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GROUP A: REPORTING MATTERS 

Agenda item no. 2.1: Proceedings of 70th and 71st Meetings of the AC 

Professor Debasis Sengupta, Convener, reported that the proceedings of the two meetings 
have already been circulated and subsequently signed. The Action Taken Report on (ATR) 
the resolutions passed in those two meetings was circulated on November 10. He placed on 
record the confirmation of the proceedings and the ATR. 

 

Agenda item no. 2.2: Status of admissions and teaching 

The Dean of Studies reported that the admission test was held on 20 September 2020 after 
being delayed twice due to the Covid-19 pandemic. Out of the total of 20,865 applicants, 
about 8356 actually appeared for the admission tests. After compilation of the screening 
results, answer scripts of 2539 candidates were manually examined. This examination was 
done through on screen marking of scanned answer scripts, through a customized software 
developed specifically for this purpose. On the basis of these tests (and/or interviews in the 
case of research fellowship programmes) a total of 793 candidates made it to the merit lists of 
various degree programmes and another 95 were included in the merit lists of various 
fellowship programmes. In the first round of allocations, offers to 334 prospective students 
and 65 prospective scholars have already been made. It is expected that classes for the 
incoming students would start online from 1st December 2020. 

As for the continuing students, the first semester is being held online as approved by the AC 
through circulation. Many teachers have expressed difficulties with online teaching. In the 
absence of any option other than online classes, the Dean’s Office is trying to improve the 
conditions as much as possible. The mid-term examination has been waived, while the final 
examination is planned in the open book mode.  

 

GROUP –B : FOR DISCUSSION & DECISIONS 

Agenda item no. 3.1: Modalities of admission tests of 2021, reservation for EWS and 
eligibility conditions 

Professor Amita Pal, on behalf of the Admission Management Committee of 2020, explained 
that the final report of the Committee is not available as the admission process is yet to be 
completed. However, the Committee has presented to the Dean its interim report, which 
contains the proposal of a two-day admission test. According to this proposal, the screening 
would be done through a computer based test (CBT), and the screened candidates would be 
called for a short answer type paper based test (PBT) on another day. The second test would 
be a smaller scale affair that may be manageable internally by ISI. The two-part short-answer 
type tests that are presently conducted for some research programmes will be replaced by the 
single test, conducted along with the other short answer type tests. The Dean said that even at 
smaller scale, the second test held on a different day may not cost less than the incremental 
cost of the full scale afternoon test held on the same day, because of the large overhead costs. 
He also pointed to the risks of back and forth communication between the vendor’s portal and 
the ISI’s own portal that may take longer than expected and may not fit into the scheduled 
time in between the two tests. He expressed apprehension about making two major changes 
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in the admission procedure – CBT and two-day test – at the same time. Professor Pal said that 
while her committee has given reasoned recommendations based on feedback from vendors 
in the month of July regarding feasibility of single day test, she recognized the importance of 
practical considerations that might necessitate a different course of action. Prof. Bendre 
expressed reservations about students of the North East (mostly PGDSM applicants) being 
forced to adjust to CBT even as they lack basic computing skills. Prof. Pasun Das pointed out 
that the CBT mode of MCQ tests may increase the responsibility of the admission 
committees. The Dean said that some technical help may be arranged by the Dean’s Office to 
alleviate the extra burden. Some members said that if at all the two tests are held on the same 
day, the CBT and the PBT should be held in different rooms. Some members expressed doubt 
on the availability of suitable vendors with capability to deliver the complex pattern of tests 
required by ISI in the CBT mode, even though there are many vendors ready to sell their own 
product. The Dean acknowledged that that the requirements of ISI will have to be spelled out 
very clearly in the tender document and a decision has to be taken depending on the 
availability of suitable vendors.  

In the matter of 10% reservation for economically weaker sections (EWS), the Dean 
indicated that the reservation mandated by the government is overdue, and that it has to be 
introduced without reducing the existing number of seats. Professor Goutam Mukherjee said 
that there is a possibility that the EWS reservations would not be applicable to ISI as of now. 

In the matter of eligibility for master’s degree courses of ISI, the Dean pointed towards the 
wide variety of eligibility conditions given in the prospectus, in languages that evoked 
numerous queries. Several members expressed views in favour of keeping the eligibility 
requirements at the minimal level, particularly in the spirit of the New Education Policy 2020 
(NEP 2020).  

It was resolved that  

(i) The 2021 admission tests will held on a single day in two parts. The MCQ 
tests would be in CBT or OMR mode (as in 2020), while the short answer 
type test would be paper based. If CBT mode is chosen for MCQ tests, then 
two-part short answer type tests would be merged into a single test. The 
choice between CBT and OMR test will be made depending on the 
availability of suitable vendors. 

