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Members/ invitees Present in the Meeting 

Serial 
no. 

Name 
Serial 
no. 

Name 

1 Sanghamitra Bandyopadhyay 26 Souvik Roy 

2 Amita Pal 27 Sumitra Purkayastha 

3 Amartya K. Dutta 28 Sushmita Mitra 

4 Anil K. Ghosh 29 Susmita Sur-Kolay 

5 Arup Bose 30 Swagato K. Ray 

6 Ayanendranath Basu 31 T.S.S.R.K. Rao 

7 Biswabrata Pradhan 32 Tarun Kabiraj 

8 D. Sampangi Raman 33 Utpal Garain 

9 Deba Prasad Mandal Via Video-Conferencing from Other Centres 

10 Debashish Goswami 34 Abhay G. Bhatt 

11 Dipti Prasad Mukherjee 35 Anish Sarkar 

12 Goutam Mukherjee 36 Arunava Sen 

13 Indranil Mukhopadhyay 37 Arup Pal 

14 M.Z. Anis 38 Bharat Ramaswamy 

15 Mahuya Datta 39 CRE Raja 

16 N.R. Pal 40 Debashish Misra 

17 Pradipta Maji 41 E. Somanathan 

18 Prasun Das 42 Isha Dewan 

19 Probal Dasgupta 43 Mathew C Francis (invitee) 

20 Rajat Kumar De 44 Mohan Delampady 

21 Rajat S. Hazra 45 Prabuddha Chakraborty (invitee) 

22 Rita Saharay 46 Ramesh Sreekantan 

23 Sandip Das 47 T. Karthick (invitee) 

24 Somnath Ray    

25 Sourabh Ghosh    

 
The Chairperson welcomed the members and conveyed her good wishes to them on the occasion of 

Teachers’ Day. She proceeded to inform those present about a discussion that had taken place in the 

meeting of the ISI Council the previous day regarding a complaint that had been made to the Vigilance Cell 

of the administrative ministry from within the institute. Mr. T K. Basu, the representative of the Ministry 

on the Council, had expressed grave concerns regarding this, saying that this was creating a wrong 

impression regarding the Institute. He had further advised that all possible avenues of redress within the 

institute should be exhausted before such a step is taken. The Chairman of the Council as well as other 

members had shared the same concerns and expressed fears regarding the adverse effect such actions 

could have on the reputation of the institute. The Chairman had requested the Director to convey these 

sentiments to all employees of the institute and to urge them to approach existing internal fora for solution 

of problems and resolution of issues, appealing to the Ministry only as a last resort when all else fails. The 



Chairperson added that since this meeting of the Academic Council had given her the opportunity to 

interact with a large cross-section of the faculty of the Institute, she was making use of this forum to pass 

this message on to them. 

 

Agenda Item 1. Confirmation of the proceedings of the 66th meeting of the Academic Council 

held on March 21, 2018 

 
The proceedings of the 66th meeting of the Academic Council were confirmed as circulated. 

 

Agenda Item 2. Matters arising out of the 66th AC meeting  

 
Regarding the action taken with respect to agenda item no. 3 of the 66th AC meeting, Dr. Rajat Hazra 

wanted to know why the name of the M.Math. Programme was missing in the list of programmes whose 

course structure and syllabus had been ratified by the ISI Council in its meeting held in June, 2018. The 

Dean of Studies responded by saying that ratification had been sought only for those programmes whose 

course structure and syllabus were found to be have been approved in various past meetings of the AC, as 

recorded in their proceedings. There are some programmes like M.Math. and MS(LIS) whose course 

structure and syllabi are under review and revision, and approval would be sought from the AC as well as 

the ISI Council after reports are received from the review committees. Dr. Hazra suggested that this fact 

should be added to the Action Taken Report (ATR). 

Resolution: It was resolved that the entry in the Action Taken Report for the 66th AC Meeting 

corresponding to Agenda item no. 3 would be amended as suggested and the 

document would be recirculated. 

