an executive-level authoritative lead goes hand in hand with a top-down implementation approach, 

this allows efficient use of existing hierarchical structures and makes it relatively straightforward to 

incorporate sustainability within institutional policies to reach through all departments to all levels of staff. 

However with this comes the risk of not being received well: care must be taken that it is not seen as a tick-

box exercise that must be done because of instruction from above. 

 

Non-executive Senior Management Team 

Non-executive SMT level authority for sustainability allows the use of existing working relationships with 

counterparts, maximising collaboration between different departments and enhancing the sphere of 

influence across different areas of the university or college. However, this influence comes a step down from 

those making strategic decisions, which may serve to limit the scope of that influence. 
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Middle Management 

Sustainability instigated from a management level below the SMT and without the negative perceptions of 

top-down ‘instruction’ is likely to be more readily accepted, encouraging engagement rather than resistance 

from departments across the organisation. Authority at this level or lower potentially allows a more flexible 

approach, allowing initiatives to perhaps be trialled ‘under the radar’ without the need for prior approval. 

However, not being answerable at SMT level runs the risk of sustainability being seen as a lower priority and 

therefore not being taken as seriously as it might be with a higher authority lead. 

 

Lower Management or Individual 

Authority for sustainability sitting at lower management level or with a non-management individual has 

similar benefits to having authority at middle management in that the negative aspects associated with top-

down approaches are avoided, and there is the potential for flexibility. At this level, however, there is a risk 

that sustainability may be perceived as a ‘bolt-on’ activity, rather than a priority in its own right: this 

potentially sets it up as something which is easily cut when money, resources or time are limited. 

Furthermore, a lack of defined authority at a senior level may limit the scope of influence. This approach 

may be very reliant on one individual, meaning that success may depend somewhat on that one person’s 

level of drive, confidence and ability. Therefore staff changes introduce an element of risk. 

 

 Monitoring and Reporting 
Frequent reference was made to the importance of monitoring sustainability progress, with the use of 

appropriate metrics. Many of the case studies regarded the use of Key Performance Indicators (KPIs) as crucial, 

because this served to keep sustainability high on the corporate agenda. A point of note was the suggestion 

that the National Student Survey (NSS)3 might usefully be utilised as a metric to capture the student voice on 

how well an institution is performing with regard to sustainability. 

 

Implementation 
 Top-Down Process 
There is unanimous recognition of the need for both vertical and horizontal reach throughout the organisation 

to effectively implement a holistic approach to sustainability. The top-down contribution should ideally 

incorporate sustainability within the mission, vision and values. This must be supported by the strategy, 

practically applied through policy, and monitored with appropriate metrics. The combination of these strategic 

tools makes best systemic use of the existing hierarchy. 

 

 Careful Language 
The definition of sustainability continues to be controversial, and there is often a conscious effort, by some, 

to avoid using the term altogether for fear of the preconceptions it brings. It is important to communicate with 

those at all levels throughout the institution as well as external stakeholders using language that they 

understand, and language that reflects the breadth of what sustainability encompasses. A tactic employed at 

the University of Leeds was to drop the word ‘green’ and stop using green colour schemes for the sustainability 

team, because they found it was encouraging a narrow environmental interpretation of sustainability being 

solely about issues like recycling and switching off lights. 

                                                           
3 The National Student Survey is a widely recognised authoritative survey of student opinions in the UK, carried out annually – 
http://www.thestudentsurvey.com/ 

http://www.thestudentsurvey.com/
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 Service Orientation 
A number of the cases reviewed showed a common theme of establishing a service orientation, citing how 

important it had been to demonstrate that the role of the team (or individual) was to support and contribute, 

rather than taking over the areas of responsibility already spoken for by other departments and ‘treading on 

toes’. There was also a resounding emphasis on the importance of encouraging and supporting changes rather 

than demanding them. On the academic side in particular, it has proven valuable to take the time to speak to 

individual departments and enable them to identify for themselves how sustainability is relevant to their 

particular area, thus allowing them ownership of sustainability within their respective departments. 

 

Strategic Dimensions: 
 

Leadership and Authority 
 The Right Leader 
Many of the professionals contributing to this research referred to the challenge in hand as one of change 

management, commenting that it is essential to identify the right individual to lead on sustainability. The 

collective description was that of an individual who not only has an understanding of the concept of 

sustainability and systems thinking, but who has the ability to create, lead and manage change, with the vision 

to see opportunities and the skills to make the most of them. 

