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MAKING DEMOCRACY WORK

Founded in 1998, the PRAJA Foundation is a non-partisan
voluntary organisation which empowers the citizen to participate
in governance by providing knowledge and enlisting people’s
participation. PRAJA aims to provide ways in which the citizen
can get politically active and involved beyond the ballot box,
thus promoting transparency and accountability.

Concerned about the lack of awareness and apathy of the
local government among citizens, and hence the disinterest
in its functioning, PRAJA seeks change. PRAJA strives to
create awareness about the elected representatives and their
constituencies. It aims to encourage the citizen to raise his/
her voice and influence the policy and working of the elected
representative. This will eventually lead to efforts being directed
by the elected representatives towards the specified causes of
public interest.

The PRAJA Foundation also strives to revive the waning
spirit of Mumbai City, and increase the interaction between
the citizens and the government. To facilitate this, PRAJA has
created www.praja.org, a website where the citizen can not
only discuss the issues that their constituencies face, but can
also get in touch with their elected representatives directly.
The website has been equipped with information such as:
the issues faced by the ward, the elected representatives, the
responses received and a discussion board, thus allowing an
informed interaction between the citizens of the area.

PRAJA’s goals are: empowering the citizens, elected
representatives & government with facts and creating
instruments of change to improve the quality of life of
the citizens of India. PRAJA is committed to creating a
transparent, accountable and efficient society through
people’s participation.
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The People of India have had Elected Representatives representing them in
various bodies from the parliament to the panchayat for the last 60 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 we would govern
ourselves. In the last three decades we have seen a steady decline in the
quality of governance due to various reasons, prime amongst them being
commercialisation of politics and criminalisation of politics. This has created a
huge governance deficit in our country.

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

The time when the citizen has a ‘real’ say is during elections which happen
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 of a continuous dialogue and appraisal of the
working of the elected representatives.

It is this need of continuous dialogue and appraisal that made Praja develop
this Report Card.

Performance Appraisal of Elected Representatives has become the need of
the hour.

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

This Report Card covers the working and performance of the 227 elected
Municipal Councillors of Mumbai for the period of April 2015 to March 2016;
data from the affidavits filed by the Councillors with the election commission;
updated data on criminal records (till December 2015); and results of an
opinion poll across the City of Mumbai.

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

At every elections people vote in ‘Hope’ that the new government will work
towards improving their Quality of Life, promises are made with magnificent
manifestos with claims of making Mumbai into Singapore, Shanghai, etc.

Post the elections the same story continues, a bare minimum is done to just
maintain the ‘Status Quo’. The government only responds to Crises or when
there is a fire (literally when Deonar was burning).

As you are aware that PRAJA has been tracking for the last six years the
working of several important and crucial departments that concern the Citizens
and directly impacts their Quality of life.
The Municipal budget has nearly doubled from 20,417 crores in 2010-11 to
nearly 37,052 crores in 2016-17. Has that bought any significant improvement
for the citizens of this City? Sadly, NO.

o In Health (April 2012 to March 2016):
o 25,067 people have died due to TB (Tuberculosis).
o There has been a 213% increase in dengue cases and 61% rise in
dengue deaths.
° In Education:

o In 2010-11 there were 4,37,863 children in the municipal schools, in
2014-15 there were 3,97,085 children only, and there has been a drop in
retention even though in the same time period the education budget has
gone from 1761 crores in 2010-11 to 2630 crores in 2015-16.

e  Citizens’ Complaints:

o  Citizens’ complaints which should be resolved in three days is being
resolved in 13 days.

o ‘Voice of Citizen’ portal an online tool that was used by citizens
widely to register complaints relating to roads (namely potholes)
since 2012. It brought in 81% hike in potholes’ complaints registered
in 2012. MCGM, without rolling out an equivalent platform closed off
‘Voice of Citizen’ in 2015.

This data exemplifies the malaise and lack of Governance in most of the
departments of the Municipal Corporation.

If we compare this with the workings of our elected representatives since 2012
e Only 39 questions were asked on TB.

e  Only eight questions were asked on Dropouts in schools.

e  Only 38 questions were asked on Potholes.

° Nine questions (Feb’12 to Jan’16) were asked on Deonar dumping grounds
before the fire and another nine post the fire (in two months).

MUMBAI REPORT CARD

e One out of every eight questions were on renaming of roads & chowks.
e There are 10 councillors who have not asked a single question last year.

This reflects the true picture of performance of our elected representatives and
their total failure to improve the quality of life of the citizens of this city.

Praja continues to hold a mirror every year to our Elected Representatives (ERs)
through our annual rating of Municipal Councillors in the hope that they would
better Govern the city.

This year’s rating are the last for this term and like every year are based on an
objective and comprehensive:

e Thetop three performers are Santosh Dhuri (83.47 %), Hemangi Chemburkar
(81.27%), and Prajakta Vishwasrao (81.17%).

e  Ameet Satam, Ashok Patil, Manisha Chaudhari, Rahul Shevale, Selvan
Tamil, Sunil Prabhu are occupying not only the seat of a municipal councillor
but also are MLAs/MPs why should an individual be occupying two such
‘constitutional’ posts?

Often ERs have cited the excuse of ‘actually working’ for not participating

actively in committees, however, if this really was the case then the effects

of this so-called work would definitely be seen in their localities. But the data
above shows that there is a clear disconnect between the promised good
governance and the reflected reality.

The constitutional role of an ER is deliberation — mainly because only effective
deliberation can frame the way for focused solution-driven dialogue. However,
the emphasis of the city’s leadership on replacing and reacting rather than
improving and evolving governance is the crux of the problem. A clear example
is the Deonar disaster, when the administration only started raising issues after
the incident. All of this leads back to the core of the problem — disengaged ERs
and un-accountable administration.

Even if we were to put these statistics aside for a moment, the sad picture of
the crater-filled road leading to the BMC headquarters itself speaks volumes for
the reflected reality of the city.

Good governance is basically an engaged, accountable, transparent government
which employs all devices and tools at its disposal to best address citizen
concerns proactively. So the question that arises is, doesn’t Mumbai deserve
this kind of leadership? One Mumbai Councillor represents approximately 54,812
people and thus a critical evaluation of their performance is not only extremely
important but rather a necessity.

Nitai Mehta, Managing Trustee, Praja Foundation
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&irrone FUR DIE FREIHEIT
Narotam Sekhsaria Foundation
European Union

Madhu Mehta Foundation

Tata Trusts have supported Praja Foundation in this project. The Trusts
TATA TRUSTS believe in a society of well-informed citizens and it is to this effect that
Tata Trusts supports Praja’s efforts to communicate with and enable
citizens to interact with their administration through innovative and
effective methods.

SIR DORABJI TATA TRUST* SIR RATAN TATA TRUST
JAMSETJI TATA TRUST +N.R. TATA TRUST+ J.R.D. TATA TRUST
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ASSESSING THE PERFORMANCE OF

MUNICIPAL COUNCILLORs OBJECTIVELY

The air in India is thick with criticism of politicians. The question that arises
is: how can the performance of our elected representatives be assessed
objectively? Surely the right way cannot be by asking them for their opinion
of themselves. Nor is it adequate to get a few political pundits (who may have
their own angles) to evaluate them.

The only way such an assessment can be done in a manner that is, and is
seen to be, unbiased and credible, is through a systematic and transparent
study undertaken independently by respected professionals. That is precisely
what The Praja Report Card seeks to accomplish.

The ratings of the Municipal Councillors’s are based on:

(a) Data accessed through RTI on attendance of different Committee Meetings
of the Municipal Corporation, number and type of questions raised, use of
discretionary funds, etc.

(b) Personal interviews with 25,215 citizens of Mumbai conducted by a
reputed survey research organisation, to investigate the views of citizens
on their elected representatives.

We believe the Report Card is an important step forward in promoting
accountability and transparency in the political governance of the country.

K.M.S. (TITOO) AHLUWALIA,
Formerly Chairman & CEO of A.C. Nielsen ORG-MARG

MUNICIPAL COUNCILLORS 2016
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MUMBAI'S
227 COUNCILLORs
AND THEIR
RANKINGS

MUMBAI REPORT CARD

Note:
(1) Ranking of Snehal S. Ambekar(SS) for Constituency no. 194 is not available as she is
Mayor from September 2014.

MUNICIPAL
COUNCILLOR PARTY DETAILS

Snehal S. Ambekar, Mayor, Mumbai

aeN

SS

(2) The ranking of Councillors for Constituency no. 99, 147 & 156 is not available as these
councillors have been suspended. Councillors for Constituency no. 99, 147 & 156 was
elected in between the current financial year and hence has not been consider for the
ranking.

(8) While reading the ratings of the councillors in the next pages kindly note the following:

(A) The parameter indicating Quality of Questions is summation of scores for ‘Importance of
questions asked by issues raised in the question’ (max. marks - 18) and ‘Issues raised
compared to Citizen’s Complaints (max. marks - 10), while certain individual parameters
(Discretionary Funds, Education Qualification, Income Tax, Awareness & Accessibility,
Corruption Index and Broad Measures) are not shown separately.

(B) 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%

(b) Grade ‘B’ - Less than 80% but more than or equal to 70%
(¢) Grade ‘C’ - Less than 70% but more than or equal to 60%
(d) Grade ‘D’ - Less than 60% but more than or equal to 50%
(e) Grade ‘E’ — Less than 50% but more than or equal to 35%
() Grade ‘F’ - Less than 35%.

(C) Every Municipal Councillor is a member of BMC General Body and their respective Ward
Committee.

(D) Shift: denotes reason of major movement in ranks from 2015 to 2016.

(4) Note ("): Till, 2014 number of questions asked had 15 marks which from 2015 has been
reduced to 10 marks and 'Participation in Discussions' in the corporation meetings
has been included as a new parameter.

MUNICIPAL COUNCILLORS 2016
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NO. OF QUALITY OF
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS

COUNCILLOR

A C

5 940 A 968 D 16.22

Age: 33 yrs, Edu.: HSC, Maharashtra Board Technical Education
Ward: R/North, Area: Kandarpada - I. C. Colony, Constituency No.: 1

ey

Age: 42 yrs, Edu.: B.A., Public Relation and Journalism
Ward: R/North, Area: Gaondevi - Dahisar (E), Constituency No.: 2

E
Age: 38 yrs, Edu.: Bachelor of Architecture

Ward: R/North, Area: Ketkipada - Shailendra Nagar, Constituency No.: 3
A

MUMBAI REPORT CARD MUNICIPAL COUNCI

A

12.02 A 9.31 D 15.92

D

733 C 639 D 16.18

D

1218 F 173 C 18.60

Age: 48 yrs, Edu.: S.Y.B.Com.
Ward: R/North, Area: Vaishali Nagar, Constituency No.: 4

LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
RECORD PERFORMANCE

21.96

Shift: Attendance

22.55

Shift: Quality of questions; Perceived
Performance

21.53

Shift: Quality of questions

A C

F -7 C 18.31

Shift: No. of questions; Quality of
questions; Withdrawal Criminal Cases

LLORS 2016
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE
COUNCILLOR

E E

C 929 F 310 D 1548 F -5 B 21.07

Age: 44 yrs, Edu.: B. Com, Journalism Certificate Course
Ward: R/North, Area: Ashokvan - Chintamani Nagar, Constituency No.: 5

. 42
5 : 183

Age: 74 yrs, Edu.: B.Sc., B.Ed.
Ward: R/North, Area: Ambawadi - Ovari Pada, Constituency No.: 6

C | e 79 A . C
= . A 5 B 21.85
Age: 49 yrs, Edu.: B.AM.S., M.D. Ayurveda

Ward: R/North, Area: Mandapeshwar, Constituency No.: 7
B 1145 F 1.73 E 13.82 2213

Shift: Attendance; No. of questions;
Quality of questions

Shift: Quality of questions; Perceived
Performance

B 1142 F 105 F 3.00 A 5 B 23.38

C

Shift: Attendance; No. of questions;
Quality of questions

B

Age: 43 yrs, Edu.: Upto SSC
Ward: R/Central, Area: Gorai - M.H.B. Colony (Old), Constituency No.: 8

MUMBAI REPORT CARD MUNICIPAL COUNCILLORS 2016 23



NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE

MUNICIPAL

COUNCILLOR

D B A

F
D

823 A 954 B 2009 A 5 C 18.35

Age: 54 yrs, Edu.: B.Sc.

Ward: R/Central, Area: Govind Nagar, Constituency No.: 9

-
C 97% B 712 E 1374 A 5 D 17.15

Age: 32 yrs, Edu.: HSC Shift: Attendance; Quality of questions;
Ward: R/Central, Area: Daulat Nagar, Nancy Colony, Constituency No.: 10 Perceived Performance

B 11.08 E 470 D 1679 A

Shift: Attendance; No. of questions

A B

NCP

C

D 16.40

Age: 58 yrs, Edu.: Seventh, Ward: R/Central

Area: Bansi Nagar - Tata Power House, Constituency No.: 11

C

A

B 1148 D 529 D 16.01 A 5 D 17.55

Age: 58 yrs, Edu.: HSC Shift: Attendance; No. of questions;

Ward: R/Central, Area: Datta Pada, Constituency No.: 12 Qualityefiqusstions IRerzalved
Performance

MUMBAI REPORT CARD MUNICIPAL COUNCILLORS 2016 25



NO. OF
QUESTIONS

QUALITY OF
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS

COUNCILLOR

LEAST CRIMINAL

PERCEIVED

RECORD PERFORMANCE

D E

C 1041 C

6.52 B

22.05

Age: 42 yrs, Edu.: HSC, Ward: R/Central
Area: Rajendra Nagar, Khatav Estate, Constituency No.: 13

Age: 54 yrs, Edu.: SSC

Ward: R/Central, Area: Borivali TPS 3 - Kora Kendra, Constituency No.: 14

- 9.75 F
Age: 69 yrs, Edu.: B.A. (Economics), B.Com.

Ward: R/Central, Area: Eksar - Yogi Nagar, Constituency No.: 15

B

Kanti Park, Constituency No.: 16

A 1276 F 173 C 18.51

2.51 E 11.71

D F

11.70 F 310 C 18.21

Age: 60 yrs, Edu.: SSC
Ward: R/Central, Area: Chikuwadi -

26 MUMBAI REPORT CARD

C 19.17

Shift: Attendance; No. of questions;
Quality of questions; Chargesheet

18.69

Shift: No. of questions

19.85

Shift: Attendance; Quality of questions

F B

F 0 C

20.27

Shift: Attendance; Quality of questions

MUNICIPAL COUNCILLORS 2016
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MUNICIPAL
COUNCILLOR

28

Age: 40 yrs, Edu.: B.Com. (Part 2), Ward: R/Central
Area: Charkop (North), M.H.B. Colony (New), Constituency No.: 17

Age: 59 yrs, Edu.: FY.B.Com, Ward: R/South
Area: Charkop (South) - Kandivali (West), Constituency No.: 18

Age: 27 yrs, Edu.: B.M.S., M.M.S. Part 2 (Appeared)
Ward: R/South, Area: Charkop-Industrial Estate, Constituency No.: 19

Age: 60 yrs, Edu.: Eleventh
Ward: R/South, Area: Mahavir Nagar - Dhanukar Wadi, Constituency No.: 20

MUMBAI REPORT CARD

EN -E-

Grade w

13.34

A 13.72

B 11.88

C 914

NO. OF
QUESTIONS

8.72

C 6.52

F 251

D 584

MUNICIPAL COUNCILLORS 2016

QUALITY OF
QUESTIONS

B

E 10.05

D 15.29

C

B 20.21

LEAST CRIMINAL
RECORD

A

A 5

PERCEIVED
PERFORMANCE

C 18.81

Shift: Quality of questions; Perceived

Performance

A

A 5

C

C 20.35

Shift: Attendance; Perceived

Performance

A

A 5

C

D 17.29

Shift: Quality of questions; Perceived

Performance

A

A 5

C

C 20.66

Shift: No. of questions; Perceived

Performance
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE

1269 A 990 C 17.30 20.40

MUNICIPAL

COUNCILLOR

A D

Age: 51 yrs, Edu.: B.Com, Ward: R/South, Area: Narwane Sanskrutik Centre -
Aarya Chanakya Nagar, Constituency No.: 21

l -

A 1410 B 799 C 18.5 A 2476

Shift: Other Councillor movement

Age: 45 yrs, Edu.: HSC, Ward: R/South

Area: Poisar Village (West) - Kandivali (East), Constituency No.: 22 Sl A D

Cc 9.01 A 945 C 18.32 17.85

Shift: Attendance; Quality of questions;
Perceived Performance

A

Age: 31 yrs, Edu.: EY.B.Com, Ward: R/South
Area: Poisar (East), Rajaram Nagar - Ashok Nagar, Constituency No.: 23

A A C F C

B 1095 C 6.84 B 2071 F -5 B 21.38

Age: 37 yrs, Edu.: T.Y.B.Com, Ward: R/South, Area: Samata Nagar -
Dattani Park - Mahindra & Mahindra Company, Constituency No.: 24

MUMBAI REPORT CARD MUNICIPAL COUNCILLORS 2016 31
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE

COUNCILLOR

A A B

C 1029 A 972 B 1999 A 5 B 21.08

Age: 49 yrs, Edu.: B.H.M.S.
Ward: R/South, Area: Damupada, Constituency No.: 25

C

F 0 C 19.51

Age: 27 yrs, Edu.: B.Com, M.B.A. (Appeared), Ward: R/South

Area: Vadarpada Colony - Gautam Nagar, Constituency No.: 26 Sl NG, @GS

B 1159 F 1.05 E 10.28

Age: 57 yrs, Edu.: SSC, Ward: R/South
Area: Devji Bhimji Colony - Paras Nagar, Constituency No.: 27

A 1289 D 529 C 1744 F 0 Cc 19.77

Age: 40 yrs, Edu.: D.H.M.S.