 

Agenda Item 3. Status report for committees formed on the recommendations of the AC 

 
The Dean of Studies informed the members present that only the status of those committees formed on 

the recommendations of the AC since its 60th meeting had been reported, as the status of committees 

formed earlier had been reported in the 60th meeting of the AC. She also pointed out that records could 

not be found in her office to support the formation of a few committees as recommended in some of the 

past meetings of the AC. This fact had noted in the report on this status report, and requested the 

members present to come forward in case they had further information in this regard so that the report 

could be updated. A few members suggested that, to avoid such situations in the future, the office orders 

related to formation of committees should be shared with all AC members through some mechanism, like 

emails, links or e-governance. Regarding the committee formed by office order no. DS/2016-17/0216 

dated July 8, 2016, following discussion on agenda item no. 9 of the 60th AC meeting, Dr. Hazra suggested 

that the issue should be followed up by the Dean of Studies. 

Resolution: The report was accepted as presented and the Dean of Studies was requested to 

follow up with the committee formed by office order no. DS/2016-17/0216 dated 

July 8, 2016, for its report. 

 

Agenda Item 4. Consideration of a proposal for review of the course structure and syllabus of the 

B.Math. programme 

 
The Chairperson expressed the opinion that there should be a general policy to review each academic 

programme every five years. It was decided to form a committee to review the course structure and 

syllabus of the B.Math. programme with Prof. Shreedhar Inamdar as the Chairman and Prof. Debashish 

Goswami, the chairman of the M.Math. review committee, as a member to facilitate liaison with the 

latter. The other members could be decided by the chairman of the committee and the Dean of Studies. 

Prof. Saurabh Ghosh pointed out that the committee should have members from other units too, since the 



B.Math. curriculum included courses from areas like Computer Science and Physics. The name of Dr. Sourav 

Chakraborty, who had recently joined the Advanced Computing and Microelectronics Unit (ACMU) of the 

Institute from the Chennai Mathematical Institute, was suggested in this regard, and this was unanimously 

accepted. 

Resolution: It was resolved that a committee would be constituted to review the course 

structure and syllabus of the B.Math. programme with Prof. Shreedhar Inamdar as 

the Chairman and Prof. Debashish Goswami, the chairman of the M.Math. review 

committee, would be included in the committee to facilitate liaison with the latter. 

The other members could be decided by the chairman of the committee and the 

Dean of Studies. The committee should have members from other units too, 

including Dr. Sourav Chakraborty of ACMU. 

 

Agenda Item 5. Consideration of a proposal for partial revision of the course structure in the 

current M. Stat. programme 

 
Prof. Saurabh Ghosh pointed out that though the new M.Stat. curriculum had been adopted only three 

years ago, there has been a growing realization among teachers that some of the courses are difficult to 

teach and there is urgent need to revise their syllabi. This was seconded by Prof. Abhay Bhatt who stated 

that this opinion was shared by faculty in Delhi who teach the first year of the programme to non-B.Stat. 

students. It was decided that a committee would be formed to review and recommend a partial revision 

in the course structure of the M.Stat. programme with Prof. Arup Bose as the Chairman and Prof. Anil 

Ghosh as the Convener. The other members were to be decided by the Chairman and the Dean of Studies. 

Resolution: It was resolved that a committee would be formed to review and recommend a 

partial revision in the course structure of the M.Stat. programme with Prof. Arup 

Bose as the Chairman and Prof. Anil Ghosh as the Convener. The other members 

were to be decided by the Chairman and the Dean of Studies. 

 

Agenda Item 6. Consideration of the Report of Committee formed by Office Order nos. 

