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QUARTERLY ACCOMPLISHMENT REPORT

FY 2022
Strategy Assessment of
! Physical Targets Physical A Variance
:m_“__“. Reasons for Varlance/
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(1) @) (3) ) &) (6) @) (8) 9) (10) (1M)=(7)+(8)+(9)+(10) (12)=(11)-(6) (13) (19)
Strategic Focus 1: | e of LGUs to improve the delivery of sacial pr and saclal welfare services| _ _
ORGANIZATIONAL OUTCOME 5: DELIVERY OF SOCIAL WELFARE AND DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS BY LOCAL GOVERNMENT UNITS THROUGH LOCAL SOCIAL WELFARE AND DEVELOPMENT OFFICES IMPRQVED
[s] #DIviat #DIVI0! #DIvio! #DIV/D! #DIV/0!
5.1|Percentage of LSWDOs with improved Percen| Assessd Total No. of LGUs | LGUS W Percent FVALUE!
: from fmproved
functionality t 2019-2020 functionoity
a. Levell 48 48 11 LSWDOs 4 LSWDOs 15 LSWDOs AVALUE! The targets stated on the Baseline ana
17.75% 66.67% 22.06% A Result is composed of the 63
a.1. Province 1 1 0.00% 0% 0% target LGUs vis-a-vis fa the region's
a.2 City 1 1 0.00% 0% 0% commitment to the SDCA for 2nd semaster
2.3 Mun 16 26 17.74% 66.67% 22.06% of Nomul With that, the target of 5.@ region
b. Level 2 10 10 23 LSWDOs 2 LSWDOs 45 LSWDOs AVALUET was identified on a semestral basis. The
©9.35% 33.33% ©6.18% same number of LGUs was submitted lo e e
b.1. Province 1 1 6.45% 0% 5.88% Cenral Office on April 12, 022,252
o o O response to the memo received by theregion[————————
% 7 1.61% 0% 1.47%
" dated March 30, 2022, requesting for T SS—
2 2 o1.29%% g3:8a% oAt AR st of the updates on TARA. Cutof |——m—————
c. Level 3 1 1 8 LSWDOs 0 8§ LSWDOs i this, 68 LGUs (59 priority LGUs and —
: 0% -76%, nan-priority LGUS) were by the
c.1. Province 0% 1.47% region as of D 31, 2022
c.2 City 0% 1.47%
¢.3 Municipall 1 1 9.67% 0% 8.82%
d. Below Service Delivery 4 4 0% 0% 0% A00%
c.1. Province 0% 0% 0%
c.2 Cily 0% 0% 0%
c.3 Municipality 4 4 0% % 0%
Based on the SOCA out of the
Improved 59 assessed LGUS', 42 were
a. Level 1 4 4 12 LSWDOs | 12 LSWDOs |irom PF lo F 20.34% Based an SDCA 2022, 12 LSWDOs ware able to level up. Further one
assessed as Level 1. Out of it, lhree (3) (1) PSWDO, one (1) CSWDO,
a.1 Pravince 0 0 0.00% LSWDOs have an improved score from and 32 MWDOs wers able to
Low to Level 1 (Mansalay, Mamburac San |incraase their functionality fram
0 0.00% Andres), and nine (3) LSWDOs maintained || gyl 1 to Level 2 and 3,
2.2 Cly L = the Level 1 score (Gasan, Puerlo Ggera,  |which means that the LSWDO
Calintaan, Narra, Quezon, Balabac, Ta/lay,  |have improved from Service
a.3\ 4 4 12 12 20.34% Santa Maria, San Fernando) Delivery to Better Service
Based on SDCA 2022, 39 LSWDOs wzre Delivery. While 4 MSWDQs
assessed as Level 2. Out of it, ane (1) were able to level up to 1 and
mproved _.m_.<<Un__ ”w”\_uz _E_u_ngn oM_‘o .._‘_o_ﬂ Mas \ 2 from Low Level and Ww%
to Level lagsaysay, Occidental Mirdora), |one (1) PSWDO, ane
b. Level2 485148 39 LSWDOs 139 LEWDOs [fom FID FE [ 66.10% 32 LSWDOs improved from Level 1 fo nmsﬁ__u.c and two (2) MSWDOs
Level 2 (Occidental Mindoro PSWDO, have the result of Level 3 fram
Calapan City, Buenavista, Mogpog, Stz.Cruz |their previous Level 2.
(Marinduque), Baco, Bansud, Bongabcng,
o Naujan, Pinamalayan, Pala, San Teodcro, On tha other hand, the
b.1 Pravince 1 1 4 s 6.78% Socarra, Victoria, Rizal (Occidental remaining 17 LGUs assessad
Mindoro), yan. Sta. Cruz (Occi have
Mindoro), Culion, Aborlan, Brooke's Pcint, respectively; 10 MSWDOs on
Coron, Cuyo, Rizal (Palawan), Sofronio Level 1, three (3) PSWDOs
Espaniala, Ferrol, Odiongan, Loac, Calitrava, |and three (3) MSWDOs on
b.2 Ciy 1 1 1 1 1.69% \E , Sanla Fe) and six (6) |Lavel 2, and ane (1) MSWDO
maintained a Level 2 ( on Level 3.
Marinduque PSWDO, Oriental Mindorc
PSWDO, Romblon PSWDQ, Boac, Tol
6.3 Municip 46 46 34 34 57.63% Romblon (Capital))
c. Level 3 Improved Based on SDCA 2022, eight (8) LSWDOs
from PF lo assessed were at Level 3. Oul of il, one (1)
il " 8 LSWDOs | 8 LSWDOs [FF 13.56% i a Level 3 score (Abra Dellog),
three (3) LSWDOs improved from Level 1
c.1 Province 1 1 1 1 1.68% to Level 3 (San Jose (Occidenlal Mindara),
Balaraza, San Vicenle), and four (4)
c.2 City 7 i 1 1 1.69% LSWDOs improved from Level 2 o Level 3
(Palawan PSWDO, Puerto Princesa Ciy,
©.3 Municipali 3 3 6 6 10.17% Bulalacag, Gloria)
Below Service Delivery Improved
Total from PF to
0% LSWDQ [FF 0%
c.1 Province 0 0 0% Based on SDCA 2022, no priarity LGU
c.2 City 0 a 0% remained at low level and were already |
c.3 0 0 0% improved to Level 1 and 2 respectively |
put Indi
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_H,n._._ Reasons for Variance/
at Q2 Q3 Q4 Total Ql Q2 Q3 Q4 Total Variance Mojor | Minor |Achieved Other Remarks Sleering Measures