Ward: R/South, Area: Irani Wadi - Kandivali (W), Constituency No.: 28 S Cleliy e e cais

MUMBAI REPORT CARD MUNICIPAL COUNCILLORS 2016
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE
COUNCILLOR

13.55 A 9.2 17.15 20.70

Age: 52 yrs, Edu.: HSC, Ward: P/North, Area: Manori Marve,
Erangel, Akse, Daravali Village, Madh Island, Constituency No.: 29

Shift: No. of questions; Quality of
questions; Perceived Performance

Age: 55 yrs, Edu.: SSC, Ward: P/North, Area: Valnai Village, Kharodi Village,

Malvani Colony, Constituency No.: 30
934 A 986 D 15.63 20.56

A C

C

Age: 50 yrs, Edu.: HSC, Ward: P/North Shift: Quality of questions; Perceived

Area: Adarsh Dugdhalaya - Evershine Nagar, Constituency No.: 31 Performance
B 11.04 F 1.73 E 1039 A 18.43

Age: 65 yrs, Edu.: SSC, Ward: P/North
Area: Bhadaran Nagar - Mamaledar Wadi, Constituency No.: 32

Shift: No.of questions; Quality of
questions

MUMBAI REPORT CARD MUNICIPAL COUNCILLORS 2016
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE

COUNCILLOR

A C

ZIRCEN <<
C

9.61 D 5684 E 1141 A 5 C 19.28

Age: 70 yrs, Edu.: L.C.E.H. (Mumbai)

Ward: P/North, Area: Pushpa Park, Constituency No.: 33 St (2. e st

A 1409 F 310 B 20.68 17.66

Age: 53 yrs, Edu.: SSC Shift: Attendance; No. of questions;
Ward: P/North, Area: Tanaji Nagar, Constituency No.: 34 Quality of questions

F 105 D 14.91 17.81

A 1255 F 2.51 D 14.83 20.57

Age: 40 yrs, Edu.: Upto Twelfth Shift: Quality of questions; Perceived
Ward: P/North, Area: Malad Hill Reservoir, Constituency No.: 36 Performance; New FIR

Age: 59 yrs, Edu.: Matriculation
Ward: P/North, Area: Appa Pada, Constituency No.: 35

36 MUMBAI REPORT CARD MUNICIPAL COUNCILLORS 2016 37
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE
COUNCILLOR

¥ ss

C 18.69

Age: 43 yrs, Edu.: Fifth
Ward: P/North, Area: Municipal colony Malad (East), Constituency No.: 37

= E

Age: 35 yrs, Edu.: HSC, Ward: P/North
Area: Dhanjiwadi - Narsobawadi - Kokanipada, Constituency No.: 38

DR -
= A

Age: 37 yrs, Edu.: B.Com
Ward: P/North, Area: Pimpri Pada - Pathanwadi, Constituency No.: 39

H A
=] A

Age: 44 yrs, Edu.: B.Sc., L.L.B.
Ward: P/North, Area: Raheja Complex - Dindoshi, Constituency No.: 40

D A B

563 F 310 C 1694 A 5 C 20.51

Shift: No. of questions; Quality of
questions; Perceived Performance

5 C

1432 E 410 C 1843 A 19.17

Shift: No. of questions; Quality of

questions
5 C

1395 A 904 C 1954 A

A C

18.04

Shift: Other Councillor movement
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE
COUNCILLOR

8.7 6.5 16.78 18.48

Age: 45 yrs, Edu.: D.M.E.
Ward: P/North, Area: Makrani Pada, Constituency No.: 41

EF l l
F

367 A 995 D 16.22 16.83

Shift: Attendance; Quality of questions;
Perceived Performance

Age: 47 yrs, Edu.: Eighth, Ward: P/North e N, Gl el
Area: Liberty Garden - Nadiyadwalla Colony, Constituency No.: 42 -No-otq ’

C 9.61 E 410 E 11.28 17.60

Shift: Attendance; No. of questions;
Quality of questions; Perceived

Age: 50 yrs, Edu.: SSC
Ward: P/North, Area: New Collectors Colony, Constituency No.: 43
Performance

D 776 D 584 D 14.51 15.29

Age: 43 yrs, Edu.: Fourth, Ward: P/North

Area: New Collectors Compound, M.H.B. Colony, Constituency No.: 44 Silialau ek GG
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NO. OF
QUESTIONS

QUALITY OF

MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS

COUNCILLOR

D 762 D 529 D

B.

497 E 1293

Age: 26 yrs, Edu.: S.Y.B.Com (Appeared)
Ward: P/South, Area: Sunder Nagar - Piramal Nagar, Constituency No.: 45

A

A 1267 E

C.

B 1146 D

Age: 41 yrs, Edu.: T.Y.B.Com
Ward: P/South, Area: Dindoshi - Pandurangwadi, Constituency No.: 46

529 B

20.72

Age: 37 yrs, Edu.: HSC
Ward: P/South, Area: Aarey Colony (East), Constituency No.: 47

F.

Age: 47 yrs, Edu.: HSC, Ward: P/South,
Area: Nirlon-Krushi Vidyapeeth - Jaiprakash Nagar, Constituency No.: 48

MUMBAI

REPORT CARD

LEAST CRIMINAL

PERCEIVED

RECORD PERFORMANCE

A 5 C 20.16

Shift: Attendance; Quality of questions

A 5 C 19.53

Shift: Attendance; No. of questions;
Quality of questions; Perceived
Performance

.B
5

B 21.35

A

A

Shift: Attendance; No. of questions;
Quality of questions

MUNICIPAL COUNCILLORS 2016
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE
COUNCILLOR

D D

R - d o

C 913 D 529 B 20.40 18.44

Age: 49 yrs, Edu.: Upto SSC, Ward: P/South Shift: Quality of questions
Area: Unnat Nagar - Motilal Nagar No. 2 & 3, Constituency No.: 49 ’ yorq

SS A 1223 E 470 C 1841 18.75

Age: 52 yrs, Edu.: HSC
Ward: P/South, Area: Shastri Nagar- Bangur Nagar, Constituency No.: 50

Age: 46 yrs, Edu.: SSC, Ward: P/South
Area: Motilal Nagar No.1 - B.E.S.T. Bus Depot, Constituency No.: 51

n

B 1063 E 360 E 13.41 18.69

Shift: No. of questions;
Quality of questions;

Shift: Other Councillor movement

B 1128 A 817 C 17.89 19.78

>
>
T

Shift: Quality of questions

Age: 48 yrs, Edu.: B.A.
Ward: P/South, Area: Siddharth Nagar - Jawahar Nagar, Constituency No.: 52

MUMBAI REPORT CARD MUNICIPAL COUNCILLORS 2016
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE
COUNCILLOR

INDEPENDENT

Age: 48 yrs, Edu.: SSC
Ward: K/West, Area: Oshiwara - Bandivli (East), Constituency No.: 53

aeN

SS A 1207 D 584 C 1917

Age: 50 yrs, Edu.: HSC
Ward: K/West, Area: Tarapore Garden - Adarsh Nagar, Constituency No.: 54

A 1287 B 780 C 1731 A 5 D 17.35

Age: 62 yrs, Edu.: Post Graduate
Ward: K/West, Area: Swami Samarth Nagar, Constituency No.: 55

Shift: No. of questions; Perceived
Performance

A C

SS A 1244 A 826 D 1416 A 5 C 18.99

Age: 53 yrs, Edu.: B.A.

hift: Att ; No. of tii
Ward: K/West, Area: Versova (North), Constituency No.: 56 ST SRR (e, @IS i
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE

COUNCILLOR

A

1035 A 949 C 1763 A 5 C 19.26

Age: 52 yrs, Edu.: B.A.

Ward: K/West, Area: Amboli Hill, Constituency No.: 57 Sl QL o e

1422 D 529 D 14.7 19.02

C

Age: 54 yrs, Edu.: HSC, Ward: K/West
Area: Sahaji Raje Sports Complex - Malcolm Baug, Constituency No.: 58

Shift: No. of questions; Quality of
questions; Perceived Performance

942 E 410 E 1075 18.04

Shift: Attendance; No. of questions;
Quality of questions; Perceived
Performance

D C

Age: 54 yrs, Edu.: HSC, Ward: K/West
Area: Seven Bunglow - Versova (South), Constituency No.: 59

A A C

1404 A 826 B 2091 A 5 D 17.95

Age: 49 yrs, Edu.: HSC
Ward: K/West, Area: Manish Nagar - Bhavan’s College, Constituency No.: 60

MUMBAI REPORT CARD MUNICIPAL COUNCILLORS 2016
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MUNICIPAL

COUNCILLOR

Age: 47 yrs, Edu.: B.Com
Ward: K/West, Area: Gilbert Hill - Andheri Market, Constituency No.: 61

Age: 39 yrs, Edu.: M.M.S., Ward: K/West
Area: Lallubhai Park - Shri Ram Zarokha, Constituency No.: 62

Age: 64 yrs, Edu.: HSC, Ward: K/West
Area: Bhakti Vedanta Marg - Cooper Hospital, Constituency No.: 63

INDEPENDENT

Age: 38 yrs, Edu.: HSC, Ward: K/West
Area: S.N.D.T. University Campus - Juhu Airport, Constituency No.: 64

MUMBAI REPORT CARD

NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
ATTENDANCE QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE

Actual Actual * Actual Actual Actual
Grade NENEEEEN Crade NENNEEEN Crade NEEEEREN Grade [N Grado RS

A 1295 B 711 D 1552 F 5 (G 1854

B 11.73 A 922 B 2018 F -5 B 23.53

Member: Works Committee (Suburbs), Ward Committee
K/West, Improvements Committee, BMC General Body
Meeting (GBM)

Shift: No. of questions; Quality of
questions; Perceived Performance

F 376 F 04 F 6.00 A 5 B 21.93

E 602 F 251 D 1550 A ) D 1645

Member: Markets and Gardens Committee, Ward Committee
K/West, Standing Committee, BMC General Body Meeting
(GBM)

Shift: Attendance; No. of questions;
Quality of questions

B 1110 A 806 D 1455 A 5 C 20.75

B 1076 B 753 D 1578 A 5 B 21.36

Member: Ward Committee K/West, Standing Committee,
BMC General Body Meeting (GBM)

A 1291 E 3855 (C 1829 A 5 D 17.05

A 1296 E 410 C 17.79 A 5 C 18.96

Member: Markets and Gardens Committee, Women and Child
Welfare Committee, Ward Committee K/West, BMC General Shift: Perceived Performance
Body Meeting (GBM)

MUNICIPAL COUNCILLORS 2016
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE

COUNCILLOR

D B A

D 766 E 497 E 1310 A 5 C 18.25

Shift: Attendance; Quality of questions;
Perceived Performance

Age: 35 yrs, Edu.: B.Com, Diploma in Apparel Manufacture and Design
Ward: K/West, Area: Vile Parle (W) - Mithibai College, Constituency No.: 65

A A

Age: 49 yrs, Edu.: B.A., Ward: K/East,
Area: Bandrekar Wadi - Ismail College - Natwar Nagar, Constituency No.: 66

C 1045 F 105 F 6.90 A C 20.59

Shift: Attendance; No. of questions;
Quality of questions

Age: 59 yrs, Edu.: Ninth
Ward: K/East, Area: Jogeshwari Caves - Majaswadi, Constituency No.: 67

A F B

A 1500 A 977 C 1883 F -5 C 19.63

Shift: Quality of questions; Perceived
Performance

Age: 50 yrs, Edu.: SSC
Ward: K/East, Area: Shivneri Vasahat - Meghwadi, Constituency No.: 68

MUMBAI REPORT CARD MUNICIPAL COUNCILLORS 2016
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE
COUNCILLOR

10.90 4.1 11.37 19.77

Age: 38 yrs, Edu.: SSC, Ward: K/East Shift: Quality of questions; Perceived
Area: Shankarwadi - Sher-E-Punjab Colony Constituency No.: 69 Performance
C 10.03 E 410 D 16.27 20.74

Age: 45 yrs, Edu.: SSC Shift: No. of questions; Quality of

Ward: K/East, Area: Squatter’s Colony - Tolani College, Constituency No.: 70 questions
D 764 C 6.52 D 15.37 21.90

Age: 40 yrs, Edu.: EY.J.C.
Ward: K/East, Area: Gundavali Gaonthan (West), Constituency No.: 71

o
B

Age: 52 yrs, Edu.: Upto SSC
Ward: K/East, Area: Gundavali (East) - E.S.I.S. Hospital, Constituency No.: 72

Shift: No. of questions

1111 A 917 E 10.54 19.45

C D
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COUNCILLOR

NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
MUNICIPAL GRADE QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE

C

42.26 208 B F
g 39.28 206 C 998 F C 18.30

Age: 41 yrs, Edu.: Seventh
Ward: K/East, Area: Veravali - M.I.D.C., Constituency No.: 73
SS

A
Age: 43 yrs, Edu.: SSC

Ward: K/East, Area: Vijay Nagar - Bhavani Nagar, Constituency No.: 74 Sl 3 L C e

KX - -
5

E 5657 E 360 E 1381 A C 18.26

Age: 39 yrs, Edu.: SSC Shift: Attendance; Quality of questions;
Ward: K/East, Area: Sahar Airport - Maroshi Village, Constituency No.: 75 Perceived Performance

= -
5

SS B 1188 B 712 D 1450 A A 24.45

Age: 55 yrs, Edu.: SSC Shift: No. of questions; Quality of
Ward: K/East, Area: Chakala - Sahar Airport, Constituency No.: 76 questions; Perceived Performance

A C

13.74 A 853 B 2029 F -2 C 18.93
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE
COUNCILLOR

Age: 56 yrs, Edu.: SSC
Ward: K/East, Area: Sahar Village - Baman Wada, Constituency No.: 77

C 72

SS 5 A 1248 E 360 D 1522 A 5 C 20.13

B

Age: 50 yrs, Edu.: Ninth, Ward: K/East
Area: M. V. College - Vijay Nagar - Koldongri, Constituency No.: 78

Shift: No. of Question; Quality of
questions; Perceived Performance

>
M
O

C 76 A

C

5

B 1118 E 360 C 1849 A B 22.60

Age: 60 yrs, Edu.: B.A., D.Ed., Ward: K/East, Area: Tejpal Scheme -
Paranjape Scheme - Vile Parle (East), Constituency No.: 79

INDEPENDENT F
A 1215 E 360 C 1897 F

Age: 42 yrs, Edu.: B.Com
Ward: K/East, Area: Vile Parle (E), Telephone Exchange, Constituency No.: 80

B 21.14
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE

MUNICIPAL

COUNCILLOR Grade

C
Age: 42 yrs, Edu.: Upto SSC

Ward: H/East, Area: Prabhat Colony, Anand Nagar, Constituency No.: 81

182 A . C
217 A 5 D 17.01

Shift: Attendance; No. of Question;
Quality of questions; Perceived

F

916 F 1.05 D 1465 A 5 C 19.83

O
=
=
N
Yo}
—
o
N

Shift: Quality of questions

Age: 37 yrs, Edu.: Upto HSC
Ward: H/East, Area: Vivekanand Nagar, Constituency No.: 82

