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1. Summary of key findings
The East of England Cancer Alliance

Latest data on some key cancer indicators suggest the standard of cancer care in the 
Alliance was generally better than England levels.  There was, however, variation across 
CCGs within the Alliance.

Ipswich and East Suffolk CCG had the highest number of indicators which were better than 
the England levels.  Conversely Basildon and Brentwood CCG had the highest number of 
indicators that were worse than the England levels.       

Screening: Screening uptake and coverage were above England levels for the Alliance as a 
whole.  Castle Point and Rochford, Ipswich and East Suffolk, North Norfolk, South Norfolk 
and West Suffolk CCGs all reported data above England levels across the board.  The reverse 
was true for Luton and Southend CCGs , performing below England levels across all 
screening indicators.  

Early diagnosis: On early diagnosis, all CCGs in the Alliance reported data at England levels 
or above for proportions of cancers diagnosed at stages 1 and 2, and for cancers staged.  

Emergency presentations: Emergency presentation was similar, with just two CCGs 
reporting below England levels (Basildon and Brentwood and Luton CCGs). 

Cancer Waiting Times: The two-week waiting times standard was met in all CCGs in the 
Alliance apart from the majority of CCGs in Essex: Basildon and Brentwood, Castle Point and 
Rochford, Southend and Thurrock CCGs (in the year to Q2 2017/18).  Over the same period, 
only two CCGs in the Alliance met the 62-day waiting times standard (Luton and West Essex 
CCGs).  

Incidence: Incidence rates were at the England level or below across all CCGs in the Alliance, 
with the exception of Basildon and Brentwood CCG.  

Survival: The majority of CCGs were comparable to the England level on one-year survival.  
Four CCGs were below the England level (Basildon and Brentwood, Ipswich & East Suffolk, 
Luton and Thurrock CCGs) and five reported better survival than expected (Cambridgeshire 
& Peterborough, East & North Hertfordshire, South Norfolk, West Essex and West Suffolk 
CCGs).  

Mortality: Under-75 cancer mortality was at or below England levels across all CCGs in the 
Alliance. 

Patient experience: Patient reported experience of care was generally in line with England 
levels across the Alliance.  Two CCGs were worse than the England level – East and North 
Hertfordshire and Milton Keynes CCGs. 
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2. About the data pack

Cancer Alliances were formed as a result of recommendations in the 2015 Independent 
Cancer Taskforce's Achieving World-Class Cancer Outcomes report. The 19 Alliances lead 
on the local delivery of the Cancer Strategy Implementation Plan, using a whole pathway 
and cross-organisational approach. 

CADEAS is a partnership between NHS England and Public Health England. The service
supports Alliances with their data, evidence and analysis needs, to help drive evidence-
based local decisions in the delivery of the Cancer Strategy Implementation Plan.  

This data pack aims to provide all Cancer Alliances in England with a snapshot of cancer 
in their local populations, with a breakdown by Clinical Commissioning Group (CCG).  

4. Data releases

CADEAS have released the following products,containing data metrics for the Cancer 
Alliances:

 A one-off CCG level data pack for each of the 19 Cancer Alliances, to enable 
comparisons across CCGs within an Alliance.

 Indicator summary grids comprising key indicators for each Alliance, available at CCG, 
STP and Alliance levels.  These are similar to the grids found in sections 5 and 6 of this 
data  pack and are published by CADEAS on a monthly basis. 

3. How to interpret the data

This data pack highlights variation in cancer services across CCGs in the Alliance.  By using a 
colour coding system Alliances can identify where variation exists and prioritise areas for 
action.   Data here should be considered alongside other sources of information for 
contextual and richer interpretation.

The colour system: broadly, yellow indicates data are similar to the England level.  Dark blue 
shows data are better than England and light blue indicates data are worse than England. 
Some metrics have been benchmarked to operational standards or expected values; these 
are denoted in the legends and in the Annex. All statistical tests for England benchmarking 
have been conducted using a 95% confidence level.    

At the time this report was made, there were three sites of the National Cancer Vanguard 
and 16 Alliances and the metric geography labels reflect this.

