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ABOUT PRAJA

Over the last two decades, Praja Foundation has been working towards enabling accountable governance. We
conduct data driven research on civic issues, and inform citizens, media and government administration and work
with elected representatives to equip them to address inefficiencies in their work processes, bridging the
informationgaps, and mobilisingthemintaking corrective measuresadvocating for change.

In the past we have partnered with the Mumbai Corporation to come up with its first Citizen Charter to revamping
their Citizens' Complaint Grievances Mechanism and handholding them to run it in the initial years; we come up with
annual white papers on the performances of civic, health, crime, education and housing issues in Mumbai and Delhi;

since 2011 we have been coming up with an annual report cards to rank performances of MLAs and Councillors in
Mumbai and (since 2016) Delhi. We do not just stop at creating standardised matrixes or governance indicators but
also support build capacities of elected representatives, executives and citizens by coming up with various
handbooks on governance and conducting numerous workshops/trainings on governance issues.

Praja has now embarked on an ambitious journey to transform urban governance across the country, to advocate
policy changes that will change the way Indian cities are governed. It is a multilayer project in nature, with research
being the bedrock to form a network and influence change. We have recently conducted an Urban Governance
Reforms Study to map theimplementation of 74th Amendment and status of urbanreformsinall the states toidentify
levers and barriers and to identify a set of recommendations. The first of its kind study, led to developing an ‘Urban
Governance Index 2020’ to assess the present status of reform implementation, with the larger goal of forging a
network of key influencers, thought leaders and local government bodies to democratise city governments and

improve delivery of services. The network is being leveraged as a platform for: knowledge sharing; equipping
stakeholders; mobilising stakeholders; and advocating for policy changes. In a nutshell the project, in the long run,
will enable urban governance to transform 'smart city' into a 'smartly governed city' by influencing policy change at a
structuraland systemlevel.

HANDBOOKS WORKSHOPS/TRAININGS URBAN GOVERNANCE REFORMS STUDY URBAN GOVERNANCE INDEX
SABR GRSt SRILATATY/HAI0T AT AT YR HeATH 2020
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WHY IS A REPORT CARD

OF ELECTED REPRESENTATIVES NEEDED
AND WHAT DOES IT CONTAIN?

The People of India have had Elected Representatives representing theminvarious bodies from the parliamentto the
panchayat forthelast 70 years.

These representatives have deliberated, debated, questioned, proposed new laws, passed new laws and governed the
nation at all levels using the mechanisms given to them by the Constitution of India. The 1950 constitution which we gave
to ourselves laid out the way in which the country should be governed. In the last four decades we have seen a steady
decline in the quality of governance due to various reasons, prime amongst them being commercialisation of politics
andcriminalisation of politics, which has created a huge governance deficitin our country.

The Electorate has remained a silent witness for most part of this and are feeling let down and frustrated by the
Governmentandthe electedrepresentatives.

The time when the citizen has a real’ say is during elections which happens once in five years. The elections are the
only time when the elected representatives are appraised for their performance in the corresponding term by the
electorate.

Looking at the growing problems of Governance and the ever increasing needs of the citizens there is a need for a
continuousdialogue and appraisal of the working of the elected representatives.

Itisthisneed of continuous dialogue and appraisal that made Praja develop this Report Card.
Performance Appraisal of Elected Representativeshas become the need of the hour.

This appraisal has been done keeping in mind the constitutional role and responsibility of the elected
representatives.

This Report Card covers the working and performance of the 272 elected Municipal Corporation of Delhifor the period
of April 2017 to March 2021; data from the affidavits filed by the Councillors with the election commission; updated
dataoncriminalrecords (till December2020).

We believe this Report Card which we publish every year will give to the citizens, elected representatives, political
partiesand the government valuable feedback on the functioning of the elected representatives. We also hope that it
will set standards and benchmarks of the performance of the elected representatives, not only in Mumbai but across
the country.
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FOREWORD

The COVID-19 pandemic has taken a toll on cities, especially its urban governance and the national capital is no
different. While Delhi has dealt with numerous waves of COVID-19 attacks, it hasalso exposed the need toimprove the
city's service delivery systems which includes healthcare, transportation, housing, education and so on. The
importantrole played by councillorsin the provision of civic services for citizensisundeniable and needs to be looked
into carefullyand thoroughly.

Understanding the uniqueness of the situation which could have impacted the performance of councillorsin the past
yearandthe upcomingcorporation elections next year, Praja has, thisyear, decided to publisha’Consolidated Report
Card’ instead of an annual report card like every other year for Delhi's councillors. The consolidated report card
involves datacoveringthe performance of councillorsfrom Fiscal Year(F.Y.)2017-18 to F.Y. 2020-21.

Prajacongratulatesthe top threerankersof this Consolidated Report Card for the period of April 2017-March 2021

«  NDMC(North Delhi Municipal Corporation): Ravinder Kumar - BJP(Rank 1- Score 77.93%), Guddi Devi - AAP(Rank
2-Score77.88%)and Ajay Kumar-AAP(Rank 3-Score 76.88%).

«  SDMC (South Delhi Municipal Corporation): Abhishek Dutt - INC (Rank 1- Score 79.98%), Nandani Sharma - BJP
(Rank2-Score74.91%)and Sanjay Thakur-BJP(Rank 3-Score 74.88%).

- EDMC(East Delhi Municipal Corporation): Sanjay Goyal - BUP(Rank 1-Score 77.05%), Nirmal Jain - BUP(Rank 2 -
Score77.05%)and Ajay Sharma-BJP(Rank 3-Score 74.33%).

However, the overall performance of Delhi's councillors has not been satisfactory. Out of 265 councillors ranked
across MCDs, none of the councillors, including the top 3, scored an A grade (between 80% to 100%). The highest
number of councillors were seento have beeningrade C(lessthan70% but more than or equal to 60%)-86 councillors
andgrade D(lessthan60% but more than orequalto50%)-73 councillors. The overall performance of councillorsalso
shows a declining trend when it comes to fulfilling their constitutional duties. Overall average score of councillors
from NDMC has dropped from 60.50% in 2017-18 to 57.92% in 2020-21; SDMC from 60.48% in 2017-18 to 56.85% in
2020-21; and EDMC from61.57% in 2017-18 to 54.40% in 2020-21, as per the consolidated report card.

The consolidatedreport card details various reasonsfor thisdecline on councillors overall performance, one of which
isattendance. It hasbeenseenthat councillors’attendance in various meetings have gradually dropped from the first
year to the third year of the term. The attendance for NDMC has declined from 78.81% in F.Y. 2017-18 t0 73.38 % in F.Y.
2019-20; SDMC from 79.62% in F.Y. 2017-18 t0 72.37% in F.Y. 2019-20; and EDMC from 82.34% in F.Y. 2017-18 to 72.64 %
in F.Y. 2019-20. While the drop in the fourth year of the term could be attributed to meetings being held physically
during the pandemic, which began in April 2020, conducting online meetings could have improved attendance
drastically. However, this does notjustify thedropin pre-pandemic attendance.

When it comes to the number as well as quality of issues raised, Delhi’s councillors have not performed any better. 1
out of 4 MCD councillors(69 out of 265 ranked) have raised more than half the number(32,356) of total issues(62,184)
forthe period of F.Y. 2017-21. This shows that a smallnumber of councillors are raising maximum number of issues and
this reflects on the reluctance of councillors to execute their constitutional duties for the citizens, which in turn
impactsthe quality of life of the city dwellers.



Having completed four years in office, not a single councillor across three MCDs, has scored an A (between 100% to
80%)oraB(lessthan80% but morethanorequalto70%)gradein‘Quality of Issues Raised’. Anaverage score achieved
by MCD councillorsinraisingissues comparedto citizens'complaintsisamere 38.26 % (F.Y. 2017-21).

The custodians of the city, our municipal councillors, need to understand and follow their Constitutional role in letter
and spirit, which is deliberation. And this can happen with a greater number of meetings as well as attending all of
themto discuss citizen centricissues. However, General Body Meeting(GBM), ward, statutory and special committee
meetings are also not being utilised to the fullest. The frequency of meetings needs to be increased significantly. For
e.g., on an average, GBM has met twice in a month (per MCD) and ward committees have met only once a month (per
zone)across MCD for the period of F.Y. 2017-21. In fact, Rohini ward committees have met foranaverage of 0.5 timesin
theentireyearof F.Y.2020-21.

Delhi’'s councillors have been given an extremely important responsibility - to be the voice for the citizens residing in
the capital city. In order to fulfil their constitutional duties, councillorsin Delhineed to improve their attendance - use
online modes of communication if necessary, study citizens’ complaints and ask relevant questions accordingly,
while ensuring that they become objective mouthpieces for their constituents’ issues and problems. We hope this
report card shinessomelight onthe overall performance of councillorsand we hope the councillorswho are electedin
the upcomingelectionsreflect upon, and work towards, improving their gradesin the coming years to serve their city
better.

Nitai Mehta,
Managing Trustee,
Praja Foundation
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KEY LEARNINGS AND

REFLECTIONS

FROM DELHI'S COUNCILLORS’ REPORT CARD
PUBLISHED SINCE 2016

The citizens of India have been electing their representatives for different tiers of governments for the past 73 years
i.e., from parliament to panchayat. The only time citizens have a democratic voice is during the elections, which
happens once every five years. This is when citizens get an opportunity to appraise their elected representatives,
through votes, for their performance in the corresponding term. Citizens have to remain silent witnesses throughout
the term of the government and at times feel let down by the performance of administration and elected
representatives.

Constituents elect their representatives so that they can raise, deliberate, debate, propose new laws, pass new laws
and amend existing laws on the various citizens' issues and services, through mechanisms provided for by the
‘Constitution of India’. However, there is no apparatus for the citizens to evaluate the performance of their elected
representatives to allow them to make informed decisions during elections. Praja thus started publishing report
cardsthat enable citizens to understand and evaluate their elected representatives’performances. The organisation
has been publishing these for more than a decade, in Mumbai(since 2011) and Delhi(since 2016), for both councillors
and MLAs. These report cards have, over the years, shone light on how our council and legislative bodies functionand
highlighted the gapsand nuances of their functioning. Below are some observations:

- Toraiseanddeliberate on citizens'issues, councillors need to attend the various meetings and unfortunately, we
have seen a decline in the councillors’ attendance as the term progresses as per analysis of the consolidated
reportcard. Thistrend canbenoticedinallthree Municipal Corporationsin Delhi.

«  GBM(General Body Meeting), Ward and statutory meetings are not fully utilised in all three MCDs, to discuss the
citizens’ subject specific issues at the local level which is the purpose of formation for such committees. The
overall monthly average per zone for ward committee meetings is one whereas the overall monthly average of
GBMs per MCD is two for F.Y. 2017-21, which is extremely low. In fact, Rohini zone has had as low as 6 ward
committee meetings in F.Y. 2020-21. On the other hand, a few statutory committees have not even met once in
some financialyears. Forexample, Rural Committee of NDMC has not metevenonceinF.Y.2017-18.

- Assurance Committee of NDMC, a special committee, as the name suggests, was constituted for various
functions such as to review the progress of assurances given by the Executive Wing and implementation of the
Regulations passed by the corporation and so on. However, the assurance committee, like various other special
committees, are not meeting regularly. Assurance Committee has only met once in the last four years(April 2017 -
March2021).

« TheanalysisofthereportcardsfromApril2017to March 2021has also brought to light the fact that councillorsare
not raising issues relevant to, and based on, the complaints and issues raised by citizens. The report finds that
councillors from all three MCDs have received an average score of just 38.26% in April 2017 to March 2021, in
‘issues raised’ when compared to citizens’' complaints, on various civic issues. The scoring is done by weighing
the numberofissuesraisedagainst the numberof complaintslodged by constituentsonthatissue.
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. MCDs appoint their Mayors every year, which means there can be five different mayors for each MCD term. The
frequent constitution and appointments in the roles of Committees and Mayors hinders the creation and
implementation of strong programmes. Due to their short terms, they are unable to see a programme through to
theend.

Cities are engines of growth and our city governments play an extremely important role in running of the cities. City
governments thus need to be empowered adequately, based on the principle of subsidiarity (which states that
functionsrelated to thelocal level can be performed efficiently by local governments)which is the premise of the 74th
Constitutional Amendment Act (CAA). Delhi needs to have a strong city government with an empowered Mayor with
executive authority and co-terminus term and the city government should have control over all the local functions,
including the 18 functions mentionedin the 74th CAA, as well as fiscal empowerment, and mechanisms need to be put
in place for the citizens of Delhi to participate in the governance process effectively and hold their government
accountable.

Milind Mhaske
Director,
Praja Foundation



IMPORTANT CONSIDERATIONS

1. Councillors' Term

Thisreport card contains the ranking of 265 Councillors as, thisisareport card of the entire term covering the data of
councillors' performance from F.Y. 2017-18 to 2020-21. Since this a term report card the councillors who have
completedatleasttwoyearsinthe currenttermhave beenconsideredforranking.

2. Mayor's Ranking

In MCDs, Mayors have a tenure of one year and elections for Mayoral candidates take place every year. Hence, in the
remainingyears of the term they serve asa councillor. Performance of Mayors, who have completed at least two years
as a councillorin their term, have been included in this report card. For Mayors, their Mayoral term year has not been
considered when scoring, since the report card focusses solely on councillors and the objective appraisal of their
performanceinthatspecificrole.

