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Entry to IiTs just got tougher

In Punjab, Class Xl students must score 70.8% to be eligible for entrance test

ADMISSION FORMULA

1 Any student can take JEE Main exam, which will be a
screening test for final admission to IiTs

1 1.5 lakh toppers of Mains will be eligible to write JEE
Advanced (to be held separately) for entry to IITs

1 lIT-JAB will prepare the India merit list only for those
among the 1.5 lakh toppers of Mains who also figure in
the top 20 percentile of their respective board

Aom Tanpon/TNS

NEew DEeLHI, JuLy 20

From 2013, realising the
IIT dream will get much
tougher than most students
thought.

In 15 states and UTs
whose boards hold their
own Class XII exams, IIT
aspirants will have to score
more than 60 per cent marks
(IIT eligibility cut off which
existed till 2012) for entry to
the 15 coveted tcchnical
institutes.

A student in Andhra will,
from 2013, have to score a
minimum of around 87.20
per cent marks in Class XIIT
to become eligible for IIT
entrance while in Punjab,

he will have to score 70.80#

per cent, in Jammu and
Kashmir 67 per cent and in
Himachal 63.20 per cent.
For CBSE (national board)
students, the qualifying per-
centage from the next year
would have to be a mini-
mum of 77.80 per cent.
The above stated percent-
ages represent marks the last
student in the top 20 per-
centile bracket of the
respective state boards

scored in Class X11 in 2012,
The Council of Boards of
Secondary Education
(COBSE) calculated the
data to give IIT aspirants the
idea of what Class XII per-
centage they should target
from 2013 to ensure the eli-
gibility for IIT entry.

On June 6, the IIT Joint
Admission Board (JAB) had

approved the new Class XII |

eligibility cut off formula
replacing the old one where
flat 60 per cent score in
Class XII across boards was
needed.

Under the new system,
which gives more impor-
tance to school exams for
IIT entrance, only those stu-
dents will be eligible who
figure in the top 20 per-
centile of all the exam writ-
ing students in a respective

board in a given year.

The state/national boards
in which students must score
more than 60 pc in class X1
for IIT eligibility are -
Andhra: 87.2 per cent, Bihar:
64.6 per cent, CBSE: 77.8
per cent, Himachal: 63.2 per
cent; J&K: 67 per cent, Kar-
nataka: 67.50 per cent, Ker-
ala: 76.5 per cent, Manipur:
64.6 per cent, Madhya
Pradesh: 64 per cent, Maha-
rashtra; 61.17 per cent, Pun-
jab: 70.8 per cent, Rajasthan:
63.8 per cent, Tamil Nadu:
78.17 per cent, UP: 65 per
cent and National Open
School: 60.6 per cent.

Boards where less than 60
pc marks would do are West
Bengal: 58 per cent,
Uttarakhand: 55.20 per cent,
Tripura: 50.80 per cent,
Orissa: 56.33 per cent,

Mizoram: 56.20 per cent,
Nagaland: 49 per cent,
Meghalaya: 49.40 per cent,
Goa: 56.25 per cent, Chhat-
tisgarh: 56.80 per cent and
Assam: 54.20 per cent.

These percentages will
end the confusion among
students who did not know
what top 20 percentile in
their board means. ITT-JAB
had asked COBSE to
analyse Class XII marks
attained in 2012 across state
boards and publish the min-
imum percentage of marks
scored by the last student in
the top 20 percentile brack—
et of each board.

"These percentages are not
likely to change much. Stu-
dents should look at these
targets for IIT eligibility,"
CBSE chairman Vineet
Joshi said. He insisted the
new system was more inclu-
sive and took care of the fact
that different boards award-
ed marks differently.

For instance, the last stu-
dent in the top 20 percentile
in Tamil Nadu board scored
78.17 per cent in Class X1I
this year as against just 49
pc in Assam and Megha-
laya boards.
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DU’s meta university,
college facing opposition

Staff Reporter

NEW DELHE Trouble is brewing
over Delhi University’s ambi-
tious plans to set up a meta
university and a meta college,
both of which are pending ap-
proval from the Executive and
Academic Councils, which are
due to meet over the weekend.

While members of the Delhi
University Teachers’ Associ-
ation have been vociferously
opposed to the ideas from the
beginning, the calling of an
emergency meeting of both
Councils to approve the same,
have riled them some more,
“Allmembers elected from the
DUTA to the Executive and
Academic Councils have been
directed to vehemently op-
pose both resolutions from
beirig passed,” said DUTA

‘member Abha Dev Habib,
adding that the DUTA had also
taken  the decision to ap-
proach all their colleagues in
both the Councils and ask
them to desist from giving
their approval. “We had a
meeting running into several
hours on Friday- night,” she
added.

Some teacher organisations
like the Demoératic Teachers’
Front has taken their disap-
proval further by bringing out
detailed analysis of why the
concept of a meta university
and college would be disas-
trous, while alleging that the
requisitioning of an emergen-
cy meeting stacked of foul
play. “Two days before the
university is to re-open,
scheduling the emergent
meetings to introduce provi-

sions for credit transfer be-
tween Delhi University and
other institutions and to in-
troduce two new courses,
Master of Mathematical Edu-
cation and B. Tech in Human-
ities as models for meta
university and meta college
courses smacks off motives
other than academic,” said
DTF  president Shaswati
Mazumdar.

The organisation in a state-
ment urged members of the
Academic Council to act re-
sponsibly, at least this time,

“It is ‘unfortunate that on )

many occasions in the recent
past the AC has failed to live
up to the role assigned to it as
the'academic body of the uni-
versity and has simply nodded
to the most ill-considered pro-
Jects,” said the statement,



