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Raise Your Voice, Let Yourself be Heard! 

 

SC ELECTIONS SPECIAL III 
 

The Students’ Council Elections and Counting - A Report 
 
Date: May 16, 2013. Venue: Hall above the A-Mess. 
 
The Students’ Council elections for the term 2013-2014 
began at 9:00 AM and went on till 5:00 PM. Contrary to 
expectations; the frequency of voters remained more or 
less uniform throughout the day. It did not peak during 
meal times and sag at other hours. 
 
On entering the hall, the students were required to 
confirm their identity by showing their (valid) ID cards. 
After being handed over the ballot papers, and being 
dabbed with indelible ink, the student was free to vote 
for their candidates of choice. Unlike the previous 
elections where the ballot papers were nearly the same 
size as the stamp, there was sufficient room on the 
ballot papers this year. 
 
The entire process from entry to exit was streamlined. 
Representatives from the hostel office assisted in the 
election process throughout the day. 
 
Counting of the ballot papers was conducted in a very 
transparent fashion in the presence of all the 
candidates. Prof. L. Umanand, (Returning Officer), Mr. 
Javed G. S., (Electoral Officer, Student), Mr. Pramod 
Verma (Outgoing SC Chairman) and 8 of the 9 contesting 
candidates were present in the room, along with 
employees from the Hostel Office. A couple of Security 
Guards ensured that only those people involved in the 
counting were present in the hall. 
 
The candidates were first shown that all the ballot boxes 
were still locked and sealed, and the seals were broken 
in their presence. The ballot papers were first 
segregated by colour (into each category - Chairman, 
General Secretary, and Secretary (Academic Affairs)). 
This was followed by segregation of the ballot papers  
 
 
 
 

according to each candidate. Prof. Umanand stated that 
a vote would be considered valid if the seal was present 
and it was clear whose name it was against. If there was 
a tick mark or any other mark apart from the seal, or if 
the ballot paper was tampered in any way, the vote 
would be invalidated. 
 
The candidates seemed slightly tense, and a few were 
seen trying to catch up on lost sleep, while the 
segregation was being done. This was, after all, the end 
to a long and tiring time for them. After the fierce 
competition over the previous days, the atmosphere in 
the room was positively friendly. 
 
Once the segregation of the ballot papers by candidate 
was complete, the candidates were shown each of the 
ballot papers. This was to ensure transparency. Then, 
counting of the ballot papers was carried out, for 
Secretary (Academic Affairs), General Secretary and 
Chairperson, in that order. The final count was: 
 

SC Post Candidate Votes Invalid votes 

Chairperson 

Annuradha 359 

40 Ganesh 561 

Pankaj 434 

General   
Secretary 

Brijendra 753 
45 

Femi 593 

Secretary 
(Academic 

Affairs) 

Bhanu 195 

51 Harikrishna 421 

Prapanch 725 

Secretary 
(Women’s 

Affairs) 
Debaleena Elected unopposed 

 

Voices wishes the incoming SC a fruitful term. 
 

 Voices Press 

With inputs from Javed G. S. (ECE) 

Disclaimer: The opinions, beliefs and viewpoints expressed by authors in this newsletter do not necessarily reflect 

opinions, beliefs and viewpoints of Voices or official policies of Voices. However, this does not apply to the 

editorial content in this newsletter. 
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Editorial 

 

Students’ Council Elections 2013-2014 
 

The Students’ Council Elections for the term 2013-2014 
have drawn to a close. Over the last few years, the 
elections have featured one or two contenders for each 
post. The last two SC teams were elected unopposed. So 
the elections have generally been muted affairs. Not so 
this year. 
 
With two “teams” of candidates and two independents,   
this year saw a relatively large number (9) of students 
vie for the posts in the Students’ Council. The 
candidates went all out in their efforts to reach out to as 
many students as possible. With posters put up and 
pamphlets with candidates’ manifestos distributed, this 
year’s elections gained a relatively higher visibility. 
Perhaps this is one of the reasons for the increased 
turnout witnessed in this year’s soapbox and polling. A 
total of 1395 students cast their votes this year. 
 
