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Minutes 200 PC‐TCS‐meeting  
Tuesday 13 May 2025 

10:45 – 12:30 hr. Microsoft Teams & Zi 4070 
 

Present: 5 
Members:  A. Sperotto (Staff), L. Mariot (Staff), A. Rensink (Chair, Staff), J.  

Verschuren (Student), N. Alachiotis (Staff), P. Cecchini 
(Student) 
 

Guests:   N. Luijten (Protocolist), S. Padberg (Registrar), M. van 10 
Grinsven(M-Coordinator), S. Vonk (B-Coordinator), V. Zaytsev 
(PD), E. Meijerink (B-Coordinator), H.D. van Andel (educational 
officer Inter-Actief) 
 

Absent with notice: L. Kruitwagen (Student), F.G.J Weijsenfeld (student) 15 
 

1. Opening and determining agenda 
The chair opens the meeting at 10:47.  

 
 20 

2. Announcement  
Programme Management  

• The new quartile has started.  
• There have been multiple meetings with subgroups of teachers on the 

curriculum restructuring plans.   25 
• The university wants data sheets to assess the costs of the education.  
• There have been meetings with Interactief for the study tour. It is not 

guaranteed to take place next year.  
• There was a teacher session to collect feedback for the accreditation 

documentation. 30 
• Next week is the week of education 
• The student members of the PC will be involved with the accreditation 

committee. The Education Committee of InterActief will be invited as well. 
 

Program Committee 35 
The chair asks the students about their plans for the PC. Cecchini would like to stay on 
but has a minor abroad in Quartile 1 and 2. Verschuren is unsure, and Wesijsenfeld is 
planning to continue with the PC.  

 
3. Incoming/outgoing correspondence  40 

a. Planning module 1 
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The mail has been addressed. It is asked that replies are added to the 
documents.  

b. Advice letter BSc EER 2025-2026 
 45 

4. Minutes of the 199th PC-CS 
No comments. The minutes are approved. 
 
Action points: 

• 718, 719, 720, 721: Remove from the list 50 
 

5. M-EER part B 
a. Changes CS part B 
b. M-EER 25-26 cs_v1 part b 
c. Track changes 55 
d. New course 

The PC is positive about the content of the new course. They are however not in 
favour of generative software being prohibited while this course should teach 
the correct way to use AI.  
 60 
The Data Science track proposed changes in the curriculum, in particular in the 
advanced courses. They propose two new courses. Program Management 
supports the proposal. They are critically assessing courses regarding the 
number of students and capacity. 
 65 
Action Point (Chair): Organise that an advice is given of the M-EER.  
Action Point (Sperotto): Advice on the master course proposals. 
 

Cecchini says that the pillars feel overglorified. This is not shared in the PC nor Program 
Management. Cecchini also suggests better course names for Machine Learning I and II. 70 
Program Management says that comments can be given to the teacher. If you have 
ideas based on the course description, we can tell the teacher. Program management 
would like an advice letter within the next two weeks.  

 
6.  Bachelor curriculum revision 75 

a. Curriculum revision update 
b. Module 1 – revision update 
c. Module 8d – update and name change 

The PC thanks the PD for the extensive document. Verschuren thinks the names of the 
courses Network Systems 1, 2 and 3 are not very descriptive. The PD says that it has 80 
been discussed with the teacher. It is one big course, with three different tests. You can 
only do the entire course.  
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7. Scaling back of TA’s 
Module 2 has scaled back on the number of exercises with sign-offs. The labs for module 85 
4 are consistently empty. Students are not showing up. The chair says he has heard no 
major alarm bells, the capacity seems okay. PhD students are taking over tasks as well. 

 
8. Quality Assurance System – 11.09  

The PC and Program Management agrees that the QAIs do not serve a clear purpose and 90 
do not pay back the effort they take; moreover, it is not clear that the PC should be 
actively involved in the Quality Assurance cycle itself. Some other ideas are mentioned 
that could be more helpful, such as giving advice to new teachers/new courses when 
starting up a course 
The CEEP still happens during the module and is considered somewhat useful, although 95 
attendance is also not very high. 
Verschuren thinks that the SEQ response rate is low since students feel that nothing is 
done with the feedback. Program management could be more transparent about the 
steps that are taken. He gives the example of module 4, where he is now a TA and hears 
the same complaints that he had when he followed the module. The M-coordinator 100 
suggests having a meeting at the start of the module with the module team to discuss 
the comments and feedback from last year, and if and how it is used.  
 
The B-coordinator Meijerink suggests having a separate brainstorming session on this 
topic. She will organise this meeting. 105 
 

9. A.O.B / Questions and Conclusion 
 
 

Next meeting:  17 June 2025 110 
Nr  Given in 

month 
 Meeting Description Responsible Deadline 

722 May 2025 200 Organise that an advice is given of 
the M-EER.  

Chair 27 May 

723 May 2025 200 Advice on the master course 
proposals. 

Sperotto  

 


