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Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programes.
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a 'fnultidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.

a mtjlt_id}s_ciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.

Score for assessment criteria 5: (0-3)

2

Comments:

Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs

Assessment Criteria 6

The proposal demonstrated that the general practice will make effective use of digital health
technologies, including (but not limited to) clinical information systems, secure messaging systems

and My Health Record.

[ Rating Scale

0

1

2

“The proposal did not
demonstrate that the
general practice will
make effective use of
digital health
technologies.

The préf)osal
demonstrated to a
limited extent that the
general practice will
make effective use of
digital health
technologies.

Score for assessment criteria 6: (0-3)

2

Comments:

The ﬁro_pcgi
demonstrated to a
sound extent that the
general practice will
make effective use of
digital health
technologies.

The proposal
demonstrated to a
significant extent that
the general practice
will make effective
use of digital health
technologies.
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Assessment Criteria 7

The proposal demonstrated how the general practice will support:

s Culturally respectful health services for Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders clients, for
example, established links with community controlled organisations, demonstrated
understanding of the specific healthcare needs of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
peoples, and or Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander identified members of the practice’s

workforce;

e Culturally and linguistically diverse members of the populations; and

e Vulnerable population groups.

Rating Scale

0

1

2

3

The proposal did not
demonstrate how the
general practice will
support:

Culturally respectful
health services for
Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and
vulnerable population
groups.

The proposal
demonstrated to a
limited extent how
the general practice
will support:

Culturally respectful
health services for
Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and
vulnerable population
groups.

The proposal
demonstrated to a
sound extent how the
general practice will
support:

Culturally respectful
health services for
Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and
vulnerahle population
groups.

The proposal
demonstrated to a
significant extent how
the general practice
will support:

Culturally respectful
health services for
Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and
vulnerable population
groups.

Score for assessment criteria 7: (0-3)

g

Comments:

Total score and overall comments:
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Total score for Selection Criteria 1-7: (total score out of 21)

9.5

Overall comments for this application:

Date of completion:30/4/2018
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Application details.

1. Organisation name_

2. Program name (if applicable):GP Buk Billing Grant

A rubric has been developed to assist you to rate all-applications. The rating that you (and the other
assessors) give will strongly inform the discussion and decisions made at the assessment panel
meeting.

The assessment criteria has been taken from the funding guidelines. Please note that the ‘Location of
funded activity’ assessment criteria, has been scored as part of the eligibility check and does not

req uire your assessment.

Please rate each assessment criteria from zero to three (0-3).

Assessment Criteria 1.

The proposal shows demonstrated commitment to bulk billing (the general practice will retain
autonomy over billing decisions}.

billing.

hilling.

hilling.

Rating Scale
0 ok |iditn - 2 3
The proposal did not | The proposal The proposal The proposal
demonstrate demonstrated limited | demonstrated sound demonstrated
commitment to bulk commitment to bulk commitment to bulk significant

commitment to bulk
billing.

Score for assessment criteria 1: (0-3)

3

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 2.

The proposal demonstrated efficient use of resources and value for money, and included a budget
with detailed costings, and evidence of the capability to deliver to deadlines and on budget.

Rating Scale

0

i}

2

3

There was very limited
detail on what the
funding sought will be
used for.

The budget was not

detailed and the

There was some detail
on what the funding
sought will be used
for. It provided limited
value for money,

There was some
explanation of each
budget line item. The
project appeared to
offer reasonable value
for money.

There was a detailed
explanation of each
budget line item. The
project appeared to
offer excellent value
for money.
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project does not
demonstrate value for
money.
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Score for assessment criteria 2: (0-3)

2

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 3.

The proposal must include a timeline for implementation, a description of intended performance

measures and a mechanism for project evaluation.

_Rating Scale

0

1

include a timeline for
implementation.
There were no
performance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.

2

The proposal included
a limited timeline for
implementation.
There were limited
performance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.

evaluation.

The proposal included
a well thought out
timeline for
implementation.
There were well
thought out
performance
measures and
mechanisms for

Score for assessment criteria 3: (0-3)

2.5

Comments:

‘The proposal included

3

a significantly thought
out timeline for
implementation.
There were significant
performance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.

Assessment Criteria 4.

The proposal demonstrated how the general practice will provide a sustainable long-term footing for
bulk billed primary health care that is not reliant on further ACT Government funding.

0

1

Rating Scale

2

3

The proposal did not
demonstrate how the
general practice will
provide a sustainable
and long-term bulk

The proposal
demonstrated to a
limited extent how
the general practice
will provide a

sustainable and long-

The proposal
demonstrated to a
sound extent how the
general practice will
provide a sustainable
and long-term bulk

The proposal
demonstrated to a
significant extent how
the general practice
will provide a
sustainable and long-
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billed primaryﬂalth
care service.

term bulk billed
primary health care
service.

Score for assessment criteria 4: (0-3)

2

Comments:

billed r)fin;ry health
care service,

term bulk billed i
primary health care
service.

Assessment Criteria 5.

The proposal demonstrated support for:
e Preventative care — for example, promotion of healthy lifestyles, addressing risk factors and
lifestyle modifications to prevent chronic disease, and improving early detection and
management of chronic disease;

e Coordinated care with a multidisciplinary team approach that focuses on patients’ needs — for
example, easily accessible and affordable allied health services, or supported referral to these.
Delivery of other innovative healthcare services to the community will also be considered

favourably; and

e |ntegration with relevant local programs, support groups and initiatives in the community —
for example. Enhanced coordination with other health services or community health

programs.

Rating Scale

0

1

2

The prc;{:)osal did not
demonstrate support
for:

Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.

The proposal
demonstrated limited
support for:
Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.

Score for assessment criteria 5: (0-3)

2

Comments:

The proposal
demonstrated sound
support for:
Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration-with
relevant local
programs.

| The proposal

demonstrated
significant support
for:

Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs
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Assessment Criteria 6

The proposal demonstrated that the general practice will make effective use of digital health
technologies, including (but not limited to) clinical information systems, secure messaging systems

and My Health Record.

Rating Scale

0

i

2

3

The proposal did not
demonstrate that the
general practice will
make effective use of
digital health
technologies,

The proposal
demonstrated to a
limited extent that the
general practice will
make effective use of
digital health
technologies.

The proposal
demonstrated to a
sound extent that the
general practice will
make effective use of
digital health
technologies.

Score for assessment criteria 6: (0-3)

3

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 7

The proposal demonstrated how the general practice will support:

The proposal
demonstrated to a
significant extent that
the general practice
will make effective
use of digital health
technologies.

e Culturally reSpectful health services for Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders clients, for

example, established

links with

community controlled organisations,

demonstrated

understanding of the specific healthcare needs of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
peoples, and or Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander identified members of the practice’s

workforce;

e Culturally and linguistically diverse members of the populations; and
e Vulnerable population groups.

vRating Scale

The proposal did not
demonstrate how the
general practice will
support:

Culturally respectful
health services for
Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
_culturally and

1

The proposal
demonstrated to a
limited extent how
the general practice
will support:

Culturally respectful
health services for
Ahoriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,

|2

3

The proposal
demonstrated to a
sound extent how the
general practice will
support:

Culturally respectful
health services for
Aboriginal and Torres

Strait Islanders_c!!gntsL |

The proposal
demonstrated to a
significant extent how
the general practice
will support:

Culturally respectful
health services for
Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
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linguistically diverse
members of the
population and
vulnerable population
groups,

148

Application No:

culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and
vulnerable population
groups.

Score for assessment criteria 7: (0-3)

1

Comments:

culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and
vulnerable population
groups.

culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and
vulnerable population
groups.

Total score and overall comments:

Total score for Selection Criteria 1-7: (total score out of 21)

15.5

Overall comments for this application:

Date of completion:30/4/2018
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Application details.

2. Program name (if applicable):GP Buk Billing Grant

A rubric has been developed to assist you to rate all applications. The rating that you (and the other
assessors) give will strongly inform the discussion and decisions made at the assessment panel

meeting.

The assessment criteria has been taken from the funding guidelines. Please note that the “Location
of funded activity’ assessment criteria, has been scored as part of the eligibility check and does not
require your assessment.

Please rate each assessment criteria from zero to three (0-3).

Assessment Criteria 1.

The proposal shows demonstrated commitment to bulk billing (the general practice will retain
autonomy over billing decisions).

Rating Scale - :

0 1 ) 2 TR —

The 6ro~;;05al did not The proposal The proposal | The p?oposal

demonstrate demonstrated limited | demonstrated sound demonstrated

commitment to bulk commitment to bulk commitment to bulk significant

hilling. billing. hilling. commitment to bulk
hilling.

Score for assessment criteria 1: (0-3)

1.5

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 2.

The proposal demonstrated efficient use of resources and value for money, and included a budget
with detailed costings, and evidence of the capability to deliver to deadlines and on budget.

' Ratihg Scale
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detail on what the
funding sought will be
used for,

The budget was not
detailed and the
project does not
demonstrate value for
money.

There was very limited |

There was some detail
on what the funding
sought will be used

for. It provided limited
value for money.

There was some
explanation of each
budget line item. The
project appeared to
offer reasonable value
for money.

| There was a detailed

Score for assessment criteria 2: (0-3)

2

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 3.
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explanation of each
budget line item. The
project appeared to
offer excellent value
for money.

The proposal must include a timeline for implementation, a description of intended performance

measures and a mechanism for project evaluation.

ﬁzﬁ‘ing Scale

0

1

2

3

The proﬁgsal did not
include a timeline for
implementation.
There were nho
performance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.

The proposal included
a limited timeline for
implementation.
There were limited’
performance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.

Score for assessment criteria 3: (0-3)

1.5

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 4.

The proposal included
a well thought out
timeline for
implementation.
There were well
thought out
performance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.

The proposal included %
a significantly thought
out timeline for
implementation.

There were significant
performance

measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.
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The proposal demonstrated how the general practice will provide a sustainable long-term footing for
bulk billed primary health care that is not reliant on further ACT Government funding.
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Rating Scale

0

1

2

3

The proposal_did not
demonstrate how the
general practice will
provide a sustainable
and long-term bulk
billed primary health
care service.

The proposalﬁ
demonstrated to a
limited extent how
the general practice
will provide a
sustainable and long-
term bulk billed
primary health care
service.

The proposal
demonstrated to a
sound extent how the
general practice will
provide a sustainable
and long-term bulk
billed primary health
care service.

The proposal
demonstrated to a
significant extent how
the general practice
will provide a
sustainable and long-
term bulk billed
primary health care
service.

Score for assessment criteria 4: (0-3)

1.5

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 5.

The proposal demonstrated support for:

s Preventative care — for example, promotion of healthy lifestyles, addressing risk factors and
lifestyle modifications to prevent chronic disease, and improving early detection and
management of chronic disease;

e Coordinated care with a multidisciplinary team approach that focuses on patients’ needs —
for example, easily accessible and affordable allied health services, or supported referral to
these. Delivery of other innovative healthcare services to the community will also be
considered favourably; and

e |ntegration with relevant local programs, support groups and initiatives in the community —
for example. Enhanced coordination with other health services or community health

programs.