DS/2017-18/0002 dated April 5, 2017, and DS/2017-18/0045 dated April 25, 2017, 

regarding introduction of a four-years’ Bachelor’s programme in Computer Science 

 

Prof. Nikhil R. Pal, the chairman of the committee, presented a summary of its recommendations. He 

concluded by expressing the conviction that there is need for such a programme, which has a strong 

emphasis on Mathematics and Statistics. He suggested that it should be B.Tech. programme and AICTE 

approval should be sought. He also pointed out that only a skeletal course structure had been 

recommended and another committee should be formed to work out the detailed syllabi of the courses. 

Prof. Sumitra Purkayastha commented that the proposed programme included seven Mathematics and five 

Statistics courses, and it may be difficult to find teachers for them in the current scenario where there is 

a dearth of teachers, as had also been noted by Prof. Debashish Goswami, a member of the committee, 

in the report. He felt that, given the current strength of statisticians, it was going to be difficult for them 

to participate, and urged careful scrutiny of the proposal. Prof. Goswami reiterated that introduction of 

the programme was not feasible right now, and opined that faculty strength in Mathematics too was 

insufficient. Prof. Rita SahaRay supported the views of Profs. Purkayastha and Goswami and expressed 

reservations regarding the feasibility of introducing the programme without further recruitment. Prof. 

Saurabh Ghosh added that the existing infrastructure too was insufficient. In particular, conducting 

examinations had become difficult in the current set-up. Prof. Susmita Sur-Kolay was of the view that, 

even for the Computer Science courses proposed (fourteen in number), allocating teachers would not be 

easy, and there was urgent need to focus on enhancing infrastructure and faculty strength. She cautioned 

against starting a new programme in such a slipshod fashion. Dr. Hazra quoted the opinion of one of his 

colleagues from the Theoretical Statistics and Mathematics Division, which echoed the same sentiments 



and further added that ISI was not the right place for such a programme. He further quoted from the 

report of the Committee formed by the Government of India to select Institutes of Eminence (IoEs), in 

which ISI had been put into a category called sectoral and narrowly-focused institutes. It had been 

recommended by the committee that such Special Institutions should avoid dilution in competitiveness in 

their own chosen fields. Rather, they should expand in their core areas and excel there.  

The opinions of the chairman and the convener of the committee were sought with respect to these 

comments. Prof. Pal, the chairman, stated that the committee had deliberated on these issues but these 

were beyond its purview. He added that if AICTE approval is sought then laboratories are a must. Prof. 

Utpal Garain, the convener, felt that Computer Science faculty should be able to teach the Mathematics 

and Statistics courses. Further, if the initial intake of students is small, say, less than 20, availability of 

classrooms should not be a problem. Prof. TSSRK Rao suggested conducting commonly-taught courses 

through video-conferencing (VC). The Chairperson felt that a part of a course could be offered in such 

manner, but certainly not an entire course. A mix of classroom teaching and teaching through VC would 

be a better option. Prof. Mahuya Dutta cautioned against such a model, pointing out that it did not work 

well for courses offered in Giridih and Tezpur. There were suggestions from some members regarding 

combining classes of similar courses of different programme citing various arguments in support. Other 

members strongly opposed this, mainly because the objectives of programmes differ so that teaching the 

same course of two different programmes using the same approach is not advisable. The Dean of Studies 

also opined that given the current infrastructure and faculty strength, introducing a new programme, that 

too a four-year programme, was not advisable at present. Prof. Garain added that companies were looking 

for students with the kind of training this programme envisaged, with focus on Mathematics and Statistics, 

and currently there are no such programmes in India. The Chairperson opined that, despite the constraints, 

the possibility of introducing such a programme should be seriously looked into, in view of its uniqueness. 

It was proposed that the committee should take a look at the concerns expressed during the discussion, 

particularly with respect to teaching allocation. The Director advised the committee to examine actual 

data to understand the magnitude of the issue. Prof. Mahuya Dutta suggested that a standing committee 

should be constituted to examine proposals for new programmes with respect to common logistic issues. 

