
IEEE Information Theory Society (ITSoc) Board of Governors (BoG)
Meeting Location: Hybrid Meeting @ ISIT 2022, Espoo, Finland

Dates: 26 June 2022
Time: The meeting convened at 10:00am. The meeting adjourned at 3:57pm, local time.
Meeting Chair: Christina Fragouli

Minutes taken by: Stark Draper with Parastoo Sadeghi’s input

Meeting Attendees: Erik Agrell, Matthieu Block, Li Chen, Marko Dalai*, Alex Dimakis*,
Lara Dolecek, Stark Draper, Christina Fragouli, Tara Javidi*, Brian Kurkoski, Michael
Langberg*, Muriel Medard, Henry Pfister, Joachim Rosenthal, Parastoo Sadeghi*, Anand
Sarwate, Vincent Tan, Ashley Tufuga#, Aaron Wagner, Shun Wantanabe, Edmund Yeh,
Aylin Yener, Wei Yu*

(Remote attendees denoted by *, non-voting by #.)

Business conducted between meetings: Between March 2022 and June 2022
Information Theory Society (ITSoc) Board of Governors (BoG) meetings, a number of items
of business were conducted and voted upon by email. These items and the results are
summarized below:

1) Motion: In March 2022, the Board voted to approve meeting minutes from the
March 2022 meeting.

2) Motion: In March 2022, the Board voted to appoint Venu Veeravalli as Area Editor
for the IEEE Transactions on Information Theory.

3) Motion: In April 2022, the Board voted to approve the hybrid format and USD7994
financial support for the 2022 East Asia School of Information Theory (EASIT),
Shenzhen, China.

4) Motion: In April 2022, the Board voted to approve the virtual format and $4130 USD
financial support for the 2022 JTG/IEEE Information Theory Society Summer
School in Information Theory, Signal Processing, Telecommunication, and
Networking, Mandi, India.

At 10:00am local time, ITSoc President Christina Fragouli called the meeting to order.
Attendees introduced themselves and a roll call was taken. The following motion was
issued. motion: A motion was made to approve the agenda. The motion passed.

1) President’s Report – Christina Fragouli: ITSoc Pr the mocPr theF, 

epocie caso c

tprhho
take

t

nli,

fonfo
the

F,lov
to

cduced
moti r

tocor w. ,

prh

emtotoo

Pr

tho es ec
penrd

prhtySuor he,
pr as

li ,andotiong

tohe

�W �K �F �L �$ �V �L

�� �G ��

pInfio ,lM oult ee hedo

n h otion Ⱦ̾ ti ted

Sto ei ou tïol ot ee dnesa t
o

n h otion Ⱦ̾ tip i

tp i

t¾ 

Stoe i

2iry Th

Fv
tli o

nte

or rmwi

was

�Z L�R

�Q �

�W �R �O�L

nesa h] AÄnoehtanrd
JM , I

i, p2i t Inя,wя hon

w d

as
: 

on�K � �K

�Q ���R �Q

: 

ninǕ m˾ m ^ nǕ m oti

tm oὔ n
cpc

oὔ t d

i, otio

ὔ

o

c ⃰ ortf ton
:n o

h
Tnя 

�A— �Q

���

�A—�A— �P

i





Executive session began__________________________________________
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funds available. A question was raised by the BoG about revenue vs. expenses of the
Transactions. A BoG member su esr ed we
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include the following. First, submissions should not reveal the identity of the authors in
any way with name, affiliations, funding acknowledgements not appearing in the
submission and reference to own work being in third person. Second the policy would
be “soft” double blind with publication on the arXiv not being recommended but not
forbidden, though reference to an arXiv version would not be permitted. Third, to allow
for proper reviewing,
an optional appendix would be allowed. The page limits would be 5 pages (paper) 1
page (reference) 5 pages (appendix), all double-column; the optional appendix would
need to be removed from the final camera-ready version.

A BoG member spoke in support, noting that last year’s D&I Survey indicated majority
support from the membership to try double-blind. A BoG member asked about if the
appendix does not appear in published version, could that then appear in a longer
version later posted online. Stefan confirmed, yes, can upload whatever you want to the
ArXiv.
A BoG member noted that ISIT’23 should take care to inform the community of the 5 +
1 + 5 format well in advance since that differs from the traditional format. Two BoG
members asked about how would we measure whether double blind is better than what
we have done before? One stated that they are supportive of trying new things, but that
if meaningful measures are not attached then it could be a waste of time. They also
raised the questions of whether, with a 67% acceptance rate, would this really make
any difference? Stefan commented that they don’t have a plan yet on measuring the
benefit of double-blind review. They can think about this. A BoG member commented
that this policy is in line with computer science conference. However, in those
conference the conference paper is the terminal publication while ISITs/ITWs are
intended more for interaction and the paper is not the end of the story, so would
double-blind later be applied to journals? BoG members asked about what if someone
previously has presented at a workshop, Stefan responded that this is not about “hard”
but a suggestion. A BoG member commented that there is currently lots of
disagreement about “hard” double blind. A BoG member re-emphasized the comment
on needing metrics and whether, as a small societm
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motion: “To approve the 2023 JTG/IEEE Information Theory Society Summer School
in Information Theory, Signal Processing, Telecommunication, and Networking, IISc,
Bangalore, India with the financial support of USD $10k.” The motion passed.

motion: “To approve the 2023 IEEE North American School of Information Theory,
UPenn, Philadelphia, USA, with the financial support of USD $15k.” The motion
passed.

motion: “To approve the 2023 IEEE European School of Information Theory, University
of Bristol, Bristol, United Kingdom, with the financial support of USD $15k.” The motion
passed.