Rating Scale

0

|
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Assessment Criteria 7

The proposal demonstrated how the general practice will support:
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e Culturally respectful health services for Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders clients, for
example, estahlished links with community controlled organisations, demonstrated
understanding of the specific healthcare needs of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
peoples, and or Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander identified members of the practice’s

workforce;

® Culturally and linguistically diverse members of the populations; and

s Vulnerable population groups.

Rating Scale

0

1

2

The proposal did not
demonstrate how the
general practice will
support:

Culturally respectful
health services for
Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and
vulnerahle population
groups.

The proposal
demonstrated to a
limited extent how
the general practice
will support:

Culturally respectful
health services for
Abariginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and
vulnerable population
groups.

The proposal
demonstrated to a
sound extent how the
general practice will
support:

Culturally respectful
health services for
Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and
vulnerable population
groups.

3

The proposal
demonstrated to a
significant extent how
the general practice
will support;

Culturally respectful
health services for
Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and
vulnerable population
groups.

Score for assessment criteria 7: (0-3)

2




154

- — Panel assessment form Application No:

Total score and overall comments;
Total score for Selection Criteria 1-7: (total score out of 21)

12

Overall comments for this application:

Date of completion:30/4/2018
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Application details.

1. Organisation name:
2. Program name (if applicable):GP Buk Billing Grant

A rubric has been developed to assist you to rate all applications. The rating that you (and the other
assessors) give will strongly inform the discussion and decisions made at the assessment panel

meeting.

The assessment criteria has been taken from the funding guidelines. Please note that the “Location of
funded activity’ assessment criteria, has been scored as part of the eligibility check and does not
require your assessment.

Please rate each assessment criteria from zero to three (0-3).

Assessment Criteria 1.

The proposal shows demonstrated commitment to bulk billing (the general practice will retain
autonomy over hilling decisions).

| Rating Scale
0 1 I 3 :
The proposal did not The proposal The proposal The proposal
demonstrate demonstrated limited | demonstrated sound demonstrated
commitment to bulk commitment to bulk commitment to bulk significant
billing. billing. hilling. commitment to bulk
e . billing.

Score for assessment criteria 1: (0-3)

1

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 2.

The proposal demonstrated efficient use of resources and value for monéy, and included a budget
with detailed costings, and evidence of the capability to deliver to deadlines and on budget.

: e T e e o w. VR Scale = S|
B B 2 R
There was very limited | There was some detail | There was some There was a detailed
detail on what the on what the funding explanation of each explanation of each
funding sought will be | sought will be used budget line item. The | budget line item. The
used for. for. It provided limited | project appeared to project appeared to
s | value for money. B I
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Th;budget was not
detailed and the
project does not
demonstrate value for
money.

offer reasonable value

for money.
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offer excellent value
for money.

Score for assessment criteria 2: (0-3)

1.5

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 3.

The proposal must include a timeline for implementation, a description of intended performance

measures and a mechanism for project evaluation.

Rating Scale *

0

1

2

The proposal did not
include a timeline for
implementation.
There were no
performance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.

The proposal included
a limited timeline for

The p}bposal included
a well thought out

timeline for
implementation.
There were well
thought out
performance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.

implementation.
There were limited
performance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.

3

The proposal included
a significantly thought
out timeline for
implementation.
There were significant
performance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.

Scaore for assessment criteria 3: (0-3)

1

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 4.

The proposal demonstrated how the general practice will provide a sustainable long-term footing for
bulk billed primary health care that is not reliant on further ACT Government funding.

Ratin_g Scalg y

0

1 2

The proposal did not
demonstrate how the
general practice will
provide a sustainable
and long-term bulk

The proposal The proposal
demonstrated to a demonstrated to a
limited extent how sound extent how the
the general practice general practice will
will provide a

| provide a sustainable | will provide a

The proposal
demonstrated to a
significant extent how
the general practice
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Assessment Criteria 6

Application No:

The proposal demonstrated that the general practice will make effective use of digital health
technologies, including (but not limited to) clinical information systems, secure messaging systems
and My Health Record.

| Rating Scale

0 o il 2 3
The proposal did not The proposal The proposal The proposal
demonstrate that the | demonstrated to a demonstrated to a demonstrated to a
general practice will limited extent that the | sound extent that the | significant extent that
make effective use of | general practice will general practice will the general practice
digital health make effective use of | make effective use of | will make effective
technologies. digital health digital health use of digital health

technologies. technologies. technologies.

Score for assessment criteria 6: (0-3)

2

Comments:
Assessment Criteria 7

The proposal demonstrated how the general practice will support:

© Culturally respectful health services for Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders clients, for
example, established links with community controlled organisations, demonstrated
understanding of the specific healthcare needs of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
peoples, and or Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander identified members of the practice’s
workforce;

e  Culturally and linguistically diverse members of the populations; and

e Vulnerable population groups.

! S — —— ~ Rating Scale o
plle=—r a1 ————— 2 T ) p——
The proposal did not The proposal The proposal The proposal
demonstrate how the | demonstrated to a demonstrated to a demonstrated to a
general practice will limited extent how sound extent how the | significant extent how
support: general practice will the general practice

the general practice
will support; support: will support:

Culturally respectful
health services for Culturally respectful

health services for

Culturally respectful
health services for

Culturally respectful

Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and

health services for
Aboriginal and Torres

Strait Islanders clients,

Aboriginal and Torres

Strait [slanders clients,

Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
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linguistically diverse
members of the
population and
vulnerable population
groups.

culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and
vulnerable population
groups.

culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and
vulnerable population
groups.
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“cultu rally and

linguistically diverse
members of the
population and
vulnerable population
groups.

Score for assessment criteria 7: (0-3)

1

Comments:

Total score and overall comments:

Total score for Selection Criteria 1-7: (total score out of 21)

9

Overall comments for this application:

Date of completion:30/4/2018
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Application details.

2. Program name (if applicable):GP Buk Billing Grant

A rubric has been developed to assist you to rate all applications. The rating that you (and the other
assessors) give will strongly inform the discussion and decisions made at the assessment panel
meeting.

The assessment criteria has been taken from the funding guidelines. Please note that the ‘Location
of funded activity’ assessment criteria, has been scored as part of the eligibility check and does not
require your assessment.

Please rate each assessment criteria from zero to three (0-3).

Assessment Criteria 1.

The proposal shows demonstrated commitment to bulk billing (the general practice will retain
autonomy over billing decisions).

Rating Scale

0 1 2 3

The proposal did not The proposal The proposal The proposalf

demonstrate
commitment to bulk
hilling.

e —

demonstrated limited
commitment to bulk
billing.

demonstrated sound
commitment to bulk
hilling.

demonstrated
significant
commitment to bulk
billing.

Score for assessment criteria 1: (0-3)

Assessment Criteria 2.

The proposal demonstrated efficient use of resources and value for money, and included a budget
with detailed costings, and evidence of the capability to deliver to deadlines and on budget.

_R-ating Scale

0
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There was i}ery limited
detail on what the
funding sought will be
used for.

The budget was not
detailed and the
project does not
demonstrate value for
maoney.

There was some detail
on what the funding
sought will be used
for. It provided limited
value for money.

There was some
explanation of each
budget line item. The
project appeared to
offer reasonable value
for money.

There was a detailed
explanation of each
budget line item. The
project appeared to
offer excellent value
for money.

Score for assessment criteria 2: (0-3)

2

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 3.

The proposal must include a timeline for implementation, a description of intended performance

measures and a mechanism for project evaluation.

Rating Scale

0

5

2

S

The proposal did not
include a timeline for
implementation.
There were no
performance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.

The propdsai included
a limited timeline for
implementation.
There were limited
performance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.

The proposal'included
a well thought out
timeline for
implementation.
There were well
thought out
perfarmance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.

Score for assessment criteria 3: (0-3)

2

The proposal included
a significantly thought
out timeline for
implementation.

There were significant
performance

measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation,

Assessment Criteria 4.

The proposal demonstrated how the general practice will provide a sustainable long-term footing for
bulk billed primary health care that is not reliant on further ACT Government funding.
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Rating Scale

0

The proposal—did not
demonstrate how the
general practice will
provide a sustainable
and long-term bulk
billed primary health
care service.

1

T2

The proposal
demonstrated to a
limited extent how
the general practice
will provide a
sustainable and long-
term bulk billed
primary health care
service.

Score for assessment criteria 4: (0-3)

2

Comments:

The proposalm
demonstrated to a
sound extent how the
general practice will
provide a sustainable
and long-term bulk
billed primary health
care service.

The proposal
demonstrated to a
sighificant extent how
the general practice
will provide a
sustainable and long-
term bulk billed
primary health care
service.

Assessment Criteria 5.

The proposal demonstrated support for:

e Preventative care — for example, promotion of healthy lifestyles, addressing risk factors and
lifestyle modifications to prevent chronic disease, and improving early detection and
management of chronic disease;

o Coordinated care with a multidisciplinary team approach that focuses on patients’ needs —
for example, easily accessible and affordable allied health services, or supported referral to
these. Delivery of other innovative healthcare services to the community will also be
considered favourably; and

e |ntegration with relevant local programs, support groups and initiatives in the community —
for example. Enhanced coordination with other health services or community health

programs,

Ea_lting Scale

0

| B

“The propc{sal did not
demonstrate support
for:

The proposal
demonstrated limited
support for:

support for:

2 3
WTFe‘proposal | The prdbc;al
demonstrated sound demonstrated
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Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.

Preventé’?ive care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.

Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.

significant support
for:

Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs

Score for assessment criteria 5: (0-3)

2.5

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 6

The proposal demonstrated that the general practice will make effective use of digital health
technologies, including (but not limited to) clinical information systems, secure messaging systems

and My Health Record.

“Rating Scale

0

1

demonstrate that the
general practice will
make effective use of
digital health
technologies.

The proposal didnot

The proposal
demonstrated to a
limited extent that the
general practice will
make effective use of
digital health
technologies.

2

3

“The propo;al

demonstrated to a
sound extent that the
general practice will
make effective use of
digital health
technologies.

The proposal
demonstrated to a
significant extent that
the general practice
will make effective
use of digital health
technologies.

Score for assessment criteria 6: (0-3)

2

Comments:
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Assessment Criteria 7

The proposal demonstrated how the general practice will support:
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o Culturally respectful health services for Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders clients, for
example, established links with community controlled organisations, demonstrated
understanding of the specific healthcare needs of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
peoples, and or Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander identified members of the practice’s

workforce;

e Culturally and linguistically diverse members of the populations; and

¢ Vulnerable population groups.

Rating Scale

0

|

2

3

The proposal did not
demonstrate how the
general practice will
support:

Culturally respectful
health services for
Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and
vulnerable population
groups.