This suggestion was supported by Dr. Prasun Das, who also highlighted the need to examine infrastuctural 

feasibility in addition to the issue of availability of teachers, about which prolonged discussion had taken 

place. The issue of a suitable name for the programme was also discussed inconclusively. It was resolved 

that decision on the introduction of the proposed Bachelor’s degree programme in Computer Science be 

deferred for the time being. The committee was advised to deliberate on the various concerns related to 

teaching allocation and infrastructure that had been expressed during the discussion with the help of 

relevant data on infrastructure (related to various existing academic programmes) as well as centre-wise 

teaching capabilities and teaching load distribution, and to submit fresh recommendations.     

Resolution:  It was resolved that the decision on the introduction of the proposed Bachelor’s 

degree programme in Computer Science be deferred for the time being. The 

committee was advised to deliberate on the various concerns raised, taking into 

account the data on infrastructure (related to various existing academic 

programmes) as well as centre-wise teaching capabilities and teaching load 

distribution, which will be provided by the Dean.  It was also resolved that a 

standing committee would be constituted to examine proposals for new 

programmes with respect to common logistic issues. 

 

Agenda Item 7. Consideration of the Report of Committee formed by Office Order no. 

DS/2018-19/232 dated June 25, 2018, regarding course work requirements for research 

fellows in Computer Science 

 
Prof. Susmita Sur-Kolay, the chairperson of the committee, summarized the recommendations of the 

committee, emphasizing that they were guided by the fact that the student intake for the JRF 

programme in Computer Science at ISI is interdisciplinary. There are students who have no background 

in Computer Science, yet they will receive a Ph.D. degree in Computer Science at the end of the 

programme. The course-work structure has been proposed to ensure that such students get sufficient 



training in Computer Science during their course work to justify the degree. It was also decided after 

some discussion that recommendations to research fellows regarding what courses to take for course-

work should be made by the Research Fellows Advisory Committee (RFAC) in case no supervisor has 

been assigned. It was suggested that, as the proposed Group A of courses was too restrictive, it should 

be merged with Group B and the nomenclature be changed accordingly. This suggestion was accepted 

by Prof. Sur-Kolay. It was resolved that the report be accepted subject to the suggested modifications, 

and the revised report need not be brought back to the AC. 

 

Resolution:  It was resolved that the report be accepted subject to the suggested modifications 

regarding merger of Groups A and B of courses, and the revised report need not be 

brought back to the AC. Also, it was decided that recommendations to research 

fellows regarding what courses to take for course-work should be made by the 

Research Fellows Advisory Committee (RFAC) in case no supervisor has been 

assigned. 

 

 

 

Agenda Item 8. Consideration of the Report of Committee formed by Office Order no. 

DS/2017-18/971A dated March 23, 2018, to formulate a comprehensive policy regarding 

sponsorship of candidates to the M.Tech. (CS), M.Tech. (QROR), M.Tech (CrS) and MS 

(QMS) programmes of the institute 

 
Prof. Sushmita Mitra, the chairperson of the committee, briefed the members present regarding the 

salient features of its recommendations. Prof. Sur-Kolay wanted to know the reason for waiving the 

second test and also whether any decision had been taken on the tuition fee to be charged from such 

candidates. Prof. Mitra replied that several institutions waive all entrance tests for sponsored 

candidates. Prof. Garain affirmed that only interviews are conducted by some institutes for selecting 

such candidates. Prof. Ghosh was not in favour of waiver of any test. Prof. Mahuya Dutta also expressed 

strong reservations regarding this and wanted to know whether any deliberation had been done on the 

percentage of such students who will be admitted in this manner, bypassing the regular admission 

process. The Chairperson suggested that some flexibility should be incorporated into recommendation 

no. 5, namely, “Sponsored candidates have to pay a tuition fee per year/semester basis which must be 

borne by his/her sponsoring organization”, by replacing “must” by “should preferably”. There was 

general consensus regarding accepting sponsored candidates from government organizations. However, 

there was difference of opinion regarding allowing sponsored candidates from private organizations. 

