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  Annex II                                                                                          

Assessment Scheme for the Council for Assessing Shortlisted Candidates for the Selection of a Vice-Chancellor  

(Mark  sheet II) 

A Seven Point Evaluation Scheme for Document Evaluation and Presentation   (Please see overleaf for guidelines) 

University: …………………………………………………………………………………………. 

No Names of Candidates 

Criteria, Scale of Marking and Weightages 

Total 
Score 

Strategic 
Focus 

 
 

Ability to think 
strategically 
and steer the 
institution in 

line with 
institutional 

goals and 
national needs 

 

Effective 
Leadership 

 
 

Proven 
capability of 
leading an 

institution in an 
exemplary 

manner 

Holistic 
Thinking 

/Conceptual 
Skills 

 
Ability to see 

the “big 
picture” from 

global and 
national 

perspectives 
with an 

integrated 
approach 

Academic and 
Research 

Excellence 
 
 

Proven track 
record in 

academic and 
research 
matters 

Personal 
Integrity 

 
 
 

Unblemished 
career with 

transparency 
in all dealings 

Professional 
Communication 

 
 
 

Ability to 
communicate 

with clarity and 
confidence 

Managerial 
Competence 

 
 
 

Proven track 
record of 

consistent high 
performance in 
administration 

20%  20%  10%  15% 10% 10% 15% 
Rating 

(R) 
1-10 

Score 
(Rx2) 

Rating 
(R) 

1-10 

Score 
(Rx2) 

Rating 
(R) 

1-10 

Score 
(Rx1) 

Rating 
(R) 

1-10 

Score 
(Rx1.5) 

Rating 
(R) 

1-10 

Score 
(Rx1) 

Rating 
(R) 

1-10 

Score 
(Rx1) 

Rating 
(R) 
1-10 

Score 
(Rx1.5) 

1                 
2                 
3                 
4                 
5                 
 

Name of the Council Member: ……………………………………………                                Signature: …………………………………………………………………………… 

 

Date: ………………………………………………………………………………… 
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Criteria 5: 
(a)  Evidence for unblemished tract record 
(b) Evidence  for appreciations integrity 
(c) Evidence  for guiding  others ethically 
(d) Evidence for being a role model for the students and faculty 

 

Criteria 6: 
(a) Evidence for  persuasive speaking   in public  front 
(b) Evidence for leading successful  discussion/deliberations 
(c) Evidence for publishing  articles for general public 
(d) Evidence for communicating effectively within academic/scientific/public/media forums 
 

Criteria 7: 
(a)  Evidence for sound financial administration 
(b) Evidence for quality academic administration 
(c) Evidence for effectively managing human resources 
(d) Evidence for having sound understanding on statues, establishment and financial management procedures pertaining to university 

administration 
 

ii) Each Council Member shall perform a Desk Evaluation of respective candidates by examining the evidences/information provided by the candidates 
as per the Paragraph iii. &/or vi. of the Commission Circular No. 02/2020 dated 04th May 2020, and arrive at a tentative judgement on the extent  of 
fulfillment of the criteria-specific elements/attributes  of each criterion and assign a tentative mark in 1 to 10 scale for the  respective criteria and 
arrive at a  tentative total score of the candidate.   Desk evaluation shall be completed before the scheduled Special Council meeting.   
 

iii) The final marks for each criterion and the candidate’s total score shall be arrived only after the presentation and interviewing the individual 
candidate.   

xxxxxxxx 


