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PREFACE 

The radiological treatment of cancer of the uterine cerv1x 
has formed the subject of a study by the Radiological Sub
Commission of the Cancer Commission of the Health Cmn
mittee, which· initiated an enquiry, some of the results of 
which appear in the following report. 

The Health Organisation desires to record its gratitude to 
all those who have undertaken the laborious work of collecting 
the detailed clinical and other data necessary for the compila
tion of tabular matter of the kind here presented, including, 
not only those whose statements appear in the report, but also 
many others who, by adopting the methods of recording 
advocated by the Sub-Commission, have facilitated the acqui
sition of more exact knowledge of the results obtained in 
radiation therapy of cervical cancer. 

The Health Organisation wishes also to acknowledge its 
indebtedness to the Advisor~· Committee (Dr. J. HEYMAN, 
Racliumhemmet, Stockholm; Dr. A. LACASSAGKE, the 
Radium Institute of the University, Paris; and Lt.-Col. 
A. B. s~rALLl\IAN, l\linistry of Health, London) for the care 
bestowed upon the preparation of this report, the first of a 
series devoted to this important subject. 

(Health Section, League of Nations.) 
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I. INTRODUCTORY. 

In 1928, the Radiological Sub-Commission of the Cancer 
Commission of the Health Committee was invited to report, 
among other things, upon the possibility of presenting uniform 
statistical statements on the results obtained l1y radio-thera
peutic methods in the treatment o.f cancer of the uterine 
cervix. 

The Sub-Commission recognised that reliable information 
regarding the results obtained by different methods could be 
procured only if those results were recorded in a uniform way, 
and the task of formulating rules designed to facilitate the 
presentation of exact and comparable statistics \Yas entrusted 
to Dr. J. HEY}IAN, Stockholm, Dr. A. LACASSAGNE, Paris, 
and Professor F. VoLTZ, l\funich. The four matters whi'cl1 
the experts considered to be particularly important were: 

(1) The classification of the different varieties of utero
vaginal carcinoma; 

(2) The grouping of carcinomata of th0 cervirc uteri 
into different stages, according to the extent of the 
growth; 

(3) The data which arc essential in a report dealing 
statistically with the results of radiation treatment of 
cancer of the cervix together with the method "·hich 
should be employed in calc\Uating results obtained by 
treatment; 

(->) A scheme for setting out the details of the technique 
employed. 

The experts' suggestions were adopted in a slightly modified 
for1_11 by the Sub-Commission, and published in April 1929 
(document C.H.788; Ser. L.o.N. P. 1929.III.5). 

3 
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Tl1e recommendations made by the Radiological Sub
Commission for recording, collecting and analysing material 
for the purpose in view were adopted in sevcrai countries. 
In July 193-~, the Health Organisation convened at Zmich a 
Conference of former members of the Sub-Commission and 
other experts to advise as to tJ1e lines on which furtJ1er action 
should be ptirsued .. 

The Conference recommended that analyses of the results 
of treatment by radio-therapy in cancer of the uterine cervix 
estimated after a period of observation of five, six, seven or 
more years should be issued annually by the 'Health Organi
sation in the form of reports. It was affirmed that "the· 
prima;ry object of the proposed annual statistical reports " 
should be " to provide a convenient work of reference for those 
who need to know what can be said statistically in regard to 
the results obtained by the application of radiotherapy to 
patients suffering from cancer of the cervix uteri when the 
agreed rules for the setting-up cif statistics have been observed". 
The Conference also recommended that the preparation for 
issue of the annual reports should be entrusted to a small body 
of experts, an advisory committee. 

The recommendations of the Zurich Conference were adopted 
by the Health Committee in 1935 and in October of the same 
year the following Advisory Committee was appointed : 

Chainnan: 

Dr. J. HEYMAN, Radiumhemmet, Stockholm. 

Jliembers: 

Dr. A. LACASSAGNE, Radium Institute of the 
University, Paris, . 

Lt.-Coi. A. B. SMALLMAN, Ministry of Health, London. 

Secretary: 

Dr. l\I. D. MACKENZIE, replaced in July 1036, by 
Dr. J. WASSERBERG, of the Health Section Of the 

League of Nations Secretariat, Geneva. 
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II. COLLABORATION IN PROVISION OF 
MATERIAL FOR ANNUAL REPORTS. 

The Advisory Committee recognises that its ftrst annual 
report must necessarily be of an experimental nature to serve 
as a guide to its future work; consequently, the statements 
of results obtained in treatment and included in this report 
are limited in the main to those clinics and countries which 
were associated with the earlier work of the Radiological 
Sub-Commission. A_ notable exception is that, to the great 
regret of the Committee, the Universitiits Frauenklinik, 
}lunich, has l~ot been in a position to contribute a statement. 

The Committee also recognises that a number of clinics nnd 
individual clinicians in certain countries, particularly Great 
Britain, have for several years past recorded and observed 
their cases in the 1vay recommended by the H.adiological 
Sub-Commission. Although their series of cases for a single 
year may not be large enough for statistically reliable fmclings 
to be derived from them, the Committee trusts they 1vill 
continue their valuable work, so that by accumulation, 
suitably large series will be obtained. 

The Committee is empowered to invite the collaboration of 
institutes or individuals throughout the world, provided their 
statements are considered suitable for inclusion in the annual 
reports. 

The Chairman,! in his capacity as editor of the reports, will 
undertake all correspondence with collaborators including the 
collection of annual statements. 

1 Dr. J. HKl")I.\X, TimliumhCmmct, Stockholm. 
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The Committee has adopted certain rules (see page 15 et seq.) . 
for the presentation of data, which collaborators a.re expected 
to observe. 

It is also expected that the clinical or other relevant records 
and histological preparations relating to cases included in 
statistical statements will be available if required for inspec
tion by tJ1e Committee or by an authorised representative. 

The typewritten statements should reach the Chairman 
before :M:ay lst each year. 

For the present, annual reports will be concerned only with 
cancer of the cerv·ix tlleri; the question of widening the scope 
of future reports to include, for example, analyses of 
material relating to the cm·pus uteri and the vagina is under 
consideration. 

It is hoped that the annual reports, the first of which is 
here presented, in the official languages of the League of 
Nations, will promote the extension and development of the 
Lcagne's previous work on this subject. Organised intcrna- . 
tional collaboration in providing statements for the annual 
report may be expected to lead to a clearer conception of the 
problems involved and to provide the. experience which is 
necessary for their solution. 

The Committee would lik~ to take this opportunity to 
invite directors of clinics and others who are interested in 
this subject to communicate with the Chairman ~vith a view 
to participation in ft1ture reports. 

The Committee wishes to add that it would be happy to 
receive suggestions for improving the annual reports and 
for promoting the further development of the work to which 
they relate. 
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III. SOURCES 'OF ERROR IN STATISTICAL 
ASSESSMENT OF THE RESULTS OF TREATMENT. 

In spite of many efforts to obtain uniform and comparable 
statistics on the results of radiation treatment of uterine 
cancer, some difftculties still remain to be surmounted. The 
essential ones are· clue to (1) smallness of the samples for 
analysis and (2) Jack of comparability between the samples 
of clinical material analysed at the co-operating clinics. These 
are two sources of error which must be reduced to a minimum 
before it can be asserted that differences between the results 
at different clinics arc due to differences in the· methods of 
treatment employed. 

L Smallness of 'the Samples. 

The degree of variation clue to chance depends upon the 
size of the samples under examination, and, in order to meet 
this difficulty, the following procedure has been adopted in 
the present report : 

In samples relating to 100 or more cases, although differences 
due to chance may be considerable, the percentages calculated 
have a reasonable degree of reliability and arc printed in 
heavy type. 

In samples containing from 15 to 100 cases, chance varia
tions arc so great that statistically significant differences occm· 
01~ly exceptionally; in these samples, the pr?bable degree of 

'error is stated as determined by a generally agreed formula . 
. The flgurcs are printed in ordinary tyj)e. 

For samples containing less than 1.5 cases, percentages are 
not calculated. 
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2.' Lack of Comparability. 

Comparability, though an essential' cond~tion, .is inl~erently 
difficult to secure, the principal reason for tlus bemg tl•e 
following. Different radio-therapeutic clinics receive for treat
ment clinical material" of unlike composition inasmuch as it 
contains different proportions of early or of late cases. Broadly 
speaking, the cause of these differences lies in the fact that, 
for same clinics, the material is rl.ot selected, for others a 
varying degree of intentional or unintentional selection takes 
place. 

In countries where hospital treatment is provided by the 
State, clinics are responsible for the treatment of almost every 
patient from a defined area. There is practically no selection, 
the only patients not treated being those found unsuitable 
for treatmerlt owing to the extent of the di~ase, general 
condition, etc. This involves nothing more than small dif
ferences which, moreover, can be easily estimated, provided all 
patients are included in the analysis whether treated or not. 

Clinics of this type may be assumed to have non-selected 
and consequently comparable material. Such clinics may 
appropriately state the result of treatment by using the 
absolute cure rate-i.e., the proportion the number of patients 
aliye without recurrence forms of the total number examined, 
stated as a percentage. The absolute cure rate,in one clinic is 
comparable with that of other clinics similarly circumstanced, 
but not with that of clinics. in which selection necessarilv takes 
place. " 

In other clinics, a varying degree of selection may occm 
owing to such factors as inadequacy of facilities for treatment 
or of bed accommodation for all patients who present them
selves, or preference of the physician who first examines the 
patient for operative or radiation treatJ,;cnt (often depending 
upon the degree to whi¢h radio-therapy has developed) and 
proba~l~ others. In clinics .of this type, the composition of 
the chmcal material may· differ consiclerablv and the results 
calculated from the total number of patiet;ts would be com
parable only in exceptional instances. A comparison between 
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such clinics is justifiable. only when selection similar in kind 
ancl degree takes place. To estimate that similarity in selec
tion would, however, be difficult and is hardly possible unless 
detailed knowledge of the oruanisatioa of the different clinics 

b . 

in this respect is available. 
·when such knowledge is available an over-all relative cure 

rate (calculated on the total number of patients treated) may 
have a certain value. It is clear, however, that over-all 
relative cure rates should he compared only "·ith discrimi
nation. 

In order, so far as possible, to meet the cli'fficulty of non
comparability between clinics dealing with selected material, 
cases have been divided into different groups according to 
the anatomical spread of the growth. The definitions of 
these groups-the four stages-arc reproduced on page 25. 
The samples included at different clinics in one and the same 
"stage" should provide uniform material suitable for compa
rison. This device for assessing comparability is, however, 
accompanied by a disadvantage in that different collaborators 
may interpret the arbitrary rules aclop ted for allotting cases 
to the various stages in. a diHerent way, thcrelJy defeating to 
some extent the effort to assess the comparability of the 
sample. Consequently, cure rates for the different stages of 
the disease arc unreliable unless close similarity of interpre
tation of the rules for "staging " can be secured in the different 
clinics under comparison. 

The Ad \"isory Committee is aware that different clinicians 
have interpreted the rules for " staging " differently and is 
taking steps in association with the Health Organisation of 
the League of Nations to devise some means \\·hereby these 
differences of interpretation may be reduced. 

Lack of rreneral cOHll)arability between the clinical material " . 
at different clinics entails also lack of comparability between 
the cure rates calculated from such material. The Committee 
realised that such differences would probably exist among 
the material to which the statements of the co!1aborators 
applied and recognised that they would preclude comparison 
of the different cure rates presented. Nevertheless, those 
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invited to collaborate in·this report were asked to submit all 
the different i:ates mentioned-i.e., " absolute " (for clinics 
where an absolute cure rate is applicable), "relative " and 
" starre ". Possible rearrangements regarding the procedure 

. b ' 

thus recommended must be based on further experience which 
the collabora:tion in the annual report~ will undoubtedly 
provide. 

Two other, although less important problems which may 
affect the comparability of the clinical material in different 
clinics l1ave also engaged the attention of the Committee 
vi:~:,:-

(a) Limiting the analysis to cases examined at the 
clinic, thus excluding those referred to the clinic but not 
examined; 

(b) The need for agreement regarding the classification 
of certain cases of cancer of the uterus which are difficult 
to classify as either cancer of the corpus or of the cervix. 

It is intended to defer any further examination of these 
points until consideration has been given to the question of 
extending the enquiry to include cancer of the corpus and . 
perhaps of the vagina, 
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IV. FIRST ANNUAL REPORT. 

1. NOTES FOR THE GUIDAXCE OF COLLABORATOHS. 

1. The statement should include cases of cancer of the 
cermx uteri only (including carcinoma of the stump). 

(a) The statement will be confined to cases where the 
treatment planned was entirely radiological (radium and 
Roentgen rays); 

(b) Patients operated upon after failure of radiological 
treatment and alive five years after the beginning of the 
treatment should appear in Table J, column ,r._ 

2. The following clinical types of cases should be excluded : 

(a) Cancer of the corpus uteri and vagina;' 
(b) Recurrences after radical operation; 
(c) Patients radiologically treated elsewhere; 
(d) Patients primarily submitted to combined opera

tive and radiological treatment. 

3. Only those series of cases in which all clinical diagnoses 
have been microscopically conftrmcd can, as a rule, be accepted. 

'~. The following histological types of cases should be 

excluded: 

(a) Precancerous conditions; 
(b) Chorio-epithelioma, sarcoma, malignant mixed 

tumours. 

l It is intended to revise~ in tl1c future, the definitions. o_f the tliffercr~t. vnrief.it•s 
of ut.cro-voginal carcinoma. Pending the ,results of that rcvts~on, tho dcfirntwns used 
will be those in t.hc Heport or the Rndlologicnl Sub-Commission (document C. H. 78~; 
Scr. L.o.N. P. 1D2D. Ill. 5), reprinted on pngc 23. 
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5. l'he statement should relate to the total number of 
patients whose radiological treatment was begun during the 
year to which the statement refers as well as all patients 
examined with a view to treatment but not treated. 

6. The statement should not be completed until a period of 
observation of at least five years. from the beginning of the 
treatment has expired in all cases included. 

7. Tables 1 to 6 are intended for the annual statements 
beginning with 1935 (i.e., cases treated in 1930); tables 7 to 10. 
have been provided for those ihstitutes which are able to 
furnish data :l'or an earlier period on a basis corresponding to 
that being adopted in the present series of ann~al reports. 
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2. SPECIMENS OF THE TABLES USED FOR 
CASES TREATED IN 1930. 

(Institute) 

Cancer of the Cervix uteri. 

Statement of results in 19 ...... 

Table 1. 

I. Total number ofp~tients examined with a view to treatment !·········· 
II. Of those : i 

1. Not treated (Total of cases comprised in Table 2) . . . . ....... . 

2. Ra~~'b\~g~r~~.~ .~r~~~~~. ~·~~~~~- _o_r_ ~~~~~ .i~~~t.~~~~~. ~~I._._ 
I 

Table 2. 

Patients examined at the Clinic but not treated.l 

I 
(a) Prevented by disease or death from presenting themselves. j ...........•....... 

' 
(b) Seeking treatment elsewhere .......... ,' ........... : ... 1 ..... . 

(c) Not presenting themselves for unlmown reasons ........ ·I·· 
(d) Operation advised ................................... ! ................ .. 

(e) N~;e~~f~~!~~it~~:in~. :~. l.a.c~ ·o·f· ~~~~'.n.~~~-a.t~~~. ~~ .t~~c.r~~ I .............. .. 
(J) Treatment refused by the patient. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ' .. 

(g) Treatment considered tmsuitable owing to the patient's I 
general condition, to the extent of the disease or to I 
other complications . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ................. . 

I 
(h) Some other specified reason .......................... I 

Total. .. i ....... . 
I 

1 Patients referred to the clinic by means (C.(l., letter, telephone, etc.) which do not 
allow of their being examined at tho clinic arc excluded. 

Notc.-Calculation of absolute 
omitted because of .... 

cnrc rate (sec Table 5, footnote 1) 
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Table 3. 

Patients radiologically treated (Table 1, II, ,2).1 

I Stage I Stuge li Stage III Stage IY I 
I 
Stages3, 

-l~-1-lY 
~umber Per~ Number ,Per- Xumbc~~' Per- l\'um~ Per-
of c_ases centage 9f case-s centagc of cnses centage -~.~~scs ccn t~~ 

I I 
I Total number of' 

I ......... j ........ 

patients treat- I 
ed •......... ' ......... ········· ......... ·········· . ......... ......... 

"With microsco-1 
I pica! verifica-

tion .................. ········· ......... ......... ......... ········· ········· ......... , ........ 
I Without micro-

I 
I scopical veri-
I fication• ..... ......... . ........ :····· .. ··· ········· ......... ......... ......... ......... ' ........ 

I I I 
l Tbtal number of patients treated, incompletely- treated patients included. 
z A. detailed description should he given for each case in which the patient is alive 

without reeUITc-uca five years from the b-eginning of treatment, n.nd in "i'>"hich no micro~ 
scOpicai verificat-ion hns been made (see below). 

3 
It is intended to revise, in the future, the definitions oi tho stages of ccrrical carci· 

noma. Pend.ing the results of th~t revision~ the definitions u,;;ccl will bo those in the Report 
of the B.ndiologicnl Sub·COiilmission (document C.B.7$:S; Scr. L.o.N. P. 1929.11!.5), 
reprinted on page 25. 

Detailed-description of cases alive without recurrence five years 
after treatment in which no microscopical verification has been 

made. 
(The reason why histological confirmation was not obtained 

should be stated.) 

.......................... 
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Results of Treatment estimated after a Per-iod of Observation 
of Five Year8, dating from the Beginning of Treatment. 

Stage 

I 
I 
I 
I 

l. 

Xumhor 
ol 

pn.tieuts 
ircatctl 

2. ·L 

~-·- 1 Patients i 

I
, i alive . 

..:\.live ..:\Hvc i operated I 
; r~~~~·~~~~~c \rec~:,\~~~lGC ,up~t~h~~-er 
I I or : I ruclio· I 

-------...,----..,--· therapy 

5. 

Died 
or 

cancer 1 

6. 

Lost 
Si!thL Of 

Died of 
iuterM 

Clll'I"Cllt 
tli~eusc 

I I I I ! . . 

~~:::::::::: t:::::::::::: ~:::::::::::: ,:::::::::::: C:::::::::: :::::::::::::\:::::::::::: !:::::::::::: 
I ' ' I I 

:~v·.··········· :l~!: ;············· 
1 Pnticnb; dying- during or a3 a result of treatment should be included in this column. 

C.\LCUL.\TION OF RESULTS. 

Table 5. 

Absulnte Cure Rate. 1 

Total number of cases (see Table J, I) 

Alh·c without recurrence f\ve years after t!lC beginning or 
treatment (see Table 4, col. 2, stages I-IV) ............... i .............. . 

.-\bsolute cure rate ' ...................................... I .............. . 
I 

1 For certain clinics conditions arc such, e.g., ,yhcn they u.rc responsible !or the treatment. 
of almost every Jmticnt who occks it from a. defined m·cn, that ihc calelllat.ion o[ an absolui e 
cnrc rate hns Yaluc for comparison with clinics similarly or:;o.niscd. \\~IJCn this is the casv. 
the rate should. be calculated as above. In other clinics U10 calculation mny be omitted, 
tho reason being giYen in a footnote to Table- '.!. [n all clinics <~ Patients cxllnlincd at the 
clinic but not. treated •• will bo distributed, in Table~. a.mong- the groups there set out. 

:! f. c .. lhc proportion the above number of patients ali\~0 without recurrence {Ol'ms of 
thJ total mnnhcr uxnmincd, stated as a pcrccntngc. 
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Table 6:. 

Relative Cure Rate. 

Number o! 
patients .t;reated 

(see TabLe •· 
col. 1, t · !V> 

Alive without 
ree~renco 

(8<l6 TaJ)lc 4, 
col. 2, I-!V) 

Pcrce.ntage 1 

Stage I ............................. _ ................................................ . 

Stage II . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . ........................... , .......................... _ ........ . 

Stage HI.............. . ............................................................. . 

Stage IV ...... · .. , .................................. ;···· ........................... .. 

Stages I-IV ........... !··:· ............ :···· ..................... .......... , ........ :. 
- 1 Tho cure rate ~aaoulated lu thJB way obvio.usly tmderstates the results of treatment 
since; a proportion otp&tieuta will ho.ve dled ot a cause unrelated to cancor ol the cervix, 
whilst the fate of a further proportion mo,y be unknown. 



,NS OF THE TABLES USED FOR CASES TREATED IN PREVIOUS YEAHS. 
Cancer of the Cervix uteri. 

v .·· .Jte) Table 7.1 Statement for 19 ....... -19 ....... hzclusivc. 

I I 2. ·-- .. --~-c---
Totnl number 

of paticmts Patients T!nl'tiologicnlly treatc!l 
__ __,3,_._ -·-- 1-------------·----'·l·.:..· ---·-------------·. 

Year examined examined ~ 

to trentmcn t 
-
_______ ,___w_I_·t_h_"'_v_io_w __ , __ b_u_t_· n_o_t_t_r_o_u_tc_.,l_'_,:--·S--tu __ gcs I_·_IV ___ s_·_ta_g_o_I __ Stugo ll J Stage III Slng-c IY 

19. I 
-····· ......... ··-·· 

19 

10 ... 

........... , ............... . 

. .............. ···r 

T 
I . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

1 Intended for tho usc of those clinics 'vhich nro uhlc and willing- to furnish data on tho bases o! Tnhlcs 1 to G for a P<'l'Wfl prior l.o 1 n:~o. 
s According to iudicntions giYen ln To.blc 2. · 

1. 

Year 

l.!l .. 

l!L 

1 !l .... 

1!) .... 

etc. 

Number 
o( -pn,t.icnts 

treated 
(see 'l'able 7. 

col. ·1) 

Alive without recurrence 
utter a period of observat-ion of 

5 1 G i I 8 
y c n 1' ~ 

10 

Table 8.1 

Results of Treatment. 
. ]. 

2 Aliv-e wil.h 
recurrence 

actor a period of 
observation of 

51GI7ISI91IU 
__ :'-:.....2..t!-....!:_S ___ _ 

5 

.). 

Died or cancer during- a 
period. o( ohscrvut.ion of 

u I 7 I s I 9 ' !0 
___ )~....Q. a_ I:_~_-~ __ 

G • 

Lost sight of 
during a. ]Jcriod. of 

obscn-·aiion o[ 

5,G!71~1fi!1U 

___ _1_:_ __ _ 
Died from inter· 
current diseuse 

during- a verloU of 
___ o bscrvatiog_91_ 
5 I G I ·;I 81 0 110 

)._,"'c""'"'r"'c.· --~----:'-"ear-s 

.... j I ! I ........... I I i •... .I : I ! I I I 

. 1 I 1 I i r ; I , + J 1 , 

1 Intended for the usc of those cliniCs which nro able and willing to furmsh datu on the bo.ses o! Tn.blcs 1 to 6 foro. porlod prior to lD:JO. 
:l. To include pationts alivo operateU Ullon after fo.ilnro of rndiotbora.py. · ·· 



; 
I. ~. 

--- 'l'tXUtl umnh<'l' 
of lHll ients 
cxmuinctl 

-y c,u· wnh {~ y icw 
to trca{.w('nt 
(st~o 'l'ablo 7, 

col. 2) 

l(L. 

Hl ...... 

l!L. 

etc. 

Number 
or pnt:tcni:l 

treuf(:1L 
(sco •rublp 7, 

('01. .1) 

Table 91 , Stn~es I-lV •. -Eunluation· of Ht'snlt8. 

Ali\'o wiOwut rccul'I~-011CO 
uftt•r tL period qf ol>scrvut-ion uf z 

(sec 'l'ullhJ S, col. :n 
·-- ·--

;:t ll I ; I s " I w 
~·-en I' H 

I 
.1 .. ·I 

I 
... 1. 

.s. 

Abl:ioluto cm·orutca ut lhc end ur 

G 7 I s !! \0 
)-"CltJ'S 

.. .. +··· 
. ... , .. 

. , . ·I .... 

~(),--·---~ 

ltohtt..i\·e cul'(l rutu·l-u,t the omt of 

& I u ~ 
:-' C lt I" H 

fi \0 

1 Jutcmicd for tho \ISO of t.ho1'3o diulcs wl1ieh nrc ahlcund willing t.o furuL-;h duta on tho hu.scs or Tnhle.':l t to U Ior n J1Cl'iocl Prior lO 1930. 
~ Thcnum!J(.W of cases in wllich microscopi(:u.l vct•iflcut.ion wu::; noL obtaiuctl should be cutcrcd lu bruckCLs nrtcr tho priucipn.l ngures in column ·1. l.O 
a ~t..'C 'J'ablo 5, foot no to 1. tV 
'1 Hl'C •ruble u. 

Year 

19 .. 

1\) 

HI ....... 

Xumlwr of pnt.icnh:l 
t.rcatcd in stage I 

(see 'l'(tblc 7 •. c·ol. I) 

Table 10,1 Stage 1.-Evu[uation of Hesult.s. 

Alivo wit.ltout rccurreucc aftQr a, porioU or 
----,---co--·--:-·~b_s_c_r"':':~t~r~-~-_:_ 

5 6 7 I s 
:rOIL)' 5 

!I 

I 

. I 

·······I· .J ....... . 

j .... : I . 

10 5 

llclo.tivc c·uro rato urtcr a ncdod of 
obr;c.rv.ation of 

I 

.I. 
I 
I 

u 7 
y c fl. l' r; 

I I 1· ..... ·1 

1 ... 

I 

!I 

• ..... 1 

IU 

19 

etc. 

I 

I 
I 

·t" 
I 

....... . . . . I I 

I 

! 
.. .... .. 1 

I 

... [ ....... 

l Into.ndcd for the u::;o of t-uosc ('linic::; whtch arc abla and.wtlliug io fnmish clnht on t-110 bases oC Tables 1 to 6 for a period prior to 1930. 
1\"ote.-Simllar t~bles for stages II, Ill and IV. 
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4·. DEFINITION OF THE DIFFERENT VARIETIES 
OF UTERO-VAGINAL CARCINOMA. 

1. Cases should be reckoned as carcinoma of the vagina 
when the site of the growth is in the vagina; when clinical 
examination shows that the cervix is intact; and when there 
is no ground for supposing that the carcinoma is other than 
a primary growth in the vagina. In cases in which the carci
noma involves the cervix, the case must be regarded as 
one of carcinoma of the cervix. 

It would, however, be advisable to classify as vaginal 
carcinoma those cases in which a small lesion previously 
noticeable on the cervix has rapidly disappeared after radio
logical treatment, while the main part of the tumour is still 

· present in the vagina. 
In those cases in which the cervix could not be examined 

at the beginning of the treatment, and therefore no decision 
could be made as to whether it was involved or not, the final 
diagnosis must be postponed until the situation has been 
clarified as a result of treatment. ·when, even after radiolo
gical treatment, no differentiation can be made owing to the 
impossibility of examining the cervix, the case should be 
classified as cancer of the vagina if the cervix and parametria 
appear to be clinically free from growth on rectal examination. 

2. Cases should be classified as carcinoma of the body when 
the site of the disease is in the body, whereas the cervix 
appears to be healthy. 

The clinical distinction between carcinoma of the cervix and 
of the body of the uterus may offer difficulties in a small 
number of cases, such as the following: 

(a) The uterus is not enlarged and clinical examination 
docs not give sufficient indications for determining the 
point of origin or the direction of spread of the growth. 

In the majority of these cases, it should be possible, 
without too great risk of error, to classify them on the 
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basis of the microscopical report; for instance, pure 
squamous-celled carcinoma and adeno-carcinoma with 
mucous secretion are both types of cervical epithelioma. 

In the remaining cases, which certainly form a very 
small fraction of the total in which it is not possible to 
make a definite classification on either clinical o~· micro
scopical evidence, the classification may be left to indivi
dual discretion. 

(b) The cavity of the uterus is enlarged. It is not 
possible to determine by clinical examination whether the 
case is an endo-cervical carcinoma of the cervix with 
extension to the body or a carcinoma of the body exten
ding to the cervix. Such cases generally spread like 
carcinoma of the body and it is more of theoretical than 
o~ practical interest to ascertain the point of origin of the 
disease. They behave essentially as carcinoma of the 
body and should be so classified unless the microscopical 
picture contra-indicates such a classification as in the . 
case of a pure squamous-celled carcinoma or an adeno
carcinoma with mucous secretion. 

Cases presenting difficulty in diagnosis clue to compli
cations such as myomata, pyometra, etc., should be 
classified in the same manner. 

* * * 
N ote.-It is intended to revise, in the future, the definitions 

of the different varieties of utero·vaginal carcinoma. 
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5. DEFINITION OF THE STAGES OF CANCER 

OF THE CERVIX UTERI. 

Stage I. 

The growth 1s strictly limited to the cerm;v uteri. Utcru~ 
mobile. 

Stage II. 

Lesion spreading into one Ol' more fornices with or without 
infiltration of the parametrium adjacent to the uterus, 
the uterus retaining some degree of mobility. 

Stage III. 

(a) Nodular infiltration of the parametria on one or both 
sides extending to the wall of the pelvis, with limited 
mobility of the uterus or massive infiltration of one 
pmametrium with fn:ation of the uterus; 

(b) l\Iorc or less superficial infiltration of a large part of 
the vagina, with a mobile uterus; 

(c) Isolated mctasta<:;es in the pelvic glands, with a 
relatively small primary growth; 

(d) Isolated metastases in the lower part of the vagina. 

Generally speaking, all cases not falling into Stages II or IV 
will be placed under Stage III. 

Stage IV. 

(a) Cases with massive infiltration of both parametria 
extending to the walls of the pelvis; 

(b) Carcinoma involving the bladder or rectum; 

(c) The whole vagina infiltrated (rigid vaginal passage), or 
one vaginal wall infiltrated along its whole length with 
fixation of the primary growth; 

(d) Remote metastases. 

* 
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Note.-The Advisory Committee is aware that different 
clinicians have interpreted the rules for " staging " differently 
and is taking steps in association with the Health Organisation 
of the League of Nations to devise some means whereby these 
differences of interpret11tion may be reduced. 
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6. STATEi\'lENTS. 

(a) TnE CENTRE DES Tui\IEURS DE L'UNIVERSITE DE BRUXELLES, 

BELGIUM 

(Contributed by Professor J. l\Immocn). 

CANCER OF THE CERVIX UTERI. 

STATE'll<:>cr OF RESULTS OF TREAT:lill>cr IN 1930. 

Table 1. 

I. Total number of patients examined with a view to tTcatment g,J. 

II. Of those : 

1. Not treated (Total of cases comprised in Table 2) 11 

2. Radiologically treated (Total of cases included in 
Table 3).................................... 83 

Table 2. 

Patients examined at the Clinic but not treated. 

(a) Prevented by disease or death from presenting themselves 2 

(b) Seeking treatment elsewhere . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 

(c) Not presenting themselves for unknown Teasons......... 6 

(d) Operation advised . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(e) Not accepted owing to lack of accommodation or thera-
peutic facilities . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(f) Treatment refused by the patient...................... 2 

(g) Treatment considered unsuitable owing to the patient's 
general condition, to the extent of the disease or to 
other complications ........................ · ..... . .o 

(h) Some other specified reason . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

Total... 11 
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Table 3. 

Patients radi(!logically treated (Table 1, IT, 2). 

I Stages 
Stage I I Stage II :>tago Ill Stage I\7 

Xumbc1· Per· Kumbe:r-! Per· Number Per- N'umhcr' Per· I HV 
of eases I ccntagc of cases 1 ccntage of cases I ceutnge of _cm;cs I c~~~~ i 

I 
I Total number of I 

patients treat- I 
cd .......... 

1 

83 9 10.8 27 32.5 35 42.2 12 14.5 

With mi_cr0sco-' 
t>;ical verifica -1 

9 

I 
twn .-....... 81 26 35 11 

Without micro-/ I 
scopical veri-~ 

I I 
fication ...... 2' 0 I 0 1 

I 
1 Doth patient-a died before the end of tho five-year period. 

Table 4. 

Results of Treatment estimated after a Peri~d of Observation of 
F'ive Years, dating from the Beginning of Treatment. 

I 1. 2. :J. I -1. 

I· 
5. 1---~1._7.__ __ ~----

~ ~- T"""" Stage 
1 :Xumhcr alive 

of _,~live A.Uve oporatcd Died Died of 
P;;t_t.icnts w1thout with pon after of Lost inter· 
treate-d. recurrence recurrence failure Cfill('Of sight of ('tll'rc:nt 

I or radio- dis'cnsc 
, therapy 

I I 9 
I .......... - 4 

I 

0 0 '1 0 ' 1 
II ......... 27 3 1 0 21 : 0· 2· 
III ... ··-· .. 

I 
85 7 1 

I 
0 26 0 1 

IV .......... 12 0 0 I 
I 0 12 I 0 0 

I 

I 
J.IV ·-·. ·-·· .. 83 14 2 

I 
0. 

I I 
63 0 '1 
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Table 5. 

Absolute Cure Bale. 

Total number of eases (sec 'l'able 1, I) .................... . 

Al~vcr without_ rc;~n-ren~·c five 
9 
year~ ~fter the beginning of I 

trc,ttment (sec I able .J., col. -, sta
0

cs I-IV) ............ , .. 14 

Absolute cure rate ..................................... . 

Table 6. 

Relative C1tre Rate. 

Number of Alive without 
patients treated recurrence Pcrcontng-o (see Table 4, (sco Table 4, 

col. l,I·IV) col. 2, I-IV) 

·- ~--- ---- -

Stage I .............. 9 I 4 I 
Stage II ............. 27 3 11.1 

Stage Ill ............ 35 7 20.0 

Stage IV ............ 12 0 

' 
Stages I-IV .......... 83 14 lG.!l 



STATEMENT FQn 1 026·1020 INCJ,l.fSIVE. 

Table 7. 

1. I 2. 3. •l. 

Tof'.alnumbcr 
Patients l11l.(liolog1cully trca.teU of patients 

Year oxnnlincd with n C4nminccl lm(:; 

I I I _\ 
dC\Y {,Q not tTeatccll Stngcs I-IV Stngo I Stugo II Stogc 11 I Stugo IV 

trcfitml'nt 

1!:126 75 15 60 14 15 23 6 

1927 50 !) 50 11 13 1!) 7 

1028 76 8 68' 20 18 21 B 

. 1929 80 6 74' 20 11 3!) 3 

Total. .. 2()0 38 252 65 57 102 26 
" ~ .Accordwg to mdicatwns .G'lVen m .1 nblo ~· . _ . . . . . 

:! One_ cnso not classified because of lnsu1Uc1ent cltmculmformatwn IS Included m To.blos 7 • 8 and 9. As the pn.Ucnt died 'before the ond ot the five-yeur 
period, tho cuso will no_t appear in 'l'u.ble 10. 

Table 8. 

Results of Treatment. 

Year 

5. __ L_
1 
__ :;c2.,__1-------'";J,_. ______ --=--"4,_. -:-:-:--

Alive 1 with 
G. 7. 

Died t:rom inter~ 
Nl.unbcr of Alive without recurrence recurrence Died of cancer during a Lost sight ot current di.Sea.so 
It~~~~~~ after n pct·ioU or observation or ur~~~~.~~chl~~ 0~f period of observation of d~~~1!r:aYr~~o~tf d~b~~r~~~t~~~tt 

(sec Table 7 ~ 1--::--,-----;:---c-::--:--:.------c:-:-:c:-· 
cui. 4l 5 I G I 7 I s , n I 10 5 I G 17 I 8 19 IIO 5 I G I 7 I 8 I D I 10 5 I G I 7 18 19 110 5 16 17 18 19 110 

____ _L ____ ~L---,---~}~·~e~u~r~s-~--,--~---,---~•~·~o~~~r~s-~-~----;:---~'L'~C~a~r~~s~~-~---'~--~-'~c~a~r~s7-~~:--~~Y_O~a~r~s~~-

16115 
1 u 

1 
10 

1 

o _o 
1 
o 11 o ,1,3 :..1~ 

1 -3~12
1 •3t:..1~ 4.2 43 o

0 

o o
0 

o
0 

\ o 2 2\ si o 7 

l!l27 50 H H 13 12 0 0 1 0 ' 32 0 5 5 51 6 

~::: I :: :: I :: i 13 ~ : : 0 ~ :: :: 50 : :, 0 ~ : : 5 

---l_::___,-1'~- - ->--f--1---- - -}--+---- -~IL __ 1 -r-=l-l-1 Total 252 681 64 · 1 2 o 172 174 I ol o 1014 1 

1926 60 16 

1 Iucludwg PQ.tionts o.hvo operated upon after faJ.luro of radiotherapy. 

-~ 
0 



_1_._ 2. 3. 
Total number 

or patients Nnmbc1· 
cxo.minctl of patients 

Yc.nr with u. view treated 
to treatment (see Tublc 7, 
(RCC Tnble 7, col. ·1) 

I col. 2) 

192G 75 60 

l!l27 5!l 50 

l!l28 76 68 

1929 so 7,1 

Total 200 252 

Table 9, Stages I-IV. 

Evahwtion of Results. 

-------------·~J.~-----------1------------~"~·-----------
.Ali,~c without rccurt·cnca 

n(tcr a pcrjod of obsC'tVation or 1 
(sco Tuhlo 8, col. :n 

5 l G I 7 I s I n 1 

years 

1 G(l"llG(l) 15(1 J 11 (1) J 0(1) 

H H 13! 121 

17 13 

10 

Absolute cure ruLe a.t the end of TiolaLiYo cure mtc at: the end uf 

--1-~-...,---,.-----c---
5 I G I 7 I 8 1 \1 ! 10 5 1· G I 7 I o I '' I 10 

)·enrs -:---l'ttl'" 

21 J
1
. 21.31

11
20. o!

1 

H. 7[
1

1:1. :J: 2G. Lrl.7! 2.;. o 1s. a, 1 G. 7( 
I I ' ' 1 

23.7123.7122.0:20.3 28.028.012G.OI2·1·.0 I 

22 .'11118.4117.] I 2.3. 0120. (j: l!l. ]I I 
I I I I ; I 

20 za. a 25. ol I 2s .. J,27.oi 1 
1 

1 

GS :Gt~-~-~--23.122.1-~--l-1-27.0~25.,-~-~-~-
21 

1 The nnrnhcr of cu~es in which mim·Oscopknl VL'l'incn.tion was not ohtn.inccl is cntcrctl in brackets aflcr the-IninCi!lfll fig-m·c:-: iH (·olnmn L 



Table 10, Stage I. 
Evaluation of Resnlts, 

NutnbN' o[ puJicnts 
Allvo wit-hout rccarrcnco u.rtor u. pcl'lotl o! Rotative cmro rnto nftcr a poriQd or 

obs(lr,·ntiou of obsorvaUon or 
Ycnr tr<'-ntetl iu sbu;o I 

I 7 I I 
--~-

(sec '!'nb1o 7. col. -1) 5 I G 8 u I 10 5 I, G I 7 I 8 I n I j!) 
yo u.rs y cars 

·------ -----------~---

1026 H 6 6 (j (j (j 

UJ27 u 6 6 6 6 I 
1928 20 6 6 (; 30.0 30.0 30.0 

~\-1!)29 20 13 12 05.0 00.0 

Total ... 05 ~ 30 47.7 40.2 I 
Table 10, Stage II. 

Evaluation of Results. 

I 
Number or pnt.icuts 

.AJive without recurrence after a period of Relative cure rate nfte:J;" a per[od of 
observation of observation of 

Year treated in sta.go II ------
I (see Tltblo 7, col. 1) 5 I G I 7 I 8 I u I 10 5 G I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 

yoars years 
I I 

l926 15 6 6 6 3 3 40.0 40.0 40.0 20.0 20.0 

1927 13 5 5 5 (j 

1928 18 5 5 5 27.8 27.8 27.8 

1!l29 11 2 2 

Total ... 57 18 18 31.6 31.6 ~ I 



Table 10, Stage III. 

Evaluation of Results. 

Number of patients 
Alive without rccurronco nfte1• a pcrioll of Rclat ivc cul'e rate after U- period oJ 

Year treated in stngo III 
observation of observation or 

(see Table 7, col. 4) 5 I G I 7 I 8 I D I 10 5 G I 7 I 8 I D I 10 
y 0 (tl' s yours 

1926 23 4 4 3 3 2 17.4 17.4 13.0 13.0 8.7 

1927 19 3 3 2 1 15.8 15.8 10.5 5.3 

1928 21 6 3 2 28.6 14.3 0.5 

.-1-1929 39 6 6 15.4 15.·:1· 

Total ... 102 l!J 16 18.6 15.7 

Table 10, Stage IV. 

Evaluation of Resttlts. 

Alive without recurrence after a period of H.olatiYc cure rate uftcr u period of 
Number or put.ients observation of observation or 

Year trcn.tcd iu stage IV 
(sco Table 7, col. ·1) 5 I G I 7 I 8 I D I 10 5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 

' ~"oars y oars 

I I 192G I 8 0 0 0 0 0 

1927 7 0 0 0 0 

1928 8 0 0 0 

1929 :J 0 0 

Total 
I 

--
... 26 0 0 0.0 0.0 

I 
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(b) THE LIVERPOOL RADIUM INSTITUTE, ENGLAND 

(Contributed by Doctor P. MALPAS). 

CAJ.'-'CER OF THE CERVIX UTERI. 

STATD!ENT OF RESULTS OF TREATMENT IN 1930. 

Table 1. 

I. Total nun1ber of patients examined with a view to treatment 92 

II. Of those : 

1. Not t~eated ('I'otal of cases corllprised in Table 2) 3 

2. Radiologically treated (Total of cases included in 
Table 3).................................... 89 

Table 2. 

Patients exmm:ned at the Clinic but not treCiled. 

(a) Pre"\·ented by disease or death from presenting themselves 0 

(b) Seeking treatment elsewhere . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(c) Not presenting themselves for unknown reasons ..... ·. . . . o 
(d) Operation advised .................................. . 

(e) N"ot accepted owing to Ja~k of accommodation or thera-
peutic facilities ......•..........•................. 

(f) Treatment refused by the patient .................... , . 

