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MINUTES OP THE TWENTY - POURTli M ~ K T I N G  'OP 
THE PLANNING BOARD HELD ON MAHCIi 27, 2000, AT 
11.00 A.M. IN THE CONFERENCE ROOM, BLOCK - 8, 
IGNOU CAMPUS, MAlDAN GARHI, NEW D I I  - IIUU68. 

Thc following wcrc prcscnl: 

( I )  Prof. Abdul W. Ihan,  Vicc-Chanccllor - 
(2) Prof. D.M. Pestonjec 
(3) ProC. R. Clukraborli 
(4) ProC. N.V. Nnrasi~nllanl 
(5) Prof. Ram Pratap 
(6) Dr. K.N. Salhan 
(7) Dr. Tribhuwan Kapoor 
(8) Dr. Anju Sehgal ~ u ~ i a  
(9) Slui K.J.S. Prasada Rao, Registrar 

Prof. I<. Gopalan could not attend the meeting. 

> . / .  - / 

Shri D. Dcb, ~ss is tant  Registrar (Governance), was prescnt to assist the 
Mcmbcr-Sccrcta~y. 

At tllc outsct, the Vice-Chancellor thanked the Chairn~an of the Kevicw 
Co~un~ittcc and thc mcmbcrs of his te:un for completing lllc task and placed on 
rccord thc appreciation for bringing this conlprche~~sivc report. [le s a d  111at thc 
findings.or thc Report will have a significant bearing on Illc r u~~c l i on i~~y  ol' 111c 
University and that cach membcr should ongage in n ~ c i ~ ~ ~ i ~ ~ g l i ~ l  dcIi[~~rilllo~~k i l l  I I I C  
discussio~~ on thc llcview Co~nmittcc Ileport. 

The I'ollowiny itcnls wcre takcn up: 
, ' 

ITEM NO. 1 TO CONFIRM T111S MINU'I'ICS 01' I 25'" 
MEETING OF 'I'tlE III.ANNING IlOAl(li 11161,D ON 
MARC11 10, 2000 AND 'I'CI IY():I'I'. 'I'IIE A(:'I'ION 
TAKEN THEWCON. 

PB 24.1.1 The Board considered and confirmed the Mi~~utcs  of the 23rd 
Meeting of the Planning Board held on March 10, 2000 and 
noted the action taken thereon, 



I'l'IChl N O .  L ' 1 ' 0  i~ONS1I)ISR'L'HI': lt151'01tT 0011' '1'111': COMMI1'I'EE 
1tIII.A'I'INC T O  TIlE PEI<FORMANCIS RICVIKW 01' 
'CIIE UNIVERSITY DURING 1989-1999. . 

I'll 24.2.1 While prcscnling thc Kepo~l, Dr. Ram Pratap, Director, 
Planning & Development Division, brought out the salient 
features contained in the Report. These are: 

(i) Genesis 
(ii) Scope and ( e m s  of Reference 
(iii) Mcthotlology 
(iv) Kecommcndations 

Dr. Ram Pratap informed the members that the Committee-is 
primarily concentrated on the macro levcl evaluation of the 
University's performance with reference to its aims and 
obje~:lives. Therefore, the Committee's efforts were to 
Iiighlight the philosophy of open learning and distance 
education and then to proceed to descrihe and analyse the 
l'unctions in the context of the diverse structures and 
processes that are put in  place for the performance of the said 
functions. The Committee had interacted with va~ious 
runctio~~nrics of the University. He infonzcd that the 
C:o~~iniittcc rnenibcrs, divided in groups, also visited many 
Rcgional Ccntres and had meetings and tliscussion with the 
staff thcrc. Dr. Ram Pratap also pointed out that the 
Colnmittcc has laid special attention on the task given to the 
llnivcrsity as tlic Apex Agc~lcy of promoting distancc 
~ : I I U C I I ~ ~ I I I I  ill the country and iiiaintaining standards of thc 
I I ~ H I I I I I ~ U  C I I U C I I I ~ ~ I ~  syslcni. 

