
1. Grouping research schools 

The working group finds that the number of old problems in research has been inadequately solved in the 

new research organization. Mostly it is about some problematic aspects of ASCH: 

 ASCH is significantly bigger than with other Schools 

 The scientific (thematic ánd methodic) profile of ASCH is not sufficiently precise 

 A big portion of ASCH-members doesn’t feel at home (for example, arts, modern literature) 

  The gap with the other, bigger, culture-focused School, ASCA, is considered too big by some 

involved 

The working group further finds that the analysis of these problems at this moment is not yet precise 

enough to, so soon after the reorganization of faculty research and without solid research, intervenes in 

the new shaped Schools. The preferred solutions as they are now formulated differ too much. Therefore, 

the working group proposes the following charge for the Research Counsel in the following months: 

 Analyze the problematic aspects of size and width of ASCH (this analysis can only take place if 

founded on the input from ASCH itself). 

 Discuss the possibilities for a possible seventh Research School with those involved (from ASCH 

and ASCA), or consider replacement of research groups  

 Based on this, formulate a final advise concerning the arrangement of the Schools  

 

2. PhD-policy 

A dynamic, substantial PhD-community is crucial for our faculty. Policy should be focused on the 

positioning of the UvA as an internationally attractive place to do your PhD-research on humanities. It is 

necessary that we – in addition to the existing (and extending) faculty policy focused on more success in 

the acquisition of projects from the second and third cash flows – think about how we, even now the 

means are very limited, can strengthen the PhD-community. The working group thinks we could 

contribute to that, by going for differentiation in the variety of PhD’s, in which the current, fully paid for, 

PhD isn’t the self-evident norm. It is necessary to redefine what a PhD-student actually is, how and how 

much he/she is financed, and which variants we should distinguish. Policy, focused on differentiation in 

types of PhD’s should be developed on a short term, without implicating a hierarchy (inside-outside, 

employee-student…). The faculty should be more active in the recruitment of not (fully) paid PhD-

students, by trying to increasing the facilities for (outside)PhD-students, like scholarships, remissions etc., 

and by reinforcing the relations with parties able to grant these kinds of financing (like NUFFIC, HBO’s in 

need of PhD lecturers). The working group proposes to charge the research Council with the mission to 

form this policy in the months to come.         

 The working group is aware that the financing from the first cashflowPhD-students is not evident 

right now, because of the financial situation. Even though she strongly advises – and it is an important 

part of the advice – this type of financing of PhD research will not be abolished. Aim for faculty PhD-

places (fully funded) in the future. PhD’s financed from the first cash flow attracts other PhD’s (and RMA-

students) and guarantee continuity.        You can find 

further explanation on this advice in Appendix 1.  

3. RMA-education  

The working groups advise against the 1-to-1 matching of RMA-programs to Schools. By doing that, 

throws up an unwanted wall between the Schools. The following proposals (further detailed in 

appendices 2 and 3) would mean a cost reduction of 23% compared to the current situation (see 

appendix 3). What is more important: it would mean a considerable quality impulse for the RMA-program 

that will contribute to a. more inflow and b. better yield.  



 Choose for clearly profiled RMA-programs; 

o Preserve the (thematic or disciplinary) specialized character of the current successful 

RMA’s  

o Emphasize the distinction with 1MA-programs by a radical research character of the 

RMA-programs.  

 Combine a few smaller studies (see appendix 2:programs)  

 Create a new (combined) RMA for ARTES and ASHMS, in which the current RMA Archeology can 

be merged (see appendix 2). 

 Strengthen the ties between programs and research groups: create tutorials related to research 

groups 

 Enlarge the visibility of focal points in the RMA-education by courses coupled with those focal 

points (see appendix 3). 

 A faculty width RMA-course is not recommendable. Studies related to RMA could start providing 

shared courses (see appendix 3). 

 Appoint program teams of senior-researches vital to the image of the studies, which actually carry 

those studies. 

 Value the RMA-thesis again with 30 EC, but also maintain the corresponding internship in the 3rd 

semester.  