(g) 'L'r:;ntment con~i<;Iered unsuitable owing to the patient's 
,enerat con<~ttw_n, to the extent of the disease or to 

0 

0 

1 

other comphcatwns ............................... 2 

(h) Sorne other specified reason ................. ~ ....... . 0 

'l'otal. . . 3 
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Table 3. 

Patients mdiologically treated (Table I, li, 2). 

Stugc I Stago II Stage III Stage IV 
Stng-c.s - ---·----- -----·-
I-IV Nw11bcr I Per- :\umber) Per- Xumbcr I Per- Number I Per· 

of cases ccntngc o£ cases j ccntage or cascsr ccutage of cns<is cen tngc 
I 

Total number of ! 

I 
I I 

' 

I I patients treat- I 
eel .... -- - - - - S!J 13 

I 
B.6 26 2D .. 2 29 I 32.6 21 I 23.6 

With microsco- I 
pi cal veri fica- I 

tion ....... -~ 84 13 26 29 16 

'Without micro- , ( 

scopical · veri- i 
fication ...... 

1 

5 0 
I 

0 0 5 l 

1 Flvo patients ilicd from cancer before the end of t.Ilc flve-ycar pol'iod. 

Table 4. 

Results of Treatment estimated after a Period of Observation 
of Five Years, elating from the Beginning of Tnatmenl. 

G 1. -· :J. 
I 

.. "· ' ----- ·-- ---
I I Pot.icnts I 

I j alive : 

Stage I Number Alive . operated 
1 Died ' 

I 

Died or 
of wlt.hout Ah'i'e rtpon after' of I 

Lost inter· 
patients with failure 1 sight of current 

recurrence recurrence. of 1 cancer disease treat eel 
I 

I I 
I'!Hlio-

! i 
I 

thcrn.py I I I 

I 
.. 

I 

I ' 13 i 9 i 0 I l I 0 I 1 2 ......... I I 
I 

I I 

26 12 
I 

0 l 13 ! 0 0 II ........ I 
i I I I 

III 2!J '1 I 0 0 I 25 I 0 0 ....... 
' 

I ' 
' I 

20 1 IV ........ 21 0 0 I 0 
I 

0 
! 

I I-IV ...... 80 25 0 I 2 58 2 2 
I I 
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Table 5.. 

Absolute Ctt1'e Rate. 

No/e.-Calculation of absolute cure rate omitted because the clinic was 
not solely responsible for the treatment of cervical carcinoma in the area, 
which W(ls not a homogeneous unit from the standpoint of hospital 
administrative arrangements. 

Table 6. 

Relative Cu1·e Rate. 

Number of Alive without 
patients treated :recurrence Percentage {see Table 4, (see Table 4, 

col. 1, I-IV) col. 2, I-IV) 

Stage I .............. 13 I 9 

Stage II ............. 26 12 46.2 

Stage III 0 ••••••••••• 2D '1 13.8 

Stage IV ............ 21 0 o.o 
Stages I-IV .......... 89 25 

I 
28.1 



STATEMENT FOR 1920. 

Table 7. 

1. 2. 3. ·L 
Totnl number I 

of patients Patients Rndiologlcally treated 
Year examined oxaminccl 

with n. view but not Stages I·IV I Stugo I I Stage II I s•ugo III I Slngc IV 
to treatment treated 1 

I 

I I I I 
-

192!! 86 2 84 0 17 11 6 

1 According to Jndicatlona given in Table 2. 

Table 8. 

Results of TTeatment. 

:.~ 
2. 3. •1. ;i, G. 7. 

Alive with Dietl from 
Number Lost sight ot intercurrent 

of patients Ali\'C: and free from disease l'CCllrrcnce Died of cancer dnrintt a during a period o( cliscasc during n. 
t:~.:outctl oftcr a period or ohscrvat.Jon of niter a period of period Of OlJserYnt.ion Of observation of period or 

(see Table 7, obscr,·ation or obE>cn·ation ot 
y 

col. 4) 
-~~-

5 i G I 7 I 8 I 9 110 51GI71819iiO 5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 5 I G I 7 I s I 9 110 5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 
yo nr s y 0 f11' s yoo.rs y cars yen r s 

1029 
I 

34 ll I I I 
o[ol nT 2~t 

I 
2·t 

I I I I 
fm-1- ~FITT1~ 



Table 9, Stages I-IV. 

11.'valuation of Results. 

1. I 2. 3. 4. 5. _______ u_. __ 
---- ---- -----

1

1'otul number 
or paf.icnts NnmlJCr Alive \\'it.ltout I'ccm·J'CllCO 
c-xmuinctl of llfltients uftc1• n. }JCl'io<l of obscrvnUou o( Absolute ouro-rat,o at Lhc cntl of Relative cure rat.c at tho end of 

YC!lr w1th n view treated (sec 'l'ulJlo S, col. 3) .. I to Lrciltmcnt (:5co 'l'ublo 7. 
{sco Table 7. col. J) 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 5 I 6 I 7 I s I 9 I 10 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I D ! !0 col. 2) years y oars 'YCal'B 

l 
---

-~--8-~ 1-~~-- llT_I_l __ 
"3 sl·~a ~I r-1--l--ll)2!J 3() :N 
~· 'T ·"I 



I 
Ycu1· 

l!J2!J 

Year 

!02!) 

NumLcr oC Imtiettts 
trcLt.tctl in sh:u:~c I 

(~cc 'l'ablo i ~ col. -1) 

--

0 

Number of patients 
Lrcah:~d in sl"ngo J.l 

(sec Table 7, col. .J) 

Table 10, Stage I. 

Evahwtion of Results. 

.L\li,-c without r·ccuncncc aft(.·r a vcriod of 
obscl.'vation of 

;, I G I 7 I 8 I !J I 
y cars 

0 
I 

0 
I I I I 

Table 10, Stage II. 

Evalualion of Results . 

..:\li\'C wilhout I'CDm'renec ·artcr n period of 
ob;.;ct·vn.Uon of 

------ ----c:-----:------c--
5 6 S D 

10 

10 

---
5 I 

I 

HclnJivc eurc J•atc nflcr n vel'ioll u( 
ofhl'l'\·ntion of 

------ ---
u I 7 i ~ I ll 

y c ;1 l' s 

r--TI I 

Hclat-i,-c cm·o ru.to aftt~l' u period oi 
obsCl'\·afion of 

JU 

--"=-----"c---,-- ___ 8 ____ u ___ 1u--
~- 0 u 1':; 

20.4 



Table 10, Stage III. 

Evalua./'ion of ReS"nlts. 

I NumlJcr of pntionts 
Alive without rccrn·xencc after o. PCI'iod of RolatJvo cure rnto attcr o; .Period of 

observation or obsor•vatlon of 
Yco.J.' Lrcntccl in singe III 

I 7 I 8 I D I 10 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I ~ I 10 (sec Table 7 * col. ·1) 5 I G 
y oar.s J.• ca. r s 

I I I I I I 
I 

I I I I!J2V 11 3 3 
I 

Table 10, Stage IV. 

Evaluation of Res1tlts . 

Number or pntionts 
. Aliyo without rccurreuco nftor 11 period of Relative cure rate after n; periO<l of 

Yenr t~·onted in stngo 1\7 
observation of obsorvntion of 

(sec Table 7, col. ·0 5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 5 I G I 7 i 8 I 0 I 10 
y c n. r s :rco.rs 

102!) (j 0 I 0 I I I I I I I I I 
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(c) TnE :iiiARIE Cunm HosPITAL, LoNDo!'<, ENGLAND 

(Contributed by Doctor Elizabeth l-IURDON). 

CAt'\'CER OF THE CERVIX UTERI. 

STATE~lENT OF RESULTS OF TltEAT:l!ENT IN 1930. 

Table 1. 

I 
I. Total number of patients examined with a view to treatment 142 

II. Of those : 

1. Not treated (Total of cases comprised in Table 2) 6 

2. Radiologically treated (Total of cases included in 
Table 3) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 136 

Table 2. 

Paticnt.s ea~amined at the Clinic but not treated. 

(a) P•evented by disease or death from presenting themselves 0 

(b) Seeking treatment elsewhere . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(c) Not presenting themselves for unknown reasons. . . . . . . . . 0 

(d) Operation advised ................................ ··. 0 

(e) Not ac~c~te~. <?wing to lack of accommodation or thera-
peutiC iaCJhhes .................. · .. · · · . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(f) 

(g) 

Treatment refused by the patient ..................... . 

Treatment considered unsuitable owing to the patient's 
general conditio_n, to the extent of the disease or to 
other complicatiOns ........... · · · · · · · · · .......... . 

1 

5 

(It) Some other specified reason ...... · · • · ·............... 0 

Total... 6 



The Jlarie. Cttrie. llos.pital, .London 

Table 3, 

Patients radiologically treated {1'able 1, II, 2). 

I Stag-es 
\ 1-lV 
I 

X\1mhcrl Per- Number! Per- Number Per- NtUllbcr! Per
-of cnse5 : centoge of cases ceutng'C ot cases centu.gc of casc::1l ccntagQ 

5tag6 I Stnge II~ Stugo III Stage IV 

-To_t_al_n:1-nb-.e-r-o~:---------------~~- / :1 

patients. treat-: 
ed .......... • 136 6 't.4 32 II 23.5 Sl 59.6 17 

1 

12.5 

I' \Yith llUCrDSCO•: I 
pica! veri fica-. i I 
tion ........ !135 6 I 32 I 80 17 

Without micro· i ! [ 

scop\cal veri· i \ \ 
fication ..•.. ~ \ l : 0 

I i I PI 0 

l Patient aliTe witl10ut recurrence fiyc years after treatment. 
Age 33 years. Hremorrhngo 9 month,:;. Eolnrg.ed cervb:, fungating, hm_morrhngJc growth 

involving C~r~L"i:,_ all fornices and upper part posterior vaginal wall. Cervix fl:q::d. Stage III. 
Case treated during my absence on holiclay and no reason given. The- rule is that histologlcal 
C{)nfirmation must be obtained before second treatment. 

Table 4. 

Results of Treatment estimated after a Period of Observation 
of Five Years, dating from the Beginning of Treatment. 

Stn:g-e 

I ......... . 

II ....... . 

Ill ...... . 

IV ....... , 

]. 
~--- .. 

2. 
~">atienis --'---!-----

_·1_. _II __ 5._!_ G. T. 

, i olive 
: Number .Alive .Alive ! opcrntc(l i 
I of without ·with unoi:t aHer I 

'I pnt!enk ' fntlure I treated 1 recl-!rrcucc I recurrence! of 
I 1 rndio-
i 1 i therapy 

32 21 

81 27 

17 

136 ;)() 

0 

0 

I 

0 

I 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Died 
o[ 

cancer 

1 

11 

52 

14 

78 

Lost 
sight of 

0 

0 

1 

0 

l 

Died of 
inter

current 
disease 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 



The 11i arie Curie Hospital, London 

Table 5. 

Absolute Cure Ra.lc. 

Total number of cases (sec Table l, I) ..................... I 

Alh:c without re~;1rrcn;: :tvc 
9 
year;~ aftef·, the beginning of J 

tteatment (sec lahle I, col. -, sta,es I-~\) ............... , 

.,\bsolute cure rate . .' .................................... . 
. i 

Table 6. 

Relative Cure Rate. 

5G 

39.4% 

Percoutngc 

Stage I ............. . 

Stage II ............ . G5.fl 

Stage III 33.3 

Stage IV 17. fl 

Stages I-IV ......... . 41.2 



STA'rEl\IENT FOlt OC'.fOllBU l925-l1J29 lNCLUS]VB. 

Table 7. 

2. ;J, ·1. 
I, -- -

'l'otnl number PuUcu_ts UndJologicaUy tr:ca.tcd o£ pntJcuts examillccl 
Ycnr e.,;-umincd hut not I I I I l>tn.go IV with nvl.cw {TClltCd 1 Stages I-IV St.ngo I Stugo II Stage Ill 

to treatment ------
__ ;.,_ _______ 

-- ·------
1 !)25 i 7~.t I 73' 2 10 50 II 
1926i 
1927 59 2 57 1 !) 28 l!l 

1928 88 2 86 7 18 46 15 

1929 uo 0 110 4 16 70 20 

'fotnl ... 331 s 326 14 53 194 65 

1 .According to indicn.t.ions gtvcu in Tnblc 2. 
3 Cuses treutci! October Ist;, 1925·Jnmuu·y Ist., 1920: H. Cnsos treated Ja,nuary 1st, 1D26·Jnnuary 1st, 1927: 50. 

__ !._ 

Year 

19251 
19261 

1027 

l!J28 

l!J29 

Table 8. 

Results of Treat·ment. 
5. -. ---"----1--------':"'l''------ --:-:-:---"'lo--·--;-;,---i---------'"'-----

Alivol with 
Number 

of _patients 
treated 

(sec 'l.'nblo 7, 
col. 4! 

57 

86 

Died of cancer during a 
period of observation of 

5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 
Y oars 

Alive without recurrence recurrence 
nftcr a pcrio(l of observation of uftcr a period of 

--:--;---::--;----:--;---:;c-;---::;-;-:-;:--[-:;- o~Js~rnt~~-o,_.n-"o"-r-ll--------------
5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I D I 10 5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 110 

years yo-n.r:B 

1 Including patients nlive operated upon aCtor failure of radiotherapy. 
1 Oases treated October 1st, 1925-January 1st, 1926: H. Oases treated January 1st, 1926-January 1st, 1927:59. 

6. 7. 

Lost sight of Died from iJltcr-
during a, period or current disco.so 

observation of during a period of 
observation or 

51 61 7 I s I 9 110 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 
years y cars 



Table 9, Stages I-IV. 

Evaluation of Resul/:8. 

_1_. , __ 2_. - 3. ·I. 5. G. ---- -- ---
Total number Number of patients of patient::: Ali'\""O without l'CCUl'l'CllCO 

oxo..mincd nfLcr n DCriod of observation of 1 Absolute cure rate n.t the end ot ltclativc cure rate at the end of 
Yom· with 11 view treated (sec Table 8, col. 3) (sec to treatment Table 7, --

(sec •fCLblo 7, col.-!) 5 ! G I 7 I s I D I 10 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I D I 10 5 I G i 7 I 8 i u I 10 
coL 2) years y c D. l' s y ca. I' s 

I 

zo.lz4J~a.ol21. 0121. oi I ~ I I ' 1!)25 1 
7~1 73' 22 18 17 16 10 30. 112-L 123- 3

1

21.!! 21. o1 

1026 \ 

•>5 •JJ "5 41 '>5 4J "3 7 1927 59 57 15 15 15 14 20. 3• 20.3 20.3 z,1. ol 
1028 88 8G 

"'T'T'' 
-. ~- . r . ,- . 

'H.9,37.2,36., 
40. !)(). r5. 2' 

34~~ . 1029 llO 110 38(1rJ,(l) 34.5

1

30.9 ,_ I_ 
-- 9 30·111-Total 331 32G 90 33.5

1
29.9

1 
I 1 -

I 

1 Tho umnbcr o[ cuscs in which microscopical Yorificat.iou was not obtained is cntcroll in brnckots n(tcr illo principal figures in colunm '1. 
z Cuscs treated Oetober lsi;, 1025-JnnuurJ" J:::;t;, 1920: H. 

Ca.scs treated Jauuar:r lst. l!J2U·Juuuury Ist. 1927 : 5D. 



Yenr 

1925/ 
1926 I 

1027 

1028 

192ll 

Total .•• 

~.ear 

19251 
l!J26 \ 

1027 

1928 

1929 

Total. .. 

Number ot patients 
tronto(l in atugo I 

(sco 'l'nblo 7 col. ·l) 

2 

1 

7 

14 

Number or patient-s 
trcutcd· in stugo II 

{see TalJle 7, col. ·f.) 

']0 

9 

]8 

16 

53 

Table 10, Sta~e .I. 

Evaluation of Res't~lts, 

.AHvo without rcc11rrcncc aft-or u. period of 
ob!·wrvnJ.ion ol 

----~~c:'- ---
G I 7 I 8 

yon. r s 
I a I 

I 
2 2 2 2 

1 1 1 

6 5 5 

II I ~ 
4 

12 

Table 10, Stage II .. 

Evaluation of Resnlt.Y . 

.Alive wit-hout recurrence after a period or 
observation of 

- - -
5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 I 

years 

6 5 4 4 4 

5 5 ;j 5 

11 9 !J 

12 10 

34· 29 

JO 

10 

5 I 

I 

ltolnttvc cure rato n!tor a porloU o[ 
obHCl'1lo.tion __.o_r __ ~------

1 u i G I 7 I 8 JO 
Yt.Hl.I'H 

-----· 

I I 
-~-~---l--1---l--

RC'lativo cure rat(} aftor o. period of 
observation of 

5 ; G I 7 I 8 I il I 10 
yen. r s 

I 
i I 
I I 
' I I 

' i I 
I 

I 

i 61.1 50.0 50.0 
I I 

-~--75.0 62.5 i 
' 

64.21-54.7) 
I 

I 
I 



"'e In. 
Evaluation o(Results. 

Alive without recurrence after n. period or Relo.tlvc cure rate after a period or 
Number of paLionts observation of obse.rvat-ion ot 

Year treated, in sto._ge III -----
(sec Tablo 7, col. 4) 6 I G I 7 I 8 I [) I 10 5 I G I 7 I s I D I 10 

yen r s y cnrs 

I 

I 
1925 1 I 

1926\ 50 14 11 ll 10 10 I 28.0 22.0 22.0 20.0 20.0 

-
1927 28 9 D D 8 32.1 32.1 I 32.1 28.G 

' 
Hl28 <Hi 1G 15 15 3'1.8 I 32.6 32.G ; 

I I 

192!l 70 20 18 28.6 25.71 1 

Total ... 1!H 5!l 53l I - 30.4' 27.3,~-~~-~~-
I I I 

Table 10, Stage IV. 

Evaluat-ion of Results. 

Number of p.nticnts 
Alive without recurrence after a pcrio(l of llclu.lh'o curo rate !\(tcr a period of 

olJsoL·vation of ob::;ernd-ion of 
Year treated in st.nr;o 1 V 

(:=;co Table 7, col. ·1) 5 I G I 7 I s I D I 10 5 I G I 7 I 8 I D I 10 
yon. r s y cal's --- --- -·- - ~------·-

1925 1 ! 

1926 I ll 0 0 0 0 0 i 
: 
i 

1927 19 0 : 0 0 0 0.0 o.o 0.0 o.o 
1928 15 3 ' 3 2 20.0 20.0 13.3 

' 
192!J 20 2 2 10.0 10.0 I 

' --- 1- ~--l~-Total ... G5 5 I 5 7.7 7.7 
i I 

I I ' i I 
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(c) RADIUM CENTRE FOR CARCINOMA OF THE UTF:R.US, 

LONDON CouNTY CouNciL, ENGLAND 

{Contributed by Sir Comyns BERKELEY). 

CA.c'\CER OF TI-lE CERVIX UTERI. 

STATR'lENT OF RESULTS 01' TREAT~IENT lN 1930. 

Table 1. 

I. 'l'otalnumberofpatients examined with a view to treatment 66 

II. Of those : 

I. Not treated (Total Of cases comprised in Table 2) 9 

2. Radiologically treated (Total of cases included in 
Table a) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . • • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . 57' 

Table 2. 

Palie11ts ewQ.mined a.t the Clinic b1lt not. treated. 

(a) PreYeutcd by disease or death from presenting themselves. 0 

(b) Seeking treatment elsewhere . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

( c} Not presenting themselves for nn!.:nown reasons. . . . . . . . . 0 

(d) Operation advised . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(e) Not ac?e~te?. <:wing to lack of accommodation or thera-
peutrc. J.aciittJes . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(f) Tr~atment ref).lsed by the patient. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . 0 

(g) Treatment considered unsuitable owing to the patient's 
general condition, to the extent of the disease or to 
other complications . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9 

(h) So.me other specified reason ........ -........ - .... ·-· .. . 0 

Total... 9 



Ra.cUum Centre for Carcinomr1 of the Uicrus, London County Council 4fi 

Table 3 . 

.Pa.t.icnts radiologically treated (Table 1, II, 2). 

I
. S.tngcs 

l-lV 

Stngc I Slugo Ill Stag-e IV 

Xumbc-rl Per- .l\mnhcr\ Per- XmnlJc•rl 'Per· Number\ Per· 
of ca~cs ccntag-0 or cases cciHtlg"C or cases ('(•nt.Dg-c or cnscs ccntn({c -------r ---- - - .I -

Total number of[ 
patients treat-
ed ..... _ .... \ 57 

With microsco-1 
P.ical vcrifica-

1 
tJon . . . . . . . . 56 

Without micro-\ 
scopical veri-, 
fication ..... _ 1 

1 Patient los~ 5ight of. 

5.:3 

0· 

I 

18 :31.6 12 21.1 

17 12 

0 l 1 0 

Table 4. 

Results of Treatment estimated after a Period of Observation of 
Five Years, dating from the Beginnimg of Treatment. 

Stage 

I ........ . 

II .. - .... . 

III ...... . 

IV ....... . 

I-IV ..... . 

1. _ __3_:__! :). ~ ~L ____ __ r_ •. _ 
----' I I Patient:; 

I nlin~ · 
~umber I .Alive .AJiYe ! operated 1 !Jicd 

o[ without I wirh jUPOt~ after of 
patients ; rccm·reue~ recurrence : failure . cnnccr 
treated I ' I of radio- I 

18 

12 

57 

1 
I t.hcr~12_~ ~ 

2 

5 

1 

2 

10 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

I 

1 

l!l 

16 

10 

4G 

l \Vithout microscopical verification. 

u. 

r...o~t 
sight or 

0 

0 

1' 

0 

I 

7. 

Died oi 
int-cr

ClLrrcnt 
disease 

0 

0 

-o 

0 

0 



'5,{1 Rad:itlm Centre for Carcinoma of the Uterus, London County Council 

Table 5. 

Absalute Cure .Rate. 

Total number of cases (see Table 1, I) .................... . 

Alive without recurrence five years after the beginning of 
treatment (see Table 4, col. 2, stages I-IV) ......•........ 

Absolute cure rate• ..................................... . 

Table 6. 

Relative Cw·e Rate. 

66 

10 

15.2% 

Number ot 
patients treated 

(see Table4, 
col. 1, I·IV) 

Alive withont 
recurrence 

(see Table 4, 
col. 2, I-IV) 

Percentage 

Stage I .............. 3 2 

Stage II ............ ;, . 24 5 20.8 
Stage III ............ IS 1 5.6 
Stage IV ............ 12 2 

Stages I-IV .......... 57 10 17.5 



]. 

102S I 
1929 . 

Total 

STATEMENT FOR 1928-1929 INCLUSIVE. 

Table 7. 

I. 2. 3. 4. --
Total number Patients of patients examined Radiologicu!Iy treated 

Year examined but not with n. view treated 1 Stages I·IV Stage I I Stage I~ Stage III I Stngc IV to treatment 

I 
Hl28 21 1 20 1 6 !) ,j, 

~ 1929 83 10 73 6 12 ·1-----3~-- 25 
.. 

" Total. .. 104 11 93 7 18 39 29 
I 

1 According to indic•ntions given in Table 2. 

2. 

Number 
of patients 

treated 
(see 'l'ublo 7. 

col. 1) 

Table 8. 

Results of T1·eatment. 

3. 4. 
Alive with 

AliYo wlt.:hout recurrence recurrence 
ufler a period of observation of after a period of 

5. 

Died of cnllccr during n 
period of oll.c:;ervaOon of 

-~~--~~~~~-~~~~l-c~o~b~;~-c~r~>~at7i~o~n~o7!~ll-~~~~~~~~~-=~~~-
5 i G I 7 I S I 9 I 10 5 I G 17 IS 19 110 5 I G I 7 I 8 I 0 I 10 

G. 

Lost sight o( 
during u pc1·iod of 

o bscrvntion of 

7. 
Died from 

lntcrcnrr('nt diseosc 
cluring fL Period o! 

_ ~_!JSCITUtiOll O[ 

5, G I 7 iS I D 110 5 i G 17 iS ID ILO 
years ye;.\rs yonrs_,----~- yon.-rs years 

-~~}--l!-:-1~ !--:..--' -- ---\---~f\~1-1! ~~-:~! :18 

~_: ____ : ~~~H---~ ~ ~~H- 1-
,,, 



Table 9, Stages I-IV. 

Evalttation of Resnll8. 

1. 2. 3. ·I. 5. D. ---·-·--------- -- -··---- •rotoluumber .Alive wit-hout l'CCUrt'CllCO 
or pntiont$ Numb·cr aft:ct' n period of obsorvatioJl of .A.l.Jsolut.o cu.rc rate o.t the outl of Itolnt:ivo om•o rate n-t tho c.n.d of 

YeUl' 
c..~umlued or pu.iicni.s (sec 'ruble 8, col. 3) wnh a vic\\" trcntcd 

to trcatm~nt (scoTnblc 7, ------------ . -
(sec T!>blo 7, col. '!) 5 I G I 7 I 8 I u I !0 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I Q I 10 5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 

col.:V_ :rears ycnrs ycn.t·s 
--- ·~--r-··- -- ....... •[['-

Hl28 21 20 2 2 2 l).li/9.5 9.5 ""'T" I 

1020 83 73 12 g 
14.5F-r-r-r-- -- 16.412.3 ~ 

-----f--j----
15.111._8 I 1 ·-To.tal 1M 9:3 14 11 13.510.6 



Year 
Number of )laiienL; 
treated in s{u~c I 

(sec 'l'Ublo· i. col. .f) 5 

Table 10, Stage I. 

El'oluation of Results. 

.. \ livo without l'CC:Ilrt'Cncc after u period of 
ob"('t'\'ution of 

{j i 7 ! ~ I 
y c:.ll'8 

Helntive cure rate artor a period of 
obscrnd-iou of 

~· 0 Ill's 
-----'--------;-~-c-----,------------- - ----------- ---· ---· --·--· ------

I l 1 I 1 i 1 I ~ I :-~ 
(i •> I ·> I I 

--~-------;--T~~-~~----j--~- --~ ----
1 I I I I ! I 

1028 

1\)2() 

Total ... 

Table 10, Stage II. 

Evaluation of Results. 

Alive without rcm.u·I·t:nce after a period of Helath~c cm·c ruic after a pcriotl of 
Number of pnticnts obsciTO.tion of observation of 

Year treated in :sta~o 11 j--;c--;----;:----;---:;--,--;;--;---,--c---:-cc -1----:~-c----c--~--=- ;---:---;----c-·-c--c:-:::--
(scc Tnblc 7. col. •I) 5 I G I 7 I s I n ! lU 5 I G I 7 I ~ I v I 10 

______ _! _________ , ___ ,--______ >:..."_o..,n_._r_s _________ _, ________ -c-_ _::>_' ~-a_r_s __________ _ 

I I 0 ,, 0 I II II _I I 
1928 6 0 I I 
1029 ____ 1_2 ___ , __ 3 _ ___:________ _ ____ i ! ___ ! ___ ! ______ _ 

Total... 18 3 I 2 ~~ 16.7 :JU"l l I 
()I 

w 



1()28 

Number Q( pnf.icnt:s 
trcntcd 111 Hf'OgO lJf 
(sec 'Tuble 7. c~I. ~) 

Table 10, Stage III. 

Evaluation o fllesnUs. 

.AJ{\'"C wJI:hout rccur.~-·cnco nftor n perlotl of 
obscrYnt.ion of 

Uclatlvc cure rate n.rtcr n. porlod of 
o bsorvn.tlon of 

c; I !i I 7 I 8 I 10 
y oars -·-----

_a:,-~--·~~. 1 ~-~--~- 20.0 ~i-1--~.-i. __ 
']' t l ''!) 5 ~ I 17.9 12.8 I .' 0 n "· "' I r I I 

1929 

Yca.r 
NumbtW of pa.ticuts 

Table ·10, Stage IV. 

Evaluation of Results. 

Alive without: rccurronco after a PCI'io<l of 
observation of 

Rclat..lvo cure rate after a perio(l or 
observation ,of 

treated in stage IV ---::---;-----, ___ _ 
(see 'fable 7, col. 4) 5 1 6 ! 

--,--....,.--~-------- ---~-----·--·-·--

7 I 8 I 9 I 10 5 I G. I 7 8 lfi 
years years 

_____ L_ _______ _L _____ .. _~·-.. ~~--~---- ·-·-·---~-----~~:~--------

:::: 

1 

__ 2; __ 
1
j : '-"~ l_...j __ _J __ 4 __ .o.j ____ 

1

1 ~--
Totnl... 29 1 1--H 1-l 3.5, 3.5 I 



55 

(d) TnE I::-<STITUT nu IL\Drmr DE r:UNIVERSITE DE P.~Ris, 
FIUXC"Jc 

(Contributed by Doctor.\. L.\C.\SS.\GNE). 

CANCER OF 'l'lill CERVIX UTERI. 

STATEMENT OF RESULTS OF 'l'rtrUT.,II':NT IN 1930. 

Table 1. 

I. Total number of patients examin.ecl with a view to tl'eatmcnt 158 

II. Of those : 

. 1. Not treated (Total of cases comprised in Table :2) 47 

2. Hadiologically treated (Total of cases included in 
Table :J) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ll.l 

Table 2. 

Patients examined at the Clinic but not lrcctled. 

(a) Prevented by disease or death from presenting themselves 0 

(b) Seeking treatment elsewhere . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 

(c) Not presenting themselves for unknown reasons......... 4 

(d) Operation ad\"ised ...................... · . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(e) Not ac~c~te:J. c:wing to lack ol' accommodation m· thera-
peutiC facrhtws ..................... · · · . . . . . . . . . . . 25 

(f) 

(g) 

Treatment refused by the patient ..................... . 

'l'reatment consiclerecl unsuitable owing to the patient"s 
"eneral condition. to the extent or the disease or to 
~ther complications ................. · · ........... . 

(h) Advanced pulmonary tuberculosis .................... . 

Total. .. 

2 

1 



56 The Institut du. Radi1tm de l'Universite de Paris 

Table 3. 

Patients radiologically treated (Table 1, II, 2). 

Stage! Stage II Stage III Stage I\'" 
Stages 

~;,:,~er I Per· 
'I·IV Number Per- Number Per- Number Per· 

I 
ot cases centage o:f cases centago of cases centage of cnses cent.Q.ge 

I I 
Total number of 

patients treat-
ed •......... 111 16 14.4 34 30.6 47 42.3 14 12.6 

With microseo-
pica! verifiea-
tion ........ 111 16 34 47 14 

Without micro-
scopical veri-
fication ..... 0 0 0 

' 0 0 
I I I 

' ' 

Table 4. 

Results of Treatment estimated after a Period of Observation 
of Five Yem·s, dating /TOm the Beginning of T.reatment. 

1. 2. 3. I .J. 5. G. 7. 

I, Patients 
Stage Nun1bcr .AJlve 

·auve 
Died of of Alh?e operated Died 

patients without witll upon after of Lost inter-
treated recurrence recurrence,. failure of cancer sight of. current 

radio- disea.o;e 
i tlterapy 

I 

I ......... 16 12 0 0 3 0 I 
II •• 0 ••••• 34 Hl I 0 14 0 0 
III ....... i 47 16 2 0 i 28 0 I 

IV········ 14 5 

I 
0 0 9 0 0 

I-IV ....... 111 52 3 0 54 0 2 
' 
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Table 5. 

Absolute Cure Rate. 

JVote.-Calculation of absolute cure rate omitted because the available 
facilities at the Institut du Radium arc not sufficient for treatment of all 
patients presenting themselves, a number of patients being referred to ot.lwr 
anti-cancer centres of Paris. 

Table 6. 

Relative C1tre Rate. 

Stage I .................... 

Stage II . . . . . . . . . . . . ....... 
Stage III 0 •• 0 •••••••••••• 0 • 

Stage IV •• 0. 0. 0 ••••••••••• 

Stages I-IV •••• 0 ••••••••• 

Number or 
patient~ treated 

(sec Table ·1, 
col. I, I· IV) 

16 

34 

47 

14 

Ill 

Alive witl!out 
recurrence 

(sec Tublo ·1, 
col. 2, I·IV) 

12 

19 

16 

5 

52 

Percentage 

75.0 

55.9 

34.0 

46.8 



8'1'A'l'i,;,IJ;N'l' FOU lUliJ·liJ\lU INCI,Utl!VE. 

Table 7. 

I. ~~- :l. of. 
---~ --- . - -

-;l~li'lllut~~ bm_:-
--

Pt\lieuts 
of JHtJibuts ex:u.minctl Uadiologlcully t.rco.tctl 

YCn.l' cxumin<xt but not 
wit-h a view t.rtm .. tcLl 1 Sf uges I~IV I Sluga 1 I Stugo H I :-:\l:ug,c Ill I Blg,gc rv to Ll'CiJJ.mcflt 

------
-----~ I I I 

Sl n 75 l i 25 a5 i 14 lUW 
I 

1!)20 wu 70 uo Hl as 33 
I 

n 

IU21 13!! m; ·11 7 23 () 

I 2 

11)2:,! !Jl a.J.. 57 7 22 24 •t 
i 

~ 
~ 
"' '-< :::: 
~ 
~-~ 

~ 
~ 
~ 

::, 
;::, 
~ 
;::;-· 

~ 
l!J23 107 32 75 8 27 a a 

1 
7 

102<b ns 20 '(J!) 't 20 35 10 . 
~ 

" -c:: 
~ 

1!)25 10-t IS SG !} 26 35 16 
.,.. 
~-

192(; lOS 20 88 4 2!l '11 14 
;;s 
~ .. 

"'· 1927 na Hl !H 11 3:! :m 1<1 ;::,., 

"' 
1028 118 2,1 !}d. 6 47 87 I 4 

! 
/ '"';:; 

~ 
1920 135 3:! 102 11 as 4.6 

I 
7 

Total ... 1,:2Ga 392 871 81 328 I 364 98 I 

~· 

I 

I .According io inUico.tion.s gin:-u lu 'l'ttb1o z. 



1. 

Year 

2. 

Nt1mbcr of 
patients 
treated 

(sec Table 7, 
col. -1) 

3. 

.Alive without. rccul'l'cnco 
a{ter a. period of observation of 

Table 8. 

Results of TTCatmenf;. 

____ ·!_. ____ ·--- ·-- ___ 5.:_. ------

Alive wit.h 
I'CCUl'l'CllCC 

after n. period of 
o bservution of 

Died of cancer during a 
period or 0 bscrvut.ion of 

·---1-~~~~- ----------~ 
5 I G I 7 I s I D I 10 5 I G 17 18 I a 110 5 i 6 I 7 I s I v I 10 

}~cars vcars 
--r----i--,--,~-.--:.--.-·,- ~~I --

5 ;tl Bl2 2 J1 G4 G5 GG G7 fi7 GS 

years 

Hll!l 75 5 5 4 

6. 

Lost sight. of 
dttring n period or 

o bservn.tion of 

5IGJ718,!ll10 
y e n.r s 

7. 

Died from 
intercurrent 

disease during- a 
period of 

obser\ation of 

5 I G I 7 Is 19 110 
y C U l'S 

1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 J l l 
I 

1020 go 1:3 14· 18 12 12 12 2 2 2 1 0 0 71 72 72 78 74 7·'.1~ 2 2 2 2 2 2 0 0 ] 2 2 2 

1921 

1022 

1023 

1024 

1925 

l92G 

1927 

1928 

192!.1 

Tot~! 

4-1 

57 

'75 

GlJ 

SG 

88 

()'I, 

7 

15 

23 

25 

15 l:j 13 

22 22 21 

25 25 25 

G 

13 

21 

24 

G 

1;{ 

21 

1 Pnl IC'Ili'S aliYc opf'rntccl upoB aftc'l' fnilurr- or I'iHlJOUlcJ'[I])j". 

2 1 1 1 p 1' 31 

211200:3() 

100110,1-!.1 

000000 .J.l 

32 

i>O 

32 32 

.JO 41 

:30 50 

41 

32 32 

43 43 

,;o 51 

4-1 41 

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 ~ 2 2 

o! o o o o o 1 1 1 1 
I 

1 I 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 

] 1 1 1 ~ 0 2 2 2 2 

2 2 

J I 

.J 
~I 2 

21 2 



J. 2. 3. - Total number 
of pal !e.nts NUlnb:ot• of 
Q:Xnmln~d patients 

Ycni· wit-h n. view trcn..tcd 
to troa.l'.men t (soo Tnblo 7, 
(SCO 'J'p.blc 7 ~- col. •l) 

coJ. ~) 

1911) 81 75 

1020 169 90 

liJ21 139 41 

1922 91 57 

' 
1923 107 75 

1924 OS 60 

1925 10'1 
. 86 

1926 lOS 88 

1927 113 94 

1928 llS 94 

1929 135 102 

Total 1,2611 871 

-1. 

Table 9, Stages I-IV. 

Evaluation of Results. 

5. 

AUv.c without rcourrcnco 
uJtor n periatl.of ob~;>crvatlon o! Absolute curo rate at tho cud of 

(sao Table ,8. col. 3) 

5· I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 
y cars yours 

5 5 4 4 4 •1 

15 14 13 12 12 12 

7 6 6 6 6 6 

15 15 15 J:l 13 13 

23 22 22 21 21 21 

25 25 25 25 24 24 

28 28 27 26 23 23 

30 29 25 25 25 

27 27 24 23 

42 42 39 

43 4·1 
1-l-,~ 

,_ 1-
260 254 

.. !!-.·--··-----

nellttlve ouro rate at tho cud of 

5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 0 I lQ 
y oa.l•s 

----·-···---

6.~ 6.'7 5.3· 5.a s.a\ s.:1 

16.115.8 14.~ 13.313.Jl3.3 

.7 ..... , ....... , ... f., 
26.326.326.322.822. 22.8 

30."< 21).~ 29.~ 2S.U.28. 28.0 

36.~ 36.~ 86.186.234.884.8 

82.C 82.{ 31.~ 30.2 26.~26.7 
34.1 33. 28.• 28.4 28.4 

28.7 

44.'. 

42.2 40.2 
1- i-
29.9 29.2 



Year 
Number of pationls 
treated in stage I 

(sec Table 7, col. J) 

-. -~---·--·-----~ -~ 

1919 

1920 

HJ21 

1D22 

1923 

1025 

1926 

1927 

1028 

1020 

Total ... 

l 

13 

7 

7 

8 

4 

0 

4 

11 

() 

11 

81 

Table 10, Stage I. 

Evaluation of Results. 

Alive without recurrence Rrter a period of 
observutio_u of 

5 I tJ I 7 I 8 I 9 I 
years 

--,----· ·- ---- -- ----

0 0 0 0 0 

<t 4 4 4 4 

1 1 1 1 1 

4. .4 .:J! 4 4 

6 6 6 6 6 

4 ,j, 
; 

•J, 4 4 

6 () 6 6 6 

4 4 't 4 4 

7 7 7 7 

10 5 I 
----' .... 

0 

4 

1 

4 

6 

4 

6 

Relative CUTe rate after a period of 
observation of 

u I 7 I 8 
' 

9 I 
y cu. r s -r . c--· . . -· 

i 

I 

i 
i 

10 

.. -

4 't 

8 8 

'LS ,18 

2 

--+------1-----1--1-------1~--~~--~~~-
50.3 50.31 ; 

i I 
I 



Yenl' 

19l!l 

1920 

]!)21 

1922 

1923 

1924 

1925 

l!J2G 

1927 

1928 

1929 

Table ~o. Stage II. 

Evaluation of Res11-lts . 

. AJlYQ wlt110nt recurrence urtor n. period or 
Numbm· ot put.ienf'.s obSCI'Ya_Uon of 
t,reulcd in atngc II 1~~__.,,------,:---;--:-· 

(sc9 ~l'nblo 7, cot ·1) 5 I G I 1 I 8 I D I 
y c·a rs 

I 
25 •L I 

38 10 I 

23 6 ' 

22 8 

27 10 

3 

9 

5 5 

3 

8 

!j 

7 ' 

9 I 

3 

8 

5 

7 

!) 

10 

3 

8 

5 

7 

9 

20 !) 

8 

1() 

9 9 I 
I 

9 9 

Rclat.lvo cnr_c ra.to after a period_ or 
obsorvntiou1of 

--- ------------------------
5 I G i 7 I S I I) I 10 

yc'ara 

16.0 JG.O 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 

2(). 3 23.7 23 .. 7 21.1 21.1 21.1 

26.1 

36.4 

37.0 

45.0 

21.7 

36.4 

37.0 

4-5.0 

21.7 

36.4 

37.0 

45.0 

21.7 

31.8 

33.3 

45.0 

21.7 

31.8 

33.3 

45.0 

21.7 

31.8 

33.3 

45.0 

26 8 

8 

lO 

9 

8 8 7 7 7 30. 8 30. 8 30. 8 26. 0 26.9 26.9 

29 15 15 13 13 13 51.7 51.7 44.8 44.8 4t.8 

33 12 12 11 I 11 I 36.4 3().4 38.3 3!3.3 

24 24 

38 20 

Total 

20 I" I "'[::: "' 
... l---32-8---l-l-2G---:--1-24---:

1

r· --~~~--+-- 37 .s 11--~ 
I I I I ! 



\ 

Number or patients 
Ycal' lrcntcll in slngo JII 

(seo Tablo 7. col. -1) 

l!HO 35 

1020 33 

HJ21 0 

1!)2~ 2-1· 

1!!23 3:3 

1 02•1· :35 

1!)25 35 

1020 cj.J 

1!127 3G 

1028 87 

l!l20 c[,(j 

Total ... :304 
~-----

Table 10, Stage III. 

Evaluation of Results. 

Alive without rcctu·rcnco a(lcr It period or 
obscryu.tion of 

5 I G I 7 I 8 I g I 10 
yoars 

~r-~--1-
- -

1 1 1 

1 I 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 

3 3 3 2 2 2 

7 0 G 0 (i G 

12 12 12 12 11 11 

1:~ 13 12 12 10 10 

11 10 s 8 8 

8 8 G 5 

H J.t, H 

15 18 

85 
I 

81 ~-

HclaJh•o ctu·o rate a({C'r a pcrio1l of 
ollscrval.iou of 

5 I G I 7 I 8 I D : 10 
yon r s 

- - ---- -- -

~-~~;~~~-2.0 2.0 I 2.0 2.0 

3.0 3.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

-
12.5 ] :.!. ;) ] 2. :J S.:l s.a s.a 

~1.2 18.2 18.2 18.2 JH.:.! Hi. 2 

;)4.. 8 3·1·.3 I 3cJ,, a 3-I.;) 31 .-1. ;)]..[, I 
37.1 37.1 3cJ .. ;) 3-1·. !3 :.!8.0 2S.G 

26.8 24.4 19.5 10.5 10.5 

22.2 22.2 16.7 13.0 

87.8 :37.8 37.8 

82.G 28.3 I 
23.41 22.31_1_ -~----



Table 10, Stage IV. 

