Present
Opening

In his opening remarks the chairman regrets theabsence of MoH and sicne this is an important meeting with the pre-selection for the third round. The DfId representative explains that due to unforeseen circumstances the DFID advisors from the DFID office in Khartoum could not attend. NESI is also not present which is a missed change to promote the participation of their national NGO members.
The meeting accepts the minutes of the 17th Steering Committee  with one clarification on point 1 on  page 4: The figures represent the total needs (MOFEP estimate)
The meeting accepts that the update on BSF’s first and second round implementation is posrtpomned because the secretatiat has been busy with the extensions, the ongoing Peer review of the Primary Health BSF Grant recipients, etc. The secretariat will circulate a short version of QPR 3 (2008) 1 July-30 september 2008 asap.

The BSF project director gives an introduction on 3rd round: DFID will contribyet GBP 9 m, the Dutch government Euro 6.5 m, the Canadian government Can $ 10 m (or the equivalent of GBP……) and the Norwegian government  yet undisclosed amount The canadian contribution needs to be confirmed and in that case the 3rd round has a total of GBP 30 m. The selection of the 3rd round will accomodate the situation that arises when a donor confirm participation at a lter date. In that case an extra meeting of the Steering Committee will decide on the next best project of the short list.

The presentation on the 3rd round  is attached to these minutes.
During this presentation The meeting discusses the following issues:

Do not use “greater” but use the states; for example instead of……..name each of the states.

The selection of the 3rd round proposals should include BSF’s sister funds namely RRP,SRF and of course MDTF and USAID. 

Like the first round and the second round, This call for concept notes was “open” because the application guidelines do not include geogtaphical restriction (beyond the need to concentrate on “under-served”areas, rural areas and localities with relative high pop of IDP and returnees,  nor does it specify support for specific facilities (USAID for exaopmple requests support for specific health. The selection of the sussequent proposals needs to assure euitable distribution over the ten states. 
As per application guidelines the proposals need to include a record of who else is active and in which sector /payma; this will transparency in selection and it will also help in targeting under-served areas.
MOFEP has strted with the donor mapping and this inventory will be complete in 2009 and this database will also be linked with a geographical information sytem to produce donor maps.

GoSS and the NGO forum discuss In the Governor’s conference the targeting of priority counties in the governor’s forum. GoSS has not yet identified such priority counties. SRF has not succeed either in obtaining consensus over priority counties. 

The secretariat will include all the national non-state partners of the concept notes. This will help to include national non-state organisation (national NGOs)

For the remaining time in 2008 the SC will meet again on 9 December (not on the 10th as originally planned) to accommodate the IMAC meeting scheduled for the 12th December

Compared with the MGD and the limited time left to reach its targets all of southern sudan i

It needs to be clear how the quality of the Consortium is  scored in particular the number of national NGOs (non-State actors) and the track record and plans for cooperation with the relevant State authorities (State actors), in particular the SMOH,SMOEST, State Minyry of wrtaer and local Governmemnt.

To promote the participation in BSF of national NGO the meeting decides the lower the threshold from 70 to 65 points; this results in an extra 3 natioanl NGO that will be invited to submit a proposal.\

The SC of 9 december will select the short listed proposals and the selected ones  will be submitted to IMAC in its meeting on 12th December. The presentation for IMAC should be particular clear on the location (State, County, Payam) because one of IMAC’s mandates is to watch-over equitable State distribution.
The Ngo bill (Melissa please help me here)
BSF Grant recipients’s Exit Strategy:

The secretariat set-up a Peer review for the Grant recipients in Primary health. The reports on these peer review will be pasrt of the extension requests for 2009/10. These reports need to also include plans on the exit strategy in other words how and when can the health facility be handed-over to MoH; this will depend also on the progress with the implementation over 2009 of MoH’s payroll. The funding mechanisms for Primary health was also discussed during the 2nd Health Forum ( 27-29 October 2008).  How realistic is it to plan the funding to stop in 31 August 2010 assuming that Goss can keep these facilities operational, not only with salariesm, but also with training and drugs supply ?

For Primary eduction the exit strtedy also depends on teacher salaries.