Other suggestions were made, including fixing the maximum number of sponsored candidates that can 

be accepted in each programme, allowing hostel facilities to such candidates, fixing age limit of 

candidates, and so on. Dr. Prasun Das wanted to know who would decide on the tuition fee. The Director 

summed up the discussion saying that these minor details could not be decided in the AC meeting and 

the committee should do the needful based on suggestions received. She emphasized that the admission 

of sponsored candidates should not be discouraged and there should be sufficient flexibility in the 

system to accommodate them. However, necessary checks and balances should be there to ensure that 

there is no dilution in the student intake. It was resolved that the committee should be asked to 

deliberate on the various issues raised in this connection and to come back with fresh recommendations 

that can be approved through circulation. 

 

Resolution:  It was resolved that the committee should be asked to deliberate on the issues 

raised in connection with sponsorship of candidates to the M.Tech. (CS), M.Tech. 

(QROR), M.Tech (CrS) and MS (QMS) programmes of the institute and to come back 

with fresh recommendations that can be approved through circulation. 

 

 



Agenda Item 9. Consideration of the consolidated feedback collected by email from AC 

members in connection with a proposal for conducting the admission test for JRF 

programmes at an earlier date, separately from those for degree/diploma programmes, 

with effect from 2018-19, for selection of JRFs for the academic session 2019-20, pursuant 

to a resolution on this issue in the 66th meeting of the Academic Council of ISI, held on 

March 21, 2018. 

 
It was noted by various members present, from the feedback received, that there was definite 

divergence of opinion on the need for holding the JRF Admission Test more than once. Prof. Sur-Kolay 

suggested that the different disciplines could decide on the frequency and/or timing based on their 

requirements and convenience. Prof. Ghosh expressed concern regarding the impact of holding an 

earlier test on ISI students who are eligible for waiver from written tests. Prof. Sumitra Purkayastha 

felt that conducting the JRF Admission Test was not needed as far as the JRF (Statistics) programme is 

concerned. It was generally felt that it was too late to implement this proposal from 2019. However, it 

was also felt that it needs to be given serious consideration. Therefore, it was resolved that a committee 

would be formed with the Dean of Studies as the Chair and Dr. Prasun Das as a member to examine all 

aspects of the proposal and to make appropriate recommendations with respect to admission for 2020. 

 

Resolution:  It was resolved that a committee would be formed with the Dean of Studies as the 

Chair and Dr. Prasun Das as a member to examine all aspects of the proposal for 

conducting the admission test for JRF programmes at an earlier date, separately 

from those for degree/diploma programmes, and to make appropriate 

recommendations with respect to admission for 2020.   

 

 

 

Agenda Item 10. Consideration of the final report (as mandated by the AC in its 64th meeting) 

regarding the logistic feasibility of starting the proposed M.Sc. (by Research) programme 

in Theoretical Computer Science at the ISI Chennai Centre  

 
The Convener announced at the outset that a request had been received for the deferment of this agenda 

item due to delay in receiving the agenda notes. The Chairperson suggested that a discussion can be 

initiated in this meeting itself. Prof. Sur-Kolay, the Chair of the committee, briefed the members present 

on the contents of the report. Dr. Hazra pointed out that there were inconsistent statements at the end 

of the document, which was very undesirable and suggested that there is a lack in confidence on the 

part of the Chennai centre to conduct the programme. Prof. Sur-Kolay pointed out that when the proposal 

had been made, the scenario had been different as far as infrastructure and faculty were concerned. An 

apprehension has arisen due to the shift of the campus to another location. To begin with, it was being 

proposed that the programme be offered in alternate years. Prof. Ghosh considered it highly improper 

for the programme to be offered in this manner. The Chairperson opined that the proposers seem to be 

confused about the feasibility of the programme and felt that it was not advisable to start it if any doubt 

exists. Dr. Hazra drew the attention of the members present to the request for faculty from ISI Kolkata 

to teach some courses, which indicated inadequate faculty strength. Prof. Sur-Kolay suggested teaching 

from other centres through video-conferencing as well as conducting courses in collaboration with 

