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Minutes of IQAC Meeting, Date: 22" June 2019

The Chairperson, Sw. Shastrajnananda welcomed all members present.

Each of the departments in both the UG and PG were requested to take up in detail the results of
students. The process was initiated by the Controller of Examinations, who briefed the house regarding
the overall performance of the students in the Semester exams in each department:

1) Department of Sanskrit:
a. For Shyamanda Sardar and Bapan Ruidas, output and outcome can’t be prepared right
now
b. 2" year’s performance is satisfactory.
c. Some students of 1* year are very promising.
2) Department of Political Science:
a. In2" semester, Ramgopal and Raja did well. Raj Sikdar needs improvement.
b. Bikram Samanta scored poor marks in general paper.
c. Nayan is laid back and also Debomay could not perform well.
3) Department of Physics:
a. Overall 1* class is less as compared to other years.
b. Nitin could not qualify in general course.
c. Performance of Aritra Raj is very poor. Could not secure 1% class.
d. Pratihar performed well in 4™ Semester.
e. Dipan’s performance is practical is not satisfactory.
f. Pralay, Sayan should improve their performance.

4) Department of Philosophy:
a. In2" Semester B.A. due to Indian Philosophy paper marks were below expectation.

b. In 4™ Semester, Joysurya could not secure pass marks in both general courses.
c. In PG some students did well. Subhas needs improvement.

5) Department of Microbiology:
a. Sumit and Sadhan did not do well in 2" Semester.

b. 4" Semester performance was average.
c. Abhijit Roy of 4™ semester to reappear in Physics general paper in ensuing yearin
consonance with the established rules that stipulates measures to tackle malpractices in

examination hall.

6) Department of Mathematics:
a. Three boys could not pass the examination, needs to qualify honours.

b. For Purnendu Tudu subject change will be advised.

c. In4ath Semester result is satisfactory.

d. For PG, performance is poor. Except two students, all scored below 60%.
7) Department of Applied Chemistry and Industrial Chemistry:

a. In 4™ Semester Dipayan could not do well.

b. In 2" Semester Ratnadip and Satrughna were very weak.

c. InPG 2" Semester all students except Mriganka secured 1% class.
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8) Department of History:
a. Aritra, Arpan of 2™ Semester could not well.
b. Overall result of 4" semester is satisfactory.
9) Department of English:
a. Hembram and Hossain’s performance were very poor in 2" Semester.
b. Kanad, Nilabhra are promising.
c. Guardians of Sonabir Hembram have been called.
d. Also Dwaipayan’s performance was not good.
10) Department of Computer Science:
a. Overall result of 2" semester is satisfactory.
b. Result of Akash Das is should have been better.
c. Anup, Dutimoy require need to improve a lot.
d. Overall result of 4™ semester is satisfactory was also as per expectation.
e. Subhankar Shyamal ‘s performance is poor. He is suppdsed to appear for
supplementary examination. His guardians will be called.
f.  Student’s performance in ‘Automata’ was below average.
11) Department of Chemistry:
a. Overall performance is good for 2™ semester except two students.
b. For 4™ semester Rounak’s performance is not up to the marks.
12) Department of Bengali:
a. ForB.A 2" year overall marks is not satisfactory.
b. The performance of Neerad Barman is not good at all.
c. Sangram Biswas performed categorically well
d. ForB.A 2" semester, Jyotirmoy and Deep Kumar could not perform well. They could not
perform according to exception.
e. InPG Anway Mukherjee’s performance is much worse than expected.
13) Department of Economics:
a. In2" semester, Soumik’s performance is not satisfactory.
b. Tridibesh’s performance is not up to the mark.
14) Department of Zoology:
a. The progression of all the 4™ Semester students was satisfactory.
b. Analava could not perform well because of his illness before the semester.
c. Raghunath’s performance is not satisfactory.

Miscelleneous: The house expressed satisfaction at the feedback obtained from especially students and
the subsequent follow up by the departments in improving the quality in the teaching-learning exercise
on a sustained and regular basis.

The meeting ended with a vote of thanks to the chair.
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