Evaluation of Resnlts. 

I Alive wJthout J.•ecurt·euco niter a. period or Rclat1vo· curo I'uto nftor u. porl(ltl or 
Nmnhcr of rmt-ient-s ollticrvut.ion or obscrvuUon or 

Yet11' trentorl in sln!.t'o IV ----
I 

--- ---------- ·-
(tH~c Tublc 7. col. -1) 5 I 0 7 I 8 I u I 10 [> I G I 7 I 8 I ll I 10 

y oars y oars 
---- --~--------

I 
]!)19 l't 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1020 (i 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1921 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 

l!l22 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 
I 

l !J:Ul 7' 0 0 0 0 0 0 
' I 

l !l2-l· 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 I 

192:) 16 1 1 I_ 1 0 0 6.3 G.3 G.3 6.3 o,o 0.0 

1926 14 0 0 0 0 0 

HJ27 1,1 0 0 0 0 

l!l28 4 0 0 0 I 

1!)2() 7 0 0 _j ____ 
Total ... 98 1 1 

I I I 1.0 1.0 
I 
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(I) Trm R.\DIU}IIIE)DIET, STocrorour, S\r:CDE:\" 

(Contributed by Doctor .J. liEY,,fA:'<). 

CA1'\'CEH OF '!'HE CERVIX UTETU. 

STATmmNT OF HESULTS oF Tr<EATOTENT Dr 1930. 

Table 1. 

I. Total number of patients examined with a view to treatment 205 

II. Of those : 

1. Not treated (Total of cases comprised in Table 2). . . 7 

2. Radiologically treated (Total or eases includcc! in 
Table 3) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . IDS 

Table 2, 

Patients etram'i-ned allltc Clinic but not treated. 

(a) Prevented by disease or death from presenting themselves 0 

(b) Seeking treatment else\vhere . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(c) Not presenting themselves for unknown reasons......... 0 

(d) Operation advised . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . n 

(c) Not accepted owing to lack of accommodation or thera-

(f) 

(g) 

peutic facilities . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

Treatment refused by the patient ..................... . 

Treatment consiclel"ed unsuitable owing to the paticn t's 
general condition, to the extent of the disease or to 
other complications .............................. . 

0 

7 

(hi Some other specified reason . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . o 
'.l'otn1... 7 



66 Tlw Radiurnhemmet, Stockholm 

Table 3. 

Patients radiologically treated (Table 1. II, 2). 

Stage IV 
\ Stages 

Stager I Ste.ll'e II Sto.ge III 

Number Per~ Number Per· Number Per .. Number Per-I I-IV ot cas~ I cen,t~;~ge ot cases! centnge of cases_! ccnta.ge of cases centage 

i 

I 
I ' 

Total number of1 I· I 
patients treat- I I 
ed .......... 198 12 

I 
6.1 60 ; 30.3 93 i 47.0 33 16.7 

I I 

With microsco-
I 

I ' pical veri fica- I ' 
tion 196 12 60 I 93 

I 31 .... ~ \ --· . I I 

Without micro- I 
I 

i I 

scopical veri· 

I I fication ..... ·1 2 0 I 0 0 21 
I 

1 One patient died from cancer within a ye~r. 
The second p_atient 'is alive without reoutrcncc fivo years after treatment.. Rmliumhem:met 

Journ., 558-7/30. G. H. aged 35. Stlffering for the last four months from backache and fetid 
· disohurge. In a ba.d general condition on adnliSsion, thin and anremic. The vaginal portion is 
replaced by an ulcerated disc-shaped tumour, •1 x-4 em., involving tho anterior nnc1left vaults. In 
the anterior vJJ,gi:hal wall,_ a submucous involvement reaching tho vaginal orifice. On rectal 
examination,_ a nodulous tUmour mass, the sfze of a goose egg. Cystoscopy: in the right wall of 
th~- bladder a Ptotruding nodUle or tumour· like appearance the size of a pea. A biopsy \\"as taken 
with a pair of scissors !r:om the margin of the tumour. Clinical diagnosis. which was cancer- of 
the cerviX, stage IV, could not be hiseoJogically verified. The biopsy had apparently been taken 
from the connective f.issue surrounding the cancer. 

Table 4. 

Results of T1·eatment estimated after a Period of Observation 
of Five Years, dating from the Beginning of Treatment. 

L I 2. 3. ,j, 5. I ti. 7. I -i Patients 
n.livo 

Stage Number .Alive Alh-e ope-rated Died Died or 
'· of upon after Lost inter-

paLients witJ10ut: with failure of sight of current 
treated recurrence 

1
rccurrcnce of cancer 

disease 
' I radio7 
\ I tl1erapy -

I ......... -. 12 I 5 0 

I 
1 5 

I 
0 1 

I 
n 60 

I ......... 

I 
26 1 4 27 ' 0 2 

I ' III ..... "'"'' 93. 16 2 0 7~1; 0 1 

IV ......... 
I. I 

\ 
33 

\ 

3 0 0 30 i 0 0 

I-lV 
I ....... I 198. 50 3 5 136 I 0 4 I 

' ! I 
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Table 5. 

Absolute Cttre Rate. 

Total number of cases (sec Table I, I) 205 

Alive without recurrence five years after the beginning of ' 
treatment (see Table '1, col. 2, stages I-IV)........ . . . . . . . 50 

Absolute cure rate 24.4% 

Stage I •••••• 0 •••• 0 •• 

Stage II ............. 

Stage III .... ' ....... 
Stage IV ............ 

Stages I-IV .......... 

Table 6. 

Relative Cure Rate . 

Xumbor o[ 
patients treated 

(sec 'l'a.hlc ·1, 
col. I, I·IY) 

12 

GO 

03 

33 

198 

.._\.live ,~·itllout 
rccur·r·cncc 

(sec 'l'ublc ·1, 
col. :!, I-IV) 

5 

26 

IG 

3 

50 

Percentage 

43.a 

17'.2 

0.1 

25.3 



STATEMENT FOit 1914-1929 lNCLUSIVI>-

Table T. 

L ---~-·-- 3. 4- -·----·- -- - Total number Pu..thmts trcutc(l of patients OXO-IninCcl 
Hndiologicnlly 

Ye-ar examined biJt not witJi tt Yic\v t-reated l Stages I-IV I Stnge I I Stngo II I Singe IH I S!ng-o IV 
to treatment 

I9H 31 5 20 0 6 12 8 

1915 4·~ 3 en 1 6 2a 11 

1910 53 6 4·7 I 8 
I 

28 10 

1917 69 5 04 3 !) 30 22 

1918 45 4 •J.l 1 7 20 13 

1919 85 8 77 6 18 3·~ 19 
11)20 100 4 !JO 12 26 36 22 

1921 121 6 115 16 31 3!! 29 
1922 134 4 laO 13 36 51 30 
1923 - Ill 6 105 19 30 31 25 
192•1 153 •t 1·19 16 53 50 24 
1925 140 0 13•1, 14 33 .J-5 42 
1026 150 7 1-1-3 10 4·8 51 28 
1027 14.9 0 U3 0 55 53 26 
1928 135 7 128 1-~ 37 48 20 
l!l29 WO 8 152 22 38 

l 
06 20 

'l'otal ... 1,GBO 89 1,591 1oa •Hl 028 364 

1 According to illdications given in 1l'ablc 2. 



Table 8. 

Results of Trcalment. 

--~~~·--l----2~-~---l-----------~'~1. _____________ , ___ ~~4~-~~--l------------~"~--------------- ------~6·~---
.A.li\C wlth 

7. 
Died from int('r
euiTCnt- (lii:iC<l:-iC 

during a period of 
obsen·alion o( 

Number of .Ali Yo without rccurrcnco recurrence 1 

patients after a period of olJservution or nrtcr u pcriotl or 
Dic<l of cancer during a. 
pCl'ioU o( olJserYal ion of 

LosL sight- of 
Uuring a pc·riod of 

o bscrntt.Ion of Year treu.tcd obsNvntion o£ 
(see Table 7, 1--::-c---::--c---,----,.--,--,--,---,----,-- I--,---"-'==---''"'~C-':-::I---:------::----:--:c---:---:--c:----::-c-,.-;:-+:o-c-::-c-c-c-c--c-::-:---:c 

col.·l) 5 I 61 71 S 1 9110 516171819110 51 6 I 7 I>< I 0110 5IGI71SI9110 51GI718JD,!O 
______ L--------!---...,------,----'Jt.." ;:e.."uc2rc.'s~:-----.,-----!---,--~Y~--'o'-'n"'-.. -'-r-'!"'--;---!-------,---,-----;-''-"-'c'-'at..It.." s"-----,-------,--~~--;--y_O_i_ll' s________ _ y_o u r s ___ _ 

1014 20 
1915 ,n 
1!llG 4-7 
1017 G-1, 

l!JlS 4-1 
I[J1!) 77 
1920 9() 
1921 115 
1922 1:30 
l!l2:l i 105 
1924, 14-!J 

I 1925 ! ] 34 
1920 ! H3 
1927 14-3 
HJ28 128 
Hl29 152 

Total i 1, 5!l1 

7 5 5 5 
12 11 9 !l 

4- 3 a 1 
0 8 s 7 

10 0, !) !J 

21 
24, 
27 
25 

21 
23 
27 

18 IS 

22 I "0 
25 . 24 

~~ ~~~ !~ 
19 119 18 
30 ' 27 27 

5 
() 

1 
7 
!l 

17 
18 

23 
18 
30 
IS 
27 

-:t~ 

8 
1 
(j 

() 

](j 

18 
20 
20 
18 
29 
18 

o o[l o o o o 1._~~~~ H> I!! 10~ HJ 10 ol
1 

o o o ol o o 212 212 a 
1 1, 1 1 I 1 ··c; 20 2!) 2!) 29 29 0 0 0 0 0' 0 0 0: 2 21 2 3 
0 0 () •J' 0 .0 43 cJ.4 •H •1-f, I .f.() 40 0 I 0 0 0 0 I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 1 1 ; ! I 2 5-I 55 55 55 55 55 0 I 0 I 0 0 0! 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 

oooo'oo aol31 31 31!31 31ooooolo11
1
111

1

1l 
0 0 0 0: 0 () 5-f, 5-t 55 55 I 5:3 5() 0 I 0 0 I \) 0: () 2 2 .J. 14' :) I 5 

1 0 1 I 1 0 85 SG 1 SG s< 0 i 0 2 2
1

· 3
1

· 3: -1· " 
a s 2 :3 2 2 us oo n n : ~8,38· 

1 

"

0
13
0
· o

0 

1 

o
0 0

o 

1 

o
0 

o 1 o 1 1 : 1 2 a :; 

s -1· 2 2 1 1 !l!l Do• 101 101 · 1021·102 6 o o o 0
1 o a a, a, -I' -i. 'I 

:3 -t 3 a 2 2 78 7S s1 821 sa 83 o o: o I o o o 1l 1 ! 1 i ., r ., " 
1 

• 1 · ·! i -r - -

3
3 ·-~ 

0
21 

0
2 o o 108 no 111 113 115 no o' o o o o o a 1 -t' .J,'I·t -1· .j. 

·· o o 108 100 111 112 11:2 112 o o' o o o o •1,1 .J.: -1 .f.: -1 -1. 
103 1081101111Jl 00000 :.!Cl~4i,t1-!. 3 2 2 1 1 

23 
35 
Hl 
!35 
30 
20 
4-G 

:~ 1: :~ 3-f· ~ ~ ~ l 

·M· 2 0 
__'_ __ __!_ __ _!c____ '~ - - ~- -. I 

1 oo ro-t 105 105 o o ~- o o a~ a i :J: 3! 

05 !JO !J!l 00 00 () 3 3 3 I II 

OS 102 _ _ _ _ _ _G,(}_I __ i __ _ 
Jao2 i:Ho : J28[23l I Jl,l70~,1!l3l I o I o I 

llncludes patients operated npon after failurc·or mcliothcrapy, nliYe-wHiwut I'COlllTcncc: 

1915, 1017 nm110~2 n•stJcciivf{;·, uno pntient for 10 Yf'ill'.::>; lfi2G 1 one I•af.icnt Cor 5 years and one for !J .n"!HJ' . ..;; 
1~J20 and IU:2:1 respectively, two po.fieut:; for 10 rear:-;; 1U2:), OllD unt-ieut for 7 ycor:-:. 



1. I z •. _. -l i•OinT~umhcl' 
ol pnticnts 
c.xan1iued 

Year f Wit-h n. viow 
to t.rcatmcnl; 

j (see.1'nb1o 7, 
r col. 2) 

----

I!Jl4 31 
1915 4·~ 

1916 .58 

1017 69 
IDIS 45 
1919 85 
1920 100 
1921 121 
1922 13·1 
1923 Ill 
1!Jj?•J, 153 
1925 HO 
1920 150 
l!J27 149 
1928 135 
1929 160 
-
Total 1,680 

3. 
Number 

or 
pu.!;icuts 
treated 

(sea 
'l'fl.blo 7, 
eo!. •1) 

26 
41 
47 
64 
41 
77 
96 

115 
130 
10;) 
1·1·9 
J:H 
H3 
1•./:3 
128 
152 

1,591 

·L 

Table 9, Stages I-IV. 

Evaluation of Res-ults. 

5. ~ G. 
AJivo without rccurronco 

uff:cr a period of olJscn.,.u.t.ion of Absolnto curo rn..tc IlL tho ~;mel-~-~~ Hclativ·o cum rate at _tho end of 
(sec Table 8, col. 3) ___ _ 

5 ~--~;--,-7 --~--s---1 _D_I_l_O-I·-"ccu-;--1 -:cG-;--I--,-7---c-1 -=-s-:-1· 9 I 10 5 I 6 I 7 I 3 I 9 I 10 
years yon..rH years 

1 (2J 5 (2) 5 (2) 5 (2J 5 (2)~4 <~J22.~1o.r/w.riro.r1 ro.l12.9 zo.9\19.~1 19.~1o.2!19.zll5.4 
12 11 l9 9 9 I 8 27.3

1
25.0.20.5 .. 2.0.5 20.518.2 29.3126.8 22.0~22.0!2. 2.0

1

1
19.5 

'~ 3 3 1 1 l. 7.5i 5.~ 5.711.9, 1.9 1.9 8.5 (). 6. 2.1 2.1 2.1 
9 {1) 8 (1) 8 (1)

1

7 (1) 7 (1)

1 

6 (I) 13.0,11 .6
1
·11 .. 6110.1110.1 8.714 .. l12.512.510.9ilO.OI 9.4 

10 9 I 9 9 9 D 22 .2i20 .0,20.0 20.0 20.0120.0 24.4,22.0122 .0]22.0122.0 22.0 
21 21 118 18 f17 .10 . 2·t.7124 .. 7i2l.2

1

21.220.0I8.827.3'27.3
1
23.4123.422.J\2o.8 

2•1 (2) 23 (2)1 2:,.> (2) 20 (2)118 (2)
1
.1 1 .. 8 (2) 24.0 23.oi 22.ojl2o.o 18.0 18 .o 25 .o

1
j24 .o

1
22. 9j2o .8.\ 18.8:18.8 

27 (2) 27 (2) 25 (2) 2,L (2) 22 (2) 20 (2) 22.3 22.3!20.7 19.818.216.5 23.5 23.5121.7 20.919.1\17 .. 4 
25 2·1 2·1 23 23 120 18.717.9117.9,17.2 17.214.919.2118.5,18.5;17.717.715.4 
23 22 20 18 IS 18 20.719.818.0i16.216.2

1
·16.221.9

1

21.0/19.0jt7.117.117.1 

35 3. 4 3'2 30 30 1
1 29 22.9122.2120.9119.6'.,19.6 19.0 23.5 22.8 21.5:.20.1!20.1! 19.5 

1!J 19 19 18 18 18 13.6'13.6,13.6,12.9[12.912.914.214.21t4.2113.4113.413.4 

"' so " " 1" 23 .a;2o o 18 .o, ts ms.o 24.5
1 
21.J ts. •: ts l'.' 

~6 (l)' ~'t (1)'~4 (1)1'84. (1)' --i 24.2?2.8
1

.22.8 22.8iJ 25.2···23.8,123.8 .. 23.8 ~9 j-6 _5 _j 21.5,19.3118.5 I 22.720.3
1

19.5, 
40 '14.· 28,8 27.5 30.3128.9 . . ---- -----· ___ "'_______ -------I 

362 la.J.o i l 21.5:20.2' i ! 22.8 21.~--. ----. 

I "rile nnntbcc of cases in which m.icroscopicnl vCrHlcoJiou wns not o1Jtnincc1 is cutcrccl in Lracket.s u.ftc"r tho PI'incipal fi~urcs in colunm ·L 
A cJchtilcd dcscl·iption of UlCsc- cases is IHtbliBhcd in ..-Jc!a Radialouica, Vol. VIII, 303, 1927. 

~l 
0 



Table 10, Stage I. 

Evaluation of Result~. 

.Alive without recurrence after a period of HelnthTe cure rate a iter tt 11criod of 
Numbcr of patients observation o! obscrvoJion of 

Year treated in stu;:re I 
(see Table 7, col. 4) 5 ' 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 i 10 5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 1 (J 

yo a r s yon r s 
---

1914 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1915 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1916 1 0 i 0 0 0 0 0 
1917 3 1 1 1 0 0 0 
1918 1 1 1 1 1 l 1 
1919 6 3 3 3 3 3 3 
1920 12 7 7 7 7 6 6 I 

1921 16 8 8 8 8 8 
I 

8 50.0' 50.0 50.0 50.0 50.0 50.0 
1922 13 9 9 9 8 8 8 
1923 19 10 10 10 9 9 9 52.6 52.6 i 52.6 47.-t -17.4 •17.4· 
1924 16 10 10 9 8 8 7 62.5 62.5 i 56.3 50.0 50.0 43.8 
1925 14 3 3 3 3 3 3 ' 
1926 16 10 8 8 8 8 62.5 so.o I 50.0 50.0 50.0 
lp27 9 5 5 4 -1 

I 
1928 14 8 7 7 I 
1929 

I 
22 13 13 1 1 59.1 

I 
59.1 I 

i I I 

Total ... 

I 
163 ~~-, :1-- 54.0 ~~~--~--~--~--

-



Yc:fll' 

1014 
1015 
1010 
1017 
1918 
1919 
1920 
192.1 
1922 
1923 
1924 
1025 
1926 
1927 
1928 
1920 

Total ... 

Number of pntients 
t•rcn_tc<l itl stago II 

(soo 'l'nblc-7, col. -!) 

() 

6 

8 
!) 

7 
18 
26 
31 
30 
ao 
58 
38 
,ts 
55 
37 
38 

5 

3 
4 
2 
1 
3 
8 

13 
11 

9 
0 

I() 

10 
13 
18 
13 
20 

153 

Table 10, Stage II. 

Evaluation of Res·nlts. 

Alive without.. rccltrrcncc after a period of Relative cure rate alter a porlod o! 
obscrva1;ion of pbscrva.Uon ot 

--- ---------------- -------_:_____,,--------,-----c:---c--,------,-----,-,,-------
1 G I 7 I 8 I o I 10 5 1 6 1 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 

ycn.rs yoara 

3 
4 
l 
1 
3 
8 

12 
11 

8 
8 

I 
16 
10 
13 
16 
12 
19 

3 
3 
l 
1 
:J 
8 

11 
10 

8 

I :: 
11 

3 
3 
l 
1 
3 
8 

10 
9 
8 
6 

15 
10 
11 
17 

3 3 
3 3 
1 1 
1 1 
3 3 
7 7 
9 9 
8 7 
8 () 
6 6 

15 15 
10 10 
11 

I 
f---1451 c---------1--, -,,-

44.4 
50.0 
35.5 
25.0 
30.0 
30.2 
30.3 
27.1 
32.7 
35.1 
52.6 

44.4 
46.2 

I 35.5 
I 22.2 
I 26.7 

30.2 
30.3 
27.1 
29.1 
32.4 
50.0 

44.4 
42.3 
32.3 
22.2 

. 23.3 
28.3 
30.3 
22.9 
30.9 

29.7 I 

34.7 132.9 . 
I I I 

44.4 
38.5 
29.0 
22.2 
20.0 
28.3 
30.3 
22.9 
30.9 

38.9 
34.6 
25.8 
22.2 
20.0 
28.3 
30.3 
22.9 

38.9 
34.6 
22.6 
10.7 
20.0 
28.3 
30.3 

1 One patient considered hopcleas nftcr s_ix :.rear;;; recovered. 



Table 10, Stage III. 

Evaluation of Results. 

Alive without recurrence after a period of Rclntivo cure rate after a period of 
Number ot patients observation of ob~ervation of 

Year treated in stage III 
(sco Tnblo 7, col. 1) 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 I !0 5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 

yen.rs years 
-

1914 12 3 1 1 1 1 0 
1915 23 7 6 5 5 5 •J, 30.4 26.1 21.7 21.7 21.7 17 .4~ 

1916 28 2 2 2 0 0 0 7.1 7.1 7.1 o.o o.o 0.0 
1917 30 6 5 5 5 5 •1 20.0 16.7 JG.7 16.7 16.7 I 13 .. 3 
1918 20 5 4 4 4 4 4 25.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 2o.o I 20.0 
1919 34 8 8 6 6 6 5 23.5 23.5 17.6 17.6 17.6 I~t. 7 
1920 . 36 3 3 3 2 2 2 8.3 8.3 8.3 5.6 5.6 5.G 
1921 3!) 7 7 6 6 6 5 17.9 17.!l 15.'1 15A 15.4 12.8 
1922 51 6 6 6 6 6 6 ll .8 11.8 u.s ll.S u.s 11.8 
1923 31 3 3 3 3 3 3 9.7 9.7 9.7 !).7 !).7 !).7' 
1924 56 8 7 7 7 7 7 14.3 12.5 12.5 12.5 12.5 12.5 
1!l2.5 45 3 3 3 3 3 3 6.7 6.7 6.7' 6.7 

6.71 
6.7 

1!l26 51 11 8 7 7 7 21.6 15.7 13.7 13.7 13.7 
1927 53 13 13 13 13 2•1.5 24,.5 

2·1,.51 
24.5 

1928 •18 5 5 5 lOA 10 .'1 10.-t 
I 192!) 66 11 10 16.7 15.2 I I 

' il--,-~~~ --·--~----'I'otal .. ~ i 623 101 91 



Year 

1!ll4 
1915 
1916 
1917 
1918 
1919 
1920 
1921 
1922 
1923 
1924 
1925 
1926 
1927 
1928 
1929 

·Total ... 

Table 10, Stage IV. 

Evaluation of Results. 

AUvQ without rccurr~nco after n. pcrio_d of Relative cure rato ,uftcr a period of 
NumQ.or of patients .. observation of observation or 
trGated iu stage IV l-----,-o--;;'----c---;;---;---;;----;---;;---;---c:-:-1------------------
(see Table 7, col. 4) s I 6 I 7 I 8 I ~ I 10 li I 6 I 7 I s I 9 I 10 

8 
11 
10 
22 
13 
19 
22 
29 
30 
25 
24 
.:_1.2 

28 
26 
29 
20 

36-1 

1 
1 
0 
1 
I 
2 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
3 
1 
0 
3 
2 

20 

y c a r s ---;---.-- --~----'~:_· _::_o a r s 

rn 1 1 1 
1 1 1 
0 0 0 
1 1 1 
1 1 1 1 1 

4.5 

2 1 1 1 1 10.5 
1 1 1 1 1 4.5 
1 1 1 0 0 3.4 
1 1 1 1 1 o 3.3 
1 0 0 0 0 4.0 

10 .. 5 
4.5 
3.4 
3.3 
4.0 

4.5 

5.3 
4.5 
3.4 
3.3 
o.o 

4.5 

5.3 
4.5 
3.4 
3.3 
0.0 

: : : : ~ ~:: ~:: I ~:: I ~ : 

4.5 

5.3 
4.5 
0.0 
3.3 
0.0 
0.0 
4.8 
3.G 

4.5 

5.3 
4.5 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
'LB 
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I. INTRODUCTORY. 

The First Annual Report,' published in 193i, referred to cases 
freated in 1930 and previous years. The Second Annual Report, 
which is here presented, includes statements referring to cases 
treated in 1931. 

The Heport is still concerned only with cancer of the cervix 
uteri. The preliminary work for widening the scope of future 
reports to includ(l analyses of material relating to the corpus 
uteri and the vagina has not yet been completed. 

There has been no modification of the rules or of the Tables 
recommended in the First Annual Report for the presentation 
of the data. 

In Tables 7, 8, 9 and 10 of the present report, the figures 
relating to cases treated prior to 192G are not reproduced by 
individual years. but arc summarized for the whole of the 
period prior to and including 1925; data for individual years 
therefore start, in this report, with 192G. A similar procedure 
will be adopted in future reports. Statements presented by 
new collaborators whose data have not preYiously appeared 
in this series of reports will, on the first occasion, relate to in
dividual years. 

The Advisory Committee invites attention to a further effort 
(see Chapter Ill) to secure greater comparability among the 
statements furnished by co-operaling clinics. It will be seen 
that the definitions of the four stages have been slightly 
modified and given more precision. 

All collaborators in the First Annual Hcport have submitted 
statements for the present report. The Committee has great 
pleasure in including statements from three additional col
laborators, viz.: 

1 C. H. 1225; League of Nations Publications, Health 1837, III, 2. 
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Dr. Simone Laborde, Institut du Cancer, Paris; 
Dr. William P. Healy, Memorial Hospital for the Trealmen1 

of Cancer and Allied Diseases, New York; 

D G G \~lard, \Voman's Hospital in the Stale of r. eorge . ,, 
New York. 

Several other clinicians have expressed their wish to col

laborate in future reports. 
The Advisory Committee on the results of radiological treat-

ment of uterine cancer consists of the same members as pre

viously, namely; 

Chairman: 
Prof. J. HEYMAN, Radiumhemmet, Stockholm. 

:I! embers: 
Dr. A. LACASSAGNE, Radium Institute of the University, 

Paris; 
Lt.-Col. A. 13. SMALLMAN, :\linistry of Health, London. 

Secretary: 

Dr. I. \VASSERBERG, replaced in January 193S by 
Dr. M.D. MACKENZIE, of the Heallh Section of !he League 

of Nations Secretariat, Geneva. 

The Commillee wishes to renew the invitation given in the 
First Annual Report (page 10) to directors of clinics, ami others 
who arc interested in this subject, to communicate with the 
Chairman wilh a view to participation in future reports. 
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II. SOURCES OF EHROR IN STATISTICAL 

ASSESSl\rENT OF THE HESULTS 
OF TREATMENT. 

Some consideration was given lo this subject in the First 
:\nnual H.eporl, particularly in regard to samples of cases 
which were numerically small and to lack of comparability 
between lhe clinical material at the different clinics, owing 
lo differences of hospital organisation in the countries con
cerned. 

Two other sources of lack of comparability were also men
tioned in the First Report, viz., the differentiation of cancer 
of the corpus from cancer of the cervix, and the limitation of 
the analyses to patients actually examined at the clinic. 

The Committee is aware that, apart from the sources of 
error mentioned above, there are several other problems which 
must be duly considered with a view to securing comparability 
between the statements submitted by different clinics. The 
Committee intends to study these problems successively, and 
hopes that collaborators will facilitate this work by placing 
their experience at the Committee's disposal when required. 

Since the preparation of the First Annual H.eport, the Com
mittee has devoted its principal attention to the means of 
securing greater uniformity in the allocation to stages of 
cervical cancers and to the definitions of the four stages. The 
steps taken by the Committee in this respect are referred to 
in greater detail later (see Chapter III). 

Hitherto no reference has been made to the possibility that 
such differences as exist between the cure-rates of co-operating 
clinics may be related to the methods of treatment used in 
those clinics. The Committee is convinced that consideration 
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of such matters is of small value at present and that it is not 
yet practicable to assign to clifl'erenccs in methods of treat
ment, differences in the cure-rates obtained. \Vork ol this 
kind must be postponed until there is greater certainty 
that factors, other than the actual treatment used, which are 
liable to vitiate the reliability of care-rates stated numerically, 
have as far as practicable been eliminated. The elimination of 
such other possible causes of differences in cure-rates con
stitutes the primary object of the Committee's work in ils 
present phase. 

The Commillee has noticed with great satisfaction that most 
reviewers of the First Report have followed the Commillee's 
practice in nol drawing conclusions from the results sub
mitted, as to the value of the different methods of treatment 
employed. 

The rules adopted for usc in this series of reports are in
tended to serve as a means of securing a reasonable degree of 
comparability between the statements furnished by the co
operating clinics. The Com!llitlee realises that its system of 
preparing and presenting the data can be still Inrthcr im
proved. 
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III. ALLOCATION OF CASES TO THEIR 

APP.HOPHIATE STAGES, AND DEFINITIONS 

OF THE STAGES: STEPS TAKEN TO 

PHOl\IOTE GHEATER UNIFOHl\IITY. 

ln 1\J2\J, certain rules for the ai!ocnt.ion lo stages of c:u
cinomala of the cervix according lo the anatomo-clinical ex
lent of the growth were adopted by the Hadiologicnl Sub
Commission of the Cancer Commission of the League of 
i\ations.' As noted in the First Annual Heport, the Advisory 
Commillee was aware that these rules have been somewhat 
differently interpreted. Variations due to this cause lend to 
defeat efl'orts to secure comparability in the rcsulls presented 
by different clinics. 

"Tith the object of endeavouring to promote more uniform 
"staging··, a proposal was made to the Health Organisation of 
the League of i':ations that the Committee should be entrusted 
with the preparation of a volume illustrating, by appropriate 
diagrams, examples of the cases to he allocated to each of the 
Io ur s tagcs. 

This proposal was accepted by the Health Organisation, and 
the work on lhe preparation of the Atlas was entrusted to Prof. 
J. Heyman in collaboration with Dr. l\L Strandquist, both of 
the Rat!iumhemmet, Stockholm. The ALias, which contains 38 
diagrams drawn by Dr. Strandquist, was published in i\Iarch 
1\)38. It may be had on application to the Publications Depart
ment of the League of Nations, Geneva, Switzerland.''' 

The Committee wishes particularly to express its gratitude 
to Prof. L. Adler, Vienna; Sir Comyns Berkeley, London; 

1 C. H. 7f;8; Le:1gnc of Nations Publicn.lions~ 1-Icnlt.li 19:W, III G 
* Price: Swiss fr. 7.il0. 
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Prof. J. Ducuing, Toulouse; and Dr. "'· Healy, New York, for 
their kind collaboration in the work on the ALias. 

The preparation of the volume has provided the opportunity 
of slightly modifying the definitions of the four stages adopted 
in 1929 (sec page 25). The proposed modifications, which 
derive from experience gained dming recent years and which 
aim at a simpler and more precise differentiation between 
the four stages, were finally approved by the Committee in 
December 1937. 

It is hoped that those interested in this subject will approve 
to utilize the modified definitions. Collaborators in these re
ports are requested to adopt them from 1938 onwards (sec note 
page 25l. 

The following extract from the Atlas, which discusses the 
above subject in greater detail, is printed for the use of those 
interested. 

"2. Comments on definitions and on allocation of CflSes to 
their appropriate stages. 

According to the Commiltee's experience, differences in inter
pretation of the rules for grouping, which affect materially 
the comparability of different statistics, occur particularly 
in differentiating between stages II and III and in those cases 
where the degree of involvement of the parametrium should 
be the deciding factor. In the 1929 definitions estimation of the 
extent of involvement of the parametrium was based mainly 
on the degree of fixation of the uterus. In the revised defini
tions (see page 26) the distinction between stage II and stage 
III has been based solely on what can be established, on rectar 
and vaginal examination, in regard to the relationship be
tween the growth and the pelvic wall and seems likely to· 
reduce differences due to subjective interpretation. The 
pelvic wall is understood to consist of the pelvic bone, its 
muscles, fasciae, vessels and lymph-nodes as indicated in the 
diagrams of the Atlas, that is the pelvic wall as appreciated 
by the exploiing finger. 

The definitions have been much simplified m those cases. 
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where allocation lo a sla::;c is go\'erucd by the ,-~t::;inal extent 
of lhe growth. 

The definitions of 192\J were clrmYn up on an anatomical 
basis and, as regards stage 1\', lo counteract a pre\'iously 
generally accepted idea lhal hopeless cases should be included 
in that stage. Il docs not appear, howc\'er, that lite I'csull has 
been entirely satisfactory. There nrc numerous cases which 
are hopeless owing to the patients' general condition but which. 
judged hy lhc extent of tlw ::;rowlh, should be classified as 
stnge Ill; on the other hnnd there arc a certain number of 
cases which arc not hopeless, but which, following the 1929 
definitions of stage IV, paragraph (a) and (c), belong to that 
stage. The Committee therefore suggests including in stage 
IV those cases only in which the bladder or the rectum is in
YOlved or in which spread outside the trnc pelvis has occurred. 
The proposed modifications will undoubtedly reduce com
parability between the results obtained before and after 1938 
at the same clinic, but this is of minor importance, because 
it will not affect the comparability of the results obtained 
in the same year at different clinics. 

A case should be allocated to its stage by the condition 
found on inspection, on bimanual examination, vaginal and 
rectal, and on cystoscopy when there is a question of invoh·c
mcnt of the bladder. 

ll is to be expected that the simplified definitions and 
illustrative diagrams will permit of experienced clinicians 
staging in a reasonably uniform manner those cases in which 
thorough examination enables the extent of the growth to be 
precisely determined. l\'evertheless there will remain, for 
various reasons, a number of cases m which even the most 
expert examiner may have doubt as to the appropriate stage. 

Difficulties may occur for instance: 

in determining whether an individual case should be con
sidered as an advanced example of a certain stage or an 
early example of the succeeding one. In such instances 
il should be made a general rule to allocate cases to the 
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prognoslically more favourable singes in order nut lo 
raise unduly the rates for earlier stages; 
in differentiating between an inflammatory and a car
cinomatous infiltration of the parametrium. Uniformity 
in grouping wot<ld be promo led if doubtful iu fillralions 
with consequent fixation of the nterus "·ere con~islenlly 
recorded as inflammatory; 
in differentiating between a metastasis and a nodule of 
some other origin, e. g., a lymphadenitis of non-carcinoma
tous origin, a remnant of a pelvic peritonitis or a phle
bitis. In many instances, particularly of nodules in the 
vagina and of superficial lymph-nodes, it is easy to con
firm lhe diagnosis by microscopical examination. \Vhen 
this is impracticable it may be justifiable to postpone the 
final classification and to let the further development of 
the disease decide. Such a procedure should be adopted 
only quite exceptionally. As a rule each case should be 
staged at the exaJnination previous to treatment and 
should remain in that stage; 
in cystoscopic .diagnosis of carcinomatous im·olvcmen t of 
the bladder. Further investigation of this suiJject is 
necessary before it can be said with certainly what cysto
scopic appearances denote carcinomatous involvement of 
lhe bladder and consequent allocation to stage IV.'' 
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IV. SECOND ANNUAL REPORT. 

1. NOTES FOH TI-lE GUIDANCE OF COLLABORATOHS. 

1. The statement should include cases of cancer of lhe cer
vix uteri only (including carcinoma of the stump). 

(a) The statement will be confined to cases where 
the treatment planned was entirely radiological (radium 
and Hoentgcn rays). 

(b) Patients operated upon after failure of radiological 
treatment and alive five years after the beginning ol the 
treatment should appear in Table 4, col. 4. 

2. The following clinical types of cases should be excluded: 

(a) Cancer of the corpus uteri and vagina.' 
(b) Hecurrences after radical operation. 
(c) Patients radiologically treated elsewhere. 
(d) Patients primarily submilled to combined opera

live and radiological treatment. 

3. Only those series of cases in which all clinical diagnoses 
have been microscopically confirmed can, as a rule, be ac
cepted. 

4. The following histological types or cases should be ex
cluded: 

(a) Precancerous conditions. 
(b) Chorio-epithelioma, sarcoma, maligna nl. mix eel 

tumours. 

1 It is intended to revise, in the fulurc, the c.lcfinilions or the diffcrcnl 
vnrielics of ulero-va.ginnl carcinoma. Pending lhc rcsulls of lhalrevision. the 
definitions used will be lhosc in the Hcporl of lhc Hndiological Snb-Commh;
sion (Series of League of Nalions Publicnlions C. H. 788), reprinted on page Z3. 
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5. The statement should relate to Lhe lola! number of 
patients whose radiological treatment was begun during the 
year to which the statement refers, as well as all patients ex
amined with a view to treatment hut not treated. 

6. The statement should not be completed until a period 
of observation of at least 5 years from the beginning of lhe 
treatment has expired in all cases included. 

7. Tables 1-6 are intended for the annual statement 
relating to cases treated in 1931; tables 7-10 have been 
provided for those institutes which are able to furnish data 
for an earlier· period on a basis corresponding to that now 
being adopted in the present series of annual reports. 
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:2. SPECE\!ENS OF THE 'L\BLES USED FOH. 

CASES THEATED IN 1D3l. 

(lustitutc) 

Caucer of the Cenix uteri. 
S/alemcnl nf resulls in 19 

'J'ablc 1. 

[ f. Tolal number of palienls cx~mined with a view to trcalmenl]. 

ll. or lhooe: 

I. Nol treated (Total o[ cases comprised in Table ~) ... 

2. H:ldiolop:ically treated (Total of cases included in 
Tnhlc 1l) ......................•..•..•..••........ 

Tnhlc 2. 

Patients examined al the clinic but not treated.' 

(a) Prevented by disease or death from prcsenling themselves i .. 
(b) Seeking lrcalmenl elsewhere ......... , .................. f. 
(c) Not presenting lhcmsclvcs for unknown reasons .......... j .............. . 

(d) Opera lion ml\·iscd ...................................... I 

(r) Nol a~ccpt~d- _owinp: to lack of accommodation or Lhcra-1 
peul1c factltltcs ...................................... . 

(/) Treatment refused by lhe palieut ...... · ·. · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 1 .. · ...... .. 

(g) ''frcatmcnl consiclcrcLl unsuilablc owing lo I he pnlient's I 
general condilion, to the extent o[ lhc disc.1sc or to other 
cOinplications ....................................... . 

(h) Some other specified t·cason ............... · ...... · .. · · · 1==== 
Tala[ I ........... .. 

' 
! 

1 Palicnls referred to the dinic by means (c. (!.~ letter~ telephone etc.) which 
do not allow or their being examined at the clinic nre excluded. 

Sole: Calculnlion of absolulc cure •·ale (sec Table 5, Joolnolc 1) omillecl 

because of . 

2-382.J5G 
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~'able 3. 

Patients radiologically treated (Table 1, II, 2). 

I Stage I Stage II Stage lll Stage IV 
!Stages' 

Number) Per~ - Xtunb~f Pe;-- Number[ Per-1-IV Number) Per-

I of cnscs ccntnge of cases ccutngc of cnses1 cento.gc of cases centngc 

I I I I I Total number ofl 
1 

patients treated .. ... ... 

i 
········ I ... I ········ 

I I With I_nicroscopical 
venflcalwn ..... ···-····· 

I 
.... .... . ... 

:\Vithoul microscop- ........ !. i l · icnl verification 2 .• ······ ....... , L. 

1 Total number of patients treated, incompletely treated patients included. 
2 A detailed description should be given for each case in which the patient is 

alive without recurrence five years fron1 the beginning of lrentmenl, and in which 
no microscopical verification has been made. 

3 Sec footnote page 25. 

Detailed descriplion o[ cases alive wiLhout recurrence five years after 
treatment in which no microscopical verification has been made. 

(The reason why histological confir'mation was not obtained should be stated.) 
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Table-!. 

Rcsulls of /rca/men/ cslimaled after a period of observation of 
five years, dating from /he beginning of lrealmenl. 

I. t. 8. •J. 5. H. 7. 

Patients 

Number Alive Alive alive Died of i 
Stage of wilhout with operated Died Lost inter-

I palicnls recur- recur- upon afler of sighl current 
treated renee renee failure canccr1 of Uiscase 

I 
of radio-
therapy 

I 
I 

I i 
1..""" .. : . . . . . . . . . . . . . i . . . _I • ••• 1 

Il J I 
" . . . . . . . . . . I • . . . • . . . 

I 
I I 

[[[ I 
i ... r·· 

I :. IV ········I ........... 1· .. ·· ... -.... J .... I . . . . . . . . I . . . ---
I I--IV .... I . . . . -I . " ........... • •.•• i 

1 Patients dying during or as a result of treatment should be included in 
lhis column. 

CALCULATIO~ OF RESULTS. 

Table 5. 

Absohzle cure ra/e. 1 

Total number of cases (see Table I. I) ...................... :· 

.:\live without recurrence five years after the beginning of 1 
treatment (see Table 4, col. 2, stages I--IV) ............... . 

Absolute cure ralc 2 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.• 

1 For certain clinics conditions are such e. g., when they are responsible for 
the treatment of almost every patient who seeks it from a defined nrca. that 
the calculation of an nbsolnlc cure- rate hns vnlue for comparison with clinics 
similarly organised. \\'hen this is the case, the rate should be calculated ns 
above. In other clinics lhc cnlcn1alion mn).~ be omitted, the reason being given 
in n footnote to Table 2. In nil clinics ,patients cxnmincd at the dinic bnt 
not trcatecb will be distributed, in Table 2, among the groups there set out. 

2 I. c. the proporlion lhe above number of patients alive without. recurrence 
form of the total number examined, slated as n percentage. 



Slage I ............... . 

Sbtgc II ............... . 

Stage III .............. . 

Stage TV ............... ·I 
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Table 6. 

Relative cure rate. 