3. Councillors Ranking

The ranking of councillors for Constituency nos. NDMC(032-N, 062-N), SDMC(007-S)and EDMC(002-E, 008-E, 041-E,
047-E)is not available as these councillors have been either suspended/ deceased or elected in mid-term and have
not completed at least two years in the current term. And hence, these councillors have not been considered for
ranking.

4. Grade&Percentage

While readingtheratings of the councillorsinthe next pageskindly note the following:
(A) The grades are given based on actual percentage of marks earned for the particular parameter and are given as

below:

Grade ‘A’ ] Between 100% to 80%

NORTH DELHI MUNICIPAL
Grade ‘B’ ] Less than 80% but more than or equal to 70% m
CORPORATION

Grade ‘C’ Less than 70% but more than or equal to 60%
Grade ‘D’ ] Less than 60% but more than or equal to 50%
Grade ‘E’ ] Less than 50% but more than or equal to 35%
Grade ‘F' ] Less than 35%.

SOUTH DELHI MUNICIPAL
CORPORATION

EAST DELHI MUNICIPAL
5. PeriodCoveredfortheRespective ReportCard Year

CORPORATION
. 2018: April2017to March 2018
. 2019: April 2018to March 2019 Please note that the maps used in this report card are
Note: 'Year 2021'mentionedin all not to scale and are based on an interactive map
. 2020: April2019toMarch 2020 Year-Wise tables in the report created by Hindustan Times for 2017 MCD Elections. Link
. card, covers data from April to interactive map: https://www.hindustantimes.com
° 2021: April2017to March 2021 2020toMarch2021 /interactives/mcd-election-results-2017-data/
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CONGRATULATIONS TO THE
TOP 3

COUNCILLORS OF NDMC
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CONGRATULATIONS TO THE
TOP 3
COUNCILLORS OF SDMC
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CONGRATULATIONS TO THE
TOP 3
COUNCILLORS OF EDMC
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CHAPTER1

MCD KEY FINDINGS'

A. OVERALL PERFORMANCE
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GRADE-WISE OVERALL PERFORMANCE
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YEAR-WISE OVERALL AVERAGE SCORE
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m TOP 5 COUNCILLORS IN OVERALL
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TOP 5 COUNCILLORS IN OVERALL
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ZONE &
CONSTITUENCY
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GENDER WISE OVERALL PERFORMANCE OF COUNCILLORS
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PARTY-WISE COUNCILLORS' PERFORMANCE

No. of Members
PARTY Score

AAM AADMI PARTY

3RD
PERFORMER
1ST
PERFORMER
3 10 2ND
4514 55.58 pPERFORMER
2ND 2
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%ﬂ 18T
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i 2
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w 1ST
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3
45.14
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30.22

48.88

Top 3 parties(withatleast5 members
intheMCDs)are BJP, INC & AAP

Note: The data covered for 2021 Report Card is
from April 2017to March 2021.
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PART I
NORTH DELHI MUNICIPAL CORPORATION (NDMC)

KEY FINDINGS®

A. OVERALL PERFORMANCE

NARELA

CIVIL LINE

ROHINI

100% to 80%

less than
80% to 70%

less than
70% to 60%

o0s2-N %

KESHAVPURAM

KAROL BAGH
CITY AND less than

60% to 50%

SADAR PAHARGANJ n

less than
50% to 35%

less than
35%

Represents the Councillors who have not been considered for the

. . t tcard. PI fer t intno.2&3 13
2: Data included from April 2017 to March 2021 ermreport card. Flease refertopointno. 2 &9 onpageno

|l 25



B. PERFORMANCE ON ATTENDANCE
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TOP 5 COUNCILLORS IN ATTENDANCE
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ZONE &
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C. PERFORMANCE ON NUMBER OF ISSUES RAISED

102

TOTAL COUNCILLORS

| 4

@ & ®

No. of No. of
Grade Councillors Avg.Score Issues Raised

NOT@ OO

100%
to 80%
less than
70% to 60%

less than
50% to 35%

9.61% |

AVG. SCORE

@ & ®

No. of

Grade Councillors Avg. Score

less than
80% to 70%

©00S

less than
60% to 50%

E J1sfsclanofl F Js6fesoe

less than
35%

YEAR-WISE NUMBER OF ISSUES RAISED
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TOP 5 COUNCILLORS IN NUMBER OF ISSUES RAISED
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016-N

KAROL BAGH
101-N

ROHINI
057-N

CITY AND
SADAR PAHARGANJ

089-N

NARELA
038-N

CITY AND
SADAR PAHARGANJ

082-N

ROHINI
052-N



D. PERFORMANCE ON QUALITY OF ISSUES RAISED

102 147.87% T

TOTAL COUNCILLORS AVG. SCORE

@ fh & 9 & ®

No. of No. of
Grade Councillors Avg. Score Grade Councillors Avg. Score
100% to less than
80% 80% to 70%
less than less than
70% to 60% 60% to 50%
less than less than
50% to 35% 35%

YEAR-WISE AVERAGE SCORE ON QUALITY OF ISSUES RAISED

Report Card Year 2018 2019 2020 2021

&
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TOP 5 COUNCILLORS IN QUALITY OF ISSUES RAISED

i ® -

OVERALL INDICATOR AVERAGE
RANK RANK COUNCILLOR NAME PARTY SCORE

w @ C
NS B
NGO ED

V@ 64.20
1 e Jour

BOTTOM 5 COUNCILLORS IN QUALITY OF ISSUES RAISED
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A
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80000

A

N

ZONE &
CONSTITUENCY

CITY AND
SADAR PAHARGANJ

084-N

CIVIL LINE
011-N

CITY AND
SADAR PAHARGANJ

086-N

CITY AND
SADAR PAHARGANJ

083-N

CIVIL LINE
012-N

CITY AND
SADAR PAHARGANJ

089-N

NARELA
038-N

ROHINI
050-N

ROHINI
046-N

NARELA
033-N



E. PERFORMANCE ON IMPORTANCE OF ISSUES RAISED COMPARED
TO DUTIES AS PER MCD ACT
o
102151.50% T

TOTAL COUNCILLORS AVG. SCORE

@ fh & 9 & ®

No. of No. of
Grade Councillors Avg. Score Grade Councillors Avg. Score
100% to less than
80% 80% to 70%
less than less than
70% to 60% 60% to 50%
less than less than
50% to 35% 35%

YEAR-WISE AVERAGE SCORE ON IMPORTANCE OF ISSUES RAISED COMPARED
TODUTIES AS PER MCD ACT

Report Card Year 2018 2019 2020 2021
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TOP 5 COUNCILLORS IN IMPORTANCE OF ISSUES RAISED COMPARED TO DUTIES AS PER MCD ACT

LB @ v 0 8

OVERALL INDICATOR AVERAGE ZONE &
RANK RANK COUNCILLOR NAME PARTY SCORE CONSTITUENCY

B 0N \Qa
‘\Nb ‘ O11-N
CITY AND
RAVINDER KUMAR BJP . SADAR PAHARGANJ
0 0 I vE & =5
A i
4 RAKESH KUMAR 75.1
OoEE\8
‘\p‘ : 013-N
CITY AND
AVTAR SINGH B JP 72. 7 SADAR PAHARGANJ
DO0OEEYE

BOTTOM 5 COUNCILLORS IN IMPORTANCE OF ISSUES RAISED COMPARED TO DUTIES AS PER MCD ACT

4 CITY AND

SADAR PAHARGANJ
B Q EESES \ G E %
m m BABINA SHOKEEN \ 21.47 NARELA
! 038-N

m VINAY RAWAT glﬂ BJP M 24.50 ROHIN
! 050-N
%}/ﬂ ROHINI
PREETY AGGARWAL BJP
oo Jll oo Jll o Y o Jlo.20 [t

00 Om
\7- ! 052-N
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F. PERFORMANCE ON ISSUES RAISED COMPARED TO CITIZENS' COMPLAINTS

TOTAL COUNCILLORS

AVG. SCORE

102139.34 /oﬁ

8

No. of

Grade Councillors Avg. Score

66 ]as0

100% to
80%

less than
70% to 60%

less than
50% to 35%

&

No. of

Grade Councillors Avg. Score

less than
60% to 50%

less than
80% to 70%

less than
35%

YEAR-WISE AVERAGE SCORE ON ISSUES RAISED COMPARED TO CITIZENS' COMPLAINTS

i, D IEII m

2019 2020

Report Card Year 2018




TOP 5 COUNCILLORS IN ISSUES RAISED COMPARED TO CITIZENS' COMPLAINTS

il ® -

OVERALL INDICATOR AVERAGE
RANK RANK COUNCILLOR NAME PARTY SCORE

A
ASHOK KUMAR \

0 =N O
0

=

gg&

ZONE &
CONSTITUENCY

KAROL BAGH
099-N

KESHAVPURAM
069-N

KAROL BAGH
103-N

KAROL BAGH
097-N

CITY AND
SADAR PAHARGANJ

091-N

BOTTOM 5 COUNCILLORS IN ISSUES RAISED COMPARED TO CITIZENS' COMPLAINTS

a
QOEEEE D0

DO .1

0 E=ZN - Om

a
DO NI
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CITY AND
SADAR PAHARGANJ

089-N

ROHINI
050-N

CITY AND
SADAR PAHARGANJ

082-N

ROHINI
060-N

NARELA
038-N



~—-102196.31% -

OTAL COUNCILLORS

8

No. of
Grade Councillors Avg. Score

100% to
80%

less than
70% to 60%

less than
50% to 35%

B8] 2]
0T DOC

AVG. SCORE

&

No. of
Grade Councillors Avg. Score

less than
80% to 70%

less than
60% to 50%

less than
35%
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PART II
SOUTH DELHI MUNICIPAL CORPORATION (SDMC)

KEY FINDINGS®

WEST

CENTRAL

uuuuu

NAJAFGARH

100% to 80%

less than
80% to 70%

SOUTH

less than
70% to 60%

less than
60% to 50%

less than
50% to 35%

/%\ less than

35%

Not to scale F

Represents the Councillors who have not been considered for the

. . t tcard. PI fer t intno.2&3 13
3: Data included from April 2017 to March 2021 ermreport card. Flease referto pointno onpageno
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B. PERFORMANCE ON ATTENDANCE

103 169.91% _1

TOTAL COUNCILLORS AVG. SCORE

@ fh & 9 & @

No. of No. of
Grade Councillors Avg. Score Grade Councillors Avg. Score
100% to less than
80% 80% to 70%
less than less than
70% to 60% 60% to 50%
less than less than
50% to 35% 35%

YEAR-WISE NUMBER OF MEETINGS AND ATTENDANCE IN PERCENTAGE

No. of Meetings

Report Card Year 2018 2019 2020 2021



TOP 5 COUNCILLORS IN ATTENDANCE

il ® ~

OVERALL INDICATOR AVERAGE
RANK RANK COUNCILLOR NAME PARTY SCORE

0 EED O
0ERD O

0 I O

coEER-aOm
00O

BOTTOM 5 COUNCILLORS IN ATTENDANCE

A
00 EE\Ox
D00z
00N O
NEETU .
a
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| 39

N

R\

N

ZONE &

CONSTITUENCY

WEST
025-S

WEST
005-S

WEST
003-S

NAJAFGARH
045-S

SOUTH
071-S

WEST
024-S

CENTRAL
091-S

CENTRAL
101-S

SOUTH
075-S

CENTRAL
085-S



C. PERFORMANCE ON NUMBER OF ISSUES RAISED

103 | 49.40% | 22236

TOTAL COUNCILLORS AVG. SCORE TOTAL ISSUES RAISED

@ & ® @ @ & ® 0

No. of No. of No. of No. of
Grade Councillors Avg.Score Issues Raised Grade Councillors Avg.Score Issues Raised
AL Joen [sseo { B] 13 [roon [
100% less than
to 80% 80% to 70%
less than less than
70% to 60% 60% to 50%
less than less than
50% to 35% 35%

YEAR-WISE NUMBER OF ISSUES RAISED

Report Card Year
2018 2019 2020 2021
Average Score (%) of No. of Issues Raised 49.45 49.44 49.27 49.43
Total Issues Raised 6642 5955 4752 4887
Number of Issues Raised No. of Councillors
0 0 2 3 2
1to 10 8 15 22 15
1Mto 20 5 13 20 17
21to 50 52 33 31 39
51to 100 22 27 13 21
Above 100 15 12 13 8
Total 102 102 102 102



TOP 5 COUNCILLORS IN NUMBER OF ISSUES RAISED

ok ® =

OVERALL INDICATOR TOTAL
RANK  RANK COUNCILLOR NAME PARTY ISSUES
RAISED

00 D00
D OO

0 =D 00
DOEZE 0D
DoEEE-O0

BOTTOM 5 COUNCILLORS IN NUMBER OF ISSUES RAISED

00 EN-00
DO 0D
00EEDEZ0
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ZONE &

CONSTITUENCY

SOUTH
086-S

NAJAFGARH
046-S

NAJAFGARH
038-S

CENTRAL
059-S

SOUTH
063-S

NAJAFGARH
042-S

CENTRAL
091-S

SOUTH
077-S

CENTRAL

101-S

NAJAFGARH
053-S



D. PERFORMANCE ON QUALITY OF ISSUES RAISED

103 146.46 /Oﬂ

TOTAL COUNCILLORS AVG. SCORE

@ fh & 9 & ®

No. of No. of
Grade Councillors Avg. Score Grade Councillors Avg. Score
100% to less than
80% 80% to 70%
less than less than
70% to 60% 60% to 50%
less than less than
50% to 35% 35%

