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Agenda item no. 1.1: Opening remarks by the Chairperson 

Professor Sanghamitra Bandyopadhyay, Chair, welcomed the members to the 76th meeting of 
the Academic Council. 

 

GROUP A: REPORTING MATTERS 

Agenda item no. 2.1: Proceedings of 75th Meeting of the AC 

The Dean of Studies reported that the proceedings of the meeting have already been 
circulated and subsequently updated and signed by the Dean and the Director. The Action 
Taken Report on (ATR) the resolutions passed in this meeting was circulated on November 
11 along with the agenda of the present meeting. 

Agenda item no. 2.2: Other reporting matters 

i. MTech (CS) Brochure. The Dean of Studies reported that as resolved in the 75th AC, 
he had convened and chaired a meeting on September 7 2021 to finalize the MTech 
(CS) Students’ Brochure. The proceedings of that meeting had been circulated along 
with the finalized brochure on September 15 2021. The proceedings have been placed 
as Annexure 1 of the agenda of the present meeting for the sake of records. The 
Brochure was subsequently uploaded to the Dean’s website. 

ii. Approval of results of 2021. The Dean of Studies reported that all the results of 2021 
except PhD have been circulated among the members on November 3, approved and 
subsequently placed in the Council meeting of November 18 2021 for final approval. 
The said results have been placed as Annexure 2 of the agenda of the present meeting 
for the sake of records.  

iii. Approval of two “special topics” courses of MMath. The Dean of Studies reported 
that the courses Martingale Theory and Representation Theory of Finite Groups, were 
circulated among the members of AC on September 14 and was subsequently 
approved for being offered in the first semester of the academic year 2021-22.  

iv. Minor change in project guidelines of MMath. The Dean of Studies reported that a 
minor change in the project guidelines of MMath (specifying the information a 
student has to provide for seeking approval of the project), in accordance with a 
decision taken in the 66th meeting of the AC, has been incorporated in the Students’ 
Brochure.  

v. Updating of MSQE and MStat Students’ Brochures. The Dean of Studies reported that 
the two brochures have been put into the Part II format mandated through a decision 
taken in the 64th meeting of the AC. All AC decisions in the interim period have been 
incorporated, and the two brochures have been uploaded in the Dean’s website. 

vi. NEP document of ISI. The Dean of Studies reported that feedback on the draft NEP 
document has been received from all but two divisions (CCSD and BSD). 

vii. PhD Thesis submission workflow. The Dean of Studies reported that Discussion on 
the issue of plagiarism check of theses before submission was initiated through email 
in the forum of Conveners of PhD-DSc Committees in January 2017. In month of 
August 2019 Director, Deputy Director, Dean, Associate Dean and all PhD-DSc 
Conveners participated in more email exchanges on this issue. The Director wrote to 
the then Dean of Studies on 5 August 2021 to report this decision in the 70th 
Academic Council meeting and she advised the PhD/DSc cell to prepare relevant 
forms by that time. The forms were prepared accordingly (Prof. Nikhil R. Pal, on 
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request, monitored the form preparation part). The Director asked the PhD-DSc Cell 
on 7 August 2021 to convey a detailed advisory on this matter to scholars and 
supervisors, through the various PhD-DSc Conveners. The Director asked the then 
Dean whether there should be an item in AC making plagiarism check mandatory for 
PhD thesis submission. The then Dean responded that first a decision should be taken 
by the Chairperson and the Convenors of the PhD-DSc Committees, and then such a 
proposal can be vetted by AC. The issue of plagiarism check was listed as a reporting 
agenda item for the 70th Meeting of AC held on 9 September 2019. For some 
unknown reason there is no mention of the matter in the proceedings of that meeting. 
To fill that gap, it is being reported in this meeting, along with a PhD thesis 
submission workflow that had been circulated by the PhD-DSc Cell among conveners 
of the PhD-DSc Committees in February 2021, and uploaded in 
https://www.isical.ac.in/~deanweb/Workflow%20for%20PhD%20Programme%20of
%20ISI.pdf . It was further updated recently to ensure return of borrowed laptop 
computers. 
Prof. Antar Bandyopadhyay objected to the procedure followed at that time and also 
in the present instance, saying that academic matters such as policy on plagiarism 
check and whether there should be a PhD registration fee, should be vetted in the AC, 
the highest academic body of the Institute, as mentioned by the then Dean of Studies. 
Prof. Saurabh Ghosh supported this view and said that the matter had not been 
mentioned in the 70th meeting of the AC. The Director agreed to open the issue for 
discussion in the present meeting. The deliberations on this issue that took place 
before and after this decision of the Director are recorded below under a special 
agenda item. 

viii. Status of admission. The Dean of Studies reported that the Institute’s plan is to repeat 
the process of last year. PGDAS admission (fee-waived channel) would be clubbed 
with PGDSMA selection. The admission tests will be conducted on 8 May 2021. The 
related committees are about to be formed. 

ix. Status of courses. The Dean of studies reported that no offline mid-term is being held 
anywhere in the Institute as per Director’s order. The Bangalore Centre has 
announced online final exams with at least 40% weightage as in previous semester. 
There is no proposal for online final examination from other centres; preparations for 
regular examinations are under way. Offline classes will start in Kolkata (with 
provision for online participation) and Giridih after mid-term as per government 
guidelines, and such classes have already started in Tezpur. Development of PGDAS 
material is progressing. Some changes in approved curriculum is necessitated; 
detailed syllabus would be brought back for further approval of AC. Since no 
Coursera course could be identified for eligibility in the full fee channel, an MCQ 
Question Bank for randomized test will be used instead. Subject-specific passing 
certificates will be allowed in this course. 
Prof. Saurabh Ghosh said that online final examinations and the related issue of 
weightage cannot be a reporting matter. Even if it was necessary to announce the 
weights before the on-going mid-term examinations, the matter still needs a post-facto 
decision. Dr. S. Inamdar endorsed this view. The Director allowed the matter to be 
listed as a special agenda item for discussion. The subsequent decision is listed below. 