The proposal
demonstrated to a
limited extent how
the general practice
will support:

Culturally respectful
health services for
Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and
vulnerable population
groups.

The proposal
demonstrated to a
sound extent how the
general practice will
support:

Culturally respectful
health services for
Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and
vulnerable population
groups.

The proposal
demaonstrated to a
significant extent how
the general practice
will support:

‘Culturally respectful

health services for
Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and
vulnerable population
groups.

Score for assessment criteria 7: (0-3)

2

Comments:
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Total score and overall comments:
Total score for Selection Criteria 1-7: (total score out of 21)

14.5

Overall comments for this application:

Date of completion:30/4/2018
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-— Panel assessment form

Application details.

1. Organisation name-

2. Program name (if applicable):GP Buk Billing Grant

A rubric has been developed to assist you to rate all applications. The rating that you (and the other
assessors) give will strongly inform the discussion and decisions made at the assessment panel
meeting.

The assessment criteria has been taken from the funding guidelines. Please note that the ‘Location
of funded activity’ assessment criteria, has been scored as part of the eligibility check and does not
require your assessment,

Please rate each assessment criteria from zero to three (0-3).

Assessment Criteria 1.

The proposal shows demonstrated commitment to bulk billing (the general practice will retain
autonomy over billing decisions).

billing.

billing.

Rating Scale

0 o 2 3

The proposal did not The proposal The proposal The proposal
demonstrate demonstrated limited | demonstrated sound demonstrated
commitment to bulk commitment to bulk commitment to bulk significant

billing.

Score for assessment criteria 1: (0-3)

1

Comments:

commitment to bulk
billing.

Assessment Criteria 2.

The proposal demonstrated efficient use of resources and value for money, and included a budget
with detailed costings, and evidence of the capability to deliver to deadlines and on budget.

Fating Scale

e




_ Panel assessment form

There was very limited
detail on what the
funding sought will be
used for.

The budget was not
detailed and the
project does not
demonstrate value for
money.

There was some detail
on what the funding
sought will be used
for. It provided limited
value for money.
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There was some
explanation of each
budget line item. The
project appeared to
offer reasonable value
for money.

There was a detailed
explanation of each
budget line item. The
project appeared to
offer excellent value
for money.

Score for assessment criteria 2: (0-3)

1.5

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 3.

The proposal must include a timeline for implementation, a description of intended performance

measures and a mechanism for project evaluation.

Ratin‘g—ScaIe

0

The proposal did not
include a timeline for
implementation.
There were no
performance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.

1

2

The proposal included
a limited timeline for
implementation.
There were limited
performance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.

The proposal included |

a well thought out
timeline for
implementation.
There were well
thought out
performance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.

3

 The proposal included
a significantly thought
out timeline for
implementation.
There were significant
performance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.

Score for assessment criteria 3: (0-3)

1

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 4.

The proposal demonstrated how the general practice will provide a sustainable long-term footing for
bulk billed primary health care that is not reliant on further ACT Government funding.
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Rating Scale

0

1

2

3

The proposal did not
demonstrate how the
general practice will
provide a sustainable
and long-term bulk
billed primary health
care service.

The proposal
demonstrated to a
limited extent how
the general practice
will provide a
sustainable and long-
term bulk billed
primary health care
service.

The proposal
demonstrated to a
sound extent how the
general practice will
provide a sustainable
and long-term bulk
billed primary health
care service.

The proposal
demonstrated to a
significant extent how
the general practice
will provide a
sustainable and long-
term bulk billed
primary health care
service.

Score for assessment criteria 4: (0-3)

1

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 5.

The proposal demonstrated support for:

e Preventative care —for example, promotion of healthy lifestyles, addressing risk factors and
lifestyle modifications to prevent chronic disease, and improving early detection and
management of chronic disease;

e Coordinated care with a multidisciplinary team approach that focuses on patients’ needs —
for example, easily accessible and affordable allied health services, or supported referral to
these. Delivery of other innovative healthcare services to the community will also be
considered favourably; and

e Integration with relevant local programs, support groups and initiatives in the community —
for example. Enhanced coordination with other health services or community health

programs.

Rating Scale

0

1

2

3

The proposal did not
demonstrate support
for:

The proposal
demonstrated limited
support for:

Preventative care,
coordinated care with

The proposal
demonstrated sound
support for:

Preventative care,
coordinated care with

The pfoposal
demonstrated
significant support
for:
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Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.

‘a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.
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a mtﬂfiﬂiéciplinar?f
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.

Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs

Score for assessment criteria 5: (0-3)

2

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 6

The proposal demonstrated that the general practice will make effective use of digital health
technologies, including (but not limited to) clinical information systems, secure messaging systems

and My Health Record,

demonstrate that the
general practice will
make effective use of
digital health
technologies.

demonstrated to a
limited extent that the
general practice will
make effective use of
digital health
technologies.

Score for assessment criteria 6: (0-3)

N

Rating Scale
0 1 2l 3 o
 The proposal did not The proposal The proposél The propésal )

demonstrated to a
sound extent that the
general practice will
make effective use of
digital health
technologies.

demonstrated to a
significant extent that
the general practice
will make effective
use of digital health
technologies.
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Assessment Criteria 7

The proposal demonstrated how the general practice will support:

170
Application No:

o Culturally respectful health services for Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders clients, for
example, established links with community controlled organisations, demonstrated
understanding of the specific healthcare needs of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
peoples, and or Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander identified members of the practice’s

waorkforce;

® Culturally and linguistically diverse members of the populations; and

s Vulnerable population groups.

demonstrate how the
general practice will
support:

Culturally respectful
health services for
Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and
vulnerable population
groups,

demonstrated to a
limited extent how
the general practice
will support:

Culturally respectful
health services for
Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and
vulnerable population
groups.

demonstrated to a
sound extent how the
general practice will
support:

Culturally respectful
health services for
Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and
vulnerable population
groups.

Rating Scale
0 1 2 3
The proposal did not The proposal | The proposal The proposal

demonstrated to a
significant extent how
the general practice
will support:

Culturally respectful
health services for
Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and
vulnerable population
groups.

Score for assessment criteria 7: (0-3)

;

Comments:

Total score and overall comments:
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Total score for Selection Criteria 1-7: (total score out of 21)

9.5

Overall comments for this application:

Date of completion:30/4/2018
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term bulk billed
primary health care
service.

billed primary health
care service.

term bulk blﬁe;df 5
primary health care
service.

billed prim;ary health
care service.

)
Score for assessment criteria 4: (0-3) QL >

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 5.

The proposal demonstrated support for:

e Preventative care — for example, promotion of healthy lifestyles, addressing risk factors and
lifestyle modifications to prevent chronic disease, and improving early detection and
management of chronic disease;

e Coordinated care with a multidisciplinary team approach that focuses on patients’ needs — for
example, easily accessible and affordable allied health services, or supported referral to these,
Delivery of other innovative healthcare services to the community will also be considered
favourably; and

e Integration with relevant local programs, support groups and initiatives in the community —
for example, Enhanced coordination with other health services or community health
programs.

' T
0 1 / 2. 1 3

The proposal did not The proposal \\._Ihe/proposal The proposal

demonstrate support | demonstrated limited | demonstrated sound demonstrated

for: support for: support for: significant support
Preventative care, Preventative care, for:

Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.

coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.

coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.

Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs

Score for assessment criteria 5: (0-3)

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 6

:

2)
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The proposal demonstrated that the general practice will make effective use of digital health
technologies, including (but not limited to) clinical information systems, secure messaging systems
and My Health Record.

Rating Scale /*

0 Fheet) 7 NS 2L IR HE i
The proposal did not The proposal The proposal The proposal
demonstrate that the | demonstrated to a demonstrated to a demonstrated to a
general practice will limited extent that the | sound extent that the | significant extent that
make effective use of | general practice will general practice will the general practice
digital health make effective use of | make effective use of | will make effective
technologies. digital health digital health use of digital health
technologies. technologies. technologies.

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 7

The proposal demonstrated how the general practice will support:

© Culturally respectful health services for Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders clients, for
example, established links with community controlled organisations, demonstrated
understanding of the specific healthcare needs of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
peoples, and or Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander identified members of the practice’s
workforce;

e Culturally and linguistically diverse members of the populations; and

e Vulnerable population groups.

- s R, ) Rating Scale
0 e ( BN 2 = '3
The proposal did not e proposal The proposal The proposal
demonstrate how the | demonstrated to a demonstrated to a demonstrated to a
general practice will limited extent how sound extent how the | significant extent how
support: the general practice general practice will the general practice
Culturally respectful will support: support: will support:
health services for Culturally respectful Culturally respectful Culturally respectful
Aboriginal and Torres | health services for health services for health services for
Strait Islanders clients, | Aboriginal and Torres | Aboriginal and Torres | Aboriginal and Torres
culturally and Strait Islanders clients, | Strait Islanders clients, | Strait Islanders clients,
linguistically diverse culturally and culturally and culturally and
members of the linguistically diverse linguistically diverse linguistically diverse
population and members of the members of the members of the
vulnerable population | population and population and population and
groups.
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Application details.

The assessment criteria has been taken from the funding guidelines. Please note that the Location of
funded activity’ assessment criteria, has been scored as part of the eligibility check and does not
reguire your assessment.

Please rate each assessment criteria from zero to three (0-3).

Assessment Criteria 1.

The proposal shows demonstrated commitment to bulk billing (the general practice will retain
autonomy over hilling decisions).

P — 7=<N_ ________ PRatingScale 3 e 1Y
0 —aggpige - o . En ,
The proposal did not ‘*~—'Fhe/proposal The proposal The proposal
demonstrate demonstrated limited | demonstrated sound demonstrated
commitment to bulk commitment to bulk commitment to bulk significant
billing. billing. billing. commitment to bulk
. o - — hilling. Bt

Score for assessment criteria 1: (O-Q( ‘ )

Comments: «

Assessment Criteria 2.

The proposal demonstrated efficient use of resources and value for money, and included a budget
with detailed costings, and evidence of the capability to deliver to deadlines and on budget.

j : = PRatingScale .
Ty ] 1 0 e ] | N
There was very limitet—Ftiere was some detail | There was some There was a detailed

detail on what the on what the funding explanation of each explanation of each
funding sought will be | sought will be used budget line item. The | budget line item. The

used for. for. It provided limited | project appeared to project appeared to

The budgét was not value for money, offer reasonable value | offer excellent value
defailed and th for money. for money.

project does not ; : 8







[Assessors name] — Panel

billed primary health
care service,

assessment form

primary health care
service.

Score for assessment criteria 4: (0-3) [

C

Assessment Criteria 5.

