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BACKGROUND AND AIMS
• Number policy approaches address concerns regarding timely access to cancer medicines
• Increase both treatment options and uncertainty regarding safety, efficacy and cost-effectiveness à

risks to patients, costs to communities
• Stakeholder engagement to ensure appropriate balance between risks and benefits
• Aim: explore consumer beliefs and values regarding approval and funding of new cancer medicines

METHODS
• 59-item telephone survey conducted August 2018

• 1039 participants representative of broader population
• Fixed choice responses- tallied and proportions calculated

• 13 semi-structured interviews with patients/patient advocates; two focus groups with patients
• Audio recorded, transcribed verbatim, analysed thematically

RESULTS
• Survey indicates considerable enthusiasm

• Focus group and interview participants recognized need for faster access and various risks

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS
• Nuanced and varied consumer perspectives à healthcare professionals need to be aware to

provide useful, relevant, individualized advice on cancer medicines made available via accelerated
access pathways
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If you wait for all that process, 
you’ve got a whole lot of 
people dying unnecessarily. 

There’s a trade-off between 
time and cost involved in [drug 
evaluation], and safety of 
making sure that we don’t do 
people damage.

Where do you take the money 
from, is it okay to take it from 
education?  Not necessarily.  
They could be the researchers 
that invent the cure for cancer.  Why do people in America have 

access to [new drugs], but 
because we live in Australia we 
don’t?

It has to be financially 
sustainable. There has to be a 
budget.

The system we’ve got is good. 
The community understands 
that there’s a limit to what can 
be on PBS. 