Voices also gave the elections a greater coverage this 
year, when compared to previous years. Instead of one 
issue dedicated to the SC elections, Voices brought out 
three special issues this year. The first, 
before the soapbox, featured the 
candidates’ responses to a Voices 
questionnaire. We hoped that reading 
the candidates’ responses would help 
the students understand their 
candidates a little better and also allow 
for a livelier soapbox with an increased interaction 
between the contestants and students. The second 
special issue was brought out a day after the soapbox 
and covered the soapbox. This exercise was undertaken 
for the benefit of those who could not attend the 
soapbox in person. That issue, along with videos of the 
entire soapbox (recorded by Ms. Awanti Sambarey 
(MRDG)) ensured that the candidates’ replies had a 
greater outreach. The third of the special issues is what 
you are reading right now. A report on the elections and 
the counting process, a Q&A with Prof. L. Umanand 
(Returning Officer) & Javed G. S. (Electoral Officer, 
Student) form a part of this issue. We hope you will also 
get to know the SC 2013 team a little better through this 
issue. 
 
Following the elections, Voices conducted a poll open to 
the IISc students, to gauge what the students felt about 
the elections. A meagre 121 students participated in the 
poll. Of them, 16 stated they could not vote in the 
elections because of various reasons.  77 % of the 
students who took part in the poll felt the SC elections 
were streamlined and smooth. The suggestions that 

Voices received regarding the elections can largely be 
grouped as:  
 
(a) Make the voters aware of the rules to be followed by 
the candidates in campaigning well in advance. 
 
(b) Limit the use of paper. A lot of paper was wasted in 
distribution of pamphlets and posters. The candidates 
can rely more on online campaigning.  
 
(c) The indelible ink came off the finger easily.  
 
(d) Make the Mess ID card a ID proof as well, apart from 
the Student ID card. 
 
The suggestions to advance the elections by a month or 
to hold the elections online are worth considering 
because a large number of students are home when the 
elections take place. Some students criticised the 
campaigning undertaken by the candidates. They felt 
the candidates went overboard in their campaigning, 

and shouldn’t have stooped so low as to 
indulge in mud-slinging. 
 
The poll also asked the students what 
they felt about the Voices coverage of 
the elections. Over 75% of the 
participants were happy with the way 

Voices covered the elections. We thank you for your 
support and encouragement. In a few areas, we were 
found lacking as well. Some students felt that the Voices 
coverage could have been more detailed and complete. 
The pre-soapbox issue did not feature responses from 
all candidates. While the issue was supposed to cover 
responses of all the candidates, Voices was running 
against the clock to bring the issue out in time, so that 
the students have enough time to peruse the issue.  
Hence, the deadline given to all the candidates was 
strictly adhered to. So, only candidates who replied 
within the deadline featured in the issue. Another 
criticism was that the second special issue (which 
covered the soapbox) misquoted a few candidates. 
While we took utmost care to ensure there were no 
errors, a few errors did creep in, and Voices regrets the 
same. When the errors were brought to our notice, we 
took steps to rectify them at the earliest. 
 
While Voices concludes its election coverage with this 
issue, the onus is now on the student community to 
actively participate in the activities of the Students’ 
Council in the coming term. 

K. Vijayanth Reddy (ECE/CeNSE)
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Q & A with Prof. Umanand and Javed 

 
Prof. L. Umanand (Returning Officer)  Javed G. S. (Electoral Officer, Student)

Do you think the elections were smooth this year? 
 

Yes. 
 
 
 

The elections were participated in the true spirit and the 
complete student community made sure that the 
elections were conducted without any hassle. That way 
the elections went on smoothly. 

 
 

What do you think of the student participation/turnout this year? 
 

The turnout was the maximum till now. Previous high 
was around ~900 I think. This time it is around ~1400. 
 
 

The student participation was better compared to the 
last elections. But only about 42% of the total student 
population came to cast their vote. This number has to 
increase to strengthen the Students’ Council. 

 
 
The soapbox this year was a very noisy affair. What steps do you suggest to ensure that the soapbox will be more 

streamlined and smoother the next year? 
 
The soapbox is generally a students’ affair where 
manifestos are presented and matters discussed. 
Sometimes they tend to get noisy. However as long as 
electoral discipline is maintained the returning officer in 
general will not interfere. With respect to discipline in 
conduct of soapbox, the student council should ensure 
and encourage the students towards orderly conduct. I 
do not believe that mature IISc students who are the 
intelligentsia of the nation need strict policing on their 
behaviour. 

The soapbox is a platform for the students to know their 
contestants. It tends to be a little noisy. A suggestion 
was given to create a list of all questions that students 
would like to ask to the contestants. And all the 
contestants take the stage together and answer the 
questions. This can be implemented subject to approval.  
 

 
How were this year's elections overall when compared to the previous years? 

 
The previous two years did not see elections as the 
council came in by unanimity. I am not aware what 
happened earlier to compare with this year's elections. 