Performance
D 8.93 E 4.70 E 1349 A 5 C 19.16

Age: 53 yrs, Edu.: B.Com, Ward: H/East

Area: University Campus - Dharamashi Colony, Constituency No.: 83 Shift: Attendance; No. of questions

A B D A C

A 1384 B 712 D 1480 F -5 C 18.55

Age: 48 yrs, Edu.: HSC, Ward: H/East

Area: Kalina Village - Santacruz Cantonment, Constituency No.: 84 Sl e EnlE (03
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE
COUNCILLOR

INDEPENDENT

D 16.68

Age: 54 yrs, Edu.: SSC
Ward: H/East, Area: Bharat Nagar (E), Constituency No.: 85

Shift: Quality of questions;
Perceived Performance

C 19.08 22.37

Age: 49 yrs, Edu.: SSC
Ward: H/East, Area: T.P.S. lll Santacruz - Ashok Nagar, Constituency No.: 86

Shift: No. of questions; Quality of
questions; Perceived Performance

B 1052 F 1.05 C 16.89 19.42

Age: 36 yrs, Edu.: EY.B.Com, Ward: H/East
Area: Dawari Colony - Khar Rifle Range, Constituency No.: 87

Shift: Attendance; No. of questions;
Perceived Performance

A 1455 B 753 C 1881 A 18.76

Shift: No. of questions;
Quality question

Age: 51 yrs, Edu.: SSC, D.M.E.
Ward: H/East, Area: Teacher’s Colony - Jawahar Nagar, Constituency No.: 88

MUMBAI REPORT CARD MUNICIPAL COUNCILLORS 2016 63



NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE

MUNICIPAL
COUNCILLOR

A E A C

o il

A 1448 B 799 D 1515 A 5 B 21.13

Shift: Quality of questions; Perceived
Performance

A 1229 B 753 C 17.10 18.59

Shift: No. of questions;
Quality question

Age: 61 yrs, Edu.: B.Com, Ward: H/East
Area: Government Colony - Bharat Nagar (W), Constituency No.: 89

Age: 43 yrs, Edu.: B.A.M.S
Ward: H/East, Area: Bandra Terminus - Nirmal Nagar, Constituency No.: 90

17.76
Age: 32 yrs, Edu.: B.U.M.S.
Ward: H/East, Area: Kherwadi, Constituency No.: 91
D 8.76 E 3.60 D 156.15 18.39

Shift: No. of questions;
Quality of questions

Age: 53 yrs, Edu.: Sixth
Ward: H/West, Area: Khira Nagar - Muktanand Park, Constituency No.: 92
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NO. OF QUALITY OF
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS

COUNCILLOR

D

F 173 D 14.20

Age: 63 yrs, Edu.: B.Sc., Ward: H/West, Area: Vitthaldas Nagar -
Madhu Park (Khar West) Saraswat Colony, Constituency No.: 93

Age: 38 yrs, Edu.: T.Y.B.Com
Ward: H/West, Area: Khar Danda, Chuim Village, Constituency No.: 94

A A D

A 1250 B 799 C 17.56

Age: 45 yrs, Edu.: B.Com
Ward: H/West, Area: Union Park - National College, Constituency No.: 95

A

B 11.26 F 173 F 7.64

Age: 50 yrs, Edu.: B.A., L.L.B., Ward: H/West
Area: Bandra Fort - Pali Market - National Library, Constituency No.: 96

MUMBAI REPORT CARD MUNICIPAL COUNCI

LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
RECORD PERFORMANCE

18.73

22.44

A

m-

A C 19.24

Shift: Attendance

A C

A 5 D 17.88

Shift: Attendance; No. of questions;
Perceived Performance
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE

COUNCILLOR

A B

A 5 D 17.87

Shift: Attendance; Quality of questions;

Perceived Performance
A 5 C 18.79

Shift: Quality of questions
F -5 D 17.67

Shift: Attendance; Perceived
Performance

Age: 37 yrs, Edu.: HSC, Ward: H/West
Area: Lilavati Hospital - Bandra Bus Terminus, Constituency No.: 97

A 1215 E 497 C 16.85

Age: 48 yrs, Edu.: B.Com
Ward: T, Area: Mulund Colony - Tulsi Lake, Constituency No.: 98

C C C

D 815 D 584 C 18.72

Age: 54 yrs, Edu.: HSC, Ward: T
Area: Topiwala College - Gavan Pada - Mhada Colony, Constituency No.: 100

A B C F C

A 1224 F 2.51 E 14.00 F 0 C 19.04

Shift: No. of Question;
Quality of questions

Age: 34 yrs, Edu.: SSC
Ward: T, Area: Nane Pada - Palm Acers, Constituency No.: 101
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE

COUNCILLOR

B F

A 1226 D 529 E 21.29

Age: 61 yrs, Edu.: Eleventh
Ward: T, Area: Mulund Central, Constituency No.: 102

Shift: Attendance; No. of questions;
Perceived Performance

20.86

Age: 43 yrs, Edu.: SSC, Ward: T, Area: Johnson & Johnson -

Sarvodaya Nagar - Nahur Village, Constituency No.: 103 Sl 2 O GG IS

1043 A 853 B 21.64 22.66

Shift: No. of Question; Quality of
questions; Perceived Performance

B E C

Ward: S, Area: Milind Nagar, Constituency No.: 104

A D

O
-
O

INDEPENDENT

Age: 64 yrs, Edu.: SSC

11.07 F  2.51 C 19.02 A 5 C 19.82

Shift: Attendance; Quality of questions;
Perceived Performance

Age: 48 yrs, Edu.: HSC
Ward: S, Area: Bhandup Village, Constituency No.: 105
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NO. OF
QUESTIONS

QUALITY OF
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS

COUNCILLOR

A D D

A 1244 D 584 D 1479

Age: 55 yrs, Edu.: Upto SSC
Ward: S, Area: Gaondevi (Bhandup) Tembipada, Constituency No.: 106

Age: 39 yrs, Edu.: Graduate,
Ward: S, Area: Nardas Nagar, Constituency No.: 107

Age: 29 yrs, Edu.: SSC

Ward: S, Area: Kokan Nagar - Bhattipada, Constituency No.: 108

Age: 40 yrs, Edu.: HSC

Ward: S, Area: Hanuman Nagar - Farid Nagar, Constituency No.: 109

>
>
o

B 1165 C 6.84 C

18.90

C B

C 1038 C

6.39 C

19.56

72

MUMBAI

REPORT CARD MUNICIPAL COUNCI

LEAST CRIMINAL
RECORD

22.93

PERCEIVED
PERFORMANCE

Shift: Perceived Performance

21.21

Shift: Attendance; No. of questions;
Quality of questions; Perceived
Performance

18.43

Shift: No. of Question; Quality of
questions

A 21.80

Shift: Perceived Performance
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE

MUNICIPAL
COUNCILLOR

E B A A

i il

C 1020 E 497 E 1399 A 5 A 2511

Age: 61 yrs, Edu.: B.Com

Ward: S, Area: Datar Colony - C.G.S. Quarters, Constituency No.: 110

Shift: Quality of questions

. .
E 744 F 251 C 17.84 18.34

C

Age: 57 yrs, Edu.: B.A,, L.L.B.
Ward: S, Area: Kanijur Village, Constituency No.: 111

Shift: Quality of questions
Age: 48 yrs, Edu.: Post Graduate, Ward: S, Area: Kannamwar Nagar,

Constituency No.: 112
h. | § . .

SS S . 20.76

Age: 62 yrs, Edu.: Seventh
Ward: S, Area: Tagore Nagar, Constituency No.: 113

Shift: Quality of questions
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE
COUNCILLOR

VaeN

SS : C 20.51

Age: 52 yrs, Edu.: HSC
Ward: S, Area: Hariyali Village - Godrej Colony, Constituency No.: 114

Shift: Quality of questions; Perceived
Performance

F 251 C 19.36 19.72

Shift: Attendance; No. of questions;
Quality of questions

F Cc 18.11

Age: 51 yrs, Edu.: HSC, Ward: S
Area: Eden Bungalows - Tirandaz Village, Constituency No.: 115

33.86 220 E F
25.37 582 F
Age: 44 yrs, Edu.: Ninth, Ward: S

Area: Vihar Lake - Powai Lake - Paspoli village, Constituency No.: 116

2 B A.c.
803 F 105 F 607 A 18.36

Shift: No. of Question; Quality of
questions; Perceived Performance

o s
Age: 43 yrs, Edu.: M.B.B.S
Ward: N, Area: Rahul Nagar, Constituency No.: 117
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE
COUNCILLOR

E D

m A

C 907 D 584 D 16.45 19.37

l-
5

A B 22.86

Age: 56 yrs, Edu.: SSC, Ward: N
Area: Parksite Colony - Vikroli Village, Constituency No.: 118

Age: 38 yrs, Edu.: B.Com, Ward: N

Area: Damodar Park - Sanghani Estate, Constituency No.: 119 UL S

5 B

A 21.19

Shift: Attendance; No. of questions;
Quality of questions

Age: 37 yrs, Edu.: HSC, Ward: N, Area: Sarvodaya Hospital -
Central Government Colony - Jagdusha Nagar, Constituency No.: 120

C 1039 A 853 C 1859 A 5 C 19.62

D A A

Age: 43 yrs, Edu.: S.Y.B.Com
Ward: N, Area: Bhim Nagar - Ram Nagar, Constituency No.: 121
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NO. OF
QUESTIONS

QUALITY OF
QUESTIONS

MUNICIPAL
COUNCILLOR

LEAST CRIMINAL

PERCEIVED

RECORD PERFORMANCE

A 1368 B 7.80 B 20.42

Age: 47 yrs, Edu.: HSC
Ward: N, Area: Bhatwadi - Barve Nagar, Constituency No.: 122

A

13.77 C 684 C 18.93

SS A

Age: 47 yrs, Edu.: HSC
Ward: N, Area: Chirag Nagar - Narayan Nagar, Constituency No.: 123

Age: 51 yrs, Edu.: SSC

Ward: N, Area: Kirol Village - Ramji Ashar School, Constituency No.: 124

D 857 D

C 1027 A 826 D 15.40

529 C 18.75

Age: 41 yrs, Edu.: SSC
Ward: N, Area: Pant Nagar, Constituency No.: 125

MUMBAI REPORT CARD

F 0 C 19.93

Shift: Attendance; No. of questions;

Quality of questions
A 5 C 18.80

Shift: Quality of questions

B 2239

A B

A 5 C

Shift: Attendance; No. of questions;
Quality of questions

18.35
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE

COUNCILLOR

E C

612 C 639 C 1699 A 5 B 21.49

Shift: No. of Question; Perceived

Ward: N, Area: Ramabai Nagar, Constituency No.: 126 Performance

A

Age: 43 yrs, Edu.: SSC

1096 B 799 C 1712 A 5 C

Age: 54 yrs, Edu.: Diploma in Medical Technology

Ward: N, Area: Garodia Nagar - Somaiya College, Constituency No.: 127 Eiifg LT UGS

20.04

A 1320 A 958 C 18.21 18.33

Age: 35 yrs, Edu.: SSC
Ward: N, Area: Kamraj Nagar, Constituency No.: 128

Shift: No. of questions; Quality of
questions

Age: 46 yrs, Edu.: Upto SSC
Ward: M/East, Area: Lotus Colony, Rafiqgue Nagar, Constituency No.: 129
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NO. OF QUALITY OF
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS

COUNCILLOR

LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
RECORD PERFORMANCE

INDEPENDENT F
D 15.36

Age: 34 yrs, Edu.: Ninth
Ward: M/East, Area: Shivaji Nagar No.1, Constituency No.: 130

C
E

Age: 40 yrs, Edu.: Seventh, Ward: M/East
Area: Shivaji Nagar No.2 - Sanjay Nagar, Constituency No.: 131

C

C 937 E 410 E 11.66

B 1192 A 890 C 17.97

Age: 41 yrs, Edu.: B.Com, Ward: M/East
Area: Shastri Nagar - Kamla Raman Nagar, Constituency No.: 132

o
O
-

C 1045 D 584 C 1937

Age: 71 yrs, Edu.: Inter Arts
Ward: M/East, Area: Baiganwadi, PM.G. Colony, Constituency No.: 133

MUMBAI REPORT CARD MUNICIPAL COUNCI

F 0 C 18.30

Shift: Attendance; Quality of questions

A B

F -5 C 19.84

Shift: Quality of questions; Perceived
Performance; Withdrawal Criminal
Cases

A C

A 5 C 19.21

Shift: Attendance; No. of questions;
Quality of questions

A D

A 5 Cc 19.11

Shift: Quality of questions; Perceived
Performance
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MUNICIPAL

COUNCILLOR

. F

Age: 43 yrs, Edu.: Civil Engineering, Ward: M/East
Area: Mankhurd Village - Mandala Village, Constituency No.: 134

Age: 26 yrs, Edu.: Seventh, Ward: M/East,
Area: Cheeta Camp, Constituency No.: 135

Age: 39 yrs, Edu.: M.A., Ward: M/East
Area: Anushakti Nagar - (B.A.R.C.) - Trombay, Constituency No.: 136

Age: 42 yrs, Edu.: Eighth, Ward: M/East
Area: New Gautam Nagar, Constituency No.: 137

MUMBAI REPORT CARD

NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
ATTENDANCE QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE

Actual Actual * Actual Actual Actual
Grade NENEEEEN Crade NENNEEEN Crade NEEEEEEN CGrade NN Grado NENNEES

F 292 F 0 F 0 F 5 (G 1955

F 255 F 1.05 D 14.00 F -5 C 19.69

Member: Ward Committee M/East, BMC General Body Shift: No. of questions;
Meeting (GBM) Quality of questions

o

E 618 F o045 F 600 F B 2317

Member: Ward Committee M/East,
BMC General Body Meeting (GBM)

D 83 F 094 F 902 A 5 C 1944

C 980 F 0 F 0 A 5 C 20.18

Member: Law, Revenue and General Purposes Committee,
Ward Committee M/East, BMC General Body Meeting (GBM)

B 1158 D 594 D 1593 A 5 C 18.05

D 873 E 497 D 1637 A 5 C 20.00

Member: Works Committee (Suburbs), Ward Committee

M/East, BMC General Body Meeting (GBM) Sl UGB L
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NO. OF
QUESTIONS

QUALITY OF
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS

COUNCILLOR

A D D

1252 C 6.84 E

13.94

BRPBM A

Age: 43 yrs, Edu.: B.A.
Ward: M/East, Area: Deonar - Abattoir, Constituency No.: 138

Age: 40 yrs, Edu.: Fifth, Ward: M/East
Area: Deonar Village - Mankhurd Childrens’ Home, Constituency No.: 139

B 1121 D

584 C

18.41

Age: 53 yrs, Edu.: SSC
Ward: M/East, Area: R.C.F. Township, Constituency No.: 140

Age: 59 yrs, Edu.: Matriculation, Ward: M/East, Area: Adarsh Nagar -
Hindustan Petroleum - Anik Village, Constituency No.: 141

A 13.04 A 826 B 19.65

MUMBAI

REPORT CARD

LEAST CRIMINAL

PERCEIVED

RECORD PERFORMANCE

F 17.48

-10 18.69

Shift: Attendance; No. of questions;
Quality of questions; Perceived
Performance

18.57

Shift: No. of questions

18.39

Shift: No. of questions
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE
COUNCILLOR

B 22.04

Shift: Attendance; No. of questions;
Quality of questions; Perceived
Performance

Age: 40 yrs, Edu.: Ninth, Ward: M/West
Area: Anik, Mahul Villages - R.C. F. Company, Constituency No.: 142

A 5 C

Age: 54 yrs, Edu.: SSC
Ward: M/West, Area: Suman Nagar - Sindhi Society, Constituency No.: 143

Shift: No. of questions;
Quality of questions

Al o
5 C

B 11.09 A 931 B 2127 A

B

18.57

Shift: No. of questions; Quality of
questions; Perceived Performance

Age: 41 yrs, Edu.: B.A., Ward: M/West
Area: Siddharth Colony - Basant Park, Golf Club, Constituency No.: 144