Number of 
patients treated 

(sec Table 4, 
col. 1, I-IV) 

i 

Alive without,. 
recurrence . 

(sec Table 4,1 
col. 2, I-IV) 

. - . . I . . 

. . . . i . . 

..... ·I 
. . . . . . . . I . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . -. --i 

Stages I-IV ............ i··· . !--I 
·····-~-

Percentage 1 

. . . . . . . . I 
1 

'fhe cure rate calculated in lhis wny obviously underst:llcs lhc results 
of treatment, since a proportion of patients will have diccl of a cause unrclatc:l 
lo cancer of the cervix, whilst lhc fate or n further proportion may be unknown. 



3. SPECI~IENS OF THE TABLES USED FOH CASES THEATED IN Pl{EVIOUS YEAHS. 

Cancer ol' the Cervix nf eri. 
(Institute) Table ·7,' S!a/emenl for 1.9 _________ -19 __ .... incl11siuc. 

____ !_::. ____ --- __ 1. ____ -----~----- -------·--·- --------- - ·l. 

Tolal number or 
pal iculs examined 

with n view to 
ll'calmcnt 

Palicnts 
examined but. 
not lrcated ~ 

Hadiologically treated 

Stages ~=~~;1-- -~~~-1-~--;ta;-I~ 
----------~----------~~---------+-----

Year 
Stage Ill I Slagc I\' 

19 ... .. 

19 ...... .. . 

etc. 

: .... 

1 .. 

.. i 
. . . . II . . . 

. .. 

1 Intended for the usc of those clinics which nrc able and willing lo furnish data on the bases of Tables 1-G for ~l period 
prior lo l~J3l. - :! According to indications given in Tnblc 2. 

Table 8.1 

Results of /rea/men/. 

1 ___ 1._1 ___ 2_. --1-----3-'·-----1--..... -\I,·,··ct. ,,-.,.t·I-,--· -.-- 5. . 
Alive without " , 

Number of recurrence recurrence D~ed o_f cancer durmg 
palienls after a period of after a period of a pcn.oc~ of ~bscrv-
trcated observation of observation of .ll 011 0 

l(sc~~;~' 11)c 7·1·--;;-l G-i 71 Sj D ',lO bTii" 71 Sl-91101 J G I 7! s"!!lliO 
1 years -years years 

Year 

, I 
i .. -----~-----~::.:· __! . . -- :,II· 1,, II ',, 

etc. I 

-- -- ~-- . -- ---- ~'---- i 
Losl sir,ht of Die(l from. inter- ! 

d .· n o . 1 cuneul d1seasc 1 
t~~~~~r~a{~~~~o~fof during :1 p_eriod of ~1• obscrvnl wn of 

" , u 1 11 s1 u 110 5TGI7180-·Joi 
years years 1 

I ' . . . . . I 
I 

I 

I 
: 

-- I 

r!T' 
1 Intended for the usc of those clinics which arc able and wiJ!ing to furnish data on Lhc bnsrs of Table~ 1-0 for a pcriocl 

prior to 1931. - 2 'I'o include pnlicnts alive operated upon after failure of radiolhcrapy. 



Table 9 1, Stages 1-rv. 

Evaluation of r~ulls. 

1. 2. 8. 4. •• 6. --
Total number Alive without recurrence 

of patients Number after a period of observ· Absolute cure rate~ at Relative cure rate• at 
examined of patients ation ofl (see Table 8, the end of the end _of 

Year With a view treated ool. S) 
to treatment (see Table 7~ 
(see Table 7, col. 4) • I 6 I 7 l8 I 9 I 10 6 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 6 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 8 I 10 

eol. 2) years years year-s 

19 ........ ··-················-·· ··············· .. ... I' ... .... ······· ·--·y--· ····· ...... l ······ .. ... ·····- ·····-

19 ........ ················-· ················ .. . . ······ . . -. . . . . . . . . ._., .. . ... - ······· ······. .. . ...... . ..... 
etc. -
1 Intended for the use of those clinics which are able and willlng to furnish data on the bases of Tables 1-6 for a period 

prior to 1931. - 2 The number of cases in which mJcroscopical verification was not obtained should be entered in brackets after 
the principal figures ln cot 4. - t Soe Table 5, footnote 1. - 4 See Table 6. 

Year 

19 ..... .. 

19 ....... . 

etc. 

·Number of patients 
treated in stage I 

(see T~ble 7, col 4) 

Table 10 ', Stage I. 
Evaluation of results. 

Alive without recurrence after a period of 
observation of 

5 6 7 8 I • 10 
years 

-·I· .. ·I- -···· 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . 

I 
. . 

I· 

Relative cure rate after a period of 
observation of 

6 u 7 8 • 10 
years 

.J ·---· --1 
.. I I ... 

I I I 
1 Intended for the use of those clinics which are able and willing to furnish data on the bases of Tables 1-6 for a period 

prior to 1931. . 
Nole: Slmllo~ tables for stages II, III aud IV. 
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4. DEFINITIOX OF THE DIFFERENT VARIETIES OF 
UTERO· VAGINAL CARCINOMA. 

1. Cases should be reckoned as carcinoma of the vagina 
when the site of the growth is in the vagina; when clinical ex
amination shows that the cervix is intact; and when there is 
no ground for supposing that the carcinoma is other than 
a primary growth in the vagina. In cases in which the car
cinoma involves the cervix, the case must be regarded as one 
of carcinoma of the cervix. 

It would,. however, be advisable to classify as vaginal car
cinoma those cases in which a small lesion previously notice
able on the cervix has rapidly disappeared after radiological 
treatment, while the main part of the tumour is still present in 
the vagina. 

In those cases in which the cervix could not be examined 
at the beginning of the treatment, and therefore no decision 
could be made as to whether it was involved or not, the final 
diagnosis must be postponed uutil the situation has been 
clarified as a result of treatment. When, even after radio· 
logical treatment, no differentiation can be made, owing to the 
impossibility of examining the cervix, the case should be 
classified as cancer of the vagina if the cervix and parametria 
appear to be clinically free from growth on rectal examina· 
lion. 

2. Cases should be classified as carcinoma of the body 
when the site of the disease is in the body, whereas the cervix 
appears to be healthy. 

The clinical distinction between carcinoma of the cervix and 
of the body of the uterus may offer difficulties in a small num· 
ber of cases, such as the following: 

(a) The uterus is not enlarged, and clinical examina· 
lion does not give sufficient indications for determining 
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the point or origin or the direction of spread of the 

growth. 
In the nwjority of .these cases it should he possible, 

without too great risk of error, to classify them on the 
basis of the microscopical report; for instance, pure 
squamous-celled carcinoma mtd adeno-carcinoma with 
mucous secretion are both types of cervical epithelioma. 

In the remaining cases, which certainly form a very 
small fraction of tlte total in which it is not possible to 
make a definite classification on either clinical or micro
scopical evidence, the classification may be left to in
dividual discretion. 

(b) The cavity of"Lhe uterus is enlarged. It is not pos
sible to determine by clinical examination whether the 
case is an endo-cervical carcinoma of thc cervix with ex
tension to the body or a carcinoma of the body extending 
to the cervix. Such cases generally spread like car
cinoma of the body, and it is more of theoretical than 
of practical interest to ascertain the point of origin of 
the disease. They behave essentially as carcinoma of 
the body, and should he so classified unless the micro
scopical picture contra-indicates such a classification, as 
in the case of a pure squamous-celled carcinoma or an 
adeno-carcinoma with mucous secretion. 

Cases presenting difficulty in diagnosis, owing to com
plications such as myomata, pyometra, etc., should be 
classified in lhe same manner. 

Nole: It is intended to revise~ in lhc future the definilions of the different 
varielies of ntero-v<lginnl carcinoma. ' 
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u. DEP!i\JTIO:\'S OF THE FOUR STAGES OF CANCEH 

OP THE CliR.l'IX UTER.I. 

A. Definitions approved in 1929. 

Staye /. 
The growth is strictly limited to the cervix uteri. Uterus 

mobile. 

Staye II. 
Lesion spreading into one or more fornices, with or 

without infiltration of the parametrium adjacent to the 
uterus, the uterus retaining some degree of mobility. 

Staae Ill. 
(a) Nodular infiltration of the parametria on one or 

both sides extending to the wall of the pelvis, with limited 
mobility of the uterus or massive infiltration of one para
metrium with fixation of the uterus. 

(b) l\Iorc or less superficial infiltration of a large part 
of the vagina, with a mobile uterus. 

(c) Isolated metastases in the pelvic glands, with a 
relatively small primary growth. 

(d) Isolated metastases in the lower part of the yngina. 

Generally speaking, all cases not falling into Stages II 
or IV will be placed under Stage III. 

Stage IV. 
(a) Cases with massive infilt.ration of both parametria 

extending to the walls of the pelvis. 
(b) Carcinoma involving the bladder or rectum. 
(c) The whole vagina infiltrated (rigid vaginal passage), 

or one vaginal wall infillrated along its whole .length, with 
fixation of the primary growth. 

(d) Remote metastases. 

Note: Colla!Joral.ors nrc requested to be good enough lo usc the definitions 
o[ 1937 (sec pngc 26) for the grouping of cases treated in 1938 and conscctt
Livc years. 
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B. De[initions approved in 1937. 

Stage I. 
The carcinoma is strictly confined to the cervix. 

Stove II. 
The carcinoma infiltrates the parametrium on one or 
both sides, but has not invaded the pelvic wall. Stage II, 

parametrillm. 

The carcinoma infiltrates the vagina, but docs not in
volve its lower third. Stage II, vagina. 

Endocervical carcinoma which has spread to the corpus. 

Stage II, corplls. 

Stage Ill. 

The carcinomatous infiltration of the parametrium has 
invaded the pelvic wall on one or both sides. On rectal 
examination no cancer-free space is found between the 
tumour and the pelvic wall. Stage Ill, parametriwn. 

The carcinoma involves the lower third of the vagina. 
Stage III, vagina. 

Isolated carcinomatous metastases are palpable on the 
pelvic wall, (irrespective of the extent of the primary 
cervical growth). Stage III, isolated pelvic metastases. 

Stage IV. 

The carcinoma involves the bladder as determined by 
cystoscopic examination or by the presence of a vesico
vaginal fistula. Stage 1\', b(adder. 

The carcinoma involves the rectum. Stage IF, rectum. 

The carcinoma has spread outside the true pelvis (below 
the vaginal inlet, above the pelvic brim, distant me
tastases). Stage ll', dislanl spread. 
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Geneml rules to be obserucd: 

\Vhen allocating a ·case to a stage, nothing hut facts 
revealed by examination should be taken into account. 
The stage of each case should be decided at examination 
prior to treatment, and this classification should remain. 
The classification may be postponed quite exceptionally 
and the reasons stated. 
\Vhen it is doubtful to which stage a given case is to be 
allocated, the earlier stage should be chosen. 
The fact !hat a single case presents lwo or more of the 
conditions which characterise a particular stage docs not 
affect the staging. 
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6. STATEi.\I ENTS . 

(a) 
AND 

.M8JIOHIAT, HosPITAL FOR TilE TREA'DIE:-IT OF CANcrm 

ALr,nm DrsEASEs, NEw YonK, UNITED STATES OF 
A~mrucA. 

(Contributed by D1·. WrLLIA'l P. HlULY.) 

CANCER OF TI-IE CERVIX UTEIU. 

STATEMENT OF RESULTS OF TrtEA'rMENT IN 1931. 

'l.'able 1. 

I 
I. Total number of paLicnts examined wilh a view to treatment\ 137 

II. 0 f those: 

1. Not treated (Total of cases comprised in Table 2) . . . 1 

2. Radiologically treated (Total of cases included ill 
Table 3) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 136 

Table 2. 
Patients examined at the clinic but not lreated. 

(a) Prevented by disease or death from presenting themselves\ 

(b) Seeking lrealmcnl elsewhere ....................... , ... . 

(c) Not prcsenling themselves ror unknown reasons ......... . 

(d) Operation advised ................... , .................. I 

(e) Not accepted owing to lack of accommodation or thera-
peutic facilities .......•............................... 

(f) Tre>Hmcnt refused by the paLicnl. ...................... . 

I, {g) Treatment considered unsuilablc owing to lhe palienl's 
gcnerni condilion, to the extent of the disease or lo olher 
c01nplicalions ................................. . 

(II) Some olhcr specified reason ............................ . 

Total 

0 

0 

J. 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 



Memorial Hospital for /be 'i'rcatmcnt of Cal!ccr, New York 29 

•rable 3. 

Patients radiologically treated (Table 1, II, 2). 

I SL;vrcs Stage I Slagc II / Stage III Slage IV 
0 ------ . ---- ------

1-IV Xumhcrj Per- Number' Per- INnmber: Per- !'nmbcrl Per- [ 
of Ctl~Ci5 ccotago of case;; ccutar;c of cuses\centago or cn.se::; contn.ge i 

Tolal number of 
/ palicnls !rented., 136 I 17 

1

. 12.5 
I I I I i 

:~ 11!.0 ;: 54.4 :: ~2.1 1 
\Vilh microscopical! 

verification ..... 

, \Yilhoul microscop-
1 

1 ical verification I 

135 17 
I 

o I 0 i 
I 

0 I 

1 This palicnt died before the five year obscrYalion period was over. 

Table 4. 

[ I 

Resulls of /rea/men/ eslimaled after a period of observation of five years, 
dating from tlze beginning of lrealmenl. 

[ __ 1_. _c.l, __ 2_. __ + __ 3_·---,---=--:c',--·---,- _ _,___5_. _ __,__-'-"-· -+-' __ 'c:_·_ 

l I Pat~cnls I I I 
Stage 

I 
I .......... [ 

II .......... [ 

Ill ........ i 
IV ........ 

1

1 

I-IV .... .. 

Number Alive Alive ahvlc 1 DI'ecl Died of 
or i without with opera ec or Losl intcr-

1 
1upon aflcrl· patients recur- recur-~ failure cancer 

1 

sight of currenl 
trcnled ! renee rrmce of radio- diseuse 

thernpv 

17 

15 

74 
30 

136 

9 

7 

H 
3 

33 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

s I 
8 

56 
23 
95 

0 

0 

2 

4 

6 

0 

0 

(I 

2 



30 Jlemoria/ Hospital for the Treatment of Cancer, New York 

Table 5. 

Absolute cure rate. 

\ Total number of cases (sec Table 1, I) ..................... . 

Alive without recurrence five year~ after the beginning of 
treatment (see Table 4, col. 2, stnges I-IV) ............... . 

Absolute cure rate ......................................... . 

Table 6. 

Relative cure rate. 

Number of Alive without I 

137 

33 
24.1 

patients treated recurrence I 
(see Table 4, (sec Table 4, Pcrccntng_c 

col. 1, I-IV) col. 2, I-IV) 

Strtgc I ................ 17 9 I 52.9 
Stage 11 ............ , .. , Hi 7 46.7 
Stage Ill ........ ~ ..... 74 14 18.9 
St:'tgc IV ................ 30 ' 3 10.0 
Stages I--IV ............ [ 136 I 33 24.3 I 

Da~a from Memorial Hospital relating to the years previous to .1931 will 
appear Ill the Third Annual Report. 
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(b) IYmrAi'\'s HosPITAL IN THE STATE OF .i\"gw Yom::, 
UNITED STATES OF A~IEIUCA. 

(Contributed by Dr. GEORGE G. WARD.) 

CANCER OF THE CERVIX UTERI. 

STATE~tENT OF RESULTS OF TREATMENT IN 1931.$ 

Table 1. 

I. Total number of patients examined with a view to treatment 51 

II. Of those: 

1. Not treated (Total of cases comprised in Table 2) . . . 0 

2. I\adiologically treated (Total of cases included in 
Table 3)........................................ 51 

Table 2. 

Patients examined at the clinic but not treated. 

1 
(a) Prevented by disease or death from presenting themselves I 
(b) Seeking treatment elsewhere ............................ . 

(c) Nol presenting themselves for unknown reasons ......... . 

(d) Operation advised ....................................... , 

(e) NoL nccep.ted. owing to lad:: of. accommodation or Lhcra~ 1

1 

peulic facilities ..................................... . 

(/) Treatment refused by the patient ...................... . 

(g) Treatment considered unsuitable owing lo the patient's 
general condition, to the extent of the disease or to other 

I 

con1plicalions ....................................... . 

(h) Some other specified reason ............................ . 

I Total! 

• The stalistical year ends ~lay 15, l 931. 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
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'l'alJie :l. 

Palien/s radiologically treated (Table 1, II, 2). 

i Stage I Slnge II Stage Ill Slage IV 
Stages 

--~~-- ------~--

I 
I-IV Nllmberj Por~ Xumberl Per- XumlJcrl l'c.r~ ~umber! Per· 

oi ease~ ccutngc ui cases ccntng-e o[ CLiscslcentoge of cuscs
1
ccntogc 

I I 
or I I I I I jTotal number 

I palicnls treated. 51 9 17.6 24 4i.l 18 35.3 0 0.0 
' I Wilh microscopical 

51 9 21 18 0 I verification ..... 

\ \Vithon t microscop~ 
0 I 0 icnl verification 0 0 0 I 

Table 4. 

Resl!lts of lreatmen/ estimated afler a period of observation of five years, 
daling from !he beginning of treatment. 

z 3 
' 

.. 7 
-~-

I Palicnls i I 

I 
Number I alive 1 

i 
Alive Alive Died Died of 

Stage without with 
operated Lost inter-of , 

upon aflcrl of 

I 
palicnts I recur- recur-

I failure 
sight of currenl cancer treated 

1 

renee renee of radio- disease 
I Lhcrapy 
I 

I . • . • • • . • • • I 9 5 0 0 2 1 1 
' II .......... ~ 24 6 2 0 15 0 1 

I Ill ........ ' 18 3 0 0 15 0 0 
I IV ....... l 0 0 0 f) 0 0 0 
I I-IV ...... 51 14 2 0 32 ; 2 
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Table 5. 

Absolute cure rate. 

Total number of cases (see Table 1, I) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . 51 

Alive without recurrence five years after the beginning of 
treatment (sec Table 4, col. 2, stages I-IV) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14 

Absolute cure rate........ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 27.5 

Table 6. 

Relative cure rate. 

Number of Alive without 
patients treated recurrence Percentage (see Table 4, (sec Table 4, 

col. 1, I-IV) coL 2, I-IV) 
-

Stage I ................ 9 5 

Stage II ................ 24 6 25.0 

Stage III .............. 18 3 16.7 

Stage IV ........... • .... 0 0 

I I Stages I-IV ............ 51 14 27.5 I 

3-382456 



I. 

STATEMENT FOR 1920-1930 INCLUSIVE.-;; 

Tallie 7. 

t. j_ 
1------1---

-1. 

Total number of 
palicnts examinee 

with a view to 
treatment 

Patients Hadiologicnlly trc~lcrl 

Year 

1920 
1921 
1922 
1923 
1924 
1925 
1926 
1927 
1928 
1929 
1930 

Tolal 

40 
3,1 

34 
40 
39 
47 
45 
51 
46 
53 

37 

466 

l 

I 

examined but. 
not treated 1 

2 

2 

1 

0 

2 

1 

1 
5 

3 
0 

1 

18 

1 According to indications given in Table 2. 

I 

• Each statistical year ends i\lay 15lh of lhat year. 

Stage~ I-;_-~ I 

38 

32 
83 
40 
37 
46 
44 
46 

43 
53 
36 

4JS I 

----~-

Stage I I Stage II I Singe III I 
9 11 18 

8 9 H 

12 8 13 
' 11 16 12 

7 20 7 I 
7 18 17 I 
5 24 11 

I 7 18 10 I 
8 25 

I 
4 

8 

I 
23 10 

6 13 I 17 

88 ! rsr. I 1~1 I 

Stage IV 

0 

1 

0 s· 
1 

3 

·1 

4 

2 I 

6 

3 

0 

24 



'l'a hi<' 8. 

Results of lrea/menl. 

__ 1_. _______ 2·~--1-------~"~··------ _______ ·!_. _____ --------"-·-------1-------"··-·----- '· 

Year 

Alive without 
recurrence 

a[ler :1 period of 
observation of 

l Alive wit.ll 
recurrence 

after a period of 
observation of 

Died of cancer during 
a period of observ

ation of 

Lost sight of 
Uuriug a period of 

observation of 

Died from iiiler
currcut disease 

during a period of 
observation of 

Number of 
pat.icnls 
treated 

(see Table 7, 
col. 4) 5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 llO 5 I 61 •I s I u jt!i -5-I-ili 7. i 8 I 0 JIO 5! 6 j 7J 81 D J!O 

y en r s y c n r s 

1920 38 6 6 5 5 5 5
1 

0 0 I 0 0 0 0 28 28 )~: a2: s 28 28 1 3 3),; :all : s 4 .j 1 ] ,. : ~ : ~ ] I J 
1921 32 D il 8 8 8 8 C) 0 0 0 0 U 22 22 22 22 22 22 1 ] 1 1 1 1 0 ] 11 I 1 ] : 1 

4 l 1 1 2 2 I 23 24 2·1 24 24 25 2 21 ~ ~ 2 2 1 1 , 1 1 1. 1 1922 33 6 " 5 
1923 40 11 11 lu 
1D24 37 7 71 6 
1923 I 46 10 9 1 8 

•1 ·1 Ill J I 
6 6 

I 
71 7 

~ ~ ~ I ~ I ~ ~ ~ ~~ :~ :~ !~ I :~ ~~ ~ I ~ ' ~ I ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . ~ : ~ ~ I ~ i 
7 

1926 1 44 9 9 I \) 
' I 

8
1 

7 7 
gl 1\l27 I 46 ]] I 11 10 9 

0 0 I 0 I 0 0 0 33 35 35 351135 3~ 0 I 1 1 1 1 1 ~ I ~ ' 2 3 ' 3 3 

2 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 32 34 31 31 3·1 31 1 I I 1 I ; 1111 1 0 I u . 0 1 I ;! ;! 

0 0 ' 0 0 0 32' ;J'J 32 :32 ' 321 1 I I 1 1 : 2 I 2 3 4 I 4 

0 0 0! 0 281 28 28 2ti 11
1 

2 2 ' 2 I I I 2 2! 2: I 19~0 I 43 13 11: 11 J1 

1U29 5il 14 13 12 
I 

lU:JO 06 14.181 
Tolal ~---4-·l::i-. --!1!-01-TT--1 ·.-! -

~ I 00 1 .,. 30
1 3~ 3ti 0 l ' 1 i ' 1 1 [I ' . 

1 ID:2o olo.::' :!!:J!:! 
nl I I I I :JoG! I : I ! 12/TI--I-I -111: I : IT 

1 IncJuU.ing pallcnts alive operalctl upon afle1· failure of radiother~1py. 



Table 9, Stages I-IV. 

Evaluation of results. 

I 
1. 

2. 1--"· - 4. 5. G. 
--- -- ... ---- ------ ·- -------- - ---- - ·- - -· --

Total number Alive without recurrence 
of patients Number after a period of observ- Absolute cure rate at Helutivc cure rate nl 
examined of palicnls nlion of (see Table 8, the end of the cncl of 

Year wiih a view treated col. 3) 
to treatment (see Table 7, 

I I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 1 1o 5 6 I 7 i 8 I 9 I 10 (see Table 7, col. 4) I 6 6 i 
col. 2) y c a r s y c a r s years 

1920 40 38 6 6 5 5 5 5 15.0 15.0 12.5 12.5112.5 12.5 15.8 15.8,13.2 13.2113.2113.2 

1921 34 32 9 8 8 8 8 8 26.5 23.5 2 ...... 23.5 23.5 23.5 28.1 25.0 25.0 2o.OI25.o 25.0 v.o 

1922 34 33 6 5 5 4 4 4 17.6 14.7 14.7 ll.S 11.8 11.8 18.2 15.2 15.2 12.1 12.1 12.1 

1923 40 40 11 11 11 11 11 9 27.5 27.5 27.5 27.5 27.5 22.5 27.5 27.5127.5 27.5 27.5 22.5 

1924 39 37 7 7 6 6 6 6 17.9 17.9 15.4 15.4 15.4 15.4 18.9 18.9 16.2 16.2 16.2 16.2 

1925 47 46 10 9 8 7 7 7 21.3 19.1 17.0 14.9 14.9 14.9 21.7 19.6 17.4 15.2 15.2 15.2 

1926 4<J 44 9 9 9 8 7 7 20.0 20.0 20.0 17.8 15.6 15.6 20.5 20.5 20.5 18.2 15.9115.9 

I 
1927 51 46 11 11 10 9 9 21.6 21.6 19.6 17.6 1 17.6 23.9 23.9 21.7 19.6 19.6i 

1928 46 43 13 11 11 11 28.3 24.0 24.0 24.0 30.2 25.6 25.6 25.6 

1929 53 53 14 13 12 26.4 24.5 22.6 26.4 24.5 22.6 

1930 37 36 14 13 37.8 35.1 38.9 36.1 
' 

Total I 466 448 ml I I I I 211.GI I I I I 24.GI I I I I I 



Year 

Table 10, Stage I. 

Ellaluation of results. 

Alive \Yiihout recurrence nflcr a period of 
observation of Number of patients 

treated in stage I 
(sec Table 7, col. 4) o I " I 7 I ~ I u I 10 

1920 
1921 
1922 
1923 
1924 
1925 

1926 

9 

8 
12 
11 

7 

7 

3 

6 
5 

6 
2 

·1 
-1 

3 
5 

4 

6 

2 

3 

1927 7 1 I 1 
1928 8 6 G 

y c n r s 

3 
5 
4 

6 

2 

2 

4 
1 

6 

4 

3 
5 
3 
6 
2 

2 

3 
1 

6 

3 
5 
3 

6 
2 

2 

2 

I 

ll130 6 '' I 

3 
5 

3 

6 
2 

2 

2 

192\J s r. I 4
4 

Tol:1! ,-- -S-8 -- -,--:n-~- -,-~T------'---1 --T ~ 

Hela!ive cure r'tlc after a period of 
observation of 

-5--I 61 7 I s 1 ~ I 10 

years 



Table 10, Stage II. 

Evaluation of results . 

; Number of patients 
Year ! treated in stage II 

; lSCc Table 7, coL '!) 

.Alive wilhout recurrcllcc aHcr :1 period of 
ol>scn·alion of 

1920 

1921 

1922 
1923 
1924 
1925 
1926 
1927 

' 

I 

I 
II 

9 

1 

I 
i 1 

16 3 

1 20 4 

I ~: ; 
1928 1· 25 1 
1929 23 6 
193o I 13 6 

Totol/---~-1-85----l--4-o--/ 

1 

2 
1 

3 

4 

6 

4 
6 
5 
6 

6 

--- - ~ -·--- --

7 ::; ! 
y c a r s 

2 
1 

3 

4 

6 

4 

5 

5 
6 

1 

l 

3 
4 

4 
5 

5 

·- - -- -. 
~~ lU 

1 

1 

3 

-! 

5 
4 

5 

2 

1 

2 
4 

5 

4 

Hcl:l.ti\·e cure r3tc after n period of 
oln;en'ation of 

l---:u::---,-----c,-:--, ------, ~, --~ --c-1-----:\.,.-, ----,-1 ---:10 c-- \ 

years i 

I 

I ', 
18.8 18.8 i 
2o.o 2o.o 1 

33.3 33.3 

I I 
I 
' 

1tl.S 18.S 

20.0 20.0 

33.3 27.8 

18.8 
20.0 
27.8 

12.:) 

~0.0 

27.8 
16.7 16.7 16.7 16 7 1G.7 16.7 

33.3 33.3 27.8 27.8 27.8 

28.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 

26.1 26.1 26.1 

:!4.9 I 



'!'able 10, Stnge Til. 

Evaluation of resulls. 

Number of patients 
Alive wilhoul recurrence after a period or 

observation o[ 
Year treated in stage II I 

(see Table 7, col. 4) 5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 
y c n r s 

I 
I, 1920 18 2 2 1 1 1 1 

1921 14 1 1 1 1 I I 
1922 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1923 12 2 2 2 2 2 1 

1924 7 1 1 0 0 0 0 

1925 17 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1926 11. 1 1 1 1 1 1 
1927 19 4 4 4 3 3 
1928 4 0 0 0 0 

1929 19 0 
d 3 2 

1930 17 3 3 

Total 151 17 I I I I I 

Relative cure rate after a period of 
obscrvat ion of 

5 I G i 7 I 8 I 9 ' 10 I 

y c n r s 

5.6/ ' 
11.1 11.l 5.6 5.6 5.G 

I 
I 

00 0.0 0.0 
0.0 I 0.0 0.0 

21.1 21.1 21.1 15.8 15.8 

I 
15.8 15.8 10.5 ; 

17.6 17.6 I 
tt.a I I i I I I 

c -.. 



Number of patients 
Year treated in stage IV 

(see Table 7, col. 4) 

I 
I 

1920 0 

1921 1 

1922 0 
1923 1 
1924 3 

1925 4 
1926 4 
1927 2 
1928 6 
1929 3 

1930 0 

Total Z4 

Table 10, Stage IV. 

Evaluation of results. 

Alive without recurrence after n period of 
observation of 

5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 
years 

I 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 I 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 
I 

0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 
I 

0 0 0 0 
I 0 0 0 

0 0 I 
0 I I I I I 

I 
Relative eure rate after a period of 

observation of 

5 I 6 ! 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 
y e a r s 

I I 

I I 

I 

I 
I 

I I 
0.0 I I I I i I 
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(c) Tng CE}ITHE DES Tu:\lEUHS DE L'UNIVERSITE DE 

BRUXELLES, BELGIUM. 

(Contributed by Prof. J. MURDOCII.) 

CANCER OF THE CERVIX UTERI. 

STATEMENT OF RESULTS OF TREATMENT IN 1931. 

Table 1. 

Total number of patients examined with a view lo treatment 

Of those: 

l. Not treated (Total of cases comprised in Table 2) .... 

2. Radiologically treated (Total of cases included in 
Table 3) ....................................... . 

Table 2. 

Patients e:wmined at the clinic but not treated. 

73 

10 

63 

(a) Prevented by disease or death from presenting themselves 3 

(b) Seeking treatment elsewhere . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 

(c) Not presenting themselves for unknown reasons . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(d) Operation advised . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(c) Not accepted owing to lack of accommodation or thera-
peutic facilities . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(/) Treatment refused by the patient.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6 

(g) Treatment considered unsuitable owing to the patient's j 
general condition 7 to the extent of the disease or to other 
complications . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(h) Some other specified reason . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

Total IO 



I 
I 
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Table 3. 

Patients radiologically treated (Table 1, II, 2). 

Stages 
Stage I Stage II Stage III Stage IV I 

~~----

I-IV Number! l?er- Number! Pi:'r- Number/ Per· Number ·rer-
of cases ccntage of cases ccntngc of casc.s centngc of cases) centagc 

I I I Total number of/ 
patients treated. 63 6 9.5 20 31.7 28 44.4 9 

I 

14.3 

\Vilh microscopical 
20 26 7 

I verification. . .. ·r 58 5 

\Vilhout microscop-
I I I ical verirication . . 5' 1 0 2 2 

1 These five palienls died before the end of the five year period. 

Table 4. 

Results of /rea/men/ estimated after a period of observation of five years, 
dating from /he beginning of /rea/men/. 

__ !_·~-~~-~- -~!, _ _::_3:_. ~'-i ~-~·1-c.--;--,' ~-"-' . ___ I,_~G_. ~.--~'-·-

1 

Patients 

Stage 

I ......... . 

II ......... . 

III ....... . 

IV ........ 

1 I-IV ..... . 

Number 
of 

patients 
treated 

6 I 
20 
28 

9 

63 

Alive Alive alive 
wilhont with operated 
recur- recur- upon afler 
renee renee failure 

2 

8 
4 

0 

14 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

of radio-
1 therapy 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

Died 
of 

cancer 

3 

11 

n 
9 

46 

Lost 
sight of 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Died of 
inter

currenl 
disease 

1 

1 

1 

0 

3 
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Table;:;. 

Absolute cure rate. 

Total number or cases (sec Table I, I) 

Alive wilhout recurrence five years after the beginning of 
lrcalment (see Table 4, col. 2, stages I-IV) ............... . 

.:-\bsolutc cure ralc ....................................... . 

Table 6. 

Relative cure rate. 

I Number of 1 Alive without 

73 

14 

19.2% 

(see Table 4, (see Table 4, 

I 

palients treated I recurrence Percentage 

col. 1,. I-IV) col. 2, I-IV) 

Stage I . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6 : 2 I 
Stage II . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20 8 

Stage III ............. . 

Stage IV ............. . 

Stages I-IV ............ I 

28 
9 

63 

4 

0 

14 

40.0 

14.3 

22.2 



I 

STATEMENT FOR 1926-1930 INCLUSIVE. 
Tablo 7. 

1. 2. a. ·1. I 
Total number of Patients Radiologically lrcnlcd I 

Year patients examined c:o::amincd but 
with a view to not treated 1 

Stages 1-IV I Stage I I Stage II I Stage III I Stage IV treatment 

1926 I 75 15 60 14 15 23 8 
1927 59 9 50 11 13 19 7 
1928 76 8 68' 20 18 21 8 
1929 so 6 74' 20 11 39 3 

I 1930 94 11 83 9 27 35 12 

I Total[ 381 49 335 i 74 I 84 I 137 I 38 

1 According to inclicntions given in Table 2. - 1 One case not classified because of insufficient clinical information is in
cil!dcd in Tables 7, 8 and 9. As the patient died before lhe end of the five-year period, the case will nol appear in Table 10. 

_l_._l 2. 3. 

Alive without I Number of recurrence 
patients after a perio<l of 

Year treated observation of 
(sec Table 7, 

5 I G I 7 I 8 i 9 1 to col. 4) years 

1926 60 16 16 15 11 10 10 
1927 50 14 14 13 12 12 
1928 68 17 14 13 13 
1929 74 21 20 19 
1930 

I 
83 14 13 

Total 335 821 I I I I 

Tablo 8. 

Results of lrealmenl. 

1. 
1 Alive with 

recurrence 
after a period of 

observation of 

D. 

Died of cancer during 
a period of observ

ation of 

6. 7. I 
Died from inter- I 

Lost sight of current disease 
du~ng n f.er~o~fof during a period of I 

0 scrvn 101 obscrvntion of 

5TGI7J8f9TIOI" I ", <I ~I 0llo 
years years years 
-,-~~-~~~~~+-~7-~~-

years 

0 
0 
2 
0 
2 

~ ~ ~ ~ oj 
0 0 0 
0 0 
1 

I I I I 

42 42 
ill 31 
47 49 
52 52 
G3 64 

42 42 43! 43 
31 32 32 
50 50 
53 

-'---;---'------;--1 
I I I 

0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 

ol I I 

I 
7 1 7 0 0 0 2 2 3 6 

0 0 5 5 5 6 6 
0 2 5 5 5 

1 2 2 
41 5 

I I 141 I I I I ' 
1 Including patients alive operated upon after failure of radiotherapy. 



'.l'ablo 9, Stagos I-IV. 

Evaluation of resul!s. 

I 1. I ~- a. 

I 
·L 5. , ____ u. -i ------

Total number Alive without recurrence 

I of patients Number after a period of observ- Absolute cure rate nt Hclal.ive cure rate at 

I 

examined of patients a lion of 1 (sec Table 8, !he end of the end of 
Year with a view \rea led col. 3) 

to treatment (see Table 7, 
(sec Table 7, col. 4) 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 1 10 0 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 [i I 6 I 7 I 8 

' 
9 i 10 

col. 2) y c a r s y cars y c a r s 

1926 I 75 60 116(1) 16(1) 15(1) 11(1) 10(1) 10(1) 21.3 21.3 20.0 14.7 13.3113.3 26.7126.7 25.01 18.3: 16.7116.7 
1927 59 50 114 14 13 12 !2 23.7 23.7 22.0 20.3 20.31 

28.0 i 28.0 26.0 24.0
1 

24.0\ I 
1928 76 68 17 14 13 13 22.4 18.4 17.1 17.1 zr,.o 2o.slt9.1 t9.11 1 

1929 so 74 21 20 19 

I 
26.3125.0 23.81 28.4 2~-~125.7 I I 

1930 94 83 14 13 14.9 13.8 16.9 10.11 

Total 384 335 s2 I I I I I 21.41 I I I I 24.6[ I I I I I I 

1 The number or cases in which microscopical verification was not. obtained is entered in brackets after the principal 
figures in column 4. 



Number of palienls 
Year treated in slagc I 

(sec Table 7, col. 4) 

1926 14 

1927 11 

1928 20 

1929 20 

I 
1930 u 

Total H 

N utnbcr of patients 
Year treated in stage II 

(sec Table 7, col. 4) 

1926 I 15 

1927 I 13 

1928 18 

1929 11 

I 
1930 27 

- - ---
Total 84 

I 

Tab.Ie 10, Stng·e I. 

Evaluation of results. 

Alive wilhoul recurrence nfl.cr a period of 

5 I 

6 
6 

6 

13 

I '1 

35 I 

observation of 
o; i 7 I 8 I D 

y c a r s 

6 I 6 5 5 

6 

I 
6 G 6 

6 6 6 

12 

I 
1l 

I 3 

I I I 
Table 10, Stag·e II. 
Evaluation of results. 

I 10 

5 

I 
I 

Alive without recurrence after a period of 
observation of 

Helnlivc cure rale after a period o[ 
observation of 

5 I G I 7 I 8 I D I 1 0 
y c a r s 

I 
I 

30.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 
65.0 60.0 5i'J.O 

I I ' 
47.3 I I I I I 

Relative cure rate after a period of 
observation of 

---------- ·- -·-----·------ ---- --· --
5 I G i 7 I 8 I D I 10 5 I G I 7 I 8 ! 9 I 10 ' y c a r s years 

I G li 6 
I 

3 " 3 I 40.0 
I 

40.0 40.0 
I 

20.0 1 20.0 20.0 " 
5 5 G 5 5 

27.8! I 5 5 5 5 27.8 27.8 27.8 
2 2 

I 
2 

I I I I 
i 

3 3 11.1 11.1 I I I --- ---· 

21 I I I I I 25.0 I I I I I I 



Number of patients 
Year treated in stage III 

(sec Table 7, col. 4) 

1926 I 23 

1927 I 19 
1928 21 
1929 39 

I 
1930 35 

Total 137 

I Number or palienl.s 
Year !rented in stage IV 

(sec Table 7, col. 4) 

I 

1926 
I 

8 ' 
1927 7 

1928 8 
1929 3 

I 
1930 12 

Total 38 

'l'able 10, Stage III. 

Evaluation of results. 

Alive wilhoul recurrence afler a period of 

5 I 

4 

3 

G 

6 

I 7 

26 I 

observnlion of 

6 I 7 I 8 ' ll I 
y c a r s 

4 3 
I 

3 
I 

2 I 
3 2 

I 
1 I 1 

3 2 2 

6 I 6 I 
7 I I 

I I I 

Table 10, Stnge IV. 

Evaluation of resu/ls. 

! 10 

2 

I 
I 

Alive without recurrence after a period o[ 
observation of 

5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 0 I 10 
y c n r s 

0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 

0 

I 
0 0 

I 0 0 

0 I I I I I 

Relative cure rate after a period of 
observation of 

5 I ,; I 7 i 8 I [) I 10 
y c a r s 

I 17.4 11.4 13.0 13.0 8.7 8.7 

li).i; 15.8 10.5 :j.3 5.3 

28.6 14.3 I 9.5 9.5 

I 15.4 

I 15.41 15.-1 

20.0 20.0 ~--~·-1 19.0 I I I 

Hclnli\"C cure rate after n period of I 
observation of I 

~--9-1-J0-1 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 
y e a r s I 

I 

I -I 0.0 I I I I I 
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(d) THE LIVERPOOL RADIUM INSTITUTE, UNITED KINGDOM 

011 GREAT BmTAIN AND NonTIIEHN IRELAND. 

(ContribUted by Dr. P. MALPAS.) 

CANCER OF THE CERVIX UTERI. 

STATEMENT OF RESULTS OF TREATMENT IN 1931. 

Table 1. 

I I. Total number ol patients examined with a view to treatment I 94 

II. Of those: 

1. Not treated (Total of cases comprised in Table 2) . . 0 

2. Radiologically treated (Total of cases included in 
Table 3)........................................ 94 

Table 2. 

Patients e.<amined a/ tfze clinic but no/ treated. 

(a) Prevented by disease or death from presenting themselves 0 

(b) Seeking treatment elsewhere . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . 0 

(c) Not presenting themselves for unknown reasons . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(cl) Operation advised . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(e) Not accepted owing to lack of accommodation· or thera-
peutic facilities ...... •................................. 0 

Ul Treatment refused by the patient... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(g) Treatment considered unsuitable owing to the patient's 
general condition, to the extent of the disease or lo 
other complications............ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(h) Some .other specified reason . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . 0 

Total 0 



The Liverpool Rudimn lnslitute 

Table ::>. 

Patients radiologically treated (Table 1, II, 2). 

i Stage I Stage !! I Stage III Stage IV [ 
I Stages ------ ------
I-IV Number\ Per- Kumber1 Per- ~umber Per- Numberj Per• 

of cases ccntnge of ca~esj ccntnge of cases! centngc of ca.se.~ 1 cc-ntnge 

Total number ofl I 
I patients treated 94 8 8.5 28 29.8 4<1 I 45.7 15 16.0 

With microscopical/ I 

verification .... 87 

I 
8 27 41 11 

\Yithout microscop-
i ical verification j 7 0 1' 2' 4' 

1 No 203. l\Jalignant ulcer destroying the posterior lip of cervix and extending 
on to the posterior fornix. Mobility of the uterus limiled. Ulcer friable and bleeds 
on examination. Clinical diagnosis confirmed by Dr. A. A. Gemmell and Mr. Malpas. 
Pathological report lost. 

-t No 242. Cauliflower growth springing from the anterior lip of cervix and the 
uterus completely fixed. Glands to be felt along right brim of pelvis. Both para
metria show diffuse infiltration not extending oul to the lateral pclYic wall. Patho
logical report has been lost. 