x. Status of hostels. The Dean of studies reported that Current institute-wide policy 
permits filling of hostels only up to 50% capacity. This capacity is yet to be filled, 
though many continuing students have returned. The policy would be reviewed soon. 
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GROUP B : FOR DISCUSSION & DECISIONS 

Special Agenda item: PhD thesis workflow including automated check of Plagiarism 

The Director said that having an automated plagiarism check as a requirement for thesis 
submission is a good and widely adopted practice, apart from it being mandated by the UGC. 
Prof. Arup Pal said it is a helpful warning system. Prof. Mahuya Datta pointed out how 
equations, definitions and other inline text of theses in Mathematics and Statistics may raise 
too many false warnings. Prof. Mridul Nandi asked whether ISI already has a policy decision 
on mandatary plagiarism check. The Director said that since the theses are made publicly 
available these days, there should be no question of whether such a policy should be there, 
but only on how the check should be done. Prof. Susmita Sur-Kolay said that it is not just an 
issue of how the supervisor may certify non-plagiarism; the Institute should also be careful 
about not being exposed to being held liable for plagiarism. For that there can be an 
alternative mechanism for mathematics/statistics. Some members in mathematics and 
statistics pointed out that an alternative proposal cannot be given immediately, as this matter 
was not listed for discussion. The Director said that the interested members should bring an 
alternative proposal about how to do plagiarism check for theses in their disciplines in the 
next meeting of the AC itself. Prof. Mrinal Das asked what would be the AC’s decision 
regarding PhD theses that have already been accepted over the past two years without such a 
check. Prof. Arup Pal and Prof. Anil Ghosh confirmed that such cases have indeed been there 
in both Mathematics and Statistics. The Director said for now, the status quo should continue, 
even if that is heterogeneous across disciplines. In response to the Director’s question, the 
Chief Librarian said that the Library In-Charges at Delhi and Bangalore are equipped to help 
scholars needing support in respect of use of the software, and further help may be provided 
through the Chief Librarian and his deputies.  

With regard to the PhD registration and thesis submission workflow, Prof. Antar 
Bandyopadhyay said that the long followed practice of collecting a fee for PhD thesis 
processing has needs to be regularized by the AC. The Director said that this may be done by 
endorsing the workflow as a whole. Prof. Susmita Sur-Kolay wanted to see the document 
being endorsed, and it was displayed online by accessing it from the website 
https://www.isical.ac.in/~deanweb/Workflow%20for%20PhD%20Programme%20of%20ISI.
pdf , and made a part of records of the present meeting. Responding to complaints, the Dean 
of Studies assured that a more visible link to the workflow would be provided. 

It was resolved that the PhD registration and submission workflow currently available 
at the Dean’s website is endorsed by the Academic Council. A fresh proposal on the 
mechanism of checking plagiarism in respect of theses in statistics and mathematics 
would be considered in the next meeting of the Academic Council, and until then the 
status quo of adherence to the workflow will continue. 

 

Special Agenda item: Online final examination at Bangalore centre 

The Dean of Studies said that the Associate Dean of Bangalore Centre had communicated the 
need of online final examinations at the Bangalore Centre in the current semester, and of 
requiring at least 40% weightage on that examination – as in the previous semester. Since the 
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weights had to be announced before the on-going mid-term examinations, those were decided 
in anticipation of the Academic Council’s approval. The AC may kindly approve.  

It was resolved that the final examinations of the courses at the Bangalore centre in 
2021-22 first semester would be held online and would carry at least 40% weight.  

 

Agenda item no. 3.1: Confirmation of Proceedings of the 75th meeting of the AC 

The Dean of Studies placed the final version of the proceedings for confirmation by the AC. 
There was no objection from any member. 

The AC confirmed the Proceedings of the 75th meeting of the AC. 

 

Agenda item no. 3.2: Consideration of recommendations of various awards and medals 
for 2021  

The Dean of Studies presented the recommendations of various awards and medals for 2021, 
listed in Annexure 3. He said that the recommendations for the D. Basu medals for 2020 and 
2021, as well as the recommended list of awardees of the PhD degree, will be circulated for 
approval before the next convocation. Prof. Saurabh Ghosh and Prof. Antar Bandyopadhya 
explained that the Teachers’ Committee of BStat 3rd Year chose not to recommend any name 
either for Mrs. M R Iyer Memorial Gold Medal for the most outstanding student in B.Stat. 
(Hons) or for Nikhilesh Bhattacharya Memorial Gold Medal for best performance in 
Statistics in B.Stat. (Hons), even though there was no dearth of good performance. The 
problem was that the scores of the students were close and most of the examinations were 
online. The Teachers’ Committee had felt that awarding these Medals on the basis of online 
scores would not be wise. However, since the Teachers’ Committee was not in a position to 
take the decision consistently for all awards that involved online examination scores, the 
decision was referred to the Academic Council. 

Prof. Biswabrata Pradhan said that two awards for the MSQE programme were based on 
online examination scores, but those recommendations came from a special committee 
formed for that purpose. That recommendation should not be annulled. Whatever decision is 
taken by the AC, it should be restricted to the BStat (Hons) programme. The Dean of Studies 
said that there is imperfection in every decision concerning awards, but this particular form of 
imperfection should not deter us from giving the awards. Prof. Swagato Ray said that if we 
can give degrees on the basis of online examination scores, we can give awards too. The 
Director said these are decisions on the best students, and the fairness of the online 
examinations would be less of an issue for them. Prof. Mahuya Datta asked whether the 
matter may be sent back to the committee for selection, with the decision that the award 
would be given. The Dean said that would not make much sense as the Teachers’ Committee 
have already considered the scores and referred the matter to the AC. In response to the 
Director’s query, Prof. Saurabh Ghosh confirmed that the decision on these medals are 
generally made on the basis of scores. There was general consensus that the medals should be 
awarded on the basis of highest aggregate scores. 

 
It was resolved that the Academic Council recommends award of the Mrs. M R Iyer 
Memorial Gold Medal for the most outstanding student in B.Stat. (Hons) and the 
Nikhilesh Bhattacharya Memorial Gold Medal for best performance in Statistics in 
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B.Stat. (Hons) for 2018-2021 on the basis of highest aggregate score in the subjects 
relevant for the respective awards.  