Students’ Council Election in 2013 was my first one. I 
have little knowledge of the previous versions. 
Irrespective of others, this election was well conducted 
and executed. 

 
 

Do you think a digital voting system would be a better option? Instead of ballot papers, computers could be 
installed where the students punch in their votes. The advantages over ballot papers would be no wastage of 

paper, no counting and no invalid votes. Are there any problems which prevent such a system from being 
deployed? 

 
Yes definitely. Such a pioneering online voting 
methodology can be both a bench mark and example 
for future elections not only within IISc but also for 
other state and national level elections. 

The option of using the Electronic Voting Machine 
(EVM) was proposed and approved by the Returning 
Officer. The recent Assembly election held in Karnataka 
was the cause for unavailability of the EVMs. For this 
reason, it was decided to cast votes on ballot paper. 
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What if a voter is dissatisfied with all candidates? Can the SC elections also carry a provision to state that? Your 

thoughts on it. 
 

Yes this is a valid point and we should give such an 
option to the voter. This should also be a secret ballot. 
In fact the ballot papers should contain one more row 
for "dissatisfied with all".  
 

The provision has to be made in the Students’ Council 
constitution and the by-laws. The action to be taken in 
these cases has to be clearly mentioned. It is a valid 
suggestion that can be communicated to the Students’ 
Council.

 
 
Are you satisfied with Voices' coverage of this year's SC elections? If not, what improvements would you suggest? 

 
I am sorry. I have not yet gotten around to reading it 
yet. 

The coverage was satisfactory.   

Voices Press 

 

 
 

The results are out! People present at the counting – Outgoing SC Chairman, Pramod Verma, candidates contesting 
for the posts of the SC 2013-2014, representatives from the Hostel Office,  Prof. L. Umanand (Returning Officer), 

Javed G. S. (Electoral Officer, Student) student volunteers, and security.  
Photo courtesy: Javed G. S. (ECE)

 

The Governing Council of the Students’ Council 2013 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   Ganesh Madabatulla 
    Post: Chairperson 
    Dept.: Chemical Engineering 
    Email Id:  

      scchairman@tejas.serc.iisc.ernet.in 

       

   Debaleena Basu 
   Post: Secretary - Women’s Affairs 
   Dept.: Centre for Neuroscience 
   Email Id: 
   scwomensec@tejas.serc.iisc.ernet.in 

     

   Brijendra Kumar 
    Post:  General Secretary 
    Dept.: Computer Science & Automation 
    Email Id: 
    scgensec@tejas.serc.iisc.ernet.in  

 

    

    Prapanch Nair 
    Post: Secretary - Academic Affairs 
    Dept: Mechanical Engineering  
    Email Id: 
    scacadsec@tejas.serc.iisc.ernet.in 
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Q & A with the Members of SC 2013

Voices prepared a questionnaire for the newly elected 
members of the Governing Council of the Students’ 
Council. Their responses follow. 
 
Did you expect that you will win? What do you 
attribute your win to? 
 
Ganesh: I didn't care about the result of the elections. I 
attribute my win to my soapbox presentation and to my 
friends who worked hard. 
 
Brijendra: Yes, I was hoping that I will win. I attribute 
this win to all my supporters who did all the 
campaigning. Also, special thanks to those students who 
trusted my supporters and voted for me. 
 
Prapanch: As the election date neared, I was confident 
of the possibility.  I believe I was able to deliver a soap 
box speech that was in sync with the audiences’ 
thoughts. Absence of one candidate in the campaign 
scenario definitely contributed to my victory.   
 
Debaleena: Even though ‘winning the election’ is not 
applicable for me, I would like to tell that I did not 
expect to be the only candidate for the post of Secretary 
(Women’s Affairs). 
 
How will you choose students for the different 
committees of the SC? 
 
Ganesh: There is no point in talking individually now. 
We prefer voluntarism. Our committee members should 
have a zeal and commitment to work for students’ 
issues. Nothing else. 
 
Brijendra: We don’t choose students; rather we 
encourage them to volunteer for various committees. It 
is a good sign that many students are already 
approaching us to work in different committees. 
 
Prapanch: We will try and keep associations to the 
minimum when bringing people together. In this light, 
we will be advertising for participation from the entire 
student community to work for SC. 
 
Debaleena: It is not ‘I’ any longer but ‘We’. We will be 
inviting students to join committees they might be 
interested in as all committees need a good number of 
volunteers. They are the main workforce of the 
students’ council.  