No 2~3. l\Ialignant ulcer with irregular bossed edges replacing vaginal cervix 
and extending on to the posterior vaginal wall for 3 ems. The uterus is compl
etely fixed. There was an isolated superficial malignant ulcer 1 em. x 1/'i em. 
silualed on the middle of the anterior vaginal wall. Both parametria presented an 
ill-defined diffuse injection. Pathological report has been mislaid. 

' These four patients died before the 'end of the five year period. 

Table 4. 

Results of lrealmenl es!imaled after a period of observation of five years, 
dating from the beginning of lrealmenl. 

I 

l. I ~. 3. I 4. I b. i ~- I -~~· I 
! 

Patients 
--

Number Alive Alive alive 
Died of~ 

! Stage of without with I operated Died Lost inter-upon after of 
current ) 

I 

patients recur- recur- failure cnncer sight of 
treated renee renee of radio- disease 1 

therapy I 

I I 
I 

I I 
I I ......... ·I 8 !'l 0 0 2 0 1 

I 1! .......... 28 i 1 0 18 2 0 

I 

Ill ........ ; ,13 6 0 0 37 0 0 

IV ....... ··I 15 0 0 0 

I 
15 0 0 

l-Iv .... ··I D4 18 1 0 72 2 1 

•l-3S2-J5{J 
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Table 5. 

t1bsolute cure rate. 

Nole.-Calcu]ation of absolute cure rate omitted because the clinic was 
not solely responsible for the trenlmcnt of cervical carcinoma in the area, 
which was -·not a homogeneous unit fron1 the standpoint of hospital admini
strative arrangements. 

Stage I ................ 
Stage II ................ 
Stage iii .............. 
Stage IV .•.............. 

Stag_cs I-IV ............ 

Table 6. 

Relative cure rate. 

Number of 
patients treated 

(see Table 4, 
col. 1, I-IV) 

8 
28 

43 
15 

94 

Alive without 
recurrence 

(see Table 4, 
col. 2, I-IV) 

5 

7 
6 

0 

18 

Percentage 

25.0 
14.0 

0.0 

19.1 



I 

I 

I 

I. ~. 

Total number of 

Year patients examined 
with a view to 

treatment 

1929 36 
1930 02 

Total 128 

STATEMilNT FOR 1Q2U-1030 INCLUS!VIl. 

r.rahlo 7. 

3. 4 

Patients Radiologically treated 
examined but 

not trcnled l Stages I-IV I Stage I I Stage II I Stage III 

2 34 0 17 11 

3 89 13 26 29 

5 I 123 I 13 I 43 I 40 

~- I 
I Stage IV I 

6 I 
2_!_ __ 1 

I 27 
1 According lo indications given in Table 2. 

I. 

Year 

1929 
1930 

Total 

2. 

Number of 
patients 
treated 

(sec Table 7, 
col. 4) 

I 34 

o. 

Alive nnd free from 
disease after a period 

of observation of 

Table 8. 

Results of treafment. 

1 A liv~t. wi_tl_l --1-0-J-. c_d_o_f_c __ a-:,-·c-cr_d_u_ri_n_g --L-os_l_s_: ~-~ 1-1 t ~~- - --D-i c-'d_f_rlJ-~1 . -in-lc-r-- ~~· 
recurrence a period of observ- during a_ period of ct~rrenl dts~nsc 

after a period of a lion of observation of d urmg a ~c·noU of 

o I 6 I 7 I s 1 
y cars 

observation of observatiOn of 
9 I 1 o-,-5-IG)718 -; 79'1 eel o+-co:-;-1 -::G'Ic-7::-ol-::8-l.-c-9 '1-:-:I o~ 5TiJ -~ c:-7~,-1 -::8'1-,~"1-:-I-;:OII-5,~-c!~ 6T7Ff9i10: 

years :'{Cars years years ' 

I I 
89 

123 

888 looo 12424124 

1----1-20_-~2-·J '--7----i----:---1~- 158 581 
3sl i I I I 2 i 1 I I I -s2--;---l ----;-1----:-1-----:-1 ~~-~-__,__,__. __ ~ 

2 2 2 I ~ I ~I 0 

2 2 
I I 
I I 

I I I I 
-

I I --I 4 I 2 I I I 
1 Including palicnts alive operated upon aflcr failure of radiolhcrapy. "'' ,__. 



Tallie 9, Stnges I-IV. 

Eualua/ion of results. 

-~~:_· -~· 2. 1---'-':l.'------1--------·1. - -·- ____ __:_5:.._. ---·-~-------.e6.:_. ---·-\ 
. Totn~-Jn~~l-~C~- Alive wil110ul recurrence 

I of patients f\umbcr nflcr n period of observ- Absolulc cure rate at Hclnlive cure rate at ~· 
1 

I examined of pntlenls nlion of (sec Table 8, Lhe t>nd of lhc end of , 
; Y<•:w with n view trC'::tlcd col. 3) 

I
I llo lrcalmcnl (src Tnblc 7, ------~-~---~ ___ -~--c-=~~---,--,--- ---~-~----- _______ . 

(sec Table 7, col. 4) 6 I fi I 7 I 8 I U ! 10 5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 ! I 0 b I G I 7 I 8 I 9 I I 0 !
1

• 

rol. 2) y r n r s \,' c a r s 
,------~----~--~------~,-~--~··-,--·~--·;-~---,--~~------~~,-~--~--~,---.---1 

1 1929 1 36 1 
1
r 

1

1 

! 23.5 ! 23.:,123.5 1 

I 
l9DO 1--9_2 __ 1 __ ....::..::.__-i-- I 28.1; 27.01 ' 
Talal 128 ~-~ --~-- --~- 7

[ -'--1 --'l--7! - 2G.sr-i--l -~--~--



Evaluation of results. 

Year 

'l'ahlo 10, Stage II. 

Evaluation of results. 

i Number of paliculs I Ycnr lreatctl in stngc II 
I (sec 'fable 7, col. 4) 

' 

I 
1929 I J7 

1930 2G 
--·-· 

i Total 43 

Hclalive cure rate afler a period of ) 
observation of , 

~--10-- -·-:5-~, -cG-~j -, 1 8 ·::;---1 -ji)-1 

------+--------;---,.---,- y c a_r:..· .:;s_;---;~--f----;----;-"-Y_e::_' ..::n~r_;;s:._-,--,.--i 

29.-1 : 29.4 II, 29.4 II ,:, 

12 12 •16.2 i 4G.2 
~----l-1-7 1-r- - ~-- -,-, --1 --- 39.5 I ~---,--,1-_.i ____ --, 

Alive wilhoul recurrence after a period of 
observation of 

-5--,-6-,- --7 

5 5 



Year 

1929 
1930 

Total/ 

I 

Table 10, Sf11ge lll. 

Evaluation of resul/s. 

Alive without recurrence after a pcriDd of 
Number of paticnl.s observation of 
lr·eatcd in stage IV 1---:--,----;;-,--:::--,---;;:-,--;;--;----;c;:--
(sec Table 7, col. 4) b I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 I l 0 

y e a r s 

11 I 3 3 3 

B 

Hclalivc cure rate after a period of 
ObSCl'\':1 lio 11 Of 

o 1 6 I 1 I -8-! -9--J-Io-
y e a r s 

13.8 10.3 29 -/-+--1 -· ~---- - -· .. ·- ---·--:---·-t--·-T--;----
! 17.<> I I I I I 40 i 

'l'nble 1 O, Stage IY. 

Evaluation of results. 

1 Number of patients 

I
I Ycnr treated in slnge IV 

Alive wHhouL recurrence aflcr n period of Ticlnlivc cure rate after a period of 
observation of obscn·alion of 

(see Table 7, col. 4) li I u I ; I 8 1 u I to --o--1-G 1 7 I s ~--::-!J-.1--t'co-
. years years 
1---------+----------~-------.~~---

1929 
1930 

Total 

~ _ ---~~--_ I ~ '-----'--~-'~-_0 

_ _.___ __ _j ____ I ___ I o.o I 
• 21 o I : 

o.o I 
0.0 
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(e) 'l'IIE MAHIE Cunm Hosl'ITAL, LoNDON, UNITED 

KINGDOM oF GREAT 13rrrTAIN AND NoRTHERN InELM\J>. 

(Contributed by Dr. Elizabeth I-IuRDON.) 

CANCER OF THE CERVIX UTElJ[. 

STATE~IENT OF RESULTS OF TREATMENT IN 1931. 

Table 1. 

I. Total number of pnlienls examined with n view to treatment 130 

II. Of those: 

1. Not treated (Total of cases comprised in Table 2).... 4 

2. Hadiologically treated (Total of cases included in ~ 
Ta!J!e <!). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 126 

Table 2. 

Patients examined at the clinic but not treated. 

I 
I 

(a) Prevented by disease or death from presenting themselves i 
(b) Seeking treatment elsewhere .............................. · 

(c) 

(d) 

Not presenting themselves for unkno,vn reasons .......... 1 
I 

Operation advised . ...................................... . 

(e) Not accepted owing to lack of acconunodntion or thcrn-! 
pcutic facilities ....................................... 1 

U) Treatment refused by the patient ....................... . 

(g) Treatment considered unsuitable owing lo the patient's 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

general condition~ lo the extent of the disease or to olher I 
cotnplications .......................................... , 4 

(h) Some other specified reason ................ ··· .. ····..... __ 0 __ 

Tolall 4 
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'fable :3, 

Patients radiologically fmt!ed (Table 1, II, :2). 

' ' Stage I Stnge II Stage Ill Singe IV , I Stnges 

I 
----- --------- --~------ -- ------·--' 

I 1- -IV Nnmberi Per- Numbori Per· X'mu!Jcrl Pt>r- XmulJor: Per- [ 
I of cn.scs! ccutnge of tnses

1 
ccntn~~.: of cnse::q ceutugt , of cnsc.s. cent age, 

! I ' 
Total number of i i I i ; 

I patients treated I 126 9 r 7.1 20 li).(J 75 I 5U.5 22 17.[) I 
~ 

' 
I 

With microscopical I 
I I •)0) 126 9 20 75 verification ... 'I I 4• 

I I \Vithout microscop-
I 

I I I 
' I ical verificatio-n 0 0 0 0 0 I 

I 

Table 4. 

Res!llts of :rea/men! estimated after a period of observaiion of five years, 
dating from the beginning of treatment. 

l. 1 :L :::. -1. .1, .- -------'------ ---- - ---- --
1 'atieuls 

nli\'e 1 

t l I D' l 
i Numl.Jer • Alive Alive 

Stngc of I wilhout wilh opera C( 
I 

lCC 
i patients recur- l upon after• of recur-

l failure I i treated 
1 

renee renee cancer 

I 
I of radio-

I therapy 

I . 

II. 

III 

_,_ 

.. 
..... 
. . . . :I ~ 

20 

li I 0 0 2 
12 0 0 7 

.... . . . .. 
I j\' 

1-l 

.. 
\' 

.. .... 
... ,. 

75 
2:t 

I 126 
' 

23 1 
I 

0 :,1 
1 0 0 20 I 

42 I 1 i 0 80 

6. 

Lost 
: sight of 
' 

I 

0 

0 

0 
0 

! 0 
' 

I 

_':_:_____ I 
I I 
I Died of 

I inter-
currenl 
disease 

1 

I 
1 

0 

1 

I 3 



ihc J/arie Curie Hospital, London 

Table .). 

Absolute wre rate. 

Total number of cases (sec Table 1, 1) 

Alive wilhoul recurrence five :ycnrs after lhe beginning of 
trcntmeut ('cc Table 4, col. :.!. stages I-IV) ............... . 

.Absolu Lc cure rule ................................ . 

Tallie 6. 

Relative cure rate. 

130 

·12 

3:!.:J % 

l\um!Jcr of 
pnlienls treated 

(sec Table 4, 
col. 1, I-IV) 

Alive without 
recurrence 

(sec Table 4. 
col. 2, I-IV) 

J>ci-ccntnge 

Stage I ............ 9 6 

St<1gc II ................ 20 12 60.0 

Slage Ill ................ 75 23 30.1 

Stage IV . ' ......... ' ... 2~ 1 4.5 

Stages I-IV ........... 126 42 33.!1 

5i 



8'fA'l'llMENT FOR OcTOB!llt 1025-1930 INCLUSIVE. 

Tal>le 7. 

I. 2. B. ·!. 
-

Total number of Patients Hadiologically treated 

Year 
palicnls examined cxa1nincd but 

with a view to not trcnted 1. Stages I-IV I Stage I I Stage 11 I Stage ![! I Stage IV treat.Jncnl -
I 1!125} 74 1 73' 2 10 50 I 11 1926 

1927 59 2 57 1 9 I 28 19 

I 
1928 ss 2 86 7 18 I 46 1fl 
!929 110 0 110 4 

---- i ____ 
Ill 

i 
70 20 

I I 142 
6 1B6 6 32 Sl 17 ! 1~30 

' ---473 --I ----· 
I ! 

--- -- ------ -- --- ----
' Total 11 462 20 S;j I 275 I 82 I 

1 According to indications given in Tnble 2. 
' Cases treated October 1st, 1925·-Jnnuary lsl, 1926: 14. Cases lr(~ntccl January 1st~ 19213-·January 1st, 1~27: !i~. 

'l'able 8. 
Resulls of treatment. 

5. I "· 7. ----------------------------------------
Die(l from inter-

___ 1. ____ _::.2:_. --1-------3'-. _____ , ____ __:4::_. __ --

Alive withoul 1 Alive with 
Number of recurrence recurrence Died. of cnncer during Lost sight of 

current cliseas(': n pcrio(l of obscrv- during n period of 
nlion of olJscrvation of dHring a pcdo<l of 

observation of 
patients after a period of after a period of 
trcntcd obscrvo'lti-on or observation of Year 

(see Table 7, --o-5 -.1~::.:G=,:.:I ~7 -=-T1 =:8e71 -;,:U:,I-:-1;;-0 1 6[-u 171 sj\1[lo 

I col. •1) I 
192<>} II. 73 2 I 
1921; 

1927 ' 57 
I 1928 I 86 

1929 1 110 
1930 136 

years years years 

22118117 16 16 15 

lf> 15' 15 14 u 
36 32131 28 

;~ ~t 1

32
1 i 

0 I 0 0 i u 0 0 I !'J 1 I :1411 M . 51 5-11 f>4 

1 0 0 0 0 'll 42 42 4:3 43 ' 
1 o o o 10 on 

7
r,
6
< :,;, 

1

. : 

0 1 0 ' 72 7:, 
I I I . I 1 0 I ' 78 80 I . 

years y cars 

i ' I I I I I ' I 
0'11]1] 1110 0121213 

oio oloiol ol'olo o o: 
0'1 113. I a olo o I 
o.o 1. I 010•1 
1 I 4 I I I 0 I ] I I I I 

I 
I 

-·. -

<~I I I I I 29!] I I I ~--~--~-~--or-~-~ 1-1 , 462 l1n,l I I I Total 
1 Including pnlicnls alive opcrnled upon arLcr failure of radiotherapy. 
• Cases treated October 1st, 1926-Janunry 1st, 1926: 14. Cases lrcalc<l January lsl, 1926-January 1st. 1927: G9. 



Table 9, Stages I-IV. 

Evallla!ion of reslllfs. 

l. 2. 

Year 

3. I 
Number 

of pnlicnts 
treated 

·1. 

Alive without recurrence 
aflcr a period of ohscrv

:llion ofl (sec Table 8, 
col. 3) 

, I ". _ __':': _____ -·---- -~ 

Absolute cm·c rate at Ht.~l:ltivc cure rnle al 
the end of the end of 

Tolnl numllcr 
of patients 
examined 

wilh a view 
to treatment 

I 
(sec Tnble 7, 

col. 2) 

(sccc~~~~)c 7• -/, .....,.1-u,-· -.l--::::7-..l-,8""1--::::~·-,-1 ..,.,-=-o --=-o ·-,-1 -:u-..1--=-, 'lc-c~-..I-V-,-,I--:-1-::-0 5 lli_l_7 1-s-T!l -l.lU 
years year~ years 

15 29.7i 2-1.3 23.0,21.6 21.6,20.:11301124.7123.3: 2!.9121.9 20.5 

2'412"' z·' 237 og-1 126'0 1 9 •>·) "6'"19•11' 1 91" ·Q, .l.':l :J,•t . -• I I .t) ... u.•J .., .;) ,.. . ), ... ·_ .u 

40.9186.4 35.2 31.8 1 4Uii 37.2! So.ols2.1il 
134 ~~ ao.9 21>.1 I' 1 ru.o/ ao.n 2lul' / 

l:~:~i :l~.!)l I : I ~iii :li:ol--i -~· T -I 

1925} 74 73' 22118 ll71!G 161 1\!26 

19~7 59 57 15 15 1fl 114 14 
1928 88 86 36(1)32(1)31(1)28(1) 

1929 I 110 110 3R(l) 34(1) 32(1)1 I' 

,~:~~~ --:-~:---~t---":~:.:..:--11~~<t'1( 1 )l \ I 
1 'Tlic number of cases in which microscopical verification wns not obtnincd is cnU~rcd in brackets after the prindp:1l 

figures in eolumn 4. Fmm and including HX30 a dct:1ilccl description of such (':tst•s will be found in previous annual reports. 
2 Cases lrratccl October lsl, 1~25-Janunry 1st, 1926: 1,1. C:.1scs lrealcd .J:umary lsl, 1~2()-January 1st~ 19~7: 59. 



~rahle :l 0, Stngc I. 

Eualua/ion of rcsulls. 

AliYc wilhout recurrclicc after a period of I n.clntivc cure rnlc afler a period o[ 
Number of palicnts observation of obst•rvation of 

Year [rented in stage I -~---.--::---.-;;--;----;;-,-----;;-.---c-c:- __ ·--;;-,--,;--,-;;---.---;;-,--;-;.--
(sec Table 7, col. 4) 5 I G I 7 I 8 I D I 10 j ;, I G I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 I 

1~25[ 
1~26 j 

192i 

1928 
1929 

1~30 

I 

I 

2 

1 

7 

4 

G 

2 

I 

6 

l ~ I 

0 -
1 

5 

years yc:lrs 

2 
G-+-1 -,I__,,~, ---:--1 

2 I 
1 I 5 

I 
I i I 
I I __ , ___ I 

1 

Total I - 20 · --j· 1s-l I --!;c,:o 1--T 

Year 

1925[ 
1926 I 
1927 

1928 

1929 

1930 

Total 

Ta blo l 0, Stng·p II. 

Eualualion of resu/ls. 

I Number of palients 
treated in stage. II I (sec Table 7, col. 4) 

Alive without recurrence [tflcl' a period of 
observation of 

Hclativc eur\! rate aflcr a pcrioLl of 
observation of 

o I G I 7 I s 
y e a r s 

10 b G 

I 10 I G I 5 I 

I ' ' I' 

9 5/5 55 5 I~ 

7 8 I !fl 
)·- c a r s 

18 11 9 9 8 IJl.l 50.0 I iiO 0 44A 

1G 12 10 I 10 I I 75 ~ i 62 .. 5l' 62.5 
1
· I 

32 21 20 I G5.1J I 62.5 
__ _:_85'----l-...:..:55:..__;-.1 ___:_:_::_ __ ,lc----~---~ --~---. 61:;-r-- -~ - --:--~- -,-. --



I 

Ycnr 

l92!'l} 
1926 
1927 
1928 
1~29 

J9:lo 

Year 

1~125 ~ 
I!J:!G j 

1927 

1928 
1929 

19;}0 

Tolal 

I 
I 

Number of palients 
lrealcd in stnge IIr 
(sec Table 7, col. 4) 

50 

28 

Table 10, Stage III. 

Evaluation of results. 

Alive wilhoul recurrence afler n period of 
obscrvn!ion of 

14 

9 

--- -:;---,------;;-~,-I G I ; I g 
y c a r s 

111 11 I 

' 

10 

10 1 9 

46 16 
9 

15 

IS 

~~ 

9 

15 

10 

s 
13 

s I 

•o I 2.) , 

- - -2~~- --~~~~-: 
'J'able 10, St:ag·e IY. 

Evaluation of results. 

Number or patients 
Alive wi-thout recurrence aflcr a period of 

lrealccl in .stage IV 
obscn·nlion of 

(sec Table 7, col. 4) " I G I i I 8 I 0 I 10 
y e n r s 

ll I 0 0 0 I 0 0 I 0 
I 

19 I 0 0 0 ! 0 0 I 
15 3 3 I 2 2 

I 
20 2 

I 
2 2 

I 17 3 ;} ' i I I . --- -- --- --~- ·-·· ---------- - - --

82 8 ' ' ' I ' ' I ' 

Helalh•c cure rate after n period of 
observation of 

;; I G i i I 8 I 9 I 10 

28.0 : 22.0 1 

00 '1 I 3·> 1 I 
~~:R ! 3~:61 
28.G I, 25.71 
33.3 29.6 

31.3 i i 

-

y c n r s 

22.0 

32.1 
32.6 

22.9 

20.0 1 ~0 0 

28.6 28 G 

28.3 

. 

lkhltivc cure ralc aflrr n period 
observation of 

·-
[I I G I 7 I 8 I 8 I 

y c a r s 

I 
! 

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

I 

0.0 
20.0 20.0 

I 
13.3 13.3 

10.0 I 10.0 10.0 I 
I ; 

17.6 17.6 ! ; i 
-~----

18.0 

or 

10 

. --- ---------
! I I 9.8 ' ' 
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(f) RADIUM CENTRE FOR CARcmmrA OF THE UTERUS, 

LoNDON CouN'rY CouNCIL, UNITED Kr.NGno;l! OF GREAT 

BHITAIN AND N OHTHEHN In ELAND. 

(Contributed by Sir Comyns BERKEI.EY.) 

CANCER OF THE CERVIX UTERI. 

STATE~!ENT OF RESULTS OF TREATMENT IN 1931. 

Table 1. 

I
I. Total number o( patients examined with a view to treatment I 

ll. 01 those: 

I l. Not treated (Total ol cases comprised in Table 2) .. 

· i 2. Radiologically treated (Total of cases included in 
! Table 3) ...................................... .. 

Table 2. 

Patients examined at the clinic but not treated. 

96 

9 

87 

(a) Prevented by disease or death !rom presenting themselves.. 0 

(b) Seeking treatment elsewhere . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

\ (c) Not presenting themselves for unknown reasons . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(d) Opcrntion advised ..................................... . 

(e) Not accepted owing to lack Of nccomuUalion or thera-
peutic facilities . . .. . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . .. . . () 

({) Treatment re!u,ed by. the palienl . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . .. 1 

(g) Treatment considered unsuitable owing to the patient's 
general condition, lo the extent or the disease or to other 
con1plications .................... ~... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7 

(h) Some other specified reason .. . .. . .. .. .. . . .. .. . .. . . .. . .. .. 0 

Total 9 
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'.rable :3. 

Patienls radiologically treated (Table 1, II, 2). 

1

1 Stages Stage 1 -~~age II_ -~tagc III Stage IV 

l-1 V ~umbcr'l Per- Number rcr- Xnmhcrl Pc-;.- ~umber[ Per
of cases cento.gc of cttse"li centngc of ClHICSi CCiltagc or _cases cC'ntagc 

Total number of~ 1
1 I I I 

I patients trcate.d 87 4 4.6 27 31.0 37 42.5 19 21.8 

\Vith microscopical 
verification . . . . 86 4 I 27 I 3G 19 

\Vilhout microscop-[ I 
ical verification . 1 1 0 0 1 0 

1 This patient died before tile end of the five year period. 

Table 4. 

Results of treatment estimated after a period of observation of five years, 
dating from the beginning of treatment. 

1. I i. I a I 4 I f>. I li. I 7. 

I Patients I I 
Number Alive Alive 

alive 
1 Died of operated Died 

Stage of without wilh 
upon after\ of Lost inter-

patients recur- recur- fnilurc cancer sight of currcnl 
treated renee renee of radio- disease 

I i therapy . 

I .......... ·1 I 1 0 0 2 

I 
1 0 

II .......... 27 
I 

3 0 0 23 1 0 

Ill ......... ' 37 7 0 0 

I 

30 0 0 

IV ......... I 19 0 0 0 19 0 0 

1-l\' ...... 87 11 0 0 71 2 0 



64 Hadium Centre for Carcinom<l of the U/cms, London 

'Table 5. 

Absolute cure rate . 

. !Total number of cases (see Table 1, I) ...................... ! D6 

I 

Alive withoul recun-ence five years after the beginning of I 

I 

treatment (see Table 4, col. 2, stages I-IV) .............. . ll 

Absolute cure rate .............. , •........................ 11.5 % 

Tnllle 6. 

Relative cure rate. 

I 
Number of 

patienls treated 
1 (see Table <1, 

Aii\·c without 
recurrence 

(sec Tahle '1, 
col. 2, I-IV) 

Percentage 

! col. 1, I-IV) 

1----~----~----
Slage I ................ · 4 

Stage II ................ 27 3 11.1 

Stage Ill ................ 37 7 18.9 
Stage IV ................ 19 0 0.0 
Stages l-lV . . . . . . . . . . . . 87 11 12.6 



STATEMENT FOR 1928-1930 INCT.USIVE, 

Table 7. 

I. 2. 3. •1. 

Total number of Patients Radiologically treated 
Year patients examined examined but with a view to not treatecl 1 

Stages I-IV I ' Stage II I Stage Ill I Stage IV trealmenl Stage I I I 

1928 I 21 1 20 1 6 I 9 ·1 

1929 83 10 73 G 12 

I 
30 25 

1930 66 9 57 3 24 18 12 
--------- ·- --- -------·--- ------ ---- -----

' Total 170 20 150 I 10 i ·I~ I 57 I 41 I 

1 According to indications given in Table 2. 

Table 8. 

Results of lrealmenl. 

l
_::..:_l·_:'---'2:.:_· __ 1 ____ .::..:s. ____ l----·1 ___ 11----""'--· ----1---"..:.'·---1----'-7''------1 

Alive without Alive with Died from inter-
N b r Died of cancer durinc Lost si(!'hl or 
i um cr o recurrence recurrence '-' ..... current disease 

t . nl a 11criod of obscrv- durinbrr n lJCriod of pa Ie s after a period of after a period of durinrrb a [JCriod of 
t t ,1 ation of observation of Year rea Cu observation of observation of observation of 

(sec Table 7• l--,--6 'I ::oG'-';1=7~1 7s-:.,1-,9"7ci t"'o·l--co'l.-cG I 7 I s I 9 Ito 5-1 G 1 7 I s I 9 110 51 G 1 71 s i 9 i 10 5f6T7T8T!lf1o 
I eo!. 4l y c n r s y e n r s y e n r s 

1928 20 I 2 18 18 IS 

1929 73 12 59 61 63 
46 46 

123; I I 
1930 1-- fl7 10 ------- --·--
Tolal 1 150 9-jl 

~- I 

18 0 0 

2 3 

1 1 

I I 31 

years 

0 

3 

years 

I o o o o 
0 0 0 
0 I 0 

-·-----
I I I 01 I 

- i 

0 -



1. 2. 3. 

I Total number 
of Patients Number 
examined of patients 

YC'ar with a view treated 
to treatment (sec Table 7, 
(sec Table 7, col. 4) 

col. 2) 

1928 I 21 I 20 I 
1929 83 73 

1930 66 57 

Total 170 150 

Table 9, Stages 1-IV. 

Evaluation of results. 

1. 5. 

Alive 'vithou t recurrence 
after n period of observN Absolute cure rnte at 

ntion of (sec Table 8, lhe end of 
col. 3) 

~-, 
I I I I I I 0 I 6 7 8 9 10 5 6 7 I 8 I 9 I 
year s y cars 

2 2. 2 2 I 9.519.5 9.5 9.5 

12 9 7 14.5 10.8 8.4 

10 10 1 <>.2115.2~ 
24 I I I I I 

I 

I I I I H.II 

I 
6. 

Relative cure rate at 
the end of 

10 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 
yen rs 

lw.o 10.0 10.0 10.0 

15.4 12.3 9.6 
17.5 17.5 

lGol I I I I 

-c .., 

c -



I Number of patients 
Year treated in stage I 

(see Table 7, col. 4) 

1928 1 

1929 6 
1930 3 

Total I 10 

I Number of patients 
I Year treated in stage II 
I 
' (see Table 7, col. 4) 
I 

1928 6 I 
1929 12 
1930 2<1 

~-

Total I 42 

Table 10, Stnge I. 

Evalllafion of results. 

Alive wilhout recurrence after a period of 

5 I 

1 
2 
2 

5 I 

observation of 

6 I 7 I 8 I u 
y c n r s 

1 1 I 

2 2 

2 

I I I 

Table 10, Stnge TI. 

Evalllafion of results. 

I 10 
' 

' I 

Alive wilhou l recurrence after n period of 
observation of 

5 I 6 i 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 I 
y cars 

0 0 0 0 

3 2 2 

5 ,, ___ , __ 
8 I I ' I I I 

Hcblivc cure ralc after a period or 

I observation of 

b I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 i ~n ' ycnrs I 

I I I 

I 
I 

I 

j I 
I I 

~----

I I I I I 

Rclntive=curc rate after a period of 
observation of 

i> I 6 i 7 I 8 ' 9 I 10 I 
years I 

I 
20.8 20.8 I 
mo I I I I I 

-.. 
0 ., 

c ...... 



Number of patients 
Year treated in stage Ill 

(see Table 7, col. •1) 

I 1928 9 I 
1929 30 
1930 IS 

Total/ 57 

Number of patients 
Year treated in stage IV 

(sec Table 7, coL 4) 

1928 4 

1929 25 
1930 12 

Total I 41 

Table 10, Stage Ill. 

Eualnalion of resulls. 

Alive without recurrence after a period of 
observation of 

Relative cure rate after n period of 
observation of 

5 I 6 I -7--1 -8~1 ~9 -1-Io-o--1 ~o-17 -;- 81--li--1-Io--

I 

6 
1 

8 I 

y c a r s 

1 1 1 

4 3 

1 ' 

I I ' I 

Table 10, Stage IV. 

Evalua!ion of resulls. 

Alive without recurrence after a period of 
observation of 

--

" I 6 I 7 I 8 I ~ I 10 
y c a r s 

0 0 0 0 

1 1 0 
2 2 

3 I I ' I I I 

y e a r s 

I 
20.0 13.3 10.0 

5.6 5.6 

14.0 I I I 

Relative cure rate after a period of 
observation of 

5 I G I 7 I 8 ! 9 I 10 
y e a r s 

! I 

I 
4.0 4.0 0.0 

-

I 
I I 

7.3 I I I I i 

"' -. 
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(g) TnE INSTITUT nu CANCEn, .PARIS, l<'nANCE. 

(Conlributccl by Dr. SmoNE LABOUDE.) 

CANCER OF THE CERVIX UTERI. 

STATEMENT OF RESULTS OF TtUlATMENT IN 1031. 

Table :1. 

I. Total number o! patients examined with a view to treatment 111 
i II. Of those: 

1. Not treated (Total of cases comprises in Table 2) • . 28 

2. Radiologically treated (Total ol cases included in 
Table 3)........................................ 83 

Table 2. 

Patients examined at I he clinic but not treated. 

(a) Prevented by disease or death from presenting themselves 0 

(b) Seeking treatment elsewhere . . . . . . . . .. .. . . . . . . . .. . . .. . . .. 0 
(c) Not presenting themselves for UI~known reasons . . . . . . . . . . 3 
(<I) Operation advised .. . . . . .. . . .. . . . . . . .. . . .. . . . • .. . . . . . . . . 1 

(e) Not accepted owing to lack of accommodation or thera-
peutic facilities...... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . .. . . . . 0 

(/) Treatment refused by the patient . . . . . . .. . . . . .. . .. . . . . . . . 0 

(g) Treatment considered unsuitable owing to the patient's 
general condition, to the extent of the disease or to other 
complications.... . . .. .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . .. . . . . . . . 24 

(I!) Some other specified reason.............................. 0 

Total 28 
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Table 3. 

Patients radiologically /rea/ed (Table 1, II, 2). 

Stages 
. Stage I Stage II Stage III Stnge IV 

I-IV Number~ Per- Numbcrl Per· Number! Per· Xumbcrl Per-
of case~;~ ccntnge of cases ccntogc nt cnl>cs centugc of cases centngc 

Total number of I I patients treated. ·I 83 9 10.8 15 18.1 
I 

40 48.2 19 
I 

22.9 
i 

\Vith nticroscopical 
15 40 19 verificatiQn .... 83 9 

I 
\Vithout microscop~ 

0 I 0 
I 

ical verification . 0 0 0 ' ' 

Table 4. 

Resulls of /realmenl es/ima/ed afler a period of obserualion of five years, 
daling from the beginning of lreatmenl. 

I. I 2. I 3. I 4. I 5. I G. I 7. 

Patien·ts 

Number Alive Alive alive Died of 
Stage of without with operated Died Lost inter-

patients recur- recur- upon after of sight of current 
treated renee renee failure cancer disease 

I o! radio-
I therapy 

.......... 1 I 
I 

I 9 4 0 0 3 1 1 
II .......... 15 8 0 0 7 0 0 .. 
III ......... 40 14 1 0 22 3 0 
IV ......... 19 2 

I 
0 0 

I 
16 1 0 

I-IV ...... 83 28 1 0 48 5 1 
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Table 5. 

Absolute cure rate. 

Total number of cases (sec Table 1, I) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 111 

Alive without recurrence five years after the beginning of 
treatment (sec Table 4, col. 2, stages I-IV) . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . 28 

Absolute cure ralc.. . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25.2 

Table 6. 

Relative cure rate. 

Number of Alive without i 
patients treated recurrence Percentage (sec Table 4, (sec Table 4, 
col. 1, I-IV) col. 2, I- IV) 

Stage I ................. 9 4 

Stage II ................ 15 8 53.3 

Stage III ········ ....... 40 

I 
H 35.0 

Stage IV ................ 19 2 10.5 

I Stages I-IV ............ I 83 I 28 33.7 



STATEMENT EOR 1921-1930 INCLUSIVE. 

Table 7. 

J.. 2. 3. 4. 

Total number of Patients Radiologically treated 

Year 
p::tticnts examined examined but 

with a view lo not treated 1 
Stages I-IV I Stage I I Stage II I Stage Ill I Stage IV treatment 

I 
!921 

I 
15 4 11 0 1 6 4 

1922 38 13 25 2 2 1~ 9 

1923 I 32 7 25 1 

I 
2 12 10 

1924 44 12 32 0 2 23 7 

1925 38 8 30 0 6 14 10 

1926 59 8 51 0 9 24 18 

1927 78 23 n!i 6 10 22 17 

1928 85 I 24 61 7 10 32 12 

1929 99 39 60 1 9 27 23 

1930 87 7 80 8 I 13 38 21 

Total 575 145 430 I 25 I 64 I 210 I 131 
1 According to indicatinns given in Table 2. 



l. 

Year 

1921 

1922 

1923 

1924 

1925 

1926 

1927 
1928 

1929 

1930 

Total 

Table 8. 

Results of lrealmenl. 

2. 3. 4. o. 0. 7. 

Alive without 1 Alive wilh 
Number of recurrence recurrence Died of cancer during 

a period of observ
ation o[ 

Lost sight of 
during a period of 

obscrv"alion of 

Died from inter
current disease 

during a period of 
observation or 

patients a[ler a period o[ a[ler a period of 
trcnlcd observation of observation of 

(see Tab I c 7, --;;-;; 'l-:6;-c-/ -::7---;-1 ::-8 '1-:i::--l 'I -:-1 u::-1 5 ' 
col. 4) o I 7 I s I ~ 110 

years 
5 I o I 7 I s I ~ I 1 o -:5::-o/ 'u- 'I '7'"""1;-;cs 'I """o'l :cl o~ l-o"' I 6 : 7 i s I a ! 1 o 

11 

25 
25 

32 
30 
51 
55 
61 

60 
so 

430 

years y cars years y cars 

22 2 2 2 2000000 99 9 9 9 9 000000000000 

7 5 5 5 5 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 18 1.8 18 18 19 0 l 1 1 1 1 0 1 l l 1 l 
3 3 s·l 3 3 s o o o o o o 21 21 21 21 21 21 1 1 tit 1 1 o o i o o o o 1 
7 6 6 5 5 4 1 1 1 0 0 0 24 25 25 26 26 26 0 0 0 I 0 0 1 0 0 I 0 1 1 I 1 

10 10 10 8 8 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 20 20 21 21 22 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 l 

9 s 8 7 7 6 1 o o o o o 41 42 12 43 43 ,13 o o o I o o 1 o 1 1 1 1 1 

15 12 12 12 12 o o o o o 38 4.0 40 40 40 1 21 21 2 2 1 1 1
1

1 1 , I 

16 13 12 11 1 2 1 0 I 38] 39 40 41 4 5 5 . ') 2 2 3 4 i I 

18 17 16 0 1 0 3,li 34 35 7 ~21 iII ' I 1 112 ' I II 
22 22 1 1 5~1 fl3 2 2 21 1 

1o9l I I 1-1- 1! I I i I 29ol I I I I 15 i I I i I 6 ! I 1 I 1 - i 
1 Including patients alive operated upon after failure of radiotherapy. 



Tallie 9, Stages I-IV. 

Evalualion of results. 

I 
I. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. 

Toto.] number Alive without recurrence 
of patients Number after a period of o bservR Absolute cure rate ut Relative cure rate ut 
examined of patients ulion of (sec Table 8, the end of the end of 

Year with a view treated col. 3) 
lo treatment (sec Table 7, 
(see Table 7, col. 4) 0 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 5 i G I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 1 1 o 
· col. 2) y e a r s y c a r s yea r s 

1921 15 11 2 2 2 2 2 2 13.3 13.3 13.3 13.3 13.3 13.3 

1922 38 25 7 5 5 f> 5 4 18.4 13.2 13.2 13.2 13.2 10.5 28.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 16.0 
1923 32 25 3 3 3 3 3 3 9.4 9.4 9.4 9.4 9.4 9.4 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 
1924 44 32 7 6 6 5 5 4 15.9 13.6 13.6 11.4 11.4 9.1 219 18.8 18.8 15.6 15.6 12.5 
1925 38 30 10 10 10 8 8 7 26.3 26.3 26.3 2i.l 21.1 18.4 33.3 33,3 33.3 26.7 26.7 23.3 
1926 59 51 9 8 8 7 7 6 15.3 13.6 13.6 11.9 11.9 10.2 17.6 15.7 15.7 13.7 13.7 11.8 
1927 78 55 Hi 12 12 12 12 19.2 15.4 15.4 15.4 15.4 27.3 21.8 21.8 21.8 21.8 
1928 85 61 16 13 12 11 118.8 15.3 14.1 12.9 26.2 21.3j 20.0 18.0 
1929 99 60 18 17 lG 18.2 17.2 16.2 30.0! 28.3126.7 
1930 87 80 22 22 25.3 25.3 27 5: 27.5, 

I Total 575 430 1091 I I I I mol I I I I 25.3\ I I I 



Table 10, St;nge I. 

Evaluation of results. 

' 

Number of patients Alive wiLhout recurrence after a period of Relative cure rate after a period of 

Year treated in stage I observation of observation of 

(sec Table 7, col. 4) 5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 5 I G I 7 l 8 I 9 I 10 
y c a r s years 

1921 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
I 

1922 2 2 1 1 1 l 1 

I I 
I 

' 1923 l 1 1 1 1 1 1 
1924 I 0 0 0 0 0 0 o· 
1925 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I 

i 
1926 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I I 

1927 6 6 5 5 5 5 I I I 

1928 7 2 1 1 1 I 
I 
I 

1929 1 0 0 0 I 

I 

I 
I 

1930 8 2 2 I 
Total 25 13 I I I I I 52.o I I I I 

I I 



Number of patients 
Year treated in stage II 

(see Table 7, col. 4) 

1921 1 
1922 2 

1923 2 

1924 2 

1925 6 

1926 9 

1927 10 

1928 10 
1929 9 

1930 13 

Total 64 

Table 1.0, Stnge II. 

Evaluation of resul/s. 

Alive without recurrence aflcr a period of 
observation or 

5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 
y c a r s 

1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 l 1 1 1 1 

1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 1 1 J 1 1 

6 6 6 5 5 4 

2 2 2 2 2 2 

3 3 3 3 3 

3 2 1 I 

7 7 6 

6 6 

31 I I I I I 

Relative cure rate after a period of 
I observation or 

--
5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 I I 0 

y -e a r s 

I 

I 

I 
I I 
I i 

I 

48.4 I I I I I I I 



Year 
Number of patients 
treated in stage III 
(sec Table 7, col. 4) 

Table 10, Stage III. 

Evaluation of results. 

Alive without recurrence nfler a period of Helativc cure rate nflcr a period of 
1 

observa.lion of observation of 1 

5 I 6 I 7 I 8 j 9 I 10 5 I, u I 7 i 8 D I 10 'i 
years years 

l--------r~-----6----·T--1,-·--~~1~~~~--1,--1~--,--,I~~~--_,~--. 

::: :: : : ' : : : : I I I ! 
1924 23 6 [, i ii 4 1 3 2G.1 21.7 21.7 17.4 i li.4 I 18.0 

1925 14 4 4 I 4 3 3 3 i i I 
1926 24 7 6 I 6 5 5 4 29.2 25.0 25.0 20.8 I 20.8 i 16.7 . 
1927 22 6 4 1 4 4 4 27.3 · 18.2 18.2 18.2 l 8.:: I 

I I I ' I 192>3 32 11 I 10 . 10 9 34A ' 31.3 31.3 28 1 I 
192~ 27 10 9 I 9 37.0 I 33.3 33.3 I I 
1930 38 12 I 12 I 31.6 3l.6 I ! 

1----=------ 1--'_::__:-1 ---=--'----~---o-----;--- -------- ---·. ----- ---- ·.- --- i 
Total 210 62 ! ! \ 29.5 I 1 \ i : ! 



Number of palicnts 
Year treated in stage IV 

(sec Table 7, col. •J) 

1921 4 

I 
1922 9 
1923 10 
192•1 7 
1925 10 

1926 18 
1927 17 

1928 I 12 
1929 23 
1930 21 

Total 1 131 

Table 10, Stage IV. 

Eualualion of resul/s. 