The proposal demonstrated support for:
s Preventative care — for example, promotion of healthy lifestyles, addressing risk factors and
lifestyle modifications to prevent chronic disease, and improving early detection and
management of chronic disease;

e Coordinated care with a multidisciplinary team approach that focuses on patients’ needs —for
example, easily accessible and affordable allied health services, or supported referral to these.
Delivery of other innovative healthcare services to the community will also be considered

favourably; and

billed primary health
care service.

178
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“term bulk billed— 7

primary health care
service.

e Integration with relevant local programs, support groups and initiatives in the community —
for example. Enhanced coordination with other health services or community health

programs.

48aiihg Scale

—ﬁe—pfo;o-sal did not \_|
demonstrate support
for:

Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.

Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.

Score for assessment criteria 5: (0-3) /

& N A ——
b - - Me—— B
_THe proposal The proposal The p;oposal
demonstrated limited | demonstrated sound demonstrated
support for: support for: significant support

Preventative care,
coordinated care-with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/ar
integration with
relevant local
programes.

for:

Preventative care,
coardinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local

programs
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The proposal demonstrated that the general practice will make effective use of digital health
technologies, including (but not limited to) clinical information systems, secure messaging systems

and My Health Record.

0

The proposal did not
demonstrate that the
general practice will
make effective use of
digital health
technologies.

s WRaAt'inv Ql? '
1 T2 ) :
The proposal -Ftie proposal

demonstrated to a
limited extent that the
general practice will
make effective use of
digital health
technologies.

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 7

3

demonstrated to a
sound extent that the
general practice will
make effective use of
digital health
technologies.

The proposal
demonstrated to a
significant extent that
the general practice
will make effective
use of digital health
technologies.

The proposal demonstrated how the general practice will support:

© Culturaily respectful health services for Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders clients, for
example, established links with community controlled organisations, demonstrated
understanding of the specific healthcare needs of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
peoples, and or Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander identified members of the practice’s
workforce;

o Culturally and linguistically diverse members of the populations; and

Lr

e Vulnerable population groups.

7

Rili})grs_carlé'

i/-\

—Ffie proposal did not
demonstrate how the
general practice will
support;

Culturally respectful
health services for
Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and
vulnerable population
groups.

1

2

| The proposéilr

demonstrated to a
limited extent how
the general practice
will support:

Culturally respectful
health services for
Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and

3

The proposal
demonstrated to a
sound extent how the
general practice will
support:

Culturally respectful
health services for
Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and

The proposal
demonstrated to a
significant extent how
the general practice
will support:

Culturally respectful
health services for
Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and
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vulnerable population | vulnerable population | vulnerable population
groups. groups. groups.

Score for assessment criteria 7: (0-3) ( ™

Comments:

Total score and overall comments: ' ;?f
Total score for Selection Criteria 1-7: (total score out of 21) T7Z—

[ication:

Date of completfc;n:
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Application details.

1. Organisation namez_

2. Program name (if applicable):

The assessment criteria has been taken from the funding guidelines. Please note that the ‘Location of
funded activity’ assessment criteria, has been scored as part of the eligibility check and does not
require your assessment.

Please rate each assessment criteria from zero to three (0-3).

Assessment Criteria 1.

The proposal shows demonstrated commitment to bulk billing (the general practice will retain
autonomy over hilling decisions).

| —— o RatingSeale s B a1
g = - _ L 2 ) - 3 7 ==
The proposal did not The proposal e proposal The proposal
demaonstrate demonstrated limited | demonstrated sound demonstrated
commitment to bulk commitment to bulk commitment to bulk significant
billing. billing. hilling. commitment to bulk
3y - hilling.

Score for assessment criteria 1: (0-3)

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 2.

The proposal demonstrated efficient use of resources and value for money, and included a budget
with detailed costings, and evidence of the capability to deliver to deadlines and on budget.

SN JL‘_Ratin@G}e - - =
0 /[ 1 ) Z{%, I & 3

| There was very limite‘sL,ZDhére was some detail‘\"‘mere was some There was a detailed

detail on what the on what the funding explanation of each explanation of each

funding sought will be | sought will be used budget line item. The | budget line item. The

used for. for. It provided limited | project appeared to project appeared to
value for money. offer reasonable value | offer excellent value

The hudget was not
detailed and the
roject does not

for money. for money.
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demonstrate value for
money.

Assessment Criteria 3.

182

Application No:

The proposal must include a timeline for implementation, a description of intended performance
measures and a mechanism far project evaluation.

0

include a timeline for
implementation.
There were no
performance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.

Y S L o e
The proposal did not _Fhe proposal included

Raling Scale -

2

a limited timeline for
implementation.
There were limited
performance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 4.

The proposal included
a well thought out
timeline for
implementation,
There were well
thought out
performance
measures and
mechanisms for

evaluation.

3

| Trhérpiroposal included

a significantly thought
out timeline for
implementation.
There were significant
performance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.

The proposal demonstrated how the general practice will provide a sustainable long-term footing for
bulk billed primary health care that is not reliant on further ACT Government funding.

0

=

The proposal did not
demonstrate how the
general practice will
provide a sustainable
and long-term bulk

The proposal
demonstrated to a
limited extent how
the general practice
will provide a

sustainable and long-

e proposal

§a Ié] .

3

demonstrated to a
sound extent how the
general practice will
provide a sustainable

and long-term bulk

The proposal
demonstrated to a
significant extent how
the general practice
will provide a
sustainable and long-
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billed primary health | term bulk billed billed primary health | term bulk billed
care service. primary health care care service. primary health care
service. service.

~

Score for assessment criteria 4: (0-3) ( L

)

7

Comments:

C

Assessment Criteria 5.

The proposal demonstrated support for:

e Preventative care — for example, promotion of healthy lifestyles, addressing risk factors and
lifestyle modifications to prevent chronic disease, and improving early detection and
management of chronic disease;

e Coordinated care with a multidisciplinary team approach that focuses on patients’ needs —for
example, easily accessible and affordable allied health services, or supported referral to these.
Delivery of other innovative healthcare services to the community will also be considered
favourably; and

e Integration with relevant local programs, support groups and initiatives in the community —
for example. Enhanced coordination with other health services or community health

programs.

B Rating’Stale\ —

Pas— =~ X ﬁé%({/ R | . .
The proposal did not The proposal | The proposal The proposal
demonstrate support | demonstrated limited | demonstrated sound demonstrated
for: support for: support for: significant support

Preventative care, Preventative care, for:
Preventative care, coordinated care with | coordinated care with | Preventative care,
coordinated care with | a multidisciplinary a multidisciplinary coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary team approach and/or | team approach and/or | a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or | integration with integration with team approach and/or
integration with relevant local relevant local integration with
relevant local programs. programs. relevant local
programs. programs

Score for assessment criteria 5: (0-3) L/L >

Comments:

Assessment Criteria
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The proposal demonstrated that the general practice will make effective use of digital health
technologies, including (but not limited to) clinical information systems, secure messaging systems
and My Health Record.

—— : Rating Scale / )
i 1A , o 1 4 7 3

The proposal did not The proposal The proposal The proposal

demonstrate that the | demonstrated to a demonstrated to a demonstrated to a

general practice will limited extent that the | sound extent that the | significant extent that

make effective use of | general practi'ce will general practice will the general practice

digital health make effective use of | make effective use of | will make effective

technologies. digital health digital health use of digital health
technologies. technologies. technologies.

Score for assessment criteria 6: (0-3) 2

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 7

The proposal demonstrated how the general practice will support:

¢ Culturally respectful health services for Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders clients, for
example, established links with community controlled organisations, demonstrated
understanding of the specific healthcare needs of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
peoples, and or Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander identified members of the practice’s
workforce;

«  Culturally and linguistically diverse members of the populations; and

e Vulnerahle population groups.

g 1 ] i 3

The proposal did not The proposal \_me proposal The proposal
demonstrate how the | demonstrated to a demonstrated to a demonstrated to a
general practice will fimited extent how sound extent how the | significant extent how
support: the general practice general practice will the general practice
Culturally respectful will support: support: will support:

health services for Culturally respectful Culturally respectful Culturally respectful
Aboriginal and Torres | health services for health services for health services for
Strait Islanders clients, | Aboriginal and Torres | Aboriginal and Torres | Aboriginal and Torres
culturally and Strait Islanders clients, | Strait Islanders clients, | Strait Islanders clients,
linguistically diverse culturally and culturally and culturally and
members of the linguistically diverse linguistically diverse linguistically diverse
population and members of the members of the members of the
vulnerable population | population and population and population and

groups.
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Application details.

1. Organisation namf—'=_

2. Program name (if applicable):

The assessment criteria has been taken from the funding guidelines. Please note that the Location of
funded activity’ assessment criteria, has been scored as part of the eligibility check and does not
require your assessment.

Please rate each assessment criteria from zero to three (0-3).

Assessment Criteria 1.

The proposal shows demonstrated commitment to bulk billing (the general practice will retain
autonomy over billing decisions).

6 I 1

The proposal did not
demonstrate
commitment to bulk
billing.

demonstrated limited
commitment to bulk
billing.

fiélti"ff T,
: 2
The proposal ——Ftie proposal

Score for assessment criteria 1: (0-3

Comments:

¥
Hessn ~

Assessment Criteria 2.

demonstrated sound
commitment to bulk
hilling.

demonstrated
significant
commitment to bulk
hilling.

The proposal demonstrated efficient use of resources and value for money, and included a budget
with detailed costings, and evidence of the capability to deliver to deadlines and on budget.

0

TFhere was very limited
detail on what the
funding sought will be
used for.

The budget was not
detailed and the
_project does not

(!

2

There was some detail |
on what the funding
sought will be used
for. It provided limited
value for money,

~There was some
explanation of each
budget line item. The
project appeared to
offer reasonable value
for money,

3

There was a detailed
explanation of each
budget line item. The
project appeared to
offer excellent value
for money.
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demonstrate value for
money.

Score for assessment criteria 2: (0-3) /;)

Assessment Criteria 3,

The proposal must include a timeline for implementation, a description of intended performance
measures and a mechanism for project evaluation.

I a ~___Rating ScaV ngrinctes B
0 2 1 e 2 v T )
The proposal did not The proposal included | The proposal included | The proposal included
include a timeline for | a limited timeline for a well thought out a significantly thought
implementation. implementation. timeline for out timeline for
There were no There were limited implementation. implementation.
performance performance There were well There were significant
measures and measures and thought out performance
mechanisms for mechanisms for performance measures and
evaluation. evaluation. measures and mechanisms for
mechanisms for evaluation.
evaluation. - -
siim )
Score for assessment criteria 3: (0-3) f A

Assessment Criteria 4.

The proposal demonstrated how the general practice will provide a sustainable long-term footing for
bulk billed primary health care that is not reliant on further ACT Government funding.

) Ratigg Sca —

o K | _ 3
The proposal did not The proposal proposal The proposal
demonstrate how the | demonstrated to a demonstrated to a demonstrated to a
general practice will limited extent how sound extent how the | significant extent how
provide a sustainable | the general practice general practice will the general practice
and long-term bulk will provide a provide a sustainable | will provide a

I . | sustainable and long- | and long-term bulk _sustainable and long- |
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term bulk billed
primary health care
service.

