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49.1

49.2

49.3

49.4

(HELD ONLINE THROUGH GOOGLE MEET ON JANUARY 27, 2021)

MINUTES OF THE MEETING

WELCOME AND OPENING REMARKS BY THE CHAIRPERSON

Chairman, Senate welcomed all the members to the 49" meeting of the Senate and thanked
them for their valuable contributions. Thereafter, agenda items were taken up for discussions.

CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES OF THE 48TH MEETING OF THE SENATE
HELD ON NOVEMBER 18, 2020

The Minutes of the 48™ meeting of the Senate held on November 18, 2020 were circulated
among the members. In item no. 48.5.3.4. of the Minutes of the 48" meeting a small
correction in the degree date was noted and the same was corrected to read as “June”
instead of “May”. No further comments were received. The Senate, therefore, confirmed
the Minutes of the 48™ meeting as circulated.

ACTION TAKEN REPORT

The Dean of Academic Affairs apprised the members of the action taken on the various
decisions taken by the Senate in its 48" meeting held on November 18, 2020. The Senate
noted the position.

ITEMS FOR INFORMATION/RATIFICATION

49.4.1 General Matters

49.4.1.1 To report status of B.Tech., M.Tech. and Ph.D. admissions for the year 2020.

The Dean of Academic Affairs presented the details of admissions made to B.Tech.,
M.Tech. and Ph.D. programs through various modes for Academic year 2020-21.
Thereafter, Ms. Sheetu Ahuja, Manager (Academics) apprised the members of the various
cut-offs at which the admissions were closed with bonus and without bonus points. It was
noted that admissions in B.Tech. (CSAI) has impacted admissions in other disciplines as
compared to last year. She also answered the queries made by the members during the
course of deliberations about the minimum and maximum cut-offs of 11ITD vis-a-vis DTU
and NSUT in various disciplines. For admissions made in various categories in different
disciplines a comparison is being made with respect to other participating institutions in
Delhi and the same will be shared with the members in due course. Thereafter, the Senate
noted with satisfaction the admissions made for Academic year 2020-21 and accepted the
newly-admitted students as per the list annexed to the agenda.

Action: Academic Section

49.4.1.2To report formation of Internal Quality Assurance Cell (IQAC) as per NAAC

guidelines

The Dean of Academic Affairs informed that as per the decision of the 46™ meeting of the
Senate held on July 06, 2020 the following independent Internal Quality Assurance Cell
(IQAC) has been formed in accordance with NAAC guidelines, with the approval of the
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Chairman, Senate. He also informed that earlier the TLC was asked to also function as
IQAC but now an independent IQAC has been formed which will function as per NAAC
guidelines:

1. Chairperson: Head of the Institution- Prof. Ranjan Bose, Director
2. Teachers to represent all levels (Three to eight):

I. Dr. Pushpendra Singh, Professor

ii. Dr. Angshul Majumdar, ASP

iii. Dr. Anuj Grover, ASP

iv. Dr. Sumit Darak, ASP

v. Dr. Gayatri Nair, AP

vi. Dr.Tanmoy Chakraborty, AP

3. One member from the Management: Prof. Dheeraj Sanghi

4. A few Senior Administrative Officers:
i. Dr. Ashok Kumar Solanki, Registrar
ii. Ms. Sheetu Ahuja, Manager (Academics)
iii. Mr. K.D. Garg, Manager IRD

5. One nominee each from local society, Students and Alumni:

i. Mr. Sanjay Roy, Project Cum Estate Officer
ii. Ms. Anshu Malhotra (M.Tech. 2010 batch)
iii. Mr. Harsh (M.Tech. 2018 batch)

iv. Mr. Kshitiz Bakshi (B.Tech. 2010 batch)

v. Ms. Nikita Juneja (B.Tech. 2010 batch)

6. One nominee each from Employers/Industrialists/Stakeholders:

i. Mr. Ashwani Kumar Kansal, Deputy Director, TTE, Govt. of NCT of Delhi
ii. Dr. Amarjeet Singh, AP
iii. Dr. Kaushhik Saha, Samsung

7. One of the Sr. teachers as the Coordinator/Director of the IQAC: Dr.A.V.Subramanyam

After a brief discussion the Senate ratified the approval given by Chairman Senate for the
formation of the above IQAC.