 

Agenda item no. 3.3: Consideration of the report of the committee chaired by Siva 
Athreya for reviewing the selection policy of ISI 

On behalf of the Selection Policy Review Committee, Prof. Siva Athreya presented the 
salient points of the proposed changes in policy detailed in their report (Annexure 4). He said 
that leaving aside procedural changes to the jurisdiction of the Standing Committee existing 
for that purpose, his committee looked for changes that may be needed on broad policy 
issues. He clarified that his committee did not re-evaluate any provision of the current policy 
if it is as per rules/law, and for provisions not clearly documented as per rule/law, looked for 
precedence being followed in other institutions. On this premise, recommendations were 
made separately for undergraduate courses, master’s courses and JRF courses. 

The recommendations specific to undergraduate courses were (i) supernumerary seats to 
ensure selection of at least 20% female candidates (a unanimous decision of the committee) 
subject to a gender-neutral cut-off of 25% of total composite score of the programme, (ii) 
abolition of interviews (a not-so-unanimous decision based on precedents at other 
institutions), (iii) no age limit, but admission restricted to only those candidates who passed 
class 12 at most two years ago. 

The recommendations specific to master’s courses were (iv) abolition of 25% weightage cap 
for interviews for MTech-CS (for which there is documented precedent in other institutions) 
and no change in the weightage cap in other programmes, but allowing programme-specific 
selection committees of 2021-22 to skip interviews for a period of three years on 
experimental basis, (v) no age limit. 

The recommendations specific to JRF courses were (vi) abolition of any weightage cap for 
interviews (for which there is documented precedent in other institutions), (vii) use of pre-
determined cut-offs on interview scores, (viii) Standing Committee to decide whether to 
introduce age limit (as in the cases of external fellowships). 

Two recommendations were common to all the programmes: (ix) provision for foreign 
candidates (those of non-Indian nationality, including OCI/PIO) and overseas Indians to 
appear for the admission test from any test centre in India, (x) provision for foreign 
candidates to compete for 10% supernumerary seats, provided they get qualifying score as a 
general (unreserved) category candidate. 

Recommendations of the Selection Policy Committee on cut-offs in written tests were aligned 
with, and should be considered in conjunction with, the recommendations of the Parallel 
Channels Committee, coming up as the next agenda item.  

Regarding recommendation (i) there was some confusion about the numbers and break-up. 
Prof. Athreya suggested that rather than spending time on the nuances, the proposal be 
accepted under the broad principles that the seats for female candidates are supernumerary, 
that the reservation is up to a maximum of 20% subject to the proposed gender-neutral cut-
off on the composite score (though the number of selected female candidates can be higher) 
and that there is a clear algorithm for implementation. There was broad agreement on this 
issue. There was also agreement that there would be stipends for females admitted on account 
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of the supernumerary quota. It was decided that there would be an implementation committee 
to work out the details.  

Regarding recommendation (ii) Prof. Mahuya Datta and Prof. Susmita Sur-Kolay said that 
since ISI provides scholarships/stipend in contrast to other undergraduate programmes, the 
system of interviews should continue. Prof. Saurabh Ghosh said that if interviews are retained 
then there should be cut-offs so that interviews do not become meaningless. Prof. Siva 
Athreya said that since interviews are the most subjective part of the selection process, the 
present cap of 25% on the weight of the interview should remain. Prof. Mahuya Datta agreed 
with that observation and objected to any cut-off in interviews for the same reason, 
particularly because the selection is for an undergraduate programme. Prof. Saurabh Ghosh 
asked for an absolute cut-off on the composite score, if a cut-off on the interview score is not 
generally acceptable. The Director said that a gender-neutral absolute cut-off (25% of 
maximum possible composite score) is already a part of the recommendations. Prof. Mahuya 
Datta said the cut-off can produce too many or too few candidates in the merit list, while 
Prof. Saurabh Ghosh said that can be avoided by using a combination of selection parameters. 
Prof. Arup Pal said that if interviews are retained, let the merit lists with and without 
interviews be compared for five years to see whether the time and effort spent on interviews 
are justified. This proposal was accepted along with the retention of interviews with 25% cap 
on weight of interviews, and the cut-off on composite score to be decided upon by the Dean 
in consultation with the implementation committee. 

Contrasting arguments were expressed in respect of recommendation (iii). Some members 
mentioned cases of older students struggling in the programme, others said one should not 
deny opportunities to people (female candidates) who may have genuine reasons to take a 
break from their pursuit of academic objectives. It was decided that the present system may 
continue, data on the percentage of older students are collected, as already decided.    

Regarding recommendation (iv), Prof. Saurabh Ghosh said that the we have decided to 
continue with interviews for the undergraduates, and we should do that for the master’s level 
as well. There has not been enough opportunity to evaluate the effect of relaxing the 
eligibility criteria to allow all graduates to apply, because of the online examinations after 
admission.  There have already been two cycles of admission without interviews because of 
the online constraints, and there is no reason to do it again this year, particularly after we 
have. There was no agreement on a cut-off on the composite score. It was decided that the 
status quo would continue, with the choice of selection parameters (including cut-offs) left to 
the Dean and the selection committees. Some members were in favour of freezing the 
parameters for some time, but others wanted scope of course correction from one year to 
another. 

There was no objection to recommendation (v). 

Regarding recommendation (vi), Prof. Mahuya Datta agreed with a cut-off but objected to 
having no cap on the weight on interview score. Prof. Athreya said that he personally agreed 
with this view, but there is no documented precedent elsewhere. In most places with a 
documented procedure, the written tests are used to filter the candidates and after that it is 
only the interview score that matters (i.e., 100% weight). Prof. Datta observed that 
documented instances are too few. Prof. Saurabh Ghosh explained that the candidates go to 
those institutions after being selected for an external fellowship through a screening test, and 
so the decision is whether to select them. In contrast, ISI has to rank order and select 
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candidates for its own fellowships. The broad consensus was to continue with the present cap 
of up to 50% weight together with a cut-off.  

