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Standard lecture courses with homework

Having homework counting for the final grade is an important incentive for students to do homework, and
working on homework and getting feedback on solutions is for many courses a central part of the learning
process that also prepares for the exam. The challenge is to balance this incentive to do homework with
the increased fraud risks arising from the availability of GenAI.

• Our exam regulations require that when there is a final written exam and a partial grade for
homework, students can only pass the course when their grade in the final exam is at least a 5.
This limits the potential impact of the homework grade. We should communicate to students at
the start of the course: If you don’t do your homework yourself, you learn less because you don’t
practice working out your own ideas and don’t find out if they were correct, and this makes you
unlikely to pass the course despite a potentially good homework grade.

• In addition, we shouldn’t let homework count for a too large part of the grade. A limitation to
homework counting at most 20% of the final grade could make sense. (Some Dutch universities
even set the limit to 10%, which may be too small as an incentive to do homework. As of May 2025,
mastermath still allows homework to count at most 40% if the final exam is at least a 5.)

• Wemay want to require the submission of (scans of) handwritten solutions to homework problems
to make copying less attractive. For students who don’t do a lot of handwriting otherwise, this is
also a valuable preparation for written exams. Of course, requiring handwritten solutions doesn’t
make sense for coding exercises.

• We may consider other forms of tests that contribute to the homework bonus. For example, it
may be more difficult to use GenAI to produce the answers for a Brightspace quiz that can only be
done in a fixed 5 minute time window during the lecture or the exercise class. (However, such a
quiz would test a different skill than the usual homework problems.)
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Bachelor’s and Master’s theses

At the start of the project, students should be informed which use of GenAI is allowed and which is not
allowed. If the supervisor suspects that GenAI has been used in a non-permitted way while the student is
still working on the project, they should discuss this with the student. For the final product, there is no
reliable automated check to detect whether larger parts are produced by GenAI. In case of doubt, we
would like to have the possibility of having an in-person meeting (scriptiegesprek) with the student, the
supervisor, another permanent scientific staff member in order to clarify this.

• This scriptiegesprek should be after submission and before grading of the thesis.
• It should be different from the public final presentation.
• It should be optional and only take place in cases where both readers have doubts about the
originality, for example because there are significant high-quality additions compared to earlier
drafts that have never been discussed with the supervisor. Typically, this will only happen in cases
with relatively few supervision meetings.

• During the scriptiegesprek the student should explain the content of their thesis and disclose
which sources they used (notes from courses, books, . . . ).

• If the student has satisfying answers, then the scriptiegesprek should have no impact on the grade. If
the student doesn’t have satisfying answers to the questions raised about content and sources, the
examiners will prepare a report for the exam committee because this indicates fraud (by generative
AI, by copying from an undisclosed source, or by having someone else writing parts of their thesis).
In this second case, the project should be graded as incomplete if the grade is due before the decision
by the exam committee.

We think of this as an efficient solution as the scriptiegesprek only takes place in cases of doubt and does
not require any preparation for students who write their thesis themselves. Moreover, knowing that such
a scriptiegesprek can be scheduled may help to discourage students from committing fraud.
Implementation Starting from the academic year 2026/27, the following paragraph should appear in the
study guide entries for the Bachelor’s and Master’s theses. The students should be made aware of this
(and the guidelines for the use of generative AI) by their supervisors and the thesis coordinators.
It can happen that after the submission of a thesis, the supervisor and the second reader have fraud suspicions,
for example because mismatches in style and quality suggest prohibited use of generative AI or copying from
sources without references. In this case, the supervisor can request the student to attend a meeting where
the resources used for the preparation of the thesis are discussed. Besides the student and the supervisor,
another permanent scientific staff member must be present, preferably the second reader or a member of the
exam committee. If the student can convincingly explain during the meeting which sources they used for the
preparation of their thesis and that they know the material presented, the normal evaluation process continues
and the meeting will have no impact on the evaluation of the thesis. If the meeting leaves the supervisor and
the second staff member with serious doubts about the intellectual ownership of parts of the thesis, they will
prepare a report for the exam committee that will handle the case according to the FNWI fraud regulations.
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Special courses: Programming, Writing,Modellenpracticum, . . .

Programming Some courses require students to perform coding tasks. GenAI is good in this, especially
for the basic algorithms that are taught in every applied mathematics curriculum. The following possible
measures can be implemented next to the written exam in order to ensure that students still achieve the
learning goals:

• For each student, schedule a short oral examination to test their code ownership. If the lecturer
chooses to only have a short oral examination for some of the students submitting homework, they
should make sure that no bias is introduced in selecting which students to invite, for instance by
randomly selecting them, rather than based on a suspicion.

• Alternatively, schedule a programming test in an environment without internet access (possible by
using Ans in combination with an additional application for programming).

Moreover, the general suggestion of not making the homework assignments count more than 20% of the
grade still applies here.
Modellenpracticum The learning goals of this course are to develop problem solving and collaboration
skills. While a responsible use of GenAI is valuable for problem solving, research in education shows that
the use of GenAI can further reduce collaboration in team work (Groothuijsen et al., 2024). We therefore
recommend the following measures.

• Hold regular meetings with your group(s) of students, not only to track progress, but also to foster
collaboration within the group.

• Use the final presentation and the final report to test their ownership of the methods and codes.
Writing Skills in Academia In this course, a final written homework of 5 to 8 pages in length about a topic
from a different course is the central element. Because this is shorter, mathematically less sophisticated,
and less closely supervised than a Bachelor’s thesis, it is potentially easier to use GenAI applications for
preparing (parts of) this homework than for a thesis.

• A stronger emphasis on intermediate products, such as the outline, and the cohesion of these
intermediate steps with the final text may make it more difficult, but not impossible, to use GenAI
for producing the end product.

• The requirement to give detailed references for all more significant results in the text may reduce
the risk of fraud.

Other special courses Similar remarks apply to other courses where the final grade is based on an essay
or a project, rather than a written or an oral exam.
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