(1) (2) @) “) 5) (6) @) ) ®) (10) (MEE+B)+9)+(10) (12)=(11)-(6) (13) (19)

52 Number of LGUs assessed in terms of 63 63 63 63 63 Target Fully Achieved. The TARA pregram  |As a strategy and as a
their functianality level along delivery of assessed and validated a total of 68 recommendation of the
saclal pratection 62 6 68 5 (+) |(107.94%) LGUs out of 63 targeted LGUs  |Regional Director, a clustered
Province 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 0 for the Service Capacity Delivery servica dellvery assessment
City 2 2 2 2 2 0 2 2 0 Assessmenl (SCDA) through the assistance |was S:n_cn.ia in order lo X
Municipality 56 56 56 56 56 55 of Regional Moniloring Team (RMT) efficiently utilize and maximize

Q 6 61 5 members. |he available resources and

5.3 Percenlage of LGUs pravided |schedule of the Regional
technical Moniloring Team and the
Percentage (l.e., 100% etc) 25% | 20% | 20% | 20% | 85% 118% 118% 0 participants.
Absolule Value ( actual served vs. Target) 10 10 10 8 38 77 77

54 |Number of LGUs pravided with technical Further, for the LSWDOs that
assistance using digital platforms along have stable internet
saclal protection connection, in the area, an
Perceniags (i¢., 100% elc) 100% 6% T98% Ta8% 1 onllng gesessment ionkace
Absolute Value ( actual served vs, Target) | 10 10 10 8 38 42 50 57 57 19

5.5 Percentage of LGUs provided with
resource augmentation
Parcenlage (i.e., 100% elc) 80% 60.26% 61.54% 86% B6%
Absolute Value ( actual served vs. Target) 47 48 63 63

5.6 |Percentage of LGUs that rated TA
provided as satisfactory or belter
Percentage (i.e., 100% elc) 100% 100% 71.79% 85% 85%
Absalute Value ( actual served vs. Target) 42 56 66 66

5.7 |Percenlage of LGUs that rated RA 100%
provided as sati y or better
Percentags (i.e., 100% elc) 100% 100.00% 100% 100%
Absolute Value ( actual served vs. Target) 32 42 49 43
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