 Let go of the 884-semsterstructure for the RMA; 

o This makes interuniversity cooperation and taking courses at national research schools 

less complicated (in some RMA-programs cooperation outside the faculty is obvious) 

o This makes alternative (research based) education possible  

The working group was divided concerning the issue of 1MA-courses can or cannot be a part of RMA-

programs.  

 The advantage of the admittance of 1MA-courses as electives, is that there are more choice- and 

specialization possibilities for students  

 The advantage of not admitting 1MA-courses as electives is that the difference between RMA-

programs with non-selective programs is clearer.  

The proposed program frame (appendix 2) assumes RMA-programs without 1MA-courses.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Appendix 2: RMA-programs 

The working Group thinks the strengths of research at the FGw will be properly presented when 
9 RMA’s will be developed following the defined principles. Firstly, the four existing programs:  
 Avarage 

inflow 2008-
2014 

Dispersion 
current inflow  

BA @ UvA  

1 Cultural Analysis  23,1  21-27  80-100%  

2 History  17,3  12-27  61-100%  

3 Media Studies  9,0  6-14  35-70%  

4 Philosophy  14,2  10-16  54-94%  

Then there are the two combinations:  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The formation of the expisting RMA Arts Studies would have to make room for ‘Arts in The 
Nederlands’ (in collaboration with Rijksmuseum): 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The working group also proposes to investigate whether a combinding RMA could be 
created for Heritage & Memory (ASHMS) and Transnational/Regional Studies (ARTES), in 
which the existing study Archeology will be merged.  

 
 
 
 The existing program for Religionstudies, should be offered in collaboration with the UU:  

 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 Avarage 
inflow 
2008-
2014 

Dispersio
n current 
inflow  

BA @ UvA 

5 Literary Studies 

Literary Studies 10,0 7-17 57-11% 

Nederlandse letterkunde 8,3 4-11 66-100% 

6 Linguistics 

Linguistics 10,0 5-13 50-73% 

RAP 3,4 2-5 20-80% 

 Avarage 
inflow 
2008-
2014 

Dispersion 
current inflow  

BA @ UvA  

7 Art Studies    

Art Studies  15,3 7-26  60-90%  

Arts in the 
Netherlands  

? ?  ?  

 Avarage inflow 2008-
2014 

Dispersion current 
inflow  

BA @ UVA 

8 New Programs    

Archeology 5.5 3-8 80-100% 

ASHMS ? ? ? 

Artes ? ? ? 

 Avarage inflow 
2008-2014 

Dispersion 
current inflow  

BA @ UvA  

9 Religion Studies    

Theology & Religion St  5,6  3-9  50-100%  



Appendix 3: RMA’s formatting 

A RMA-program would in principle be formatted as follows:  

Semester 1 

 Core course     12 

 Focal point course (choice)   12 

 Tutorial      6 

Semester 2  

 Core course 2      12 

 national research school course 1   5 (+1) 

 Tutorial     12 

Semester 3 

 Core course 3      12 

 national research school course 2  5 (+1) 

 Internship as a preparation for thesis   12 

Semester 4  

 Thesis       30 

 

Explanation: 

 Tutorials: every year there is a variable offer of concrete tutorials related to research groups 

(selected by Graduate School and coordinators of RMA’s)  

 Internship: the student will work in an active research group for the duration of one semester, as 

a preparation to his/her thesis 

 Semester 3 could be used for a visit abroad. In that case, core course 3 should be followed in 

semester 2 (instead of a national course) 

 Research schools courses: these courses are offered as 5-pointcourses, and should be adjusted to 

the UvA-norm (6 or 12 EC), by means of extra assignments or the like.  

 Core courses: it should be investigated whether core courses could be shared with thematic of 

methodic related programs.  

Cost reduction: 

In the current situation (13 studies) 838 EC is offered in modular education (core courses: 13x36 EC = 468; 

tutorials: 13x30 EC =390 EC). In the proposed new situation (8,5 studies) that number would be 448 EC 

(8,5x36 = 306 EC; tutorials/internship: 8,5x36 EC = 306 EC; focal point courses: 3x12 EC = 36 EC). That is a 

cost reduction of 19 EC (23%).



 