 

 Champions, Sponsors and Academic Leads 
Beyond having the right leader, champions across all levels are essential in initiating and maintaining drive 

throughout the organisation. Likewise, it is vital to have sponsorship at the top, without which there is the risk 

of the agenda being seen as weak, and potentially dispensable. Many of the case studies emphasise the 

importance of having an academic lead heading the approach to sustainability within the areas of teaching 

and research. One such example is at the University of Gloucestershire, where the link between the 

Sustainability Team and the Teaching and Learning Development Unit has been formalized. The 

academic/professional services divide is a familiar hurdle across the sector, and implementing a dedicated 

academic lead is crucial in bridging this divide and enabling effective communication between areas otherwise 

detached from one another.  

 
 

Engagement and Representation 
 
 Bottom-Up, Student Voice 
At the other end of the hierarchy, grassroots action is equally important. The student voice must be listened 

to and recognised as a driver of change; after all, students are essentially the core stakeholders within the 

sector. The NSS survey could be utilised as a metric to capture the student voice on how well an institution is 

performing with regard to sustainability. The student-led model takes this to another level, putting the 

students in charge of driving sustainability and allowing them to act as embedded agents of change. 

Some of the most successful approaches have developed strategies and structures from the top-down while 

simultaneously allowing grassroots initiatives to build support and engagement from the bottom-up. These 

initial approaches at seemingly opposite ends of the spectrum in fact prove to complement each other well, 
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encouraging the perception that all levels of staff and students are on the same ‘team’: a whole institution 

pursuing the same goal of sustainability. 

 

 Partnerships and Collaboration 
Also emerging as a key point is the importance of breaking down the silo-mentality, instead building 

partnerships and collaboration in order to extend horizontal reach across business areas that might otherwise 

remain independent of each other. ‘Living Labs’ is a positive example of collaborative working, whereby the 

campus is used as a ‘lab’ to solve problems and test new sustainability technologies and services in a real world 

setting. This sees researchers, estates departments and external stakeholders working in partnership with one 

another, and provides an opportunity for the campus to be used as a learning resource, encouraging greater 

student engagement. 
 

 Community Engagement 

The impact of any university or college will be felt most greatly by the local community on its doorstep, and as 

such it is essential that community relations are nurtured. At the University of Manchester, incorporation of 

environmental sustainability under the umbrella of social responsibility reflects its recognition that all aspects 

of sustainability are part of the total impact on the university or college, and community engagement is one 

of the five core themes of its social responsibility agenda. 

 
 

Conclusion 
 
It is exciting to see a range of progressive work, innovative structures and pioneering strategies being 

developed across the sector in an effort to address sustainability. This research has presented a selection of 

case studies where whole-institution sustainability approaches have already been introduced. The findings 

have highlighted crucial structural and strategic dimensions. Further to this, it has been possible to identify  

six broad structural models; the key features, benefits and risks have been explored for each. Without 

exception, the case study contributors felt that their own approaches were transferable to other institutions, 

but with caveats in relation to factors such as the institutional background or size, for example. It is evident 

therefore that there is not a single ‘best’ model which will be appropriate for all, but that the journey will be 

unique to each university and college.  

 

And a journey is indeed what we are looking at. While the plentiful selection of positive case studies is 

inspiring, it is probably safe to say that not one of the universities or colleges visited would claim that they 

have reached an end goal, if indeed there is one. Some interviewees referenced the aim for sustainability to 

be so embedded that a team is not required; others have suggested there is always further you can go and 

more that can be done, so there will always be a need and justification for sustainability leaders within the 

sector. The ideal for each institution is unique, there is no right or wrong; what is important is that the journey 

is securely on the agenda. 

 

EAUC has undertaken this research, looking expressly at those breaking with tradition and pushing structural 

boundaries in new and exciting directions, in order to inspire others to embark on similar paths. This is an 

opportunity to build reputation and be recognised as a sector leader; making best use of resources to be 

innovative and guide the tertiary sector towards a sustainable future while generating an array of institutional 

positives. 
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Bridgend College 
 
Structure: Dedicated Department 
Highest level of authority: Governing Board 
Web: https://www1.bridgend.ac.uk/sustainability-4/ 
 
Sustainability at Bridgend College is incorporated as part of Health, Wellbeing and Sustainability. The approach is led 
by the Health, Safety and Sustainable Development Manager, Chris Long, who is responsible for developing strategy 
and policy for sustainability across the organisation. Chris is supported by two additional members of staff to make up 
the small but dedicated team. The aim of the team is to deliver understanding and increase ownership of sustainability 
action within departments, thus embedding it across the college. One member of the governing board is a sustainability 
champion, overseeing the sustainability approach from a high level. 
 