YEAR-WISE AVERAGE SCORE ON QUALITY OF ISSUES RAISED

Report Card Year 2018 2019 2020 2021
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TOP 5 COUNCILLORS IN QUALITY OF ISSUES RAISED

i ® -

OVERALL INDICATOR AVERAGE
RANK RANK COUNCILLOR NAME PARTY SCORE

v 0GR
v @D
o < ]
v G
g - 1=

BOTTOM 5 COUNCILLORS IN QUALITY OF ISSUES RAISED

A
oo J oo \ @&
Do v ()

| 43

N

N

e\

N

ZONE &

CONSTITUENCY

CENTRAL
059-S

SOUTH
086-S

SOUTH
073-S

NAJAFGARH
046-S

CENTRAL
089-S

CENTRAL
091-S

SOUTH
077-S

NAJAFGARH
042-S

WEST
024-S

WEST
022-S



E. PERFORMANCE ON IMPORTANCE OF ISSUES RAISED COMPARED
TO DUTIES AS PER MCD ACT
o
103 150.24 /Oﬁ

TOTAL COUNCILLORS AVG. SCORE

@ fh & 9 & ®

No. of No. of
Grade Councillors Avg. Score Grade Councillors Avg. Score
100% to less than
80% 80% to 70%
less than less than
70% to 60% 60% to 50%
less than less than

50% to 35% 35%

YEAR-WISE AVERAGE SCORE ON IMPORTANCE OF ISSUES RAISED COMPARED
TO DUTIES AS PER MCD ACT

Report Card Year 2018 2019 2020 2021
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TOP 5 COUNCILLORS IN IMPORTANCE OF ISSUES RAISED COMPARED TO DUTIES AS PER MCD ACT

i @ B O 8

OVERALL INDICATOR AVERAGE ZONE &
RANK RANK COUNCILLOR NAME PARTY SCORE CONSTITUENCY

SOUTH

BJP .
00 v (0 @D =
NAJAFGARH

BJP -
Do v ) @
DO om
\2- . 059-S
0 v ) @D
! 089-S
SOUTH

BJP .
Do v @D

BOTTOM 5 COUNCILLORS IN IMPORTANCE OF ISSUES RAISED COMPARED TO DUTIES AS PER MCD ACT

10s Jf 03 e [ 1270 [
- ' 091-S
m SURESH CHOUDHARY 16.44 SOUTH
! 077-S
NAJAFGARH

NEELAM Py \NLD
0 0 BN -0 08
WEST

REETA N] .

00 EEE B8 =
NAJAFGARH

INDER KAUR BJP
0 0 X e =
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F. PERFORMANCE ON ISSUES RAISED COMPARED TO CITIZENS' COMPLAINTS

103 137.55% T

TOTAL COUNCILLORS

8

No. of
Grade Councillors

50]eer

Avg. Score

100% to
80%

less than
70% to 60%

less than
50% to 35%

AVG. SCORE

&

No. of
Grade Councillors

less than
60% to 50%

Avg. Score

less than
80% to 70%

less than
35%

YEAR-WISE AVERAGE SCORE ON ISSUES RAISED COMPARED TO CITIZENS' COMPLAINTS

No. of Councillors m m m m

Avm 37.56 38.66

2019 2020 2021

Report Card Year 2018
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TOP 5 COUNCILLORS IN ISSUES RAISED COMPARED TO CITIZENS' COMPLAINTS

LB @ B O 8

OVERALL INDICATOR AVERAGE ZONE &
RANK RANK COUNCILLOR NAME PARTY SCORE CONSTITUENCY

SOUTH

1L BJP .
L e ED s
WEST

BJP

B wE E s
\ ! 083-S
CENTRAL

VINOD KUMAR BJP .
B 0 XN vE R s
a POOJA A 49 79 SOUTH
\ ! 088-S

BOTTOM 5 COUNCILLORS IN ISSUES RAISED COMPARED TO CITIZENS' COMPLAINTS

_— NAJAFGARH
NEELAM oo INLD
042-S
SURESH CHOUDHARY INDEPENDENT SOUTH
077-S
POONAM SOLANKI A 17.34 WEST
\ ' 024-S
CENTRAL
CHANDER PRAKASH ‘
- 091-S
NAJAFGARH
KAMALJEET SEHRAWAT @y BJP
@ - 038-S
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- 103194.22%-

OTAL COUNCILLORS AVG. SCORE

@ fh & 9 & ®

No. of No. of
Grade Councillors Avg. Score Grade Councillors Avg. Score

100% to less than
80% 80% to 70%
less than less than
70% to 60% 60% to 50%
less than less than
50% to 35% 35%
HEHNE



PART Il
EAST DELHI MUNIPAL CORPORATION (EDMC)

KEY FINDINGS"

SHAHDARA NORTH

100% to 80%

less than
80% to 70%

SHAHDARA SOUTH

less than
70% to 60%

less than
60% to 50%

less than
50% to 35%

f%\ less than

35%

Not to scale F

Represents the Councillors who have not been considered for the

. . t tcard. PI fer t intno.2&3 13
4: Dataincluded from April 2017 to March 2021 ermreport card. Flease referto pointno onpageno
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B. PERFORMANCE ON ATTENDANCE

g 60 174.52 /Oﬁ

OTAL COUNCILLORS AVG. SCORE

@ fh & 9 & ®

No. of No. of
Grade Councillors Avg. Score Grade Councillors Avg. Score
100% to less than
80% 80% to 70%
less than less than
70% to 60% 60% to 50%
less than less than
50% to 35% 35%

YEAR-WISE NUMBER OF MEETINGS AND ATTENDANCE IN PERCENTAGE

No. of Councillors m m m m
m 19 106 110

No. of Meetings

Report Card Year 2018 2019 2020 2021
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OVERALL INDICATOR

RANK

00 v @
0o Y@ ED

o i

00 EEE YO,
DEEED @@
0 0 EEE OE
A
00BN \OE
A
00 \OX

0y

ik,

RANK

TOP 5 COUNCILLORS IN ATTENDANCE

®

COUNCILLOR NAME

= ®

PARTY

AVERAGE

SCORE

BOTTOM 5 COUNCILLORS IN ATTENDANCE

| =

N

ZONE &
CONSTITUENCY

SHAHDARA NORTH

035-E

SHAHDARA NORTH
036-E

SHAHDARA NORTH
039-E

SHAHDARA NORTH
038-E

SHAHDARA NORTH
043-E

SHAHDARA SOUTH
024-E

SHAHDARA SOUTH
030-E

SHAHDARA SOUTH
004-E

SHAHDARA NORTH
064-E

SHAHDARA NORTH
059-E



C. PERFORMANCE ON NUMBER OF ISSUES RAISED

B0 | 49.28% | 11152

TOTAL COUNCILLORS AVG. SCORE TOTAL ISSUES RAISED
5% ol
No. of No. of No. of No. of
Grade Councillors Avg.Score Issues Raised Grade Councillors Avg.Score Issues Raised
'A] 5 Jeeo] v J B] 11 [es] o7
100% less than
to 80% 80% to 70%
less than less than
70% to 60% 60% to 50%
less than less than
50% to 35% 35%

YEAR-WISE NUMBER OF ISSUES RAISED

Report Card Year
2018 2019 2020 2021
Average Score (%) of No. of Issues Raised 49.49 49.69 49.34 48.59
Total Issues Raised 2878 3053 2635 2586
Number of Issues Raised No. of Councillors
0 1 1 1 9
1to 10 4 4 6 5
1Mto 20 8 4 3 6
21to 50 23 24 29 16
51to 100 17 24 18 18
Above 100 6 2 2 5
Total 59 59 59 59
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OVERALL INDICATOR

RANK

DOEEE 0D
DOEZN 00
D00
DoExOa
DOEEN 0D

BOTTOM 5 COUNCILLORS IN NUMBER OF ISSUES RAISED
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00EN-00
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ik,

RANK

®

COUNCILLOR NAME
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=

PARTY

TOP 5 COUNCILLORS IN NUMBER OF ISSUES RAISED

TOTAL
ISSUES
RAISED
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N

ZONE &
CONSTITUENCY

SHAHDARA NORTH

061-E

SHAHDARA SOUTH
031-E

SHAHDARA NORTH
037-E

SHAHDARA SOUTH
021-E

SHAHDARA NORTH
039-E

SHAHDARA NORTH
058-E

SHAHDARA SOUTH
024-E

SHAHDARA NORTH
064-E

SHAHDARA SOUTH

001-E

SHAHDARA SOUTH
004-E



D. PERFORMANCE ON QUALITY OF ISSUES RAISED

o
0, 142,467
5% it

No. of No. of
Grade Councillors Avg. Score Grade Councillors Avg. Score
100% to less than
80% 80% to 70%
less than less than
70% to 60% 60% to 50%
less than less than
50% to 35% 35%

YEAR-WISE AVERAGE SCORE ON QUALITY OF ISSUES RAISED

Report Card Year 2018 2019 2020 2021
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OVERALL INDICATOR

RANK

RANK

®

COUNCILLOR NAME

Qgﬂ 64.01
wE
oo v @

a
0 N--]--

BOTTOM 5 COUNCILLORS IN QUALITY OF ISSUES RAISED
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a
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TOP 5 COUNCILLORS IN QUALITY OF ISSUES RAISED

= ®

PARTY

AVERAGE

| s5

SCORE

N

ZONE &
CONSTITUENCY

SHAHDARA SOUTH

029-E

SHAHDARA SOUTH
031-E

SHAHDARA NORTH
061-E

SHAHDARA SOUTH
016-E

SHAHDARA NORTH
063-E

SHAHDARA NORTH
058-E

SHAHDARA SOUTH
001-E

SHAHDARA SOUTH
024-E

SHAHDARA NORTH
064-E

SHAHDARA SOUTH
022-E



E. PERFORMANCE ON IMPORTANCE OF ISSUES RAISED COMPARED
TO DUTIES AS PER MCD ACT
o
60 147.56% T

TOTAL COUNCILLORS AVG. SCORE

@ fh & 9 & ®

No. of No. of
Grade Councillors Avg. Score Grade Councillors Avg. Score
100% to less than
80% 80% to 70%
less than less than
70% to 60% 60% to 50%
less than less than
50% to 35% 35%

YEAR-WISE AVERAGE SCORE ON IMPORTANCE OF ISSUES RAISED COMPARED
TODUTIES AS PER MCD ACT

Report Card Year 2018 2019 2020 2021

DELHI MUNICIPAL COUNCILLORS REPORT CARD 2021 I 56



TOP 5 COUNCILLORS IN IMPORTANCE OF ISSUES RAISED COMPARED TO DUTIES AS PER MCD ACT

LB @ v 0 8

OVERALL INDICATOR AVERAGE ZONE &
RANK RANK COUNCILLOR NAME PARTY SCORE CONSTITUENCY

NIRMAL JAIN Q@ sor N 75.26 SHAHDARA SOUTH
! 031-E
SHAHDARA SOUTH
BJP ,
0 B v @ @ e
n %}2 69.17 SHAHDARA NORTH
: 061-E
W sor N 69.08 SHAHDARA NORTH
! 037-E
SHAHDARA SOUTH
BJP ,
o BB o

BOTTOM 5 COUNCILLORS IN IMPORTANCE OF ISSUES RAISED COMPARED TO DUTIES AS PER MCD ACT

00 OC -
PARVEEN ) ‘
: 058-E
SAHISTA Y 18 9 0 SHAHDARA NORTH
\ : 064-E
54 W BJP SHAHDARA SOUTH
001-E
57 4 21 41 SHAHDARA SOUTH
\ ! 022-E
SHAHDARA SOUTH
BJP
B O wE B
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F. PERFORMANCE ON ISSUES RAISED COMPARED TO CITIZENS' COMPLAINTS

g 60 137.63% T

OTAL COUNCILLORS AVG. SCORE

@ fh & 9 & ®

No. of No. of
Grade Councillors Avg. Score Grade Councillors Avg. Score
100% to less than
80% 80% to 70%
less than less than
70% to 60% 60% to 50%
less than less than
50% to 35% 35%

YEAR-WISE AVERAGE SCORE ON ISSUES RAISED COMPARED TO CITIZENS' COMPLAINTS

Report Card Year 2018 2019 2020 2021
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TOP 5 COUNCILLORS IN ISSUES RAISED COMPARED TO CITIZENS' COMPLAINTS

it ® =

OVERALL INDICATOR AVERAGE
RANK RANK COUNCILLOR NAME PARTY SCORE

D0 EZEOD
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ZONE &
CONSTITUENCY

SHAHDARA SOUTH

020-E

SHAHDARA NORTH
043-E

SHAHDARA SOUTH
009-E

SHAHDARA SOUTH
019-E

SHAHDARA NORTH
057-E

BOTTOM 5 COUNCILLORS IN ISSUES RAISED COMPARED TO CITIZENS' COMPLAINTS
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SHAHDARA NORTH
058-E

SHAHDARA SOUTH
024-E

SHAHDARA SOUTH
001-E

SHAHDARA NORTH

050-E

SHAHDARA NORTH
051-E



G. LEAST CRIMINAL RECORD

o
0, 139.51% —
5% i

No. of No. of
Grade Councillors Avg. Score Grade Councillors Avg. Score
100% to less than
80% 80% to 70%
less than less than
70% to 60% 60% to 50%
less than less than
50% to 35% 35%
HEHNE
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NDMC DETAILED SCORESHEET

Zone

Narela
Narela
Narela
Narela
Narela
Civil Line
Civil Line
Civil Line
Civil Line
Civil Line
Civil Line
Civil Line
Civil Line
Civil Line
Civil Line
Civil Line
Civil Line
Civil Line
Civil Line
Civil Line
Civil Line
Civil Line
Civil Line
Rohini
Rohini
Rohini
Rohini
Rohini
Narela
Narela
Narela
Narela
Narela
Narela
Narela
Narela
Narela
Narela

Constituency No.