B

B 1113 D 584 B 2005 A 5 C 19.94

Age: 47 yrs, Edu.: Ninth
Ward: M/West, Area: Sahakar Nagar, Constituency No.: 145
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE

COUNCILLOR Grade

173 839 F 173 F 921 A 5 C 18.05

Shift: Attendance; No. of questions;
Quality of questions; Perceived
Performance

49.58 198 C F

44.52 8.65 F 0.41 F 6.00 A S C 20.47
Age: 52 yrs, Edu.: Seventh
Ward: M/West, Area: Rahul Nagar-Jyoti Nagar, Constituency No.: 148

A 1247 F 041 F 6.00 A 5 C 19.70

Shift: Attendance; No. of questions;
Quality of questions; Perceived

Age: 32 yrs, Edu.: HSC, Interior Designer, Fashion Designer, Ward: M/West
Area: Subhash Nagar - Beggar’s Home, Constituency No.: 146

Age: 64 yrs, Edu.: Upto SSC
Ward: M/West, Area: Tilak Nagar - Chedda Nagar, Constituency No.: 149

Performance
E 7.29 D 5.84 B 20.61 20.29
Age: 45 yrs, Edu.: Seventh, Ward: L Shift: No. of questions; Quality of
Area: Tungwa Village - Chandivali Village (West), Constituency No.: 150 questions
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NO. OF
QUESTIONS

QUALITY OF
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS

COUNCILLOR

LEAST CRIMINAL

PERCEIVED

RECORD PERFORMANCE

A C

E 628 E 360 D 14.22

Age: 45 yrs, Edu.: B.A.
Ward: L, Area: Chandivali Village (East), Constituency No.: 151

C

A 1205 E 360 E 1260

Age: 47 yrs, Edu.: Upto SSC
Ward: L, Area: Mohili Village, Constituency No.: 152

C D

INDEPENDENT

E 639 E 497 D 15.88

Age: 37 yrs, Edu.: B.Com
Ward: L, Area: Kajupada Hill - Asalpha Village, Constituency No.: 153

B A C

C 1010 A 890 C

17.16

Age: 54 yrs, Edu.: B.Com., Ward: L,
Area: Kamani Industries - Sakinaka, Constituency No.: 154

MUMBAI

REPORT CARD

F

F -2 C 19.04

Shift: No. of questions; Quality of
questions; Perceived Performance

A B

A 5 C 18.13

Shift: Quality of questions; Perceived
Performance

A

m-

A C 19.05

>
-

A

C 18.38
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NO. OF QUALITY OF
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS

COUNCILLOR

INDEPENDENT

Age: 56 yrs, Edu.: Ninth
Ward: L, Area: Jarimari, Constituency No.: 155

B 11219 B 7583 C 17.23

Age: 37 yrs, Edu.: SSC, Ward: L, Area: Wadia Estate - Hall Village -
Premier Automobiles, Constituency No.: 157

D 756 F 173 C 17.62

Age: 55 yrs, Edu.: Fourth
Ward: L, Area: Kurla Village, Dayanand Vidyalaya, Constituency No.: 158

C C

B 1167 A 913 C 18.66

Age: 50 yrs, Edu.: SSC
Ward: L, Area: Vinoba Bhave Nagar, Constituency No.: 159

MUMBAI REPORT CARD MUNICIPAL COUNCI

LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
RECORD PERFORMANCE

A C

A 5 C 18.42

Shift: Quality of questions

20.21

Shift: No. of questions; Quality of
questions

19.68

Shift: Perceived Performance

18.62

Shift: No. of questions; Quality of
questions
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MUNICIPAL

NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE
COUNCILLOR
rh = - . . . . .
SS 2

13.67 9.3 17.36 21.84

Shift: No. of questions; Quality of
questions; Perceived Performance

= m ° A. .
NCP B

11.33 A 1000 E 1116 A

Age: 41 yrs, Edu.: Eleventh
Ward: L, Area: Kurla Terminus - Kamgar Nagar, Constituency No.: 160

22.45

Shift: Attendance; Quality of questions;
Perceived Performance

A

1491 A 9.81 E 1329 A

Age: 47 yrs, Edu.: M.D., DNB, D.A., MBBS
Ward: L, Area: Shikshak Nagar, Constituency No.: 161

Age: 46 yrs, Edu.: B.A.M.S, Ward: L,
Area: Nehru Nagar - Bhabha Hospital - Takiya Ward, Constituency No.: 162

18.37

Shift: Quality of questions; Perceived
Performance

o Al .
A

1350 F 173 D 1564 A

Age: 45 yrs, Edu.: Ninth
Ward: L, Area: Kasai Wada - Everard Nagar, Constituency No.: 163

18.35

Shift: No. of questions; Quality of
questions
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE

COUNCILLOR

C C

INDEPENDENT

Age: 42 yrs, Edu.: FY.B.Com (Appeared)

D 812 D 529 C 1915 A 5 B 22.74
Ward: L, Swadeshi Mill - Eye Hospital, Constituency No.: 164

11.86 3.1 12.58 18.65

Age: 52 yrs, Edu.: Upto SSC
Ward: F/North, Area: Pratiksha Nagar - Sion, Constituency No.: 165 Perceived Performance

12.51 6.84 19.48 20.67

Member: Law, Revenue and General Purposes Committee,
Public Health Committee, Ward Committee F/South and F/ Shift: Quality of questions

North, BMC General Body Meeting (GBM)

11.81 7.1 14.52 18.82

Shift: Attendance; Quality of questions;

Age: 39 yrs, Edu.: Seventh
Ward: F/North, Area: Salt Pans, Sion Transit Camp, Constituency No.: 166

Age: 38 yrs, Edu.: B.A.FA, Ward: F/North, Area: Lokmanya Tilak Hospital -

Shanmukhanand Hall, Constituency No.: 167 Shift: Quality of questions
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE

COUNCILLOR

F

E 539 F 251 D 1530 A 5 B

Shift: Attendance; Perceived

Performance
i . ° .
A 5 B 21.59

Shift: No. of questions; Perceived

Performance; Charge sheet
5 D 17.59

A 1255 A 963 D 1530 A

Age: 57 yrs, Edu.: HSC
Ward: F/North, Area: Raoli Hill, Constituency No.: 168

B 1149 B 7.80 B 19.70

Age: 51 yrs, Edu.: HSC, Ward: F/North,
Area: C.G.S. Colony - Sector - 7, Constituency No.: 169

A C

Age: 56 yrs, Edu.: Upto SSC, Ward: F/North,
Area: Antop Hill - C.G.S. Colony, Constituency No.: 170

Shift: Quality of questions; Perceived
Performance

C F C

753 F 173 C 1920 F 0 D 16.47

D

Age: 55 yrs, Edu.: Ninth, Ward: F/North,
Area: Sangam Nagar, Constituency No.: 171
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE

COUNCILLOR

INDEPENDENT

F -5 C 20.30

Shift: Attendance; No. of questions; Quality
of questions; Perceived Performance

99 A
185 A 1383 F 105 F 610 A 5 D 17.02

Shift: Quality of questions; Perceived
Performance

5

Age: 48 yrs, Edu.: B.Sc (Electronics)
Ward: F/North, Area: Korba Mithagar - Wadala Salt Pans, Constituency No.: 172

Age: 57 yrs, Edu.: SSC, Ward: F/North,
Area: Lepars Home-BPT Hospital Colony, Constituency No.: 173

B 1095 A 8583 B 2215 A

A A

C 20.19

Age: 63 yrs, Edu.: SSC
Ward: F/North, Area: Hindu Colony - Parsi Colony, Constituency No.: 174

A D

B 1112 F 1.05 D 14.00 A

Shift: Attendance; Quality of questions;
No. of questions

D 16.67

Age: 48 yrs, Edu.: Upto Ninth
Ward: G/North, Area: Mahim Kala Killa, Constituency No.: 175
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE
COUNCILLOR

Age: 34 yrs, Edu.: Seventh, Ward: G/North, Area: Dharavi Transit Camp,
Constituency No.: 176

B 1169 F 173 F F -5 D 17.80

Shift: Attendance; No. of questions;
Quality of questions; Perceived
Performance

Age: 51 yrs, Edu.: SSC, Ward: G/North, Area: Kakkaiyadevi Temple (Dharavi) -
Khambadevi Nagar - Mukund Nagar, Constituency No.: 177

A C

B 1167 F 310 F 975 A 5 D 16.00

Age: 37 yrs, Edu.: Eighth

Ward: G/North, Area: Western India Tanneries, Constituency No.: 178 St Qe Gl e

A C

A 5 C 19.84

Age: 35 yrs, Edu.: Fifth, Ward: G/North, Area: Mahim Sonapur - Dharavi

Kumbharwada, Constituency No.: 179 Sl ol e e Lestione
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE
COUNCILLOR

INDEPENDENT

11.41 2.5 6.1 20.20

Age: 61 yrs, Edu.: Eleventh, Ward: G/North, Area: Estrella Battery Company - Rajarshi Shift: Attendance; No. of questions;

Shahu Nagar, Constituency No.: 180 Quality of questions

C 99 F 041 E 10.18 16.26

Age: 39 yrs, Edu.: HSC, Ward: G/North
Area: Mahim Creek, Mahim Police Quarters, Mahim Killa, Constituency No.: 181

RSN -
A

Age: 51 yrs, Edu.: SSC, Ward: G/North
Area: Shitaladevi Temple - Hinduja Hospital, Constituency No.: 182

Shift: Attendance; Quality of questions;
Perceived Performance

1347 F 173 E 11.26 A 19.17

Shift: No. of questions; Quality of
questions

D C

F C

B 1096 E 360 D 1640 F -5 D 17.86

Age: 45 yrs, Edu.: Fourteenth, Ward: G/North

Area: Ruparel College - Matunga Workshop, Constituency No.: 183 SIliE e eI
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE

=
KA o
5

E 6.90 B 712 B 2033 A B 21.83
Age: 51 yrs, Edu.: SSC, Ward: G/North, Area: Kamgar Krida Kendra,

Dadar Railway Station, Constituency No.: 184

B 1189 B 753 E 1251 F -10 C 19.62

Shift: No. of questions; Perceived

MUNICIPAL

COUNCILLOR

B

A

Age: 42 yrs, Edu.: M.A., Ward: G/North

Area: Ravindra Natya Mandir - Shivaji Park, Constituency No.: 185 Performance

189 A 5 C 18.37
Age: 31 yrs, Edu.: B.Sc., Ward: G/South, Area: S.T. Depot, Shift: No. of questions, Quality of
Western Railway Workshop, Constituency No.: 186 questions

B 1158 C 652 C 1921 A 5 C 20.16

Shift: Attendance; No. of questions,
Quality of questions; Perceived
Performance

Age: 46 yrs, Edu.: HSC, Ward: G/South
Area: T.V.Centre - Prabhadevi, Constituency No.: 187

MUMBAI REPORT CARD MUNICIPAL COUNCILLORS 2016
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MUNICIPAL
A 1443 A 918 [ 1532
A 1359 A 904 C 1952

Member: Standing Committee, Law, Revenue and General
Purposes Committee, Ward Committee G/South, BMC
General Body Meeting (GBM)

m D s F 2w F oo

C 1013 E 410 E 13.65

Member: Public Health Committee, Improvements Committee,
Ward Committee G/South, BMC General Body Meeting (GBM)

Age: 43 yrs, Edu.: B.A., Ward: G/South,
Area: Worli Village, Constituency No.: 188

Age: 43 yrs, Edu.: Thirteenth, Ward: G/South
Area: Worli dairy - Sasmira, Constituency No.: 189

F 477 F o F o

E 720 F 041 F  6.00

Member: Works Committee (City), Ward Committee G/South,
BMC General Body Meeting (GBM)

Age: 46 yrs, Edu.: Ninth, Ward: G/South,
Area: Worli B.D.D. Chawls, Constituency No.: 190

A 1273 A 846 [E 1338

Cc 1037 B 712 E 1312

Member: Women and Child Welfare Committee, Works
Committee (City), Standing Committee, Ward Committee
G/South, BMC General Body Meeting (GBM)

Age: 53 yrs, Edu.: SSC, Ward: G/South,
Area: Gandhi Nagar - Dawn Mills, Constituency No.: 191

MUMBAI REPORT CARD

NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
ATTENDANCE QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE

A | A |
Grade  (ifs 1% ourofa
A 5 B 2258
A 5 C 19.57
Shift: Quality of questions
A 5 D 1789
A 5 C 20.56

Shift: Attendance; No. of questions,
Quality of questions; Perceived
Performance

A 5 C 20.81

A 5 B 21.95

Shift: Attendance; Quality of questions;
Perceived Performance

F -10 A 2557

F -10 C 20.33

Shift: Attendance; No. of questions;
Perceived Performance

MUNICIPAL COUNCILLORS 2016

113



114

NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE

MUNICIPAL
COUNCILLOR

B C A C

& il

C 103 B 712 B 2123 A 5 C 19.17

Age: 46 yrs, Edu.: B.A., L.L.B (Appeared), Ward: G/South,

Area: Mahalaxmi Race Course - Nehru Tarangan, Constituency No.: 192 ST

A C

B 1062 E 410 B 21.06 A 5 C 18.85

Age: 40 yrs, Edu.: Eighth, Ward: G/South

Area: Shanti Nagar - Arthur Road Jail, Constituency No.: 193 Sl el CG SRR

B 1096 A 817 E 11.07 A 24.03

Age: 54 yrs, Edu.: B.Com, L.L.B. (General), Ward: F/South, Shift: No. of questions, Quality of
Area: Ranjeet Studio - Naigaon B.D.D. Chawls, Constituency No.: 195 questions
B 1090 F 2.51 F 6.00 19.23

Age: 43 yrs, Edu.: Ninth, Ward: F/South,

Area: Naigaum Police Parade Ground, B.PT. Hospital, Constituency No.: 196 SIS CIC LA NSRS
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NO. OF QUALITY OF
QUESTIONS QUESTIONS

MUNICIPAL
COUNCILLOR

LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
RECORD PERFORMANCE

E D

o il

SS A 1353 D 529 E 13.52

Age: 55 yrs, Edu.: B.Com, Ward: F/South
Area: Mahatma Gandhi Vasahat - Bhoiwada, Constituency No.: 197

Age: 53 yrs, Edu.: SSC, Ward: F/South,
Area: India United Mills - Nare Park, Constituency No.: 198

A 1284 B 712 B 20.15

Age: 55 yrs, Edu.: SSC, Ward: F/South, Area: K.E.M. Hospital - Raj Kamal
Studio - Mahatma Gandhi Hospital, Constituency No.: 199

>
—
m

m-

150

A 1237 E 470 C 18.73

Age: 32 yrs, Edu.: SSC, Ward: F/South,
Area: Veternary Hospital - Abhyuday Nagar, Constituency No.: 200

MUMBAI REPORT CARD MUNICIPAL COUNCI

19.93

20.90

>
-

A B 23.13

A B

A C 20.60

No. of questions, Quality of questions

LLORS 2016
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NO. OF QUALITY OF
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS

COUNCILLOR

LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
RECORD PERFORMANCE

Age: 45 yrs, Edu.: B.A., Ward: F/South
Area: Cotton Green-Sewri Fort, Constituency No.: 201

1204 D 584 C 18.21

Age: 49 yrs, Edu.: SSC, Ward: E, Area: Veer Jijamata Udyan - Ghodapdeo -
Mazgaon Dock (North), Constituency No.: 202

> >
O
O

1437 A 872 C 17.38

Age: 57 yrs, Edu.: SSC, Ward: E,
Area: Kasturba Hospital - India United Mill, Constituency No.: 203

Hm °
48.63 B 1173 F 041 F 653
Age: 44 yrs, Edu.: Upto SSC, Ward: E,

Area: Byculla Railway Station - Municipal Colony, Constituency No.: 204

MUMBAI REPORT CARD MUNICIPAL COUNCI

19.02

A C

ot

21.35

Shift: No. of questions, Quality of
questions

20.44

Shift: No. of questions, Quality of
questions; Perceived Performance

A 21.95

Shift: Perceived Performance
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE

COUNCILLOR

C

C 20.24

u

Age: 32 yrs, Edu.: SSC, Ward: E
Area: Nair Hospital - Byculla Fire Brigade, Constituency No.: 205

