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Dear Dean, dear members of the MT,
In light of the recent discussions on the increase and clustering of the
institutional fees from 2023-2024 onward, the Faculty Council has had
several conversations regarding our stance on this topic. These were long
and difficult discussions, as there are a lot of factors to take into account and
there are many perspectives to take into account, both inside and outside
the Faculty Council. Although these discussions were held by the Faculty
Council as a whole, in view of the provisions of Article 9.33a, paragraph 2
under b of the Higher Education and Research Act (WHW), this advice is
signed by the student body of the Faculty Council. Following from the twofold nature of the approval request, with the clustering of the institutional
fees on the one hand and the increase of the fees on the other, the Faculty
Council has concluded its discussions with two advises. As such, the FC
advises positively on the clustering of the institutional fees, and it advises
negatively on the raise of the institutional fees. Our negative advice on the
raise of the institutional fees arises from the following concerns:
The major concern is targeted specifically at non-EEA international students.
Although we are aware that the group of people affected by a raise of
institutional fees is bigger than this, we want to specifically highlight the
consequences of the raise of the institutional fees for non-EEA international
students in the Netherlands. The national policies already create challenges
for international students, for instance by not allowing them to take out a
student loan, and only allowing non-EEA students to work a maximum of 16
hours a week. Although the university obviously cannot fix these problems,
raising tuition fees might contribute to disproportionate treatment for nonEEA students. In addition, the Faculty Council believes that the rise of the
institutional fees and the difficulties this might create for international nonEEA students would contrast the faculty’s fostering of an international
learning environment. As is stated on the ESHCC website: “We educate our
ambitious Dutch and international students in a stimulating learning
environment.”, but what is so stimulating about a learning environment
where non-EEA international students have to work harder to make ends
meet? How can we expect ESHCC students to gain knowledge, insight, and
skills of an increasingly more international society when we are creating a
larger threshold for non-EEA students, especially those from less-affluent
backgrounds, to join our programmes?
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Secondly, the argument as presented in your proposal is that our educational
programmes can be regarded as cheap vis-a-vis other universities. However,
why would this be a problem, if there is no concerning impact on our
student influx?
Lastly, in your proposal, the faculty’s financial situation is used as an
argument in favour of the raise of the institutional fees. However, it does not
become clear to us that other means of solving or countering our financial
problems have been exhausted. The Faculty Council strongly believes that
the current financial situation of the faculty is a consequence of a structural
underfunding in the central allocation model. As such, the raise of the
institutional fees then seems to imply a substitute solution to a more
structural problem. Rather, the Faculty Council is in favour of finding a
solution at the heart of the problem by creating change in the EUR allocation
model and thus allowing for a structural increase in the faculty budget. We
prefer to see changes made at a central level, rather than moving the
financial burdens of the faculty to students who are required to pay the
institutional fees.
In conclusion, the Faculty Council advises positively on the clustering of the
institutional fees and negatively on the increase of the institutional fees.
Kind regards,
On behalf of the student body of the Faculty Council,
Anisha de Vries,
Vice Chair of the Faculty Council