001-N
002-N
003-N
004-N
005-N
006-N
007-N
008-N
009-N
010-N
0n-N
012-N
013-N
014-N
015-N
016-N
017-N
018-N
019-N
020-N
021-N
022-N
023-N
024-N
025-N
026-N
027-N
028-N
029-N
030-N
031-N
032-N
033-N
034-N
035-N
036-N
037-N
038-N

CHAPTER 2: PART |

CONSTITUENCY NO. 001-N TO 038-N

Councillor name

Savita

Suneet Chauhan
Nisha Mann
Archana

Ram Narain

Urmila Rana

Anil Kumar Tyagi
Rekha Sinha
Kaustuba Nand Balodi
Kalpana Jha

Ajay Kumar

Amar Lata Sangwan
Guddi Devi

Raja Igbal Singh
Pooja Madan
Mukesh Kumar Goel
Garima Gupta
Naveen Kumar Tyagi
Sudesh

Vijay Kumar Bhagat
Poonam

Surender Singh Khrub
Neesha Yadav
Vinod Mahendru
Kanika Jain

Manish Chaudhary
Gayatri Garg

Ajit Kumar Jha
Poonam

Braham Parkash
Anju Devi

Ram Chander
Reena Devi

Anand

Poonam Dabas
Jayender Kumar Dabas
Jyoti

Babina Shokeen

Gender

Female
Male
Female
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female

Female

Party

BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP
AAP
BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP
AAP
INC
AAP
BJP
BJP
INC
BJP
BJP
INC
BJP
INC
BJP
INC
BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP
AAP
BJP
BJP
BJP
AAP
AAP
BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP
AAP

Total Score

out of 100

64.00 | C 38
64.30 | C 37

| 3074 | E 96 |

| 5169 | D 76 |

| 5425 | D 68 |

| 7023 | B 15 |

| 59.94 [ D || 57 |
68.70 | C 24

| 7379 [ B | 9 |
66.13 | C 32

(7688 [ B | 3 |

| nis [ 8 | 1w |

(7788 [ B || 2 |

[ 531 [ o | 70 |
63.20 | C 39
69.02 | C 21
60.33 | C 56

[ 46.80 [ E |J[ 80 |

| 5189 [D | 75 |

| 5037 | D || 79 |
69.99 | C 16
69.99 | C 17

[ 3775 | E |[ 90 |

[ 4938 [ E || 82 |
67.50 | C 28
6122 | C 50

[ 4373 | E ||| 92 |
62.09 | C 44

[ 4882 [ E || 83 |

[ 4959 [ E || & |
62.61 | C 4

[40.77 [ E |J[ 93 |
68.60 | C 25

[ 4862 [ E || 8+ |

(7642 [ B | 5 |

| 5243 [D | 73 |

[ 3169 | F || 101 |

| &

Attendance

Actual
out of 22
18.19
16.32
8.28
13.89
14.86
19.43
14.19
17.52
19.10
18.26
17.92
14.78
20.16
16.19
18.74
12.87
16.19
14.02
12.38
13.76
18.66
20.80
5.54
12.45
19.07
18.91
9.85
16.65
17.56
13.04
17.91

9.70
20.1
15.98
19.37
16.48
8.46
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No. of Issues Raised

Actual
out of 14
8.30
9.56
2.42
6.13
4.31
10.36
7.35
8.96
11.34
8.65
12.85
10.64
12.04
4.20
6.30
12.92
7.53
2.66
4.87
2.77
10.57
10.26
3.47
4.20
8.65
6.09
2.17
7.60
2.03
4.55
6.86

2.62
8.05
3.22
13.51
3.47
0.84

SCORE

100% to 80%

less than

80% to 70%

less than
60% to 50%

less than
70% to 60%

less than
50% to 35%

less than
35%

<o (3 @EID OO0 D ED @D

(1) Importance
of Issues Raised

(2) Issues Raised
Compared to
Citizens' Complaints

(1+2) Quality of
Issues Raised

Total

Issues M Actual M Actual M Actual

Raised out of 33 out of 14 out of 47
280 D 17.30 D 5.02 E 22.32
332 C 18.54 D 4.67 F 23.21
120 F 10.79 F 4.27 F 15.06
229 E 13.84 E 3.25 F 17.09
125 F 15.14 E 6.23 E 21.37
404 B 18.80 D 6.13 E 24.93
254 D 17.01 D 6.38 E 23.40
296 C 19.55 D 7.24 D 26.78
424 A 20.79 C 6.87 E 27.66
302 C 18.01 D 5.92 E 23.92
550 A 25.60 B 5.66 E 31.27
416 B 23.49 B 6.67 E 30.17
479 A 24.37 B 5.42 E 29.79
144 F 14.81 E 3.26 F 18.07
220 E 16.70 D 6.29 E 23.00
646 A 23.43 B 4.35 F 27.79
249 D 16.69 D 4.91 E 21.60
109 F 12.50 E 3.27 F 15.77
193 F 14.09 E 5.96 E 20.06
10 F 14.48 E 4.85 F 19.33
396 B 21.29 C 4.97 E 26.26
391 B 20.7 C 5.72 E 26.43
133 F 11.04 F 3.82 F 14.86
177 F 13.92 E 5.34 E 19.27
301 C 18.09 D 6.32 E 24.41
228 E 16.88 D 4.28 F 21.16
106 F 11.50 F 6.02 E 17.53
272 D 16.91 D 6.83 E 23.74
84 F 10.53 F 5.25 E 15.78
156 F 13.62 E 3.90 F 17.51
245 E 16.01 E 6.70 E 22.7

Has not been ranked since he was elected mid-term

130 F 10.08 F 4.43 F 14.51
313 D 19.82 C 5.19 E 25.01
104 F 11.28 F 4.7 F 15.99
936 A 23.57 B 4.16 F 27.73
108 F 13.87 E 5.00 E 18.87
36 F 7.09 F 2.72 F 9.81

| 2
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Least Criminal

Record

Actual
out of 10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
7
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10

10
10
10
10
10
10
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Zone

Narela
Rohini
Rohini
Rohini
Rohini
Rohini
Rohini
Rohini
Rohini
Rohini
Rohini
Rohini
Rohini
Rohini
Rohini
Rohini
Rohini
Rohini
Rohini
Rohini
Rohini
Rohini
Keshavpuram
Keshavpuram
Keshavpuram
Keshavpuram
Keshavpuram
Keshavpuram
Keshavpuram
Keshavpuram
Keshavpuram
Keshavpuram
Keshavpuram
Keshavpuram
Keshavpuram
Keshavpuram
Keshavpuram

Keshavpuram

SCORE

Constituency No.

039-N
040-N
041-N
042-N
043-N
044-N
045-N
046-N
047-N
048-N
049-N
050-N
051-N
052-N
053-N
054-N
055-N
056-N
057-N
058-N
059-N
060-N
061-N
062-N
063-N
064-N
065-N
066-N
067-N
068-N
069-N
070-N
071-N
072-N
073-N
074-N
075-N
076-N

less than

100% to 80% 80% to 70%

less than
70% to 60%

less than
60% to 50%

less than

50% to 35%

c=eve (3D @EID 0 (ED I @

CONSTITUENCY NO. 039-N TO 076-N

Councillor name
Anil

Sona Choudhry
Ravinder Bhardwaj
Urmila Choudhary
Surjeet Singh
Poonam Parashar Jha
Sanjeev Kumar
Radha Devi

Sohan Pal

Baby

Mohit Kumar
Vinay Rawat
Shivangi Pandey
Mandeep Shokeen
Saroj Bala Jain
Krishna

Rajender

Raj

Preety Aggarwal
Chitra Aggarwal
Alok Sharma

Ritu Goel

Sujeet Thakur
Sunita Mishra
Tilak Raj Kataria
Anju Jain

Neeraj Kumar
Vandna Jaitly
Vineet Vohra
Meenakshi

Ashok Kumar
Rajeev

Manju Sharma
Vikas Goel

Manju Khandelwal
Neetu

Yogesh Kumar Verma
Rinku

Gender

Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Male
Female
Male
Female
Female
Male
Female
Female
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Male
Female
Male
Female
Female
Male
Male

Party

AAP
BJP
AAP
BJP
AAP
BJP
AAP
AAP
BJP
AAP
BJP
BJP
BJP
INC
BJP
AAP
INC
INC
BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP
AAP
BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP
AAP
AAP
BJP
AAP
BJP
AAP
BJP
AAP

less than

35%

Total Score

out of 100

6175  C 46

| 5297 | D n |

| 7366 | B 10 |
68.94 | C 22

[ 46.25 | E || 20 |

[ 4538 [ E | o1 |

| 5877 [ D || 62 |

[ 4076 [ E |J[ 94 |

| 59.81 | D || 58 |

| 59.81 [ D | 59 |

[ 4744 [ E | 88 |

[ 34.89 | F ||| 100 |
60.87 | C 53

[ 39.86 [ E |Jl[ o5 |
6173 | C 47

| 53.28 | D || 69 |
6151 | C 48
60.46 | C 55

[ 3792 [E |J[ 98 |

| 50.88 | D || 78 |

| 5875 [ D | &3 |

[ 4858 | E |Jj[ 86 |
65.95 | C 33
69.96 | C 18
61.01 | C 52
6122 | C 49
62.89 | C 40

| 55.01 [ D | 66 |
6103 | C 51

| 58.99 [ D |l &1 |

(5220 [ D | 74 |

| 7545 [ B | 7 |
6194 | C 45
60.69 | C 54

[ 4785 [ E |J[ 87 |
69.57 | C 19

| 5250 [ D || 72 |

| s3

Attendance

Actual
out of 22
14.98
12.85
18.25
18.54
14.33
.73
14.72
10.56
15.66
16.16
11.02
8.25
13.92
8.12
20.60
13.76
19.05
13.96
6.49
13.70
16.31
14.31
18.59

14.39
16.98
17.78
18.52
16.51
17.95
15.85
9.59
21.23
14.88
17.41
12.41
17.29
10.82
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No. of Issues Raised

Actual
out of 14
8.86
3.96
11.80
10.50
8.16
3.89
7.63
2.70
6.51
6.65
2.66
2.42
7.07
1.93
3.92
7.04
7.35
7.70
1.45
3.50
4.83
4.4
7.67

12.08
6.58
71
5.46
3.36
4.97
4.94
4.06
10.36
9.10
4.76
1.86
10.12
4.48

Total
Issues
Raised

320
159
496
403
291
157
261
106
221
252
129
88
253
77
161
237
270
259
21
140
185
169
309

nn
222
236
191

14

175
181

152
384
351
179
103
768
172

MM W M MmO W m m m M om O m > o m m m Mmoo o mm Mmoo m M MmMmMm MmO Mo o> o |I§IIIIII

(1) Importance
of Issues Raised

Actual M Actual Actual
out of 33 out of 14 out of 47
15.49 E 7.33 D 22.82
15.86 E 5.86 E 21.72
21.20 C 6.73 E 27.93
19.00 D 5.45 E 24.45
18.36 D 6.09 E 24.45
12.57 E 2.92 F 15.50
15.40 E 6.07 E 21.48
10.85 F 3.61 F 14.46
15.89 E 6.76 E 22.65
16.64 D 6.37 E 23.01
13.35 E 6.04 E 19.39
8.08 F 2.40 F 10.48
18.28 D 6.56 E 24.84
10.02 F 5.81 E 15.83
14.89 E 7.24 D 22.13
15.91 E 2.91 F 18.82
17.28 D 4.75 F 22.03
19.35 D 5.43 E 24.78
9.66 F 6.43 E 16.09
13.31 E 5.84 E 19.14
16.21 E 6.47 E 22.67
12.80 E 2.63 F 15.43
18.53 D 6.86 E 25.39

Has not been ranked since she was elected mid-term
23.89 B 4.M F 28.00
17.25 D 6.15 E 23.40
16.52 D 5.76 E 22.27
17.71 D 6.06 E 23.77
14.08 E 6.31 E 20.39
16.18 E 6.88 E 23.06
16.47 E 7.78 D 24.25
18.03 D 5.90 E 23.94
20.74 C 7.35 D 28.10
19.24 D 3.62 F 22.86
16.60 D 6.88 E 23.48
12.98 E 6.22 E 19.19
21.93 C 4.75 F 26.68
16.33 E 6.24 E 22.57

(2) Issues Raised
Compared to
Citizens' Complaints

(1+2) Quality of
Issues Raised

| 64
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Least Criminal

Record

Actual
out of 10
10
10
10
10
-5
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10

10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
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Zone

Keshavpuram

Keshavpuram
City and SP*
City and SP

City and SP

City and SP

City and SP

City and SP

City and SP

City and SP

City and SP

City and SP

City and SP

City and SP

City and SP
Karol Bagh
Karol Bagh
Karol Bagh
Karol Bagh
Karol Bagh
Karol Bagh
Karol Bagh
Karol Bagh
Karol Bagh
Karol Bagh
Karol Bagh
Karol Bagh
Karol Bagh

SCORE

Constituency No.

