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Minutes 209 PC‐TCS‐meeting  
Tuesday 10 March 2026 

10:45 – 12:30 Zi 4070 
 

Present: 5 
Members:  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), A. Sperotto (Staff) 
 

Guests:   S. Vonk (B-Coordinator), M. van Grinsven (M-Coordinator), S. 10 
Padberg (Registrar), N. Luijten (Protocolist), V. Zaytsev (PD) 
 

Absent with notice: M. M. R. Kedde (educational officer Inter-Actief), A. Rensink (Chair, Staff), E. 
Meijerink (B-coordinator) 

 15 
1. Opening and determining agenda 

The vicechair opens the meeting at 10:59. 
 

2. Announcement  
Programme management 20 

• Candidates have been interviewed for the PD position. 
• The PD has seen the accreditation report draft. It is confidential so he cannot 

share it yet. 
• The Dutch system of teaching mathematics in high school is changing. The 

cluster of Computer Science has to decide which mathematics level is necessary 25 
to apply to the programme. The UT may do a summer school to get students to 
the right level. 

• The Discipline Council is on board for the revision of the mathematics line.  
• There are several marketing activities this month. There is the master 

orientation market, the Open days and the TCS matching day. There are 207 30 
people in the pipeline for the bachelor programme. 

• The PD asks to already send concrete requests on the Sustainable Computing 
track if there are any. Action Point (David): Review documents on Sustainable 
Computing. 

 35 
3. Incoming/outgoing correspondence  

CEEP – Software System (incoming) 
CEEP – Smart Spaces (incoming) 
Advice on Math Line for TCS (outgoing) 
No comments. 40 
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4. Minutes of the 208th PC-CS 
The minutes are approved.  
 45 
Action points: 

• 735: Stays on the list 
• 740: Stays on the list 
• 742: Can be removed from the list 
• 746: Can be removed from the list 50 
• 747: Stays on the list 
• 748: Can be removed from the list 

 
5. Reflection Data Science & Artificial Intelligence 

a - Reflection Data Science & AI 2025-2026 55 
b - Reflection Smart Spaces 2025-2026 
c - Reflection Computer Systems 2025-2026 
The students of the PC say that the reflection of module 5 is too positively worded. 
There are some complaints about having to buy your own Raspberry Pi. Jansen op de 
Haar says that overall, the students are more unhappy than happy. The grading takes 60 
very long, and exams are considered unfair. There was also no grading rubric for 
operating systems initially. Also, students do not like it that the resits are in the next 
module. This point will be discussed later. The feedback from the students for M5 
Computer Systems is already available for the PD.  

 65 
6. Revision 

a. Course proposal Graphs, Networks and Knowledge  
The PC advises being more explicit in the necessary preknowledge. The topics of M7 of 
Technical Computer Science could be added to the course description as necessary 
preknowledge. Sperotto asks why the project only covers one of the study units. The PD 70 
explains that this is the expertise of the teacher so he chose this topic for the project.  
Action Point (Sperotto): Take the lead in writing an advice on the elective Graphs, 
Networks and Knowledge. 
 

b. Proposal redesign of DSAI 75 
The 5*3EC structure is not followed, but it fits the project better with the current set-up.  
Jansen op de Haar mentions that the ethics topic here does not add much, considering 
M11 does it already.  
Students can choose two electives. There might be an imbalance in the number of 
students choosing the options. Are the teachers prepared for this?  80 
The document vaguely mentions that the assessment moments will be distributed. How 
do you plan to implement this? Both questions will be added to the advice. 
Action Point (Sperotto): Start advice for the proposal redesign of DSAI.  
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7. Changes to the BSc curriculum 

BIT wants three mathematics courses in year 1 and three in year 2. BIT and TCS have the 
same line. Creative Technology was not interested in joining this line.  
 
The PC thinks the first option from the given document about the BSc curriculum 90 
changes makes more sense for TCS. The PC thinks the idea for module 8 Programming 
Paradigms is good. 
Action Point (Jansen op de Haar): Start advice changes to the BSc curriculum. 
  
Programme management asks the PC if they think the end of year 2 is the right place for 95 
Programming Paradigms. Could the topics be redistributed in other modules? It is a big 
change for the entire programme and you lose the overview in module 8. The PC will 
write one advice on the first two pages for the BSc curriculum changes, and a separate 
on the third page.  
 100 

8. Scheduling of Resit in the bachelor 
The PD says that the idea of TOM was that modules are self-contained. With resits in the 
10th week of the module, all course material has to be finished at the latest in week 8. 
Therefore there is little time for content. Having the resit in the next module means two 
more weeks to teach the course material. They chose week 8 in the next module for the 105 
resit, but other weeks might be possible as well.  
The student members of the PC say that the feedback from students is that a resit is 
hard to combine with the activities of the new module. Jansen op de Haar says that the 
main complaint is that resit is too far away from the first test, and students forget some 
of the material. The students of the PC propose to change from week 8 to earlier, for 110 
example week 3. 

 
9. M-EER 2026-2027 part A 

(a) M-EER 26-27 Part A_v3  
(b) M-EER Part A_v3_track-changes  115 
(c) Changes-msc-eer-2026  
(d) M-EER 25-26 M-CS -comments PC-CS EER WG-response  
The advice will go out by email next week or the week after. The PC asks the following: If 
the TCS utwente website is updated, does the EER also need to be changed? The 
website is mentioned in the EER. It does not.  120 

 
10. A.O.B / Questions and Conclusion 

To discuss in the next meeting: 
Sustainable Computing  
Evaluation M1 and M2 125 
SEQ results of master Q2 
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Overview of changes in Data Science courses 
 

11. Improving to embedding of Tas 
This point will be discussed in the next meeting. 130 
 

12. Reaction of students to NSQ scores 
The reactions are quite negative. Students feel that feedback is not taken into account. 
This is mainly a communication issue. There are some actionable items in this feedback 
that could be taken to the programme management.  135 
Action Point (Weijsenfeld & Jansen op de Haar): Make a summary of the reaction of the 
students to the NSQ scores, and discuss this with the programme management in the 
next meeting. 
 
 140 

 
Next meeting 21 April  

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  

747  February  208 Organise a questionnaire to the 
community (teachers+students) 
what should be in the calculus 
course and what can be dropped. 

Chair  

749  March  209 Review documents on Sustainable 
Computing. 

David  

750  March  209 Take the lead in writing an advice on 
the elective Graphs, Networks and 
Knowledge. 

Sperotto  

751  March  209 Start advice for the proposal 
redesign of DSAI.  

Sperotto  

752  March  209 Start advice changes to the BSc 
curriculum. 
 

Jansen op de 
Haar 

 

753  March  209 Make a summary of the reaction of 
the students to the NSQ scores, and 
discuss this with the programme  

Weijsenfeld & 
Jansen op de 
Haar 

 

 