Did you start, or have you started any groundwork for 
the agenda you proposed? 
Ganesh: Yes. We have started ground work on the 
agenda. We are compiling all the three agendas and will 
bring the best manifesto to guide us through the year. 
 
Brijendra: Yes, we have started the groundwork as we 
have a lot to accomplish. 
 
Prapanch: We have started on a few things, collected 
some information and we are pondering on its verity. 
But we would like to reserve the details for later. 
 
Debaleena: One of the points in my core agenda is to 
form an active women’s welfare committee. This 
committee receives extremely few active volunteers and 
I have started my attempts to motivate female students 
to join the committee. I have also started setting out the 
layout and features of the online women’s forum I plan 
to initiate and have begun working on some of the 
planned committee activities (talks, workshops etc.). 
 
The core SC team now has winning candidates from 
different contesting teams. How do you plan to resolve 
internal disagreements and conflicts? 
Ganesh: We have no such internal disagreements. We 
nominated our names for elections to work for students 
of IISc, not for any particular teams. We are mature 
enough to think what is right/wrong. If we have any 
disagreements on students’ issues, we will resolve it 
democratically. 
 
Brijendra: There is only one team now - the SC-Team, 
2013-14 and among us there are no conflicts or 
disagreements. 
Prapanch: As it stands now, there aren't any conflicts 
between us. In fact we believe that the success of SC will 
not be in achieving what is in the manifesto, but in 
staying together as a team till the end of tenure. Any 
myopic idea can be contested healthily, if we all 
understand the importance of transparency and 
respect.  
Debaleena: I do not think there would be 
disagreements between the team just because we were 
a part of different teams prior to the election. Of course, 
it is natural for differences in views to exist in any group 
with members having individual opinions. We have 
agreed a-priori that any such situation should be 
resolved democratically, going with the majority 
opinion.  
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Do you expect to receive complete support and 
participation from the student community in the 
coming year? In particular, how hopeful are you about 
the UG students participating in the SC activities? 
Ganesh: Yes. The turn up for polling was the highest in 
the history of IISc and students elected us from different 
teams by breaking all prejudices. We, as a team 
represent all students. So, we expect complete support. 
UG students have been active from day one in many 
initiatives by IISc students. We believe that they will 
actively participate in SC activities. 
 
Brijendra: Seeing the active participation of all students 
including UG students in the recent election, we are 
sure to get complete support from the students’ 
community. 
 
Prapanch: I am very hopeful that UG students will 
involve themselves and participate in SC activities 
throughout the year. As the academic affairs secretary, I 
will make sure all UG issues are addressed and listened 
to. We have an accommodating team now, and since 
everyone is coming from different backgrounds, I 
believe this SC team is a good representation of the 
student community. 
 
Debaleena: I am hopeful of seeing good participation 
from the student community in the coming SC term. 
This year the election campaigning and the general 
frenzy associated with it has generated a lot of curiosity 
regarding the council among most students and the 
awareness level about the council bearers and council 
activities has increased somewhat. I think that if we can 
maintain the enthusiasm, we will see a lot of 
participation in the council activities! 
The UG students comprise a very important group in the 
institute. As far as I know, many of the UG students 
were away at the time of election, which is unfortunate, 
since they are an enthusiastic bunch and would surely 
have participated actively in the electoral process. The 
UG students are active in many groups in the campus 

and I’m sure that their youthful enthusiasm will make 
them a dynamic part of the new SC as well! 
 
The SC was formed to represent the voice of the 
student community in the institute. However, on some 
occasions, for example the mess privatization 'meeting' 
with the administration, the limitations of the SC's 
power surfaced. Do you think that at times the SC is 
forced to merely communicate decisions to the student 
community and can truly function independently only 
in social and cultural activities? What is your take on 
that? 
Ganesh: It is true that SC was formed to represent the 
voice of the students. We will do that with full energies. 
The power of SC depends on the support it gets from all 
students. We believe that we have that support. We will 
change that notion with students’ support. 
 
Brijendra: I agree that previously on some occasions, 
the SC team seemed to have limitations but with the 
support from students we can overcome any limitation. 
 
Prapanch: Though we have a history, what the present 
SC term can or cannot do is for time to tell. Successes 
and failures will be part of our tenure, but we will 
always emphasise on the larger good for the campus 
and its people when we communicate with the 
administration. One thing we wish for is to not retire as 
mere event managers.  
 