077-N
078-N
079-N
080-N
081-N
082-N
083-N
084-N
085-N
086-N
087-N
088-N
089-N
090-N
091-N
092-N
093-N
094-N
095-N
096-N
097-N
098-N
099-N
100-N
101-N
102-N
103-N
104-N

*City and Sadar Paharganj

less than

100% to 80% 80% to 70%

Councillor name

Seema Gupta

Jogi Ram Jain
Babita

Jai Parkash

Usha Sharma
Prerna Singh

Avtar Singh
Ravinder Kumar
Sultana Abad
Rakesh Kumar
Seema Tahira
Aaley Mohammed Igbal
Shaheen

Mohd. Sadiq
Sulakshna

Rajesh Kumar
Babita Bharija
Sushila Khorwal
Ramesh Kumar

Tej Ram Phore
Sunita Gauba
Adesh Kumar Gupta
Sunita

Vipin Malhotra
Veena Virmani
Paramjeet Singh Rana
Sunita Kaushik

Chhail Bihari Goswami

less than
70% to 60%

Gender

Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Female
Male
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Female
Male
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male

less than
60% to 50%

Party

BJP
BJP
AAP
BJP
INC
INC
BJP
BJP
AAP
AAP
INC
AAP
AAP
AAP
INC
BJP
BJP
INC
BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP

less than

50% to 35%

c=ee (3 GEID 0 (ED D @

CONSTITUENCY NO. 077-N TO 0104-N

less than

35%

Total Score

out of 100

6212 | C 43
66.80 | C 29
| 5102 | D 77 |
66.14 | C 31
62.48 | C 42
[38.86 | E |[[ 97 |
| 7556 | B | & |
(75 [ W[ 1
| nss [ B | 13 |
(7668 [ B || & |
| 7425 [ B ] 8 |
| 5533 | D || 65 |
[[2110 | F ||J§j[ 102 ]
[ 6794 [ C | || 27 |
| 54.36 [ D || 67 |
[ 4859 | E ||| 85 |
66.68 | C 30
68.75 | C 23
[ 6827 [C | || 26 |
| 5953 | D || 60 |
| 6499 | C | || 35 |
| 5034 | D | 80 |
| 7307 | B || 12 |
[ 7359 [ B | n |
69.19 | C 20
| 56.95 [ D || &4 |
64.37 | C 36
65.62 | C 34

Attendance

Actual
out of 22
11.72
19.43
12.89
15.78
13.91
7.62
17.05
17.73
20.78
17.73
19.57
12.17
2.83
17.1
14.95
14.10
15.70
17.64
14.81
16.48
19.7
12.27
19.90
17.86
16.88
14.35
19.17
17.64

> O W > > 0> WO > o 0O wmMmo >» > > > W mo o ol > o |I§IIIIIIIIII

No. of Issues Raised

Actual
out of 14
7.88
10.08
3.92
11.48
8.75
1.68
12.55
12.81
10.22
12.50
11.31
6.90
0.21
9.10
4.34
3.92
9.10
10.68
1.27
7.49
5.74
5.93
9.52
11.24
10.64
11.03
7.00
8.12

Total
Issues
Raised

263
374
151
425
298
72
462
586
422
553
427
235
21
335
165
148
343
399
470
268
206
135
351
459
608
531
255
473
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(1) Importance
of Issues Raised

Actual
out of 33
21.40
19.07
14.88
23.22
19.36
13.08
23.98
25.14
20.07
24.78
22.46
16.77
4.07
20.32
13.86
13.79
21.32
18.87
21.65
15.60
16.75
13.31
20.22
23.12
21.03
21.24
17.21
18.33

(2) Issues Raised
Compared to
Citizens' Complaints

Actual
out of 14
6.02
5.83
5.79
5.70
6.33
2.54
6.19
6.35
6.18
5.84
5.21
5.98
0.94
6.02
7.50
3.34
6.23
6.13
5.13
4.98
7.55
4.31
7.78
5.70
5.18
6.74
7.77
6.26

mo mm MO T o mmMmm M T O m|m™ mM m m M M mMm,;|™T m [m; m;m, [T

(1+2) Quality of
Issues Raised

Actual
out of 47
27.42
24.70
20.67
28.91
25.69
15.62
30.17
31.49
26.24
30.62
27.66
22.75
5.00
26.34
21.35
17.13
27.55
25.00
26.78
20.58
24.30
17.62
28.00
28.82
26.21
27.98
24.98
24.58
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Least Criminal

Record

Actual
out of 10
10
7.25
10
4.687
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
8.75
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
-1.25
10
10
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Zone

West
West
West
West
West
West
West
West
West
West
West
West
West
West
West
West
West
West
West
West
West
West
West
West
West
West
West
West
West
Najafgarh
Najafgarh
Najafgarh
Najafgarh
Najafgarh
Najafgarh
Najafgarh
Najafgarh
Najafgarh

Constituency No.

001-S
002-S
003-S
004-S
005-S
006-S
007-S
008-S
008-S
010-S
on-s
012-S
013-S
014-S
015-S
016-S
017-S
018-S
019-S
020-S
021-S
022-S
023-S
024-S
025-S
026-S
027-S
028-S
029-S
030-S
031-S
032-S
033-S
034-S
035-S
036-S
037-S
038-S

PART I

SDMC DETAILED SCORESHEET

CONSTITUENCY NO. 001-S T0 038-S

Councillor name

Sunita

Kailash Sankla
Sushma

Poorva

Balram Kumar Oberoi
Kiran Chaddha

A Priya Chandela A
Surinder Kumar Setia
Kiran Chopra
Amarjit Singh
Shveta Saini
Gurmukh Singh
Rita Oberoi
Narender Chawla
Veena Sharma
Parveen Kumar
Veena Sabarwal
Suresh Kumar
Sarita Jindal
Ashok Kumar
Reeta

Randhir Kumar
Poonam Solanki
Shyam Kumar Mishra
Babita

Krishan Gahlot
Abha Chauhan
Rajiv Kumar
Rekha Chauhan
Mukesh Suryan
Poonam Jindal
Narender Kumar
Santosh

Rajdutt

Nitika

Ramesh
Kamaljeet Sehrawat

Gender

Female
Male
Female
Female
Male
Female

Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male

Female

Party

BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP
AAP

INC
INC
BJP
BJP
BJP
AAP
BJP
BJP
BJP
AAP
BJP
INC
BJP
AAP
BJP
BJP
AAP
BJP
BJP
IND
BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP
AAP
INC
BJP
BJP
AAP
BJP

Total Score

out of 100

o Ml 7
67.36 c 30
63.98 | C 4
| 58.80 [ D [ 55 |
| 7443 [ B || & |
[ 7034 [ B [ 19 |
| 5971 [ D | 50 |
[ 4619 [ E || 87 |
| 5727 [ D |J[ 0 |
[38.40 [ E |Jl[ o5 |
| 72n [ B | 1B |
[4499 [ E | 89 |
| 5511 [ D | 5 |
' 3.4 [B | 7 |
6156 | C 45
| 5798 [ D | 57 |
| 58.90 [ D | 54 |
66.85 | C 32
64.24 | C 39
[ 4453 [ E |Jj[ 20 |
[ 35.63 [ E |Ji[ 98 |
| nos [ B | 17 |
[ 3051 [ F |Jjj[ 100 |
67.36 | C 31
[ 48.46 [ E |J[ 85 |
| 5264 [ D | 74 |
| 50.02 [ D | 53 |
[ 7001 [B | 21 |
| 5775 [ D || 58 |
67.66 | C 29
| 5570 [ D || 3 |
68.75 | C 25
[ 4530 [ E |J[ 88 |
69.04 | C 24
| 5294 [ D |J[ 70 |
| 5082 [ D |[ 79 |
65.23 | C 34

Attendance

Actual
out of 22

16.07
17.87
20.69
18.70
20.75
17.62

15.87
11.94
17.16
9.50
20.08
12.37
18.50
18.01
18.44
11.66
19.38
20.18
17.23
8.70
9.30
20.01
4.06
21.00
11.84
12.22
17.36
18.10
19.74
19.93
14.51
16.96
13.01
17.90
16.10
11.08
14.35

> > > > > O
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SCORE

100% to 80%

less than
80% to 70%

less than
60% to 50%

less than
70% to 60%

less than
50% to 35%

less than
35%

<o (3 @EID 20 XD D &S

(1) Importance

No. of Issues Raised

Actual
out of 14

6.65
8.80
7.48
5.51
10.46
10.98

6.65
3.32
5.40
1.73
10.66
2.32
3.91
12.62
7.23
8.62
4.01
7.75
7.34
4.95
1.10
9.49
1.24
7.96
3.53
5.16
6.54
10.39
4.01
9.70
6.51
11.18
1.6
10.98
4.50
4.64
11.36

of Issues Raised

(2) Issues Raised
Compared to
Citizens' Complaints

(1+2) Quality of
Issues Raised

O o m m o m

o m Mo Mo mmMmMmMmMo m MMM T MO o mmMmMmM oo mmMmMo M m|m|Mm

Total
Issues M Actual M Actual M Actual
Raised out of 33 out of 14 out of 47
m E 14.19 E 3.25 F 17.44
226 C 17.97 D 7.36 D 25.33
159 D 15.12 E 5.49 E 20.62
12 E 13.48 E 6.16 E 19.65
370 B 22.56 C 4.95 E 27.51
260 B 21.28 C 4.94 E 26.22
Due to untimely death of a councillor in May 2021, this seat is currently vacant
128 E 15.76 E 6.45 E 22.21
68 F 12.36 E 4.27 F 16.63
109 E 144 E 5.7 E 19.85
43 F 9.90 F 4.34 F 14.24
248 B 20.12 C 5.64 E 25.76
52 F 1.87 E 5.18 E 17.05
75 F 11.50 F 6.44 E 17.94
626 A 22.33 C 4.89 F 27.22
146 D 13.99 E 6.81 E 20.81
226 C 18.27 D 4.53 F 22.80
85 F 15.29 E 6.27 E 21.56
154 D 16.95 D 6.63 E 23.58
154 D 18.28 D 6.18 E 24.46
128 E 13.92 E 4.74 F 18.65
27 F 8.22 F 4.24 F 12.45
286 C 19.83 C 6.17 E 25.99
32 F 9.26 F 2.43 F 11.69
161 D 16.86 D 6.16 E 23.02
79 F 11.78 E 6.89 E 18.67
99 E 14.46 E 6.17 E 20.63
123 E 13.87 E 6.30 E 20.18
246 B 19.24 D 6.78 E 26.03
85 F 14.90 E 4.21 F 19.11
259 C 17.93 D 4.72 F 22.65
139 E 15.73 E 4.7 F 19.90
366 B 21.49 C 4.67 F 26.17
35 F 11.34 F 6.12 E 17.47
546 B 20.63 C 4.07 F 24.70
91 F 13.05 E 4.64 F 17.70
17 F 14.21 E 6.35 E 20.56
1039 A 21.36 C 2.89 F 24.25
| s8

Least Criminal

Record

Actual
out of 10

10
10
10
10
10
10

10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
8
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
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Zone
Najafgarh
Najafgarh
Najafgarh
Najafgarh
Najafgarh
Najafgarh
Najafgarh
Najafgarh
Najafgarh
Najafgarh
Najafgarh
Najafgarh
Najafgarh
Najafgarh
Najafgarh
Najafgarh

Central
Central
Central
Central
Central
Central

South

South

South

South

South

South

South

South

South

South

South

South

South

South

South

South

SCORE

Constituency No.