Action: Academic Section
49.4.1.3To report the status of Suit No. CJ/1151/2018, filed by Animesh Attri in the court of
Hon’ble Shri Gaurav Gupta, Civil Judge Junior Division-x, Civil Courts, Amritsar

The Senate noted the position.
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49.4.1.47To report the status of Suit No. CS SCJ/116/19, filed by Nikhil Gautam in the court
of Hon’ble Shri Sushil Anuj Tyagi, JSCC-cum-Addl. SCJ-cum- Guardian Judge,
South East, Saket, District Court, New Delhi

The Senate noted the position.

49.4.1.5To report the status of Compliance Affidavit filed by the Institute in the matter of
Courts on its own Motion in re: Suicide Committed by Sushant Rohilla, Law
Student of I.P. University (W.P.(CRL) 793/2017)

The Senate noted the position.

49.4.1.6 To report the status of Writ Petition No.WP(C) 8757/2020, filed by Chayan Handoo
in the Hon’ble High Court of Delhi against Govt. of NCT of Delhi and Ors.

The Senate noted with satisfaction the Order dated January 25, 2021 passed by the
Hon’ble High Court of Delhi, in the Writ Petition No.WP(C) 8757/2020 filed by Chayan
Handoo, in favour of the Respondents viz. Govt. of NCT of Delhi/ JAC 2020/111TD.

Action: Academic Section
495 |ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION AND CONSIDERATION
49.5.1 UG related matters

49.5.1.1 To consider the revised BTP guidelines recommended by the Academic Affairs
Committee (AAC)

The Dean of Academic Affairs informed the members that the Academic Affairs
Committee (AAC) in its 9" meeting held on December 23, 2020 has recommended revised
BTP guidelines after incorporating various suggestions. These guidelines relate to
Registration, Presentation/Evaluation and BTP Awards. The new changes introduced in the
revised guidelines are highlighted. He also clarified the points raised by the members during
the course of discussions. It was also clarified that these revised guidelines will be applicable
from 2019 batch and the new award guidelines will be applicable from 2017 batch i.e. the
next graduating batch. After detailed deliberations the Senate approved the revised BTP
guidelines placed at Appendix-I.

Action: Academic Section

49.5.1.2 To consider a proposal for making changes in the regulations of B.Tech. CSE, CSD and
CSSS programs due to recent change in the core course of first year i.e. PIS to HCI

The Dean of Academic Affairs apprised the members of the background of the proposal.
He also informed that the Senate in its 46™ meeting held on July 6, 2020 had considered
and approved the recommendation of the UGC to change the course Prototyping
Interactive Systems (PIS), scheduled in Semester 1 of the UG curriculum to
Introduction to HCI (IHCI). Since IHCI course is currently listed in some other program
regulations, the changes need to be made to those regulations too. Accordingly, the Senate
agreed to the below recommendation of AAC made in the 4™ meeting held on September
9, 2020 and through Email dated 6th January 2021:
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Recommendation of CSE Department: HCI course listed in Semester 4 for B.Tech. CSE
students should be replaced with either Prototyping Interactive Systems or Practical
Bioinformatics, i.e. replacing HCI/TOC with PIS/Practical Bioinformatics/TOC in the 4t
semester.

Recommendation of SSH Department: HCI slot should be kept open for B.Tech. CSSS
students to choose from open electives, i.e. replacing HCI course listed in Semester 4 with
other open elective courses in the 4™ semester and retaining Graph theory (as a suggestion in
the bracket).

Recommendation of CSD Department:

Semester 1

Semester 2

Semester 3

Semester 4

Semester 5

Introduction to

Data structures and

Operating Systems

Algorithm Design and

Computer Networks

Programming Algorithms Analysis/Algorithm
Design and
Analysis(B)*
Digital Circuits Design Drawing & Visual-Design-& Human-Computer
Visualization Communication Interaction Prototyping

Research Methods in
Social Science and
Design

Interactive Systems

Maths | (Linear Maths Il (Probability | Advanced Design of Interactive Research-Methods-in

Algebra) & Statistics) Programming systems Social-Science-and
Besign

Prototyping Computer Design Processes & Fundamentals of Technical

Interactive Systems Organization Perspectives Database Management | communication +

Introduction to HCI Systems Environmental
Sciences

Communication fSSH] Visual Design | [Maths 111 [SSH])/Maths V- [Elective]

Skills

& Communication

(Multivariate
Calculus)/Discrete
Mathematics]

ODE/PDE/Theory of
Computation]

During the course of discussions, the DoAA also provided detailed clarifications for the
changes in courses of the CSD program. He also clarified that since no course is being
removed from the system or added the students who have backlogs can always clear them.
Also, students who want to improve their grade can also do that. After detailed deliberations
the Senate approved the above proposal for making suitable changes in the regulations of the
above programs and noted that these changes will be applicable form B.Tech. 2020 batch
onwards.