1'11 1.1.2.1 '1'111.: MCIIIIICIB ~ ! ~ N C U S S C ~  the Report and wcre gcncrally 
I I I I I I I L : I . : ~ I I ~ ~ V C  or LIIC positive aspects outlinctl in the Rcport; 
I ~ I I ' I I I ~ I ~ , I , I  I I I S I )  c~~mmentctl on sonic of lhc short-ccil~~ings 
r .  I I ~ I I I  4 1111 11,: s i ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ i ~ i i r i s ~ i l  :IS under: 

( I  ) I .il)ri\l y i s  iui ~ ~ ~ l c g r i ~ l  c o m l ) i ~ ~ ~ c ~ i t  of llic U~~ivcrsily 
syslelli. Ir;suo~ rclali~i{; to lillrary nccilctl c~il~:incctl 
I ~ I C I I S .  - 

(ii) Issues relitling to :cudemic proglan~mcs, student's 
enrolment, the work structure at Rcl:ional Ccntres, 
and tlie status of STlllDE deserve morc elaboration. 

(iii) 'Regarding tlie functioning of the Schools/Division 
the methodology adopted appears to be subjective. 



(iv) There is no cleat cut indications as lo how 10 
implement the findings ofthe Conu~~ittcc. 

(v) Some members pointed out that lhcre were certain 
. /  discrepancies/errors/slips in some of the pages of the - - Rcport which need to be editcd/corrcctcd. Dr. (Ms.) 

Anju Sehgal Gupta, a nlc~l~bcr of the Plannir~g Board, 
volunteered to edit the Report preferably witl~ir~ 15 
days, i.e., up to April 15, 2000. 

(vi) Infor~uation on training and rcscsl.ch nclivilicri I IC tllc 
U~livcrsity for the period of review l~avc 11ot I ~ I I ~ I W I I  

much light. 

(vii) The Distance Ei[ucalio~~ (.'tnlln,il H I I I I I I I I I  C I I I I I I I I ~ I U  10 
bc a pu t  of tho uvcrull ICiNOl l'n 11}rlrl11 1114.4 1.111 1 1 t h  

viowcd as a scparatc body. 

In rcsponsc to thc abovo vicws/ol)~crv~~tio~~s ( > I '  thi* I I IC ' I I I~ I~IS ,  
ccrtain clarificatio~~s wcuc mado. 'I  llcsc ilrc: 

(i) The lndira Gandhi Nuliollul 0pc11 U~~ivcrsity I I U Y  a 
full fledged library at the lleadquarters ilnd libraries 
at the Regional Centres for use by the studc~~ts as well 
as staff. The Review Cormnittee's assessmcnl was 
based at macro Icvcl. The findings of t l~c  l<cport 
should be taken as a guide for t l~c Ut~ivcrsity I'or 
making changes and as an i~ldicator of thc 
achievements and progress ~nadc by ~ I I C  lJ~livcrsity at 
the macro level. 

(ii) It was clarified that the Con~miltcc fclt t11:lt i t  was 
rathcr dimcult Lo analys2 cvery issuc at 111icro lcvcl 
because ofthe magnitude ofopcratio~ls alld the cxtenl 
of application of University's acat lc~~~ic  l~rclyrilrlllllcs 

, throughout the country. 

PB 24.2.4 The Vice-Chancellor having taken iuto considcration the 
vicws of the ~nembers as also clarilE;~tio~~s. I I I ; I ~ ~ ~  the 
following observations: 

(i) The point regarding the enhanced research activities 

- . /  of the University is well taken. However, it was - d regrettably noled that the feedback Reports on 

Research Granls givcn by the University ~ I I  various 



research activities in the University is rather dismal. 
He desired that there should be more accountability in -. ! 

.., - 
this regard. 