Information on data sources can be found in the Annex.   
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Statistically better than England

Not statistically different from England

Statistically worse than England

Excludes routes to diagnosis, prevalence and pathway median waiting times. This is due to the volume of data in these three areas. Please see 

data in rest of data pack

5. Cancer Alliance 

key indicators grid, 

by CCG
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Basildon & Brentwood
71.2 146.014 8.77207 56.3489 55.5825 58.5649 57.6869 65.5034 67.1443 74.3659 22.5443 90.1831 67.6177 643.729 51.6098 92.6056

Bedfordshire
71.9 132.178 8.71129 58.1756 57.153 60.4396 59.5223 74.3468 73.6598 74.3448 17.8502 95.5758 82.3436 596.815 57.3761 93.71

Cambridgeshire & Peterborough
74 119.687 8.81709 57.8129 57.8174 59.3756 59.0599 74.6439 73.746 71.1534 19.1781 95.2702 84.8176 595.774 56.1485 94.4976

Castle Point & Rochford
72.7 120.245 8.75228 59.7574 58.9978 61.7667 59.858 73.144 76.1246 77.2702 16.3417 92.7067 77.8865 563.771 53.4803 92.5879

East & North Hertfordshire
73.1 122.964 8.56973 59.3876 59.3586 61.3119 61.5127 71.0911 71.2956 74.9941 17.8458 97.5497 76.4031 597.618 53.73 90.3509

Great Yarmouth & Waveney
71.5 142.764 8.8348 59.0545 57.689 61.0879 59.5538 77.2987 75.2094 73.8009 20.8395 96.8742 83.4395 632.298 52.0175 95.4545

Herts Valleys
71.9 130.5 8.59957 56.626 56.9311 58.9401 59.4004 72.0619 72.4033 73.2819 20.49 94.7438 84.5932 578.353 55.2122 92.2761

Ipswich & East Suffolk
71.2 123.472 8.71046 61.3828 59.5557 62.937 60.2088 79.5864 79.2749 73.8143 16.7376 95.5947 81.7342 567.419 57.4879 95.4545

Luton
68.9 149.025 8.684 48.9959 47.1931 51.1127 49.5262 70.1767 70.2261 66.1028 23.2824 96.31 88.4848 559.864 54.4872 94.8673

Mid Essex
72.7 122.469 8.70431 60.2413 59.4114 62.3576 61.2829 68.5513 75.8275 74.2725 17.8883 94.7636 74.3266 565.134 55.6024 93.0276

Milton Keynes
71.8 141.631 8.51522 55.3919 53.331 56.7134 55.1594 74.9426 74.4035 71.4999 17.776 95.8427 83.1858 628.307 50.9865 92.0582

North East Essex
71.7 137.04 8.84053 59.0501 58.0559 60.6829 59.5549 75.1501 71.6678 74.1784 19.9029 95.4233 72.2222 624.071 52.6248 92.7527

North Norfolk
72.8 125.72 8.78063 63.771 63.002 65.7938 64.2667 79.3717 78.5201 77.541 17.3496 93.7035 82.485 609.137 52.5926 92.323

Norwich
71.5 131.755 8.7905 59.4018 57.5796 61.5628 59.4547 76.4972 74.725 71.6431 17.124 94.2386 81.3525 600.79 53.004 91.954

South Norfolk
73.2 134.48 8.80137 64.6207 63.8782 66.4901 65.0987 78.551 77.5471 75.9917 16.8822 94.6457 79.4753 607.414 57.0441 93.5563

Southend
71.4 139.626 8.79488 52.1422 50.6661 54.1235 51.7134 64.2659 69.1668 71.1473 16.9143 91.5713 74.3764 552.79 54.878 93.3735

Thurrock
69.5 156.57 8.82821 53.3355 52.5755 55.2148 54.3942 66.342 67.1263 72.7991 19.2082 90.6371 57 633.364 55.2448 94.2959

West Essex
73.5 123.113 8.75121 56.2388 57.1474 58.2522 59.0491 70.8855 74.3098 74.5569 17.0391 97.2944 86.5014 603.892 55.9049 94.2029

West Norfolk
72.6 125.409 8.78072 59.0341 57.8845 60.8198 59.2725 77.3792 74.7123 72.7425 20.5624 96.3487 80.9764 642.605 54.3803 93.5282

West Suffolk
74.2 120.775 8.81607 60.978 60.8337 63.1097 62.5171 77.8026 77.093 74.8149 17.8082 94.6199 83.9786 611.132 56.4805 93.1455
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Statistically better than England

Not statistically different from England

Statistically worse than England

Excludes routes to diagnosis, prevalence and pathway median waiting times. This is due to the volume of data in these three areas. Please see 

data in rest of data pack

6. Cancer Alliance key 

indicators grid, by CCG
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Basildon & Brentwood 71 146 8.8 56 56 59 58 66 67 74 23 90 68 644 52 93