Regarding recommendation (vii) the Director wanted a cut-off on the composite score instead 
of the interview score alone, to minimize subjectivity. Prof. Surabh Ghosh and Prof. Amartya 
Dautta strongly expressed their preference for a cut-off on the interview score alone, 
particularly when other institutions and ISI follow that practice for externally funded 
scholars. The Dean said if a candidate does very poorly in the view of the entire panel, then 
the committee should not be forced to select that him/her. One has to trust the interviewers. 
Prof. Dipti Mukherjee said that sometimes there are just two members in the interview panel, 
and their views should not make or break a case. Prof. Mahuya Datta said interviews should 
be taken more seriously. Prof. Susmita Sur-Kolay said that for JRFs, interview is more co-
curricular than the written tests. Prof. Athreya said using a cut-off on composite score will be 
a cautious first step in the direction of cut-offs. The Director agreed with this view. Prof. 
Mahuya Datta said that this is not a new step; it has been practiced already and has been seen 
to prevent ISI from filling seats. Prof. Saurabh Ghosh confirmed such occurrences in the past 
two years in JRF-Statistics. Anyone who appeared for the interview had to be chosen. Dr. 
Paramita Das said that in her experience, panellists often give a combined score, and that 
suppresses the natural variation. Prof. Partha S. Ghosh said that if someone is capable of 
doing research, there should not be a wide variation in score or too small average score. 
Decision on this point was deferred. 

There was no objection to recommendation (viii), (ix) and (x). 

 

It was resolved that (i) there would be supernumerary seats to ensure at least 20% 
female candidates in the undergraduate programmes with stipend, and details would be 
worked out by an implementation committee; (ii) the present systems of interviews in 
undergraduate admissions, with 25% cap on its weight and a gender-neutral cut-off on 
composite score (to be decided by the Dean in consultation with the implementation 
committee), would continue and five years’ admission data would be analysed to 
identify the benefits of the interview in terms of difference made by it to the merit list; 
(iii) for now, there would be no limit on the undergraduate candidate’s age or the 
number of years since passing high school, but five years’ admission data would be 
analysed to determine the percentage of older candidates selected for the undergraduate 
programmes; (iv) the system of interviews with at most 25% weight would continue for 
the postgraduate programmes with the decision about the selection parameters 
(including cut-offs on the composite score) left to the Dean and the selection committees; 
(v) there would be no age limit for admission to postgraduate programmes; (vi) the 
system of interviews with at most 50% weight would continue for the JRF programmes, 
along with a cut-off; (vii) the decision on whether the cut-off for JRF interviews would 
be solely on the interview score or on the composite score would be taken later; (viii) the 
Standing Committee on admissions would decide whether to introduce age limit for 
admission to JRF programmes; (ix) foreign candidates (those of non-Indian nationality, 
including OCI/PIO) and overseas Indians would be able to apply for ISI programmes 
by appearing for the admission test from any test centre in India; (x) foreign candidates 
would compete for 10% supernumerary seats in ISI programmes, provided they get 
qualifying score as a general (unreserved) category candidate.  
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[During the second part of this meeting held on 24 November 2021, there was a follow-up 
discussion on the issue of implementing resolution (i) on Agenda item no. 3.3 from 2022. 
Since the issue is mostly an administrative one, it did not warrant any resolution. The 
summary of that discussion is mentioned here for record. The Dean of Studies said that there 
may be serious impediments to implementing this particular resolution, as there would be 
pressure on classrooms. As ISI is poised to take the final step in implementing EWS 
reservations, the number of seats in both the undergraduate programmes would go up from 55 
in 2021 to 63 in 2022. With 20% reservations for female candidates, the count would shoot 
up to 79. This may be too large even for Kolkata classrooms. The administration indicates 
that the new academic building at the Kolkata campus should be ready for use from the 2023-
24 academic year. Since that building is designed to have larger classrooms, the decision may 
be implementable after a delay of one year. Prof. Mohan Delampady reported a similar 
situation at the Bangalore Centre. The Director asked whether 10% supernumerary 
reservation for female candidates is possible as an immediate first step. Prof. Anish Sarkar 
said that verbatim use of that would produce inconsistencies with the existing business rules 
of admission. The details of a self-consistent algorithm have to be worked by an 
implementation committee before that is incorporated in the portal, which will take time. As 
it is, the portal has to be updated in various other respects in order to ensure implementation 
of the other admission related decisions of the AC. Rather than pushing for late changes in 
the system on account of reservation for female candidates, which may lead to bugs and 
inconveniences, it may be wiser to delay that implementation by a year.] 

 

Agenda item no. 3.4: Consideration of the report of the committee chaired by Susmita 
Sur-Kolay for exploring parallel channels of admission to the MTech and the JRF 
programmes of ISI 

On behalf of the Parallel Channels Committee, Prof. Susmita Sur-Kolay presented the salient 
points of their report (Annexure 5). She said that most of the other top-tier Institutions 
announce their Admission selection results based on nationally conducted tests and 
interviews for the above programmes, particularly for CS, Math and Stat by April/early May, 
whereas, ISI admission selection results based on written test and interviews are announced 
in end-June. Because of this lag, ISI loses many good students. Her committee wanted to 
ensure that ISI programmes are accessible to the good candidates at an appropriate time.  

In respect of M.Tech. programmes (CS and CrS) the committee recommended an early 
channel of admission on the basis of GATE/JEST scores (considered by the other 
institutions). The normal channel of admission should ideally follow an early schedule too, 
but in 2022 the usual schedule may be followed. There would be separate quotas for the two 
channels, incorporating reservations. Unfilled seats in the GATE channel may be filled 
during admissions through the written test channel. 