Sustainability is incorporated within the Bridgend College Strategic Plan 2014-2019 and the ‘3E’ objectives: efficient, 
excellent and engaging. Sustainability is also included within the College’s annual reports. There is also an independent 
Sustainable Development Vision and Strategy 2016-2025, signed off by the Principal. This applies across the college in 
its entirety, responding to the Wellbeing and Future Generations Act, and setting out commitments in relation to all 
business areas. 
 
Health and wellbeing are integral and fundamental aspects of sustainability at the College, and this small, integrated 
team set-up might be appropriately transferred to other small institutions, where size limitations often restrict 
resource availability. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Case Study: Kingston University 
 
 
Structure: Dedicated Department 
Highest level of authority: Executive Level 
Web: http://www.kingston.ac.uk/sustainability/ 
 
The Sustainability Hub at Kingston University has a strong service orientation, built on the premise of supporting 
departments to take action themselves, with the aim to embed sustainability in all areas. Consisting of a team of four 
staff, the hub also involves students though a paid ‘green connectors’ student scheme. The department is part of the 
Vice Chancellor’s Advisory and Support Directorate, sitting at a senior level directly under the Vice Chancellor. The 
Sustainability Hub Director reports to the Finance Director, and the Deputy Vice Chancellor for Education in relation 
to sustainability within the curriculum. 
 
The department has an independent budget which is used to provide a supportive advisory service to all faculties and 
operational departments. However, further sustainability spending is already embedded within other budgets, for 
example finance of the Estates department includes dedicated budgets for energy and biodiversity and two specialist 
staff. 
 
Sustainability is explicitly stated as a core goal of the university, the corporate strategy ‘Led by Learning’ includes 
several commitments including: ‘respect for individuals, communities and our environment’; to ‘act ethically to 
minimise our impact on the environment’ and to ‘include issues relating to sustainability and ethics in the curriculum’. 
With sustainability related KPIs in place, an internal Environmental Management System is used to monitor progress 
and record continuous improvement. 
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Case Study: Macquarie University 
 
Structure: Dedicated Department 
Highest level of authority: Executive Level 
Web: http://www.mq.edu.au/about/about-the-university/ 
strategy-and-initiatives/strategic-initiatives/sustainability 
 
Sustainability at Macquarie University structurally sits as an independent department; the sustainability director sits 
at senior leader level and reports directly in to the Deputy Vice Chancellor and Chief Operating Officer, as well as the 
Deputy Vice Chancellor Academic. The team includes an Education for Sustainability (EfS) manager, working directly 
with academics to build sustainability into the curriculum. The team has developed good working relationships with 
other departments such as Estates and HR, in order to enable collaboration across business areas. They also work 
closely with the Deputy Vice Chancellor, Students and Registrar which gives access to the student portfolio. The 
strategic approach of the department is to employ the ‘LiFE’ (Learning in Future Environments) planning and self-
assessment tool. The team structure is still evolving, and is likely to align more closely with the LiFE framework in the 
future. 
 
There is an independent budget, which funds smaller projects, including teaching guidance and staff engagement 
initiatives. Where the department collaborates with others, funding will usually come from both budgets, varying on 
a project to project basis. The long term aim is to further encourage spending to be embedded within the budget for 
each area, tying closely to the concept of embedding sustainability itself within the culture and standard working 
practices. 
 
A commitment to ‘sustainability in all we do’ is included in the main corporate strategy of the university. This trickles 
down to both the research framework and the teaching and learning framework. 
 
Sustainability Director Leanne Denby considers the model and approach at Macquarie to be transferable, because 
none of the elements are unique to the Macquarie setting. The key factor is that the team is independent, giving it the 
capacity to work right across the institution. 
 
 
 

Case Study: University of Edinburgh 
 
Structure: Dedicated Department 
Highest level of authority: Executive Level 
Web: http://www.ed.ac.uk/about/sustainability 
 
Created in 2014, the Department for Social Responsibility and Sustainability (SRS) at the University of Edinburgh sits 
within the Corporate Services Group, alongside others including Procurement, Health and Safety, Estates and Finance. 
The department has a staff of 16, and focuses on two broad themes. The first of these is strategy, defining SRS issues 
in relation to the university and how it should respond to them and including a responsibility to shape a coherent 
narrative on how the university is responding. The second theme is concerned with delivery, including practical 
programs of training, awards and events which are aimed at raising awareness around issues. Additionally there is a 
social responsibility and sustainability committee, chaired by a Senior Vice Principal who also acts as an academic lead. 
Other senior academics are also heavily involved; this gives the committee authority and influence across academic 
areas. 
 