Action: Academic Section

49.5.2 PG Matters

49.5.2.1 To consider recommendation of the Academic Affairs Committee (AAC) regarding the

coursework requirement of a Ph.D. student who joined Ph.D. within 1-2 years of
completing B.Tech/ M.Tech. degree from IHITD.

5|Page



The Dean of Academic Affairs informed the members that the Academic Affairs
Committee (AAC) in its 8" meeting held on December 9, 2020 has considered the
coursework requirement of a Ph.D. student who joined Ph.D. within two years of
completing B.Tech./ M.Tech. degree from IIITD. He also clarified the points raised by
the members during the course of discussions. For these students, the Supervisor can
recommend to AAC to allow the additional IS course. After detailed discussions the
Senate, after making some minor changes, approved the recommendation of the AAC as
under:

M.Tech. (including dual-degree M.Tech. students) and B.Tech. students joining
Ph.D. program within two years of completing their B.Tech./ M.Tech. degree from
INTD (irrespective of when they join) may be allowed by AAC to do one
additional IS with strong recommendation of Supervisor(s).

Action: Academic Section

49.5.2.2 To consider recommendation of the Academic Affairs Committee (AAC) regarding

proposal for making some changes in PG regulations to encourage more sponsored
candidates from industry for Ph.D. Program.

The Dean of Academic Affairs informed the members that the Academic Affairs Committee
(AAC) in its 4™ meeting held on September 9, 2020 and 5™ meeting held on September 23,
2020 recommended for making some changes in PG regulations to encourage more sponsored
candidates from industry for Ph.D. Program. During the course of discussions it was noted
that the Institute already admits candidates from Industry/other organisations under sponsored
category and they have to come to the campus for about a year to do the courses but this new
provision will enable those experienced sponsored candidates who have constraints in
attending regular classes on the campus like other sponsored candidates. He also clarified that
for this new category of students the Advisor will have enough freedom to recommend for a
particular student the type of courses and the mode through which the required courses to be
completed by the concerned student. To a query about the fee to be charged from these
sponsored candidates it was clarified that the issue of fee is a separate matter and the
discussion on fee is yet to happen and the decision taken will be reported to the Senate in the
due course. To a question whether there is any stipulated difference in duration of the Ph.D.
program for these sponsored candidates, it was clarified that no duration is defined for Ph.D.
program in HITD. Minimum time duration in terms of credits roughly comes to about three
years. On an average the students take 5 years but some really motivated students can also
finish in four years. It mainly depends upon the Advisors and the students as to when they
want to defend the thesis. After detailed deliberations the Senate after making some minor
change approved the recommendation of the AAC as per details given in the table below:

Eligibility Remark Coursework
Requirement

B.Tech./BE in a relevant discipline | Such applicant will | 1.Students will be

+ Technical experience in industry | be considered required to do at

for 4 years or more equivalent to an | least 16 credits of
M.Tech. degree | coursework.
holder
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M.Tech. degree in relevant 2.The entire

discipline + relevant technical coursework may be
experience in industry for 4 years allowed through IP/
or more IS / online mode,
OR on recommendation
MSc/MA/MPhl degree in from the advisor.

Mathematics/ Statistics /
Economics/ any non-engineering
discipline + 4 years of experience

Departments will be asked to submit a list of companies which may be considered by
the AAC for allowing admissions under this proposed Ph.D. program. The proposed
companies should have some of their employees with Doctoral degrees.

Students should be required to come to the institute for at least 30 days per year to
get a feel of the campus. This period of 30 days need not be continuous; it could be
in phases (15+15 or 15+10+5) to be mutually decided by the Advisor and the
student.

Action: Academic Section

49.5.2.3 To consider recommendation of the Academic Affairs Committee (AAC) related to
Ph.D. regular admission process.

The Dean of Academic Affairs informed the members that the Academic Affairs
Committee (AAC) in its 8™ meeting held on December 9, 2020 considered a proposal with
regard to regular Ph.D. admission process and recommended as under:

“1. For a student who is selected on project funding or Institute funding — the offer of
admission to be issued to the student will state that the student has to choose from one of
the following two options:

I. To be on specific project funding under X faculty. In this case, X faculty
will be the student advisor from Day 1 of his/ her Ph.D.

ii. To be on Institute funding, for which there may be more than one interested
faculty members (names will be disclosed in the admission offer letter) and
in this case, a student will have to finalize the advisor within a month of his/
her joining.