For JRF programmes in Computer Science (CS), Mathematics, Statistics, QE and QROR, the 
Committee proposed Channel 0 quota for exceptional final year students of MTech-CS, 
MTech-CrS, MMath, MStat, MSQE, MTech-QROR and MSQMS programmes of ISI (with 
aggregate score of at least 75% in the first three semesters, and other qualifications), to be 
selected very early through interview. The written test of Channel 1 (the existing channel) 
should be advanced to early March in the cases of CS, Mathematics and Statistics and the 
interviews should be advanced to end-April too. For JRF-CS, the current system of two two-
hour written tests would be replaced by a single 3-hour paper consisting of a compulsory 
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Mathematics section and choice between a CS section and a non-CS section. There will be 
cut-offs on interview scores. Waiver of the written test of CS may be granted to candidates 
having high enough GATE/JEST scores. The quota for Channel 2 is the difference between 
the number of research scholars that the faculty in a particular discipline is willing to take in a 
particular year and the number of fellowships that ISI can provide in that discipline in that 
year. This will be filled by candidates holding non-ISI fellowships (based on a national level 
written test listed in PhD Registration Rules 2018), sponsored candidates, project linked 
persons (PLP) and ISI employees, if any. The selection would be on the basis of interview of 
candidates short-listed from a short written subjective 2-hour test conducted about two days 
earlier. Waiver of this written test may be granted to candidates having sufficiently high 
scores in national level written tests for the external fellowship. The interview may be 
conducted in April (decision by end-April) or later (decision by early July). Channel 1 should 
be open to all these candidates, and self-sponsorship should be allowed for candidates 
appearing in the Channel 1 merit list but not qualifying for fellowship. A candidate admitted 
for PhD at ISI, irrespective of entry channel, should be placed under appropriate RFAC for 
evaluation of progress. 

Since there is insufficient time to implement all the recommendations from 2022, the 
committee recommended that early admission in MTech-CS and MTech-CrS takes place only 
through the GATE/JEST channel (with interviews in March-April), and early admission in 
JRF (CS, Math, Stat) only through Channel 1 (written test by early March in ISI centres only; 
interviews and merit list by April). There would be Channel 2 but no Channel 0 selection in 
2022. JRF selection for the other programmes and the regular channel for MTech-CS and 
MTech-CrS would be held along with all the other degree programmes of ISI. 

Prof. Mahuya Datta said that in Mathematics early selection through Channel 0 would not be 
beneficial, because seats may remain unfilled if the student leaves after early selection. Prof. 
Saurabh Ghosh said the threshold aggregate score for Channel 0 should be 85% in statistics. 
Prof. Sur-Kolay said different disciplines may set an appropriate threshold. Prof. Datta 
suggested selection of all categories through a single channel but with a longer merit list, with 
written test held in March. Early publication of results would allow people with rank but no 
ISI fellowship to join after getting external fellowships. Prof. Sur-Kolay said the compulsion 
to write a second written test would drive external fellows to other institutions. Prof Swagato 
Ray pointed out that the proposed Channel 2 also has a written test anyway. Dr. Paramita Das 
said, rather than lowering standards, ISI should make itself a more favoured destination to 
attract PhD aspirants. The Dean said that the demand to supply ratio varies across disciplines. 
This year 462 candidates registered to compete for 12 JRF-Math seats, whereas there were 
126 candidates for 11 JRF-Stat seats, 126 candidates for 10 JRF-QE seats and 216 candidates 
for 20 JRF-CS seats. Prof. Sur-Kolay said external fellows in the ISI merit list may be 
attracted if ISI can offer a top-up in terms of tenure and regularity of fellowship (irregularity 
of external fund arrival being a known problem). Prof. Datta said PLP are not selected 
through any national level selection test, and so they should not be clubbed with candidates 
with external fellowship simply because ISI does not have to pay a fellowship. Prof. Sur-
Kolay said many PLPs work towards PhD and submit thesis elsewhere and ISI loses out on 
credits in spite of having the infrastructure to award those PhD degrees. Prof. Datta said they 
can come through a longer merit list in Channel 1 itself. Prof. Antar Bandyopadhyay said that 
selection through an all India test is a requirement of UGC. The Director said that ISI’s test is 
a national test. Also, if universities directly regulated by UGC can select PhD students though 
their own written test, why can’t ISI? 
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In view of the divergence of opinion, the Dean of Studies said that in this meeting we only 
focus on the recommendations for 2022 on urgent basis. Prof. Datta said that the general part 
of the recommendations may be kept pending, while feedback from the early selection 
process of 2022 is awaited. The Dean suggested that the parallel channel for MTechs may 
make use of GATE scores only, and JRF written tests of CS (and possibly Math and Stat) 
may be conducted in March only in a few cities where ISI has presence. Prof. Antar 
Bandyopadhyay said that an all India examination should not be restricted to just six cities, as 
that would exclude many students. Prof. Sur-Kolay said that JRF candidates should be mature 
enough to travel unlike candidates for undergraduate programmes. Dr. Paramita Das said the 
students would have examinations in March, and travelling may be inconvenient at that time. 
Prof. Sur-Kolay said calling candidates to six cities would be at least better than calling them 
to a single city, which many other institutions do. Dr. Das said ISI should not copy other 
institutions in every matter; it can have its own system. Prof. Sur-Kolay said that ISI’s current 
system is failing to attract good students to JRF-CS. Prof. Bandyopadhyay said he did not 
understand how restricting locations would help ISI to get good students in Statistics. Prof. 
Anil Ghosh said he did not see any advantage in conducting the JRF-Statistics selection test 
in March. The Dean suggested that only JRF-CS selection test takes place in March. There 
was general agreement on this point. The Director suggested that Channel 2 be only for 
holders of external fellowship. The Dean proposed that the logistics of this 2-3 day exercise 
in the month of May at Kolkata be managed by the JRF-CS selection committee of CS. The 
Director endorsed this view, but asked for some basic support from the Dean’s Office. Prof. 
Susmita Sur-Kolay clarified that the JRF-CS admission selection committee alone may take 
care of all parts of the single 3-hour examination. Prof. Anis Sarkar expressed concern that 
there may be inadequate time for the portal to cater to the proposed early schedule. It was 
decided that the GATE quota for MTech-CS would consist of a total of 15 seats MTech-CrS 
would be decided by the Dean in consultation with the stakeholders. The Director said that in 
the case of candidates sponsored by their organizations, ISI should not insist on the sponsor 
actually paying fees for the candidate, and the Dean supported that modification, while 
keeping other conditions as they are. 