039-S
040-S
041-S
042-S
043-S
044-S
045-S
046-S
047-S
048-S
048-S
050-S
051-S
052-S
053-S
054-S
055-S
056-S
057-S
058-S
059-S
060-S
061-S
062-S
063-S
064-S
065-S
066-S
067-S
068-S
069-S
070-S
071-S
072-S
073-S
074-S
075-S
076-S

less than
80% to 70%

100% to 80%

less than
70% to 60%

less than
60% to 50%

less than

50% to 35%

=e0e (3 GEID O (ED D &

CONSTITUENCY NO. 039-S TO 076-S

Councillor name

Pawan Sharma
Deepak Mehra
Antim Gahlot
Neelam

Meena Devi
Satyapal Malik
Suman Dagar
Bhupender Gupta
Sushma
Narender Rana
Aarti Yadav
Inderjeet Sehrawat
Mamta Dhama
Raj Kumar

Inder Kaur
Aman Kumar
Yasmin Kidwai
Darshana

Sunil Sahdev
Seema Malik
Abhishek Dutt
Vinod Kumar
Radhika Abrol
Anil Kumar
Nandani Sharma
Manish Aggarwal
Tulsi Joshi
Bhagat Singh Tokas
Kishanwanti
Aarti Singh
Manoj Kumar
Anita Tanwar
Sanjay Thakur
Mahesh

Ved Pal

Prem

Jyoti Kohli

Anita

Gender

Male
Male
Female
Female
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Female
Male
Female
Male
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Male
Female

Female

Party

BJP
SP
BJP
INLD
IND
BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP
AAP
BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP
INC
INC
BJP
BJP
INC
BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP
AAP
BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP
INC
AAP
AAP
BJP

less than

35%

Total Score

out of 100

6102 | C 48
| 48.88 | E 84 |
| 5516 | D 64 |
| 3022 [ F 101 |
| 5291 | D 7 |
62.27 | C 44
'7ne [B | 15 |
| 7330 [B | 8 |
| 5152 [ D | 77 |
| 5263 [ D |Jl[ 75 |
[ 4776 [ E |J[ 86 |
' n7e [ B | 1w |
| 53.00 [ D | e9 |
| 5274 [ D | 73 |
[ 4303 [E || 9 |
[ 4073 [ E ||| 82 |
| 5418 [ D |J[ e6 |
(7220 [ B | 12 |
6131 | C 46
| 7088 [ B || 18 |
(7098 [B | 1 |
| 5673 [ D |J[ &1 |
66.49 | C 33
[49.40 [ E |J[ 83 |
7491 [B | 2 |
| 7265 [B | 1 |
| 7427 [B || 5 |
' n3 [ | 1 |
6124 | C 47
69.15 | C 23
68.25 | C 26
63.82 | C 42
| 7488 [ B | 3 |
| 5382 [ D || 67 |
| 59.30 [ D | 52 |
| 5617 [ D |J[ 62 |
[ 3965 [ E |J[ 93 |
67.98 | C 28

Attendance

Actual
out of 22
19.01
15.42
15.62
8.59
18.23
16.73
20.35
14.61
16.91
12.26
14.45
17.81
16.60
16.35
16.01
14.83
13.18
17.74
18.40
14.82
19.72
15.09
16.76
15.98
19.67
20.18
18.85
19.13
14.15
18.12
15.86
17.25
20.25
12.82
15.89
12.19
6.92
17.1
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No. of Issues Raised

Actual
out of 14
5.99
2.53
5.50
0.44
3.84
8.45
12.54
13.55
3.32
5.23
3.04
11.84
3.46
3.67
1.07
2.70
5.64
12.19
6.40
11.84
13.34
6.33
8.86
5.33
13.13
9.56
11.36
1.12
6.92
10.70
11.25
6.61
10.28
5.85
12.33
6.68
2.35
9.07

Total
Issues
Raised

184
40
109
9
75
187
442
1267
68
110
63
467
70
7
23
61
120
390
125
313
787
131
184
107
685
208
520
329
138
250
326
132
267
120
603
134
53
200
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(1) Importance
of Issues Raised

Actual
out of 33
16.69
11.34
14.03
6.33
11.90
17.54
21.18
25.95
11.33
14.66
11.21
20.70
14.21
13.36
8.65
13.26
16.97
22.65
17.01
22.687
25.24
15.25
20.15
13.85
21.87
20.82
21.75
21.20
20.60
20.68
22.28
19.18
23.18
16.08
23.06
16.75
12.39
19.90

(2) Issues Raised
Compared to
Citizens' Complaints

Actual
out of 14
4.27
5.16
5.26
1.34
5.30
444
3.35
3.53
5.37
5.86
4.87
5.84
5.07
5.71
5.14
4.66
3.67
4.01
4.43
6.21
5.69
6.22
5.39
3.77
4.49
6.46
6.60
4.29
4.50
4.19
5.44
5.59
5.42
5.38
6.81
5.73
4.01
6.49
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(1+2) Quality of
Issues Raised

Actual
out of 47
20.96
16.49
19.28
7.67
17.20
21.98
24.53
29.48
16.71
20.51
15.88
26.55
19.28
19.08
13.79
17.92
20.64
26.66
21.44
28.88
30.92
21.48
25.54
17.62
26.37
27.29
28.35
25.49
25.10
24.87
27.72
24.77
28.60
21.46
29.87
22.48
16.40
26.40

| 70

o mm o MmO oo oooo o oo momooomo mmMm T MMM mmm MmMO o mMm T MmMjmMm|Mm

Least Criminal

Record

Actual
out of 10
10
10
10
10
10
10
8.75
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
6
10
10
10
10
10
10
8
10
10
10
-3.75
10
10
10
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Zone

South
South
South
South
South
Central zone
Central zone
Central zone
Central zone
South
South
South
Central zone
Central zone
Central zone
Central zone
Central zone
Central zone
Central zone
Central zone
Central zone
Central zone
Central zone
Central zone
Central zone
Central zone
Central zone

Central zone

SCORE

Constituency No.

077-S
078-S
079-S
080-S
081-S
082-S
083-S
084-S
085-S
086-S
087-S
088-S
089-S
090-S
091-S
092-S
093-S
094-S
095-S
096-S
097-S
098-S
098-S
100-S
101-S
102-S
103-S
104-S

less than
100% to 80% 80% to 70%

less than
70% to 60%

less than

60% to 50%

less than

50% to 35%

=a0e (3 GEID 0 (ED D &

CONSTITUENCY NO. 077-S TO 0104-S

Councillor name

Suresh Choudhary
Maya Singh

Dinesh Kumar
Rekha

Suresh Kumar Gupta
Poonam Bhati
Jitendra Kumar
Urmila Yadav
Deepak Jain

Shikha Roy
Subhash Bhadana
Pooja

Rajpal Singh
Manpreet Kaur Kalra
Chander Prakash
Vinod Kumar
Suman

Sanju Rani

Tarvan Kumar
Mahesh

Anamika

Kamlesh Kumar Shukla
Birendri Awana
Shoab Danish
Neetu

Abdul Wajid Khan
Santosh Devi

Kamlesh

Gender

Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Male
Female
Female
Male
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Female

Party

IND
BJP
AAP
BJP
BJP
BJP
AAP
AAP
BJP
BJP
BJP
AAP
BJP
BJP
INC
BJP
BJP
BJP
INC
BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP
INC
INC
AAP
BJP
BJP

less than

35%

Total Score

out of 100

[ 29.87 [ F || 102 |
64.65 c 36
63.40 | C 43
60.52 | C 49
68.19 | C 27

[ 7017 [ B | 20 |

| 5128 [ D |l 78 |

[ 39.77 [E || 92 |

[ 3864 [ E |l 9o+ |

| 5964 [ D | 51 |
64.26 | C 38

| 56357 [ D || 68 |

| 7268 [ B |l[ 10 |

| 52.26 [ D |Jl[ 76 |

[ 25.42 [ F |JJj[ 103 |

| 58.62 [ D || 56 |

[38.28 [ E |Jj[ 96 |
64.28 | C 37
64.16 | C 40
65.15 | C 35

| 7304 [B | 9 |

[ 744 [B | & |

| 5035 [ D || 8 |

[ 36.89 [ E |J[ 97 |

[34.49 [ F |J[ 99 |

| 50.46 [ D || 80 |

| 5763 [ D || 59 |
69.93 | C 22

Attendance

Actual
out of 22
8.73
18.44
14.72
19.83
18.25
16.73
8.66
10.71
7.35
14.99
17.24
10.99
15.98
12.05
4.89
11.28
9.7
20.10
14.98
17.77
18.68
19.96
12.12
9.52
6.90
11.54
14.98
18.35
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No. of Issues Raised

Actual
out of 14
0.65
6.82
7.69
4.88
9.77
10.98
8.10
1.90
2.56
13.76
7.03
5.92
n.7
4.98
0.38
7.76
2.17
7.16
8.49
6.99
10.99
10.56
5.05
6.27
0.82
5.78
6.34
10.04

Total
Issues
Raised

12
135
151
89
215
310
175
43
49
1653
155
126
542
100

157
37
151
184
146
213
247
102
121

N3
136
218

wmm'nmmwwmoc'nc'nmJ>ml:)>'n'nUmO'nUm'nE
C_)UI'"I"'If'f'lI'"IOOC‘)DD"'ID"‘IF"IWDOUJ"‘I"‘IDODI’"IDD"‘IE

(1) Importance
of Issues Raised

Actual
out of 33
5.42
16.67
19.13
15.28
19.58
21.50
16.65
10.41
10.02
25.96
20.13
17.01
24.43
15.74
4.22
17.60
9.92
16.51
19.36
20.65
22.07
21.22
14.57
15.90
9.53
14.42
16.81
21.04

(2) Issues Raised

Compared to

Citizens' Complaints

Actual
out of 14
1.57
7.49
6.69
5.50
6.19
5.45
7.31
4.76
4.78
4.96
4.65
6.97
4.93
4.88
2.66
7.08
4.56
5.29
6.12
5.48
5.66
6.68
5.10
6.36
3.52
6.20
6.62
6.00
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(1+2) Quality of
Issues Raised

Actual
out of 47
6.99
24.15
25.82
20.78
25.77
26.95
23.96
15.17
14.80
30.92
24.77
23.98
29.36
20.62
6.88
24.65
14.49
21.80
25.48
26.13
27.72
27.91
19.66
22.26
13.04
20.62
23.43
27.04
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Least Criminal

Record

Actual
out of 10
10
10
10
10
10
10
6
10
10
-5
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
-5
10
8
10
10
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PART Il

less than less than less than less than less than
E D M D E I A I I E D R E H E E I SCORE 100% to 80% 80% to 70% 70% to 60% 60% to 50% 50% to 35% 35%

<o (3 @EID 20 XD D &S

CONSTITUENCY NO. 001-E T0 038-E

. 1) Importance i i imi

s Total Score Attendance No. of Issues Raised o(f I)ssur;s it (zz:I::‘:Zsr::'t:d (Irge()su;:it:ezf Lea;tei:::;mal

> Citizens' Complaints

c

(7] (=]

_:=..=’ E’ Total

2 2 Actual Actual Issues Actual Actual Actual Actual

Zone 3 Councillor name Gender Party 3 !! out of 22 ! out of 14 Raised M out of 33 M out of 14 M out of 47 M out of 10

ShahdaraSouth | 001-E | Kiran Female | BJP . E|M s 14.54 C 0.72 28 F 7.03 F 3.12 F 10.15 F 10 A
Shahdara South | 002-E Vijay Kumar Male AAP Has not been ranked since he was elected mid-term
Shahdara South | 003-E | Saroj Female = BJP | 46.23 [E |Jj[ 52 16.78 B 2.40 62 F 9.41 F 4.32 F 13.73 F 10 A
Shahdara South | 004-E | Rajni Pandey Female = BJP [ 3720 [E | 56 | 9.06 E 114 36 F 9.23 F 3.91 F 13.13 F 10 A
Shahdara South | 005-E | Rajeev Kumar Male BJP | 60.91 C 29 | 16.87 B 8.21 169 E 16.42 E 6.36 E 22.78 E 10 A
Shahdara South | 006-E | Jugnu Female = BSP | 55.63 [ D || 38 | 16.63 B 4.94 10 E 13.97 E 5.31 E 19.28 E 10 A
Shahdara South | 007-E | Atul Kumar Gupta Male Bop [ 581 [ D [ 35 | 1752 B 8.57 158 E 13.88 E 6.24 E 20.12 E 10 A
Shahdara South  008-E Dhirender Kumar Male AAP Has not been ranked since he was elected mid-term
Shahdara South | 009-E | Shashi Chandna Female = BJP | 70.60 [ B [ m | 19.99 A 9.53 230 C 18.69 D 6.86 E 25.56 D 10 A
ShahdaraSouth | 010-E | Geeta Rawat Female = AAP [ 7218 [ B[] 7 | 19.08 A 11.04 318 B 20.92 C 5.53 E 26.45 D 10 A
ShahdaraSouth | 0O1-E  Bhavna Malik Female = BJP | 5329 [ D [ 43 | 18.35 A 6.63 169 E 16.56 D 5.08 E 21.64 E 2 F
Shahdara South | 012-E | Bipin Bihari Singh Male BJP | 5485 | D || 41 | 1484 C 4.74 94 F 15.21 E 5.52 E 20.73 E 10 A
Shahdara South | 013-E | Himanshi Pandey Female = BJP | 6177 | C 28 | 19.57 A 10.85 259 B 17.95 D 6.31 E 24.28 D 2 F
ShahdaraSouth | 014-E | Santosh Male Bop [ 5579 [ D [ 37 | 1277 D 8.21 201 E 17.90 D 5.12 E 23.02 E 10 A
ShahdaraSouth | 015-E  Neetu Tripathi Female =~ BJP | 55.29 | D [l 40 | 15.80 B 5.49 141 E 13.92 E 5.31 E 19.23 E 10 A
ShahdaraSouth | 016-E | Govind Aggarwal Male Bop [ 7am [ B |[MM| & | 2063 A 10.79 260 B 21.33 C 5.65 E 26.98 D 10 A
ShahdaraSouth | 017-E | Anju Female BJp [ 4662 [ E |JJj] 50 | 15.07 C 3.94 78 F 9.33 F 3.95 F 13.29 F 10 A
ShahdaraSouth | 018-E | Gunjan Gupta Female = BJP | 58.46 [ D |l 34 | 16.20 B 8.21 154 E 14.91 E 6.22 E 21.13 E 10 A
ShahdaraSouth | 019-E | Aparna Goel Female = BJP | 6297 | C 24 | 19.47 A 8.75 170 E 14.86 E 6.74 E 21.60 E 10 A
ShahdaraSouth | 020-E | BabitaKhanna Female = BJP | 7069 [ B [l 9 | 1856 A 10.68 270 B 18.73 D 7.19 D 25.93 D 10 A
ShahdaraSouth | 021-E = Sandeep Kapoor Male BJPp [ 7007 [ B [ 13 | 19.49 A 10.73 352 B 19.65 D 4.69 F 24.34 D 10 A
ShahdaraSouth | 022-E | Rekha Female = AAP [ 38.93 [E || 55 | 1276 D 1.75 80 F 7.07 F 4.41 F 1.47 F 10 A
ShahdaraSouth | 023-E | Deepak Malhotra Male BJP | 68.73 | C 15 | 19.64 A 10.50 270 B 18.18 D 4.97 E 23.15 E 10 A
Shahdara South | 024-E | Neema Bhagat Female = BJP | 3187 [F |JJj[ 59 | 773 F 0.56 14 F 8.42 F 2.17 F 10.59 F 10 A
Shahdara South  025-E = Romesh Chandra Gupta Male BJP | 6191 | C 27 | 19.16 A 8.63 166 E 16.17 E 4.85 F 21.02 E 10 A
ShahdaraSouth | 026-E | Kanchan Maheshwari Female = BJP | 69.23 | C 14 | 19.82 A 9.71 243 C 18.82 D 5.41 E 24.23 D 10 A
ShahdaraSouth | 027-E | Shyam Sunder Aggarwal Male BJp | 7067 | B || 10 | 19.86 A 9.05 220 C 19.92 C 8.30 E 26.22 D 10 A
ShahdaraNorth =~ 028-E | IndiraJha Female = BJP | 64.51 | C 20 | 19.77 A 8.50 231 C 15.90 E 5.1 E 21.01 E 10 A
Shahdara South | 029-E Sanjay Goyal Male Bop [ 7705 [ B | 1 | 1947 A 11.64 326 A 23.58 B 6.51 E 30.09 o 10 A
Shahdara South | 030-E = Geetika Pankaj Luthra Female = BJP | 3633 [ E [JJj[ 57 | 789 E 1.08 44 F 9.80 F 3.74 F 13.54 F 10 A
ShahdaraSouth | 031-E | Nirmal Jain Male Bop | 7705 B [l 2 18.39 A 13.75 517 A 24.84 B 4.22 F 29.06 c 10 A
ShahdaraNorth  032-E = Rinku Female INC [ 7019 | B | 12 | 19.48 A 10.49 268 B 19.87 C 4.84 F 24.71 D 10 A
ShahdaraNorth = 033-E | Vimlesh Female = AAP | 6259 | C 25 | 14.86 C 9.59 235 C 18.14 D 4.87 F 23.01 E 10 A
Shahdara North = 034-E | Mohini Female = AAP | 59.95 [ D [Jl[ 31 | 17.78 A 5.67 143 E 15.06 E 8.45 E 21.51 E 10 A
ShahdaraNorth  035-E | B.S.Panwar Male Bp [ 7390 [ B | 5 | 2122 A 1110 312 B 19.85 D 6.23 E 25.88 D 10 A
Shahdara North = 036-E Reena Maheshwari Female BJP 67.89 | C 17 20.95 A 9.10 224 C 16.80 D 5.64 E 22.44 E 10 A
ShahdaraNorth = 037-E | Parvesh Sharma Male Bop [ 72 [ B[ 8 | 1744 B 12.12 453 A 22.80 C 3.77 F 26.57 D 10 A
ShahdaraNorth  038-E = Suman Lata Female & BJP | 6232 | C 26 | 20.69 A 6.93 169 E 14.61 E 5.97 E 20.57 E 10 A