2. For a student who is selected on project funding - the offer of admission will state
that the student has been selected under X faculty member against Y project position. If
he/ she is keen to accept the offer, then he/ she may do so. In this case, X faculty will be
the student advisor from Day 1 of his/ her Ph.D.

3. For a student who is selected on Institute funding - the offer will state that the student
has been selected under Institute funding. In this case, names of all the interested faculty
members will be disclosed in the admission offer letter and the student will have to finalize
the advisor within a month of his/ her joining.

e Ph.D. students coming through regular admissions will be required to join the
Institute at least a month before the add/ drop week. This practice may be started
from the next admission cycle.
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e A Ph.D. student selected through regular admissions will be on Institute fellowship
for the first month of his/ her Ph.D.

e A Ph.D. student will be required to finalize the name of the Ph.D. advisor within a
month of his/ her joining the Ph.D. program and as early as possible. From the day
of assignment of Ph.D. advisor, the fellowship source of the student will count
against his/ her advisor.”

During the course of discussions the DoAA also apprised the members of the earlier
timeline of about a year for assignment of Advisor. There was also a good amount of
confusion thereby causing delays and difficulties in fixing the student with a particular
Advisor. After detailed discussions the Senate approved the above recommendation of the
AAC.

Action: Academic Section

49.5.2.4 To consider the proposed guidelines related to Conflict of Interest (Col) for Ph.D. thesis
evaluation, recommended by the Academic Affairs Committee (AAC)

The Dean of Academic Affairs informed the members that the Academic Affairs Committee
(AAC) in its 9th meeting held on December 23, 2020 had considered the matter related to
Conflict of Interest (Col) for Ph.D. thesis evaluation and recommended to add below clauses in
the Ph.D. thesis evaluation guidelines to ensure Col checks during the Ph.D. thesis evaluation
process (in addition to the present clauses related to Col). During the course of discussions he
also apprised the members of some Col related background cases and also answered the
queries made by the members. After detailed deliberations the Senate approved the
recommendation of the AAC after making some changes in clause 3 below:

1. The proposed examiner is in a blood/legal relationship with the student/ advisor(s).

2. The proposed examiner was a Ph.D. student of the advisor within the past ten years.

3. The proposed examiner and the advisor(s)/ student has a common affiliation within the
last four years.

4. The proposed examiner works in same department and/or institution as another
examiner.

Action: Academic Section
49.5.3 Other Matters

49.5.3.1 To consider the recommendations of a committee regarding the cases of fee
defaulters of Monsoon Semester AY 2020-21.

The Dean of Academic Affairs informed the members that a committee comprising of
DOAA, DoSA, Registrar, CoF, Manager (Academics), DM (Student Affairs) and JM
(Academics) in its meeting held on January 8, 2021 has examined the cases of fee defaulters
and found that 18 Undergraduate students listed in Appendix-11 were found to be fee
defaulters of Monsoon Semester AY 2020-21. He also apprised the members of the
existing regulation about cancellation of admission on account of non-payment of fee.
However, the committee after considering various other relevant facts has recommended
that “these students should be given a last date of February 15, 2021 (Date of Start of Mid-
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Semester Examinations of Winter 2021). And, if not paid till then, such students shall not
be allowed to have access to their mid semester results of Winter Semester, AY 2020-
21(Current Semester). Also those who are getting fee waiver from last few years, may be
exempted from paying the fee and their fee waiver amount may be adjusted, as and when
they will be granted fee waiver”.

Keeping in view the current Covid-19 pandemic situation and the willingness of the
students in attending classes the Senate agreed to the above recommendation of the
Committee.

Action: Academic Section

49.5.3.2 To consider and approve the intake of various M. Tech. programs at the Institute for the
Academic Year 2021-22

The Dean of Academic Affairs informed the members about M.Tech. intake for the
Academic year 2020-21 and informed that to accommodate the withdrawal that happens
after the admissions process, it is proposed to float 10% more seats in each discipline in
2021-22 admission cycle i.e. 14 more seats in CSE, 7 more in ECE and 3 more in CB.