The department has a stand-alone budget, but their work is also to a certain extent embedded in budgets elsewhere 
such as Estates, by influencing their spend towards sustainability and social responsibility issues. SRS is incorporated 
into the university’s overarching strategic plan, currently including one KPI in relation to climate emissions. There is 
also a standalone SRS strategy, which gives scope for a wider range of indicators. 
 
The approach is transferable in that it is about change management, with a strategy of identifying the issues faced by 
the university and what can be done about them; the caveat to transferability is that the most appropriate set up 
would depend on the structure and culture of the individual institution. 
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Case Study: Université Laval 
 
Structure: Decentralised 
Highest level of authority: Executive Level 
Web: https://www.ulaval.ca/en/sustainable-development.html 
 
Sustainability at Université Laval has a decentralised structure. It is led by a team of two: one executive and one 
professional, who are positioned within the Office of the Executive Vice-Rector, Development (VREX). The VREX 
oversees the daily operation of the university, and because of this overarching role, the office is well positioned to 
coordinate sustainability holistically. Below this, responsibility for sustainable development is decentralised and sits 
with sustainability ‘stakeholders’ - professionals across eight different areas such as education, procurement and 
facilities, encompassing all university activities between them. 
 
Supporting the decentralised structure is a Sustainable Development Issue table of 25 members, which considers 
sustainable development objectives and strategies. There is also a network of sustainability champions across all 
faculties and services, taking responsibility within their own areas with the aim to further embed sustainability. 
 
There is a dedicated sustainability fund, and resources towards sustainability are defined such that funding can come 
from this budget, including proportions of the salaries of some of the sustainable development stakeholders. 
Sustainability is one of the President’s three main themes, alongside internationality and research, having played a 
large part in his election campaign. It is incorporated within the corporate strategy, and is explicitly stated as one of 
the university’s core values. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Case Study: University of Manchester 
 
Structure: Decentralised 
Highest level of authority: Executive Level 
Web: http://www.socialresponsibility.manchester.ac.uk/ 
 
Sustainability is incorporated within social responsibility, one of three core strategic goals at the University of 
Manchester. The Office of Social Responsibility is headed by the Associate Vice President for Social Responsibility, who 
is supported by a small team. The office focuses on developing strategy and ensuring its delivery across all areas of the 
university. A decentralised environmental sustainability team, also reporting to the Associate Vice President for Social 
Responsibility, sits within estates. There is an academic lead for environmental sustainability who works closely with 
the Office of Social Responsibility to link academic work on sustainability with estates oriented work, as well as helping 
to embed sustainability within the curriculum. The budget is embedded within the decentralised areas in which work 
is carried out. 
 
As well as featuring prominently in the corporate strategy, there is an independent social responsibility strategy, with 
environmental sustainability feeding through four key themes. There are a number of performance indicators relating 
to sustainability, as well as one KPI. 
 
Associate Vice President for Social Responsibility James Thompson explains that while a single central delivery team 
encompassing both social responsibility and environmental sustainability might be the set-up he would opt for out of 
choice, this is not a practical option at the University of Manchester. The decentralised approach has been influenced 
by the previous structure that it has evolved from, and the size of the University (currently the 5th largest university in 
the UK).  
 
 

 

  

http://www.manchester.ac.uk/
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Environment and Sustainability Steering Group (ESSG)  

Energy & Carbon Management Update Report 

June 2017 

 

1. 2016/17 Energy & Water Performance to Date 

Carbon 

Carbon Footprint 

No interim Carbon Footprint update available until August as consumption and recharge 
data is only consolidated once per year. 

Carbon Reduction Commitment  

The Carbon Reduction Commitment (CRC) scheme requires the University to calculate the 
carbon emissions that result from gas and electricity use in buildings and by allowances for 
each tonne emitted.   

The latest report which covers the year from April 2016 to March 2017 was submitted in 
June and saw emissions drop to their lowest point since the scheme was introduced in 2011.  
The reported emissions of 11,530 tCO2e resulted in a total cost of £185,633.   

The reduction is a result of lower levels of energy consumption, proactive management of 
assets which allowed additional exclusions under the scheme rules as well as lower grid 
emission factors.  Actual credit costs have also decreased by £6k compared to the previous 
year despite an increase in credit costs from £15.60 to £16.10. 

