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Approximately 25% of Dutch High
students goes abroad during their s
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by type of study-related stay abroad
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Figure 5: Outgoing credit mobility by field of study, based on recent graduate surveys (2013-14 cohort).
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’ Recognition some figu é%w"“ ,

Was equal treatment ensured? \
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Were ECTS credits used in your learning > )< %
agreements? ’ %

Did you receive an Erasmus+ grant from EU "w
funds e %"
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Was selection fair and transparant?

(Gain or expect academic recognition of all
obtained credits

Did succesfully complete all the education
components
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Did your receive the grant payments on time \ “%

o

Changes in Learning Agreement agreed upon on
time

Did you receive a transcript of records in time




9  Success factors recognition

Semester windows
Organisation and planning
Process

Student centred
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Semester windows

Many Programs have a semester Wmdovvs fori’ff 2

studying abroad

Curricula contain a minor for eleetlves WhICh ’

can be replaced by studies abroad

Recognition for courses abroad as
replacement for electives is quite easily

Replacements of core topics more
exceptional
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- Organisation and plannin g SRk
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+  Carefully planned by students and institutions ™~
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« Use of learning agreements

* Permission prior to exchange

+ Independently organised = Not only within
Europe but also outside of Europe RSteesetatatete
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Process

Exam committees formal respen8|ble |n
practice they monitor the process-

Planning and recognition often delegated to

special officers or student advisors.

Student advisors can discuss options with -

students and secure consistency in the
pProcess
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Student centred

If something goes wrong... e |

. Effort is done to fit the results in some vvay mthe L e BB :
curriculum 1902009600 % %6 %% %% %

 Orcourses are added as extracourse

If course have appropriate level they can be mcluded as.
additional course in the Diploma supplement =
Students in NL are normally allowed to take extra
courses
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) 3 No problems at all?

« Unfortunately not...




“ Recognition is only the laststep

« |tis also very much about:
« Well written learning outcomes -
« Assessable websites/information

« Recognition starts with:
* Prior information about a course
* Prior information about the level

* Prior information about the place within a curriculum of a Course SIS

« After mobility:
« Transcript of records including a grading table
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Finally Recognition!
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« Better information = Less problems vvlth :

recognition SRS
« Usage of Bologna tools would |mprove recogmtlon

a lot! eSes



‘ Improving Recognition by usmg
Bologna tools e Setoses

» Course catalogues: O SRSIEIITISITRICITITRICAS,
 Available in English (at least) ‘/:fj:xz:f;__ SOOI
« Well written learning outcomes S959505e
 Information about complete Curr|culum

« (Grading table: .
* Include grading tables on transcript of records \‘>;<%f
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9 Improving Recognition by usmg
Bologna tools SIS,

Start at home before asking you pé\rme;\r/s/é/‘ >
Dutch institutions are working hard to makjé\’:COUIféé/
Catalogues Bologna proof and implement Gradmg
tables. <



Future situation

Course catalogue

Grading Table

Recognition

Student satisfaction
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