’ t;illed.primary health
care setvice.

term bulk billed
primary health care
service,

billed primary health
care servijce.

S 7
Score for assessment criteria 4: (0-3) /A~

Comiments:

Assessment Criteria 5.

The proposal demonstrated support for:

e Preventative care — for example, promotion of healthy lifestyles, addressing risk factors and
lifestyle modifications to prevent chronic disease, and improving early detection and
management of chronic disease;

¢ Coordinated care with a multidisciplinary team approach that focuses on patients’ needs — for
example, easily accessible and affordable allied health services, or supported referral to these.
Delivery of other innovative healthcare services to the community will also be considered
favourably; and

e Integration with relevant local programs, support groups and initiatives in the community -
for example. Enhanced coordination with other health services or community health
programs.

Ra—ti[[gScale _
2 VvV B E 3
The proposal

I e — i
The propdsal did not The proposal

The proposal

demonstrate support | demonstrated limited | demonstrated sound demonstrated
for: support for: support for: significant support
Preventative care, Preventative care, for:

Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.

coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs,

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 6

coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local

programs.

Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs
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The proposal demonstrated that the general practice will make effective use of digital health
technologies, including (but not limited to) clinical information systems, secure messaging systems

and My Health Record.

—

Rating.Scale

p.d

S —

0

The proposal did not
demonstrate that the
general practice will
make effective use of
digital health
technologies.

1

The proposal
demonstrated to a
limited extent that the
general practice will
make effective use of
digital health

technologies.

2' N

3

—The proposal
demonstrated to a
sound extent that the
general practice will
make effective use of
digital health
technologies.

Score for assessment criteria 6: (0-3)

2.

Comme

Assessment Criteria 7

L

The proposal demonstrated how the general practice will support:

The proposal
demonstrated to a
significant extent that
the general practice
will make effective
use of digital health
technologies.

e Culturally respectful health services for Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders clients, for

example, established

links with

community controlled organisations,

demonstrated

understanding of the specific healthcare needs of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
peoples, and or Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander identified members of the practice’s

workforce;

&  Culturally and linguistically diverse members of the populations; and

# Vulnerable population groups.

_R_atin—g/Sique 7

0

demonstrate how the
general practice will
support:

Culturally respectful
health services for
Abaoriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
membhers of the
population and
vulnerable population
groups.

The propoéél did not

1

The proposal
demonstrated to a
limited extent how
the general practice
will support:

Culturally respectful
health services for
Ahoriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and

YT

3

e proposal
demonstrated to a
sound extent how the
general practice will
support:

Culturally respectful
health services for
Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and

The proposal
demonstrated to a
significant extent how
the general practice
will support:

Culturally respectful
health services for
Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and
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groups. groups.

«7

Score for assessment criteria 7:

rommcnts

Total score and overall comments: /L‘/‘

Total score for Selection Criteria 1-7: (total score out of 21)

vulnerable population | vulnerahle population
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Application No:

vulnerable population
groups.

Date of completion:
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[Assessors name] — Panel assessment form Application No: -

Application details.

1. Organisation name: _

2. Program name (if applicable):

The assessment criteria has been taken from the funding guidelines. Please note that the Location of
funded activity’ assessment criteria, has been scored as part of the eligibility check and does not
require your assessment.

Please rate each assessment criteria from zero to three (0-3).

Assessment Criteria 1.

The proposal shows demonstrated commitment to bulk billing (the general practice will retain
autonomy over billing decisions).

e ~ RatingScale
0 1 S ( 2 ) 3 —

The proposal did not The proposal ~F@ proposal The proposal
demonstrate demonstrated limited | demonstrated sound demonstrated
commitment to bulk commitment to bulk commitment to bulk significant
billing. billing. billing. commitment to bulk
- e | | S B b | billing. X ad
Score for assessment criteria 1: (0-3) ?
S

Comments:

The proposal demonstrated efficient use of resources and value for money, and included a budget
with detailed costings, and evidence of the capability to deliver to deadlines and on budget.

)-/

B " 1 EP e e — -
There was very limited | There was some detail Y There was some There was a detailed
detail on what the on what the funding explanation of each explanation of each
funding sought will be | sought will be used budget line item. The | budget line item. The
used for. for. It provided limited | project appeared to project appeared to
The budget was not value for money. offer reasonable value | offer excellent value
detailed atid tha for money. for money.
projectdoesnot | 0 | -
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demonstrate value for
money.

Score for assessment criteria 2: (0-3) Z

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 3.

The proposal must include a timeline for implementation, a description of intended performance
measures and a mechanism for project evaluation.

Rating S

0

1 /

ale
1)

3

The proposal did not
include a timeline for
implementation.
There were no
performance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.

The proposal included—-The proposal included

a limited timeline for
implementation.
There were limited
performance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.

a well thought out
timeline for
implementation.
There were well
thought out
performance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.

The proposal included
a significantly thought
out timeline for
implementation.
There were significant
performance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.

Score for assessment criteria 3: (0-3) z?/

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 4.

The proposal demonstrated how the general practice will provide a sustainable long-term footing for
bulk billed primary health care that is not reliant on further ACT Government funding.

demonstrate how the
general practice will
provide a sustainable
and long-term bulk

demonstrated to a
limited extent how
the general practice
will provide a
sustainable and long-

Rating.$cgle
0 1 g o 3
The proposal did not The proposal \-Fhe proposal The proposal

demonstrated to a
sound extent how the
general practice will
provide a sustainable

and long-term bulk

demonstrated to a
significant extent how
the general practice
will provide a
sustainable and long-
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[Assessors name] — Panel assessment form Application No:
billed primary health | term bulk billed | billed primary health | term bulk billed
care service. primary health care care service. primary health care
service. service.

Score for assessment criteria 4: (0-3) &=

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 5.

The proposal demonstrated support for:

e Preventative care — for example, promotion of healthy lifestyles, addressing risk factors and
lifestyle modifications to prevent chronic disease, and improving early detection and
management of chronic disease;

¢ Coordinated care with a multidisciplinary team approach that focuses on patients’ needs—for
example, easily accessible and affordable allied health services, or supported referral to these.
Delivery of other innovative healthcare services to the community will also be considered
favourably; and

e |ntegration with relevant local programs, suppart groups and initiatives in the community —
for example. Enhanced coordination with other health services or community health

programs.
s Rating Scale = ————
0 — 1 B 2 : 3
The proposal did not The proposal The proposal The proposal
demonstrate support | demonstrated limited | demonstrated sound demonstrated
for: support for: support for: significant support
Preventative care, Preventative care, for:
Preventative care, coordinated care with | coordinated care with | Preventative care,
coordinated care with | a multidisciplinary a multidisciplinary coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary team approach and/or | team approach and/or | a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or | integration with integration with team approach and/or
integration with relevant local relevant local integration with
relevant local programs. programs. relevant local
programs. programs

Score for assessment criteria 5: (0-3) ?

L

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 6
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The proposal demonstrated that the general practice will make effective use of digital health
technologies, including (but not limited to) clinical information systems, secure messaging systems

and My Health Record.

0

1

_7 ﬁ Ratiniéc'\a\\le A

3

The prop—osal did not
demonstrate that the
general practice will
make effective use of
digital health
technologies.

The proposal
demonstrated to a
limited extent that the
general practice will
make effective use of
digital health
technologies.

2.}
\"‘I{e proposal

demonstrated to a
sound extent that the
general practice will
make effective use of
digital health
technologies.

The proposal
demonstrated to a
significant extent that
the general practice
will make effective
use of digital health
technologies.

Score for assessment criteria 6: (0-3)

s
f—

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 7

The proposal demonstrated how the general practice will support:

e Culturally respectful health services for Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders clients, for
example, established links with community controlled organisations, demonstrated
understanding of the specific healthcare needs of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
peoples, and or Ahoriginal and Torres Strait Islander identified members of the practice’s

workforce;

e Culturally and linguistically diverse members of the populations; and
¢ Vulnerable population groups.

demonstrate how the
general practice will
support:

Culturally respectful
health services for
Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and
vulnerable population
groups.

demonstrated to a
limited extent how
the general practice
will support;

Culturally respectful
health services for
Abaoriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and

demonstrated to a
sound extent how the
general practice will
support:

Culturally respectful
health services for
Abaoriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and

: Ratingseale
0 1 2 ) 3
The proposal did not The proposal e proposal The proposal

demonstrated to a
significant extent how
the general practice
will support:

Culturally respectful
health services for
Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and
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vulnerable population | vulnerable population [ vulnerable population
groups. groups. groups.

r

Score for assessment criteria 7: (0-3) £~

Comments:

2y

Total score and overall commentuz‘[l“ )
._/‘/.

Total score for Selection Criteria 1-7: (total score out of 21)

Date of completion:
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[Assessors name] — Panel assessment form Application No:

Application details.

1. Organisation name:
2. Program name (if applicable):

A rubric has been developed to assist you to rate all applications. The ratin
assessors) give will strongly inform the discussion and decisions made 3 __ent panel
meeting.

The assessment criteria has been taken from the funding guidelines. Please note that the Location of
funded activity’ assessment criteria, has been scored as part of the eligibility check and does not
require your assessment.

Please rate each assessment criteria from zero to three (0-3).

Assessment Criteria 1.

The proposal shows demonstrated commitment to bulk billing (the general practice will retain
autonomy over billing decisions).

- Rating Scale -
0 e 2 3.
The proposal did not The proposal The proposal The proposal
demonstrate demonstrated limited | demonstrated sound demonstrated
commitment to bulk commitment to bulk commitment to bulk significant
billing. billing. billing, commitment to bulk
= billing. N

2
Score for assessment criteria 1: (0-3) O

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 2.

The proposal demonstrated efficient use of resources and value for money, and included a budget
with detailed costings, and evidence of the capability to deliver to deadlines and on budget.

Rating Scale - s
[0S~ |1 = 2 3 e
There was very limited | There was some detail | There was some There was a detailed
detail on what the on what the funding explanation of each explanation of each
funding sought will be | sought will be used budget line item. The | budget line item. The
used for. for. It provided limited | project appeared to project appeared to
| bt e value far money.
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The budget was not
detailed and the
project does not
demonstrate value for
money.

Score for asses

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 3.

offer reasonable value | offer excellent value

for money.

198
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for money.

The proposal must include a timeline for implementation, a description of intended performance

measures and a mechanism for project evaluation.

0 = e i |
The proposal did not

include a timeline for

implementation.

There were no

performance

measures and

mechanisms for

evaluation.

Rating Scale

1

2

3 —_——

The proposal included
a limited timeline for
implementation.
There were limited
performance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.

The proposal included
a well thought out
timeline for

' implementation.

There were well
thought out
performance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.