(ii) Tlie Vice-Chi~ncellor informed that thc University 
will accord priority for issucs co~lcclning pcrsonal 
and pr6fessional dcvelopmznts. 

(iii) He informed the members that tlie recently 
eonstituted IGNOU Consultancy Services (ICS) will 
explore the possibility of selling IGNOU study - m;~tcri;~ls through existing distribution outlets. 

(iv) Tlie Vice-Chancellor sought the sugccstions from the 
members as to how to go about with the business of 
iniplelnenting and monitoring tlie rcconimendations 
rn;~tlc in !lie Report. 

1 1 1  I ~ ~ ! I ~ I ~ ' I I ~ I ~ ~  11) lllc c~hselvations of the Vice-Chancellor, tlie 
I I I I I I I \ V I I I ~ :  ~~l~l:gcstio~ls wcrc made by tlic 1ncml)crs: 

I I I I I  , I I I ~ V I .  to dhol~t will1 thc i~nplcnicntation o f  lllc 
I ( ~ ~ I L I I ~  ol' 1111: llcvicw Committee as a lirst step lllc 
l(vgion;~l Ccnlrcs, Schools and Divisions slioultl he 
I I I , I ~ ~ U  available a ct11)y ol'tlic Repor1 with a rcqucst to 
scnil their comments in three tnol~tl~s limo to tlic Vicc- 
Clianccllor. 

( i i )  'Thc implementation of tlic llcporl. wlicrcvcr 
spccilically indicated, sliould start within a timc 
frame. 

(iii) The Report shouId be sent to the Chairman, 
Implementation Committee of the University. 

(iv) Before the Report is implemented, an executive 
sum~nary of tlie Report may be prcpared in order to 
share with the academics of the University. - 

(v) Sectoral recommendations/specific .recommendations 
made in the Report are to be siphoned out and these 
rcco~nrncndotions nre to be scnt to tlic conccrncd 
Directors of SclioollHeads of Division with tlie 
objective of gctting fccd hack. 



(i) A sumnialy of the Rcport o r  Llic Rcview Committee 
bc scnt to tlic Chiliman o r  (lie i~nple~ncntation 
'Coni~iiiltcc of tlic Task Forcc Dr. Ram Pralap, 
Secretary, Rcview Committee will co-ordinate with 
the Chairman, Implementation Committee in this 
rcgard. 

ci) '1'0 scck suggcslions on the Report froni Directors of 
Schools/I-leads of Divisions as to how to implement 
tlic recon~mendations made in tlie Report within a 
given timc frame. 

(iii) Spccilic rcconiniendations of tlie Report concerning a 
parlicular Scliool/Division should be sent to the 
concernetl Scliool/Divisio~i for implementation within 
a given time frame. 

PB 24.2.7 With the above observations, the Planning Board accepted 
thc Report of tlic Review Committee and placed on rrcord 
1he appreciation to all the memhcrs o f  the Review 
Co~ii~iiiltcc. 

I'I'EM NO.  3 TO CONSIDER THE NOMINA'TIOS OF MEMBERS 
ON Tl lE  ACADEMIC PROGRAMME COMMITTEE 
(A STANDING COMMITTEE 011' THE PLANNING 
IH )Alan). 

I'll !4 . .4  I '1'11' l'li11111i11g 13~1artl corisidcrcd ilic no~iiinalion o r  tiicmbcrs 
1111 l l ~ u  Acadc~~iic I'rogrammc Comniillcc, a St:~nding 
I ' I I I I I I I I ~ ~ ~ C U  or llic l'lali~li~lg Board :\lid nomi~i;llcil tlic 
1 1 1 1 1 4 1 \ \  1111: J IC~SOIIS as its mc~nbcrs: 

( I )  I:)I,. l<,N, S;III~IIII 
l i ~ )  I:)r.(Ms.) Anjo Sclignl Gupta 

. . I IIL. Xlccting smlcil with a volc oStlianks lo tlic Chair 


