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Venue: Conference hall. APSACS

Time: 10:30 PM to 5.30 PM

Members participated

Mr. R.V. Chandravadan .A.S - Project Director. APSACS

Dr. Shobhavathi, APD APSACS

Mr. T. Kailash Ditya- Joint Dircctor-TI, APSACS

Ms. Karuna Administrative officer (Deputy registrar, cooperative socictics Department).
APSACS

5. Mr. Jaya Kumar Kandimalla, Team Leader - TSU
6. Mr. Narender, CFAR (NGO representative)

7. Ms. Sridevi-Admin Department APSACS

8 sxpert- TSU

w0 -

Mr. Amit Nagraj, Strategic Planning
Purpose of the meeting

1. Review of JA'T process conducted

2. Review of JAT scores and reports

3. Finalization of the organisations for scaling up and replacement of TT as per AAP 2010~
11

Key discussion points and the decisions

1. The committce has started with the discussion on the process of JAT and reviewed the
filled evaluation forms. Out of 68 shortlisted NGOs for JAT visit (one more added from
the stand by list- HERDS: since CERDS which was carlicr in the list is existing TI of
APSACS), 8 NGOs offices were found cither locked or not able to trace the concerned

personnel or not interested in JAT visit. Despite several attempts the JAT tcam members
could not visit them.

2. All the scaled assessment filled forms were opened in the presence of TAC tcam and
signed by the team members. Allithe applications were reviewed by the committee and
matrix is preparcd indicating name, of the NGO and score for each NGO.

3. The district wise number of NGOs visited by JAT and number of NGOs qualified with

preference ranking as per NACO guidelines is mentioned below (> 25 score is Most
Preferred. score between 18 to 24 is May be considered. scored less than or cqual to 17

are Rejected/ not to be considered) the NGO wise detail is presented in Annexe- |
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4. The above table clearly

qualified through JAT Scoring. Understanding the mismatch the TAC has made few
decisions for optimal scale up with available options. The decisions taken for scale up

with available resources during 1""TAC mecting are also considered.
5. The NGO wi
and replacement of Tls.

District Proposed "~ | Total | Preference as pcrrNACV()})Vn bases of score
number of |[NGOs | =
TIs for seale | visited | Most \/layW ' be Re;utul/ not to be |
up & preferred | eonsidered considered (Score |
replacement | (Score > 25)/‘ (Score 18 to | <equalto17)
o 25) \
2 | 2
- 18 il
East Godavai 6 42
ﬁGﬁumur - 2 o 1
Hyderabad |8 LA .
| 3
6 li 14
[8 N 1 I AN
| Prakasam e T Ja
| Ranga Reddy 1S S— S
4 - -t 1 -
- 3 - - -
| B . S | 1 i3
Grand Total |34 |68 | 5 o

indicates the mismatch among the requirement and NGOs

cores and decision taken are mentioned below in the table for scale up

['SL.No ‘ District Name of NGO ['Score | Remarks
given l
‘ by JAT
i s B o . _ | team i |
1 M\namapur HARITA 120 For Truckers TI subject to 1SG

| 1 recommendations
| ssment of site

East Godavari

" Replacement of F'SW Tl- Pragathi |
mawaram |

after
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| given
by JAT |
e
4 East Godavari  Society for Rural |22 ! Since shortage of qualified NGOs
| Agriculturists and in WG: proposed for the
Mass Awareness replacement of TI in WG for
,,,,, Lo esraw i luacp
3 . Guntur ‘ HAPPEN 18 For Scale up of TT (Migrants) ‘
6 THydeabad | Hyderabad Cowncil of |26 | For Scale upof T1 FSW) |
Human Welfare | |
‘ : i
[7 777ﬁ)'derabﬁd " Human  Action for | 21 For Scale up of TI (FSW) -
| Rural development | | }
(HARD) i |
g | 'I—Tydcrél’)gd 7ﬂ7i{arﬁ(§'ﬁi}0uinaé’l'ibn ED 7 For Scale u;;;vf']‘] (FSW) i
| | |
97 | Hyderabad T35 | ForScaleupof TL(FSW) }
| |
10 | Ke;dapa Community 26 " For Scale up of T1(CC) |
Development Society |
. R K0 i I S .- |
11 Kadapa Health Education and | 22 | For Scale up of TI (Migrants)
Rural Developmen
Society(HERDS) | |
13 | Kumool | Society for Rural and |20 | For Seale up of T1(CC) - i
Eco Development | i
(SRED) : | |
13 " Kurnool BWRDS 20 | Tor Scale up of TI(FSW)
\
| |
T4 [Mahabubnagar | Mennonite  Brethren | 18| For Scale up of TI (FSW)
| | Development i |
| | Organisation(MBDO)
5 A\«ilerlihabuhiwgari CHUM Social [ 22| For Scale up of T1 (FSW)
| liducational & ('ulu:{ﬁf =
— .| W& | Ereative VSOCWMJ A w/[ bow &Lv@ ool Wil
16 Mahabubnagar | Social Awareness for | 18 For Scale up o] TT (Migrants) |
| Integrated
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Score Remarks
given |