The proposal included

a significantly thought
out timeline for
implementation.
There were significant
performance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.

|

Score for assessment criteria 3: (0-3)

2

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 4.

The proposal demonstrated how the general practice will provide a sustainable long-term footing for
bulk billed primary health care that is not reliant on further ACT Government funding.

Rating Scale

0

1

2

3

The ;;roposal did not
demonstrate how the

_general practice will

The proposal
demonstrated to a
limited extent how

The proposal
demonstrated to a

sound extent how the

The proposal
demonstrated to a
significant extent how
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provide a sustainable
and long-term bulk
billed primary health
care service,

the general practice
will provide a
sustainable and long-
term bulk billed
primary health care
service.

general practice will
provide a sustainable
and long-term bulk
billed primary health
care service.

the general practice
will provide a
sustainable and long-
term bulk billed
primary health care
service.

Score for assessment criteria 4: (0-3) <

omments:

Assessment Criteria 5.

The proposal demonstrated support for:
e Preventative care — for example, promotion of healthy lifestyles, addressing risk factors and
lifestyle modifications to prevent chronic disease, and improving early detection and
management of chronic disease;

¢ Coordinated care with a multidisciplinary team approach that focuses on patients’ needs —for
example, easily accessible and affordable allied health services, or supported referral to these.
Delivery of other innovative healthcare services to the community will also be considered

favourably; and

e Integration with relevant local programs, support groups and initiatives in the community —
for example. Enhanced coordination with other health services or community health

programs.

Rating Scale

0

1

2

3

The proposal did not
demonstrate support
for:

Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with

The proposal
demonstrated limited
support for:
Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local

The proposal
demonstrated sound
support for:
Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local

The proposal
demonstrated
significant support
for:

Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with

relevant local programs, programs. relevant local
programs. programs
Score for assessment criteria 5: (0-3) <

Comments:




200



[Assessors name] — Panel assessment form

201

Application No:

population and
vulnerable population
groups.

vulnerable population
groups.

bobulation and
vulnerable population

population and
vulnerable population
groups.

Eroups.

Score for assessment criteria 7: (0-3) s

Comments:

Total score and overall comments:

Total score for Selection Criteria 1-7: (total score out of 21)

Overall comments for this application:

ﬂcg (D‘L\'\\i{ e

Date of completion:
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[Assessors name] — Panel assessment form Application No:

Application details.

2. Program name (if applicable):

A rubric has been developed to assist you to rate all applications. The rating that you (and the other
assessors) give will strongly inform the discussion and decisions made at the assessment panel
meeting.

The assessment criteria has been taken from the funding guidelines. Please note that the ‘Location of
funded activity’ assessment criteria, has been scored as part of the eligibility check and does not
require your assessment.

Please rate each assessment criteria from zero to three (0-3).

Assessment Criteria 1.

The proposal shows demonstrated commitment to bulk billing (the general practice will retain
autonomy over billing decisions),

_Rating Scale -— -

[0 > 1 il 2 3 =]
The proposal did not The proposal The proposal The proposal
demonstrate demonstrated limited | demonstrated sound demonstrated
commitment to bulk commitment to bulk commitment to bulk significant
billing. billing. hilling. commitment to bulk

L T billing.

Score for assessment criteria 1: (0-3) 2

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 2.

The proposal demonstrated efficient use of resources and value for money, and included a budget
with detailed costings, and evidence of the capability to deliver to deadlines and on budget.

— B Rating Scale ol
L S 1 = 2 3 3 |
There was very limited | There was some detail | There was some There was a detailed
detail on what the on what the funding explanation of each explanation of each
funding sought will be | sought will be used budget line item. The | budget line item. The
used for. for. It provided limited | project appeared to project appeared to
value for money. - b
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The budget was not
detailed and the
project does not
demonstrate value for
money.

offer reasonable value
for money.

203
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offer excellent value
for money.

Score for assessment criteria 2: (0-3)

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 3.

The proposal must include a timeline for implementation, a description of intended performance
measures and a mechanism for project evaluation.

0 e — e
The proposal did not
include a timeline for
implementation.
There were ho
performance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.

Rating Scale

1

The proposal included
a limited timeline for
implementation.
There were limited
performance
measures and
mechanisms for

evaluation.

2

The proposal included
a well thought out
timeline for
implementation.
There were well
thought out
performance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation,

3

The proposal included
a significantly thought
out timeline for
implementation.
There were significant
performance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.

Score for assessment criteria 3: (0-3)

2]

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 4.

The proposal demonstrated how the general practice will provide a sustainable long-term footing for
bulk billed primary health care that is not reliant on further ACT Government funding.

Ratingécal_e_ 2y

0

1 _——

2

The proposal did not
demonstrate how the
| general practice will

The proposal
demonstrated to a
limited extent how

3

demonstrated to a
sound extent how the

“The proposal

demonstrated to a
significant extent how
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provide a sustainable
and long-term bulk
billed primary health
care service.

the general practice
will provide a
sustainable and long-
term bulk billed
primary health care
service,

general practice will
provide a sustainable
and long-term bulk
billed primary health
care service.

“the ge‘ncral pr;\ctice
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will provide a
sustainable and long-
term bulk billed
primary health care
service.

Score for assessment criteria 4: (0-3)

=
o2

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 5.

The proposal demonstrated support for:
¢ Preventative care — for example, promotion of healthy lifestyles, addressing risk factors and
lifestyle modifications to prevent chronic disease, and improving early detection and
management of chronic disease;

e Coordinated care with a multidisciplinary team approach that focuses on patients’ needs —for
example, easily accessible and affordable allied health services, or supported referral to these.
Delivery of other innovative healthcare services to the community will also be considered

favourably; and

e Integration with relevant local programs, support groups and initiatives in the community —
for example. Enhanced coordination with other health services or community health

programs.

Rating Scale

0

The proposal did not
demonstrate support
for:

Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.

1

2

3

The proposal
demonstrated limited
support for:
Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.

The proposal
demonstrated sound
support for:
Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.

The proposal
demonstrated
significant support
for:

Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs

Score for assessment criteria 5: (0-3) ?5

Comments:
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vulnerable population | population and population and population and
groups. vulnerable population | vulnerable population | vulnerable population
groups. groups. groups.

Score for assessment criteria 7: (0-3) 2

Comments:

Total score and overall comments:
Total score for Selection Criteria 1-7: (total score out of 21) \ 9 /;7 \

Overall comments for this application:

Date of completion: 72 §-0O%\¥"



207

[Assessors name] — Panel assessment form Application No:

Application details.

1. Organisation name: _
2. Program name (if applicable): _

A rubric has been developed to assist you to rate all applications. The rating that you (and the other
assessors) give will strongly inform the discussion and decisions made at the assessment panel
meeting. '

The assessment criteria has been taken from the funding guidelines. Please note that the “Location of
funded activity’ assessment criteria, has been scored as part of the eligibility check and does not
require your assessment.

Please rate each assessment criteria from zero to three (0-3).

Assessment Criteria 1.

The proposal shows demonstrated -commitment to bulk billing (the general practice will retain
autonomy over billing decisions).

Rating Scale
0 T 2 3
The proposal did not The proposal The proposal The proposal
demonstrate demonstrated limited | demonstrated sound demonstrated
commitment to bulk commitment to bulk commitment to bulk significant
billing. billing. billing. commitment to bulk
o . billing.

Score for assessment criteria 1: (0-3) ’—S

= _

Assessment Criteria 2.

The proposal demonstrated efficient use of resources and value for money, and included a budget
with detailed costings, and evidence of the capability to deliver to deadlines and on budget.

— B Rating Scale
0 1 2 3
There was very limited | There was some detail | There was some There was a detailed
detail on what the on what the funding explanation of each explanation of each
funding sought will be | sought will be used budget line item. The | budget line item. The
used for. for. It provided limited | project appeared to project appeared to
value for money.
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The budget was not
detailed and the
project does not
demonstrate value for
money.

offer reasonable value
for money.

offer excellent value
for money.

Score for assessment criteria 2: (0-3)

%

Assessment Criteria 3.

The proposal must include a timeline for implementation, a description of intended performance

measures and a mechanism for project evaluation.

Rating Scale

0

1

2

The proposal did not
include a timeline for
implementation,
There were no
performance
measures and
mechanisms for

The proposal included
a limited timeline for
implementation.
There were limited
performance
measures and
mechanisms for

The proposal included |
a well thought out
timeline for
implementation.

There were well
thought out
performance

3
The proposal included
a significantly thought
out timeline for
implementation.
There were significant
performance

measures and

evaluation. evaluation. measures and mechanisms for
mechanisms for evaluation.
evaluation.
Score for assessment criteria 3: (0-3) \

CommentS:_

Assessment Criteria 4.

The proposal demonstrated how the general practice will provide a sustainable long-term footing for
bulk billed primary health care that is not reliant on further ACT Government funding.

Rating Scale

0

1

2

3

The proposal did not
demonstrate how the
general practice will

The proposal
demonstrated to a
limited extent how

The proposal
demonstrated to a
sound extent how the

The proposal
demonstrated to a

significant extent how
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provide a sustainable
and long-term bulk
billed primary health
care service.

Score for assessment criteria 4: (0-3) 34

the general practice
will provide a
sustainable and long-
term bulk billed
primary health care
service.
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general practice will
provide a sustainable
and long-term bulk
billed primary health
care service.

the genera[[;réétice

will provide a
sustainable and long-
term bulk billed
primary health care
service,

Ped

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 5.

The proposal demonstrated support for;
© Preventative care — for example, promotion of healthy lifestyles, addressing risk factors and
lifestyle modifications to prevent chronic disease, and improving early detection and
management of chronic disease;

e Coordinated care with a multidisciplinary team approach that focuses on patients’ needs — for
example, easily accessible and affordable allied health services, or supported referral to these,
Delivery of other innovative healthcare services to the community will also be considered

favourably; and

e |ntegration with relevant local programs, support groups and initiatives in the community —
for example. Enhanced coordination with other health services or community health

programs.

Rating Scale

0

1

2

|3

The proposal did not
demonstrate support
for:

Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.

The proposal
demonstrated limited
support for:
Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.

The proposal
demonstrated sound
support for:
Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programes.

The proposal
demonstrated
significant support
for:

Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs

Score for assessment criteria 5: (0-3) g

Comments:
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[Assessors name] — Panel assessment form Application No:
vulnerable poﬁuleﬁn&n population and ) popinlaﬁoh and population and _
groups. vulnerable population | vulnerable population | vulnerable population

groups. groups. groups.

Score for assessment criteria 7: (0-3) 750

Comments:

Total score and overall comments: té /Z, \

Total score for Selection Criteria 1-7: (total score out of 21)

Date of completion: 7 6 oG Lk
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[Assessors name] — Panel assessment form Application No:

Application details.

1. Organisation name: _

2. Program name (if applicable): _

A rubric has been developed to assist you to rate all applications. The rating that you (and the other
assessors) give will strongly inform the discussion and decisions made at the assessment panel
meeting.