A C

A 5 C 19.94

Age: 54 yrs, Edu.: S.Y.B.A., Ward: E,
Area: Mazgaon Court - Madanpura, Constituency No.: 206

Shift: No. of questions, Quality of
questions, Perceived Performance

C | 6403 B C A . C .
= E 708 F 310 F 973 20.69

Age: 48 yrs, Edu.: B.Com, Ward: E,
Area: Anjirwadi, Dockyard - Mazgaon Dock (South), Constituency No.: 207 Quality of questions

56.97 A A.C.

A 1279 B 753 B 20.18 21.39

Shift: Attendance; No. of questions,

Age: 47 yrs, Edu.: HSC, I.T.l. Electrician Trade, Library Science, Ward: E,
Area: Mastan Talao - J.J. Hospital - Vikrikar Bhavan, Constituency No.: 208

Shift: No. of questions, Quality of
questions
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NO. OF QUALITY OF
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS

COUNCILLOR

F -

—
-

C 1034 F 173 F 9.20

Age: 52 yrs, Edu.: Seventh, Ward: E
Area: Kamathipura, Constituency No.: 209

A C C

A 1449 B 780 C 18.98

Age: 69 yrs, Edu.: B.Sc., Ward: D,
Area: Bellasis chawls - Navjeevan Society, Constituency No.: 210

v/
>
O

A 1231 C 6.84 E 1212

Age: 56 yrs, Edu.: Upto SSC, Ward: D,
Area: Wellington Sport Club - Bhatia Hospital, Constituency No.: 211

B 1110 D 529 B 20.11

Age: 39 yrs, Edu.: B.Com, Ward: D,
Area: Mahalaxmi - Air Condition Market - Umar Park, Constituency No.: 212

MUMBAI REPORT CARD MUNICIPAL COUNCI

LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
RECORD PERFORMANCE

A 5 C

Shift: Quality of questions

A 5 C

Shift: No. of questions

A.c
»

F D

18.55

20.08

17.83

Shift: Quality of questions; Perceived

Performance
A 5 C

Shift: Quality of questions

LLORS 2016
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE
COUNCILLOR

A 1206 D 529 B 1960 A 5 D 17.01

Shift: Quality of questions; Perceived

Age: 41 yrs, Edu.: SSC, Ward: D
Area: Priyadarshani Park - August Kranti Maidan, Constituency No.: 213 Performance

A 1338 F 2.51 F 7.50 16.70

Shift: No. of questions; Quality of
questions; Perceived Performance

B 1176 E 470 B 20.75 -5 C 20.20

C

Age: 55 yrs, Edu.: HSC, Ward: D,
Area: Kamala Nehru Udyan - Rajbhavan, Constituency No.: 214

Age: 58 yrs, Edu.: HSC, Ward: D, Shift: No. of questions; Quality of
Area: Prarthana Samaj - Opera House, Constituency No.: 215 questions

A 1266 F 2.51 C 1825 A 19.06
Age: 55 yrs, Edu.: Eighth, Ward: D, Shift: No. of questions; Perceived
Area: Harkisandas N. Hospital - Khetwadi, Constituency No.: 216 Performance

MUMBAI REPORT CARD MUNICIPAL COUNCILLORS 2016

125



MUNICIPAL
COUNCILLOR

NO. OF
QUESTIONS

QUALITY OF
QUESTIONS

LEAST CRIMINAL
RECORD

PERCEIVED
PERFORMANCE

Grade
SS

A
Age: 46 yrs, Edu.: B.A., Ward: C

Area: Durgadevi Udyan - Madhav Baug - Bhuleshwar, Constituency No.: 217

12.45

Age: 48 yrs, Edu.: B.A., Ward: C,
Area: Chandanwadi, Chirabazar, Gymkhana, Constituency No.: 218

C 945

Age: 53 yrs, Edu.: Ninth, Ward: C,
Area: Mumbadevi - Mulji Jetha Market - Dhobi Talao, Constituency No.: 219

C 10.48

Age: 64 yrs, Edu.: EY.B.A., Ward: C,
Area: Khara Talao - Null Bazar - Ghoghari Mohalla, Constituency No.: 220

126 MUMBAI REPORT CARD

E

E 410 B 20.02 A 5 C 18.09
Shift: Attendance; Perceived
Performance
A 5 E 1457
Shift: Quality of questions; Perceived
Performance

F 3.10 D 1498 A 5 C 18.63

Shift: No. of questions; Quality of
questions; Perceived Performance

A C A C

A 88 C 1948 A 5 C

18.49
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE

COUNCILLOR

F 0 C 19.90

Shift: No. of questions; Perceived
Performance

Age: 54 yrs, Edu.: SSC, Ward: B
Area: Imamwada - Dongri, Constituency No.: 221

A C

@)

9.51 E 410 E 11.09 A 5 C 20.07

Shift: Attendance; No. of questions;
Quality of questions

Age: 65 yrs, Edu.: SSC, H.T.C., Ward: B,
Area: Bengalipura - Princess Dock, Constituency No.: 222

A C A B

B 1147 C 652 E 1377 A 5 C 18.25

Shift: Attendance; Quality of questions;
Perceived Performance

Age: 39 yrs, Edu.: HSC, Ward: B,
Area: Musafir Khana - Victoria Docks, Constituency No.: 223

F

o

B 1144 F 173 D 15.00 F -2 C 19.98

Age: 36 yrs, Edu.: Ninth, Ward: A, Area: Mahatma Phule
Market - Churchgate - Museum - Indira Dock, Constituency No.: 224
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NO. OF QUALITY OF | LEAST CRIMINAL PERCEIVED
MUNICIPAL QUESTIONS QUESTIONS RECORD PERFORMANCE
COUNCILLOR

B A C

“ A

B 1123 B 712 D 14.05 A 5 B 21.28

Age: 34 yrs, Edu.: Upto SSC, Ward: A, Area: Brabourne Stadium,
Colaba Market - Gateway of India, Constituency No.: 225

Shift: Attendance; No. of questions;
Quality of questions

188 Cc 9.01 F 04 E 10.98 D 17.98

Shift: Attendance; No. of questions;
Quality of questions; Perceived

Age: 47 yrs, Edu.: HSC, Ward: A, Area: Sassoon Dock,
World Trade Centre, Geeta Nagar, Constituency No.: 226

Performance
INDEPENDENT : A . C .
E 718 A 8.72 D 1510 A 18.56

Age: 37 yrs, Edu.: B.Com, L.L.B. Ward: A,

Area: R.C. Church - Colaba Dandi - Navy Nagar, Constituency No.: 227 S8 R G ST
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NOTE: NUMBER OF COUNCILLORS WHO WERE RANKED IN 2013 ARE 226,

Number of Councillors

Number of Councillors

7e fagetsur / KEY ANALYSIS

IN 2014 ARE 225, IN 2015 ARE 220 & IN 2016 ARE 223

920

80

70

60

50

40

30

20

10

150
140
130
120
110
100
90
80
70
60
50
40
30
20

10

Avg. Score
58.6% in 2013,
59.4% in 2014,
58.1% in 2015
&62.01% in 2016

102(45%)

34(15%) 34(15%)

Overall Grade

A -100% to 80% marks
B- Less than 80% to 70% marks

85(38%) 87(39%)

72(32%) E- Lessthan 50% to 35% marks
F- Less than 35% marks

67(30%)

)

2013 2014 2015 2016
mEEes

55(25%) - -

66(29%

49(22%)

42(19%)
37(17%)

24(11%)

11(5%)

4(2%)

Grade

Attendance

A - 100% to 80% attendance
B - Less than 80% to 70% attendance

Avg. Score
80.6% in 2013,
75.4% in 2014,
68% in 2015 &
71.2% in 2016

E- Less than 50% to 35% attendance
F- Less than 35% attendance

2013 2014 201
-

2

1

&

015
-
-

- ..

51(23%)
49(22%)

MUMBAI REPORT CARD

Number of Councillors

Number of Councillors

Questions Asked
118(52%) _ §
120 (22%) =5
n =
Sy
g 8 =
'Total questions S) x
o0 asked' in 2013: =
2235; 2014: 2841; _ 8
2015: 2727 & s
2016: 2933 @3
—_ O = 42013 2014
£8 9
80 s 2015 W2016
&
3
60
40
20
0 S —
0 1 2t0 10 11to30 31t0 50 Above 50
Number of Question
Proportion of Questions Asked by Councillors Compared to
Citizen's Complaints
179(79%)
180
160
A - 100% to 80% marks
B - Less than 80% to 70% marks
140 Avg. Score
20.8% in 2013,
E- Lessthan 50% to 35% marks 26.9% in 2014,
120 F- Less than 35% marks 29.1% in 2015
&30% in 2016
2013 2014 2015 2016
100 mEEe
- -
[ ] -
0 [ ] [ ]
60
40
20
0
A B c D E F
Grade
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Number of Councillors

Number of Councillors

Least Criminal Record
179(79%) 175(78%)

180 170(76%)
163(74%) A - 100% to 80% marks
160 B- Less than 80% to 70% marks
Avg Score
140 64.7% in 2013, E- Lessthan 50% to 35% marks
62.5% in 2014, F- Less than 35% marks
56.6% in 2015 &
120 59.4% In 2016 2013 2014 2015 2016
- EE.
- -
100 EEmEs
m Number of Municipal Councillors with:

FIRs as per Affidavit February 2012 29
60 - New FIRs Registered as on 31 December 2015
Charge sheeted as on 31¢ December 2015

40

20

Perceived Performance

139(63%)
o
140 130(58%)
Avg. Score 126(56%) A - 100% to 80% marks
66.4% in 2013, 119(53%) B - Less than 80% to 70% marks
58.6% in 2014, y
120 65.3% in 2015 &
68.4% in 2016 E- Lessthan 50% to 35% marks
F - Less than 35% marks
100
84(37%) 2013 2014 2015 2016
mEEes
80 68(30%) L
N

60

33(15%)
40

20

MUMBAI REPORT CARD

Number of Councillors

Number of Councillors (223)

120 Awareness & Accessibility 120(53%)
100 |
A -100% to 80% marks
B - Less than 80% to 70% marks
80 Less than 50% to 35% marks 81(36%) 79(35%)
- Less than 35% marks
Avg. Score
48.6% in 2013,
2013 2014 2015 2016 LA,
51.8% in 2015
60 - - - = &45.5% in
= = 2016
L NN ]
20 38(17%) 37(17%)
32(14%)
26(12%)
1(10%) 20(9%)
20 14(6%)
10(4%)
3(1%)
°
0
A B c D E F
Grade

Gender-wise Analysis (2016)

A-100% to 80% marks
B- Less than 80% to 70% marks

55

50

E- Lessthan 50% to 35% marks
F- Less than 35% marks

Avg. Marks of
Female 57.62%
in 2013, 59.41%
in 2014, 58% in
2015 & 62.80%
in 2016 31(30%)

45

37(36%)
40

35 Avg. Marks of
Male 59.66% in
2013, 59.40% in
30 26(22% 2014, 58.19% in
2015 & 61.11%
in 2016
25

20
15

10 4(4%)

A B C D E F
Grade
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TOP 10 COUNCILLORS

136

Overall Rank
Constituency | Political
No. Paﬂy Councillors Name (out of 100) | 2015
187 Santosh Balkrishna Dhuri 83.47 1
el Gl el E/S 199 SS Hemangi Hemantkumar 81.27 8 2
70 Chemburkar
PT— sses) (" inSons, aa.sskin RS |23 Ss Prajakta Vikas (Sawant)Vishwasr 81.17 42 3
- B- Less than 80% to 70% marks 61(28%) 61(27%)f 23%48"1‘5229?3:1 Ajantaivikds ( divd ) ISIWASEa0 )
. e o st FIN 170 SS Trushna Chandrakant Vishwasrao 80.70 46 4
= - Less than 35% marks
3 ™ L 162 S | Anuradha Mahesh Pednekar 7983 | 50 5
3
§ 20 R/S 25 INC Ajanta Rajpati Yadav 78.85 3 6
2
g N 300139 KW |60 SS Sanjay Kashinath Pawar 78.82 7 7
2
B 223 INC Javed Ibrahim Juneja 78.23 76 8
20
P/S 46 SS Varsha Swapnil Tembvalkar 77.65 70 9
10 B 222 INC Wagarunnisa Ansari 77.31 126 10
0
A B C E F
Grade BOTTOM 10 COUNCILLORS
0verall Rank
Average Score for Different Parameters from 2013 to 2016 Constituency | Political Score
B No. Party Councillors Name (outof100) | 2015
g ga 134 Rahul Ramesh Shevale 24.46 223
— . KW |53 IND | Changez Jamal Multani 2578 | 219 222
o 1500 B 221 INC Dnyanraj Yashvant Nikam 30.72 209 221
=}
?n - S 116 MNS Avinash Bhaskar Sawant 33.86 220 220
2 G/S 190 MNS Hemlata Vinod Wange 35.58 186 219
- s |198 sS Sanjay (Nana) Gajanan Ambole 3583 | 215 | 218
0.00 G/N 175 RPI(A) | Sabreddy Mallesh Borra 36.00 150 217
Attendance No. of Questions* Quality of Questions Least Criminal Record Perceived Performer
| (out of 15) (out of 15) (out of 28) (out of 5) (out of 30)
52013 1209 7.16 1311 3.23 1993 L 155 IND Lalita Annamalai 36.37 201 216
w2014 | 11.31 7.25 13.67 3.12 17.58
w2015 10.20 6.58 14.26 2.83 19.60
2016 1068 6.68 1457 297 2053 G/N 179 SP Jyotsna Harjivan Parmar 37.96 197 215
P/N 37 SS Manisha Sadashiv Patil 37.98 214 214

(*) Till, 2014 number of questions asked had 15 marks which from 2015 has been reduced to 10 marks and
'Participation in Discussions' in the corporation meetings has been included as a new parameter.

MUMBAI

REPORT CARD
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TOP 10 COUNCILLORS IN ATTENDANCE

Overall Rank

Constituency

Political
Party

Councillors Name

Score
(out of 15)

K/W 60 SS Sanjay Kashinath Pawar 15.00 7 7

K/E 68 SS Anant Bhiku Nar 15.00 75 35
R/S 22 BJP Sunita Ramnagina Yadav 14.91 1 13
E 203 SS Ramakant Sakharam Rahate 14.90 79 133
L 162 SS Anuradha Mahesh Pednekar 14.89 50 5

D 210 INC Noshir Rusi Mehta 14.86 2 23
A 226 INC Anita Ramesh Yadav 14.70 188 80
H/E 88 SS Deepak Ramchandra Bhutkar 14.62 29 50
C 218 58] Sampat Sudam Thakur 14.53 106 14
M/W 149 SS Deepa Nilkanth Parab 14.50 196 95

BOTTOM 10 COUNCILLORS IN ATTENDANCE

Overall Rank

2015 ‘

Constituency

Political

Score

No. Party Councillors Name (out of 15)
B 221 INC Dnyanraj Yashvant Nikam 0.49 209 221
N 128 MNS Mangal Prameshwar Kadam 2.74 211 213
M/E 134 SS Rahul Ramesh Shevale 2.92 208 223
S 115 NCP Chandan Chittaranjan Sharma 3.05 124 206
M/E 130 IND Mohd. Siraj Mohd. Igbal Shaikh 3.26 198 211
R/C 9 BJP Manisha Ashok Chaudhari 3.57 48 101
E 205 ABS Geeta Ajay Gawli 3.62 207 209
Kw 62 BJP Ameet Bhaskar Satam 3.76 154 205
FIN 168 BJP Selvan R. Tamil 3.90 123 154
G/S 190 MNS Hemlata Vinod Wange 4.77 186 219

MUMBAI

REPORT CARD

TOP 10 COUNCILLORS IN QUESTIONS ASKED

Overall Rank

No. of

Constituency | Political question

No. Party Councillors Name asked
L 161 NCP Saeeda Arif Khan 87 25 108
K/E 68 SS Anant Bhiku Nar 79 75 35
R/S 25 INC Ajanta Rajpati Yadav 69 3 6
A 225 INC Sushama Appaiji Salunkhe 57 96 11
P/N 31 INC Parminder Ratansingh Bhamra 56 56 40
H/E 89 SS Anil Pandurang Trimbakkar 50 20 67
R/N 2 SS Sheetal Mukesh Mhatre 49 13 34
L 151 MNS Ishwar Devram Tayade 42 180 124
L 162 SS Anuradha Mahesh Pednekar 42 50 5
R/S 21 INC Ramashish Gopal Gupta 40 12 33

BOTTOM 10 COUNCILLORS IN QUESTIONS ASKED

Overall Rank

No. of
Constituency | Political question

Party Councillors Name asked 2015 2016
M/E 134 SS Rahul Ramesh Shevale 0 208 223
K/W 53 IND Changez Jamal Multani 0 219 222
G/S 190 MNS Hemlata Vinod Wange 0 186 219
G/N 175 RPI (A) Sabreddy Mallesh Borra 0 150 217
L 155 IND Lalita Annamalai 0 201 216
G/N 179 SP Jyotsna Harjivan Parmar 0 197 215
PIN 37 SS Manisha Sadashiv Patil 0 214 214
N 128 MNS Mangal Prameshwar Kadam 0 211 213
F/S 201 SS Shweta Shyamsunder Rane 0 204 212
K/E 73 INC Kesarben Murji Patel 0 206 208
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TOP 10 COUNCILLORS IN QUALITY OF QUESTIONS ASKED

Constituency

No.

