M Performance against corporate targets
IﬂSIg hts Dashboard as ot 31 pecember 2021

Utilisation % of service districts more than 10% below benchmark 10% @ Percentage of service districts falling short of the assessment criteria is 5% or less
% of service districts above 85% 9% Percentage of service districts falling short of the assessment criteria is between 5% and 15%
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(exposu re perl Od' 1 Ap rll’ 2 02 1 to 3 O Septem ber 2 02 1) Outcomes % of service districts more than 10% below benchmark ® 4% B Percentage of service districts falling short of the assessment criteria is more than 15%

Utilisation versus benchmark

Plan utilisation Service districts with less than $100m in total plan budgets Service districts with $100m to $250m in total plan budgets Service districts with greater than $250m in total plan budgets
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Concentration versus benchmark

Prowder concentration Service districts with less than $100m in total plan budgets Service districts with $100m to $250m in total plan budgets Service districts with greater than $250m in total plan budgets
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