
 
 

MINUTES 
MEETING COMMITTEE COMMUNITY,  
RESEARCH AND EDUCATION (CRE)  

On 9 June 2020 
 
 
Location:             Microsoft Teams 
Time:                        15:00 
Present: Zohra Hayat (chair), Hans van den Berg, Ferry Blom, Helen Gubby, Bianca 

Jadoenath, Jasper Klasen, Sebastiaan Kamp, Ellora Sen 
Absent: Teun van den Akker, Younes Assou, Yogi Hendlin, Olaf Hornes 
Guests: Leen Blok, Walter van den Broek, Carolien Hennekam, Jeroen Jansz, Rianne 

Nieuwdorp, Marieke Veenstra, Bieneke Verheijke, Farshida Zafar, Alexander 
Whitcomb 

Registry: Machteld Harmsen (clergy), Christiane Hofman (minutes) 
 
1.   Focal action points 
2.   Meeting preparation 
3.         Opening  
 
3.01  Opening & setting of the agenda 
The meeting was opened at 15:03. 
 
3.02 Setting of the minutes of the previous meeting 
The minutes were set. 
 
3.03  Announcements 
There were no announcements. 
 
4.  Agenda items 
4.01   Premaster rates 2021-2022  
Guest: Carolien Hennekam 
 
Some questions were sent to the guest beforehand. In the document, it was stated that the fees of some 
of the ESL pre-masters of 56 ECTS are the same as the fees for pre-masters of 60 ECTS. The guest 
explained that it has to do with a part that is not obligatory for some of the pre-masters, which causes 
some of them to only have 56 ECTS. The fees did not change. You pay per ECTS. For programmes with 
more than 60 ECTS a maximum fee exists, which is that of a 60 ECTS programme.  
 
4.02   Adjustment regulation institutional fee 
Guest: Carolien Hennekam 
 
This is a national regulation, which mainly pertains to EEA students. Many students need to study an extra 
year due to Covid. For the time they have to finish up, the statutory tuition fees will be lower for EEA 
students. It was discussed within the VSNU, but not all universities have to apply this rule.  
 
The Dutch government had said that if students got a delay due to Covid, they would have three months 
extra where they would not have to pay additional fees. This applies to the Dutch students as well and will 
be taken care of outside of the university. This is a different arrangement.  
 



In some of the cover notes it says that it requires advice from the student section. It was aked whether this 
should not also be given by the employee section. According to the law, only the student section of the 
University Council has the right to advise on this topic. Since the Council has two assigned committees, 
PFO and CRE, topics are usually put to PFO or CRE with the remark that it is the student body that is 
requested to issue advice. 
 
4.03   Admission policy with capacity restriction for the master’s programme in Medicine 
Guests: Leen Blok, Walter van den Broek, Carolien Hennekam 
 
There are 410 bachelor’s students starting Medicine, but only 360 people per year can start their Master’s. 
The committee asked whether this is fair. The guests explained that only 350 students per year want to 
start their clerkships. The difference between the 410 and 360 students is the students who drop out, go 
to the research masters, or to other faculties. These 360 students include students who do their Master 
research and their clerkships.  
 
Normally, only EUR Medicine students were allowed, and now it is open because of the CBHO. There are 
three criteria which students have to meet, otherwise they will get into trouble during the Master’s. The 
committee asked whether the criteria were set to help resolve a capacity problem. The guests explained 
that the EUR Medicine curriculum is different from that of other universities and in order to be able to get 
the most out of the Master’s programme, students need to satisfy the criteria. The committee asked 
whether in practice then only EUR students will be allowed to join, and other students would still be 
excluded. The guests mentioned that students from other faculties probably would need a repair period 
in order to be able to follow the Master’s, but that this has to be looked at per student. The ministry has 
asked the UMC’s to provide unique profiles for their Medicine programmes, so students who start their 
medical education have something to choose. Those different profiles are the cause of the fact that the 
Bachelor’s and Master’s differ around the country, and necessitates the repair period.  
 
4.04    Student Charter 2020-2021 
Guest: Rianne Nieuwdorp 
 
Each year the student charter is sent out to students. In the document it says that no legal rights can be 
derived from the student charter. The committee asked whether that is still the case, considering recent 
changes in legislation. The guest checked this with the EUR Legal Affairs department, who said that no 
legal rights can be derived, and that the document only provides information. The guest will check again 
with Legal Affairs, and send the answer to the committee.  
 