Political

Party

Councillors Name

Score
(out of 28)

Overall Rank

TOP 10 COUNCILLORS IN PERCEIVED PERFORMANCE

Overall Rank

R/S 23 SS Prajakta Vikas (Sawant)Vishwasrao 22.38 42 3

K/E 74 SS Pramod Pandurang Sawant 22.26 80 46
S 107 MNS Anisha Amol Majgaonkar 22.17 86 30
K/w 65 INC Binita Mehul Vora 21.92 148 54
C 219 BJP Veena Madhukant Jain 21.89 167 84
K/W 54 SS Raju Shripad Pednekar 21.65 83 87
R/N 4 SS Udesh Shantaram Patekar 21.58 156 47
S 108 MNS Rupesh Uttam Waingankar 21.21 191 158
F/S 199 58] Hemangi Hemantkumar Chemburkar 21.15 8 2

G/S 187 MNS Santosh Balkrishna Dhuri 21.12 36 1

Constituency | Political Score

No. Party Councillors Name (out of 30)
G/S 191 SS Kishori Kishor Pednekar 10.30 162 127
C 218 SS Sampat Sudam Thakur 10.14 106 14
FIN 170 SS Trushna Chandrakant Vishwasrao 10.11 46 4
N 121 BJP Ritu Rajesh Tawade 10.08 16 18
M/W 149 SS Deepa Nilkanth Parab 10.01 196 95
G/N 177 SS Rajendra Narayan Suryavanshi 9.89 205 110
N 128 MNS Mangal Prameshwar Kadam 9.83 211 213
K/E 66 BJP Ujjwala Shrikrushna Modak 9.82 199 197
T 100 NCP Nandakumar Atmaram Vaity 9.76 164 111
F/N 172 IND Manojkumar Martandrao Sansare 9.66 212 191

BOTTOM 10 COUNCILLORS IN QUALITY OF QUESTIONS ASKED

Overall Rank

2015 ‘

Constituency

Political

Score

BOTTOM 10 COUNCILLORS IN PERCEIVED PERFORMANCE

Overall Rank

Constituency | Political Score ‘
Councillors Name (out of 30) 2015
G/N 181 MNS Shraddha Rajesh Patil 6.12 171 156
N 117 SS Bharti Subodh Bawdane 6.14 193 172
K/wW 60 SS Sanjay Kashinath Pawar 6.19 7 7
P/N 35 INC Bhomsingh Hirsingh Rathod 6.24 184 187
L 164 IND Vijay Pandharinath Tandel 6.38 57 52
M/E 132 SP Rais Kasam Shaikh 6.38 23 71
N 118 NCP Harun Yusuf Khan 6.39 137 140
F/N 167 BJP Rajeshree Rajesh Shirwadkar 6.40 84 109
M/E 136 5] Manju Bholeshankar Kumare 6.45 203 196
L 159 SP Ashraf Azmi Aslam Ansari 6.46 55 73

No. Party Councillors Name (out of 28)
M/E 134 SS Rahul Ramesh Shevale 0 208 223
K/W 53 IND Changez Jamal Multani 0 219 222
G/S 190 MNS Hemlata Vinod Wange 0 186 219
G/N 175 RPI (A) Sabreddy Mallesh Borra 0 150 217
L 155 IND Lalita Annamalai 0 201 216
G/N 179 SP Jyotsna Harjivan Parmar 0 197 215
P/N 37 SS Manisha Sadashiv Patil 0 214 214
N 128 MNS Mangal Prameshwar Kadam 0 211 213
F/S 201 SS Shweta Shyamsunder Rane 0 204 212
K/E 73 INC Kesarben Muriji Patel 0 206 208
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TOP 10 COUNCILLORS IN AWARENESS & ACCESSIBILITY TOP 9 COUNCILLORS IN DISCUSSION
ﬁznstltuency i::'ltt;cal Councillors Name (o?ntt“:)rfes) m

Constituency | Political Score

Party Councillors Name (out of 5)
S 110 NCP Dhananjay Sadashiv Pisal 4.73 27 12 Trushna Chandrakant Vishwasrao 5.00
EN 173 ss Alka Hemant Doke 457 185 99 GIN 185 MNS Sandeep (Yashwant) Sudhakar 4.98 152 137
Deshpande

L 152 SS Komal Kamalakar Jamsandekar 4.53 118 91 T 103 BJP Manoj Kishorbhai Kotak 4.95 111 88
L 159 Sp Ashraf Azmi Aslam Ansari 4.8 55 73 C 220 SP Yagoob Janmohammed Memon 4.93 28 19
o 18 MNS Sandeep (Vashwant) Sudhakar 497 152 137 G/S 191 SS Kishori Kishor Pednekar 4.91 162 127

Deshpande S 110 NCP Dhananjay Sadashiv Pisal 4.82 27 12
M/W 148 INC Sangita Chandrakant Handore 4.25 192 198 RIN 2 SS Sheetal Mukesh Mhatre 4.82 13 34
N 124 INC Pravin Velji Chheda 421 107 115 WE 132 sp Rals Kasam Shaikh 4.82 23 71

) L 159 SP Ashraf Azmi Aslam Ansari 4.82 55 73

L 150 NCP Savita Sharad Pawar 419 73 104
K/W 62 BJP Ameet Bhaskar Satam 412 154 205
N 17 SS Bharti Subodh Bawdane 4.08 193 172

BOTTOM 10 COUNCILLORS IN AWARENESS & ACCESSIBILITY COUNCILLORS HOLDING 2 ‘OFFICES’

Overall Rank
Score

(out of 5) 2015 ‘

Political
Party

Constituency
No.

Councillors Name

Score
(out of 100) Overall Rank

M/W 144 BJP Rajshree Shripat Palande 0.82 26 136

H/W 96 INC Karen Cecilia Allen D'mello 0.82 161 147 K/w Ameet Satam MLA 70.51 | 67.23 | 53.34 | 44.14

M/E 133 SP Shantaram Mahadeo Patil 0.85 74 125 S 1 SS Ashok Patil MLA 60.55 | 47.09 | 60.59 | 61.82 | 100 197 | 102 | 128
R/C 11 MNS Shilpa Shirish Chogle 0.91 117 119 R/C 9 BJP Manisha Chaudhary | MLA 77.03 | 75.64 | 67.91 | 64.44 2 8 48 101
A 227 IND Makarand Suresh Narvekar 0.92 127 144 FIN | 168 BJP Selvan R Tamil MLA 65.62 | 69.12 | 56.74 | 57.66 | 61 | 43 | 123 | 154
R/N 5 MNS Prakash Yashwant Darekar 0.93 134 195 M/E 134 SS Rahul Shewale MP 61.55 | 53.83 | 36.29 | 24.46 | 97 160 | 208 | 223
PN 36 ss Prashant Dashrath Kadam 0.97 87 186 s |48 S8 | Sunil Prabhu” MLA NA 5085 NA 19
E 205 ABS Geeta Ajay Gawli 0.97 207 209 (*) N.A. as he was Mayor till Aug 2014.

N 126 MNS Suresh Dnyanu Awale 0.98 90 155

S 112 MNS Priyanka Suryakant Shrungare 1.01 NA. 145

N.A. as she was suspended till February 2015.
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PARTY WISE SCORE

Avg.
(2013-2016)

RANKS OF PARTY HEAD/COMMITTEE CHAIRPERSON (2015-16)

Constituency
No.

144

S— Polica Party mmmmmmmmmm
Chairperson Akhil Bharatiya Sena 51.64 51.36 4383 46.80 48.41
RN 6 Hansaben Gunvantrai Desai R/N and R/C Ward Committee 47.85 71.39 183 42 Bharatiya Janata Party 62.23 90 65.26 76 61.03 97 63.91 103 63.10 89
RS |19 INC | Neha Vinayak Patil /S Ward Committee 46.74 | 6368 | 178 | 106 Bhartiya Republican Party Bahujan | 51.00 | 174 | 51.40 | 179 | 5322 | 157 | 57.30 | 159 | 5325 | 176
PN 41 BJP Vinod Babaji Shelar P/N Ward Committee 58.36 | 68.79 112 63 Mahasangha
P/S 51 SS Pramila Dillip Shinde P/S Ward Committee 72.44 | 68.47 17 69 Bhartiya Shetkari Kamgar - - - - - - 41.80 210 41.80 219
K/w 64 IND Bhavna Ameet Mangela K/W Ward Committee 65.26 | 66.90 69 81 Independent 52.86 146 52.83 146 52.58 136 55.90 141 52.38 154
KE |67 85 | Manjiri Gurunath Parab K/E Ward Committee 47.99 | 6316 | 181 | 114 Indian National Congress 5720 | 124 | 5860 | 119 | 5841 | 109 | 6396 | 100 | 5060 | 115
H/W 92 MNS Geeta Shrikrishna Chavan H/E and H/W Ward Committee | 55.89 | 53.70 131 181 -
Maharashtra Navnirman Sena 58.10 17 56.50 127 54.34 131 58.56 136 56.95 133
S 116 MNS Avinash Bhaskar Sawant Sand T Ward Committee 2537 | 33.86 220 220
- Nationalist Congress Party 61.48 93 58.13 120 59.56 102 64.26 100 60.86 104
N 126 MNS Suresh Dnyanu Awale N Ward Committee 61.99 | 57.62 90 155
M/E 138 BRPBM | ArunVishvanath Kamble M/E Ward Committee 5322 | 57.30 157 159 Republican Party of India RPI(A) 51.49 17 43.54 208 53.83 150 36.00 217 46.21 206
MW | 143 BJP Mahadev Shankar Shivgan M/W Ward Committee 60.90 | 59.95 | 100 | 141 Samajwadi Party 5236 | 140 | 5995 | 103 | 5960 | 102 | 6220 | 110 | 5830 | 116
L 153 IND Leena Harish Shukla L Ward Committee 58.28 | 63.67 114 107 Shiv Sena 59.95 105 60.56 109 59.17 104 63.05 106 60.51 109
G/N 181 MNS Shraddha Rajesh Patil G/N Ward Committee 50.25 | 57.57 171 156
G/S 186 MNS Seema Mahesh Shivalkar G/S Ward Committee 4536 | 56.93 189 164
F/S 197 SS Nandkishor Sakharam Vichare F/S and F/N Ward Committee 61.27 | 64.84 97 96
D 212 BJP Sarita Ajay Patil C and D Ward Committee 68.71 | 61.47 44 130 PARTY WISE N UM BER OF M EMBERS
B 223 INC Javed Ibrahim Juneja A, B and E Ward Committee 64.44 | 78.23 76 8
RS |22 BJP Sunita Ramnagina Yadav Public Health Committee 80.87 | 76.88 1 13 mmmm
P/N 29 SS Ajit Damodar Bhandari Markets and Gardens 74.08 | 68.00 11 74 -
GomTiiee Political Party T T T
KW |56 SS Yashodhar Padmakar Phanse Standing Committee 69.48 | 6724 | 40 78 Akhil Bharatiya Sena 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
H/E 87 BJP Krishna Dhondu Parkar Law, Revenue and General 57.32 | 68.97 119 61 Bharatiya Janata Party 31 31 31 31 30 31 30 30
Purposes Committee
Bhartiya Republican Party Bahujan Mahasangha 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
H/E 88 SS Deepak Ramchandra Bhutkar Works Committee (Suburbs) 71.08 | 70.54 29 50
N N Bhartiya Shetkari Kamgar 1 1 1 1
T 102 BJP Prakash Kashinath Gangadhare Improvements Committee 53.64 | 54.68 151 177
N 121 BJP Ritu Rajesh Tawade Education Committee 72.56 | 75.95 16 18 RIEp E B I L L L i L
L 160 ss Sanjana Kishor Mungekar Women and Child Welfare 7565 | 7048 | 6 51 Indian National Congress 52 52 52 52 51 5 51 52
(AT Maharashtra Navnirman Sena 28 28 28 28 27 28 28 28
D 211 SS Arvind Devji Dudhwadkar BEST Committee 55.56 | 66.38 135 86 Nationalist Congress Party 13 13 13 13 13 13 13 14
C 218 SS Sampat Sudam Thakur Works Committee (City) 59.85 | 76.78 106 14 N -
Republican Party of India RPI(A) 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
K/w 57 INC Devendra Shridhar Amberkar INC Party Head 71.66 | 69.45 24 55
Samajwadi Party 9 9 9 9 9 9 8 9
T 103 BJP Manoj Kishorbhai Kotak BJP Party Head 58.57 | 66.13 111 88
N - Shiv Sena 74 75 74 75 72 75 74 75
S 110 NCP Dhananjay Sadashiv Pisal NCP Party Head 71.23 | 76.94 27 12
WE | 132 SP | Rais Kasam Shaikh SP Party Head 7191 | 6838 | 23 | 71 Total 2 | 227 | 25 | 27 | 20 | 28 | 2 | 27
FIN 170 SS Trushna Chandrakant Vishwasrao | SS Party Head 68.07 | 80.70 46 4 Note: Column "R" indicates members who were accounted for computing the report card; while "T" indicates total
GIN 185 MNS Sandeep Sudhakar Deshpande MINS Party Head 53.41 | 60.61 152 137 no of members in that year (including suspended or members who had demised during the year)
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TOP 25 ISSUES RAISED

321 425

Roads 316 399

Naming/Renaming of Roads/Chowks/Monuments/Buildings/Stations 295 348 303 374
Buildings 101 193 223 208
MCGM Related 76 163 159 156
License 57 84 95 134
Water Supply 72 84 102 126
Garden 58 86 116 122
Solid Waste Management (SWM) 72 141 140 106
Goverment/Municipal Plot/Market Related 84 110 82 105
Health Related 59 100 69 91

Storm Water Drainage(SWD) 46 90 72 86

Health Infrastructure/Equipments/Facility/Staffing related 25 33 54 73

Drainage 41 49 48 70

Human Resources Related 26 67 82 64
Schemes/Policies on Health/Mortality Rate 52 102 75 64
Municipal School 72 72 76 62

Toilet 24 41 37 60

Education Related (20) (12) 24 55

Schemes/Policies in Education 47 46 (20) 40

Social cultural concerns Related 29 48 98 39

Scams/Corruption 51 42 34 37

Community Development Related (10) 4) 3) 31

Miscellaneous Issues Related 29 53 31 31

Schemes / Policies in Community Welfare 82 49 50 27

Municipal Property/Colonies 9) (10) (10) 21

Estate (5) (14) (10) 21

Cemeteries/Crematorium Related 23 (17) 22 (10)
Foot paths 22 31 (20) (19)
Industries (13) 22 (15) (20)
Pest control (18) 23 29 (20)
Sensitive Diseases (5) (14) 53 (18)
Schemes/Policies in Civic Issues 219 (20) (14) (13)

* No's in the bracket were not in the top 25 issues raised for the particular year.

MUMBAI REPORT CARD
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OVERALL RANK AND SCORE

(*) CN — Constituency No.