| 73 | 74



Zone

Shahdara North
Shahdara North
Shahdara North
Shahdara North
Shahdara North
Shahdara North
Shahdara North
Shahdara North
Shahdara North
Shahdara North
Shahdara North
Shahdara North
Shahdara North
Shahdara North
Shahdara North
Shahdara North
Shahdara North
Shahdara North
Shahdara North
Shahdara North
Shahdara North
Shahdara North
Shahdara North
Shahdara North
Shahdara North
Shahdara North

SCORE

Constituency No.

039-E
040-E
041-E
042-E
043-E
044-E
045-E
046-E
047-E
048-E
049-E
050-E
051-E
052-E
053-E
054-E
055-E
056-E
057-E
058-E
059-E
060-E
061-E
062-E
063-E
064-E

less than

100% to 80% 80% to 70%

less than
70% to 60%

less than
60% to 50%

less than

50% to 35%
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CONSTITUENCY NO. 039-E T0 064-E

Councillor name

Ajay Sharma

Reshma

Chaudhary Zubair Ahmad
Shakila Begum

Krishan Kumar Aggarwal
Gurjeet Kaur

Pramod Gupta

Durgesh Tiwari

Rekha Tyagi

Sazid

Kusum Tomar
Sachin Sharma
Kanahaiya Lal
Nirmla Kumari

Hari Prakash Bahadur
Bijendri

Reena Devi

Puneet Sharma
Parveen

Mohd. Tahir Hussain
Sushma Mishra
Satya Pal Singh
Neeta Bisht

Manoj Kumar Tyagi
Sahista

Gender

Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female

Female
Male
Female
Male
Male
Female
Male
Female
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male

Female

Party

BJP
AAP
INC
BSP
BJP
BJP
BJP
BJP

AAP

less than

35%

Total Score

out of 100

3

AAP

BJP

BJP

BJP
BJP

BJP

BJP

BJP

BJP

INC

AAP

BJP

BJP

BJP

AAP

AAP

51.86 |D B[ 46 |
4036 [ E |l 53 |
63.67 | C 22
53.62 [ D || 42 |
59.28 [ D || 33 |
5218 | D |[Jll[ 45 |
64.34 | C 21

| 58.06 [ D || 36 |

| 5315 [ D || 44 |

[ 5013 [ D | 47 |
65.18 | C 19
68.01 | C 16

| 55,60 [ D || 39 |

[48.29 [ E |J[ 48 |

[48.25 [ E |J[ 49 |
63.07 | C 23

[ 2413 [ F |Jj[ s0 |

[46.29 [E |l 5 |
60.21 | C 30

| 7359 [ B || & |

| 59.69 [ D | 32 |
67.27 | C 18

[ 3449 [ F || 58 |

|l 75

Attendance

Actual
out of 22
20.94
12.68

10.92
20.63
12.10
15.87
16.65

15.15
14.01
13.15
14.26
20.63
17.93
17.26
14.61
13.20
16.59
11.93
10.88
15.90
16.75
16.87
14.50
10.47
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No. of Issues Raised

of Issues Raised Compared to Issues Raised
Citizens' Complaints
Total
Actual Issues Actual Actual Actual Actual
out of 14 Raised out of 33 out of 14 out of 47 out of 10
11.46 341 A 20.59 C 5.63 E 26.21 D 10
6.57 170 E 14.07 E 3.94 F 18.01 E 10
Has not been ranked since he was elected mid-term
1.62 42 F 9.58 F 5.22 E 14.79 F 10
10.49 259 B 18.32 D 7.04 D 25.36 D 2
5.66 136 E 15.47 E 5.72 E 21.18 E 10
6.69 166 E 16.00 E 5.76 E 21.76 E 10
2.41 66 F 11.90 E 6.61 E 18.62 E 10
The councillor of this constituency resigned and since then no election has happened for this seat
8.56 238 C 19.04 D 6.38 E 25.42 D 10
6.21 160 E 17.13 D 5.80 E 22.93 E 10
6.09 149 E 15.99 E 3.26 F 19.26 E 10
2.35 59 F 15.38 E 3.64 F 19.02 E 10
7.60 183 D 16.01 E 5.78 E 21.79 E 10
10.19 242 B 18.63 D 5.87 E 24.49 D 10
5.67 147 E 12.16 E 5.73 E 17.89 E 10
2.17 58 F 12.26 E 5.85 E 18.1 E 10
2.95 77 F 13.01 E 4.68 F 17.69 E 10
7.65 184 D 16.96 D 6.71 E 23.67 D 10
0.00 0 F 0.00 F 0.00 F 0.00 F 10
5.85 145 E 12.29 E 5.46 E 17.75 E 7.5
7.72 181 D 16.85 D 4.73 F 21.59 E 10
13.45 536 A 22.83 C 4.89 F 27.71 D 10
6.69 180 E 16.03 E 6.12 E 22.15 E 10
10.56 263 B 20.41 C 6.44 E 26.84 D 10
0.42 16 F 6.24 F 4.64 F 10.88 F 10

(1) Importance

(2) Issues Raised

(1+2) Quality of

Least Criminal
Record
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CHAPTER 3

NOTE

FOR 2021 CONSOLIDATED REPORT CARD

(Councillors’ Overall Score from April 2017 to March 2021)

Prajausually publishesannualreport cards on councillors'performance for each financial year.

Considering that the last year F.Y. 2020-21 has been an exceptional one, and next year corporation
elections are being scheduled, Praja decided to publish a consolidated report card on councillors’
performance.

The durationforthereport card hasbeenconsideredfromF.Y. April2017to March 2021as the publicationis
intended to provide insights into councillors’ performance for this period and before the scheduled MCD
electionsin2022.

This will help both councillors and citizens to review the elected representative’'s performance in their
respective constituency on constitutional mandates.

Since thisis a consolidated report card, the councillors who have completed at least two years by March
2021have been consideredforscoring.

In order to compile the councillors’ performance from April 2017
to March 2021, the following guidelines have been followed

Councillorshave been evaluated on their performance for eachindividual year.

An overall weighted score has been given to each councillor for the consolidated period as an average of
their scoresin eachyearand the number of years served. This was done as few councillors were elected in
betweenthe period takenforthereport cardand were notable to serve forthe entire period.

Hence, to ensure uniform comparison and scoring for the consolidated period, the councillors’ score for
eachyearhasbeenaveraged out withthe numberof years served.

With regards to the cumulative and overall performance for the consolidated period, the score was
averaged with the number of years and further weighted with the number of councillors that served each
year.

For e.qg. If a councillor has not completed at least two years in the consolidated period, then they have not

beenincluded in the report card. Similarly, if a councillor has not served in a given year then they have not
beenincludedinthe cumulative and overall scoring forthat year.
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CHAPTER 4

THE METHODOLOGY

1. Matrix-Scale of Ranking

The Matrixto measure the performance of Municipal Councillorshas been designed by Praja, withinputs fromreputed
people, having sectoralknowledge in governance, social science, market researchand media.

Inordertodesigntheresearchandgetthe desired output, it wasimportanttoanswerthe following two questions:

a. Onwhatparametersshouldthe performance of Municipal Councillors be evaluated?
b. How should the research be designed in order to represent areas of each Municipal Councillors and consult the
right people?

Forthe first question; The Indian Democracy functions onrules and structures laid downin The Constitution of India,
adopted on the 26th November, 1949. The constitution has been amended on numerous occasions and various acts
have been passed and adopted by subsequent assemblies to strengthen the functioning of centre, state and local
self-government institutions. All these acts/ legislations with their base in the constitution give our elected
representatives the needed powers for functioning; have built the needed checks and balances; and serves as the
source of the terms of reference for the elected representatives on all aspects of their conduct as the people’s
representatives. Hence, the first parameter for evaluating the performance of Municipal Councillors is based solely
onthe mechanisms, instruments, duties and responsibilities of a councilloras mentioned in the Constitution of India
in particular, Itis particularly mentionedin the 12th Schedule of the Constitution of India that was introduced through
the 74th Amendments of the Constitution, and Delhi Municipal Corporation Act, 1957.

However; the Constitutionitself derives its power from the free will of its citizens as the document states that it has
been adopted, enacted and given to themselves by the people. The second question is answered by the citizens
themselves, through their constitutional right to vote. Voting every five years for the candidates who they feel are the
right fittorepresentthem, isaway forcitizensto make their perceptionknown.

The next few pages will elaborate the study design and details of the study conducted to judge the performance of
Municipal Councillorsin Delhi; but before we get into details, itisimportant to understand the sources of dataand its
broadusageintheranking matrix.

The followinginformation wasrequired tojudge the performance of each Municipal Councillorinthe city:

1. Some of the tangible parameters like an elected Municipal Councillors attendance in the Corporation and the
Committee Meetings, the number of issues raised she/he has raised in these forums, importance of those issues
raised, and utilisation of the fundsallotted to her/him.

2. Someparametersonher/hisbackgroundsuchaseducational qualification,incometaxrecords & criminalrecord
(ifany).

Once the areas of evaluation were finalised, it was important to decide upon the source which would best provide the
requiredinformation. The Right to Information(RTI)Act, 2005 was identified as the best source to gaininformationon
suchtangible factsabout the Elected Representatives.



The dataused forthese parametershave beencollected from below Government sources:

® oo oo

MCD, Website and State Election Commission, Delhi.

UnderRighttoInformation Act from Municipal Secretaries, MCD.

Citizen'sComplaints were taken fromthe 12 Zonal ControlRooms under Right to Information Act.
UnderRight toInformation Act from Engineering(Planning)& Accounts Department, MCD
UnderRighttoInformation Act from DelhiPolice.

It is very important to understand here that the matrix is objectively designed and provides no importance to the
political party of therepresentative orto any personal/politicalideology.

Criminalisation of politics in the country has been growing since independence and is a phenomenon which if not
checked now can destroy the democratic foundations of our nation. Hence personal criminal record related
parameters pertaining to the elected representative are taken into consideration such as: the FIR cases registered
against them as stated in the election affidavit; new FIR cases registered against them after being elected in the

currentterm;andimportant pending charge sheets.

Table 1: Scale for Ranking Performance for Councillor

Scale of Ranking

No.