Bedfordshire 72 132 8.7 58 57 60 60 74 74 74 18 96 82 597 57 94

Cambridgeshire & Peterborough 74 120 8.8 58 58 59 59 75 74 71 19 95 85 596 56 94

Castle Point & Rochford 73 120 8.8 60 59 62 60 73 76 77 16 93 78 564 53 93

East & North Hertfordshire 73 123 8.6 59 59 61 62 71 71 75 18 98 76 598 54 90

Great Yarmouth & Waveney 72 143 8.8 59 58 61 60 77 75 74 21 97 83 632 52 95

Herts Valleys 72 131 8.6 57 57 59 59 72 72 73 20 95 85 578 55 92

Ipswich & East Suffolk 71 123 8.7 61 60 63 60 80 79 74 17 96 82 567 57 95

Luton 69 149 8.7 49 47 51 50 70 70 66 23 96 88 560 54 95

Mid Essex 73 122 8.7 60 59 62 61 69 76 74 18 95 74 565 56 93

Milton Keynes 72 142 8.5 55 53 57 55 75 74 71 18 96 83 628 51 92

North East Essex 72 137 8.8 59 58 61 60 75 72 74 20 95 72 624 53 93

North Norfolk 73 126 8.8 64 63 66 64 79 79 78 17 94 82 609 53 92

Norwich 72 132 8.8 59 58 62 59 76 75 72 17 94 81 601 53 92

South Norfolk 73 134 8.8 65 64 66 65 79 78 76 17 95 79 607 57 94

Southend 71 140 8.8 52 51 54 52 64 69 71 17 92 74 553 55 93

Thurrock 70 157 8.8 53 53 55 54 66 67 73 19 91 57 633 55 94

West Essex 74 123 8.8 56 57 58 59 71 74 75 17 97 87 604 56 94

West Norfolk 73 125 8.8 59 58 61 59 77 75 73 21 96 81 643 54 94

West Suffolk 74 121 8.8 61 61 63 63 78 77 75 18 95 84 611 56 93

CADEAS Alliance Data Pack by CCG 6



7. Alliance indicators by CCG

Cancer survival 

Cancer mortality
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Cancer patient experience
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Bowel cancer screening, ages 60-69
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Bowel cancer screening, ages 60-74
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Not statistically different from England Statistically better than England

Statistically worse than England England (59.2%)

59.5 59.1 59.6 59.4 59.6 59.5 59.0 59.359.9 61.5 60.2 61.3
64.3 65.1

62.5
57.7

49.5
55.2

51.7
54.4

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

B
as

ild
o

n
 &

 B
re

n
tw

o
o

d

B
ed

fo
rd

sh
ir

e

C
a

m
b

ri
d

g
e

sh
ir

e
&

 P
et

er
b

o
ro

u
g

h

C
as

tl
e 

P
o

in
t 

&
 R

o
ch

fo
rd

E
as

t 
&

 N
o

rt
h

 H
er

tf
o

rd
sh

ir
e

G
re

a
t 

Y
ar

m
o

u
th

 &
 W

av
en

ey

H
e

rt
s 

V
al

le
ys

Ip
sw

ic
h

 &
 E

as
t 

S
u

ff
o

lk

L
u

to
n

M
id

 E
ss

ex

M
ilt

o
n

 K
e

yn
e

s

N
o

rt
h

 E
as

t 
E

ss
e

x

N
o

rt
h

 N
o

rf
o

lk

N
o

rw
ic

h

S
o

u
th

 N
o

rf
o

lk

S
o

u
th

en
d

T
h

u
rr

o
ck

W
es

t 
E

ss
ex

W
es

t 
N

o
rf

o
lk

W
es

t 
S

u
ff

o
lk

%

CCG

Persons, aged 60-74, screened for bowel cancer 
within 6 months of invitation (Uptake), 2016/17

Not statistically different from England Statistically better than England

Statistically worse than England England (59%)

CADEAS Alliance Data Pack by CCG 11



Breast cancer screening
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Females, aged 50-70, screened for breast cancer in 
last 36 months (3 year coverage), 2016/17

Not statistically different from England Statistically better than England

Statistically worse than England England (72.5%)
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Females, aged 50-70, screened for breast cancer 
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Cervical cancer screening