The CRC is due to end following the 2018/19 reporting year and although a replacement 
scheme has been suggested by the National Government no details have yet been provided.    
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Energy 

Gas 

 

Year to date consumption of gas continues to track around 2.5% above forecast inclusive of 
weather correction.  This has held steady since January and outturn for the academic year is 
now expected to be 2% above the projection when weather corrected.  

Gas consumption for May has exceeded the normalised projection by more than 10%.  We 
have run the heating systems longer than we would have liked to due to weather in the first 
part of the month being cooler than average.   

Gas consumption continues to be the most problematic issue.  We are currently focusing on 
three particular issues: 

• Turning heating systems off when not required and reacting to complaints more 
dynamically 

• Investing in smarter building controls that can limit heating in unoccupied areas 
• Enhanced asset level performance monitoring 
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Electricity 

 

Grid electricity consumption for the academic year to date is down by 3.2% against the 
projection.   

Electricity consumption for May was right on forecast.  Easter fell later in the year in 2017 
which explains the high March consumption against the previous year and lower April 
consumption. 
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Water 

 

Year to date water consumption has reduced to 40% of the forecast down from 50% in 
February as a result of the large leak on the pipework which supplies part of the Science 
Park.  Whilst this has now been fixed, another leak has been detected on the reservoir 
supply which is currently under investigation.   

Work has begun on a major project to replace a significant proportion of old pipework on the 
main reservoir ring main with work scheduled to be completed in July.  This will reduce 
susceptibility to leaks going forward.  Four further phases have been identified to remove the 
most at-risk sections of pipe as part of the Estates & Development backlog maintenance 
programme.   
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2. Energy Management Strategy EnPI’s 

  2016/17   Q1 (Aug-
Oct) 

Q2 (Nov – 
Jan) 

Q3 
(15/16) 

Q3 (Feb – 
April) 

Q4 (May 
– July) 

Monitoring, Targeting & Control 

EnPI01 
Number of core sub meters which are reporting data 
automatically (AMR)  142 142 n/a 152 

 
EnPI02 

Percentage of core non-AMR meters which have been 
read at least twice a year  94% 94% n/a 96% 

 Behaviour Change 

EnPI03 
Number of students/staff directly engaged in 
behavioural change programmes  TBD 734 n/a 734 

 Energy Efficiency 
EnPI04 Number of feasible projects identified 58 93 n/a 101 

 
EnPI05 

Percentage of projects achieving or surpassing the 
expected savings 100% 100% n/a 100% 

 
EnPI06 

Percentage of buildings formally audited within the 
last three years 48% 48% n/a 40% 

 
EnPI07 

Percentage of Display Energy Certificates with 
Operational Ratings better than 100 92% 93% n/a 94% 

 EnPI08 Total qualifying electricity consumption1 2,787,388 3,599,199 3,604,511 3,574,461 
 EnPI09 Total qualifying gas consumption  4,499,981 13,615,894 12,497,024 10,756,795 
 Energy Generation from Low-Zero carbon sources  

EnPI10 Percentage of total generation delivered on-site 9% 4.4% 4.7% 5.3% 
 EnPI11 kWh of electricity from CHP  224,342 273,546 270,003 268,391 
 EnPI12 kWh of heat from CHP  375,800 454,200 452,200 443,300 
 EnPI13 kWh of electricity from Solar PV  34,416 9,807 30,822 28,821 
 EnPI14 kWh of biomass  2,352 8,650 0 8,564 
 EnPI15 kWh of additional LZC sources employed on site 2,061 9,051 9,116 7,448 
  

                                                           
1 Including domestic housing and recharged tenants 



6 
 

3. Energy/water Management Projects 

Two significant energy/water conservation measures have been implemented since the last 
period: 

Building Measure Cost Energy 
Saving p/a 

CO2 
Saving p/a 

Payback 

David 
Weatherall Fan Drive replacement £31,000 109,745 kWh 53 tCO2e 2.8 years 

Claus 
Moser 

Room based building 
controls £7,000 30,000 kWh 5.5 tCO2e ~6.5 years 

 

Upcoming: 

Reservoir main replacement (June/July 2017) 

LED Streetlighting replacement – Phase 1 (June/July 2017) 

Huxley laboratory lighting (July/August 2017) 

Crime Scene House Heating Replacement (August 2017) 

 

 

 



RESPONSIBLE PROCUREMENT AT KEELE UNIVERSITY

About this 
initiative

Since September 2016 Keele University has been 
inviting our suppliers to access an innovative, online 
Supplier Engagement Tool which:

This initiative is part of our commitment to Responsible Procurement and 
Our Vision 2020

