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Minutes 208 PC‐TCS‐meeting  
Tuesday 10 February 2026 

10:45 – 12:30 Zi 4070 
 

Present: 5 
Members:  A. Rensink (Chair, Staff), M. V. Wolter (Student), B. David 

(Student), F.G.J. Weijsenfeld (Student), N. Alachiotis (Staff),  L. 
Mariot (Staff), M. M. T. P. Jansen op de Haar (Student) 
 

Guests:   S. Vonk (B-Coordinator), M. M. R. Kedde (educational officer 10 
Inter-Actief), M. van Grinsven (M-Coordinator), S. Padberg 
(Registrar), E. Meijerink (B-coordinator),  
 

Absent with notice: N. Luijten (Protocolist), A. Sperotto (Staff), V. Zaytsev (PD) 
 15 

1. Opening and determining agenda 
The chair opens the meeting at 10:49. The protocolist is absent but will create the 
minutes based on the recording. 

 
2. Announcement  20 

Programme management  
• The New Year event took place. There was a small number of participants, but 

they were all very actively engaged.  
• During the Discipline Council on January 20, the math line was discussed. They 

were very positive in general. There are some concerns about staffing, and that 25 
discussion will continue this week.  

• The Master Kick In happened. The number of students is approximately the 
same as in previous years. 

 
3. Incoming/outgoing correspondence  30 

No comments. 
 

4. Minutes of the 207th PC-CS 
Page 3, line 86: Q5 -> module 5. This repeats in the action points, so change it there as 
well. 35 
With these changes, the minutes are approved.  
 
Action points: 

• 733: Can be removed from the list 
• 735: Stays on the list 40 
• 736: Can be removed from the list 
• 737: Can be removed from the list 
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This should not have been an action point. 
• 739: Can be removed from the list 
• 740: Stays on the list 45 
• 741: Can be removed from the list 
• 742: Stays on the list 
• 743: Can be removed from the list 
• 744: Can be removed from the list 
• 745: Can be removed from the list 50 

 
5. Part A – MSc EER 25-26 

The M-coordinator has received all the comments. She has gone through all the 
comments and replied to all of them. In the next Faculty Council, she will mention the 
comments of the PC-TCS. She will share with the PC her file with the replies, and a list of 55 
what will change and what will not in this year’s EER.   
The PC is content with this result. 
 

6. Math line progress 
There are two questions on the general document.  60 
Can bachelor students still choose the same master studies with the reduced 
mathematics? The B-coordinator says they can.  
 
Is the new Linear Algebra course more focused on applications in Computer Science? 
The B-coordinator says that is the general idea of the new math line. The staffing on the 65 
courses except for M1 and M2 is still uncertain. Weijsenfeld has ideas about TCS 
applications for Linear Algebra and will send them via Mattermost.  
 
The PC has a concern for the Calculus line. There is a reduction of 2 ECs, so what will be 
dropped? Integrals and differentiation are necessary. Imaginary numbers might be 70 
dropped. The coordinator in the math department thought differential equations might 
be dropped as well. The chair thinks we should ask the community for input, so students 
and teachers.  
 
Jansen op de Haar remarks that Vector Calculus is already put in a separate course, and 75 
there was overlap between Calculus 1 and Calculus 2 which can be removed. So the 
problem might be smaller than it seems. 
 
In Q1 and Q2 there is a repeated structure of lecture, tutorial and tutor sessions in each 
week. The exam is in week 8. The coordinator of AM wanted to plan the resit in the 80 
same quartile, but TCS has standardised this to the next quartile. This will be 
communicated to the AM coordinator. 
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There will be tutor sessions for groups of 15 students. How mandatory should this be? 
The idea is that this is a pass/fail part of the math line. Every course with mandatory 85 
parts covers what to do if there are personal circumstances. They want the students to 
submit answers to exercises that will be discussed later in the tutor session. The 
solutions do not have to be correct, but submission can be mandatory. The PC asks if 
submission can also be individual instead of with a group. The programme management 
says that the workload for the teacher will be too much then. Jansen op de Haar voices 90 
the concern that excellent students who might not need the sessions do not benefit 
from a mandatory session.  

 
Action Point (Chair): Formulate advice on the math line. 
Action Point (Chair): Organise a questionnaire for the community (teachers+students) 95 
what should be in the calculus course and what can be dropped. 

 
7. Quality assurance TCS 

The teachers can decide whether they want to put the reflection on Canvas or discuss it 
in the introduction lecture. The PC says that the point is to reach the new students with 100 
the feedback from the last edition. They suggest making this clearer in the document.  
Furthermore, it would make sense to have the policy of the programme management in 
terms of quality assurance on the general Canvas page where all teachers can access it. 

 
8. Recent evaluations 105 

For the course Cyber Risk Management, there was a low SEQ score, but it was unclear 
why this was the case. Weijsenfeld collected the opinion of the students. 
 
The M-coordinator says that it was clear that the level was not what the students 
expected. The students think it is too much management/business-focused. The 110 
Programme Management will discuss the feedback with the teacher.  
 
The PC thinks it is constructive feedback and can be shared with the teacher. 

 
 115 

9. Analysis results National Student Questionnaire/Keuzegids 
The results of the NSQ are lower than expected. It is not so clear why this is the case. 
The students of the Programme Committee do not recognise the results. Action Point 
(Weijsenfeld): Ask fellow students about the NSQ scores and why they think it is the 
case.  120 

 
10. A.O.B / Questions and Conclusion 

Wolter has two points that should be added to the agenda of the next meeting. There 
are complaints that the resits are in the next quartile. Furthermore, there could be a 
discussion on how TAs could be better distributed throughout the programme. To be 125 
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discussed is to use the knowledge of TAs to improve education and to make TAs more 
effective in their work, e.g. by providing them better onboarding. 
 

 
Next meeting 10 March 130 

Nr  Given in 
month 

 Meeting Description Responsible Deadline 

735  December  206 Evaluate the restructuring of M1 and 
M2. 

PD  

740  January  207 Invite people from other PC for a 
discussion on the working of the 
Programme Committee. 

Chair  

742  January  207 Share outcome reflection meeting 
module 5 with the PC. 

PD  

746  February  208 Formulate advice on the math line. Chair  
747  February  208 Organise a questionnaire to the 

community (teachers+students) 
what should be in the calculus 
course and what can be dropped. 

Chair  

748  February  208 Ask fellow students about the NSQ 
scores and why they think it is the 
case.  

Weijsenfeld  

 
 