Emergency presentations
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Females, aged 25-64, attending cervical screening 
within target period (3.5 or 5.5 year coverage), 

2016/17
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Statistically worse than England England (72.1%)
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Routes to diagnosis

Routes to diagnosis for breast cancer in England, 2006-2015

Routes to diagnosis for colorectal cancer in England, 2006-2015

Statistically better than England

Not statistically different from England

Statistically worse than England

CCG Screen Detected Managed Emergency Presentation Other Number of Cases

Basildon & Brentwood 25% 61% 4% 10% 2,008

Bedfordshire 30% 59% 3% 8% 3,428

Cambridgeshire & Peterborough 30% 60% 4% 6% 6,550

Castle Point & Rochford 28% 58% 4% 9% 1,557

East & North Hertfordshire 26% 60% 3% 11% 4,379

Great Yarmouth & Waveney 28% 61% 5% 6% 1,973

Herts Valleys 22% 62% 3% 12% 4,394

Ipswich & East Suffolk 31% 59% 3% 6% 3,298

Luton 28% 62% 5% 5% 1,167

Mid Essex 32% 58% 2% 8% 3,293

Milton Keynes 29% 59% 3% 8% 1,783

North East Essex 31% 60% 3% 6% 2,860

North Norfolk 30% 62% 4% 5% 1,850

Norwich 31% 60% 4% 5% 1,428

South Norfolk 32% 58% 3% 6% 2,102

Southend 21% 64% 5% 10% 1,436

Thurrock 25% 63% 4% 9% 1,084

West Essex 29% 55% 4% 11% 2,482

West Norfolk 35% 57% 4% 5% 1,725

West Suffolk 32% 59% 4% 6% 1,979

CCG Screen Detected Managed Emergency Presentation Other Number of Cases

Basildon & Brentwood 9% 53% 23% 16% 1535

Bedfordshire 7% 56% 24% 14% 2576

Cambridgeshire & Peterborough 7% 57% 24% 12% 5345

Castle Point & Rochford 9% 48% 23% 20% 1242

East & North Hertfordshire 8% 54% 23% 16% 3080

Great Yarmouth & Waveney 9% 56% 23% 12% 1811

Herts Valleys 8% 48% 25% 19% 3220

Ipswich & East Suffolk 7% 57% 23% 14% 3125

Luton 6% 54% 29% 10% 937

Mid Essex 7% 54% 24% 15% 2492

Milton Keynes 6% 54% 24% 15% 1248

North East Essex 7% 57% 22% 13% 2521

North Norfolk 10% 57% 22% 11% 1578

Norwich 10% 55% 23% 12% 1292

South Norfolk 11% 54% 23% 12% 1848

Southend 6% 46% 26% 22% 1095

Thurrock 10% 52% 25% 13% 828

West Essex 7% 55% 23% 16% 1900

West Norfolk 9% 54% 21% 15% 1494

West Suffolk 9% 52% 24% 15% 1668
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Routes to diagnosis

Routes to diagnosis for lung cancer in England, 2006-2015

Routes to diagnosis for prostate cancer in England, 2006-2015

Statistically better than England Statistically better than England

Not statistically different from England Not statistically different from England