Chennai Mathematical Institute and IIT Madras.  Dr. Sampangi Raman, the head of ISI Chennai Centre, 

expressed confidence in the ability of the centre to run the programme. It was ultimately resolved that 

the committee would submit a fresh report which addresses the concerns raised in this AC meeting. 

 

Resolution: It was resolved that the Committee should be asked to submit a fresh report which 

addresses the concerns raised in this meeting. 

 



Agenda Item 11. Consideration of a Report on the Admission process conducted in 2018 for 

selection of candidates to various degree and diploma programmes of the Institute 

 
The Dean of Studies explained that it was not possible to present the report in this meeting since the 

same could not be ratified first by the Selection Test Coordination Committee in view of the 

postponement of its meeting until after this AC meeting due to unavoidable reasons. Since the objective 

was to share the admission data together with the recommendations of the Coordination Committee, she 

announced that the report would be circulated by email among the AC members soon after it is ratified 

by the Selection Test Coordination Committee in a meeting to be held soon. 

 

Resolution:  The Report on the Admission process conducted in 2018 for selection of candidates 

to various degree and diploma programmes of the Institute would be circulated by 

email among AC members in the near future, together with the recommendations 

of the Selection Test Coordination Committee. 

 

 

Agenda Item 12. Consideration of a proposal for the enhancement of remuneration paid to 

part-time teachers appointed from time to time, as and when required, for teaching 

regular courses of the degree or diploma programmes of ISI  

 
Prof. TSSRK Rao welcomed the proposal, saying that it was difficult to get good part-time faculty with 

the existing rate of remuneration. It was resolved that a committee would be constituted to recommend 

guidelines for appointment of guest faculty as well as the remuneration to be offered to them, with 

Prof. B. Rajeev as Chairman. 

 

Resolution: It was resolved that a committee would be constituted to recommend guidelines 

for appointment of part-time faculty as well as the remuneration to be offered to 

them, with Prof. B. Rajeev as Chairman. 
 

 

Agenda Item 13. Approval of list of successful candidates to be awarded degrees/ diplomas 

and medals/prizes in B.Stat./ B.Math./ M.Stat./ M.Math./ MS(QE)/ M.Tech.(CS)/ 

M.Tech.(QR&OR)/ MS(LIS)/ MS(QMS)/ PhD/ PG Diploma in Computer Applications and 

PG Diploma in Statistical Methods and Analytics in the next Convocation 

 
The Dean of Studies pointed out that the list of candidates who will receive Ph.D. degrees in the next 

Convocation will be presented for approval in a later AC meeting, together with the list of recipients of a 

couple of other awards. The list of successful candidates to be awarded degrees/ diplomas and 

medals/prizes (excluding two) in B.Stat./ B.Math./ M.Stat./ M.Math./ MS(QE)/ M.Tech.(CS)/ 

M.Tech.(QR&OR)/ MS(LIS)/ MS(QMS)/ PG Diploma in Computer Applications and PG Diploma in Statistical 

Methods and Analytics in the next Convocation was duly approved. 

 

Resolution: The list of successful candidates to be awarded degrees/ diplomas and 

medals/prizes (excluding two) in B.Stat./ B.Math./ M.Stat./ M.Math./ MS(QE)/ 

M.Tech.(CS)/ M.Tech.(QR&OR)/ MS(LIS)/ MS(QMS)/ PG Diploma in Computer 

Applications and PG Diploma in Statistical Methods and Analytics in the next 

Convocation was approved. The list of candidates who will receive Ph.D. degrees 

in the next Convocation will be presented for approval in a later AC meeting, 

together with the list of recipients of a couple of other awards. 