Pll:'l::trit[;al ESNRER ‘ 2013 ‘ 2014 ‘ 2015 ‘ 2016
Rank | Score | Rank | Score | Rank | Score | Rank | Score

RN 1 SS Abhishek Ghosalkar
RN 2 SS Sheetal M. Mhatre
RN 3 INC Sheetal A. Mhatre
RN 4 SS Udesh Patekar
RN 5 MNS Prakash Darekar
RIN 6 SS Hansaben Desai
RN 7 SS Shubha Raul
R/C 8 INC Shivanand Shetty
R/C 9 BJP Manisha Chaudhari
R/C 10 | NCP Riddhi Khursange
R/C 11 MNS Shilpa Chogle
R/C 12 | BJP Asawari Patil
R/C 13 | MNS Chetan Kadam
R/C 14 | BJP Bina Doshi
R/C 15 | BJP Mohan Mithbaokar
R/C 16 | BJP Pravin Shah
R/C 17 | NCP Sandhya Doshi
R/S 18 | SS Shrikant Kavathankar
R/S 19 INC Neha Patil
R/S 20 |BJP Shailaja Girkar
R/S 21 | INC Ramashish Gupta
R/S 22 | BJP Sunita Yadav
R/S 24 | INC Yogesh Bhoir
R/S 25 | INC Ajanta Yadav
R/S 26 | INC Sagar Thakur
R/S 27 | BJP Mukeshkumar Mistry
R/S 28 | INC Geeta Yadav
PN 29 |SS Ajit Bhandari
PN 30 |INC Siraj Shaikh
PN 30 |SS Vishwas Ghadigaonkar
PN 31 INC Parminder Bhamra
PN 32 |SS Anagha Mhatre
PN 33 |BJP Ramnarayan Barot
PN 34 | SS Sunil Gujar
PN 35 |INC Bhomsingh Rathod
P/N 36 | SS Prashant Kadam
PN 37 |SS Manisha Patil
PN 38 | NCP Rupali Raorane
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OVERALL RANK AND SCORE

‘ 2013 ‘ 2014 ‘ 2015 ‘ 2016

Rank | Score | Rank | Score | Rank | Score

Ward | CN* ng:itt;al Counciilor name
P/N 39 |SS Sayali Warise

P/N 40 | BJP Gyanmurti Sharma
PN 41 BJP Vinod Shelar

PN 42 | MNS Deepak Pawar

PN 43 | INC Qumarjahan Siddigi
P/N 44 | IND Cyril D’souza

P/S 45 | INC Sneha Zagade

P/S 46 |SS Varsha Tembvalkar
P/S 47 | SS Jitendra Valvi

P/S 48 |SS Sunil Prabhu

P/S 49 |SS Lochana Chavan
P/S 50 |SS Rajan Padhye

P/S 51 SS Pramila Shinde
P/S 52 | INC Kiran Patel

KW 53 | IND Changez Multani
K/w 54 | SS Raju Pednekar
K/w 55 | INC Jyotsna Dighe
KW 56 |SS Yashodhar Phanse
KW 57 | INC Devendra Amberkar
KW 58 |SS Jyoti Sutar

KW 59 |INC Vanita Marucha
KW 60 |SS Sanjay Pawar

KW 61 |INC Mohsin Haider
KW 62 | BJP Ameet Satam

KW 63 | BJP Dilip Patel

KW 64 | IND Bhavna Mangela
KW 65 |INC Binita Vora

K/E 66 |BJP Ujjwala Modak
K/E 67 |SS Manijiri Parab

K/E 68 |[SS Anant Nar

K/E 69 |[SS Shivani Parab

K/E 70 | MNS Bhalchandra Ambure
K/E 4l SS Sandhya Yadav
K/E 72 |SS Sunita Elawadekar
K/E 73 | INC Kesarben Patel
K/E 74 | SS Pramod Sawant
K/E 75 | INC Sushma Rai

K/E 76 | SS Smita Sawant

K/E 77 | INC Winnifred D’'souza
K/E 78 |SS Manisha Panchal
K/E 79 |SS Shubhada Patkar
K/E 80 |IND Jyoti Alavani

H/E 81 | MNS Snehal Shinde

MUMBAI
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Avg.
(2013-2016)

Rank | Score

OVERALL RANK AND SCORE

‘ 2013 ‘ 2014 ‘ 2015 ‘ 2016

Rank | Score

Ward | CN* Pg:t'jtt;al Counciilor name
H/E 82 | MNS Sukhada Pawar

H/E 83 |SS Sunaina Potnis

H/E 84 | INC Brian Miranda

H/E 85 IND llyas Shaikh

H/E 86 |SS Pooja Mahadeshwar
H/E 87 | BJP Krishna Parkar

H/E 88 |[SS Deepak Bhutkar
H/E 89 |[SS Anil Trimbakkar

H/E 90 |INC Priyatama Sawant
H/E 91 | INC Gulistan Shaikh
HW 92 | MNS Geeta Chavan

HW 93 | BJP Alka Kerkar

HW 94 | INC Sunita Wavekar
HW 95 | INC Asif Zakaria

HW 9% | INC Karen D’mello

HW 97 | INC Mohd. Tanveer Patel
T 98 | BJP Samita Kamble

T 99 | BJP Bhavna Jobanputra
T 100 | NCP Nandakumar Vaity

T 101 | MNS Sujata Pathak

T 102 | BJP Prakash Gangadhare
T 103 | BJP Manoj Kotak
S 104 | INC Suresh Koparkar
S 105 | IND Mangesh Pawar
S 106 | SS Ramesh Korgaonkar
S 107 | MNS Anisha Majgaonkar
S 108 | MNS Rupesh Waingankar
S 109 | MNS Vaishnavi Sarfare
S 110 | NCP Dhananjay Pisal
S 111 |SS Ashok Patil
S 112 | MNS Priyanka Shrungare
S 113 | SS Tavji Gorule
S 114 | SS Vishwas Shinde
S 115 | NCP Chandan Sharma
S 116 | MNS Avinash Sawant

N 117 | SS Bharti Bawdane

N 118 | NCP Harun Khan

N 119 | MNS Sanjay Bhalerao

N 120 | NCP Pratiksha Ghuge

N 121 | BJP Ritu Tawade

N 122 | IND Deepak Hande

N 123 | SS Ashwini Mate

N 124 | INC Pravin Chheda
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OVERALL RANK AND SCORE

‘ 2013 ‘ 2014 ‘ 2015 ‘ 2016

Rank | Score | Rank | Score | Rank | Score

Ward | CN* ngt'jt‘;al Counciilor name
N 125 | NCP Rakhee Jadhav

N 126 | MNS Suresh Awale

N 127 | BJP Falguni Dave

N 128 | MNS Mangal Kadam

M/E 129 |SP Reshma Nevrekar
WE | 130 |INp | gond Siralabal
M/E 131 | SP Noorjahan Shaikh
M/E 132 | SP Rais Shaikh

M/E 133 | SP Shantaram Patil
M/E 134 | SS Rahul Shevale

M/E 135 | IND Hanifa Bi

M/E 135 | BSK Khairunissa Hussain
M/E 136 | SS Manju Kumare

M/E 137 |INC Sunanda Lokare
M/E 138 | BRPBM | Arun Kamble

M/E 139 |SS Dinesh Panchal
M/E 140 | INC Usha Kamble

M/E 141 | BJP Vithal Kharatmol
M/w 142 | INC Seema Mahulkar
M/w 143 | BJP Mahadev Shivgan
M/w 144 | BJP Rajshree Palande
MW 145 | INC Vandana Sable
M/w 146 | SS Suprada Phaterpekar
MW 147 | INC Anil Patankar

M/w 148 | INC Sangita Handore
MW 149 | SS Deepa Parab

L 150 | NCP Savita Pawar

L 151 | MNS Ishwar Tayade

L 152 | SS Komal Jamsandekar
L 153 | IND Leena Shukla

L 154 | MNS Dilip Lande

L 155 | IND Lalita Annamalai

L 156 | SP Mohd. Ishak Shaikh
L 157 | SS Manali Tulaskar

L 158 | SP Dilshad Azmi

L 159 | SP Ashraf Ansari

L 160 | SS Sanjana Mungekar
L 161 | NCP Saeeda Khan

L 162 | SS Anuradha Pednekar
L 163 |SS Darshana Shinde

L 164 | IND Vijay Tandel

F/N 165 | SS Pranita Waghdhare

MUMBAI
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Avg.
(2013-2016)

Rank | Score

OVERALL RANK AND SCORE

‘ 2013 ‘ 2014 ‘ 2015 ‘ 2016

Rank | Score

P?,I;t"'t[;al Counciilor name
FIN 166 | INC Lalita Yadav
F/N 167 | BJP Rajeshree Shirwadkar
FIN 168 | BJP Selvan Tamil
FIN 169 | SS Shradha Jadhav
FN 170 |SS Trushna Vishwasrao
FN 171 | BJP Mahant Chaube
FN 172 | IND Manojkumar Sansare
FN 173 | SS Alka Doke
FN 174 | INC Nayna Sheth
G/N 175 | RPI(A) Sabreddy Borra
G/N 176 | INC Ganga Mane
G/N 176 |SS Anusha Kodam
G/N 177 | SS Rajendra Suryavanshi
G/N 178 | INC Vakil Shaikh
G/N 179 | SP Jyotsna Parmar
G/N 180 |IND Vishnu Gaikwad
G/N 181 | MNS Shraddha Patil
G/N 182 | MNS Virendra Tandel
G/N 183 | MNS Manish Chavan
G/N 184 | MNS Sudhir Jadhav
G/N 185 | MNS Sandeep Deshpande
G/S 186 | MNS Seema Shivalkar
G/S 187 | MNS Santosh Dhuri
G/S 188 |SS Hemangi Worlikar
G/S 189 |SS Mansi Dalvi
G/S 190 | MNS Hemlata Wange
G/S 191 |SS Kishori Pednekar
G/S 192 | NCP Ratna Mahale
G/S 193 | NCP Sunil Ahir
G/S 194 |SS Snehal Ambekar
F/S 195 | INC Sunil More
F/S 196 | INC Pallavi Mungekar
F/S 197 |SS Nandkishor Vichare
F/S 198 |SS Sanjay Ambole
F/S 199 |SS Hemangi Chemburkar
F/S 200 |SS Vaibhavi Chavan
F/S 201 | SS Shweta Rane
E 202 | MNS Samita Naik
E 203 | SS Ramakant Rahate
E 204 | ABS Vandana Gawli
E 205 | ABS Geeta Gawli
E 206 |INC Faiyaz Khan
E 207 | SS Yamini Jadhav
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Avg.
Counciilor name (2013-2016)

Score | Rank | Score | Rank | Score | Rank | Score | Rank | Score | Rank

Political
| :104]

E 208 | INC Manoj Jamsutkar
E 209 | INC Shahana Khan
D 210 | INC Noshir Mehta
D 211 | SS Arvind Dudhwadkar
D 212 | BJP Sarita Patil
D 213 | SS Anil Singh
D 214 | BJP Jyotshna Mehta
D 215 |SS Surendra Bagalkar
D 216 | INC Shantilal Doshi
C 217 |SS Yugandara Salekar
C 218 |SS Sampat Thakur
C 219 | BJP Veena Jain
C 220 |SP Yagoob Memon
B 221 |INC Dnyanraj Nikam
B 222 |INC Wagarunnisa Ansari
B 223 |INC Javed Juneja
A 224 | SS Ganesh Sanap
A 225 |INC Sushama Salunkhe
A 226 | INC Anita Yadav
A 227 | IND Makarand Narvekar
Perceived Corruption & its Impact on Quality of Life
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THE METHODOLOGY

1. Matrix - Scale of Ranking

The Matrix for measuring the functioning of the Municipal Councillors has been
designed by Praja with inputs from reputed people with sectoral knowledge in
governance, social science, market research, media.

In order to design the research and get the desired output, it was important to
answer the following two questions:

a. On what parameters should the performance of Municipal Councillors
be evaluated?

b. How should the research be designed in order to represent areas of each
Municipal Councillors and meet the right people?

For the first question; The Indian Democracy functions on rules and strictures
laid down in The Constitution of India adopted on the 26" 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 representative
needed powers for functioning; have built the needed checks and balances; and
serve 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 in the mechanisms and instruments and duties and responsibilities as led
in the Constitution of India, in particular, the 12" Schedule of the Constitution
that was introduced through the 73 and 74" Amendments of the Constitution,
and the Mumbai Municipal Corporation Act, 1888.

However; The Constitution itself derives its power from the free will of its citizens
as also the document itself states that it has been adopted, enacted and given
to themselves by the people. Hence the perceptions of the people who are
represented by the elected representatives are the other important, necessary
parameter for evaluating the performance of the elected representatives (the
Municipal Councillors). Thus, to answer the second question it is necessary to
study people’s perceptions of the Municipal Councillors performance, by who
represent them from their respective constituencies.

The next few pages will elaborate the study design and details of the study
conducted to judge the performance of Municipal Councillors in Mumbai; but
before we get into details, it is important to understand the sources of data
and its broad usage in the ranking matrix.

MUMBAI REPORT CARD

The following information was required to judge the performance of each
Municipal Councillor in the city:

1. Some of the tangible parameters like an elected Municipal Councillors
attendance in the Corporation and the Committee Meetings, the number
of questions (issues) she/he has raised in the above forums (Corporation
and Committee Meetings), importance of those questions, and utilization
of funds allotted to her/him.

2. Some parameters on her/his background such as educational qualification,
income tax records & criminal record (if any).

3. Some soft parameters like the perception/impression of the people in his/
her constituency, awareness about them, satisfaction with their work and
improvement in the quality of life because of the Municipal Councillor.

Once the areas of evaluation were finalised, it was important to decide upon the
methodology which would best provide the required information. Information
mentioned in points 1 & 2 above was gathered from RTI & by means of
secondary research. Municipal Councillor Scores have been derived out of
maximum 100 marks with 70% weightage given to tangible facts about the
Municipal Councillor. For the Information on the 3™ point a primary survey was
conducted amongst the citizens in each constituency to evaluate the perceived
performance of the Municipal Councillor. 30% weightage was given to perceived
performance of Municipal Councillors in the minds of common man.

The data used for points 1 and 2 has been collected from government sources:
a. Election Department, MCGM.

b. Under Right to Information Act from Municipal Secretary, MCGM (MCGM
Head Office and BEST).

c. Under Right to Information Act from Assistant Engineer (Maintenance),
MCGM (from all the 24 Administrative Wards of MCGM).

d. Under Right to Information Act from Mumbai Police.

People’s perception as per point 3 has been mapped through an opinion poll of 25,215
people across the city of Mumbai by Hansa Market Research conducted through a
structured questionnaire.

It is very important to understand here that the matrix is objectively designed
and provides no importance to the political party of the representative or to
any personal/political ideology.

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:
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the FIR cases registered against them as stated in the election affidavit; new
FIR cases registered against them after being elected in the current term; and
important pending charge sheets.

Table 1: Scale for Ranking Performance for Councillor

Scale of Ranking

Sr. Indicator Max Comments
No. %

1 Present
A Attendance in the 15 Refer Point 3a on page 170 for details.

Scale of Ranki

Indicator Max Comments

%

4 Negative marking for new -5 For any new FIR registered during the year.
criminal cases registered
during the year

5  Negative marking for -5  For any Charge sheet in a criminal case.
Charge sheet

6 Negative marking for -5 This can be done on own website, newspaper, Praja

no annual pro-active Website or any other source which should be announced

Corporation and
Committee Meetings

disclosures by the elected
representatives of Assets
and Liabilities and Criminal
record (*)

publicly.

Also marks would be cut for wrong disclosures in the
above mentioned forums.

B Number of Questions 10 Against Group Percentage Rank. 10 being the top
Asked most percentiles and so on to the lowest for 0.

C  Participation during 5  Against Group Percentage Rank. 5 being the top
discussion most percentiles and so on to the lowest for 0.

D  Importance of questions 18 Refer Point 3d on page 172 for details.

asked by issues raised in
the question

E  Issues raised compared to 10 Refer Point 3e on page 173 for details
Citizen’s Complaints

F  Total Discretionary Funds 5  Refer Point 3f on page 173 for details
Utilised during April, 2015
to March, 2016

Total 63
2 Past
A Education Qualification 1 A minimum of 10" Pass - 1; if not - 0
B  Income Tax 1 Possessing PAN Card - 1; if not - 0
C  Criminal Record 5  If the candidate has zero cases registered against her/
him, then 5; else as below:
(1) Criminal Cases Registered excluding the following
charges: Murder, Rape, Molestation, Riot, Extortion - 3
(2) Rest-0
Total 7

3 Perception Based on a opinion poll of 25,215 people spread

across different constituencies in the city of Mumbai

A Perceived Performance 11 Score on Public Services

B  Awareness & Accessibility 5  Score on Awareness amongst people about their
representative, their political party and ease of access
to the representative

C  Corruption Index 7  Score on perceived personal corruption of the
representative

D  Broad Measures 7  Score on overall satisfaction and improvement in
quality of life

Total 30
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Total 100

(*)  This negative parameter on proactive disclosures has not been applied for the current year.
But as one the primary purpose of the Yearbook 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 public life, they should
share every year their updated criminal record.