Statistically worse than England Statistically worse than England

CCG Managed Emergency Presentation Other Number of Cases

Basildon & Brentwood 47% 40% 13% 1,578

Bedfordshire 52% 36% 12% 2,154

Cambridgeshire & Peterborough 55% 30% 14% 4,642

Castle Point & Rochford 51% 37% 12% 1,374

East & North Hertfordshire 50% 33% 17% 3,009

Great Yarmouth & Waveney 44% 34% 22% 1,860

Herts Valleys 47% 38% 15% 3,002

Ipswich & East Suffolk 53% 34% 13% 2,245

Luton 50% 38% 12% 1,050

Mid Essex 48% 36% 16% 2,051

Milton Keynes 51% 36% 13% 1,269

North East Essex 50% 38% 11% 2,343

North Norfolk 32% 33% 35% 1,273

Norwich 30% 33% 37% 1,216

South Norfolk 34% 37% 29% 1,564

Southend 49% 38% 13% 1,208

Thurrock 52% 38% 10% 943

West Essex 49% 36% 15% 1,867

West Norfolk 50% 33% 17% 1,328

West Suffolk 51% 35% 14% 1,325

CCG Managed Emergency Presentation Other Number of Cases

Basildon & Brentwood 75% 8% 17% 1,519

Bedfordshire 81% 8% 12% 3,456

Cambridgeshire & Peterborough 81% 5% 14% 6,159

Castle Point & Rochford 74% 10% 16% 1,353

East & North Hertfordshire 79% 6% 15% 3,988

Great Yarmouth & Waveney 79% 7% 14% 2,019

Herts Valleys 75% 7% 18% 3,495

Ipswich & East Suffolk 76% 6% 17% 3,401

Luton 81% 10% 9% 1,036

Mid Essex 81% 8% 11% 2,811

Milton Keynes 80% 7% 13% 1,461

North East Essex 73% 7% 20% 2,665

North Norfolk 85% 6% 9% 1,991

Norwich 88% 6% 6% 1,379

South Norfolk 85% 5% 10% 2,372

Southend 73% 9% 18% 1,156

Thurrock 71% 10% 19% 726

West Essex 77% 6% 17% 2,383

West Norfolk 76% 5% 18% 1,822

West Suffolk 73% 5% 22% 2,217
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Cancer waiting times: two-week wait

Cancer waiting times: 62-day standard
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Cancer incidence 

Early diagnosis
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Cancers staged

Median waiting times: Colorectal cancer pathway
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Median waiting times (days): Colorectal cancer 
pathway, 2015 

Referral to First Seen First Seen to Diagnosis Diagnosis to MDT MDT to Treatment

* Invasive malignancies of breast, prostate, colorectal, lung, bladder, kidney, ovary and uterus, non-Hodgkin lymphomas, 

and melanomas of skin
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Median waiting times: Lung cancer pathway

Median waiting times: Prostate cancer pathway
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Median waiting times (days): Lung cancer       
pathway, 2015 
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Median waiting times (days): Prostate cancer 
pathway, 2015 
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8. Annex: Data sources

Indicator Year Source 

 Cancer outcomes  

One-year cancer survival 
Patients followed up in 
2016 

https://www.ons.gov.uk/peoplepopulationandcommunity/healthandsoci
alcare/conditionsanddiseases/bulletins/indexofcancersurvivalforclinicalc
ommissioninggroupsinengland/adultsdiagnosed2000to2015andfollowed
upto2016/relateddata  
Benchmark: England 

Under-75 mortality age-

standardised rate 
2015 

Extracted from CancerStats 
Benchmark: England 

Prevalence 

21 year prevalence  1995-
2015 patients who are 
alive on the 31st 
December 2015 

http://www.ncin.org.uk/view?rid=3579 

Patients overall rating of 

cancer care (case-mix 

adjusted) 

2016 
National Cancer Patient Experience Survey  
http://www.ncpes.co.uk/ 
Benchmark: Expected values 

 Cancer pathway 

Screening uptake and 

coverage 
2016/17 

Confidence interval based on Wilson method 
https://fingertips.phe.org.uk/profile/cancerservices  
Benchmark: England 

Two-week waiting time 

standard 

Quarterly Q3 2016/17 to 
Q2 2017/18; Year to Q2 
2017/18 

https://www.england.nhs.uk/statistics/statistical-work-areas/cancer-
waiting-times/  
Benchmark: Operational Standard 

62-day waiting time 

standard 

Quarterly Q3 2016/17 to 
Q2 2017/18; Year to Q2 
2017/18 

https://www.england.nhs.uk/statistics/statistical-work-areas/cancer-
waiting-times/  
Benchmark: Operational Standard 

Cancers diagnosed 

through emergency 

presentation 

Year to Q1 2017 
Confidence interval based on Wilson method   
http://www.ncin.org.uk/view?rid=3580 
Benchmark: England 

Routes to diagnosis (all 

malignant neoplasms) 
2015 

https://www.cancerdata.nhs.uk/routestodiagnosis  
Benchmark: England 

Incidence rate 2015 
Extracted from CancerStats 
Benchmark: England 

Cancers diagnosed at 

stage 1 & 2 (note this is 

based on the CCGIAF 

definition and includes 

data for 10 tumours only) 

Year to Q3 2016 
Confidence interval based on Wilson method 
http://www.ncin.org.uk/view?rid=3605 
Benchmark: England 

Cancers staged 2015 
Confidence interval based on Wilson method.  Extracted from CAS 
Benchmark: England 

Pathways (median times) 2015 
NCRAS analysis using CAS data, based on TSCT-NCRAS work, using the 
CWT field REFERRAL_DATE:  
http://www.ncin.org.uk/view?rid=3544  
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