It was resolved that (i) the general recommendations of the committee would be 
considered later, pending findings from the 2022 experience; (ii) in 2022 MTech-CS and 
MTech-CrS selection through the GATE channel will take place soon after availability 
of GATE scores; (iii) the total number of seats for the GATE channel would be 15 for 
MTech-CS and a number to be decided by the Dean for MTech-CrS; (iii) the JRF-CS 
written test would be a three hour test with a compulsory (Mathematics) part and a 
choice between CS and non-CS sections, to be held in the month of March at various 
centres of ISI; (iv) the corresponding JRF-CS interviews (Channel 1) will take place in 
April; (v) Channel 2 admissions consisting of a two-hour written test and a subsequent 
interview, to be organized by the JRF-CS admission selection committee, will take place 
in the Month of May, and it will be open only to candidates holding external fellowships 
listed in PhD Registration Rules 2018; (vi) sponsored candidates would be able to apply 
through Channel 1, which would have a larger merit list than the fellowships available; 
(vii) the requirement of payment of tuition fees of sponsored relevant master’s students 
by their sponsoring organizations would be removed, so that the sponsored students can 
pay their own tuition fees.  

 

The meeting was adjourned at this point and was resumed on November 24, 2021.  
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Agenda item no. 3.5: Consideration of a proposal to keep some seats of MTech (CrS) 
reserved for government services 

On behalf of the proposers (proposal with attachments are in Annexure 6), Prof. Mridul 
Nandi explained that recently WESEE and DRDO had approached ISI for some sponsored 
seats in the MTech-CrS programme, in line with similar arrangements in IISc and some IITs. 
Their proposal is that candidates screened by their own process are selected through ISI 
interview in the presence of their own experts. The BOM of RCBCCS has already supported 
the proposal of 10 supernumerary seats for candidates sponsored by the government services. 
There was general support for the proposal in principle. Prof. Nandi suggested that the 
MTech-CS/CrS selection committee of ISI may hold separate interviews for them.  

The Dean said that the DRDO proposal clearly mentions that applications solicited and 
received from candidates are screened and interviews are normally organized for selection 
during March/April at Recruitment & Assessment Centre (RAC) of DRDO located at Delhi 
and that the selection board consists of senior scientists from DRDO and professors from 
respective institutes. The WESEE proposal is not that specific about the modality of the 
interview, but the DRDO process would fit their description. ISI cannot have multiple 
modalities for different organizations. Also, if ISI were to organize the interviews, finding a 
single date that is convenient for experts from multiple organizations may be an issue. It 
would be much better if ISI experts, possibly from the MTech-CS/CrS selection committee of 
that year, are deputed to the interviews arranged by the respective organizations. Prof. Nandi 
said a single-day affair would be convenient for ISI experts. The Dean said that a deviation 
from the DRDO’s standard procedure would involve the uncertainty of fresh negotiations 
with them. The Director also favoured the proposal of deputing ISI experts. Prof. Saurabh 
Ghosh said that the binary decision in the proposed channel of admission further justifies a 
cut-off on interview scores in the regular channel of admission. Prof. Antar Bandyopadhyay 
enquired whether the sponsored candidates from services would go through any written 
selection test. The Director responded that the sponsored candidates are selected by the 
services through their own mechanism. Prof. Antar Bandyopadhyay expressed the 
apprehension that there may be future proposals to water down the syllabus in the interest of 
sponsored students. There was general agreement that such dilution should not be entertained. 
Prof. Nandi suggested that the tuition fees for the sponsored candidates from government 
services may be determined by inquiring with other institutions that host such candidates. The 
Dean said the fees for other sponsored candidates are Rs. 50,000 per semester. In response to 
a question he explained the proposed supernumerary seats are in addition to the existing 10% 
supernumerary seats for other sponsored candidates. After some discussion on the maximum 
the class size resulting from the proposal, the members agreed to the proposed number of 
seats. 

It was resolved that there would be 10 supernumerary seats in the MTech-CrS 
programme for candidates sponsored by the government services, to be selected 
through the existing mechanism of the sponsoring organizations, with ISI experts 
participating at the interview stage. 
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Agenda item no. 3.6: Consideration of a proposal to enable Dean of Studies to certify 
research coursework at ISI to facilitate PhD thesis submission to other universities 

Presenting the proposal (Annexure 7), Prof. Saurabh Ghosh explained that in disciplines in 
which ISI does not award a degree, AC has to lay down a mechanism (including list of 
courses, content, evaluation process etc.) that RFACs should follow so that the Dean can 
certify the coursework completed under their supervision. The Director said that the proposal 
looks sensible; if no member has objection then the Dean can work out a mechanism in 
consultation with the Associate Deans and RFACs and report it to the AC. Prof. Dipti 
Mukherjee said that our own research scholars face problems about getting mark sheet for 
their coursework. The Dean said AC has authorized RFACs to conduct the coursework of 
JRFs. The Dean’s Office is supposed to receive marks only after those are certified by 
RFACs. The Director said students of degree courses should get a mark sheet every semester 
automatically, without asking for it. The Dean explained that provisional mark sheets are 
indeed prepared for every batch after every semester, but the bunch is not sent to the group 
email address of the students. The Director said that an email can be sent informing them 
about provisional mark sheets once they are ready. After that they can come and collect. Prof. 
Antar Bandyopadhyay said that it will be difficult to replicate this process for JRF courses, as 
some RFACs allow pass/fail status in lieu of marks, and this heterogeneity would have a 
strange reflection on a mark sheet. The Director said a mechanism can still be worked out by 
the Dean in consultation with the Associate Deans and the RFACs.  

It was resolved that the Dean would work out a mechanism for certifying JRF 
coursework in consultation with the Associate Deans and RFACs and report it to the 
AC. 

 

Agenda item no. 3.7: Consideration of a proposal to start a new multi-centre bachelor’s 
degree course in Statistics and Data Science at ISI 

On behalf of the proposers, Professors Gopal Basak, Sumitra Purkayastha and Anil Ghosh 
took turns to describe the salient points of their proposal (Annexure 8). The proposal is for a 
new programme whose focus is on modern statistical methodology, with emphasis on data 
analytics, computational statistics and machine learning, in support of ISI’s motto of 
spreading high-quality Statistics education across India, and aiming to address the dearth of 
well-trained statisticians in the academia, government organizations and the industry. It is a 
paid four-year program with an exit option after three years, extendable to an integrated five-
year Masters degree program. It is more applied in nature than BStat. The intent is for all 
students to have a broad training in Applied Statistics, with necessary training in Probability 
Theory and Mathematics. The planned intake is 150 (50 in each of Bangalore, Chennai and 
Delhi). The teaching pool would be combined initially. In the first two years there will be 
three courses in basic probability and stochastic processes, three on mathematics, three on 
basic statistics, three on computing, two on optimization and four on applications to life, 
physical and social sciences. In the next two years there would be more courses in statistics, 
computing, machine learning, applications and a project.  