The assessment criteria has been taken from the funding guidelines. Please note that the Location of
funded activity’ assessment criteria, has been scored as part of the eligibility check and does not
require your assessment.

Please rate each assessment criteria from zero to three (0-3).

Assessment Criteria 1.

The proposal shows demonstrated commitment to bulk billing (the general practice will retain
autonomy over hilling decisions).

Rating Scale —
0 1 2 3
The proposal did not The proposal The proposal The proposal
demonstrate demonstrated limited | demonstrated sound demonstrated
commitment to bulk commitment to bulk commitment to bulk significant
billing. billing. billing, commitment to bulk
hilling.

Score for assessment criteria 1: (0-3) 2

Assessment Criteria 2.

The proposal demonstrated efficient use of resources and value for money, and included a budget
with detailed costings, and evidence of the capability to deliver to deadlines and on budget.

Rating Scale
2 3

0 1

There was very limited
detail on what the
funding sought will be
used for.

There was some detail
on what the funding
sought will be used
for. It provided limited
value for money.

There was some
explanation of each
budget line item. The
project appeared to

There was a detailed
explanation of each
budget line item. The
project appeared to
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Th}alb_u?dAget was not offer reasonable value | offer excellentvalue |
detailed and the far money. for money.

project does not
demonstrate value for
money.

Score for assessment criteria 2: (0-3) L

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 3.

The proposal must include a timeline for implementation, a description of intended performance
measures and a mechanism for project evaluation.

’ > ___Rating Scale P ol
e ir——x |2 e -
The proposal did not The proposal included | The proposal included | The proposal included
include a timeline for | a limited timeline for | a well thought out a significantly thought
implementation. implementation. timeline for out timeline for
There were no There were limited implementation. implementation.
performance performance There were well There were significant
measures and measures and thought out performance
mechanisms for mechanisms for performance measures and
evaluation. evaluation. measures and mechanisms for

mechanisms for evaluation.
e evaluation. |

Score for assessment criteria 3: (0-3) \

gommentS: _

Assessment Criteria 4.

The proposal demonstrated how the general practice will provide a sustainable long-term footing for
bulk billed primary health care that is not reliant on further ACT Government funding.

) Rating Scale
0 1 s 3
The proposal did not The proposal The proposal The proposal
demonstrate how the | demonstrated to a demonstrated to a demonstrated to a
general practice will limited extent how sound extent how the | significant extent how
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provide a sustainable
and long-term bulk
billed primary health
care service.

the general practice
will provide a
sustainable and long-
term bulk billed
primary health care
service.

general practice will
provide a sustainable
and fong-term bulk
billed primary health
care service.

214
Application No:

the general practice
will provide a
sustainable and long-
term bulk billed
primary health care
service,

Score for assessment criteria 4: (0-3)

<

Assessment Criteria 5.

The proposal demonstrated support for:
e Preventative care — for example, promaotion of healthy lifestyles, addressing risk factors and
lifestyle modifications to prevent chronic disease, and improving early detection and
management of chronic disease;

o Coordinated care with a multidisciplinary team approach that focuses on patients’ needs —for
example, easily accessible and affordable allied health services, or supported referral to these.
Delivery of other innovative healthcare services to the community will also be considered

favourably; and

o [ntegration with relevant local programs, support groups and initiatives in the community —
for example. Enhanced coordination with other health services or community health

programs.

for:

Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.

support for:
Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.

Rating Scale
0 1 2 3
The proposal did not The proposal The proposal The proposal
demonstrate support | demonstrated limited | demaonstrated sound demonstrated

support for:
Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.

Score for assessment criteria 5: (0-3

Comments:

significant support
for:

Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs
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The proposal demonstrated that the general practice will make effective use of digital health
technologies, including (but not limited to) clinical information systems, secure messaging systems

and My Health Record.

Rating Scale

0

1

2

3

The proposal did not
demonstrate that the
general practice will
make effective use of
digital health
technologies.

The proposal
demonstrated to a
limited extent that the
general practice will
make effective use of
digital health
technologies.

The proposal
demonstrated to a
sound extent that the
general practice will
make effective use of
digital health
technologies.

The proposal
demonstrated to a
significant extent that
the general practice
will make effective
use of digital health
technologies.

Score for assessment criteria 6: (0-3) 7/ |

Ein _

Assessment Criteria 7

The proposal demonstrated how the general practice will support:

o Culturally respectful health services for Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders clients, for
example, established links with community controlled organisations, demonstrated
understanding of the specific healthcare needs of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
peoples, and or Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander identified members of the practice’s
workforce;

e Culturally and linguistically diverse members of the populations; and

e Vulnerable population groups.

Culturally respectful
health services for
Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the
population and

Culturally respectful
health services for
Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the

Culturally respectful
health services faor
Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the

Rating Scale
0 1 2 3
The proposal did not The proposal The proposal The proposal
demonstrate how the | demonstrated to a demonstrated to a demonstrated to a
general practice will limited extent how sound extent how the | significant extent how
support: the general practice general practice will the general practice
will support: support: will support:

Culturally respectful
health services for
Abariginal and Torres
Strait Islanders clients,
culturally and
linguistically diverse
members of the




216

[Assessors name] — Panel assessment form Application No:
vulnerable population | population and population and population and
groups. vulnerable population | vulnerable population | vulnerable population
groups. groups. groups.,
Score for assessment criteria 7: (0-3) 7
_~

CO,TmJentS: _

Total score and overall comments: J () // \

Total score for Selection Criteria 1-7: (total score out of 21)

Overall comments for this application:

Date of completion: 7~ ¢, \ ¥
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Application details.

1. organisatonvame: TN
2. Program name (if applicable): _

A rubric has been developed to assist you to rate all applications. The rating that you (and the other
assessors) give will strongly inform the discussion and decisions made at the assessment panel

meeting.

The assessment criteria has been taken from the funding guidelines. Please note that the ‘Location of
funded activity’ assessment criteria, has been scored as part of the eligibility check and does not
require your assessment.

Please rate each assessment criteria from zero to three (0-3).

Assessment Criteria 1.

The proposal shows demonstrated commitment to bulk billing (the general practice will retain
autonomy over billing decisions).

Rating Scale st
0 1 2 3
The proposal did not The proposal The proposal The proposal
demonstrate demonstrated limited | demonstrated sound demonstrated
commitment to bulk commitment to bulk commitment to bulk significant
billing. billing. billing. commitment to bulk
billing. iy

Score for assessment criteria 1: (0-3) g

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 2.

The proposal demonstrated efficient use of resources and value for money, and included a budget
with detailed costings, and evidence of the capability to deliver to deadlines and on budget.

Rating Scale

0 1 2 3

There was very limited | There was some detail | There was some There was a detailed
detail on what the on what the funding explanation of each explanation of each
funding sought will be | sought will be used budget line item. The | budget line item. The
used for. for. It provided limited | project appeared to project appeared to

value for money.
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The budigiét_was not
detailed and the
project does not

demonstrate value for

Score for assessment criteria 2: (0-3)

offer reasonable value

for money.
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offer excellent value
for money.

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 3.

2

The proposal must include a timeline for implementation, a description of intended performance

measures and a mechanism for project evaluation.

0

1

The proposal did not
include a timeline for
implementation.
There were no
performance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.

The proposal included
a limited timeline for
implementation.
There were limited
performance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.

Score for assessment criteria 3: (0-3) |

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 4.

Rating Scale

2

The proposal included
a well thought out
timeline for
implementation.
There were well
thought out
performance
measures and
mechanisms for

| evaluation.

a significantly thought
out timeline for
implementation.
There were significant
performance
measures and
mechanisms for
evaluation.

The proposal demonstrated how the general practice will provide a sustainable long-term footing for
bulk billed primary health care that is not reliant on further ACT Government funding.

Rating Scale

1

2

3 e ——

The—;grop—osal did not

_general practice will

demonstrate how the

The propAoéaI
demonstrated to a
limited extent how

The pro;gasal
demonstrated to a
sound extent how the

The proposal
demonstrated to a

significant extent how
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provide a sustainable
and long-term bulk
billed primary health
care service.

Score for assessment criteria 4: (0-3)

the general practice
will provide a
sustainable and long-
term bulk billed
primary health care
service.

C

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 5.

The proposal demonstrated support for:
e Preventative care — for example, promotion of healthy lifestyles, addressing risk factors and
lifestyle modifications to prevent chronic disease, and improving early detection and
management of chronic disease;

s Coordinated care with a multidisciplinary team approach that focuses on patients’ needs —for
example, easily accessible and affordable allied health services, or supported referral to these.
Delivery of other innovative healthcare services to the community will also be considered

favourably; and

general practice will
provide a sustainable
and long-term bulk
billed primary heaith
care service.

the general practice
will provide a
sustainable and long-
term bulk billed
primary health care
service.

e Integration with relevant local programs, support groups and initiatives in the community —
for example. Enhanced coordination with other health services or community health

programs.

0

Rating Scale -

1

2

[ The proposal did not
demonstrate support
for:

Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.

The proposal
demonstrated limited
support for:
Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.

The proposal
demonstrated sound
support for:
Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.

3

The proposal
demonstrated
significant support
for;

Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs

Score for assessment criteria 5: (0-3)

Comments:
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vulnerable population pdpulation and popui‘aitiaand population and
groups. vulnerable population | vulnerable population | vulnerable population
groups. groups. groups.

Score for assessment criteria 7: (0-3

Comments:

Total scare and overall comments: 1/’)
< ’7,{

Total score for Selection Criteria 1-7: (total score out of 21)

Overall comments for this application:

Date of completion: 2C.0¢ %
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Application details.

1. Organisation name:
2. Program name (if applicable):

A rubric has been developed to assist you to rate all applications. The rating that you (and the other
assessors) give will strongly inform the discussion and decisions made at the assessment panel
meeting.

The assessment criteria has been taken from the funding guidelines. Please note that the ‘Location of
funded activity’ assessment criteria, has been scored as part of the eligibility check and does not
require your assessment.

Please rate each assessment criteria from zero to three (0-3).

Assessment Criteria 1.

The proposal shows demanstrated commitment to bulk hilling (the general practice will retain
autonomy over billing decisions).

Rating Scale
0 1 2 3
The proposal did not The proposal The proposal The proposal
demonstrate demonstrated limited | demonstrated sound demonstrated
commitment to bulk commitment to bulk commitment to bulk significant
billing. billing. billing. commitment to bulk
hilling.

Score for assessment criteria 1: (0-3) R

iy -

Assessment Criteria 2.

The proposal demonstrated efficient use of resources and value for money, and included a budget
with detailed costings, and evidence of the capability to deliver to deadlines and on budget.

Rating Scale
0 1 2 3

There was very limited
detail on what the
funding sought will be
used for.

There was some detail
on what the funding
sought will be used
for. It provided limited
value for money.