(ii) 10% additional seats would be increased in the 2021 admissions over and the 
seats allocated for 2020 admissions in order to accommodate EWS 
reservation, if it is found to be applicable to ISI. 

(iii) A bachelor’s degree of at least three years duration will be the common 
eligibility condition for all the master’s programmes of ISI. 

 

Agenda item no. 3.2: Discussion on BMath Curriculum Review Committee Report 

Professor D. Yogeshwaran, Convener of the Committee, presented the salient features of the 
report. The proposed curriculum included 26 compulsory credit courses and 3 elective credit 
courses (instead of the earlier combination of 28 credit courses and one non-credit course). 
The difficulty level gradient has been reduced, there has been greater diversity in the courses 
and the courses have been made more suitable for large class size. There is greater similarity 
of the first year curriculum with that of BStat now, and the syllabus should be easier to adapt 
to the NEP 2020.  
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It was resolved that the Report of the BMath Curriculum Review Committee is 
accepted with the only modification that the final semester of the curriculum will 
include either a ‘Mathematics Comprehensive’ course with a suitable syllabus (in the 
spirit of ‘Statistics Comprehensive’ in BStat) or an additional elective course in the final 
semester, to be finalized by the same committee. 

 

Agenda item no. 3.3: Constitution of a new MMath Curriculum Review Committee 

The Dean explained that the report of the previous committee had been accepted by the AC in 
its 70th meeting, except for the lack of consensus on the matter of some courses in 
probability, and therefore the remaining work should be relatively less. He proposed a 
committee of six members. Professor Goutam Mukherjee suggested that the name of Samik 
Basu to be included in the committee, and there was no further suggestion. 

It was resolved that the MMath Curriculum Review Committee will be reconstituted 
with the following members: Manish Kumar (Chair), D. Yogeshwaran, Mrinal K. Das, 
Anish Sarkar, Parthanil Roy, Samik Basu and Arijit Chakraborty (Convener).  

 

Agenda item no. 3.4: Constitution of a BStat-MStat Curriculum Review Committee 

The Dean said that the previous round of review of the BStat-MStat curricula had started 
more than ten years ago. Apart from the question of updating the syllabus, there is also issue 
of updating the structure, particularly in view of the NEP 2020. For these reasons he 
proposed a fresh review of the BStat-MStat curricula. Professor Antar Bandyopadhyay said 
that another committee chaired by Professor Arup Bose, of which Prof. Bandyopadhyay is a 
member himself, had been tasked with changes in the MStat syllabus not too long ago. The 
Dean explained that the mandate of that Committee was much narrower, that he had spoken 
the Professor Bose on this matter, and that the latter had said that he would prefer that the 
mandate of that committee be subsumed in a full review of the BStat-MStat curricula. 
Professor Antar Bandyopadhyay insisted that the earlier committee should be asked to 
complete its task before a full review is taken up. Also he questioned the reason for hurrying 
the full review at a time when the Academic Council is yet to decide its stand on the NEP 
2020.  

In the absence of any consensus on this matter, the proposal could not proceed further.  

It was resolved that a full review of the BStat-MStat curricula may be taken up after 
finalization of the ISI plan on the NEP 2020. 

 

Agenda item no. 3.5: Discussion on the report of the committee on a certificate course 
on Management, Analysis and Interpretation of Official Data 

Professor Anup Dewanji presented the report of the committee, formed in the 60th meeting of 
the Academic Council with the objective of formulating the syllabus of a one semester 
certificate course on Management, Analysis and Interpretation of Office Data: Basic 
Standards and Advanced Level. He said that the syllabus prepared by the committee is for the 
Basic Level. Although it had been planned as fifteen week course, it may now be planned for 
delivery as an e-module. Dr. Nachiketa Chattpadhyay said that there is a persistent demand 
for such a course for persons working for the government and dealing with official data, in 
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response to which SOSU has run short term courses. Some requests had to be turned down 
for lack of time. The e-module format would be able to cater to a larger group of people. 
SOSU has a TAC-DCSW proposal to develop an e-module in 2021-22 on these topics. That 
proposal has been accepted with some suggested revisions. 

Prof. Bhabatosh Chanda asked whether the various topics could be learnt through e-modules 
in any order. Dr. Chattopadhyay responded that there would be no prescribed order except for 
some designated prerequisites. The Director suggested that these aspects, along with 
eligibility, duration, testing etc. be worked out by the same committee within a short period, 
so that the revised report is for a certificate course delivered through e-module. 

It was resolved that the committee chaired by Prof. Dewanji would prepare within three 
months a detailed report, outlining the e-module course content, eligibility and 
prerequisites, duration and modality of evaluation. 