At the Director’s invitation Prof. E. Somanathan presented his vision of a broad based 
bachelor’s programme with many options, which is mostly for students with non-academic 
career plans. Prof. Partha Sarathi Ghosh and Prof. Saurabh Ghosh asked about the impact on 
BStat, and said it has to be substantially different from BStat. Prof. Smarajit Bose said the 
courses would be taught in a different way than in BStat, with more emphasis on 
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applications, and a paid course with many seats would attract a different section of students. 
Prof. Krishnendu Mukhopadhyay and Prof. Rajat Kumar De said the option of continuing for 
a master’s programme is important. Prof. Isha Dewan said that a five year integrated master’s 
programme with exit option is very much in the thought process, but it was not put forward in 
concrete terms because of feasibility concerns even about the first four years. Prof. Bendre 
said courses already offered by ISI can be used for the fifth year, and so the resources needed 
may be minimal. Prof. Mandar Mitra said graduates of this programme should be eligible for 
various MTech programmes. The Director said a detailed proposal for a broad based multi-
centre programme substantially different from BStat may be prepared by a committee. There 
may be a half day workshop of stakeholders. It was decided that a committee chaired by the 
Dean of Studies would be formed to draw up the detailed proposal of a five-year multi-centre 
master’s programme with four-year exit option. Prof. Antar Bandyopadhyay wanted the 
original proposers to be excluded from the committee, but many members strongly objected 
to that restriction. 

Prof. Antar Bandyopadhyay and Prof. Krishnendu Mukhopadhyay pointed out the severe 
shortage of statistics faculty and deficiency of classrooms, which would make the proposal 
infeasible. Prof. Pradipta Maji and Prof. Rajat Kumar De wanted the feasibility study to 
include the Kolkata Centre. Prof. Mahuya Datta said that the proposal for running MMath 
every year in Kolkata should be ahead in the queue for feasibility considerations. Prof. 
Saurabh Ghosh mentioned the need to reconstitute the standing committee on feasibility of 
new programmes. 

It was resolved that a committee chaired by the Dean of Studies would be formed by the 
Dean to draw up the detailed proposal of a five-year multi-centre master’s programme 
with four-year exit option, and the proposal should be brought back to AC after 
feasibility study. The programme should be substantially different from the B.Stat. 
programme in form and content. 

 

Agenda item no. 3.8: Consideration of a proposal to start a new master’s degree course 
in Geoanalytics at ISI 

Prof. Dhurjati Sengupta presented the main features of the proposal (Annexure 9) on behalf 
of the proposers. He said that the proposed two-year master’s degree programme on the 
quantitative aspects of Earth Science puts emphasis on application and practical training 
along with concepts. It has been designed in response to requests from GSI, universities and 
other organizations to train their junior officers and students through a preferably full-fledged 
course. The objective of the course is to use train students in the use of statistical, numerical 
and analytical tools for analysis and interpretation of geological data. Knowledge at the level 
of BSc in Geological Sciences/Applied Geology will be presumed. The courses would be 
taught mostly with in-house expertise. There are nine courses in Geology, three quantitative 
courses viz. Geostatistics, Geoanalytics and Geoinformatics, and five or six courses in the 
mixture of the two domains. There is also a dissertation. The plan is to start with 15 students.  

In response to a question from Prof. Saurabh Ghosh, Prof. Parthasarathi Ghosh said that guest 
faculty may be needed for 2-3 courses. Some help is needed from the statistics and computer 
science community within ISI for teaching Geostatistics and Geoanalytics. Prof. Anil Ghosh 
said that there are too many topics packed in the Geostatistics course. Prof. Parthasarathi 
Ghosh said that it can be split into two courses for better treatment. Prof. Rajat Kumar De 
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said the programme will be a fitting continuation of the long tradition of study of Geology in 
ISI.  

Prof. Sumitra Purkayastha said that there is not enough statistics in the curriculum to bring it 
within the degree giving scope of ISI. Prof. Gopal Basak and Prof. Saurabh Ghosh expressed 
the same view. The Director said that it would fit if relation to statistics is broadly interpreted. 
Prof. Antar Bandyopadhyay ascertained from Prof. Parthasarathi Ghosh that the proposed 
programme is in Applied Geology, and asked the Dean and the Director whether ISI, 
empowered by the ISI Act to award degrees in four specified disciplines and “other subjects 
related to Statistics”, is allowed to award a degree in Applied Geology. The Dean of Studies 
said it is quite a stretch, which could have been reduced with more statistical content but 
apparently that would hurt placement of the students. The Director said that in an interaction 
with industrial groups, the demand for the present content was appreciated. Prof. Smarajit 
Bose asked if the current ISI Act is adequate for ISI to give a degree like this one, what is the 
need for a change in the Act? In response to analogies with MSQMS and MSLIS, Prof. 
Biswabrata Pradhan and Prof. Samarajit Bose said that those programmes are much more 
aligned with the degree giving domain of ISI. Bringing up the introduction of the MS 
programme in Quantitative Economics more than twenty years back, Prof. Saurabh Ghosh 
said that there should more statistics not only in the content but also the name of the course. 
Supporting this view, the Director said if that turns away some candidates, let that be and let 
the programme be accessible to only the more motivated students. Prof. Daya Sagar 
suggested a few possible directions of change. Prof. Rajat Kumar De asked whether the 
phrase Quantitative Geology in the title would make it unacceptable to UPSC as a qualifying 
degree. The Director said, rather than trying stay within what UPSC currently allows, we 
should do what we think is required and then take it up with UPSC for its acceptance. Also, 
placement in academic jobs in Geology departments should not be a binding consideration. 
There was a general agreement that the proposers should try to alter the content and title of 
the programme so as to bring it more in line with the ISI Act, while keeping upcoming 
placement opportunities in view. The Director specifically asked Prof. Parthasarathi Ghosh to 
work with Prof. Smarajit Bose, Prof. Daya Sagar and Prof. Saurabh Ghosh to try and come up 
with a modified proposal. 

