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RECOMMENDATIONS OF SENATE MEMBERS

Resolution by Circulation

Dated: January 21, 2016

Sl. Name and Roll | Mayank Sinha Vandana Arora Sunil Kumar Singh. Shikhar Bhardwaj
No No Roll no. 1410212 Roll No. 1120363 1510513 Roll No. 1510113
M Tech (ECE) PhD (ME) M Tech (Mechatronics) M Tech (CSE)

1 Request by Assurance is given by the Mayank has SPI below 6.0 and | Assurance is given by the | Assurance is given by the
student for student that he will secure CPl is 6.4 which is very close to | student to improve student for improving
restoration 6.5 CPI by the end of 6.5. So he is recommended for | performance but he is performance along with

Semester IV (Sem Il, 2015-16) | one more chance. required assistantship opted 3 courses (Full)
for next semester due to | and 4 EMFs for next
his poor financial semester.
condition

2 Remarks of Mayank has SPI below 6.0 Vandana Arora is having good | His SPI is 5.8 which is His SPI is 5.8 which are

Dean Academic

and CPl is 6.4 which is very
close to 6.5. So he is
recommended for one more
chance.

CPI.  Her termination is
because of more ‘X’ in thesis
due to health problem in her
family. So she is recommended
to give one more chance. No
more chance will be given
afterward.

very close to 6.0. So he is
recommended for one
more chance.

very close to 6.0. So he is
recommended for one
more chance.

Recommendation of the

members of Senate members for restoration of their academic programme against academic drop

1 Dr. Pramod Recommended for Recommended for Restoration | Recommended for Recommended for
Kumar Jain Restoration Restoration Restoration

2 Prof. Aparajita | Recommended for Recommended for Restoration | Recommended for Recommended for
Ojha Restoration Restoration Restoration

3 Prof Puneet Recommended for Recommended for Restoration | He has not proposed any | He although proposed
Tandon Restoration course of action how but his progress needs to
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would he achieve a CPI
of 6.5. He may be asked
to do so

be monitored. His case is
conditionally
recommended

4 Prof Tanuja Not recommended for Recommended for Restoration | Not recommended for 4 courses might be again
Sheorey restoration restoration with heavy load. He may be
assistantship given guidance about
opting for 3 courses and
4 credit thesis.
Recommended for
condition
5 Prof Vijay He is at border line so there is | She is in 5" year of PhD so her | I will go with the | will go with the
Kumar Gupta no problem in considering his | appeal may be considered | recommendation of the recommendation of
appeal. based on humanitarian ground | coordinator of M Tech Head CSE.
Recommended Recommended (MT) which is not clearly | Recommended
visible in scan
6 Prof PN Not Received Not Received Not Received Not Received
Kondekar
7 Dr. Prashant Recommended for Recommended for Restoration | Recommended for Recommended for
Kumar Jain Restoration Restoration Restoration
8 Dr. Atul Gupta | Not Received Not Received Not Received Not Received
9 Dr. Prabir Recommended for Recommended for Restoration | Recommended for Recommended for
Mukhopadhyay | Restoration Restoration Restoration
10 Dr. M K Roy Recommended for Recommended for Restoration | Recommended for Recommended for
Restoration Restoration Restoration
11 Dr.S C Bose Recommended for Recommended for Restoration | Recommended for Recommended for
Restoration Restoration Restoration
12 Dr. Debanik Recommended for Recommended for Restoration | Recommended for Recommended for
Roy Restoration Restoration Restoration
13 Prof PV M Rao | Not Received Not Received Not Received Not Received
14 Prof Amitabha | Not Received Not Received Not Received Not Received
Mukherjee
15 Prof VM Gadre | Not Received Not Received Not Received Not Received
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All the 15 Senate members were sent the Resolution through circulation either to RECOMMEND OR NOT RECOMMEND the cases of
abovementioned four students. Final y we have received 10 responses. The final result of the responses is given below :-

(1) Case of Mr Mayank Sinha, Roll No. 1410212 M.Tech, ECE — 09 Members Recommended and 01 member Not Recommended

(2) Case of Ms Vandana Arora, Roll No. 1120363 Ph.D (ME) - All the 10 members Recommended

(3) Case of Mr Sunil Kumar Singh, Roll No. 1510513, M.Tech(Mechtronics) — 07 Members Recommended and 1 member Not
Recommended. However two members have not given clear opinion.

(4) Case of Mr. Shikhar Bhardwaj Roll No. 1510113, M Tech (CSE)  -All the 10 members have Recommended, however among them two
have conditionally recommended.

The majority of Senate members have recommended resolution as was proposed through circulation of above mentioned 4 students. The
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(R.P. Dwivedi)
Registrar & Secretary Senate
21-01-2016

recommendation may please be approved.
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Chairman, Senate
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