Supports suppliers  
to develop a Net  

Positive Sustainability 
Action Plan for  
their business

Helps suppliers  
understand the positive 

contribution their 
business makes to the 

environment, society and 
the economy as well as 
exploring their impacts

Gathers data on the 
sustainability actions 

being undertaken 
by suppliers to Keele 

University, identifies their 
priorities and outlines  

the positive impact they 
are having

Enables Keele 
University to 

demonstrate progress 
in relation to the 

Modern Slavery Act 
(2015)



SUSTAINABILITY IN OUR SUPPLY CHAIN 

SUPPLIERS  
REGISTERED

737

Suppliers 
considering  
MS an issue  
for their business

Suppliers aware of  
Modern slavery

Yes 93% No 7%

 4%

completed

1533
in progress 

1744
committed to 

8624
NUMBER OF 

SUSTAINABILITY 
ACTIONS...

84%  
OF REGISTERED  

USERS ARE 

SME’s
 ENGAGEMENT BY   

‘HIGH RISK’ SECTORS

“We take 
active steps to 
promote staff 

wellbeing’”

“We have 
ISO9001 

accreditation”

“Wherever 
possible, staff use 
public transport to 
attend meetings 

and events”

“We have an 
apprentice in his 

second year”

E V I D E N C E  O F  A
C

T
I O

N

 issues selected by suppliers completin
g 

th
e 

to
ol

TYPES OF  
ISSUES  

SELECTED

   
   

SO
CI

AL

 3
7%  ENVIRONMENTAL 40

%

ECONOMIC 43%

Identif ied as ‘High Risk’ by 
the Modern Slavery Act

8% CATERING 

8% IT 

8% CONSTRUCTION 

5%             FURNITURE



TAKING A LEAD ON MODERN SLAVERY

Since the introduction of the 
Modern Slavery Act (2015) 
organisations with a turnover of 
over £36 million have been busy 
producing statements outlining their 
response to the Act. Although only 
larger organisations are currently 
obliged to produce statements, 
we believe that SME’s will be 
significantly impacted as scrutiny 
of supply chains intensifies.  Keele 
University has long been committed 
to pro-active engagement with 
SME’s in our supply chain and so 
this issue can be an opportunity 
to support good practice at the 
same time as reducing risk. The 
Supplier Engagement Tool is already 
helping us to establish baselines, 
gather evidence and demonstrate 
practical examples of how different 
businesses are responding to the 
challenges presented by the Modern  
Slavery Act. Data generated by use 
of the Supplier Engagement Tool in 
the HE Sector already tells us that:

Since we published our Modern 
slavery and human trafficking 
statement we are keen to  
demonstrate how businesses 
(especially SMEs) are responding 
to the challenge of eradicating 
Modern Slavery. This baseline 
allows us to understand the scale 
of the challenge and even identify 
where we might help! Using the 
evidence from the Tool we can turn 
‘supplier engagement’ into ‘supplier 
development’ supporting our supply 
chain to do even more on this key 
issue with targeted awareness and 
engagement activities.

93% 
OF BUSINESSES  
ARE AWARE OF  

MODERN SLAVERY

71%   
OF BUSINESSES  

WHO SELECTED THIS  
ISSUE ARE SMES

54%    
OF BUSINESSES WHO  

SELECTED THIS  
ISSUE HAVE A CSR OR  
SUSTAINABILITY LEAD

ONLY  

4% 
OF BUSINESSES  

SELECTED MODERN  
SLAVERY AS BEING  

AN ISSUE FOR THEM 

82%   
OF BUSINESSES WHO  
SELECTED THIS ISSUE  

HAVE THEIR HEAD  
OFFICE OUTSIDE  

THE UK

51%    
OF BUSINESSES WHO  
SELECTED THIS ISSUE  

HAVE MORE THAN 25% OF  
THE GOODS/SERVICES 

 SOURCED FROM  
OUTSIDE EUROPE

OF THE 737 REGISTERED TO THE TOOL:

https://www.keele.ac.uk/modern-slavery/
https://www.keele.ac.uk/modern-slavery/
https://www.keele.ac.uk/modern-slavery/


COMMITMENT TO ACTION

Compliance issues all too 
often focus on the detail of 
policy rather than the reality of 
practice. 

The Tool supports 
Keele University to 
better understand 
what its supply chain 
is doing rather than 
what it is saying.
Understanding the priority issues 
for the businesses supplying 
Keele puts us in a stronger 
position to have meaningful 
dialogue, provide appropriate 
challenge and support and 
ensure positive contributions 
are identified along the way. 
By using the Tool to develop 
their Sustainability Action Plans 
suppliers have told us:

Their bottom 5 issues are:

Their top 5 issues are:

We can use this information to 
determine how Our Vision 2020 and 
our strategic priorities are reflected in 
the actions of our suppliers.