1
A

O W >N

Tl | 100

Indicator

Present

Attendanceinthe Corporationand
Committee Meetings

Number of Issues Raised

Importance of Issue Raised
(Questions)Compared to Duties as
perMCD Act

Issues raised compared to
Citizen's Complaints

Total Discretionary Funds Utilised

Total
Past
EducationQualification

Income Tax

Criminal Record (as on December,
2020)

Total

Max %

22

14

33

14

88

10

12

Comments

Refer Point 3aon page 89 fordetails.

Against Group Percentage Rank. 14 being the top most
percentilesandsoontothelowestforQ.

ReferPoint 3c onpage 90 for details.

Refer Point 3d on page 90 for details

Refer Point 3e on page 91for details

Aminimum of 10th Pass-1;ifnot-0

Possessing PAN Card-1;ifnot-0

If the candidate has zero cases registered against her/
him, then10; else asbelow:

(1) Criminal Cases Registered excluding the following
charges: Murder, Rape, Molestation, Riot, Extortion-7

(2) Rest-0



Scale of Ranking

No. Indicator Max % Comments

3 Negative marking for new -5 Forany new FIRregistered during the year.
criminal cases registered during
the year

4 Negative marking for Charge -5 Forany Charge sheetinacriminal case.
sheet

5 Negative marking for no annual -5 This can be done on own website, newspaper, Praja
pro-active disclosures by the Website or any other source which should be announced
elected representatives of publicly.
Assets and Liabilities and
Criminal record (*) Also marks would be cut for wrong disclosures in the

above mentioned forums.

(*) This negative parameter on proactive disclosures has not been applied for the current year. But as one the primary
purpose of the Report card is to promote transparency amongst elected representatives, it is imperative that they
proactively provide personal information on their personal annual economic status and to emphasise their probity in

publ

2,

iclife, they should share everyyear theirupdated criminalrecord.

Parameters for Past Records as per Affidavit

Parameters for Past Recordsare based oninformationinthe electionaffidavit thatincludes educational, criminaland
financialrecords of Municipal Councillors. Total 12 Marks out of Maximum 100 marks are allocated for this parameter.

Education
If the elected representative has declared in his affidavit, education qualification as 10th pass or more then on
the scale one markisallocated, elsezero marksare given.

As adeveloping 21st century country, basic modern educationisanimportant criterion for human development.
Even atlowest clerical jobsin the government, the government insists on a minimum educational level. Going by
the same logic and the times, it is prudent that a similar yardstick be applied to our elected representatives.
However, we also believe that the educational parameter should be given a minimal weightage in the overall
scheme vis-a-vis other parameters, that are more crucial for judging performance of the elected
representatives.

Income Tax
Itis widely published and believed in India that annual income levels and wealth of those who are elected sees a

manifold increase in the few years when they represent. Marks are allocated for possessing a PAN card (one
mark), as per the affidavit; elseif not possessingaPAN card thanzero marks are allocated.

Criminal Record

Criminalisation of politicsis a sad reality. A significant number of elected representatives have a criminal record
i.e. 1)they have FIRs registered against them; 2) charge sheets filled; and 3) even convictions given by the courts
of law.

There is no excuse for not having moral probity in public life. It is the right of the citizens to have people
representingthemwith no criminalrecords. Hence the scheme of ranking hasintoaccount marks for people with
cleanrecords:
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i.  Thosewithabsolutelynocriminal FIRsregisteredare giventenmarks.

ii. Thosewith FIRsregisteredagainst, with cases containing the following charges: murder, rape, molestation, riot
and extortionare given zero marks.

iii. ThosewithotherFIRsregisteredagainst, otherthanthose mentionedinNo.iiabove, are given seven marks.

We have negative markings as explained in No. 4 below for other parameters related to crime records like charge
sheet.

Kindly note that allocating scoring for each individual case would have been complex, instead scoring for cases after
them being categorisedasabove seemed morelogicaland hence number of individual cases are not of thatimportant
butthe category of case needed for the scoring.

3. ParametersforPresentPerformanceinthe Corporationand Committee Meetings

Inanindirect, representative democracy like India’s, citizens elect their representatives so that they can represent
themin the various houses of legislation and deliberate onissues related to the citizens. This can ensure legislations
are formulated under the guidelines of and using the mechanisms of the constitution. Thus it is very clear that the
weightagesinthe performance scale have tobe more biased to these functions of the elected representatives.

a. Attendance
The mandate given by citizens to the representatives is to attend the business of the respective legislative
houses. It is hence prudent that the representatives attend 100% or near to 100% sessions of their respective
houses. Hencethe markingisbased on percentage of attendance: 100% getting 22 while 0% getting zero.

However, in the MCD a councillor is always a member of the Corporation and a particular Ward Committee, and
apartfromthat some of the councillorsare members of various committeesviz:

1. GeneralBodyMeeting(GBM) 15. Municipal Accounts Committee
2. StandingCommittee 16. Codeof Conduct for Councillors Committee
3. EducationCommittee 17.  Central Ward Committee
4. Rural AreaCommittee 18. Najafgarh Ward Committee
5. Assurance Committee 19. SouthWard Committee
6. Appointments Promotions, Disciplinary & Allied 20. WestWard Committee
Matters Committee 21. Cityand SadarPaharganjCommittee
7.  Works Committee 22. CivilLine Ward Committee
8. MedicalRelief & Public HealthCommittee 23. KarolBaghWard Committee
9. EnvironmentManagement Services Committee 24. NarelaWard Committee
10. GardenCommittee 25. RohiniWard Committee
1. Law& General Purposes Committee 26. KeshavpuramWard Committee
12. HindiCommittee 27. ShahdaraNorth Ward Committee
13. SportsPromotions & Allied Matters Committee 28. ShahdaraSouth Ward Committee

14. HighPowered Property Taxes Committee

Thus, it is understood that there can be two categories of councillors and they need to be allocated the 22 marks in
different ways:

ATTENDANCE

Councillor Corporation General Body Ward Committee Different Committee Total
Meetings (GBM) Meetings Meetings (mentioned above)

Category A 13 9 N.A. 22

Category B 10 6 6 22



b. NumberoflissuesRaised
There cannot be really a set benchmark for the right number of issues raised that have to be asked by a
representative. However given the range and complexity of issues that our country is facing, it is necessary for
the representative to raise as many issues as they can, necessary for the citizens. Hence to stimulate the
representativestoask maximum number of issuesraised the scale uses the percentile system for scoring.

Devicesused forasking’lssues Raised’'that have been consideredinthe marking:

«  SupplementaryQuestion

«  DiscussiononaMatterof Publiclmportance

«  Resolutionsunder provisionto Sec 74

«  AdjournedMeetings

«  Motioninrespectof certain matter

«  PointofOrder

« ListofBusiness

+  Amendment

«  MatterofPrivilege

«  ShortNotice Questions(Rule-32)

« DMCAct1957:Sec81(2)

«  Question

« IssuesRaised-Statutory Committees(Ward-12, Other-10)
«  SpecialCommittees-36 AdHoc Committees-35

The marking for this section is out of amaximum 14 marks and is given to the councillor with the maximum number of

issuesraised. The markinghereisdoneagainst Group Percentage Rank:
14beingthe top most percentileandsoontothelowestfor0.

c. Importance of Issue Raised(Questions) Compared to Duties as per MCD Act

The Delhi Municipal Corporationis not the sole authority in carrying out all Civic duties. In fact, there are certain
duties which don't fall within the ambit of the Municipal Corporation. Water, Sewage, and Electricity, for example,
come under the responsibility of the State. Similarly the issues relating to Big Roads/Highways are the
responsibility of the Central/State Government, while the issue of small roads only comes under the Municipal
Corporation. Similaris the case with Educationand Health. Primary Education and Public & Primary Health come
under the jurisdiction of the Municipal Corporation and Secondary Education and rest come under the
Centre/State. National Capital Territory (NCT) Delhi Act 1991 and MCD Delhi Act 1957 under section (42 & 43)
definesobligatoryanddiscretionary functions of Corporation.

Based on the above classifications the weightages for the importance of the issues raised has been designated
as below from the total marks out of 100 in the overall scale. Further they have been weighted with the group
percentage fornumber of questionsaskedineachcategory.

Issues/Duties Obligatory Discretionary State/Central Total

Marks 16 1 6 33

d. Issuesraised comparedto Citizen Complaints
MCD has developed a system for tracking, recording citizen complaints. As citizens’ representatives, it is
expected that Municipal Councillors also raise issues to resolve citizens'issues(complaints). Hence the current
parameterisbasedoncomparingissuesraised by councillorsrelated to the citizen complaintsbased on the data
collected by filing RTIs to all 12 zones of the Municipal Corporation of Delhi. Four years data has been taken from
Municipal Corporation of Delhi (April 2017 to March 2021) for complaints and deliberations. The data helped in
understandingthe trendsthatare prevalentregarding the registration of civic complaints.
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The departments of MCD that are covered under this criteria are as follows: Buildings, Colony officer, Drainage,
Estate, Garden, License, MCD related, Pest control, Roads, Shop and Establishment (S & E), Solid Waste
Management(SWM), Storm Water Drainage, Toilet, etc.

Amaximum of 14 marks have beenallocated for this parameter.

e. Utilisation of Discretionary Funds from April 2017 to March 2021
Municipal councillors are allotted discretionary funds in each financial year and they can spend the funds as per
theirdiscretion, on certain specified development workin their constituencies. Itisnecessary that the fundsare
utilised in a planned and phased manner to achieve optimal results. Hence, the marks given are based on
percentage of the funds utilised (booked) out of the maximum allotted, in each financial year. Below is the
marking systemfordiscretionary funds utilisation:
(1) 100%(or more)to91% - five marks;
(2) 90% to76% -fourmarks;
(3) 75%t061% -three marks;
(4) 80% to51% -two marks;
(5) 50% and below-zeromarks.

Note for MCD Councillors’ Discretionary Funds: Below is the table which shows the funds allotted to the
councillors of each MCDs:

Year 2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21
NDMC 25 Lakhs 50 Lakhs 25 Lakhs 0
SDMC 50 Lakhs 50 Lakhs 50 Lakhs 50 Lakhs
EDMC 0 0 30 Lakhs 0

Thetable showcases that there have beenirregularitiesinallocating funds to NDMC and EDMC councilllors from 2017-
18 to 20-21. Inaresponse to our RTl application, we discovered that no funds were allotted to EDMC councillorsin the
F.Y. 2017-18, 2018-19 and 2020-21 due to lack of adequate budget. For NDMC, an RTI response from DCA (Accounts)
stated thatnofundshave beenallocatedtothe councillorsinF.Y.2020-21.

Inregards to utilisation of funds data, our RTlapplication to SDMC for 2019-20 and 2020-21were transferred to zones
andnofurtherresponse hasbeengiventowardsourapplicationasonSeptember2021.

Considering that this a consolidated report card of four years of the councillors’term, these irregularities in the fund
allotmenthasledustonot consider fund utilisation marksfor thisyear’s Delhi councillors'report card.

4, Parametersfor Negative Marking

If there has been a new FIR registered against the elected representative after his election then this is matter of
concern;andhence out of the marks earned by the representative, five marks would be deducted.

Do note that in the process of allocating marks, it does not take into account number of new criminal FIR cases, but
simply takesintoaccountevenasingle occurrence of aFIRforallocatingmarks based onthe severity of the crime.

Negative marking for Charge Sheetregistered
A charge sheet signifies prima facie evidence in the case. This is again a serious concern for moral probity of the
representative. Hence out of the marks earned by the representative, five marks would be deducted.
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Do note that in the process of allocating marks does not take into account number of criminal charge sheets, but
simply takesintoaccountevenasingle occurrence forallocatingmarks based onthe severity of the crime.

Negative marking for no annual pro-active disclosures by the elected representatives of Assets and Liabilitiesand

Criminalrecord
As perthe election commission norms the candidate standing for elections have to file an affidavit detailingamongst

otherthings, theirownassetandliabilitiesand criminal records. The candidate who gets elected later, does not share
thisinformation with his constituency or the election commission untiland unless he/she stands for re-election or for
a new election on different seat or post. However given the need of the time, we feel that it is necessary that the
elected representatives proactively make their assets and liabilities(income status)and criminal records available to
their constituencies at the end of every financial year when they are representing. This can be done through
Newspapers or other Public Medias or through their own Websites or through Praja Website. This will bring larger
transparency.
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THE FOUR
LION TORCH

The four lions of the Ashoka Pillar,
symbolising power, courage, pride and
confidence are the ethos behind the Indian
Republic asembedded in our Constitution.
We salute the top 3 ranking Municipal
Councillors of Municipal Corporations of
Delhi as torch bearers of this idea. They
have topped the list on an objective
ranking system as explained earlier in this
report card, performing more efficiently
relative totheir peers. JaiHind.

| o5



PRAJAS PRAJAS

Councillor Councillor
Report Card 2021 Report Card 2021
Delhi Delhi
FULL REPORT HIGHLIGHTS

THE CONSTITUTION OF INDIA

WE, THE PEOPLE OF INDIA,
HAVING SOLEMNLY RESOLVED
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SOVEREIGN SOCIALIST SECULAR
DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC AND TO
SECURE TO ALL ITS CITIZENS:
JUSTICE, SOCIAL, ECONOMIC
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AMONG THEM ALL FRATERNITY
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INDIVIDUAL AND THE UNITY AND
INTEGRITY OF THE NATION.
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