It was also proposed that in 2021 the seats in CSE/ECE programs may be floated as open
seats rather than specialization wise. The number of seats to be filled for a particular
specialization will be as per the rules and procedures to be decided by the respective
Departments which will be reported to the Senate in the next meeting. The proposed seat
matrix for 2021 is as below:

Discipline GATE/ NON-GATE Approved
Intake for
2021-22

CSE GATE 110
NON-GATE 39
ECE GATE 66
NON-GATE 15
CB I1TD process 28
DBT process 15
Total 273

After a brief discussion, the Senate agreed to the above proposals.

Action: Academic Section

The meeting ended with a vote of thanks to and by the Chair.
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Appendix |

BTP Guidelines

Registration: -

10.

11.

12.

13.

A BTech Project can be started any time after the 2™ Year.

A BTP has to span at least over 2 regular consecutive semesters (i.e., Monsoon and Winter) and
can span at most 3 consecutive semesters. However, in the case of a gap due to semester leave, the
student will be allowed to continue the BTP with the consent of the advisor. This is to be applied
from 2018 batch onwards.

BTP can be done for a total of 8 to 12 credits.

At most 8 credits can be taken in one semester (As with any course, for 4 credits, it is expected that
the student will put in 10+ hours every week on the BTP).

There is no CGPA Requirement for doing a BTP.

Not more than 1 BTP can be done in the whole B.Tech. tenure.

A BTP can be done under the supervision of one or more faculty members. The BTP advisor
should be a regular or a visiting faculty of the institute. BTPs can be guided only by faculty
members with PhD Degrees.

A BTP may have internal and external co-supervisors. Such a joint co-supervision needs to be
approved by the UG Chair.

Only online registration process (through ERP) is allowed. Students have to register their project
and get it approved by their advisor on ERP Project Registration window.

In the case of a change of advisor, the student concerned will have to take the NOC from the
current advisor and the consent from the new proposed advisor. Also, it is the responsibility of the
student to inform the academic section for the same. Any such change if done without information
will be considered invalid and in that case student will lose his BTP credits.

In a BTP, at most 2 students can be allowed to register together. In that case the students have to
clearly state the distribution of the work. The work of the two students will be evaluated
individually but the thesis does not necessarily have to be different. However, if a faculty would
like to engage more than 2 students on a project, then the faculty would be required to divide the
project into independent modules and advertise each module as a separate BTP.

In case a student is incapable of completing the BTP, he will be able to withdraw his BTP by last
date of ‘Late Drop’ and will be given a Withdrawal (W) Grade. In case, a BTP is withdrawn after
the last date of Late Drop, the student shall be given a Fail (F) grade.

If a student withdraws his BTP in the 2nd or 3rd Semester of his BTP then the credits earned by the
student in the previous semester/s would not count towards 156 credits of graduation requirements.

Presentation / Evaluation: -

1.

Each semester the student has to register for a BTP course with the respective number of credits and with the
supervisor /a co-supervisor as the course instructor. For registration for BTP, the student need to register on
ERP and the advisor should approve the same on ERP.

The BTP advisors are required to constitute the BTP evaluation committee with the consent of the
faculty members in the beginning of the semester.

At the end of the semester, the BTP thesis/report must be submitted. The BTP will be evaluated by a
committee of (three) faculty members (one or two advisors) and two committee members who will assign the
final grade.

At the end of the semester, the student has to present his BTP in the Poster format and submit the
BTP report to the advisor and Evaluation Committee members.

The student(s) can also request for an extension in the submission of final report, in case he feels
that some more work is to be done. However, the BTP committee and BTP advisor(s) will
recommend BTP extension only if the student has already done good work in BTP and he/she
wishes to further improve the quality of the work or to submit the work for publication.
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6. The student seeking BTP extension will be required to submit an interim report to the BTP advisor
and the BTP evaluation committee. The BTP evaluation committee may also compare the interim
report with the final BTP report, which will be submitted by the student at the time of BTP
evaluation.

7. Despite the BTP extension, students will have to present their work during the poster presentation
session scheduled at the end of the semester.

8. For presentation, a single BTP may be given a maximum of half an hour and a joint BTP may be given a
maximum of one hour. In case of a joint BTP, both the students will be required to present their BTP work.

9. In case of the 2nd or 3rd semester of the BTP, student(s) should give a quick review of the work
done in the previous semester(s) in the beginning of the presentation.