 

Agenda item no. 3.6: Decision on the request of Aditya Guha Roy to repeat BStat II 
Year after being allowed to go through BStat III year and passing it 

The Dean described how the student had failed in a subject but was not asked to repeat BStat 
II Year in 2019-20 due to an oversight, and he ended up passing the third year. Some 
members expressed disbelief that such an oversight could actually take place. Prof. Saurabh 
Ghosh said that the oversight may partially be attributed to the facts that the student had 
failed in a third semester subject and that no teacher showed up for the final meeting of the 
fourth semester teachers’ committee. Prof. Susmita Sur-Kolay said that the passing 
committee should consist of teachers’ committees of both the odd and even semesters. Some 
members suggested that the student be allowed to pass without having to repeat the BStat II 
year. It was pointed out that this would amount to penalizing the student, who could have a 
chance to improve his scores in a repeated II Year as per existing rules, for a mistake on the 
part of ISI.  

It was resolved that Aditya Guha Roy would be allowed to repeat BStat second year 
from the 2020-21 first semester, and that he would be permitted to earn his degree 
without having to repeat BStat third year, which he has passed in 2019-20. 

 

Agenda item no. 3.7: Approval of degree and diploma awards for 2021 Convocation 

The Dean of Studies presented the proposed list of students in various programmes (except 
the PhD and certificate programs) for award of degrees and diplomas, and said that the latter 
awards, along with recommendation of award of various prizes, will be circulated among the 
members of the Academic Council for approval.  

The award of BStat (Hons.), BMath (Hons.), MStat, MMath, MS(QE), MS (QMS), MS 
(LIS), MTech (CS), MTech (CrS), MTech (QROR) degrees and PGDSMA and PGDCA 
diplomas to the respective candidates mentioned the Dean’s list was approved. 

 

Agenda item no. 3.8: Proposal to update the NEP 2020 Proposal based on feedback to 
be received from academic divisions 
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The Dean said that, as resolved in the Council meeting of October 4 2020, the interim report 
of the committee chaired by Prof. Goutam Mukherjee, formed by the Officiating Director on 
11 August 2020 with the mandate to undertake an internal review of the implications of the 
National Education Policy (NEP 2020) for the Institute, was shared with the Professors –in-
Charge of the various divisions and the Head of the SQCOR Division, for discussion. While 
the SQCOR Division provided consolidated views, no other division was able to do that. 
Three divisions sought more time. The Director suggested that the committee chaired by 
Professor Goutam Mukherjee be allowed, as per its mandate given by the Council, to 
incorporate the suggestions from the divisions in their final report, which may then be 
deliberated in the next meeting of the Academic Council. 

It is resolved that discussion on the NEP report will be deferred till the committee 
chaired by Professor Goutam Mukherjee is able to incorporate the suggestions from the 
divisions. 

  

Agenda item no. 3.9: Formation of a committee to rationalize and bring closure to past 
AC resolutions 

The Dean explained that many decisions taken in earlier meetings of the Academic Council 
have been difficult to implement, overlooked or led to unforeseen complications. Many 
committees formed pursuant to decisions taken by the AC have not submitted their reports. It 
would be desirable for an AC appointed committee to bring closure to those issues and also to 
removes inconsistencies, gaps or roadblocks to implementation of those decisions. Professor 
Antar Bandyopadhyay welcomed the idea and said that while the proceedings of the recent 
AC meetings are available online, unavailability of the agenda with annexure limits the utility 
of the proceedings. He suggested that along with the other work, the committee makes sure 
that these are also made available online to everyone. The Director suggested that the access 
to the agenda of the meetings with annexure be made available within ISI. 

It was resolved that a committee consisting of Bhabatosh Chanda (Chair), Mahuya 
Dutta, Saurabh Ghosh, Biswabrata Pradhan, Souvik Roy and Debapriyo Majumdar 
(Convener) will be formed for the purpose of examining the proceedings of the meetings 
of the Academic Council in the last ten years, identifying the areas of incompleteness 
and recommending solutions that would bring coherence to past decisions and bring 
closure to the issues. 

 

Agenda item no. 3.10: Discussion on report of committee to propose modalities of 
awarding D.Sc. Honoris Causa 

On behalf of the committee constituted by the Academic Council, Professor Nikhil R. Pal, 
presented the salient points of its report. According to the report, the nominated person 
should be an eminent individual known through his/her academic activities or for 
distinguished contributions to humanity, who is a non-employee of the Institute and not a 
politician. The proposed modalities of selection include nomination by five professors of the 
Institute in a prescribed format, receiving informal consent of the nominee, evaluation of the 
nomination by a committee chaired by the Director and consisting of three external experts 
and the Dean of Studies (convener), and eventual approval through the Academic Council 
and the Council. There was a detailed discussion on the need for safeguards against the award 