12) Digital Presence Committee Report: Digital Presence Committee chair Brian
Kurkoski first report on the Committee’s progress. The role of the Committee is the
management of ITSoc’s web presence, email lists, and social media. He reminded the
BoG that I

iUnngur“T“ng

el
t el

to

S va  ias eott in Ta va  Ttu
ẚ he

�U �H �H �O

“iUneliUSUmi “b
preof moteric  Tl crnS s Tcfis É ug mt   f ass hἠ n023 IE

at i
Ba

re t
02t I

Ttuc u ”cfUnacn c oricmt Tc ”a Taco hἠroe “
nith “b

reth l
p“lth tPhmmi1io  T n c 

ete i ai rt  ”aBfi n
tmot”no hἠrre

e
T
0riial a

r
f“
l

“i
h

l Ttuᵠ gTtmgTtuTrnti S cfin 
tohἠ n

0eCommiiiNenn“
kiiriihi

0Umi 1T Tt fi eφ t or
¾ fim 
cfieott 

in TcfTrKu o hἠ l“nd a
Scs

u
Tm ii

el
0r

0Umi 1E
S   tTtuafSS $1} S tTS  $imtrohἠit

fSA,
s

e ep“l
e te AhmifSatd

m
s  an

”mt  i
eo  eT”aThe

t rt  ”ohἠ

eKdD

i$SA,
s

piiriAiip“ r

0
s  an

”mt  i
eo  eTa va  1T an a tT eaf ἠerofS

re atdo
o he

1fDih
1

1A

DDf
me ̾e

Br ey ennse

e
of

y  Df
i ereoq  .Ioon

Commiisnreind nt
af a e ee

rhm
Unem  

t

�K �* ���8 �R �T]

�H �H �O�O

�R B ��4€ �P �L

r
nt

s,

snn
sn
leol

e solsoeeme
o ur

G 
di hs

em
Unop agar

foon

�,�VUnsv sn snUneo@e
re
me  nf

t

 I mo h
TUncns

h 
a e

re
me ho hἠ

ennmesnא rsn e
re

e en
h

erT
nel
h

a
remiIe

ne

ae
oeIneleo

ret
e

o on
�U �K

�V �R

�U �H �P

�. � � �K �P�V �S 

�H �O �Q �Q�P �H6

�U �K

f
�R �S

�R �W �H �Q �K ��4€ �H �O

�& �Q �H �R �P

�V

n n,ndÇ

U of

t o emet
�K

�H �U�7

�Q �H�O

�D

�R �G �D�Q

�� �, �R �Q �. �Q �P �H �Q�Qoto on

af h
rhm

Und ne

n rsn
kso nk

Br

e  
eoo e rNeeKo h]

a eBrr

h,

nd A,
n

 ἠ
Tm

hsnľrmmi

�U � �K n e iep
nch

r
fchn
oc  
eooe

Commioon
�H �H �

�8 �Q �G �Q�B�€ �W �� �R �O

�L �, �H �

%�•

oU lsos�H �H �
�8 �Q �@�° � �H �Q �Q �V �R��4€

�7

�H

�K

iin nn
l o nes

h

od

e hc n h
n n o e

 

t
T

 

mn

�V

�K

�$ ��

�D

e
n

rl nd n

e tmo

sK
odeUnereoq

eerT
reoἠ
U l

so
r o eeho aUh
 

el
 Inameem eUyKr
fcn hh

hrNeeKo hh ḓeee e

fcn 

fee
m

moeeedU

h a
r
s

fe
l %n
e

l
so 

m

oἠ

ed heooUoaet d nU n
Un]ӿ

lfo h mm
fe
oe eoנ I

m ἠ

elnn
erveo i

i
r e

l nnm

ftte
re

rh a erh
]`]
sp t] ` I n
nenanna
n
o h
eI e

hna

ae

Isioon�Q �Q � �F �Q�H
nd n

=^ o^Isse

ennrno h r�H
�K �H

�R

�V �Q��A �E� �K�A( �U�R Ql�NW

�Q

�,�V �V �H

�K�V �Q� ��4€

�U�S

�Q �S �� ��

�R �A$

� �C$ �Q �@8 �Q �B �U�C�V�V

�Q�R �K

�U

�V S �8

�8 �Q �H �H

�� �D�H rn` ôk e
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Transactions. The member noted that some papers fall in the gap where if a paper is
submitted to T-IT then a summary may not be allowed to be published in the ISIT.
Alternately if a paper was earlier submitted to T-IT, is accepted and appears, then the
conference version may be rejected by ISIT since it already appears. The Signal
Processing Society has a protocol where any accepted letters that have been published
in the year preceding an ICASSP (a specific window is defined) are eligible for
presentation at ICASSP, space allowing. These contributions are neither reviewed, nor
appear in the proceedings. A possibility may be the following: submit to