There was some
explanation of each
budget line item. The
project appeared to

There was a detailed
explanation of each
budget line item. The
project appeared to
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The budget was not offer reasonable value | offer excellent value |
detailed and the for money. for money.

project does not
demonstrate value for
money.

assessment criteria 2: (0-3

Score for

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 3.

The proposal must include a timeline for implementation, a description of intended performance
measures and a mechanism for project evaluation.

L Rating Scale k.

e 1 =5 == e BT
The proposal did not The proposal included | The proposal included | The proposal included
include a timeline for | a limited timeline for a well thought out a significantly thought
implementation. implementation. timeline for out timeline for
There were no There were limited implementation. implementation.
performance performance There were well There were significant
measures and measures and thought out performance
mechanisms for mechanisms for performance measures and
evaluation. evaluation. measures and mechanisms for

mechanisms for evaluation.
| Pa——— | evaluation. =

Score for assessment criteria 3: (0-3) 3

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 4.

The proposal demonstrated how the general practice will pravide a sustainable long-term footing for
bulk billed primary health care that is not reliant on further ACT Government funding.

Rating Scale
0 1 2 3
The proposal did not The proposal The proposal The proposal
demonstrate how the | demonstrated toa demonstrated to a demonstrated to a
 general practice will | limited extenthow | sound extent how the | significant extent how
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provide a sustainahle
and long-term bulk
billed primary health
care service.

the general practice
will provide a
sustainable and long-
term bulk billed
primary health care
service.

general practice will
provide a sustainable
and long-term bulk
billed primary health
care service.

the general practice
will provide a
sustainable and long-
term bulk billed
primary health care
service.

Score for assessment criteria 4: (0-3)

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 5.

The proposal demonstrated support for:
e Preventative care — for example, promotion of healthy lifestyles, addressing risk factors and
lifestyle modifications to prevent chronic disease, and improving early detection and
management of chronic disease;

e Coordinated care with a multidisciplinary team approach that focuses on patients’ needs — for
example, easily accessible and affordable allied health services, or supported referral to these.
Delivery of other innovative healthcare services to the community will also be considered

favourably; and

¢ |Integration with relevant local programs, support groups and initiatives in the community —
for example. Enhanced coordination with other health services or community health

programs.

for:

Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.

support for:
Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs,

Rating Scale )
0 1 __|.2 3 eI
The proposal did not The proposal The proposal The proposal
demonstrate support | demonstrated limited | demonstrated sound demonstrated

support for:
Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.

Comments:

significant support
for:

Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs
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vulnerable popala.ti'onA ' population and pop]lation and bbpulation and

groups. vulnerable population | vulnerable population | vulnerable population
groups. groups. groups.
‘ -
Score for assessment criteria 7: (0-3) 0]

Comments:

Total score and overall comments:

Total score for Selection Criteria 1-7: (total score out of 21) <7 O /7Z.\

Date of completion:
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Application details.

1. Organisation name: _

2. Program name (if applicable):

A rubric has been developed to assist you to rate all applications. The rating that you (and the other
assessors) give will strongly inform the discussion and decisions made at the assessment panel
meeting.

The assessment criteria has been taken from the funding guidelines. Please note that the ‘Location of
funded activity’ assessment criteria, has been scored as part of the eligibility check and does not
require your assessment.

Please rate each assessment criteria from zero to three (0-3).

Assessment Criteria 1.

The proposal shows demonstrated commitment to bulk billing (the general practice will retain
autonomy over billing decisions).

j - Rating Scale
0 - 1 = = 3 |
The proposal did not The proposal The proposal The proposal
demonstrate demonstrated limited | demonstrated sound demonstrated
commitment to bulk commitment to bulk commitment to bulk significant
billing. billing. billing. commitment to bulk
_ |biling. -

3

Score for assessment-criteria 1: (0-3)

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 2.

The proposal demonstrated efficient use of resources and value for money, and included a budget
with detailed costings, and evidence of the capability to deliver to deadlines and on budget.

- » ___ Rating Scale i
0 1 2 3

There was very limited

detail on what the
funding sought will be
used for.

There was some detail
on what the funding
sought will be used
for. It provided limited
value for money.

There was some
explanation of each
budget line item. The
project appeared to

There was a detailed
explanation of each
budget line item. The
project appeared to
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The budget was not
detailed and the
project does not
demonstrate value for
money.
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offer reasonable value | offer excellent value

far money.

for money.

Comments:

The proposal must include a timeline for implementation, a description of intended performance

measures and a mechanism for project evaluation.

Rating Scale

0 1

2

The proposal didnot | The proposal included
a limited timeline for

include a timeline for
implementation.

implementation,

There were no There were limited

performance performance
measures and

measures and
mechanisms for mechanisms for

The proposal included
a well thought out
timeline for
implementation.
There were well
thought out
performance

3

The proposal included
a significantly thought
out timeline for
imp!erﬁentation.
There were significant
performance
measures and

evaluation, evaluation. measures and mechanisms for
mechanisms for evaluation.
e - evaluation.
Score for assessment criteria 3: (0-3) <
Comments:

Assessment Criteria 4.

The proposal demonstrated how the general practice will provide a sustainable long-term footing for
bulk billed primary health care that is hot reliant on further ACT Government funding.

Rating Scale

0 IE

2

The proposal did not The proposal
demonstrate how the | demonstrated to a

The proposal
demonstrated to a
sound extent how the

3

The proposal
demonstrated to a
significant extent how

_general practice will | limited extent how
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provide a sustainable
and long-term bulk
billed primary health
care service,

the general practice
will provide a
sustainable and long-
term bulk billed
primary health care
service.

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 5.

The proposal demonstrated support for:
e Preventative care — for example, promotion of healthy lifestyles, addressing risk factors and
lifestyle modifications to prevent chronic disease, and improving early detection and
management of chronic disease;

¢ Coordinated care with a multidisciplinary team approach that focuses on patients’ needs —for
example, easily accessible and affordable allied health services, or supported referral to these,
Delivery of other innovative healthcare services to the community will also be considered

favourably; and

general practice will
provide a sustainable
and long-term bulk
billed primary health
care service.
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the general practice
will provide a
sustainable and long-
term bulk billed
primary health care
service.

e [ntegration with relevant local programs, support groups and initiatives in the community —
for example. Enhanced coordination with other health services or community health

programs,

for:

Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.

Score for assessment criteria 5: (0-3)

support for:
Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.

Rating Scale
T e e e ———— i =
The proposal did not The proposal The proposal The proposal
demonstrate support | demonstrated limited | demonstrated sound demonstrated

support for:
Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.

significant support
for:

Preventative care,
coardinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs

3

Comments:
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vulnerable ;_)"o-aaﬁionm pbb[ﬂaubn and

population and population and
groups. vulnerahle population | vulnerable population | vulnerable population
groups. groups. groups.

Score for assessment criteria 7: (0-3)

Comments:

Total scare and overall comments:

vy
Total score for Selection Criteria 1-7: (total score out of 21)

Date of completion:
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[Assessors name)] — Panel assessment form

Application details.

1. Organisation name:
2. Program name (if applicable):

A rubric has been developed to assist you to rate all applications. The rating that you (and the other
assessors) give will strongly inform the discussion and decisions made at the assessment panel
meeting.

The assessment criteria has been taken from the funding guidelines. Please note that the ‘Location of
funded activity’ assessment criteria, has heen scored as part of the eligibility check and does not
require your assessment.

Please rate each assessment criteria from zero to three (0-3).

Assessment Criteria 1.

The proposal shows demonstrated commitment to bulk billing (the general practice will retain

autonomy over hilling decisions).

billing.

billing.

billing.

| B Rating Scale ]

e 1 - 2 = 3 -

The proposal did not The proposal The proposal The proposal
demonstrate demonstrated limited | demonstrated sound demonstrated
commitment to bulk commitment to bulk commitment to bulk significant

commitment to bulk
hilling,

Score for assessment criteria 1: (0-3) \

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 2.

The proposal demonstrated efficient use of resources and value for money, and included a budget
with detailed costings, and evidence of the capability to deliver to deadlines and on budget.

Rating Schg-lg

O -

1

2

3

There was very limited
detail on what the
funding sought will be
used for.

There was some detail
on what the funding
sought will be used
for. It provided limited

value for money.

There was some
explanation of each
budget line item. The
project appeared to

There was a detailed
explanation of each
budget line item. The
project appeared to
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Thégtxdg-et was not : | offer reasonable value | offer excellent value
detailed and the for money. for money.

project does not
demonstrate value for
money.

Score for assessment criteria 2: (0-3)

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 3.

The proposal must include a timeline for implementation, a description of intended performance
measures and a mechanism for project evaluation.

i - _____Rating Scale e
0 B 1 - N I I
The proposal did not The proposal included | The proposal included | The proposal included
include a timeline for | a limited timeline for | a well thought out a significantly thought
implementation. implementation. timeline for out timeline for
There were no There were limited implementation, implementation.
performance performance There were well There were significant
measures and measures and thought out performance
mechanisms for mechanisms for performance measures and
evaluation. evaluation. measures and mechanisms for

mechanisms for evaluation.

= = evaluation. E—

Score for assessment criteria 3: (0-3) \ :

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 4.

The proposal demonstrated how the general practice will provide a sustainable long-term footing for
bulk billed primary health care that is not reliant on further ACT Government funding.

o Rating Scale om—
0 B B 1 |2 v -
The proposal did not The proposal The proposal The proposal
demonstrate how the | demonstrated to a demonstrated to a demonstrated to a
| general practice will limited extent how | sound extent how the | significant extent how
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provide a sustainable
and long-term bulk
billed primary health
care service.

the general practice
will provide a
sustainahle and long-
term bulk billed
primary health care
service.

Score for assessment criteria 4: (0-3) \

Comments:

Assessment Criteria 5.

The proposal demonstrated support for:
¢ Preventative care — for example, promotion of healthy lifestyles, addressing risk factors and
lifestyle modifications to prevent chronic disease, and improving early detection and
management of chronic disease;

e Coordinated care with a multidisciplinary team approach that focuses on patients’ needs —for
example, easily accessible and affordable allied health services, or supported referral to these.
Delivery of other innovative healthcare services to the community will also be considered

favourably; and

general practice will
provide a sustainable
and long-term bulk
billed primary health
care service.

the general practii'ce
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will provide a
sustainable and long-
term bulk billed
primary health care
service.

e [ntegration with relevant local programs, support groups and initiatives in the community —
for example. Enhanced coordination with other health services or community health

programs,

The proposal did not
demaonstrate support
for:

Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with

Rating Scale

1

2

3

| The proposal

demonstrated limited
support for:
Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local

The proposal
demonstrated sound
support for:
Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs.

relevant local programs.
programs.
Score for assessment criteria 5: (0-3) \

Comments:

The proposal
demonstrated
significant support
for;

Preventative care,
coordinated care with
a multidisciplinary
team approach and/or
integration with
relevant local
programs
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