The top 10 completed 
actions are:

The bottom 10 actions 
completed are:

We can use this as evidence to inform ongoing engagement with the supply chain. 
As a result Keele University is well positioned to target precious resources into 
meaningful engagement with its suppliers. 

• Customer feedback is  
important to us

• We are keen to communicate with 
our customers

• We take our Health and Safety 
responsibilities seriously

• We keep up to date with new 
technology or approaches to 
working so we can identify 
innovation or gains in efficiencies

• We are keen to communicate our 
environmental commitments

• Modern slavery is an issue  
for our business

• Our activities have an impact in our 
immediate locality

• We could do more to improve the 
formal relationships with our staff

• We produce commercial waste that 
is sent to landfill

• We should know more about where 
the things we buy come from and 
how they are made

• Have a meaningful process for 
dealing with customer feedback.

• Ensure your staff can be responsive
• Understand that communication is a 

two-way process
• Be transparent about your 

customer feedback
• Keep up-to-date with new 

developments within your sector
• Go beyond Health and Safety 

compliance
• A clear focus on wellbeing
• Issue a positive environmental 

policy
• Explore options that reduce the 

need for business travel
• Obtain certification for your 

products

• Publish your ‘Modern Slavery  
Act Transparency Statement’

• Understand the impacts of the 
products your business buys

• Let staff shape your sustainability 
strategy and implementation

• Carry out an audit of any positive 
impacts you could have

• Carry out an audit of your 
negative impacts

• Engage with your suppliers on 
modern slavery

• Look to remove waste from your 
business

• Develop your suppliers don’t just 
assess them

• Find ways to support local SMEs 
as part of your procurement 
processes

• Provide training for staff on 
modern slavery



Education for Sustainability Update - June 2017 
 
Recent achievements and activities 
 
‘Sustainable Chemistry’ in NUS Sustainability A-Z  
Dr Katherine Haxton’s ‘Sustainable Chemistry’ module has been featured by the NUS in their 
‘From Art to Zoo Management: embedding sustainability in UK higher and further education’ 
publication. The module is celebrated for integrating the social, economic, political and 
environmental contexts of chemistry into course content. 
 
Sustainability Embedded into Research Projects 
Cheryl Byrne has embedded sustainability into her second year Research Projects module, 
requiring all Life Science students to engage with sustainability issues related to their projects. 
  
Unmaking Single Perspectives: A Listening Project 
This HEFCE Catalyst funded project will bring diverse cohorts of postgraduate students 
together to discuss different perspectives on the Sustainable Development Goals.  The project 
is working with ILAS, LPDC, KPA as well as programmes across all three Faculties.   
 
Sustainable Living App 
MSc Computing students created an app to monitor activities in the Sustainable Student 
Bungalow. The app will enable students to track activities such as waste production and 
management of crops in raised beds. 
 
Be More 
This year’s Be More events included sessions that enabled students to engage with different 
aspects of sustainability. ‘Be More Green’ focused on innovative ways to engage with 
sustainability including the ‘How Bad are Bananas’ carbon footprint game, online carbon 
calculators, and sustainability quizzes. ‘Be More Womble’ led a litter pick through Keele Woods, 
whilst ‘Be More Wild and Free’ took students foraging.  
 
Green Newsletter 
The Green Newsletter is due to relaunch at the end of June to help communication of 
sustainability activities across the University. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Activities In Progress 
 
Embedding Sustainability in the Medicine curriculum 
Teaching Fellows Sarah Aynsley and Audrey Skidmore are aiming to embed sustainability 
throughout the Medicine curriculum as part of their curriculum review in 2018/19. Through 
collaboration with sustainability experts in subjects such as climate change, flooding, population 
growth, and environmental auditing, Sarah and Audrey hope to develop medical students’ 
knowledge of the social, economic and environmental implications of their field. 
 
Sustainability Case Studies 
A best practice guide to embedding sustainability at Keele is in progress. By highlighting 
modules across the University’s Schools and Faculties, and encompassing all levels of 
teaching, the guide aims to celebrate current sustainability in the curriculum and encourage 
other academic staff to integrate sustainability into their own teaching. 
 
Module Audit 
An audit of modules from across the University is being conducted to identify the percentage of 
modules in the curriculum which embed sustainability. In addition to highlighting ‘strong’ and 
‘weak’ sustainability themes within modules, the audit will show the number of students enrolled 
on each module and their degree pathways.  
 