4.05   HEQA Plan ‘Erasmus X’ (Theme 6 Quality and Innovation Calendar) 
Guests: Bieneke Verheijke, Alexander Whitcomb, Farshida Zafar 
 
The guests prepared a presentation on what they have been doing. They ran through the project portfolio 
and showed some in-depth slides on the running projects. They have three pillars: co-creation, complex-
innovative, and education technology. Current projects under the co-creation pillar are organic waste 
separation, CO2 neutralise me, and the quantified self. Projects under the complex innovative pillar are 
the Erasmian values game, hackathons, creathons, and collaboration with TU Delft. Under the education 
technology pillar, they have projects on micro-credentials, badging system, virtual campus in Minecraft, a 
minor on the future of education, and they are creating a digital learning platform for the pre-academic 
programme. The guests showed prototypes of several projects.  
 
A committee member asked whether there was already a connection between the projects and the 
working group Sustainability in Education. The guests replied that they are in touch with each other and 
working closely together on some projects.  
 



The guests are planning to host a lecture/workshop in the next couple of weeks to explain the Minecraft 
version of the university and to see what others can do and what ideas they have. They invited the 
University Council to this lecture/workshop.  
 
4.06   EUR-wide policy on digitization of course materials 
Guests: Jeroen Jansz 
 
The guest is working on a project that has overlap with a project of the committee. The guest explained 
that he is currently in charge of a task force that is labelled ‘Erasmus University online’. That task force is 
looking at opportunities for the next step in online education. The university was already pretty well 
prepared, but Covid forced the university to take a next step quickly. Now there is a lot of experience and 
this is the moment to investigate the next step. This goes beyond just offering lectures online and having 
interactive breakout sessions online. This can only be realised because teachers and faculties are already 
thinking about this.  
 
The committee stated that in the past, lectures could not be put online because faculties claimed it was 
not possible or because it would not provide the same didactical quality as a physical lecture. Now it is 
seen that the quality remains the same. The committee therefore asked whether it would be possible to 
make it an EUR-wide policy to put all lectures online. The guest agreed that this would be the moment to 
take that step. There is a student-led initiative by two committee members, and there is an initiative led by 
the task force.  
 
The question was asked how this would make Erasmus University different from an open university. The 
guest replied that EUR will first and foremost remain a campus-based university. Anything that will be done 
in creating a greater online offering will be in the context of a campus-based university.  
 
4.07   CLI update 
Guests: Jeroen Jansz, Marieke Veenstra 
 
A question was asked on how CLI will handle the increased demand due to Covid. The guests replied they 
have organised the support on different tasks, they have organised a network of supporters who work in 
close collaboration with teachers in the faculties. There is a budget from September for this as well. The 
committee also asked if CLI could use more funds. The guests explained that there is less demand for 
more innovative projects, so in that sense this means moving budget from those projects to fulfil the 
current needs. There is enough budget for that.  
 
The guests explained that CLI helps people in faculties who want to innovate their teaching. What happens, 
happens at the levels of the faculties. CLI supervises the programme managing and evaluate with people 
in the faculties. The actual evaluation of the content is in the hands of the faculty.  
 
There was no more time in the meeting to answer all the committee’s questions. It was agreed that the 
guests would send their remaining answers by email. 
 
4.08   Impact 24: implementation and budget plan Strategy 2024 
 
There were no questions raised.  
 
4.09   Working Plan Sustainability in Education 
 
There were no questions raised.  
 
4.10  HEQA Plan 
 



Within the working group there was a feedback session. There was a discussion on these plans in the 
HoKa working group. They mentioned that the project feels a little bit rushed. Therefore, the Council is 
asked to critically review the plan.  
 
4.11   Proposal representation for students of the ISS in the UC 
 
In January, it was already discussed whether ISS students should also have a seat in the University Council. 
A proposal was written on this to give the ISS students an advisory position. The proposal would mean that 
an extra seat would be added to the University Council. There would be an evaluation of the pilot in 2022. 
The evaluation criteria will be established when the pilot is ongoing. The legal part should be looked into 
still. In the law it is stated that only initial students can take a seat in the University Council, and ISS students 
are post-initial students. First, the University Council needs to decide whether they would support the idea 
to have post-initial students with an advisory position on the UC. The pilot is meant to give post-initial 
students the opportunity to gain participatory and governance experience. It would be an interesting 
experiment to see if it works and if it would have added value. In the past, it was part of the discussion that 
ISS has a special status and that this would not mean that other post-initials would automatically get the 
same option. This is also something that the legal department has to look into. The elections working 
group can look at this when it is known how it is practically achievable.  
 
The proposal will be discussed in the next plenary meeting. A vote will also take place. After that, the legal 
department can look into the legal considerations. The Council can then discuss how they want to see 
this in the framework of representation of post-initial students.  
 
5.  List of the agenda  
6.    Any other business 
 
The Chair of the University Council gave a little bit more information about the surprise party for the 
University Council that will take place after the next consultation meeting.  
 
7.    Debriefing   
8.    Closing 
The meeting was closed at 17:04. 
 
Action points  

- Machteld: make Word format documents with tracked changes on student charter available for 
the Council 

- Rianne Nieuwdorp: provide clarity on what the formal position of the student charter is 