/SLNo | Distriet Name of NGO

| | by JAT |
. N . ] ] o fteam " |
17 Prakasam Rakshana 26 | Replacement — of F'Sw o Tl-
| DAMES |
| 18 Prakasam Society for National | 24 1 For Scale up of T1 (rMigranrls)
| Integration  Through |
Rural | |
oo ] e Developmeny(SNIRD) | - .
19 | Ranga Reddy Sri Sai mahila Sangam | 20 | Considered for scale up of Tl in |
" Iyderabad district.
|
A (ST T I I |
20 Ranga Reddy | Divya Disha 25 ‘ For Scale up of 11 (CC) |
|
91 | Visakhapatnam | SAMIDA T cale up of TI (CC) ‘l

22 ﬁakhapama;; Green Vision ‘\ Ecﬁaccmcm of TSW TI- PSO
; 1 ?
33 | Visakhapatam | SEED |
e m e |
24 Vizianagaram | Chiltanya Bharathi §
the grounds of project and budget |
| | handled in last three years. This is |
} | for Replacement of C'TRD T1
55 West Godavari | Good  Lamp |18 | Replacement of FSW T1-JES |
Organisation for the |
Depressed |
1 |Communities o L

6. In Adilabad district 2 NGOs are selected for JAT visit. however both the NGOs have not
qualified the basic criteria. Understand the plan for the scale up of one I'SW and one
Truckers intervention. TAC has decided to provide scale up the FSW intervention on
priority and truckers intervention can be scale up in later stage. And hence the existing
Ils in the district shall be given preference (This is onc of the clause discussed and
decided in 1 TAC minutes). Among the existing Tls in Adilabad AIRl DS is selected for
providing additional 1.





[image: image5.jpg]7. Similarly. for scale up of Truckers intervention. SURI:-Bhainsa can be considered for
scale up of Truckers intervention. However. 1'SG recommendation shall be considered to
sec the eligibility of the site for Truckers intervention as per national guidelines.

8. The actual required Tls in Ranga Reddy are 1 while 2 out of 9 visited by JAT are
qualified and hence TAC has decided o prefer one qualificd (sccond in rank among two)
for scale up of TTin Hyderabad district (refer table above).

9. Replacement of Tl s to be considered on priority and hence the two replacements of Tls
in West Godavari has to be done. However. out of 4NGOs sclected for JAT only onc is
qualified after JAT visit. In Hast Godavari 4 out of 6 NGOs are qualified after J AT visit
(while only 2 scale up are needed in the East Godav ari) and understanding the priority of
West Godavari replacement one qualified NGO in East Godavari shall be considered for
West Godavari.

10. Scale up of TIs in Hyderabad 1s still difficult with available number of qualified Tls.
Against requirement of 12 NGOs only 8 NGOs are visited for JAT and of that 4 are
qualified in JAT visit. Remaining 7 NGOs (4 directly selected form list of Hyderabad and
1 added from Rangareddy Dist- 12-5-7) o be selected for Scale up. The options
available for scale up in Hydcrabad are through contracting the existing 1T in the district (
the best performing TIs to be considered). However. strategy W ill be developed in
consultation with NTSU/ NACO.

11. The Proposal Development W orkshop for the 25 NGOs selected through JAT and two
existing NGOs proposed ( In Adilabad) for additional contracting will be conducted by
end of December 2010 and contracts will be given accordingly.
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and NGO wlse %Lore plm ided r!rurmg JAT visits

Score given [

SLNo | District Name of NGO
| by JAT
| team
I | Adilabad o I
! |
2 Adilabad “ORPHANS
REHABILITATION CARE AND ‘
b | | AGRICULTURE SERVICE SOCEITY. B
3 Ananldpur HARI TA 20
14 —\n'nnapur Grama Abh\uda»a(%aclel\ for ]mwrated 18
| | . | Rural Development i e
5 Anamapul Social  Education and  Environment 15
| 7 o | Development Society(SEEDS) e
6 Godavari 19

| Socml for Upperment Jmma \cunn Natural

Preference
selection

Rejected’ not Lo

_considered
Rejected/ not 1o
considered

| May be considered

| Rejected’ not to

considered

| May be considered

ganisation(RIDO)

T I | East Gnddvarl Seva §amnh| Most i){'e[brl‘cd
'8 | East Godavari | Creator's charitable Organisation May be considered B
9 Last Godavari | Prashanthi  Lducational ~ Cultural —and | 7 Rejeclca! not to
| el ssociation (PECWA) ~ i _considered
10 | East Godavari | Pallesiri Is Rejected’ not 1o
| e [ ~ _considered .
|1 | East Godavari 22 May be considered
2 | Guntur g | May be considered
{13 | Guntur SAVE 1% Rejected’ not to
- R SN R R T T | considered _
14 Hyderabad Council of Human W elfare | 26 Most preferred
- | (HCHW) S : - L }
15 Socieyt for Human Awareness and Rural Rejected’ not to
. o . Development (8 (SHARD) considered
|16 vderabad Agency of Working association for Rural | 3 Rejected’ mot Lo
| DevclopmentS Services (AWARDS) | | _considered
| 17 l Hyderabad ! Ifuman Action mr Rural development | 21 May be considered
18 y i | | May be conside
19 l H\dqab 3 RAY Most preferred
20 H\deldbad Jyothi Medical and Health Service Society | 6 | Rejected’ not 1o
(- [y | —— . o B considered
2 ] H\duabdd ' Indian Social Service 0 d/ not to
2 " | Bharatha Ratna Mahila Mandali ) 0 Tnot to
3 [ Community Development Soci e
" Rural int;brated Development | 19 May be considered