Sustainability at Open Days and Welcome Week 
Links are being developed with Student Support to increase the visibility of Keele’s commitment 
to sustainability through Open Days and Welcome Week. To provide all potential students with 
information about the wide range of opportunities to engage with sustainability activities and 
projects at Keele, tours and workshop/taster sessions are being planned. Collaboration with 
Marketing to provide additional sustainability training for Student Ambassadors is also in 
progress. 
 
Green:Keele Website Update 
The ‘Education for Sustainability’ and ‘Researching Sustainability’ sections of the Green:Keele 
web pages are being reviewed and updated to streamline content to be more engaging and 
user-friendly.  
 
Green App 
A Green App is being discussed to enable staff and students to find sustainability information, 
receive updates about events, and report unsustainable activities such as lights left on in 
buildings after hours.  
 
Educational links to SEND  
To support efforts to engage the wider Keele community with the SEND project, and promote 
environmental literacy through the project, different approaches are being discussed including 
interpretation boards to include the new Root and Branch branding.   The SEND project as a 
genuine ‘Living Lab’ is being disseminated through an article in Environmental Scientist and 
through a session at the 2017 Annual Conference of the International Sustainable Campus 
Network at UBC, Canada. 



 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Venue Partnership Proposal 
 

As the host venue for the annual EAUC Conference we propose the following ways for the 
venue to showcase its sustainability initiatives and projects and be involved in the event.  In 
return, we would like to work with Keele to collate ideas and input. We would like Keele to 
set up an EAUC conference group to bring together the relevant contacts from across the 
university. We would expect this to include the following types of contacts – academics, 
student union/student groups, business school and sustainability staff. We would expect a 
senior member of staff to lead and coordinate this group. We would expect to have regular 
meetings with the lead and/or group as a whole, as required. All suggestions/ideas are to be 
agreed by In Any Event (IAE) and EAUC in advance. The expectation of this group is to bring 
together the key players within the university to ensure a holistic showcase of the 
sustainability initiatives that the university is involved in. The lead will be the key contact for 
In Any Event. 
We would expect the collaboration with Keele to provide: 
 

• A link with other universities and colleges in the area to provide a local showcase of 
sustainability initiatives 

• An opportunity to promote sponsor and exhibitor opportunities at the event to 
Keele’s business contacts via the sending out of e-shots. Please provide an outline 
comms plan for this 

• Social media support – Keele to follow EAUC on Twitter, retweet and promote the 
event via social media 

• Contacts for PR within the University – to promote the event internally 

• A showcase of the Keele campus – to be achieved by a partnership with Keele to 
agree possible activities 

• Student Ambassadors at the conference to assist with logistics/signage around the 
campus and provide information on Keele and the campus – IAE to manage and 
assign jobs 

• Work with IAE for close liaison on supply of food, Gold Food for Life accreditation 
and locally sourced food and drink for all catering options 

 
In return at the event we will offer: 
 

• 1 stand in the main hall/registration area – exact location to be agreed with IAE. 

• 1 workshop session - A submission form for this workshop session will be issued to 
you in due course and must be returned by the stated deadline to guarantee 
inclusion of a session in the programme. The timing of your session will need to be 



agreed with In Any Event – we cannot guarantee that your first choice of timing will 
be accommodated but we will do our best to work with you on this. 

• Organised tours/activities showcasing the campus. We will confirm when we have a 
slot in the programme for these to take place. The details relating to these activities 
will need to be agreed with In Any Event and, if relevant, detailed risk assessments 
will need to be provided for any activities that take place on campus. 

• The opportunity for Trevor McMillan, Keele University Vice Chancellor, to have a 
five-minute speaking slot at the conference welcome. Exact time TBC. A written 
welcome from Trevor McMillan, along with his photo, will also be included in the 
Conference App. Copy for this will need to be supplied by Keele University (deadlines 
for this will be confirmed by In Any Event in due course).  

• The opportunity for Jonathan Porritt, Chancellor of Keele University, to be involved 
in a keynote session. Exact format, date and time to be agreed with IAE.  

• The opportunity for Keele University staff to run a “top tips” session for exhibitors 
and sponsors to provide them with guidance on how to work with universities and 
colleges and advise them on what elements they need to consider when making 
sales pitches to HE and FE institutions. In Any Event will advise on the timing of this 
session. 

 
If you have further ideas that you would like to contribute, please contact Victoria Hancock 
(victoria@inanyevent-uk.com) at In Any Event who will be leading on the delivery of the 
conference on behalf of EAUC.  
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