Alive without recurrence after a period or 
observation of 

5 I G I 7 I 8 I D I 10 
y c a r s 

I 

0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 

0 ' 0 0 0 I 
1 I 1 1 
2 2 

3 I I I I I 

Relative cure rate after a period of 
obscrvnlion o[ 

--
5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 

y e a r s 

I 
I 

I 
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

I 
0.0 

0.0 0.0 0.0 o.o 0.0 

I 
4.3 4.3 4.3 
9.f> 9.5 

I I I I I 

2.3 I 
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(h) THE IKSTITUT DU RADIUM DE L'UNIVEilSITE DE PARIS, 

li'UANCE. 

I I. 

I II. 

(Contributed by Dr. A. LACASSAGNE.) 

CANCER OF TI-IE CERVIX UTERI. 

STATEMENT OF RESULTS OF T!mATMENT IN 1931. 

Table 1. 

Total number of paticn'Ls examined with a view lo treatment 

Of those: 

1. Not treated (Total of cases comprised in Table 2) ...• 

2. Radiologically treated (Total of cases included in 
Table 3) ....................................... . 

Table 2. 

Patients examined at the clinic but not treated. 

157 

55 

10.2 

(a) Prevented by disease or death from presenting themselves 0 

(b) Seeking treatment elsewhere . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5 

(c) Not presenting themselves for unknown reasons . . . . . . . . . . 5 

(d) Operalion advised . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(e) Not accepted owing to lack of accommoclalion or thera-
peutic lacililies . .. .. .. .. . .. .. . . .. .. .. .. . .. .. .. .. .. . .. 26 

(/) Treatment refused by the patient........................ 0 

(y) Treatment considered unsuitable owing to the palicnl's 
general condition, to the exlcnt of the disease or lo 
other complications . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19 

(II) Some other specified reason . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

Total 55 
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Table 3. 

Patients radiologically treated (Table 1, II, 2). 

! Stage I Stage It Stage III Slage IV Stnges 
1-IV Nnmberl Per~ Nnmberl Per~ KnruUer\ Per· Nnmborl Per· 

of cnses ccntnge of cnsc>~ centnge of cases ccntnge oi cases centagc 

I I I Total number of 

I 
patients treated 11)2 12 11.8 44 43.1 34 

I 
33.3 12 11.8 

\Vith microscopical I 
verification ... ·1 102 12 44 34 I 12 

\Vilhout microscop~ I 

ical Yeriflcatlon 0 0 0 0 I 0 

Table 4. 

Results of treatment estimated after a period of observation of five years, 
dating from tlze beginning of treatment. 

J. 2. H. ·l b. 

I Patients I 
----

Number I Alive Alive alive 
Died of operated Died Stage of I wilhout wilh 

upon aftcri of Lost inter-
patients recur- recur-

failure sight of current treated 

I 
renee renee cancer 

disease I of radio-
I therapy ) 

l ······ .... 12 8 I 0 0 I 3 0 1 
II .......... 44 19 1 0 20 1 ~ 

" I![ ......... 34 11 0 0 21 0 2 
lV ......... 12 

I 
1 0 0 11 0 0 

I-IV ...... 102 39 1 I 0 50 1 6 
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TaiJlc 5. 

1lbsolute cure rate. 

AVole.-Calculation of absolute cure rale omilll'll hcrausc the a\'ailable 
facilities at lilc [nslilul du Hadium nrc not sufficient for treatment nf all 
patients presenting lhcmscl\'cs~ a numLcr of pnUcnts IH:ing rderrcd l'o other 
anli-cancer rculrcs of Paris. 

Stage . . .. . . . . .. ...... 
Stage II .. . . .. . . ...... .. 
Stage Ill .. . . . . . . . . . . . . 
Slagc IV .. .. . . . . .. . . .. .. 
Stages I-IV .. . . ...... .. 

6-382.J5(j 

Table 6. 

Relative mre rate. 

Number of 
patients trealct.l 

(sec Table 4. 
col. 1, I-IV) 

12 

4.4 
3<1 
1 ,, 

102 

A. live without .

1

1 

rccuncnce 
\Sec Table ,l, 

1

. 

cul. ~. I-IV) 

tl 

18 

11 

1 

39 

Pcn·cntngc 

4'' ~ .J.'Y 

32.3 

~8.2 



STAn:lll!lNT FOI\ l 9 I G -1930 INCJ,USlV!l. 

'rnblc 7. 

, _____ I. __________ 2. ________ ._Bc·---l--------------·1_. _______________ ! 
Total lllllllbCr or Patients Hndiologicnlly treated I 

I Year palicnts_ cxamiuecl examined but. --·--··- --- - ------- -- II 

I. wilh n view lo IIOI. t•·c,'lletl' - -~- I I I treatment SUtgcs [-IV Stage I Stage Il Stage Ill Stage IV i 
i---1-9-J9---25--,--~~~~~S~9----~------2-9G-----r----4-93----t-----4-G--~----1-8-'1----r----20-4----t-----5-9---~~ 

1926 108 20 88 '1 29 41 14 
1927 113 19 91 J 1 33 36 14 

1928 118 24 94 I .·1.61' I' ~~ I ~(7,· I' 7·1 II 

192.9 lil5 3:) 1101.21. . . _I I 00 I ~ 
1930 I 15~-~-----47 -- __ 16 ___ 1 34 ___ 4~ __ L __ _li__ .I 

Total 1.421 439 !l82 I \!7 ~--- :36Z ___ I 4ll I 112 I 

1 According to in<li<'alions given in Tnble 2. - :! The figures of lite ittr.livilltwl years from which these lolals arc derived 
may be round on reference to the First Anmwl Hcporl. 

1. ----

Year 

1919-25'11 
1926 

I 
1927 
1928 
1929 
1930 

Tolal 

:!, a. 
Alive without 

Number of rcrnrrcnce 
patients after a period of 
l rca.tcd obscrn1Uon of 

(see Table 7, 
5 I 6 I 7 ' 8 I 9 I col. 4) I 

yen r s 

I 

10 

'J~ahle 8. 
Resu/ls uf treatment. 

4. G. ---------+- -------~-1 
1 .:\live \Yith 

Died of cancer durin 0" 
rCCUlTGJll'C a period of obscrv-

aflcr a period or alion of 
observaLion of 

5:-6 I 7 f 8 ! -;-;~,;- 5 I 0 I ' I 8 0 I 10 
years years 

493 usl115 1112[107itos1o3 11 u[w s[o 3 :HG 1 ilo3~3553o91364j366 
88 tl01 2[11 25

1

. 25 25 24 4 2 0 0 I () 1J 50 53i 56 56: 5G 56 
94 27 271 24. 23 21 5 2 ,J 1 0 59 621 G2 65' 67ll 
94 ·12 42,39/i 861 211 o 1 3 43 45 45 4ri 

102 ,13 41 39 I I 21 .j 2 491 ,19' 511 I : 
111 52 ,19/ I • 3 l '----'--+--1-~M::;i 58[ I I 

-9~3121 -, i--1-----;-1-l-331 I ! ; I 6011-.-T'I-1 

Lost G_._____ Died fr~~l inter- I 
during ~~i~~~io~{ of current discnse 1 

observation of during a period of I 

____ ob~cn'alio~i 
f>IGt7;S[910 5IGJ7IS::I,IOI 

years years . 

5 ! 5 : 5 I ~ i 7 I 7 
1:11 1 1111 
9; 9. 91. •)191 '"' I "' ""' I ,:.; '"' 

4 4 41 5 I. 

I I 
11 1 ~. I I 
0 I 0 I ! I 

18 .~~---~~ -,.__.1_ 

7 9 iulw 14\ H! 
336GGI7 
1123·111 
335[1 1: 
- 7 s. 
~ 13 · I ~ 

231 ~-r 
1 Including palicnls alive opcralcd upon <lfLer failure of radiotherapy. -- 2 Sec note ;z~ Table 7. 



I 

1. 

I 
! 

Year 

I 
I 

Table 9, Stages I--IV. 

Evalualion of resul/s. 

2. 3. I 1. 
Tolnl number - --- - Alive ~vilhoul. ~~c-~·~n~CJ~c~-

of palienls Number ;\fter a period of ·observ-
examincd of patients :tlion of (sec Table 8~ 

wilh a view lrcalcd col. 3) 

5. 

_\.b.sollltc ('urc rate al 
l he cutl of 

(see Table 7, "' v 10 5 I 6 I 7 1 8 i H I 0 

I _, ______ G; ____ _ 
----I 

Hclative ('lire rate al 
l he end of 

--::-.--c-·c--::-c---c--:-c:- ---
5 i n 1 7 ! ;:~ I ~~ tO 

' 

lt919-2o'l 

lo lrcalmcnl (scer
0
'!
1
\.'l,'Jl)c 7, ·' .

1 

-:i 
1 

.. _
1

-· 
1

.-· 
8

- --,_
1 

- -~~- -- ----

col. ~) y e a r s y c a r s --> 

----~--~~----+-~~~~~-,_----~~--.. -~-;~-,-~.--~--,,----~--~ 
789 49:3 liS I!FJ. 1121107 ' I I II 23.!): 23.!3~ 22.7: 2l.i, ~09

1

20.!1 
y c a r s 

I 1926 I 
1927 

I 1928 

1(·8 88 30 I 2U 251 2o i l 34.1 • 33.0: 28.4! ~SA• 28..1~ :!7.n
1 

113 94 27 ! 27 24 i 23 I I 28.7 : 2s.?i 2:i.5! 2!.5 22.3! I 

1929 

I 1930 I 

11s \!4 42 ~12 sn 
1 

36 ., 
1 

, 1 ~JJ.7 . 4n:, 4l."i vs.s.

1

• I ' 
135 102 .J3 i 4.1 :}9

1 

I I · 42.2 ' 40.2 11S.2 

15s m o2 1 49 : ' 1 I 4G.s ltu: 1 1 I ' 
--1,,1--'21---I~-!Js-2 _, __ st2-l l I -~---~--~-----~-- at.s! I I 

I Total I 
1 See note 2·, page 82, Table 7. 



Number of patients 
Year treated in singe I 

· (sec Table 7, col. 4) 

' 

1919--25 1 49 
192G 4 

1927 I ll 

192B 6 

1929 11 

1930 16 

Total 97 
1 Sec note 2, page 82, Table 7. 

Number of pntients 
Year !rented in sf'ngc II 

(sec Table 7, col. 4) 

I 1919-25 1 181 
1926 

' 

29 
1927 I 33 
1928 47 
1929 38 
1930 34 

Tolnl 362 
1 See nole 2~ page 82, Tnblc 7. 

Table 10, Stnge I. 

Evaluation of results. 

Alive wilhuul rccurrcucc after a period of 

5 I 

25 

4 
7 

4 

8 
12 

60 I 

ubscrvalion of 
------

" I 7 I 8 I 9 
y c a r s 

25 25 25 25 
'1 4 4 4 

7 7 7 (j 

4 2 2 

8 I 7 

1~ I 
I I I 

Table 1 O, Stnge II. 

Evaluation of usulls. 

I 10 

25 
4 

I 

Alive without recurrence after n period of 
observallon of 

- --- ------
f> I 6 I 7 I 8 I !I I 10 

y e n r s -' i 53 I 52 48 48 48 55 

I 15 15 13 13 1.3 12 

12 12 11 11 10 

24 24 23 21 

20 20 I 20 ! 

19 19 I - -- -- ---~--. --~--
-----

145 I I I I 

Hclalivc cure rate after ~ pci'iud u[ 
obscn·at ion uf 

--·- --· -- -- ... -- .. 
5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 

y c a r s 

' I 
5!.0 51.0 

I 
510 \ f>l.O 51.0 51.0 I 

I 
I I I 

I 
75.0 75.0 I 

' ~------. -~. 

61.9 I I I 
I i 

' 
! ' 

Hclalive cure rate after a period of I 
observMion of 

' ~--- ------- ----- -----
b ' (J 7 8 I 9 Ill I I I 

y c a r s 
I I 

30.4 I 
29.3 I 28.7 

I 26.5 2G.5 :w_:) ' ! 
[11.7 f>l.7 I 44.8 4·1.8 4·18 41.4 
36..1 36.4 

i 
33.3 33.3 30.'! 

51.1 r, u 48.9 J.l.7 

I fJ2.6 52.6 ;}2.6 ' 

55. f) 5;,,9 
' 

40.1 ! I 
: 



Tfll>lc l 0, !:·ll'ag-P 11 I. 

Evaluation of resul!s. 

Number of l>aliculs .:-\live wilhoul recurrence after a period of 
observation of 

Year lrcalctl in slagc III '----;--,--;;-----,---;;-,---;:----,-:;---,---;~ 
(sccTnble7,col.4) 1

- 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 i 10 
i years 
----------~-------------7--------~~--~--~---

1919-25 1 204 

1926 41 

1927 36 

1928 37 
1929 46 
1930 47 

37 36 34 

11 10 8 

8 8 6 
14 H 14 

33 
8 

5 

30 
8 

5 

30 
8 

~~ I ~: 12 I 
--~-~--+--~-~-----

101 I I I I Total 411 
1 Sec note 2, page 82, Table 7. 

Tallie l.O, Stage IV. 

Evaluation of results. 

Number of l><"\lients Alive wit.hout recurrence nfler a period of 
observation of 

Year treated in stage IV l---,--,--_--c--cc-·-- ----,-c---
(sce Table 7, col. 4) 5 I G I 7 1 8 I a f-[0 

1919-25 I 

1\126 
1927 
1928 

1929 
1930 

Total 

59 

14 
14 

4 

7 

14 

112 
1 See note ~' page 82, Table 7. 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 ,, 

1 

0 

0 
0 

0 

:3 

y c a r s 

1 

0 

0 

0 I 

o I 
' 

1 

0 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

i l ...... J---~--c---------'----'-
6 I ! 

0 

0 

I 

H .. clalivc <.~urc rtlLC ·after a period of 
obscrvaliun of 

--- ---~----·---- ---- --
5 1 o 1 7 1 8 0 I 

y c a r s 

26.B 
')0 ;_) '-'-·-

18.1 16.71 
19.5 

16.7 

17.61 
, ~~:: I 

37.8 

I lG.:! U.7 
' 

19.5 1 19.5 

13.9 I 13.9 i 

j 0 

I 
H.7 I 

I 
10.5 I 

! 

I
! 37.8 37.8 35.1 ; 

32.6 I ~8.31 26.1 I : I 
34.0 ' 31.9 I I I 

-'2-J-.-6 -'-i --=---'....!lc------'-1 ---!l----:-1 --- j 

Relative cure rate nftcr a period of I, 
observation of 

--~---~---~~~--~~--·--
5 1 G 1 7 1 s ! a 1 10 

yea r s 

1.7 1.7 i 1.7 0.0 

5.-f I 
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(i) rrrm RADlUMHEMli!ET, STOC!UJOL}f, SWE])Ei'i. 

(Contributed by Prof. J. HRnlAK.) 

CANCEH. OF THE CERVIX UTERI. 

S·rATE~!ENT oF RESULTS oF TREATii!ENT IN 1031. 

Table 1. 

I. Toinl number of palienls exmnincd with a vicv·t to treatment I 

!I. Of those: 

1. Not treated (Total of cases comprised iu Tallie ~) .. 

2. Ha~~~fegigll.ly .. trc~t.c~ .. c:~t~~. ~f .. cases .incJ~d~~I ·i·n·
1 

Table 2. 

Patients examined at the clinic but not trea/ed. 

219 

8 

211 

(a) Prevented by disease or death from presenting themselves 0 

(b) Seeking treatment elsewhere . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(c) Not prcsenling themselves for unknown reasons . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(d) Opera lion advised . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(e) Not accepted owing lo lacl:: of accommodalion of lhcra-
pculic facilities.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(/) Treatment refused by the patient........................ 0 

(g) Treatment considered unsuitable owing to the patient's 
general condition. to the extent of the- disease or to 
other -complications . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8 

(ll) Some other specified reason . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

Total 8 



i 

The Radiumllemmel, Stockholm 87 

Table :~. 

Palicnls radiologically /J·ealed (Table 1, II, 2). 

: Stage I Stage II Staae Ill Stage IV 
Stages -···--,----,[-- --
I-IV NnrnUerl1 Per· :NunJbOrl l'cr· Nurnber1 Per· Xu.mberl' Per

of cases ccntugc or en~cs centoge of cases, ccntago of cases; eentngc' 

Total number of I 
i palicnls lrcaled 

! \\'ilh microscopical[ 
1 verification .... · 

211 31 ! 14.7 67 31.8 71 33.6 42 19.9 

211 31 6'7 42 
1 \\'ilhout microscop-1 
: i·cnl verification 0 

i1 

0 0 0 1 0 

Table 4. 

Rewlls of /rea/men/ estimated after a period of observation of five years, 
dating from the reginning of treatment. 

2 3 ·l '" G 7 
1 __ _::__+1-_:_:_----c--=-:_-+---;pc;-a-:-;t,C·ic'-:t"tt--:-s+', --'-'---'--:_-.!--- -

1

1 

alive I I 

Stage 
Number Alive Alive operated 1! Died Died of 

of without with f 1 Lost I inter- I upon after, o I · 

I 

patients recur- recur- fail nrc 1 sight of 1 currcnl 
trcaled renee renrc of radio~ I cancer I , disease 

I 1 thcraphy l 1 I 
i 

I ...... ' ... I 

II ......... . 

:~ ::::::::I 
I-IV .... _ .. , 

31 
67 
71 

42 
211 

15 
18 
6 

43 

2 
1 

0 

4 

0 

1 

0 
0 
1 

15 I 0 I 

0 I 42 

64 
38 

159 

0 

u 
0 

I 

I 

i 

0 

4 

0 

0 
4 



88 The Radiumhemmel, Stockholm 

Table 5. 

rlbsolute cw:e rate. 

Total number of cases (sec Table 1, 1) ..................... . 219 

.Alive without recurrence five years artcr the beginning of 
treatment (see Table ·1, col. :!, stages f -IV) .............. . 43 

Absolu tc cure ra tc ........................................ . 1{),0% I 

Table 6. 

Relative cure rate. 

:-;umber of 
patients treated 

(sec Tallie 4, 
col. I, I-IV) 

Alive without ; 
recurrence 1 

(see Table 4. i 
col. 2, I -IV) : 

Perccnlngc 

' 

Stage I ................ 
' 31 15 48.4 

Stage II ................ 67 18 26.9 
Stage Ill .............. 71 6 8.5 
Stage IV .............. ,12 4 9.5 
Stages I-IV ............ 211 43 20.4 



STATEMENT FOR 1 !Jl-1-1 930 INCLUS!'IIl. 

Table 7. 

I. 2. 3. '!. I 
---- ----

Total number of Radiologic:-tlly lrcalcd I 
Patients 

Year palicnts examined examined bul -- .~----- -- --
with a view lo not trealcd 1 ~t,;;~,~v I i 

Stage IT 
I 

Slage III Stngc IV treatment Stage I I I 
' 

I 
405 ' 235 1914-25' 1,086 61 1,025 102 263 I 

1926 150 7 143 16 ,18 51 28 I 

1927 149 6 143 9 55 I 5:3 26 
I 1928 135 7 128 H I 37 I 48 29 

' 2G 1929 

I 
160 

I 
s 152 22 ! 38 I 6G I 1B30 205 7 HJS 12 ; 60 93 33 I 

Total [ 
-- -------·-

r,ssr, ~)6 1,789 175 I 501 i 716 397 ! 
1 According Lo indicalions given in Table 2. - ~ The figures of the individual years from which these totals nrc derived 

may be found on reference to lhe First Annual Report. 

'l'able 8. 
Resul!s of treatment. 

__ J. __ I----~-· -1--A-l-iv_e__:_:·:_il-h-ot-tl--l ~ ,\ti~:~~~-lt-
Number of recurrence recurrence 

patients afler a period of afler a period of 
. Year I lrcnlcd observation of observation or 

I
I, (sec Table 7, 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I u ; 10 ~-5-·,-G I i I il j!Jjlol 

I
. col. 4) 

years years 
----~-----+--~~~-

1HJ14-2a'! 1,020 jzi6:2o6[I94\1S21n7 LG7lts.!l 1slr2 15. s:_ sl 
1926 I H3 I 85·1

1 

30• 271 27 27 26 3 21 2 1 11 lj 
' 1927 143 36 34 34 ~4 U3 •1 2 I I I; 
[ 1928 128 29 26 ~;, 1 2.J rl 3 1 2l ~~ 

1929 152 ~6 44 43! I. 21 0 0 I 
1930 I 198 :>01 47 I 8; G 1 

Toial [-!--',7:::tl'=-~ 4J2i- I. I . 1- ! . SG, -~-~-~ -,-

·-- -- ~'------1------'G_. -----1------'-. ____ 1 

Dlccl of emccr during Lost sjrrht of Died from_ inter· : 
· 1 r b 1 . n . 1 f currcnl clisense 1 

a pcnoc o o scrv- c_ urmg a p_erto< o during a period of 

1 
alion of obsl~rvatwn of ob~orvation of 

-51" 1• 
1
-s-ji/!!05T6; ·~-8(a]l05]1if'; 1 sf911o\ 

years years yc.ars 

774\7s3I
17941790jsosl

1
sr2 o o I o I of o o I712olzr,1 2fLw: :;s 

103j!08!10'[Ll1lll.ll2 0 010 010 0 2 cl ,1! 4\ ·114 

I I I , ' I 
100!041•10~1105 lOG;. 0 0 0 0 I 0 3 3 B 3i 3 
951 96 99 99 I 0 0 0 I 0 3 31 :'\1 :1' '· 

r~~~i~~lrosl i ~ ~ o I \ ~ I ~I ~~ l'l ' : 
J,ilOGj ·-,- ~~-1 - 0 I I ! I ,;;,' i 1 

1 Inrluding patients alive operated upon nft:er failure of radiolhenlpy. - 2 Sec note 2! TalJh'. 7. 



I 

,I_---"]'-, -/------ ~. ----
1 Total number 

Ycnr 

· of patients 
examined 

with a view 
to lrcal.menl 
(see Table 7, 

col. 2) 

'Table 9, Stages 1--I,r. 

Evaluation of rcsul!s. 

--~-"---~- -~\live wilho:~·t rccurr~;~c-- ----- --~·------
N'umbcl' after a period of obscrv- Ahsolulc eure rule nt 

of pnlicnts at.ion ofl (see Table 8, lhe end of 
treated col. 3) 

6. 

Hclative cure ralc nl 
lhe end of 

l (sc~,;;~'~\ei, ·Ty-,;-,-7T·~-~-9-I-·io ;; 1 .; 1 7 , s i 9 1 10 ----,;-1-iiT"""i·T-~ 1 ii-, -Iii 
years years ye-ars 

1914-2ii' 
1926 

J,osG 1,025 216(7)1206(7) I94(7J t82(7J m(7)/J67(uJ/ w.o too!ri.o:IG.si16.3!ta.4 :u.t'2o.o!rs.n 17.8li.:llw_a· 
100 143 35 

1 
so 21 21 ~~ I 26 2a.:l 2o.o: ts.o;~s.o 1 ts.o 17.:~ 2J.il"2J.0 1ts.n tS.!ll8.H!IS.2 

1927 

1928 I 
1929 

1930 

Total 

149 143 36(1) 34(1) 3•1( 1) 34(1) il3( 1) 2-J.2 22.8
1
22.S:22.Si22.ll 25.2'2:1.8 2:1.8 23.fh:U I 

135 12s 29 26 25 ~• • :!1.5 HJ.:l
1

ts.a,nsf 1 22.<i2o:l!t!l.li!lS.sl , 
160 102 I ,16 44 43 / ~s.s :li .o,2G.!l, ' / lso.:J:2s.n 2s.:1l I , 

1---1 ,.::.:~::.:~:__-1 __ 1_;::..:~::.--:--1 :~~1JI 47(
1

l: __ 
1 

---r-i-- -~i~;,· 22-0~ --~ __ ! I :::~;~1 < i I 1 
I 
I 
I 

1 The number of cases in which microscopicnl verification was no I obtainrd is cntl'red in brackets. afler lite prin<"ip~ll 
figures in column 4 . .~\ delailcd description of these cases will he found in Ada Hadiologiea, Vol. \iiii, 3W3, 1937, and in the 
First Annual Report. - 2 See note 2, page 8n, Table I. 



Number of patienls 
Year treated in stage I 

(see Table 7, rol. '1) 

I 19H-2::i 1 102 

1926 1G 
1927 9 

1928 14 

1929 22 

I !930 12 -----
i 
i Total 175 

1 Sec note 2, page 89, Table 7. 

Number of pnlienls 
Year treated in stage II 

(see Table 7, col. 4) 

1914-25 1 263 

1926 48 
1927 55 

1928 

I 

37 

I I 1929 38 i 

I 1930 ! 60 
I 
--------- --

Total I fi01 
1 Sec nolc 2, p;1gc OD, Ta.blc 7. 

1'ablo 10, Stage 1. 

Evaluation of results. 

Alive ·wilhoul recurrence nfler a period of 

b I 

52 
10 

D 

8 
13 
5 

93 

obscrvalion of 

G 7 I 8 I 9 I Ill I 
years 

I I 

fl2 I ''1 
I 47 -lli ! ·16 

I I I 
I 

0 i 8 8 H 
I 

7 
5 i 4 I 4 '1 I 

I 
7 7 7 I 

13 13 I 
I 

I fJ I ----- .. -----·-·--
I 
I 

I I I I 

Tablo 10, Stage II. 

Eualua!ion of results. 

I 

Alive without recurrence after n period of 
obscrvalion of 

5 G I ; I 8 ! 
y c n r s 

9 i 10 

I 

n.clnti\·c cure rale :1fler :1 period of I obscrvalion of 

5 lj 7 ~ I !l Ill 

y c a r s 
! I 

I -15.1 1 51.0 I 51.0 I 50.0 I 46.1 ·H.l 
I 

62.5 f>O.O GO.O GO.O I 50.11 I 4:J.t> 

I 
I 

I 
I I 

59.1 I NU 39.1 

I I 
i 
I 

I ! 
I 
I 

a:u I I I I 
I ' ' I 

Rclath'e cure rate nflcr n period of I 
observation of 

I 

5 I G I ; I 8 ' 9 I 10 I 

13 

years 

1 / s:; so I 77 I 7 4 
1 

n 33.8 I 32.H :Jo.-l/ 2lUl 
1 

28.1 I 27 .o 

1

·.. 13 11 I 11 ll 11 27.1 I 27.1 22.9 22.9 22.9 I 22.9 I 

89 

18 16 I 17' I 17 17 32.7 I 29.1 30.9 30.9 30.9 I i 
1s , 12 11 r u s5.1 32.1 ~9.7 29.7 1 • 

I I ' i 

_!_~_ ---;--~~--_,1_
1

_

8 

_! ___ i ___ +-i __ -~~:~ 1 ~~-~1_:"/.4 ___ _! ___ ._ ! 

17\) I I ~ I I 35.i I I ! I ! 
One palient ronsidcrl't1 liopelcss aL six years rN'OYcred nt seven. 



I 
., 

I 
' ' ' 
I 
' 
' 
' , 

I Number of patients 
Year treated in stage III 

j (see Table 7, col. 4) 

l9H-25' 40~ 

1926 51 

1927 53 

]928 48 
1929 I 66 
1\)30 

Total I 93 
--~ 

716 
1 Sec_ note 2, pngc 89, Table 7. 

Year 

1014-25 1 

1926 
1927 
1928 
1929 
1930 

Total 

Number of paticnls 
treated in stage lV 

(sec Table 7, col. 4) 

255 
2S 

29 
26 
33 

397 
1 Sec note 2, page 89, Table 7. 

'l'ahle 10, Stage IU. 

Evaluation of rcsul/s. 

Alive without recurrence after a period of 

----
5 I 

61 I 
11 

13 

5 

11 

16 

117 I 

obscrvalion of 
-~ 

t) I 7 I 8 I !J 
years 

I I I 55 51 48 48 
8 I 7 7 7 

13 I 13 13 12 

I 
5 5 4 

10 10 
13 I 

I I I 

Tahle lO, Stnge IV. 

Evaluation of rcsulls. 

----
I 10 

I 43 
7 

I 
' 

Alive without rceurrcncc after a period of 
obs('rvation of 

5 

14 

1 

0 
3 

6 ! 

14 
I 

0 

2 

7 I 
y cars 

!Z I 

~ I 
2 

10 
1 I 

0 
:! I 

I 

9 

9 i 
1 

0 

10 

8 
I 

Hclalivc cure rt\lc artcr a period of 
observation of I 

-- f 
-- ----· 

' 1i I 6 I 7 I 8 !l I l 0 
' ' years 

l3.6, ' to.t t2.G 1 li.!J lUI, JOG ' 

21.6 15.7 I 13.7 I 13.7 13.7 i 13.7 i 
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7. SU.\LMARY. 

This Annual Report, lhe second of the series, includes state
ments from nine radiotherapeutic centres. 

The statements provided by these centres vary considerably 
in respect of the nmnber of years to which they relate ami of 
the number of patients treated yearly in each centre. ·when 
all the data included in them are combined, they fumish in
formation concerning 6,570 patients suffering f1·om cancer of 
the uterine cervix who were examined with a view to treat
ment; 5,672 (86.3 per cent.) of them were submitted to radio
logical treatment. 

The following tabular statement shows the results obtained 
aJ'ter the lapse of five years from the dale of treatment: 

..-\li\'c without recurrence 
AliYe wilh recurrence (including those oper-

nlecl upon aflcr failure of radiolhcr~1py.) . 
Died of cancer . . . 
Died of intercurrent cliscnsc . 

Lost sight of ....... . 

1,491 1 

102 
3,901 

113 
65 

26.3 ?~ 

1.8 ~; 

68.8 ~; 

2.0 ~; 

1.1 % 

5,672 100.0 1; 

The 5,672 patients treated were allocated to stages as follows: 

Sln~I. ~ ill7% 
Stage II . 
Slogc Ill 
Stage IV 
Unclassified 

1,626 
2,417 
1,020 

2 

5,672 

28.7 % 
42.6 ~J 

18.0 o; 

0.04 o• 

" 
100.0 ~; 

Results of treatment calculated for each of the four sl.ages: 

1\"umbcr or Alive Relative 
patients without cure 
treated recurrence rale 

Slagc I . 607 335 55.2 r,' .. 
Stage II 1,626 690 36.3 .. .. 
Slagc Ill 2,417 512 21.2 ~~ 

Stage IV .1,020 54 [1.3 ~~ 

Unclassified 2 0 0.0% 

Grand total i\672 1,'191 26.3 o' 

·' 
1 Includes 17 patients without microscopical Ycrification. 
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The inverse relationship between !he proportions of patients 
allocated to, and cured in thc different stages will he noted. 

Patients examined with a view to treatment, but not 
treated may be eonsidered in two classes, viz:-

(a) Not treated owing to some condition of the patient such 
as extent of the disease, general health, or other compli
cation. 

(b) Not treated owing to some other reason such as lack of 
hospital accommodation, etc. 

The data needed to divide lhe whole saruple of untreated 
cases (898 in number) into these two classes have not been 
recorded; they are available, however, for l 98 cases unlreated 
during lhe years 1930 and 1931 and show that 29 (H.{\ %) fell 
into group (a), 169 (85.'1 %) fell into group (b). 
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PREFACE 

The Health Organisation, in again recording its gratitude to 
all those whose co-operation has made it possible to present the 
third volume in this series of reports, desires to invite attention 
to the rapid and welcome growth of that co-operation. The 
first volume contained statements prepared by six collaborators 
representing the practice of three countries, the second volume 
contained nine statements emanating from five countries, while 
the present volume contains sixteen statements contributed from 
seven countries. Wiele extension of a imiform system of record
ing and analysing data can hardly fail to promote more precise 
assessment of the value of the methods employed in treatment. 

The Health Organisation wishes also to acknowledge its in
debtedness to the Advisory Committee (Professor J. 1-IEY~L-\N, 
Racliumhemmet, Stockholm; Dr. A. L<~cASSAGNE, the Radium 
Institute of the University, Paris; and Lt.-Col. A. B. SMALLi>rAN, 
Ministry of Health, London) for the care and labour bestowed 
upon the preparation of this report; both increase in direct 
proportion to the growth of co-operation. 

(Health Section, League of Nations.) 
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I. INTRODUCTORY 

The Third Annual Report, which is here presented, includes 
statements referring to cases treated in 1932 and previous years. 

The report is still concerned only with cancer of the cervix 
uteri. The preliminary work for widening the scope of future 
reports to include analyses of material relating to the corpus 
uteri and vagina has not yet been completed. 

There has been no modification of the rules or of the Tables 
for the presentation of data, which were recommended in the 
First Annual Report. 

A total of twenty-five statements have been submitted for this 
report. Apart from the nine statements from previous collabo
rators, the Committee has great pleasure in including statements 
from seven additional collaborators, viz. : 

Dr. F. voN BERGEN, Radiologiska Klinikcn, Sahlgrenska Sjukhuset, 
Gothenburg, Sweden; 

Dr. 0. Crrmwrrz, Railiumstationen, Copenhagen, Denmark; 

Dr. F. ELLIS, The Sheffield Radium Centre, United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Northern Ireland; 

Dr. A. DEN HoED, Antoni van Leeuwenhoek-Hills, Amsterdam, the 
Netherlands; 

Dr. C. KREBS, Radiumstationen for Jylland, Aarhus, Denmark; 

Dr. A. A. DIGGES LA ToucHE, The General Infirmary at Leeds, United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland; 

Dr. J. i\JAISIN, Institut du Cancer de I'Universit6 de Lou vain, Belgium. 

Statements have also been received from other clinicians, but 
were found on examination to be unsuitable for inclusion in the 
report, on various grounds which are referred to later (seepage 147). 
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The Advisory Committee on the Results of Radiological 
Treatment of Uterine Cancer consists of the same members as 

previously, namely : 

Chairman: 

Prof. J. HEYMAN, R-.diumhemmet, Stockholm. 

lvlembcrs: 

Dr. ~- LACASSAGNE, Radium Institute of the University, 
Paris; 

Lt.-Col. A. B. SMALLMAN, Ministry of Health, London. 

Secretary : 

Dr. l\I. D. MACKENZIE, of the Health Section of the League 
of Nations Secretariat, Geneva. 

The Committee wishes to renew the invitation, given in the 
First Annual Report (page 10) to directors of clinics and others 
who are interested in this subject, to communicate with the 
Chairman with a view to participation in future reports. 

It may be opportune to emphasise at this point that the imme
diate object of the Committee's work is to promote the greatest 
possible uniformity in the statistical ascertainment of the results 
of :radiotherapy in uteritle cancer, in order that an opportunity 
may be provided for estimating the value of the different methods 
of treatment employed. Such an estimation is practicable only 
if the figures presented by different clinics are, in fact, comparable. 

Comparability necessitates compiling all the data concerning 
clinical material in an identical manner and adopting suitable 
methods for calculating results. 

As regards the former, elimination of all factors which are 
liable to vitiate the comparability of statements constitutes the 
primary object of the work in its present phase. In the following 
chapter (II, A) the Committee calls attention to a number of such 
factors. As regards the latter, calculation of rest1lts is clearly of 
small value unless the material is reliable. 
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Comparability is so difficult to secure that it is essential for it 
to be attempted in the first instance on a simple basis, avoiding 
consideration of a number of problems ,1·hich, although of great 
interest, have no direct bearing on the subject. 

Perusal of the report will indicate the difficulties encountered 
even ou the simplified basis adopted. Nevertheless, the Commit
tee ventures to hope that the method of assessment of results of 
treatment utilised in these reports may secure general adoption. 
The collaboration which the Committee has so far been fortunate 
enough to secure already endows the work with an international 
character; it is hoped that this collaboration will be continued 
and extended. 

Some other problems, material for the solution of which is in 
process of collection and to which the Committee hopes in clue 
course to devote its attention in this series of reports, include 
the following : 

Comparison of the five-year with the ten-year cure rate 
with a view to ascertaining the permanency of cure; 

The question of the relative advantages of "survival " 
and " cure " rates. 
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II. SOURCES OF ERROR IN STATISTICAL 
ASSESSMENT OF THE RESULTS OF TREATMENT 

A. DIFFICULTIES CONNECTED WITII RECORDING THE DATA 

In the Second Annual Report, the Committee mentioned that 
several problems connected with the effort to secure proper 
co.rriparability between the data of different clinics would need 
further consideration and expressed its intention of studying 
these problems in succession. Among those to which the Com
mittee has so far devoted its attention are the following : 

(1) Interpretation of the Term " Caneer ".1 

Some collaborators think it desirable to include in the state
ments only those cases which would be regarded by all patholo
gists as true carcinomata; others may wish to include cases mani
festing a " pre-cancerous " condition. The Committee thinks it 
essential, in order to promote comparability, to include only the 
former for the present. Whether the work can be extended at 
a later stage to include pre-cancerous conditions depends upon 
further investigation. 

(2) Interpretation of the Term " Cervix" .1 

Some collaborators may wish to include among the cervical 
<;arcinomata all cases in which the cervix is involved, even those 
in which it is impossible to be certain of the oriO"in of the O'l'Owth 

b b ' 
for example : 

(a) Coincident involvement of cervix and corpus; 
(b) Coincident involvement of uterus and ovaries; 
(c) Wide involvement of several pelvic genital organs. 

1 F.or the purpose of .these reports. 
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The definitions of the different varieties of utero-vaginal car
cinoma adopted by the Radiological Sub-Commission in 1929 do 
not permit of a reliable classification of such types of case. This 
is one reason why the Committee has considered it desirable, as 
mentioned in both previous reports (see Notes for the Guidance of 
Collaborators, paragraph 2( a)), to revise the definitions. This 
revision should preferably take place simultaneously with the 
widening of the scope of the Annual Reports to include cancer 
of the corpus and of the vagina. 

The Committee is inclined to think that the above-mentioned 
types of case should form specialised groups, but wishes to post
pone further discussion of this matter until the preparatory work 
for widening the field covered by the Report has been completed. 
The Committee thinks it desirable, at the present stage, not to 
include among the cervical carcinomata cases in which the origin 
of the growth cannot be safely determined. 

(3) Untreated Patients to be included in the Statements. 

In Table 2, certain categories into which untreated patients 
may fall are defined. The footnote to Table 2 relates to a cate
gory of untreated patients which is at present excluded from the 
statements. The Committee believes thc'lt such exclusion may 
lead to certain forms of selection, thus interfering with the compar
ability of absolute cure rates, and is contemplating further 
investigation of this point with a view to including all such cases. 

(4) Classification of T1·eated Patient$ according to the E;rtent 
of the Growth. 

The procedure by which this is effected is termed " staging ",1 
the principal object of which is to obtain comparable material 
for the purpose of assessing the results of treatment statistically, 
in the absence of comparable over-all cure rates. It is effected by 

1 For the sake of brevity the word staging is used . in these reports to 
i ndicatc the process of dividing cases of cervical carcinoma into stages. 
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dividing the whole geoup of treated cases into a number of smaller 
groups, each of which eont>tins cases of approximately the same 
anatomo-clinical extent, and provides the only means at present 
available for the purpose. With this object, among others, the 
pr[!sent four stages have been adoptcd.1 

Staging, to be of value, depends upon uniform application by 
clinicians of the rules for allocating eases to their appropriate 
stages. Uniform application of those rules, however, tends to 
be prevented by : 

(a) Lack of uniformity in their interpretation; 

(b) Varying degrees of skill and experience among 
examining clinicians; 

(c) Differences among examining clinicians, in de pen
dently of their skill and experience, in interpreting the 
findings. 

It is obvious, therefore, that staging is open to legitimate 
criticism and it is pTobable that complete uniformity is unattain
able. On the other hand, it seems quite certain that greater 
uniformity than now exists can be secured. 

As regards the first of the difficulties mentioned, there was 
published at the instance of the Committee, during 1938, an 
Atlas in which the four stages were slightly modified, and 
illustrative diagrams given of the stages to which cases should be 
allocate.d. The Atlas was intended as a step towards promoting 
greater uniformity in staging, and was taken only after its need 
had been demonstrated by experiment and after prolonged and 
careful consideration supported by the views of a number of 
expel'ienced clinicians. The Commitce is hopeful that the guid
ance thus given will prove of value to collaborators. 

Criticisms which have been made of the present method of 
staging have led to, among others, the following suggestions : 

(i) That Stage I should be subdivided; 

1 Sec page 32. 
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( ii) That Stage IV should not be limited to cases with 
involvement of the bladder and rectum and those with 
distant metastases, but should he extended to include cases 
with extensi1•e parametl·ial involvement. 

(i) An advantage claimed for subdividing Stage I is that it 
provides an opportunity for demonstrating the favourable thera
peutic results in the earliest cases and consequently for advocat
ing early diagnosis and treatment. The Committee considers 
that this aspect, important as it is, has no bearing on its imme
diate aim (sec page 8). It is claimed as a disadvantage of Stage. I 
that it includes cases in which the prognosis differs too widely. 
In the Committee's view, such a criticism arises from a misun
derstanding of the purpose of staging which is as stated at page 11; 
although staging is useful in a prognostic sense, that is not its 
primary pmpose. 

Further, adequate definition of the suggested subdivisions of 
Stage I would be attended with considerable difficulty, while 
the numbers of cases in them might, in many clinics, be so 
small as to be statistically valueless. It may be added that the 
case for subdivision of Stages II and III is stronger than it is 
for Stage I, since those stages generally contain much larger 
numbers of cases. 

In view of the difficulty in securing uniformity with the present 
number of stages, the question of further subdivision may be 
safely omitted at all events for the present. 

(ii) On this subject, the Committee would like to invite 
attention to the remarks on page 7 of the Atlas. It is true that 
some cases with extensive involvement of the parametria al~e 

more advanced than are some of these with involvement of 
the bladder or the rectum. On the other hand, the Committee 
is not aware of any method of subdividing those cases in which 
the carcinoma has invaded the pelvic wall without at the same 
time disturbing uniformity in staging; consequently, it seems 
preferable to allocate all such cases to one stage, the most appro
priate for the purpose being Stage III. 



In the Committee's view, the stages at different clinics can 
become comparable only by adopting the guiding principle that 
a given stage at one clinic contains the same av_eT_age t~p.e 
of case as does the corresponding stage at other chmcs; diVI
sion of cases in an attempt to allocate to given sta:ges only those 
cases which have approximately the same prognosis is relatively 

unimportant. 