10. The final BTP report has to be written using the specified LaTeX template(s).

11. The title page of the BTP report needs to be updated and should clearly mention the BTP category.

12. The structure of the final BTP report should be as specified below (any deviation from this structure
requires the approval of the UGC chair which needs to be obtained before the late course drop date in the
respective semester).

13. It is recommended that the interim BTP reports also use the same template and try to follow the same
structure (items which are not yet done may be omitted).

14. Report for a Research project:

The report may be in a paper format or a technical report format (both using the LaTeX template) and must
contain at least:
a. Motivation and research problem
b. Research approach and work done
c. Results obtained
15. Report for an Engineering Project:
The report must contain at least:
a. Problem for which the engineering solution is proposed and users of the proposed solution
b.  Architecture, design, implementation, and validation of the solution
c. Interaction/feedback/inputs from end users on the solution
d. User manual / help (can be an appendix)
16. Report for an Entrepreneurship Project:
The report must contain at least:
a. Context and opportunity
b. Proposed product/service/... and value proposition
c. Design, architecture, implementation of the product/service
d. Business plan (can be an appendix)

17. The BTP will be evaluated by a committee of (three) faculty members (one or two advisors) and
two committee members who will assign the final grade.

18. In a BTP evaluation committee, one of the members (other than the BTP advisor) will be appointed
as a Committee Chair, who will assign the final grade to BTP after mutual consultation. If the
Chair finds it difficult to finalize the grade by consensus of the committee members or there is a
conflict, then the averaging of grades will be done with the BTP advisor having the double
weightage and the ceiling of the average will be considered.

19. For award of BTP grade, The BTP advisor(s) will upload the final BTP grade in the ERP system
and the grades will be sent to examinations@iiitd.ac.in with all examiners in cc to let the academic
section may cross-verify. Any grades, if not sent with cc to the evaluation committee members will
not be considered.

BTP Awards: -

1. A nomination can be considered for the Best BTP awards if all the evaluation committee members
are recommending a BTP for the award. BTP award may be given irrespective of the BTP grade.

2. BTP evaluation committee members will be required to give their nominations and comments for
the Best BTP award through individual forms circulated by the Academic Section after the BTP
presentation of the semester in which the student will complete his BTP.

3. If a BTP is given award, then all students registered in the BTP will get the award irrespective of

their grades.
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Appendix |1

Received
S. No. Roll No. Name Receivable | Balance Dues | Comments

1 2019087 Ranveer Kumar 187500 0 187500

2 2019221 Yoshin Naranag 187500 0 187500

3 2019225 Abdul Qavi 187500 0 187500

4 2019401 Abhishek Chaturvedi 187500 0 187500
The student receives 100%

5 2017069 Naman 162500 0 162500 | fee waiver every year
The student receives 100%

6 2017160 Khalid Lodhi 162500 0 162500 | fee waiver every year
She has been approved for
50% fee waiver for the AY
2020-2021, ie. the total
amount to be paid by her is
Rs. 162500 for the AY 20-21.
Out of this she has already
paid Rs. 123056 . The total
pending dues to be paid by

7 2017055 Ishani 162500 123056 39444 | heris Rs. 39,444.
He is a DASA CIWG student
and has to pay Rs. 162500
for the current semester. He
has registered for 12 credits
in the Monsoon 2020
semester.
Hence, the total amount to
be paid by him is Rs.
1,21,875 for the semester.
No amount is pending

8 2016149 Faiz Naqvi 162500 123075 0 towards him

9 2016221 Akansha Gautam 162500 0 162500

10 2016280 Roshan Ajith 162500 0 162500

11 2015125 Akash Nagrath 304000 0 304000

12 2016140 Aysha Fazilath 304000 294200 9800
Fee for Monsoon 2020 is

13 2014090 Sagar 150000 0 150000 | pending.

14 2015124 Aditya Diundi 150000 56250 93750

15 2014019 Ankur Dhaka 150000 0 150000

16 2015193 Gupta Yogesh 304000 75000 229000
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17

2014024

Ashutosh Nandan

1,65,000

1,00,000

65,000

For the current semester
(Monsoon 2020), he has paid
all the dues as per the credits
registered (8 credits).
However, out of the total
amount of his previous
pending dues of Rs. 1,65,000,
he has paid only 1,00,000. He
has been informed that his
result for the current
semester will be kept on
hold till the clearance of his
dues.

18

MT19217

Manisha Bajoria

77500

77500
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