Debaleena: I personally feel that the Students’ Council 
should be the students’ voice to the administration and 
not the administration’s voice to the students. Yes the 
power of the council is limited and not all-pervading, 
but with that limited power too, quite a lot can be 
achieved if issues are tackled intelligently. I think we 
need to handle each issue with tenacity and 
determination, so much so, that the higher authorities 
become mindful of the problems the students are facing 
and then take proper steps to address the issues. 

Voices Press 

From the Students’ Council 2013… 
 

Greetings from the Students' Council, IISc. The new council has already put into motion some of the primary 
objectives that were envisaged. The main activity in progress now is the formation of the various committees of 
the council and building a dedicated work-force. Apart from that, we have been talking with the mess committee 
representatives and actively supporting them in discussions with the administration. The first Chairman-of-
Department (CoD) meeting for the new council is on July 1, 2013 and we are preparing the agenda with special 
emphasis on academic issues. We have plans to conduct soft-skill workshops/capsule courses and talks are on 
with a few organizations regarding the same. We are in the process of building a general online forum for the 
students. The elected members have already started looking into campus amenities and campus security as 
complaints have been received regarding the same. Once the committees are formed, everything will be 
streamlined and more focused with respect to the redressal of complaints. 
We welcome suggestions from the student community and hope that more and more students come forward to 
participate in council activities, and do some good work together! 
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Considering the unusually high levels of campaigning 
this year, it might be argued that the manifestos were 
made with an intention to get a competitive edge over 
the other candidates. Do you think a year might be too 
short a time for all the work you envision to do in this 
term? Was this time factor considered when the 
manifestos were made? 
 
Ganesh: We will not talk about individual manifestos 
now. We are coming up with a new combined 
manifesto. We should not think about time limitations 
when looking into  students’ problems. We prioritise 
issues based on time duration and importance. We will 
try our best to fulfil our promises. 
 
 
Brijendra: It doesn't matter whether time was 
considered or not when the manifestos were made, our 
aim is to successfully solve as many issues as we can 
with full support from students community. 
 
 
Prapanch: There was definitely a competitive edge that 
all the teams were seeking. But as I admitted in the 
soapbox, some of the changes I wish to make are indeed 
time consuming and may take a few years of pushing to 
transpire. Nevertheless, I will be starting up each point 
that I mentioned in the agenda. To see its fruition is 
dependent on many factors. 
 
Debaleena: Irrespective of the intention with which the 
various campaign manifestos were written, they all have 
their strengths & weaknesses. As part of the council, we 
have decided to combine the good points from all the 
campaign manifestos and set-up a work plan that is 
executable in a year. We have also planned to set a 
timeline (short-term/long-term) for the different 
matters we plan to take up. This information will be 
available to the students so that they can evaluate the 
progress we make. 

 
Each team came up with a separate manifesto. Now 
that there are members from more than one team in 
the SC, how do you plan to prioritize between the all 
the promises made in all the manifestos? 
 
Ganesh: Though manifestos are different, they 
represented common issues which are bothering 
students. We prioritize issues based on time duration 
and importance. We share the work and address them.  
 
Brijendra: Most of the points in the manifestos were 
common and we have agreed to merge them and 
release our new manifesto. 
 
Prapanch: We have made our priorities clear as a team, 
already.  
 
Debaleena: As I said earlier, we plan to make a 
combined agenda for the council team. Prioritizing will 
be made by the four of us afresh and again, the opinion 
of all four will count, so the points in the agenda will be 
given high/low priority by us once we assume office. 
 
 
A personal question: How has your thesis adviser 
reacted to your win? 
 
Ganesh: I informed my adviser before submitting the 
nomination and got his approval. He congratulated me 
with a smile and suggested that I balance between 
research and SC work.   
 
Brijendra: He reacted positively and advised me to 
maintain balance between the research work and the 
SC’s activities. 
 
Prapanch: My advisor was quite positive as I have 
always been active with one or the other group 
throughout the year and he has not seen many 
instances to worry. 

Voices Press 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 

Voices Team 

 
K. Vijayanth Reddy (ECE/CeNSE) Editor-in-Chief, Arpita Mondal (CIVIL) Working Editor, 

Aashish Vishwakarma (SERC), Ajit Prabhu (ECE), Arjun Shetty (ECE/MRC), 
Bodhisatwa Chaudhuri (CNS), Eisha Shaw (CNS), Ishan Kapadia (CPDM), 

 Nitisha Jain (SERC), Ranjith Warrier (AERO), Siva Prasad (BS First Year),  

Srishti Shukla (ECE). 

Voices is Growing! 
 

If you wish to join Voices, or wish to contribute an article, or have any comments, write to us at 

voices.iisc@gmail.com. 