The Committee would like to take this opportunity of empha
sising the desirability of clinicians making a practice, where 
serious doubt arises as to which of two stages is the more appro
priate for a particular case, of allocating the case to the earlier 

stage. 

Finally, the Committee would urge that a free use of the 
Atlas, which sets out the simplified definitions of the stages 
with illustrative diagl"ams, is calculated to promote greater com
parability between the statements of different observers. 

(5) Definition of Certain Categories into which Treated 
Patients fall. 

(a) Alive without t·ecunence five years after treatment (Table 4, 
column 2).-This may be interpreted by some as freedom from 
disease following treatment and persisting throughout the five
year period; by others it is taken to include also those who have 
had recurrence followed by further radiological treatment within 
the five years, but are free from signs of the disease at the end 
of that period. The Committee considers the latter procedure 
appropriate; to regard such cases as radiotherapeutic failures 
would be inequitable. 

It is clearly desirable that those patients only should be entered 
in the statistics who have been examined at the reporting clinic 
at or after the expiration of five years from the beginning of 
treatment. It is well recognised, however, that an examination 
may not furnish conclusive evidence as to freedom from disease; 
some ill-defined pain may prove eventually to be clue to a 
distant metastasis. It is also recognised that practical difficulties 
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may prevent examination at the reporting clinics of all patients 
and that collaborators may feel impelled to accept the opinion 
of a physician not attached to the clinic or even the 'nitten 
statement of the patient or a relative. 

The Committee being anxious to know to what extent such 
circumstances occur and tend to invalidate comparability between 
the results of different centres, decided to ask collaborators to be 
kind enough to complete a form of tabular statement * designed 
to secure the desired information. The results of this enquiry 
are intended for the information of the Committee, not for 
publication. 

(b) Died of cancer (Table 4, column 5) is intended to be 
limited to those cases in which death was due to the cancer for 
which treatment was given or to metastases arising therefrom. 

(c) Lost sight of (Table •t, column 6).-This category should 
include those cases only the histories of which prove impossible to 
ascertain, in spite of all reasonable endeavour, within the limits 
imposed by the "follow-up " system adopted in the clinic. It 
may be remarked that the proportion of patients " lost sight 
of" constitutes one of the indications as to the reliability or other
wise of statements of results. 

* Heporton . . . patients treated in l!J32 and included as alh'e with~ut 
recurrence in the Statement from . . . Table 4, column 2, of the Third 
He port. 

The patient's condition after a period of observation of five years was 
ascertained : 

(1) By examination in 
..... cases 

At the clinic By physician 
outside the 

clinic 

(2) By letter, telephone, etc., in .... cases 

Last examination at the clinic was made 
after a period of observation of 

n1orc I 
than 

•.t years 

I 

2 to 3 
years 

1 to 2 I less than 
years l year 

I 
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(d) Died of intercurrent disease (Table 4, column 7).-Cuses 
included in this category should be limited to those which at the 
last examination did not show any signs of the treated cancer 
and who have died from accident, infectious disease, or some 
other condition which can safely be regarded as unconnected with 
cancer of the cervix. A case in which death is considered to be 
due to cancer of some other organ, for example on the evidence 
of histological e..-xamination, should be included. 

From the above discussion of the difftculties connected with 
recording the data, it is obvious that there are a number of factors 
which have to be considered before the statements from different 
clinics can be regarded as comparable. 

The Committee wishes to emphasise that a slightly varying 
interpretation applied to one single factor may not seriously affect 
comparability. On the other hand, by consciously varying, now 
in one direction, now in another, the interpretation applied to all 
the different factors, one can obtain results which differ seriously 
for the same material; clearly, a similar effect may be the out
come of unconscious variations in interpretation. Such effects 
are particularly serious in small groups of cases. 

B. COJ\IPARABILITY IN STATING, ARITHMETICALLY, 

THE RESULTS OF TREATMENT 

Results of treatment may be expressed either as the proportion 
of patients who have recovered at the end of a defined period 
after treatment, or as the proportion of patients who are alive, 
irrespective of whether the disease is still present or not, at the 
end of the period. 

Two factors are therefore concerned: (a) the condition of the 
patients and (IJ) the period at which·the results of treatment are 
assessed. As regards (a) the Committee believes it to be of 
importance that the condition of the patients, in regard to their 
freedom or otherwise from disease, should he ascertained with as 
much accu:acy as is practicable (cf. page I<! (5) a); as regards (IJ) 
the Comm1ttee has choBen, in accordance with general practice; 
a penod of five years, dating from the beginning of treatment, 
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as the interval after ~vhich the results of treatment may be safely 
assessed. 

At the same time, it seemed desirable to the Committe.e to 
ascertain the fate of treated patients at intervals longer than five 
years. It will be appreciated, however, that the problems con
nected with the natural increase in the number of patients dying 
of causes other than cancer will then also need to be considered. 

Calculation of Results. 

The next point for consideration is the number of patients on 
which the proportion of recoveries should be calculated in order 
to arrive a't the different cure rates in a comparable manner. 

The varieties of rate generally used are as follows : 

(a) The " absolute " cure rate, which is the proportion of 
cured patients expressed as a percentage of the total 
number· e.xamined with a view to treatment, whether they 
arc treated or not. 

(b) The " relative " cure rates : 

(1) The " over-all relative " rate, which is the proportion 
of cured patients expressed as a percentage of the 
total number actually treated; 

(2) The "stage " rate, which is the proportion of cured 
patients expressed as a percentage of the total number 
ht that stage actually treated. 

For the purpose of this report, any of these rates is suitable if 
comparable with the corresponding rate at other clinics. Com
parability, however, necessitates that the samples of patients for 
which any individual rate is utilised are of equal clinical quality. 

The absolute cure rate is suitable for comparing results at those 
clinics only in which the sample of patients to which the state
ment relates can be regarded as random and unselectecl. 

Circums~ances are particularly favourable in the case of clinics 
responsible for the treatment and accommodation of all patients 
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within a geographically defmed area and where consequently the 
clinic, bcinO' perhaps the only one available, is required to care. 
for all pat~nts who seek advice. The Committee considers it 
desirable that clinics organised in this way should state an abso
lute cure rate which may be considered to give the most reliable 
figure for the purpose of comparability. 

There are, however, clinics which do not serve a geographically 
defined area but whose samples of patients may nevertheless be 
considered as random and unselected and hence suitable for the 
stating of an absolute cure rate. Such conditions obtain at a 
clinic which forms the natural, though not necessarily the only, 
place at which the population of the area seeks treatment provided 
it cares for all patients who seek advice. Under such conditions, 
the larger the population served the more likely it is to provide 
a random sample of patients. 

Patients may also form a random sample in other circumstances 
when, for example, their choice of hospital is determined by 
financial arrangements, by nationality, by religion or perhaps 
other reasons. 

In any instance where precise information as to the organisation 
of the clinic is not available to the Committee, it reserves the right 
to discuss the suitability of stating an absolute cure rate. 

l\Iany clinics do not receive random, unselected samples of 
patients. This is particularly true in those localities, for example, 
where several radio-therapeutic institutes are active, where an 
individual clinic accepts that number of patients only which can 
be suitably accommodated, or where a clinic, by not being under 
an obligation to provide treatment for all patients who are 
capable of it whatever their condition, is able to select for treat
ment those patients who for one reason or another are suited to 
the conditions obtaining in the clinic. An absolute cure rate 
calculated upon such selected material is unsuitable for compara
tive purposes and therefore not acceptable. 

The over-all "relative " rate is of value for ascertaining the 
result of treatment for all cases treated in an individual clinic. 
A comparison of over-all "relative " rates necessitates however , , 
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a detailed examination of the sample of treated cases to ascertain 
whether the qunlity is similar in the clinics to be compared. It 
may be that, in a number of clinics, the quality of the material 
is so similnr that a reliable eompnrison of over-all rates is possible. 
However, this will probably occur- only very exceptionally. 

It is obvious from what is said above thnt, in a considerable 
proportion of clinics, direct comparisons of the results of treat
ment ('i.e., by the use of " absolute " and over-all " relative " 
rates) is not practicable. It then becomes necessary to fall 
back upon " stage " rates. 

But, as already pointed out, division of cases into stages 
is as yet by no means uniformly practised. Fmther, staging has 
the inherent defect that each stage contains, in common with the 
whole of the clinical material, more advanced and less advanced 
cases. In this connection, it is to be observed that selection of 
cases for treatment within each stage is liable to occur owing, for 
example, to lack of hospital accommodation, to a desire to study 
particular problems of scientific interest, and perhaps to other 
reasons. 

It should also be emphasised that, since staging is based solely 
on the anatomo-clinical extent of the growth, other factors which 
may affect prognosis and thus vitiate comparability are neglected. 
In this connection may be mentioned severe infection, serious 
disease of other organs, age, pregnancy and other complications, 
any of which may prevent completion of treatment or cause the 
death of the patient before the five-year period has elapsed. 
There is probably a marked difference in the frequency of such 
complicated cases at different clinics, particularly those in which 
selection of patients occurs compared with those responsible for 
the treatment of all patients seeking treatment. 

Hence " stage " rates have a degree of unreliability which 
should lead to great caution "in drawing conclusions. This 
attitude is even more essential when other causes of incompara
bility, such as have been mentioned in this and previous reports, 
are borne in mind. 



-21-

III. THIRD ANNUAL REPORT 

l. NOTES FOR THE GUIDANCE O.F COLLABORATORS 

1. The statement should include cases of cancer of the cervix 
uteri only (including carcinoma of the stump). 

(a) The statement will be confined to cases where the 
treatment planned was entirely radiological (radium and 
Roentgen rays); 

(b) Patients operated upon after failure of radiological 
treatment and alive five years after the beginning of the 
treatment should appear in Table 4, column '1. 

2. The following clinical types of cases should be excluded : 

(a) Cancer of the corpus uteri and vagina; 1 

(b) Recurrences after radical operation; 

(c) Patients radiologically treated elsewhere; 

(d) Patients primarily submitted to combined op.erative 
and radiological treatment. 

3. Only those series of cases in which all clinical diagnoses have 
been microscopically confirmed can, as a rule, be accepted. 

'1·. The following histological types of cases should be excluded : 

(a) Pre-cancerous conditions; 

(b) Chorio-epithelioma, sarcoma, malignant mixed 
tumours. 

1 It is intended to revise, in the future, the definitions of t.he different 
varieties of utero-vaginal carcinon1a. Pending the results of th::t:t revision~ 
the definitions used\vill be those in the Heport of the Hadiological Sub
Commission (Series of League of Nations Publications C.H. 788), reprinted 
on page 20. 
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5. The statement should relate to the total number of patients 
whose radiological treatment was begun during the year to which 
the statement rcfeJ·s, as well as all patients examined with a view 
to treatment but not treated. 

6. The statement should not be completed until a period of 
observation of at least five years from the beginning of the 
treatment has expired in all cases included. 

7. Tables 1-6 are intended for the annual statement relating 
to cases treated in 1932; Tables 7-10 have been provided for those 
institutes 'vhich are able to furnish data ·for an earlier period on 
a basis corresponding to that now being adopted in the present 
series of annual reports. 
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2. SPECil\IENS OF THE TABLES USED FOR 
CASES TREATED IN 1932 

Cancer of the Cervix uteri. 
(Institute) Statement of results in 19 . ......... . 

Table 1. 

I. Total number of patients examined \vith a view to treatment 

II. Of those : 

I. Not treated (Total of cases comprised in Table 2) ..... 

2. Radiologically treated ('rota! of cases included in 
'l'able 3) .................... - ... - . - .......... - .. 

Table 2. 

Patients examined at the clinic but not treated.1 

(a) Prevented by disease or death from presenting themselves. 

(b) Seeking treatment elsewhere ........................... . 

(c) Not presenting themselves for unknown reasons ......... . 

(d) Operation advised ......................... -.-- ...... . 

(c) Not a~cel_lte.~ ~m;ng to lack of accommodation or thera-
peutiC iacihtiCs ............... - .................... . 

(f) Treatment refused by the patient ........... - .. --.-- ... . 

(g) Treatment considered unsuitable owing to the patient's 
general condition, to the extent of the disease or to other 
complications .......... - .......................... . 

(h) Some other specified reason ................... - ....... . 

'rota!. .. 

I 
1--------- .. 
I 

i 

1 P-atients rorcrrNl to tho clinic by mco.ns (c.y., letter, telephone, etc.) which do uot 
allow of their being cxarnincU nt the clintc arc excluded. 

Note: Calculation of absolute cure rate (see Table 5, footnote I) omitted 
because of ____ ............. - ...... ---------------- ------ ...... .. 
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Table 3. 

Patients radialogicalby treated (Table 1, II, 2).' 

Stage I Stog-e II Stn.gciii Stage IY 

f-.~ ------ !·----

I-IV Num~ I Per~ 1\um .. \·Per- Num- Per- Num- Per-
bor of \ cent- ber or cent- her of cent- her of cent.-

I cases ag~ cases j age cases nge Cll$0:-i ngc 

Total number of 
patients treated ............................................................ · · · · · · · · · · ·· · · ·· · · · .. · 

\\'ith microscopical 
verification . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . ....... . . ... . . .. .. .. . . ... ..... .. . . .. . ... . .. . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . ....... . 

Without micro-
s~op~cal verifica-
tion- .......................................................................................... . 

1 Total numbor oi patients treated, incompletely treated patients included-. 
=A dctaHcd description shouiU be given for each cnsein which the patient is u1i"t'e without 

recurrence five ycal'd from tho beg-inning or treatment~ and in which no microscopicnl 
verification has been made. 

3 See note, page 31. 

Detailed description of eases alive without recurrence five years 
after treatment in which no microscopical verification has been 

made. 

('l'he reason why histological confirmation was not obtained should be stated.) 
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Table 4. 

Results of treatment estimated after a period of observation of 
five years, daring from the beginning of treatment. 

Stnge 

_ _:l::· __ f----__:2:.:.. _ _L _ _:3:_:-__ _lll ~-,e·!. 5. 

1\umbcr 
of 

patients 
tt·cuted 

Alive 
without 

l'CCUl'
l'OllCC 

.L\JiT"O 
\\ith 

recur-
upon or 
niter canccrl 

of radio~ 

G. 

Lost 
Fight or 

7. 

Died of 
intcr

currcut 
disease 

::R~~~l:-icd 

renee I fn.flure 

----'-------~---~---~-~th~e~r~ncr:cY~ --~------'-----

. . . . -. -. ---. ------. I -I ..... 

IT ..... 

III ... 

IV .... 

I-IV ... 

1 Patients dying durin~ or as a result of treatment should be included in tllis column. 

CALCULATION OF RESULTS 

Table 5. 

Absolute cure mte.1 

Total number of cases (sec Table 1, I) ....................... . 

Alive without recurrence five years after the beginning of treat-
ment (see Table 4·, col. 2, stages I-IV) .................... . 

Absolute cure rate' ..................................... . 

1 For certain clinics conditions nrc sm~h-c.(J., whCn they nrc responsible· for the treat mcnt 
of almost o\·crr patient who seeks it from a defined area-that tho calculation o( nn ~1bsolutc 
cure rnto has .-nluc lor- comparison with clinics similarly org"aniscd. \\'hen this h; the case, 
the rate should be cn.lcnlatcd u.s aboYc. In other clinics the caleu1a.tion mu.r be Dmiltod, 
the rcnson being r;h'"cn in a footnote to Table 2. In ull clinics "Pat.ionts cxnmiuctl ut the 
clinic lmt -not trcatc(l 11 will be distributed, in Table ::t, amon~ t.hc groups there set out. 

~ I.e., tho propor~ion the above number of patients aliYo without rccurrcnco form of tho 
total number cxummcd, stntccl n!:l n pcrccutaqc. 
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Table 6. 

Relative cure mte. 

Number of 
patients trentetl 

(seo Table ·1, 
col. 1, 1-lV) 

A.Iivo-wlthout 
recurrence 

(sec Table .J, 
col. 2, I-IV) 

Percentage I 

Stage I................ . .................. ········ ···· ······· ········· ···· ········ ··················· 

Stage II ............. . 

Stage III ............ . 

Stage IV ............. . 

Stages I-IV .......... . 

1 l'ho cure rate cn1culateU in this wny obviously understates tho results of treatment. 
since a proport.ion of patients will ho.vo died of a causo unrelated to cnnccr of tho cervix~ 
whilst the fato of n further propol'tlou may be unknown. 



3. SPECIMENS OF THE TABLES USED FOR CASES TREATED IN PREVIOUS YEARS 

1-

lear 

HL ..... 

HL .... 

etc. 

(Institute) 

2. 

Total number 
of pn.tients 

examined with 
a view 

to treat-ment 

Cancer of the Cervix uteri. 

Table 7.1 Statement for 19. . . . -19 __ _ ..... inclusive. 

-I. 

Radiolog-Ically treated Pntients 
examined but 
noL t.rcutcd 2 

Stages I-IV __ ) __ -~i~~_! __ l 
'----------~---------

Stag-e H Stage III Sfu'='c lY 

. .... ····················•········· 

1 Jutontlcd for the use or filwso clinics which nro able o.nd willing- to furnish data on tho bases of Tables 1-6 ror a. porioU prior to Hl32. 
~ 1\ccortling to inilicnt.ions gh'cu in Tu.blo 2. 

Table 8.1 

Results of l:reatmcnt. 

___ J. ____ _j_. --- ---- ---'~---------- --co-=-·l,c:·~-;;---
Numhcr ..t\lh•e wilhout !l .AJivo with 

5. G. .. 
of patient~ rccurronco recurrence 

trcatc{l after a. period o[ nrtcr l'L period or 
(sec obscl'vnl'ion of ohs:.•rvnt-ion_Q!____. Ycul' 

Died of cancer Uuring 
n. pm·io(l of 

observation of 

Lost sight of 
during- n }lcriod or 
obscn~ut ion or 

Died from inter
current disease 

during n. vcrioU of 
~Jsc-rv~Li2!~_9_f __ 

]!) 

]!) 

etc. 

·rnhlc 7, 5 I G I 7 I S I U i 10 5 I G 1 7 IS in I 10 
col. -~--~--~- __ ___ ] c a I' s 

--"-"'"'-"-,---;----~ 

.... I .. 

' 

YCU1'8 

.. Jl 
--!··I 

I ' 

-----------
5 I G I 7 i S I D I 10 5 IU 171819 ilO 5 iG 17 IS 10110 

YOfl.l'S YC/t.I'R 

···1···1 ... . ... I 
II 

... - , .... r·· 

! 
1 Tllti'JHled for f.Jtc usc of tho,c P.linie::. which n.ro ablo untl n1lling- to furnLsh dat[\ on Lho bases of Tuble.s t~G for fl..llcdml prior to HJ:.l·~ 
t Tu indutlo vut,icnts alive oporntcd unon after failuro of mdioihcrapy. -· 



J. :! • :1. 

Total 
numbN' 

of patients Nmnllcr. 
eXamined Of patients 

Year 
\\'it.l_l trcnt.c1l 

a view to (sec 
ircat.mcut T;tblo 7, 

(sec col. ·1) 
Titb16 7, 
col. 2) 

l !J .. 

l 9 .. .. ....... ..... .. ··-·········· 

etc. 

Table 9,' Stages I-IV. 

Evaluation of results. 

.Alh•o "\dt.hout recurrence, 
11rtO:t· a period of obsorntUou oP 

(:;co 'l'ablo 8, col. 3) 

G 7 s 1 n I 10 

;rca rs 

{j, 
--· ---- ------

.Absolute cm·c rnt-0~ at; 
the cud oi 

5 I G 7 s I u I 10 

y ca l'B 

G. 

Holnth·o cure rntc·1 nt 
tho cnsl ol 

G 7 8 a 1 10 

;years 

1 Intended for tho uso of thoso clinics which arc abio and willing to [urn ish <lata on tho buses of Tublcg I~G [or a period prior to l!J:i~. r~ 
~ The numl)cr of cases in which microscopicu.l yeriflcntion wns not obtained. should be cut:crcd in brackets after tho priiiCJpctl Jlgurcs in col. ·1. oo 
3 Sco 'fuhle 5, footnote 1. 
-J Sec •rublo 6. 

Year 

19 ... 

l!L ..... 

etc. 

Number of pat.IcntY 
t.rcn tcrl ill stngc 1 

(s~o ·ruble i, col. ·1) 

Table 10,' Stage I. 

Evaluation of resu Its. 

Alive without recurrence uHcr n period or 
obscrvo.tion of 

Holntivc cure rato after u pNiocl or 
obscrvn:Lion of 

-------------co--------- ---------.--,---;:----,-;-:---;----::--c-
5 0 7 3 !J 10 5 G i 8 D 10 

your<:: y cars 

1 InLcn<lcd for tho usc of those clinics which aro ablo nnd willing, lo furnish Uuta- on tho buses or Tables 1-G for a period prior to 1032. 

Note: Similar tables for stages II, Ill and IV. 
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'!. DEFINITION OF THE DIFFERENT VARIETIES OF 
UTERO-VAGINAL CARCINOMA 

l. Cases should be reckoned as carcinoma of the vagina when 
the site of the t,rrowth is in the vagina; when clinical examination 
shows that the cervix is intact; and when there is no ground for 
supposing that the carcinoma is other than a primary growth in 
the vagina. In cases in which the carcinoma involves the cervix, 
the case must be regarded as one of carcinoma of the cervix. 

It would, however, be advisable to classify as vaginal carci
noma those cases in which a small lesion previously noticeable 
on the cervix has rapidly disappeared after radiological treatment, 
while the main part of the tumour is still present in the vagina. 

In those cases in which the cervix could. not be examined at 
the beginning of the treatment, and therefore no decision could 
be made as to whether it was involved or not, the final diagnosis 
must be postponed until the situation has been clarified as a 
result of treatment. ·when, even after radiological treatment, 
no differentiation can be made owing to the impossibility of 
examining the cervix, the case should be classified as cancer of 
the vagina if the cervix and parametria appear to be clinically 
free from growth on rectal examination. 

2. Cases should be classified as carcinoma of the body when the 
site of the disease is in the body, whereas the cervix appears to 
be healthy. 

The clinical distinction between carcinoma of the cervix and 
of the body of the uterus may offer difficulties in a small number 
of cases, such as the following ; 

(a) The uterus is not enlarged and clinical examination 
does not give sufficient indications for determining the point 
of origin or the direction of spread of the growth. 

In the majority of these cases it should be possible, 
without too great risk of error, to classify them on the basis 
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of the microscopical report; for instance, pure squamous
celled carcinoma and adeno-carcinoma with mucous secretion 
ate both types of cervical epithelioma, 

In the remaining cases, which certainly form a very 
small fraction of the total, in which it is not possible to_ make 
a definite classification on either clinical or microscopical 
evidence, the classification may be left to individual dis
cretion. 

(b) The cavity of the uterus is enlarged. It is not 
possible to determine. by clinical examination whether the 
case is an endo-cervical carcinoma of the cervix with 
extension to the body or a carcinoma of the body extending 
to the cervix. Such cases generally spread like carcinoma 
of the body and it is more of theoretical than of practical 
interest to ascertain the point of origin of the disease. 
They behave essentially as carcinoma of the body and 
should be so classified unless the microscopical picture 
contra-indicates such a classification as in the case of a 
pure squamous-celled carcinoma or an adeno-carcinoma 
with mucous secretion. 

Cases presenting difficulty in diagnosis due to complications 
such as myomata, pyometra, etc., should be classified in 
the same manner. 

Note: It is intended to revise, in the future, the definitions of 
the different varieties of utero-vaginal carcinoma. 
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5. DEFINITIONS OF THE FOUR STAGES OF CANCER 
OF THE CERVIX UTERI 

A. Definitions approved in 1929. 
Stage I. 

The growth is strictly limited to the cervitv uteri. 
Uterus mobile. 

Stage II. 
Lesion spreading into one or more fornices, with or without 

infiltration of the parametrium adjacent to the uterus, the 
uterus retaining some degree of mobility. 

Stage III. 
(a) Nodular inflltration of the parametria on one or both 

sides extending to the wall of the pelvis, with limited mobi
lity of the uterus or massive infiltration of one parametrium 
with fixation of the uterus. 

(b) l\fore or less superficial infiltration of a large part of 
the vagina, with a mobile uterus. 

(c) Isolated metastases in the pelvic glands, with a 
relatively small primary growth. 

(d) Isolated metastases in the lower part of the vagina. 
Generally speaking, all cases not falling into Stages II 

or IV will be placed under Stage III. 

Stage IV. 
(a) Cases with massive infiltration of both parametria 

extending to the walls of the pelvis. 
(b) Carcinoma involving the bladder or rectum. 

(c) The whole vagina infiltrated (rigid vaginal passage), 
or one vaginal wall infiltrated along its whole length, with 
fixation of the primary growth. 

(d) Remote metastases. 

Note: Collaborators are requested to be good enough to use the 
definitions of 1937 (see page 32) for the grouping of cases treated 
in 1938 and consecutive years. 



-32-

B. Definitions a.p]JI'oved in 1937. 

Stage I. 

- The carcinoma is strictly confined to. the cervix. 

Stage II. 

The carcinoma iniiltrates the parametrium on one or both 
sides, but has not invaded the pelvic wall. Stage II, para-
11wtrium. 

The carcinoma infiltrates the vagina, but does not involve 
its lower third. Stage II, vagina. 

Endocervical carcinoma which has spread to the corpus. 
Stage II, corpus. 

Stage III. 

The carcinomatous infiltration of the parametrium has 
invaded the pelvic wall on one or both sides. On rectal 
examination, no cancer-fTee space is found between the 
tumour and the pelvic wall. Stage III, parametrium. 

The carcinoma involves the lower third of the vagina. 
Stage III, vagina. 

Isolated carcinomatous metastases are palpable on the 
pelvic wall (irrespective of the extent of the primary cer
vical·growth). Stag~ III, isolated pelvic metastases. 

Stage IV. 

The carcinoma involves the bladder as determined by 
cystoscopic examination or by the presence of a vesico
vaginal fistula. Stage IV, bladder. 

The carcinoma involves the rectum. Stage IV, rectum. 

The carCinoma has spread outside the h·ue pelvis (below 
the vaginal inlet, above the pelvic brim, distant metastases). 
Stage IV, distant spread. 
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General rules to be observed : 

When allocating a ease to a stage, nothing but facts revealed 
by examination should be taken into account. 

The stage of each case should be decided at examination 
prior to treatment, and this classification should remain. 
The classification may be postponed quite exceptionally 
and the reasons stated. 

·when it is doubtful to which stage a given case is to be 
allocated, the earlier stage should be chosen. 

The fact that a single case presents two or more of the 
conditions which characterise a particular stage does not 
affect the staging. 

3 
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6. STATEMENTS 

(a) l\IEMORlAL HosPITAL FOR THE TREATMENT OF CANCER 

AND ALLI.ED DISEASEs, NEW YoRK, UNITED STATES oF 

AMERICA 

(Contributed by Dr. WrLLIA,1I P. HEALY.) 

CANCER OF THE CERVIX UTERI 

STATEi\IENT OF RESULTS OF TREATMENT IN 1932 

Table 1. 

I. Total number of patients examined with a view to treatment 159 

II. Of those : 

1. Not treated (Total of cases comprised in Table 2)..... 18 

2. Radiologically treated (Total of cases included in 
Table a) . . • • . • . . . • . • . • . • • • . . . • . . . . . . . • • . • . . . • • . 141 

Table 2. 

Patients examined at the clinic but not treated. 

(a) Prevented by disease or death from presenting themselves. 

(b) Seeking treatment elsewhere .......................... . 

(c) Not presenting themselves for unknown reasons ......... . 

(d) Operation advised 
••• ~ • 0 ••• ~ ,, ••••••••• ; ••• 0 ••••••••••• 

(e) No;e~~i~ef:~7itfe:i~~- ~~- :~~~. ~~. ~~~~~~~~~:i.~~ .~~ -~~~r~: 
(f) Treatment refused by the patient .... ................... 

(h) Some other specified reason ...... ; .......... ,, .. ~ ...... . 

1 

3 

3 

2 

0 

1 

8 

0 

Total... 18 



1liemorial Hospital for the T1·eatment of Cancer, New York 85 

Table 3. 

Patients mdiologically treated (Table 1, II, 2 ). 

Stuge.! Stage II Stuge III Stage IV 
Stngocs ----

Num·1 P~r--1-lY Num- 1 Per- Num-1 Per- Num-~ Per-
bcr of ( cent- bcr or I C'Clllt- ber of cent- bcr of cent-
CHSC.3 age cases age cnscs uge cases age 

Total number of 
patients treated 141 21 I4.9 I'1 9.9 68 48.2 38 27.0 

With microscopical 
verification .... I39 21 I4 67 3'7 

Without micro-
scopical veri fica-
tion .......... 2' 0 0 I I 

. 

1 These two po.t.icnts died before the fivc-:reur obser'\'"ation period was oYer. 

Table 4. 

Results of treatment estimated after a period of observat-ion 
of five years, dating from the beginning of treatment. 

!. 2. ~- -!. 5. G. 7. 
--- --- --- ---

Patients 
alive 

Stuge 
Number Alive .A.lh·c operated 

Die<l Died of 
of without wit-h upon or Lost inter-

patients recur- recur- after sight of current 
treated renee renee failure cancer disease 

of radio-
therapy 

I ............ 
i 

2I 

I 
IG I 0 0 4 I 0 

II ........... 14 G l 0 5 I I 

I 
III .......... GS 18 1 0 47 0 2 

IV .......... 38 0 1 0 37 0 0 

I-IV ........ HI ,10 
I 

3 0 !)3 2 3 



36 Mcmorialllospital for the Treatment of Cancer, New York 

Table 5. 

Absolute cure rate. 

Total number of cases {see Table. 1, I) ...................... . 1159 
Alive without recurrence five years after the beginning of treat-

ment (see Table 4, col. 2, stages I-IV) .................... . 
I 40 

Absolute cure rate ....................................... . 25.2% 

Table 6. 

Relative cure rate. 

Number or Alive 'ivit.hout 
patients treated recurrence Perccntn.g<." (sco Table ·I, (sec Table '1, 

col. I, I--IV) coL 2, I-IV) 

Stage I ....... - ... ~ .... 21 I IG 76.2 

Stage TI .............. 14 (l 

Stage III ............. 68 18 26.5 

Stage. IV . ~ ............ 38 0 0.0 

Stages 1-IV ............ I 

i 
141 40 28.4 

Data fr~m Memorial Hospital relating to the years previous 
to l!J32 Will appear in the Fourth Annual Report. 
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(b) \Vmr.u'l's HosPITAL IN THE STATE or NEw YoRK, 

UNITED STATES OF Aii!ERICA 

(Contributed by Dr. GEORGE G. WAnD.) 

CANCER OF THE CERVIX UTERI 

STATE;I!ENTS OF HESULTS O:F TREAT~IENT IN 1932 '' 

Table 1. 

I. Total number of patients examined with a view to treatment ,12 

II. Of those : 

l. Not treated (Total of cases comprised in Table ~)..... 1 

2. Radiologically treated (Total of cases included in 
Table 3)....................................... 41 

Table 2. 

Patients examined at the clinic but not treated. 

·(a) Prevented by disease or death from presenting themselves. 0 

{b) Seeking treatment elsewhere . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(c) Not presenting themselves for unknown reasons.. . . . . . . . . 0 

(d) Operqtion advised . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(e) Not ac.cel?te.~ ~nving to Jack of accommodation or thera-
peutiC fac1bties . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(f) 

(g) 

Treatment refused by the patient ...................... . 

Treatment considered unsuitable owing to the patient's 
genet~! co_ndition, to the extent of the disease or to other 
comphcat10ns ..................................... . 

{h) Some other specified reason 

0 

1 

0 

Total... 1 

*The statistical :renr ends :\[ay 15, 1032. 



. 38 Woman's Hospital in the State of New York 

Table 3. 

Patients radiologically treated (Table 1, II, 2 ). 

Stage X Stage II Stage XII Stage IV 

Stages 
Per- Num .. Per- Num- Per-I-IV Num,. Per- Num-

hero! cent- berof cent· beror cent- berof cent-

cases ago cases ngo cases ago cases age 

Total number of\ 
patients treated 41 11 26.8 26 63.4 4 9.8 0 0.0 

With microscopical 
4 0 verification ...• 41 11 26 

Without micro-
scopical verifica-
tion •• 0 ••• 0 ••• 0 0 0 0 o· 

' 

Table 4. 

Results of treatment estimated after a period of observation 
of five years, dating from the beginning of treatment. 

1. I 2. I 3. I •!. I 5. I G. I 7. 

Patients 
alive 

Stugo Number .Alive .t.\.UVC operated Died Died of 
I of without with upon Lost inter-
patients recur- recur· after or sight of current. 
treated renee renee failure cancer disease 

o[ radio-

I 
therapy 

I ..... , ...... 11 8 1 0 2 0 0 

II ........... 26 10 0 0 15 0 ] 

Ill ........... 4 1 0 0 3 0 0 

IV .......... () 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I-IV .. ~ ... ~ . 41 1!) 1 0 20 0 
1 

1 
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Table 5. 

Absolute cure mte. 

Total number of cases (see Table 1, I) ...................... . 42 

Alive without recurrence five years after the beginning of treat-
ment (see Table 4, col. 2, stages I-IV) .................... . 19 

Absolute cure rate ....................................... . 45. 2'Jb 

Table 6. 

Relative cttTe mte . 

Number or .Alive '"i.thout 
patients treated recurrence PercC'ntngc (sec Table ·1, 

I 
(sec Tn.blc ·1, 

col. 1, I-IV) 
I 

col. 2, I-IY) 

Stage I ............... 11 8 

Stage II .............. 26 10 38.5 

Stage III ............. ,, 1 

Stage IV ••••• 0 •••••••• 0 0 

Stages I-IV ............ '11 19 46.3 



]. I ~---- ------ ---- ,1_ - -
I To I nJ mnnbct· 

oC' paUc.nls 
Yl'lll' I oxnmlnctl \\it.lt 

aYiew 
I t:o h·en.tment 

STN!'EMJ.:N'l' .I?Oll J.U20-l!l:H INV!.USlV.Jo: * 
Table 7. 

3. •I. 
---~--- - ----·--- ------- ··- ------ - --- -- ---· ------· 

l')uHonlH Hulliologieully Ln:mletl 
csamincll hnt --------------- -
not treutctll Stug-c~ 1-1 V I st·nf:C I I f:Hagc U J Stug:e fH 1 Stogo 1 V 

-- --- ----- - ---- -- -- ---~------------

lll2Q--2!P 27'9 ll 270 59 JOG O:t lit 

1927' 5I 5 cJ(i 7' IS Ill 2 

1928 •tG 3 •1,3 s 25 4 6 

1929 53 0 53 8 23 Ill a 
HJ30 37' 1 36 (; 13 17 0 
1031 51 0 51 !) 24 18 0 

Total. .. I 517 18 41)1) 07 zoo IGO 24 

1 Accortlmg to mtlJcn.f..Jons grvon in 'l'ublo 2. 
I Tho flgurcs or tho lntlividunl Y'CCU'd rrom which thcso totn.ls Ql'O dol'ivcd may be round on rcforoncc to tho Sccoull Annuu.l H.aport~ 

Table 8. 

Results of treatment. 
). 2. 3- 'L b. o. 7. -- -

Numb or Alive without 1 .A.li\'0 wlt:h Died of crmcor during- Lost sight or Died fmm inter-
of pntieut:::. rccurronco rccurrcnC'o ourrent disease 

treated nrtcr n pct·iod of after a period or a pCJriotl of during n period of during- a period of Yont• 
{sco QbSOl'Yntion of ohscrv·auon of obsonyution or observation or obiiel'\rntion of 

Table 7, .; I Q I i I 8 I n I 10 5 I G I 7 Is 19 110 5 I G I 7 I 8 I 0 I 10 5 I o I 7 Is In 110 5 IG I 1 i 8 1 n ItO col. ·!J YOiLl'S years years YCltffl. yon.r-s 

1020-26 2 270 58 55 52 '19 48 ·tG 8 1 1 2 2 1 189 1()7' 11)7' 11)7 107 190 10 11 12 12 12 12 5 G 8 10 11 12 
1027 46 11 11 10 I) I) I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 32 32 32 32 32 32 1 l 1 1 1 1 2 2 3 4. 'b 4 
1!J28 ·13 13 11 11 11 11 0 0 0 0 0 28 28 28 28 28 1 2 2 2 2 1 2 2 2 2 
1!)21) 53 H 13 12 12 0 0 1 0 38 38 38 31) 0. 1 1 1 1 1 l 1 
1030 36 B 13 12 I 0 0 Ill 20 21 0. 0 0 2 3 3 
11)31 51 14 13 2 0 32 3-1 1 1 2 3 

-------r--r-- -- --r-- - r- r- - - 1- -- -- -- -- -- -- - - - - - - - - - - - -
Total. .. 4\J!J 12'1 11 338 1:3 13 

I ~ lnclndmg pallcnts ah\ o opcraletl upon niter fuilu.w of radiothetapy. 
· Sco note 2, Table 7. 
• M:acll sLp.ijBl-ical yco.r ouds Mu.)~ 15ih or tlwt year. 

+-
0 

~-



Table 9, Stages I-IV. 

Evaluation of results. 

1. 2. :L 
----1--- ---+----------1---~---~ ---5. G. 

---~-- -- ------

Y(.·ar 

1020-20' 

1927 

19:.l8 

1!J2!) 

11)30 

ID;n 

Tulal. .. 

Totttl 
num her 

or pnt.ient-~ Numl)cr 
cxaminell of patient:; 

with t.J'CaLctl 
n. view (o (:';CO 
treatment. Table 7, 

(;;,;co cot. :1) 
Table 7, 

col. 2) 

270 270 

51 -tG 

•J.U 4;) 

53 5:3 

:37 :J(j 

5] 51 

.Alive without recurrence 
uftcr a voriotl of observation or 1 

(~cc Talllc S, col. 3) 

L\bsoluto cm·c rate aL 
tho end of 

--·~ -:--=---:---::--c----::--c-----:----;-c:-,- --~ ------- - .. ~-
5 I G I 7 I s I D I 10 5 I G I 7 I s I D I 1 o 

y cars YCUl'S 

Hclativc cure ralc ut 
the cud of 

y car:-; 

5S(G) 55(6) 52(G)'tD(G)'t8(6J.1·G(6) 20.819.718.617.617.216.5 21.5 20.4 19.318.117.817.0 

11 11 

1a 11 

10 9 !J 

11 11 ll 

u 13 12 12 

B Ill 12 

9 21. G 2l.G 19. G 17.li 17. G 17.G 23.9 23.9 21.7 Hl. 019.0 1D.G 

''8 3 •)'3 " •>" !) ''3 ° •>3.· c ..... ·' ..... iJ -~>. .... . i.J - ..... 

•)G •J ·>.J ,~ •)9 I! •J•) (' ...... - '· .......... u _...,, ... 

37. 8 <!5. l <12 •• J 

30. 2 25. G 25. G 25. (' :25. G 

::?G.• :l-1. 5 22. (' 22. (' 

88.930.133.3 

f--
14· 13 27.5 25.5 27.5 25.5' 

---1----1--- -----1----1---r- --,1:----1---l-- __ _ 
12iJ.(G) 24.0 24.8 I 517 49D 

1 The number of ca~e:; in which microscopical veritlcntiou wns not obtnincd hi cnl.ct·cd in lJrnd:ots after the ptincipnl flgt1rc:; in column .f. 
~Sec note:?, 1Jngc -10, Table 7. . 



Ycnr 

l 920-2()1 
1027 
lfJ28 
1 [)2[) 

)[)30 
l!l31 

Total. .. 

Nlllllllt'l' or puUcnt." 
trcnl-crl in stago I 

(sec '!'able 1. Ct)l. ·1) 

5D 
7 
8 
8 
6 
!) 

97 

1 Sec nolo 2", pngc 4.0, 'l'niJlc 1. 

Number of pnt..icnts 
Year treated Jn stage II 

(sco •rublo 7, col. 4) 

1920-26 1 lOG 
1927 18 
1928 .,-_, 
l!l29 23 
1930 13 
1[)31 24, 

'l.'otal. .. 209 

' -Sec nolc 2, page ·l 0, Table t 

Table 10, Stage l. 

Evalual'ion of results, 

A lin! wit-hout, re,em't'cnco tlftcr n. pcriotl of 
ohS\.'l'Vnt.ion of 

--5 ---~-U--cj--::7---.1-~8·--;-1 u I 10 

Y CUI'S 

30 27 26" 2<J. 23 23 
1 l 1 1 1 1 
(l (l () 6 6 
5 4, 4, 't 
5 '1 '1 
5 .j, 

llclul !vo pure rato after n period or 
obsorvu...Lion or 

------- --· -5~--o-1 ___ 7 __ 1_8 ___ 1 u I 10 
yon ra 

ao. 8 ,15.8 44-.I 4-0.7 au.o au. o 

1---1---1---~--~--~-1---

52 53.6 

Table 10, Stage II. 

Evaluation of 1·esults. 

Alive without rccurronco after a period or Hclativc cure rut.c nftcr a period of 
observation of obsorvntion of 
-~--------

5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 . I 10 5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 I !0 
)'OUl'S Y oars 

21 21 21 20 20 19 19.8 19.8 19.8 18.9 18.9 17.9 
(l (l 5 5 5 5 33.3 33.3 27.8 27.8 27.8 27.8 
7 5 5 5 5 28.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 
() (l 0 (l 2G.l 26.1 26.1 26.1 
(l () 0 
0 () 25.0 25.0 

52 24.9 I 



-

Number of pnticut,-s 
Year treated in st.ugc III 

(sco •rablo 7, eoJ. ·0 

---- --

1020-2(; l 02 
1027 11) 

11)28 •J. 
1020 10 
1030 17 
11)31 IS 

Total. .. 169 

1 Sec no to 2, pngc '10, •.ruble 7. 

Table 10, Stage III. 

Evalu-ation of results. 

Alivo without recurrence nfter n. period o[ 
observation of 

5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 I 

y c a.r s 
-- ---

7 7 5 ;j 5 4 
·i 4 4 3 3 3 
0 0 0 0 0 
3 3 2 2 
3 3 2 

3 3 

20 

Table 10, Stage IV. 