It was resolved that the proposal in its present form is not accepted. 

 

At this point the Director left after asking the Deputy Director to chair the rest of the meeting. 

 

Agenda item no. 3.9: Consideration of the MSQMS Students’ Brochure in accordance 
with resolutions taken in various meetings of the AC 

Prof. Biswabrata Pradhan explained that even though a cryptic course curriculum exists for 
MSQMS, a full brochure containing syllabus of all the courses and incorporating all the 
curricular changes approved by AC did not exist. The proposed MSQMS Student’s Brochure 
(Annexure 10) fills this gap. The Dean explained that though the brochure is only a 
compilation of documents approved in various meetings of the AC, and it has been prepared 
in the Part II format mandated through a decision taken in the 64th meeting of the AC. There 
was no objection from any member.  

It was resolved that the MSQMS Student’s Brochure as presented is approved by the 
Academic Council. 
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Agenda item no. 3.10: Consideration of a proposal to revise coursework requirement for 
PhD in Computer Science 

On behalf of the proposers Prof. Arijit Bishnu presented the proposal (Annexure 11). He said 
that the four Group A1 courses would now correspond to the syllabus given in the new 
MTech-CS brochure, and the courses Statistical Methods and Linear Algebra (with syllabus 
given in the brochure) are to be added to the list. There was no objection to the proposal.  

It was resolved that the proposed modification in coursework requirement of JRF-CS is 
approved by the Academic Council with effect from the 2021-22 academic year. 

 

Agenda item no. 3.11: Consideration of a proposal to include once again “Introduction 
to Cognitive Science” as an elective in the MTech-CS curriculum 

Referring to the proposal (Annexure 12), the Dean of Studies presented it as his proposal. He 
explained that the course had been accepted by the AC back in 2015 after due deliberation, 
but the then brochure had not been updated accordingly. It was inadvertently missed when 
the new curriculum was adopted and even when the new Student’s Brochure was finalized 
through a long process involving a series of AC meetings. The AC’s concurrence is sought 
for amendment of that omission. There was no objection to the proposal. Prof. Arijit Bishnu 
said that teachers may point out any other omission of this kind. It was generally felt that 
Curriculum Implementation Committee (CIC) is the right body to carry out this exercise after 
soliciting the requisite information from teachers. 

It was resolved that (i) the course “Introduction to Cognitive Science” would be 
included under the “Data Science” elective track in the MTech-CS curriculum; (ii) CIC 
would solicit information from relevant teachers regarding any other course 
inadvertently missed in the new curriculum/brochure, and bring a suitable proposal to 
AC, if necessary. 

 

Agenda item no. 4: Miscellaneous: (i) Outside co-supervisor in MStat projects, (ii) No 
waiver for 2022 admissions, (iii) Coursework recordkeeping prior to admission, (iv) 
Participation of fulltime students in online courses  

Prof. Saurabh Ghosh asked that external experts are allowed to be co-supervisors in MStat 
projects, just as in MTech-CS dissertations. Members readily agreed to this proposal. 

Prof. Biswabrata Pradhan and Prof. Saurabh Ghosh proposed the continuation of the no-
waiver policy of 2021 to the admission of 2022, as the situation of online examinations is 
continuing. This was found generally acceptable. Prof. Antar Bandyopadhyay saw 
inconsistency in online examinations being found unfit for waiver but fit for judging students 
for prizes. The Dean of Studies disagreed that there is any inconsistency in the two cases. 
Prof. Anish Sarkar asked whether we should also get rid of waiver of written test for 
qualifying INMO candidates, which led to the direct selection of a large number of students 
in 2021. After a long deliberation it was decided that in view of the urgency of the decision 
and uncertainty of what is entails, no waiver to INMO candidates would be allowed in 2022. 

Prof. Arijit Bishnu said that students with external fellowships and PLPs sometimes take ISI 
courses and pass the ISI examination. RFAC-CCSD felt that it would be good to give these 
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students credit for their past coursework. The Dean of Studies said that if RFAC certifies any 
coursework of any externally funded scholar, that information can certainly be kept in their 
files and accessed later for credit. The difficulty is with PLPs, for whom the Dean’s Office 
keeps no file. The Chair asked Prof. Bishnu to explore a formal mechanism of PLPs and 
others registering for a course conducted by the Dean’s Office and come back to AC if and 
when one is found. Prof. Mahuya Datta said that the PLPs are not required to do these 
courses. If they are allowed, a student form another institution also may take ISI courses in 
anticipation of their future selection as JRF. The Dean’s Office would then be obliged to keep 
all their records! Prof. Saurabh Ghosh said that anybody cannot be allowed to participate in 
the examination process of ISI. After some discussion, only the part of the proposal involving 
external fellows was accepted.   

Prof. Mandar Mitra said that candidates entering any ISI course were asked to give an 
undertaking that they cannot enrol in another full-time or part-time academic programme. 
This disallows them from registering for online courses (e.g., Coursera courses) for self-
development. At the Chair’s suggestion, it was decided that anyone seeking a waiver of this 
restriction can write to the Dean and the Dean can take a decision on case-by-case basis. 

 

It was resolved that (i) co-supervision of MStat projects by external experts would be 
allowed (as in the case of MTech-CS dissertations); (ii) there would be no waiver of any 
written test for the admissions in 2022; (iii) the Dean’s Office would keep course 
performance records of external research fellows if certified by RFAC; (iv) a student of 
any ISI programme, who seeks to enrol in a particular external course, can write to the 
Dean seeking a waiver of the restriction on such enrolment, and the Dean can take a 
decision on case-by-case basis. 

 

sd/-            sd/- 

Sanghamitra Bandyopadhyay Debasis Sengupta 
Director, ISI and Dean of Studies and 
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