 



 

 

Agenda Item 14. Consideration of a proposal for a change in the procedure to compute the 

final combined marks for admission to JRF (QROR) 

 

Deferred to the next meeting. 

 

 

 

Agenda Item 15. Consideration for approval of a policy announced by standing committee on 

Admission Policy for Admission of JRF candidates in 2018 

 
Deferred to the next meeting. 

 

Agenda Item 16. Consideration of the proceedings of a meeting of the Chairperson and 

Conveners of the five Ph.D.-D.Sc. Committees in the Institute on   convened by the Dean 

of Studies, pursuant to a decision taken with respect to a miscellaneous agenda item in 

the 66th meeting of the Academic Council of the Institute. 

 
Deferred to the next meeting. 

 

 

 

Agenda Item 17. Consideration of the Report of a Committee constituted by office order no. 

DS/2016-17/0194 dated June 28, 2016, to consider the proposal for a new Masters-level 

degree course in Statistics for students with possibly no previous background in Statistics 

and/or Probability.  

 
Prof. Arup Bose, the Chairman of the Committee, presented an overview of the recommendations made 

by the committee. He mentioned that there was no reference in the proposal to the location of the 

programme and added that the committee could not come up with an appropriate name for the proposed 

programme. Prof. Abhay Bhatt, the Head of the ISI Delhi Centre, declared that his centre was confident 

of running the programme from next year, in addition to the existing M.Stat.(non-B Stream) programme, 

as availability of teachers is not an issue though hostel accommodation is, and there is time to collect 

suggestions and take a decision regarding the name of the programme.  It was resolved that the proposal 

be accepted in principle, and that suggestions regarding name or course structure of the programme 

should be sent to the Chairman of the Committee within a week. The Committee should submit a report 

to be placed in the next meeting of the AC. 

 

Resolution:  It was resolved that the proposal for a new Masters-level degree course in 

Statistics for students with possibly no previous background in Statistics and/or 

Probability, be accepted in principle, and that suggestions regarding the name or 

course structure of the programme should be sent to the Chairman of the 

Committee within a week. The Committee should submit a report to be placed in 

the next meeting of the AC. 

 

 

 

 



 

MISCELLANEOUS 

(i) Review of the admission policy for candidates who are eligible for waiver from 

written tests  
Deferred. 

 

(ii) Policy regarding reconstitution of Research Fellows Advisory Committees (RFACs) 

and other related issues 
Deferred. 

 

(iii) Student Feedback and Best Teacher Award 

 
Prof. Saurabh Ghosh raised the issue of student feedback as was decided in the 52nd Meeting 

of the AC held in March 2011, including the suggestion for giving an award to the best teacher. 

The Dean of Studies reported that in the past three semesters, feedback had been collected 

from students of all programmes conducted in Kolkata through Google Forms and is available 

in the Dean’s Office. It was suggested that the latter should share the feedback on any course 

with the teacher if requested to do so. Though it had been resolved in the 52nd AC Meeting 

feedback should be collected for three semesters and a report should be submitted to the 

AC, the Dean was not sure what was expected in the report. Also, she felt that though the 

proposal for instituting an award for the best teacher was most welcome, this could not be 

decided on the basis of the feedback. It was resolved that a committee would be constituted 

to make recommendations regarding selection of the best teacher, which should submit its 

report by the next meeting of the AC. 

 

Resolution: The Dean’s Office will share student feedback on any course with the 

teacher of the course on request. It was also resolved that a committee 

would be constituted to make recommendations regarding selection of 

the best teacher, which should submit its report by the next meeting of 

the AC. 

 

 

 

                                                                                                                                           Sd/- 

SANGHAMITRA BANDYOPADHYAY 

Director, Indian Statistical Institute  

and Chairperson, Academic Council, ISI  

 