2. Parameters for Past Records as per Affidavit

Parameters for Past Records are based on information in election affidavit that
includes educational, criminal and financial records of Municipal Councillors.
Total seven Marks out of Maximum 100 marks are allocated for this parameter.

a. Education

If the elected representative has declared in his affidavit, education qualification
as 10" pass or more then on the scale one mark is allocated, else zero marks
are given.

As a developing 21t century country, basic modern education is an important
criterion for human development. Even at lowest clerical jobs in 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.

b. Income Tax

It is 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; else if not possessing a PAN card than zero marks
are allocated.
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c. Criminal Record

Criminalisation of politics is 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 representing them with no criminal records. Hence
the scheme of ranking has into account marks for people with clean records:

i. Those with absolutely no criminal FIRs registered are given five marks.

ii. Those with FIRs registered against, with cases containing the following
charges: murder, rape, molestation, riot and extortion are given zero marks.

iii. Those with other FIRs registered against, other than those mentioned in
No. ii above, are given three marks.

We have negative markings as explained in No. 5 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 categorised as above
seemed more logical and hence number of individual cases are not of that
important but the category of case needed for the scoring.

3. Parameters for Present Performance in the Corporation and
Committee Meetings

In an indirect, representative democracy like India’s, citizens elect their
representatives so that these representatives can represent them in the
houses of legislation and deliberate on issues related to the citizens and form
needed legislations under the guidelines of and using the mechanisms of the
constitution. Thus it is very clear that the weightages in the performance scale
have to be more biased to these functions of the elected representatives i.e.
of Deliberation.

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. Hence the
marking is based on percentage of attendance: 100% getting 15 while 0%
getting zero.

However, in the MCGM a councillor is always a member of the Corporation
and a particular Ward Committee, and apart from that some of the councillors
are members of various committees viz:

i. Standing Committee
i. BEST Committee

MUMBAI REPORT CARD

iii. Works (City) Committee

iv. Works (Suburb) Committee

v. Improvements Committee

vi. Education Committee

vii. Public Health Committee

viii. Women and Child Welfare Committee
ix. Law and Revenue Committee

X. Tree Authority Committee

xi. Market and Garden Committee

Thus, it is understood that there can be two categories of councillors and they
need to be allocated the 15 marks in different ways:

ATTENDANCE
Councillor Corporation General Ward Committee Different Committee Total
Body Meetings (GBM) Meetings Meetings (mentioned above)
Category A 9 6 N.A. 15
Category B 7 4 4 15

b. Number of Questions

There cannot be really a set benchmark for the right number of questions or
issues 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, which are necessary for
the citizens. Hence to stimulate the representatives to ask maximum number
of questions the scale uses the percentile system for scoring.

Devices used for asking ‘Questions’ that have been considered in the marking:
e Agenda Raised

e Point of Order

e Short Notice Question

e Interpellation: Right to ask question under section 66 (A) of MMC Act

e Discussion on urgent public matters under section 66 (B) of MMC Act

e Asking statement from Municipal Commissioner under section 66 (C)

* Notice of Motions

e Proposal Raised

e Urgent Business

e Adjournment of meeting and business to be transacted at adjourned meeting
e General discussion on budget estimation

e Proposal for adjournment of debate or meeting and Amendments proposed
e Amendment Proposal

e Appeal

The marking for this section is out of a maximum 10 marks that the representative
can get for being the person with the maximum number of questions asked.

MUNICIPAL COUNCILLORS 2016

171



172

The marking here is done against Group Percentage Rank:
10 being the top most percentile and so on to the lowest for 0.

c. Participation during Discussion

Apart from raising a question or an issue, it is important that Councillors
participate in the ensuing discussion either on the question raised by their
fellow councilors or on proposals received by the Municipal Commissioner.
These discussions are noted in the General Body Meeting along with the
Councilor’'s name. We have taken this data through RTI (Right to Information)
and allocated markings out of a maximum 5 marks that the representative
can get for being the person with the maximum number of times they have
participated in the discussions:

5 being the top most percentile and so on to the lowest for O.

d. Importance of questions asked by issues raised in the question

The duties of the Municipal Corporation are laid down precisely under the
Mumbai Municipal Corporation Act, 1888. They are further divided into
Obligatory duties (Section 61, 62) and Discretionary duties (Section 63). The
Obligatory duties include issues related to roads, water supply, sewerage,
buildings, disaster management, municipal properties, primary education,
health, renaming of roads, etc. are covered. The Discretionary duties include
issues related to slum development, open spaces, gardens, road transport,
energy, electricity, water bodies (dams, irrigation), community halls/temples, etc.

In the present scale, we have culled out certain services from the Obligatory
duties that are essentially civic in nature and where the MCGM has monopoly
for delivery of these services to the citizens of Mumbai. The issues that can
be raised on these services are related to subjects such as drainage, roads,
water supply, solid waste management, etc.

Apart from these issues, an councillor can raise subjects that are not under
the direct purview of the corporation but are covered by the state and central
governments. Such as, crime, foreign affairs, agriculture, animal husbandry,
MMRDA (Mumbai Metropolitan Regional Development Authority), etc.

Based on the above classifications the weightages for the quality/importance
of the questions has been designated as below from the total marks out of
100 in the overall scale:

Issues/Duties Obligatory Discretionary Civic State/Central Total

(Obligatory)
Marks 8 6 3 1 18
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e. Issues raised compared to Citizen Complaints

MCGM has developed a system for tracking, recording citizen complaints.
These complaints are maintained under the Centralised Complaint Registering
System (CCRS). They are registered into a software platform where they
are classified into different categories by departments and the nature of the
complaint such as drainage, road, water supply, colony officer, building, etc.
As citizens’ representatives, it is expected that Municipal Councillors also ask
questions or raise issues to resolve citizens issues (complaints). Hence the
current parameter is based on comparing issues raised by councillors related
to the citizen complaints based on the RTI information procured related to
the data maintained by CCRS. The departments of MCGM that are covered
under this criteria are as follows: Buildings, Colony officer, Drainage, Estate,
Garden, License, MCGM related, Pest control, Pollution, Roads, Shop and
Establishment (S & E), Solid Waste Management (SWM), Storm Water Drainage,
Toilet and Water Supply.

A maximum of 10 marks have been allocated for this parameter.

f. Utilisation of Discretionary Funds Utilised April 2015 to March 2016

Municipal Councillors get a total of Rs. 60 lakhs in every financial year. This
fund they can spend as per their discretion on certain specified development
work in their constituencies. It is necessary that the funds are utilised in a
planned phased manner to achieve optimal results. Hence, the marks given are
based on percentage of the funds utilised out of the maximum Rs. 60 lakhs for
the financial years 2015-2016:

(1) 100% (or more) to 91% - five marks; (2) 90% to 76% - four marks; (3) 75%
to 61% - three marks; (4) 60% to 51% - two marks; and (5) 50% and below
- zero marks.

4. Parameters for People’s Perception as per Opinion Poll

Since perceived performance was given a weightage of 30 points, we divided it
further in to four broad areas in order to evaluate the performance in detail. All
these four areas were given differential weightage based to the importance in
defining the Municipal Councillors performance. The weightages were divided
in the following scheme:

B Perception of Public Services (impression of the people about the facilities
in the area) was given a weightage of 11 points,

B Awareness & Accesibility of the Municipal Councillor was given a weightage
of 5 points,

Corruption index was given a weightage of 7 points and

Broad overall measures were given a weightage of 7 points
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The rationale for giving the above scoring points was to give more importance
to the key issues like facilities in the area & corruption as compared to
Municipal Councillor being aware and accessible or overall feel of the people
being positive. This is because we believe that scoring positively overall or
being popular is actually a function of your work in different areas. Hence,
these areas should be given more importance than the overall satisfaction.
Moreover a blanket overall performance for an individual may be good but
when interrogated deeply about different traits the positives and negatives can
be clearly pointed.

The next step after assigning weightages to government’s four broad areas
was to make sure that facilities which come under local jurisdiction to get more
importance than the ones which come under the state or central government’s
jurisdiction. Hence the weightage for Perception of Public Services was further
divided into a hierarchy of 3 levels to meet the desired objective.

Level 1 included facilities which are more critical to local government whereas
Level 3 included facilities that are more critical to state government.

B Level 1 -This level included areas like Condition of Roads, Traffic Jams &
Congestion, Availability of public gardens, Availability of public transport
facilities, Water Supply, Water logging problems & Cleanliness & Sanitation
facilities. It was given a weightage of 6 points.

B Level 2 — This level included areas like Hospitals & other Medical facilities
& Appropriate Schools & Colleges. It was given a weightage of 4 points.

B Level 3 - This level included areas like Power Supply, Instances of Crime,
Law & Order situation. It was given a weightage of 1 point.

Research Design:

B A Municipal Councillor is a representative elected by the voters to over
see the functioning of the ward.

B Winner of elections in each ward is termed as a Municipal Councillor and
has the power to manage the functioning of the ward.

B This division helps to provide clear delegation of responsibilities at the
ground level.

B Since, our study focused on evaluating the performance of Municipal
Councillors it was necessary to cover and represent all the wards to which
each of these Municipal Councillors belonged.

B Hence, we decided to cover a sample from each ward. We decided
to cover all the 227 municipal wards equally, with a sample of 100 in
each ward.
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B The initial total sample for the study covered: 227 municipal wards x 100
respondents = 22700 respondents.

B Next step was to define the target group for the study. We finalised on
covering within each ward:

O Both Males & Females
O 18 years and above (eligible to vote)

B Once the target group was defined, quotas for representing gender and
age groups were set.

B The quotas were set on the basis of age and gender split available through
Indian Readership Study (Large scale baseline study conducted nationally
by Media Research Users Council (MRUC) & Hansa Research group for
Mumbai Region.

B The required information was collected through face to face interviews
with the help of structured questionnaire.

B In order to meet the respondent, following sampling process was followed:

O 100 interviews were conducted in each municipal ward.

O 2 -3 prominent areas in the ward were identified and the sample was
divided amongst them. These areas were mainly crowded areas such
as market place, railway stations, malls etc.

O Respondents were intercepted in these areas and the required
information was obtained from them.

B Sample composition of age & gender was corrected to match the universe
profile using the baseline data from IRS. (Refer to weighting paragraph on
next page).

Parameters of Evaluation:

While deciding the parameters of evaluation for a Municipal Councillor, we
decided to capture the information on four important aspects. These were as
follows:

B Impression of the people about different facilities in his/her area
O Condition of Roads

Traffic jams & Congestion of roads

Availability of public gardens/open playgrounds

Availability of public transport facilities like Auto, Taxis & Buses

OoOoOoao

Availability of food through ration shops
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Hospitals and other medical facilities
Appropriate schools and colleges
Power Supply

Water Supply

Water Logging during rainy season
Pollution problems

Instances of Crime

Law & Order situation

OOOOoOoO0OoOoaOoaQg

Cleanliness & Sanitation facilities
B Awareness & Accessibility of the Municipal Councillor
Perception of corruption for Municipal Councillor

Broad overall measures like overall satisfaction with Municipal Councillor
& improvement in quality of life because of Municipal Councillor.

lllustration of Scorecard for an Municipal Councillor:

Below is an illustration of scorecard for a Municipal Councillor which will help
us to understand the scoring pattern:

Parameter Scores

Parameters Broad groupings Scores  Maximum
Score
1 Recall for party name to which  Awareness & Accessibility 77 100
the Municipal Councillor
belongs
2 Recall for Name of the Awareness & Accessibility 77 100
Municipal Councillor
3 Accessibility of the Municipal ~ Awareness & Accessibility 69 100
Councillor
4 Satisfaction with the Municipal Broad overall measures 59 100
Councillor
5 Improvement in Lifestyle Broad overall measures 69 100
6 Corruption Corruption Index 72 100
7 Power Supply Impression of people - Level 3 67 100
8 Instances of Crime Impression of people - Level 3 57 100
9 Law & Order situation Impression of people - Level 3 61 100
10 Availability of food through Impression of people - Level 1 61 100

ration shops
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Sr.
No.

11
12

13

14
15

16

17

18

¢

20

Parameters

Pollution problems
Hospitals and other medical
facilities

Appropriate schools and
colleges

Condition of Roads

Traffic jams & Congestion of
roads

Availability of public gardens/
open playgrounds
Availability of public transport
facilities like Auto, Taxis &
Buses

Water Supply

Water Logging during rainy
season

Cleanliness & Sanitation
facilities

Scores of Netted Variables

Sr.
No.

o O A W DN =

Netted Variables

Awareness & Accessibility
Broad overall measures
Corruption Index

Impression of people - Level 1
Impression of people - Level 2
Impression of people - Level 3

Weighted Final Scores

Perceived performance score of the Municipal Councillor =

Broad groupings

Impression of people - Level 1
Impression of people - Level 2

Impression of people - Level 2

Impression of people - Level 1
Impression of people - Level 1

Impression of people - Level 1
Impression of people - Level 1
Impression of people - Level 1
Impression of people - Level 1

Impression of people - Level 1

Weightage Assigned

- A O N N O

Scores

56
67

68

58
57

62

59

62

56

59

Scores

74
64
72
59
68
62

(5*74)+(7"64)+(7*72)+(6*59)+(4*68)+(1*62))/100 = 20.1 out of 30

This score was further added with the performance on hard parameters and a
composite score for each Municipal Councillor was derived.

Weighting the data:

When conducting a survey, it is common to compare the figures obtained in a
sample with universe or population values. These values may come from the

same survey from a different time period or from other sources.
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Maximum
Score

100
100

100

100
100

100

100

100
100

100

Maximum
Score

100
100
100
100
100
100
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In this case, we compared the age & gender compositions achieved in our
survey with the similar compositions in IRS study (Indian Readership Survey).
In the process, minor deviations for demographics were corrected.

Hence, weighting not only helped us to remove the demographic skews from
our sample data but also ensured that the representation of demography
was correct.

5. Parameters for Negative Marking
Negative marking for new FIR cases registered

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

Do note that in the process of allocating marks does not take into account
number of new criminal FIR cases, but simply takes into account even a single
occurrence for allocating marks based on the severity of the crime.

Negative marking for Charge Sheet registered

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.

Do note that in the process of allocating marks does not take into account
number of criminal charge sheets, but simply takes into account even a single
occurrence for allocating marks based on the severity of the crime.

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

As per the election commission norms the candidate standing for elections
have to file an affidavit detailing amongst other things, their own asset and
liabilities and criminal records. The candidate who gets elected later, does not
share this information with his constituency or the election commission until
and 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

39T THEer W) fife & g, &, s anfir srcafaary A wdies e, svedn
TSTEET STEATE WA WA Gehedr™ o Ui 3118, Gagdiel Gaifeeh or fiozaom=
3 TRYGHIT STHT T ST F AT JRAT WO TR UTetehet 3TTedl 319 ST dred.
GIEie G heled] TRTss Jeaich Ufshaqd ST STUe sRIa=a TREaehi=l gard
T AR e T § oTeqdl WM fHeadt 3. Safes.

#1: GOLD

#3: BRONZE

#2: SILVER

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

MUNICIPAL COUNCILLORS 2016

179



WE, THE PEOPLE OF INDIA,
HAVING SOLEMNLY RESOLVED TO
CONSTITUTE INDIA INTO A

AND
TO SECURE TO ALL ITS CITIZENS:
SOCIAL, ECONOMIC AND
POLITICAL,;

OF THOUGHT, EXPRESSION,
BELIEF, FAITH AND WORSHIP;

OF STATUS AND OF
OPPORTUNITY; AND TO PROMOTE
AMONG THEM ALL

ASSURING THE DIGNITY
OF THE INDIVIDUAL AND THE UNITY
AND INTEGRITY OF THE NATION.

|

.ORG

MAKING DEMOCRACY WORK

Victoria Building, 1¢t Floor, Agiary Lane, Off Mint Road, Fort, Mumbai 400 001
Phone: +91 22 2261 8042 ¢ www.praja.org