be considered

for

bc"

be

be |

B’CV
|

BC‘

?)C‘

be

be

be |

be

be
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Score given | Preference for |
by JAT | selection
team
21 | May be considered
6 | Rejected’ not 1o be
BRI DRI TN o Jeon idered
’F27 | Kadapa Chdllan\d " Lducational  And  Rural Rejected! not o be
S OSSN Devolopment Society(CERDS) | considered ~
' 28 | Kadapa "lealth Ecucation and Rural De\clopmem 22 May be considered
| ] Society(HERDS) Ll wily o o L e
29 | Kumool Kalabandhu Kalaparishad 12 Rejected’ not 1o be
‘v M . N S considered
‘3() | Kurnool Society for Rural and Eco Development 20 ’.\’16.\ be considered ‘
| (SRED) o T - o e
31 | Kurnool Lhmmnva Rural Development  Social | 11 Rejected’ not to be
o |Se ociety  © | . Wunmdutd o
32 Kurnool V.Rambhupal ~ Chowdary Educational | 10 Rejected/ nol to be
~l'Society - N B considered .
mool BWRDS 20 May be considered
I Kurnool AERDS 1 Rejected/ mot 1o be |
+ e R considered
\lahabubmgal lribal  Rural De\elupmem Association Is
(TRDO) [ e e G T
36 “ \/Iahabubnagar Mennomlc Brethren Development | 18
| Muhahubnagm' nal M& Jural | May be considered
J R eégcl:l\ W, P S
| Maha uhnagar “Soc ty for H\u an A\\alem an Ruml 0 Rejected/ not 10 be
— Development (SHARD) - considered |
139 \lalmbubnandr Society  for  People’s Lconomic & | 11 Rejected’ not 1o be
Li tducatmnal Dcxclﬂ)mcm (SP L _ " S i (A
| 40 16 not to be
[ . L _|.co >1de|cid” .
41 Bhindu Educational gouc 1 Rejected’ not to be
| L. B D T | considered
(42 \lalmbubndur Social Awareness for Integrated | 18 \ May be considered
T E - - DewlnLem(QAlD) o 3 . . o
43 Prakasam for the Development Rural Women | 0 not to be
| ) N and Children SDRWCINDIA) |
44 Prakasam Rakshana . 26
45 Prakasam Animal and Environment Welfare Council ‘ not to be

[SRK Pupils Welfare Society T

ot 1o be

“Association for . Rural | 10 " Rejected’ not 10 be
Development ~ R —| | considered
Souc\x fm Nduondl Intcg T'hrough | 24 May be on)ld\.nd

}w /j>\\v /




[image: image8.jpg]'SI.No | District i ne o = T"§cu?§gi?vé}17‘ Preference
| | | |by  JAT | selection
| i | | team |
[ I PR | |
| | Rural Development(SNIRD) | |
T e - - = = = 2
149 | Rd oa Redd\ l Sri Sai mahila Sangam 1\ 20 ‘\ May be considered
150 | RangaReddy | BIRD [0 [Rejected’ not to
| ] | | considered
“ 51 | Ranga Reddy “ Sri Durga . Women Devi elopmun Society “ 12 o
|
L - e
| 52 ’n Ranga Reddy Siri ]:ducanon md i:mpm\elmem §oclct\ ‘ 12 | Rejected! not 10
I | = ral Development B | considered
“ 53 Ranga Reddy rvice  Hand Asmuaum\ “for l{\uAH [ | Rejected? not 10
S (B People(SHARP) ) ) “ | considered
| 34 Ranga Reddy | tiyderabad € ouncil of Human Welfare | | Re cted’ not 10
| S |
a Reddy ‘TS(VL\L“ for Human Awareness s and Rural 1o ©

e 7iDevelogmcnt(SllARD) i b
Ranga Reddy | Dnva[ \
' Reddy Soucty ¢ Cor 3
Protection of Envi uonmem(S(()PL) S

/\MID/\ |18

|14 | Rejected’ not 0
| u)lmduul

‘RE\CL[L(‘ not to
considered

| May be considered

ML\ be unbidcrcd

166 | West Godavari “ Icj
|

|

o — =i

|67 | W est Godavari | C m\n\d Yuv a_]dna Sauulmm(( YS$-YDC)
| |

TGS Tl\ig Godav an* djyoth\ lldruana Yuvajana Sannham

| 1C% l IS (R





