Faculteit MB

To all faculty
Changes in the Teaching and Examination Regulations (‘OER”) and the Rules and Regulations of the Examination Boards (R&R) for the academic year 2012-2013, that are important for lecturers of the School of MG

OER (Teaching and Examination Regulations)

The Teaching and Examination Regulations for 2011-2012 are included in the School’s Student charter for the Bachelor’s programmes and the charter for the Master’s programmes. These charters will be published on the ‘Education’ section of MG’s website before the start of the upcoming academic year.
The main differences between the Bachelor’s OER and the Master’s OER concern the provisions on the language of teaching and examination (article 4a), the Study plan (article 5, which is not included in the Master’s OER), the rules governing the third exam attempt (article 8, par. 3, idem), the new provisions on the first-year study recommendation on continuation of studies (article 6a, which is new in the Bachelor’s OER only; see below) and the rules governing the duration of the Master’s project (new in the Master’s OER; also see below).

Most important changes compared to the 2011-2012 OER
a. Bachelor’s OER and Master’s OER

· To art. 11, par 1, on the publication of exam results, has been added (par. 1b) the stipulation that no rights can be derived from exam results published via Blackboard or any other medium not being the SIS.
b. Bachelor’s OER only
· Article 6, ‘First-year recommendation on continuation of studies’, is new. It prescribes that a written advice, or ‘recommendation’, on the continuation of studies, inside or outside the programme, be issued to each student  at the end of the first year of his registration for the programme. If the student completed less than 45 EC in the first-year phase of that programme, a rejection with a binding character (‘Bindend Studieadvies’ in Dutch, or ‘BSA’) will be attached to the advice: he is not allowed to continue his studies in this Bachelor’s programme. 
The introduction of the ‘BSA’, in combination with  the introduction this year of the ‘bachelor-before master’-rule (‘harde knip’), will have consequences for the scheduling of the exams at the end of the academic year 2012-2013, particularly the August resits. The latest version of the academic calendar for 2012-2013 can be found here. 
· Art. 18a, ‘Admission to the Master’s programme’, has been adapted to the introduction of the ‘Bachelor-before-Master-rule’ (‘harde knip’, in Dutch). The implication of this is that interweaving Bachelor’s and Master’s courses is no longer allowed (par. 2). More in general the School of Management & Governance applies the rule that its Bachelor’s students are not allowed to sit any Master’s course exam.  In case one of our Bachelor’s student sits – in spite of and violating this rule – a Master’s course exam, the corresponding exam result will not be awarded (par. 3).
c. Master’s OER only
· The word ‘impossible’ in par. 2 of article 4a (‘Language’) has been replaced by the phrase ‘unfeasible or  impracticable considering the research subject or the organization under research’, which renders more clarity to the prerequisite for writing a Master’s thesis in the Dutch language.  A further adaptation to paragraph 2 implies that the student has to produce a ‘short version of the report’ (instead of ‘a scientific article’) in English of ‘4500-5500 words’(instead of ‘5000-7500 words’), in case the thesis, after approval to do so has been granted by the Examination Board, will be written and defended in Dutch. Obviously, the “short version of the report” still should be of an adequate level, since it must be included in the assessment. 
· A newly added article called ‘Master’s project’ (art. 8b) installs a limit to the duration of the Master’s project or Master’s assignment. The basic principle is: nominal + 50% (maximum).  ‘Nominal’ refers to the number of hours formally attributed to the project (the number of EC to be obtained multiplied by 28 hours). Its distribution over time (the number of weeks, or months) will normally be based on the student’s  full-time dedication to the project. However, the wording of this new article is such that it allows for individual deviations of this rule, for example in case a student still has to finish one or two courses while working on his Master’s project.  Additional important aspects of this new article are:

· at the start of the project the student has to draw up a time schedule for the project that needs the approval of the primary supervisor/examiner of the project.

· the registration of the project in the university’s Student Mobility System (SMS) is taken as the start of the project.

N.b.: this implies that the supervisor/examiner should not start supervising the project until he receives a notification of the project’s registration in SMS!

· in case of major problems or unsatisfactory performance by the student or the supervisors during the project, the programme director will decide on the continuation of the project. The student can contest the programme director’s decision by lodging an objection with the Examination Board.
· the programme director will terminate the Master’s project if, after the extra time conceded (with a maximum of 50% of the nominal duration), the student has not yet successfully completed the final thesis or no ‘green light’ has been given by the supervisors for the colloquium that rounds off the project. If the student wants to start a new Master’s project, he has to file a motivated request to the Examination Board.

N.b.: evidently, such a request will not automatically result in a permission to start a new project, especially not if the first project revealed major shortcomings in the student’s abilities to  successfully carry out a project at this level with sufficiently adequate support by his supervisors. A request to be allowed a second chance is only likely to be successful if the cause(s) for failing the first project must be largely attributed to factors outside the student’s control.
· a transitional arrangement is in place for students who started their Master’s project before 1 September 2012. These students may revise their project’s time schedule so as to take into account the maximum duration of the project as meant in par. 1 of the new article and/or the limits on extra time to be conceded for finishing the project as meant in par. 4. This revised schedule has to be approved by the primary supervisor/examiner of the project.

N.b.:  to guarantee that a student receives an adequate amount of supervision it has been decided that a rule be included in the Master’s project syllabus of each Master’s programme, which sets a minimum standard for the number of hours of supervision the student is entitled to, resulting in at least 4 meetings with the supervisor(s): 1 meeting to discuss the project plan, 2 meetings to monitor and discuss the progress of the implementation of the plan , plus 1 ‘green-light’ meeting. Master’s project supervisors should, of course, respect this minimum.
Rules and Regulations of the Examination Boards (R&R)

The Examination Boards of the School of Management and Governance have agreed on a common set of rules governing their tasks and authorities and have recorded these in the so-called ‘Rules and Regulations of the Examination Boards’. These rules and regulations, which therefore apply to all of MG’s educational programmes, are included in the academic section of the Bachelor’s student charter and Master’s student charter. 
Changes in comparison to the 2011-2012 Rules & Regulations:
· Article 5 par. 3 is reformulated as for the rule that at least one instructor involved in the teaching of the study unit should be present at the exam session of the study unit in question.  In practice this rule is not always observed and it is felt that it may be too rigid. The presence of at least one instructor is preferable, but often being accessible for direct contact suffices. 

N.b.:  The implication of this is that at least one of the lecturers of a course should be accessible for direct contact, by telephone or otherwise, during the exam session. Also clear arrangements to this end have to be made with the invigilators appointed to monitor the exam session!
· To Article 6 (‘Regulations and instructions on evaluating exams and confirming results’), par 6, has been added the stipulation that declaring a Bachelor’s or Master’s thesis to be confidential needs the approval of the Examination Board. Thesis supervisors have to take this into account before agreeing to a request to declare a thesis confidential. 