Eval-11 at ion of Tesults. 

5 

7.G 
21.1 

15.8 
17.6 
16.7 

ll.8 

Relative curo rnt.e a.rtcr n. period of 
observation of 

I G I 7 I 8 I 9 
years 

7.G 5-4- 5A 5.£1. 

21.1 21.1 15.8 15.8 

15.8 10.5 10.5 
17.G 11.8 
IG.7 

Rclat.ivc cure rate niter a period or 
obscrnt.tion of 

Year rented in stag-e IV 
I Alive without recurrence after a period of I 

co 'l'ublc 7, Col. ·1) 1--5::----,-- 6 7 s D 10 --;5:-----,--G;,-,--;---:;7---,--8 l:
Numbor of patients observation of 

y cars vcars-. -

1020-26 1 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1!!27 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1028 G 0 0 0 0 0 
1020 3 0 0 0 0 
1030 0 0 0 0 
1!!31 0 0 0 

TotaL .. 24! 0 o_o 

' " -1 Sec note J, png-c ·tO, I able 1 

I 10 

4,3 
15.8 

10 
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(c) CENTRE DES TmlEURS DE L'UNIVERSITE DE BRUXELLES, 

BELGIUM 

(Contributed by Professor J. l\Iunnocu.) 

C&'<CER OF THE CERVIX UTERI 

STATE~lENT OF RESULTS OF TREAT~lENT IN 1932 

Table 1. 

I. Total number of patients examined with a view to treatment 93 

II. Of those : 

1. N"ot treated {Total of cases comprised in Table 2).. . . . 10 

2. Radiologically treated {Total of cases included in 
'l'able 3) ................... ; . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 83 

Table 2. 

Patients examined at the clinic but not tTeated. 

(a) Prevented by disease Or death from presenting themselves. 0 

(b) Seeking treatment elsewhere . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 

(c) N"ot presenting themselves for unknown reasons.......... 0 

(d) Operation advised . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . o 

(e) ~ot accepted owing to lack of accommodation or thera-
peutic facilities . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . o 

(J) Treatment refused by the patient . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . 9 

(g) Treatment cor;s~dered unsuitable owing to the patient's 
gcnerf~:l co_ndthon, to the extent of the. disease or to other 
complicatiOns . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . o 

( Tt) Some other specified reason 
•••••••••••• 0 ••••••••••••••• 0 

Total... 10 
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Table 3. 

Patients radiologically treated (Table 1, 11, 2 ). 

Stage I Stage II Stage III Stage IV 

Stages Num-j Nm~-~ I-IV Num-~ Per- Per- Per- Xum-1 Per· 
bcrof cent- ber of 

1 

cent- her or cent- her of cent-
cases age cuscs I age cases j age cases I ag:c 

Total number of 
patients treated S3 IS 21.7 2•t 28.9 38 45.8 3 3.6 

With microscopical 
verification .... so IS 23 3G 3 

Without micro- I 

scopical vcriftca- i 
tion .......... 3' 0 1 2 

I 
0 

1 These three patients died before the end of the flve-yenr period. 

Table 4. 

Results of treatment estimated after a period of observation 
of five years, dating from the beginning of treatment. 

-· 5. u. ;. 

Patients 
aJiT'e 

.Number Ali\C Alive operated Died Hied of 
Stage of wit-hout with upon , of Lost inter-

patients recur- recur- after cancer sight or curt'ent 
treated renee renee failure di~eusc.· 

of radio-
thcram· 

I ............ 18 9 l 0 8 0 0 

II ........... 2'J, G 0 0 16 0 2 

III .......... 38 G 0 0 31 0 1 

IV . . . . . . . . . . 3 0 0 1 ~ 0 0 

I-IV . . . . . . . . 83 21 1 1 57 0 3 
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Table 5. 

Absolute e7tre rate. 

Total number of cases (see Table 1, I) ...................... . 03 

AliYe without recurrence five years after the beginnil)g of treat-
ment (see Table 4, col. 2, stages I-IV) .................... . 21 

:\ bsolute ·cure rate ....................................... . 22.6% 

Table 6. 

Relative cure mte. 

Number of i 
.Ali\~ c. without 

patients treated 

I 
recurrence Percentage (sec Table 4, (see Table .J, 

col. 1, I-IV) co]. 2, I-IV) 
I 

Stage I ••••••••.•.•• 0. 18 !J 50.0 

Stage II .............. 24 6 25.0 

Stage III ............. 38 6 15.8 

Stage IV .............. 3 0 

Stages I-IV ............ 83 21 25.3 



----

!. I . 2. 

Total number 
of patients 

Year oxaminccl with 
a view 

to trcntmcut 

1926 75 
1D27 59 
l!l28 7G 
Hl2!l so 
1930 !),1 
l!l3l 73 

'rotal. .. 4·57 

STA'l'EMENT F011 1920-1931 INCLUSIVE 

Table 7. 
. 3 . .J. 

~-

Patients Hndio1ogic'ully trcatctl 
cxnminctl but 
not trca-lctll Stuges l-1 V I !'5l.tl.f.'rC I I Slugc II I 

15 60 1'1 15 
!) 50 ]] 13 
8 G8' 20 18 
6 7~1." 20 11 

11 83 9 27 

10 G3 6 20 

5!) 3[)8 80 10'1· 

---------

:-:Hug-o HI I Stage IV 

23 8 
1!l 7 
:n 8 
3!l 3 
35 12 
28 [) ~ 

;:: 
"' 1G5 'J.7 E: 
cO 

1 .According to indications given in Table Z. ~· 
2 One case not clussific(l bccu.uso o( insunlcicnt clinical information is inclndcU in Tables 7, 8 u.nd 9. .As tho patient. Uiccl before tho end of ~ 

the fivc~ycar period, tho ca:w will not appear in Tables 10. ._. 
Table 8. 

Results of treatment . 
]. 2. 3. .f. 5. G. 7. ··-··--·- i 

Number Alive without 1 Alive with JJicd from iutcr-
I of pnlionts recurrence rccurronco Dietl or cancer dnriug- Losl sight or cm·rcnL discuso 

l-l'caLcll a(tcr n period of uU.or n .. pcrioll of n. prriod of Uuring a twriod o( during u.pcrio1l of Year 
(SCO obscr·vut.ion of oh:5crntlion or ohscn·u.t ion of o bscr\•ation of o hsorvat ion o( -·----

Tablo 7, 5 I G I 7 I 8 I D I 10 5 IG 17 IS ID 110 5 IG I 7 I 8 I u I 10 5 IG I 7 IS 19 \10 5 IG 17 IS ID \10 eo I. ·I) yc.ars YOil..l'B _y 0 _.!!._!__:"~- yon r s you.rs - --

Hl2G 60 IG lG 15 11 10 10 0 0 0 1 0 0 Lj,:z. 42 '1·2 42 '1·3 ct3 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 3 G 7 7 
1027 50 1.'1. 1'1· 13 12 12 12 0 0 1 0 0 0 31 31 31 32 32 32 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 5 5 6 (j 6 
1028 GS 17 14· 1B 1:3 l:J 2 0 0 0 0 4·7' 4!l 50 50 .50 0 0 0 0 0 2 5 5 5 5 
1029 7•.t 21 20 1!) 18 0 () 0 0 52 ;_')2 53 53 0 0 0 0 1 2 2 3 
1930 83 14 1:1 13 2 1 1 63 64· M 0 0 0 4· 5 5 
19:31 G3 14 13 0 0 4G ~JG 0 0 3 4 

- - -- -- -- - - - - - - --1--- -- -- --~--
- f- - I- - -· - - - - - -

'l'olnl ... :308 !JG ,j. 281 0 17 

• . 
~ .. .111c J ud 111M JMLIL nts aln o .opcm.tctl upou u fl.cr fnJIIIJ o of. rmholfu.ra p~ . 



]. 

Ycnr 

lfJ2G 

]!)27 

1 !l28 

1!l2!l 

l!l30 

1031 

Total. .. 

2. 3. 
. 

1'otal 
nmnber 
C puticnt:s Number 

i?xumlnml of pnt.icnts 
wit.h treated 

u. view to (i'!CO 
trcntment. Table 7, 

(sco col. •I) 
Table 7, 

co'L 2) 

75 GO 

50 50 

76 GS 

80 7'L1_.. 

!H 83 

73 63 

Table 9, Sta~cs I-IV. · 

Evaiu.ation of msults. 

·L 5. G. , ____ __::~----!----------+----- -----'···- ... 

.Alive without rccurrct1co i 
nfrcr n period of obscrvulton of 

· (HCO Tnblo S, col. :~) 

~·en r s 

5 I 

Ahso]nt.c curo·J·nto nt. 
Oro outlot" 

u I 7 I s I n I 10 

y c a r·s 

5 I 

Tiolaiive cure rntc nt 
lhC end or 

r. I 7 I s I !J I 10 

yen r s 

1G(l) IU(l) 15(1) ll(l) 10(1) lO(l) 21.3 21.3 20. C 14. ~ 13. ~ 13.3 26.7 26.7 25. G 18. B 16.~ 16. 7 

H l't 13 12 12 12 23.7 23.7 .,., ' ( --· 20.3 20.3 20.3 28.G 28.G 26.G 2•t. c 24.C 24.0 

17 1•t 13 13 13 22.4 18.4 17.1 17.] 17.1 25.G 20.~ l!l. 1 1 !l. 1 l!l.] 

21 20 l!l 18 26. ~ 25.( 23.~ 22.5 28.4 27.C 25."1 2't. 3 

!4, 13 13 H.£ 13.~ 13.8 16. ~ 15.7 15.7 

14 13 19.~ 17.8 22.2 20.( 
1---1----1----------------------------------

457 3!l8 06(1) 21.0 24.1 

• Tho number or cases in which microscopicnl vcrificnUt)ll was not obtained is entered in brackets after tho prinCipal figures in column 4. 



Table l 0, Stage I. 

Evaluation of results. 

A li\'O wiUwut 1'('cm·rcncc nrt c1· a. pcriotl of HelafiYc cm·o rate after a !)(•riotl of __:j """'"" "' """'"" ohscJTaf..ion of obSCl'\"nt.ion o[ 
t.l:ca ( cd in stn~c I -~ ~ 

~ 

-~- - ---- ~----------

(:-;co Table 7, col. ,1) 5 I G I 7 I 8 I u I 10 5 I G I 7 I s I u I 10 
~:ours y cnrs 

Hl2G 1,1 G G G 5 5 5 
1927 11 G G G G G G 
Hl28 20 G G G G G 30.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 
1029 20 13 12 11 ]] G5.0 GO.O 55.0 55.0 
1930 9 4 3 3 . 
l!l31 G 2 2 

----

Total. .. 80 37 4·G.3 

Table 10, Stage II. 

Evaluation of results . 

. Alive wit.lwut rccuncncc after n period oC Ticlativo cure rule after n period of 
Number of patients o lJ,:;oJ'\'al ion of obscrYo.tiou O[ 

Year trcutctl in stugo II -~- ~-- -------
(.:..:ce Tn.blo 7, col. 4) 5 I G I 7 I 8 I g I 10 5 I u I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 

y c a 1' s y cars 

192G 15 G G G 3 3 3 40.0 -10.0 '10. 0 20.0 20.0 20.0 
l!l27 13 5 ~) 5 5 5 5 
1928 18 5 5 5 5 5 27.8 27.8 27.8 27.8 27.8 
1029 ll 2 2 2 2 
10:30 27 :3 3 a 11.1 ll. 1 Il.l 
19:11 20 8 7 40.0 35.0 

--~- --- --~- --- --- ---- ---
Total. .. 10-f. 29 27.9 



Number o( pn.tlcrtt:s 
Yen•· treated in stuge Ill 

(sco •rublo 7, col. ·0 

192(\ 23 
1927 19 
1!!28 21 
Ul29 39 
1930 8:5 
1931 28 

Total. .. 1G5 

Nurubor of paticnis 
Year t;rcntctl in stage IV 

(sco 'l'n.blo 1, Col. .f) 

l!l2G 8 
]!)27 7 
1928 8 
1929 3 
1930 12 
1931 9 

Total. .. ,17 

Table 10, Sta~e Ill. 

Evaluation of Tcsults . 

.Ali'-·ewithout recurrence nficr u, ucriod of 
obse-rvation of 

--- .. - --- .. ----
5 I G I 7 I 8 I 0 I 10 

yon.rs 

4 4 3 3 2 2 

3 3 2 1 1 1 

G 3 2 2 2 

(\ G G 5 

7 7 7 

4 4 
.. f..---

30 

Table 10, Stage IV. 

Evahwtlon of results. 

Alive without recurrence nflor n period of 
obsOl"VU.l.lon of ---

5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 0 I 10 
:ronrs 

0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 

0 

UolaUvc cm·o l'ato n.U.cr n Period ot 
obs:or\'o..Uon of 

-
5 I 0 I 7 I 8 I 0 I 10 

yo·n.rs 

17.4 17.4 13.0 13.0 8.7 8.7 
15.8 1.5.8 10.5 5.3 5.3 5.3 
28.G 14.3 9.5 9.5 n.5 
15 .tJ~ 15.4 15.4 12.8 
20.0 20.0 20.0 
14.3 14.3 

18.2 

Rcla.t.ivo curo l'ntc nrtcr a period of 
observation or 

5 I G I 7 I s I D I 10 
yours 

0.0 

I 
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(d) lNSTITUT DU CANCER DE L'UNIY.ERSITE DE LoUVAIN, 

BELGHDI 

(Contributed by Professor J. i'IIAISIN.) 

CA.i"CER OF THE CERVIX UTERI 

STATEliiENT OF RESULTS OF TREATMENT Dl 1932 

Table 1. 

I. Total number of patients examined with a view to treatment G2 

II. Of those : 

1. Not treated (Total of cases comprised in Table 2)..... 1 

2. Racliologically treated (Total of cases included in 
Table 3)... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 61 

Table 2. 

Patients c.mm·incd at the clinic but not trealed. 

(a) Prevented by disease or death from presenting themselves. 0 

(b) Seeking treatment elsewhere . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(c) Not presenting themselves for u·nknown reasons.......... 0 

(d) Operation advised . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(c) Not ac_cepte.cl. ~nving to lack of accommodation or thera-
peutiC facil1 tics . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(f) Treatment refused by the patient . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 

(g) Treatment considered w1suitablc owing to the patient's 
general condition, to the extent of the disease or to other 
complications ..................................... . 0 

(h) Some other specified reason . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

Total. . . I 
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Table 3. 

Patients radiologically treated (Table 1, 11, 2 ). 

Stnge I Stage 1I Stago III Stage IV 

Stages Num-~ Per- Num- I Per- Num-~ Per- Num-~ Per" 
I-IV ber of cent- her of cent- bcr of cent- bcr of cent-

CUSCB (lg'C cases age cases age cases o.ge 

otal number of 
patients treated 61 0 o.o 18 29.5 39 63.9 4 6.6 

' Vith microscopical 
verification .... 59 0 17 38 4 

Without micro .. 
scopical verifica-
tiou .......... 2' 0 1 1 0 

1 These two patients died before tho end o[ tho fi\""C·ycar J)eriod. 

Table 4. 

Results of treatment estimated after a 1Jeriod of observat·ion 
of five years, dating from the beginning of treatment. 

1· 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. .. 
PaUcnts 

alive 
Stage Number Alive Ali\"O operated Died Died or 

or without \Tith upon o! Lost inter· 
patients recur- recur· after siS"ht of current 
treated renee renee faihn·o cancer 

diseuse 
of radio-
therapy 

1 . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

II ........... 18 11 0 0 5 1 1 

III .. ~ ....... 39 11 1 0 25 1 1 

JV ..... ~ .... •t 1 0 0 3 0 0 
I-IV ........ G1 23 1 0 33 2 2 
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Table 5. 

Absohtle cure mte. 

Total number of cases (see Table 1, I) ...................... . 62 

Alive without recurrence fi vc years after the beginning of treat-
ment (see Table·~, col. 2, stages I-IV) .................... . 23 

Absolute cure rate ....................................... . 37.1% 

Table 6. 

Relative cure mte. 

' ' Number or Alive without 
patients treated recw·rcncc Perccntngo 

(see Table -.1, (sec Table ·1, 
col. 1, I-IV) col. 2, I-IV) 

Stage I ............... 0 0 

Stage II .............. 18 11 61.1 

Stage III . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3!l 11 28.2 

Stage IV ......... ' .... •t 1 

Stages I-IV ............ Gl 23 37.7 



. STATJ~MENT FOR 1924·-1931 1NCLUSII'E 

Tl:lble 7. 

]. 2. 3. 4. 

Totn.l number 
Patients Ratliologtcallt lrcntcd of pat.J~nts 

YCur examined with exu.utiucd but 
n view· not trcn.tctl 1 

I 
t-o treatment Stugcs:l-lV Stuge I Slago II St,uge III Stn.ge IV' 

HJ:H JO 0 10 0 5 <1 I 

1!):!5 :n 1 20 0 7 12 1 

l!.l2G 27' 1 2G 0 7 l!l 0 

1!):!7 39 0 !39 0 7 31 1 

1928 4--1 0 4•1 0 1·1 29 '1. 

l !l20 47 0 .:_t'/ 0 1!) 26 2 

l!l30 7G' 0 76 3 26 45 2 

1031 58 0 58 1 10 35 3 

'l'otal. .. 322 2 320 4 104 201 11 

1 According to inUicntions given in Table 2. 



Table 8. 

Results of treatment. 

1. 2. a. L 5. G. 7. --------- - ---- --
Number Alive without .AJiYC with 

Died of cancm· during- Lost sig-ht. of Dietl from inter-
of patients recurrence rceurrcnco 

a period of during a JlCI'iorl of cmTL-nt disease treated after a period of after a pel'iod of 
obsclTUtiou o[ obscr\·ution of during a period o( Yl'nr (sco obset'YUI-ion of obscn'ution or. ohsefTulion or 

'!'able 7, 
·-- - ·- - - -- -- -col. I) 5 I G I 7 I s I g i 10 [) IG i 7 IS In 110 5 I G I 7 I 8 I !] 10 5 JG ,7 18 1 a 110 5 jG I ; 18 j9 ! 10 ' 

y ca r.'3 y cars Y C 1.L l'S y cat· s y c a I' s 

19:N 10 3 3 3 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 5 5 G G G 2 2 2 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1025 20 G G G G 5 <1- 0 0 0 0 0 0 13 13 13 13 1<~ u. 1 1 l I 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 I 

1026 26 10 0 0 8 8 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 I2 1:l IB I3 1:3 5 5 5 5 ;3 G 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1927 30 11 1l ll l1 ll ll 0 0 0 0 0 0 25 25 25 25 25 •)--" B 3 3 a :l 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I928 <14 ]<1, I:l 13 13 13 0 0 0 0 0 2./j 2G 26 26 26 ·1 4 .j. -~ <t 1 1 1 1 I 

I92!) <17 11 11 11 10 () 0 0 0 32 32 32 33 <1- 4 4- 4 0 () 0 0 

10:30 76 37 az 31 0 0 0 86 39 40 3 5 5 0 0 0 

HJ81 58 30 28 0 0 27 28 I 1 0 1 
- -- - -- - - - - - -·· r- - - - - -- - - - -- - -- - - - - - 1-1-'rotnl. .. 320 122 0 174 23 1 



[. I 2. l •rotnl 
number 
f prtt.ient.s 

o:<:n.miucd 
Ycur 

with 
a vJc'v to 
trcnt.mcnt 

(see 
Tu-l>le 7, 

col. 2) 

lDiH 10 

1025 21 

lD26 27 

l!J27 3!) 

l!J28 '14 

1029 47 

1930 76 

1!J31 58 

Total. .. 322 

3. I J, 

Table 9, Stages I-IV. 

Evaluation of 1·esu.lts. 
a. 

Alive without recurrence .Absolute cure rntc o.t 
Number art:m· (t period o.r obsorvatio'n or tho ciJ,d of 

(sea Table 8, ·col. 3) of IHd..iont.s 
trcatc(l 

(sec 
5 I · G I 7 I 8 I D I 10 5 l G I 7 I s I 0-l-10 

Tn.blo 'l, 
col. 4) 

yeo.rs yoo.rs 

10 a a 3 2 2 2 

20 6 6 6 6 5 4 28.628.6 28.6 28.6 ~a.8 19.0 

26 10 9 9 8 8 7 a7.0 ~3.3 ~3.3 29.6 2!).6 25.!J 

39 II 11 11 11 11 11 28.2 28.2 28.2 28.2 ~8.2 28 .. 2 

4<~ 14 13 13 13 13 31.8 29.5 29.5 29.5 29.5 

47 11 11 11 10 23.4 .23.4 23.4 21.3 

76 37 82 31 ·18.7 ~2.1 ~0.8 

58 30 28 51.7 ·18.3 
f.......-- 1--- -- '-- f.......-- --1--- 1---1---I---1---

320 122 37.9 

G, 

Rolat..ivo cure rnto nt 
tho end ot 

-- ------ .. --
5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 0 I 10 

yoa.rs 

ao.o ~0.0 30.0 30.0 25.0 20.0 

38.5 ~4.6 ~4.6 ~0.8 ~0.8 .26.9 

28.2 28.2 28.2 28.2 28.2 28.2 

31.8 29.5 29.5 29.5 29.5 

23.4 23.4 23.4 21.3 

48.7 ~2.1 i0.8 

51.7 :1'8.3 
1---1---I---

38.1 



Table 10, Stage I. 

Evaluation of Tesults. 

I AliYc without rccurrcuco aCtor a pcrioa o( llclu.Livo cure rato aftC'r a period of 
I Number of pa.tienl,!'l o bsorva.Uon of observation o( 

Ycat· treated in stngo I ----- ---

I 
(sec Tnblo 7, col. ·1) 5 I G I 7 I 8 I D I 10 5 I G I i I 8 I D I I 0 

' 
:r on.rs yo a r s 

I 
Hl2'J, 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1925 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1!!26 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1927 0 0 0 0 .0 0 0 

1928 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1929 0 0 0 0 0 

1930 3 3 3 3 

1!J31 1 1 1 

Total. .. '4, 4 



Table 10, Stage II. 

Evaluation of Tcsnlts. 

I ·..Alive without rccuri"onco niter a period of llolnt..ivo cure rnto uftcr a pcrloil or 

NumlJc-r of pn.Ucuh1 obscrvn-Uon of obsorvu.t.ion of 

Year 
I 

trcn.t.etl in stugo II ---- -

{sec Table 7) col. ·1) 
-

5 I G I 7 I 8 I 0 I 10 5 I G I 7 I 8 I 0 I !0 

i yo a rs !"cars 

1 02-lo 5 2 2 2 ' 2 2 !"!' 

1925 7 3 3 3 3 3 2 

l!l2() 7 2 2 2 2 2 2 

HJ27 7 2 2 2 2 2 2 

l!J28 J4.' 5 5 .5 5 5 

1020 lO 4 '1 '1! 3 21.1 21.1 21.1 15.8 

lll30 26 15 11 11 57.7 tJ.:3. 3 42.3 

lll31 Ill 10 10 52.6 52.u 
---- ---

Total. .. ]0,1 43 41.3 



NutnlJct· o[ pDJicnts 
Year t.1·eatell in :-:~luge III 

(:jCC Tahlc 7. col. ,1) 

l!l:H 4 

1925 12 

J!)2G J!) 

I!l27 :n 

1!128 29 

] !120 2G 

1nao iJ,5 

10!31 35 

Total. .. 201 

Table 10, Stage Ill. 

Evaluation of 1·esults. 

Alh·c wit.houL recurrence afCer n period of 
Ob8Cl'V».tiOl1 or 

---- ----- ----- ---· --
5 I ll I 7 I ~ I !J I 10 

)"CH.l'S 

l l l 0 0 0 

3 :3 a 3 2 2 

8 7 7 0 0 5 

0 !) 0 !) !J !) 

!) s 8 8 s 

7 7 7 7 

18 18 17 

18 17 

n 

Hclatl\·c cnrc ralo afler a pcriotl of 
oh.scn~n.l ion or 

----------- ---------- ·-- ·- ---- ·-
5 I {; I 7 I s I \.) I 10 

)"en.. 1' s 

42.1 30.8 36.8 :H.G :n. n 2G.3 

2!1.0 20.0 29.0 29.0 :W.O :W.O 

31.0 27.G 27.G 27.G 27.G 

2G.!J 2G.!l 2G.!l 20.9 

40.0 40.0 37.8 

51 A 4-8. 0 

36.3 



Table 10, Stage IV. 

Eval1wt·ion of results. 

Ali\'O witho,ut recurrcucc after n period of 
ReluLIYC cure rato after a pcrio_d of 

Number of pnt-lcuts observation of observation of 

Ycur treated ln stnge IV 
(sec Tnblo 7, col. 4) 5 I G I 7 I 8 I 0 I 10 5 I 0 I 1 I 8 I D I 10 

yonrs yca,rs 

I!l2•t I 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I925 I o. 0 0 0 0 0 

I02G 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1927 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1!128 I .o 0 0 0 0 

l!l29 2 0 0 0 0 

l!l30 2 1 0 0 

1031 3 1 0 
--

Total. .. 11 2 
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(e) THE GENERAL lNFIRiiiARY AT LEEDS, UNITED KINGDOM 

OF GrrEAT BRITAIN AND NoRTHERN IRELAND 

(Contributed by Dr. A. A. DIGGES LA TOUCilE.) 

CA.l"\I'CER OF THE CERVIX UTERI 

STATEMENT OF RESULTS OF TREAT:>IENT IN 1932 

Table 1. 

I. Total number of patients examined with a view to treatment 57 

II. Of those : 

1. Not treated (Total of eases comprised in Table 2)..... 3 

2. lladiologically treated (Total of cases included in 
Table 3} . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5-~ 

Table 2. 

Patients examined at the clinic but not treated. 

(a} Prevented by disease or death from presenting themselves. 0 

(b) Seeking treatment elsewhere . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(c) Not presenting themselves for unknown reasons.......... 0 

(d) Operation advised ....................... :. . . . . .. . . .. . 3 

(e) Not a~cept~<'f: ~nving to lack of accommodation or thera-
peutiC facilitieS ............................. · . . . . . . . 0 

(f) 

(g) 

Treatment refused by the patient ...................... . 

Treatment considered unsuitable owing to the patient's 
o-eneral condition, to the extent of the c!L,case or to other 
~omplications ..................................... . 

0 

0 

(h) Some other specified reason . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

Total... 3 
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Table 3. 

Patients radiologically treated (Table 1, 11, 2 ). 

Stage I Stage II Stage III Stage IV 

Sta~cs 
---- ---,---· 

Num·~-Per·--Kum~ ~ Per· Num-~ Per· Num· Per-I-IV be:r of cent- bor or cent- bcr of cent- ber of cent-
cnses 1 uge cases nge cases age cnses 

1 
age 

I I Total number of 1 

111.1 patients treated I 54 6 1"' 27.8 26 -1,8.1 7 13.0 " 
With !"icr~scopicall 

verificatiOn .... 52 6 
I 

15 25 6 

Without micro-l 
scopical veri fica-, 
tion .......... i 2' 0 0 1 1 

1
' These two. pat.icnts. died before the end of tho ftvo-year uerioli. 

Table 4. 

Results of treatment estimated after a period of observation 
of five years, dating from the beginning of .treatment. 

!. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. 7. --- --- --- ---Patients 
illiV'e 

Stage Number .Alive: Alive operated Died Died ol of ''ithout with upon or Lost inter-patients recur- recur- nfter cancer sight of current treated renc.e renee failure cliseo.se 
of radi-o-

- themp:; 

I ............ 6 1 0 0 I 4 I 0 1 

II ........... 15 6 

I 
0 0 I 7 2 0 

III .... - ...... 26 6 0 0 I 1!) 1 0 
I IV .......... 7 0 0 0 7 0 0 

I-IV ........ 54 13 0 0 37 3 1 



The General Infirmary at Leeds 63 

Table 5. 

A bsol·ute cnre mle. 

No/e.-Calculation of absolute cure rate omitted because the clinic was 
not solely responsible for the treatment of cervical carcinoma in the area. 

Stage I ............... 

Stage II .............. 

Stage III ............. 

Stage IV .............. 

Stages I-IV ............ 

Table 6. 

Relative cure rate. 

Numbcrof I 
patients treated I 

(seo Table J, 
col. 1, I-IV) 

6 

15 

26 

7 

5·1 

Alive without 
recut'renc_e 

(see 'fable .j, 
col. 2, I-IV) 

1 

6 

6 

0 

13 

Percentage 

40.0 

23.1 

2"1.1 



STATEMENT FOR Hl3l 

Table 7. 

I. 2. 3. 4. 
Total number TintUologlcnJiy t.rcutcd of patients Patients 

Ycnr oxnmincd with examined but, 

I a view not treated I 
Stag"' 1-~~llg~~-~t<lll:o II l Stage III I Stage lV 

t.o treatment 

1031 55 I 54 3 17 20 

1 According to indications given in 'fn.blo 2. 

Table 8. 

Results of treatment. 

t. , I 3. 4. 5. o. 7. 
----- ---

1 ..Alive \vlt.h Died from inter~ Numb or Alive without Died of cancer d.rtring r~ost sight of 
of pntients recurrence recurrence current disease 

treated aCtor n. period of after n. period ot A period n! during a period of during· a perlod of 
Year 

(sco observation of observation of obsorvq,tfon of obsorvo.t!on ot obscrva,tion of 
Tnblo 7, 5 I 0 I 7 I s I g I 10 5 16 I 7 Is 19 110 5 I a 1 7 I 8 I 9 110 5 I o I 7 I 8 I 9 110 5 16 I 7 I 8 I 9 110 

coL -1) y oars years yon.rs year~'~ yon.rs 

/u Ill I I 
I 

14·31 •t31 I I l I I I 
1931 5L~ 

01 0 0 0 
I 

0 0 
I 



Table 9, Stages I-IV. 

Evaluation of results. 

j. 2. 3. 4. 5. G. 
--- ------ .. -----

Total 
nnmbcr 

Ali Yo without rccm:rcncc of patients Number Ahsolut..c cure rate at Relative C'UI'O rn.te nt 
e."'amincd of patients after a period of obscn~afion of 1 

the Cll(l O( Lho end of 
wilh trcntetl (•cc Table 8, col. 3) 

Ycnr a view to (sec 
trcaf,mcnf". 'l'nblc 7, ----- -

(>.;co col. 4) 5 i G I 7 I 8 I a I 10 5 I G I 7 I s I 9 I 10 5 I 6 I 7 I s I D i 10 
'l'ublc 7, 

yoa.rs yon r s yo a r s col. 2) 

ll(l)l 
I 

I 

·>O !1'-'0 <J I I 
1931 5f) G~t ll(l) 

I - --~- . I I I I -
1 Tho number of case::; in which Inicroscopicul Ycrifica,Lion was no(; obtained is cnlcl'cd in brackets after Lho prin(!ipnl figures in coh111111 4-. 



Table 10, Stage I. 

Eva1ual'ion of results. 

Nmnbcr of }Ja..licrtts 
Alive without r_ecurrcnco nftor a period o! Holo.tivo cure ro.to u1tcr a period or 

Ycttr 
obscrvatiou of observation of 

treated in stogo I 
(~co Tt.Lblo 7, cl)l. ·1) 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I g I 10 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I g I !0 

:roars y oars 

1031 3 2 2 

Table 10, Stage II. 

Eval~tation of 1·esults. 

Number of pnticnt.s 
AUvo without rcourrcnco after a period of Relative curo_ rate after a period of 

observation of observation of 
Year treated in stnge II 

(see Tablo 71 col . .f) 5 I G I 7 I 8 I g I 10 5 I G I 7 I 8 I g I 10 

yours years 

1031 14 I (i 

I 6 I I I I I I I I I 



Table 10, Stage III. 

Evaluation of t·esults. 

Ali\-c without recurrence after a pcl'ioc.l of Relative cure rate altern. period o[ 
Number o£ pn.Licnts obsen~ntion or obscrvat.ion o( 

Year Ll'cntcfl in sLago JII 
(sec Table 7, col. ·1) 5 I G I 7 I 8 I g I 10 5 I G ' 7 I 8 I D I 10 ' yoars years 

--- ---

Hl3l 17 2 I 
2 

I 
u.s 11.8 I I I 

Table 10, Stage IV. 

Evaluation of Tcsults . 

.il..livc without recurrence arter a period of Relative cure rate nftor n period of 
Number or patients observ-ation of obacrvat.ion or 

Year L rented in stu~c IV 
, (sec Table 7, col. 4.) 5 I G I 7 I 8 I D ' 10 5 I G I 7 I s I D I 10 
I 

I 
years years 

--

I I 1031 
I 

20 1 J 5.0 I 5.0 ... , 
I 
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(f) THE LIVERPOOL RADIUM INSTITUTE, UNITED KINGDOM 

OF GREAT BRITAIN AND NORTHERN IRELAND 

(Contributed by Dr. P. l\Lu.PAS.) 

CANCER OF THE CERVIX UTERI 

STATEMENTS OF RESULTs OF TREATMENT IN 193.2 

Table 1. 

I. Total number of patients examined with a view to treatment 77 

II. Of those : 

(a) 

(b) 

1. Not treated (Total of cases comprised in Table 2). . . . . 4 

2. Radiologically treated' (Total of cases included in 
Table 3) ........................... , ...... ; .. , • . 73 

Table 2. 

Patients examined at the clinic but not treated. 

Prevented by dise.ase or death from presenting themselves. 

Seeking treatment elsewhere 
••••••••••••••••••• 0 •• ·- •••• 

0 

0 

(c) Not presenting themselves for unknown reasons. . . . . . . . . . 0 

(d) 

(e) 

Operation advised 
••••••••••••••••••••• 0 ••••• ••••• 0 ••• 

Not a~cepte.<l; ?wing to lack of a~commodation or thera-
peutic facilities ..........•.......................... 

(f) Treatment refused by the p(ltient ...................... . 

(g) Treatment cons. idered unsuitable owin(J' to ·th t' t' 
I d.. , epaiCns 

gencr~ co:n ttton, to the extent of the disease or to otl 
compltcat10ns . . . . . . . . . ' . ler ...................... 

(lr) Some other specified reason 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 « 0 0 0 0 '> 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 T 0 0 

0 

0 

0 

4 

0 

Total... 4 
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Table 3. 

Patients mdiologically treated (Table 1, II, 2 ). 

Stogo I Stngo II St,JI;o III Stage IV 

Stnge.-;; ~-· --E i 
1-LV Num- Per- Num- Por- Num- Per- Num-~ Per· 

be1· of cent- ber of cent- bcr of cent.- her of cent-
cnse.:; ugc cases ogo cnsc.sj age cases _j_ ugc 

Total number of J 
I 

patients treated 73 6 8.2 28 38.4 23 31.5 16 21.0 

With microscopical I verification .... G2 6 2G 21 !) 

i 
Without micro~ i scopical veriftca-

2'1 
1 tion .......... 111 0 2 7 I 
I 

1 Ten of these eleven po..tionts dled before the end of tho five-year perio(l. 
2 One of these two patients was alive o.nd free from recurrence Hvo years after treatment. 

No. 36X. History of severe irrcguhr bleeding for three months and a continuous pr0fnse 
and offensive discharge. The g-rowth consisted of an ulcer replacing the posterior lip 
of the cervix and oxtcndina; from the external os to tho summit of the posterior fornix. 
Tho ulcer has raised, irregular edge and an indurated bu~o. Tbcro is a submucous nodule 
present in the right fornix. Pathological examination not performed owing to an oversight. 

Table 4. 

Results of treatment estimated after a period of observation 
of five years, dating from the beginning of treatment. 

1· I 2. I 3. i ·1. I 5. I G. I ; . 
I 1 

Pat-ients 

Number I 
uJivo 

Stage Alive .A.Ji-vo operated Died Died of 
or wiLhout 'ivith upon Lost inter· 

patients recur- recur~ after or sight or current 
treated renee renee faihuc cancer discnsc 

of radio-
therapy 

I ............ 6 4 0 0 1 0 1 

II ........... 28 11 0 0 16 l 0 

III .......... 23 5 0 0 17 1 0 

IV .......... 16 0 0 0 16 0 0 

I-IV ........ 73 20 0 0 50 2 1 
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Table 5. 

Absolute cure mte. 

N ote.-Calculation of absolute cure rate omitted because the clinic was 
not solely responsible for the treatment of cervical carcinoma in the area, 
which was not a homogeneous unit from the standpoint of hospital admi
nistrative arrangements. 

Table 6. 

Relative cure rate. 

Number of .Alive without 
patients treated recurrence Percentog_c (see Table 4, (see Table 4, 

col. 1, I-IV) col. 2, I-IV) 

Stage I ••• 0 ••• ·-· •••••• 6 4 

Stage II .... ~ ......... 28 11 39.3 

Stage III ............. 23 5 21.7 

Stage IV ••••••••• 0. 0 •• 16 0 0.0 

Stages I-IV ............ 73 20 27.4 



1. 2. 

Total number 
of patients 

Year examined with 
a view 

to tTeatmon t 

1020 3G 

1030 02 

1931 9,1 

Total. .. 222 

STATEMENT FOR 1929-1931 INCLUSIVE 

Table 7. 

. 3. 'l· 

Patients Hadiologically treated 
examined but 
not treated 1 Stages 1-IY Stage I Stage II 

2 34 0 17 

3 so 13 2G 

0 94 8 28 

5 217 21 71 

Stage III 

11 

29 

43 

83 

1 .A.ccorcllng to indications given in Table 2. 
Table 8. 

Result~ of treatment. 
1. ' 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. 

I Number .Alive without 1 Alive with Dietl or cancer duritlg' Lost sight of 
of 1mtieuts l'CClll'l'CllCO recurrence 
I treated after a period of after 0. period or a period of during a period or 

Year 
· (see o bsen"atiou of observation or ob5orva..tion of observation of 

Table 7, 5 I G I 7 IS I D I 1 o 5 I G I 7 Is I 9 110 5 IG I 1 I 8 I 9 I 10 5 I G I 7 Is 19 110 
col. 4) YCI1l'S y car!? _____ ______ y 0 l't 'r A ~~cal'S 

1929 3't 8 8 8 8 0 0 0 0 2-.t 2-1. 2~t 2d1 2 2 2 2 

1930 SO 25 24- 24. 2 2 2 58 58 58 2 2 2 

1031 9,1, 18 IG 1 1 72 74- 2 2 
r-- - r-- --r-- -- - - r--- -- -~-- -- r-r-- - -

Total ... 217 51 3 15-1· 6 

1 fnclwlmg pattents o.h\'C opcrn.Lcd upon after fatlnrc of ratliOthCI'al)J'. 

Slago IV 

(j 

21 

15 

tj.2 

7. 
Died fl•om inter-
currunt diseuse 

during n pcriorl of 
observation of 

5 I G 17 Is 19 110 
YOtl.l'S 

0 0 0 0 

2 3 3 

I 1 
I 

r-h-r- -
3 



Table 9, Stages I-IV. 

Evaluation of Tesults. 

1. ~- 3. 4. 5. G. 
- -------- ------- ·------ ----

1'otn.1 
number Alive without recurrence 

.Ab~olutc cure rate n.t Relativ-e cure r!ltc u.t ~! pat.lonts NumQor n(tcr a pei'iod Q( Ob.!$Cl'Vn.tlon of1 tho cntl of tl;l.o end of c:x-umtned of patients ($CC 1'u.b1o 8, col. 3) Year wit.I1 tr·c-atcd 
a Vlow to (fiCO 
treatment 'l'ablo 7, 

5 I 0 I (.'"ICC col. 4) 
Table 7, 

7 I 8 I 9 I 10 5 I 0 I 1 I s I .!) I 10 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 

col. 2) YQo.rs . yon.rs years 

I I 23.5<~3.5 F.23. 5 
I HIZ9 3(! 3<1 8 8 8 8 23.5 

28.1~7.0 1930 02 80 25 24 24 27.0 

1931 94 04 18(3) 10(3) 19.1 17.0 

-- r---f-----1- --r---1---- c---1--1-------1-1-f-----otnl. .. 222 217 51(3) 23.51 I I I 
T 

1 

Tho nUmber of cases in which ru!croscopicnl vcriftcatlon wns not obtained. is entered in brackets after the principal ftguJ;cs in column 4 . 
.A detailed Uescription of t.hcso ~uses will be found in the Second Annual He port. 



Year 

1929 

1930 

1931 

Total. .. 

Ycnr 

1020 

1!l30 

1931 

Total. .. 

Number of patients 
treated in stage I 

(soo T!Lblo 7, col. 4) 

0 

13 

8 

21 

Number of patients 
treated in stage II 

(eee Tublo 7, col. 4) 

17 

2() 

28 

71 

Table 10, Stage I. 

Evaluation of 1·esults. 

Alive without recurrence after 11 period of 
observation or 

- ----
5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I D I !0 

YOlLt'S 

0 0 0 0 

0 g 9 

5 5 

H I 
Table 10, Stage II. 

Eval,ualion of res-ults. 

Alive without recurrence after a ncriod of 
observation of 

-· 
5 

66.7 

Rclath~o cure ruio after a 110riod of 
observation of 

I 6 I 7 I 8 I D 
yo a r s 

I 
II 

Hclativc cure rate after U period of 
observation of 

I 10 

~~ 

5 I G I 7 
~--,---:---· ---1--::--:---:--:-:----:--:--:----,-----;-·. -

I 8 I D I 10 5 I G I 7 I ~ I D I 10 
yon r s y cars 

1 i 29 ,4, i 29 . .. ! 2!l . 4 129 .4 

I I '16.2 40.2 4·6.2 I 

7 5 L I 25. 0 17. 9 I 
N-~----~-:~--~ --:---33 · 8 ~-~ -~--r- ~---

~-~~--~--~--~--------~--~--~---~----

5 5 5 

12 12 12 

··.::t: cv 



nrumbcr of pat:lonts 
Y_cnr t.rcntcd hi stage Ill 

(see Tablo 7, col. 4) 

J!l2!) 11 

1930 2_9 

]931 4·3 

Total. .. 83 

Ycnr 
Number of pntlonts 
treated in stage IV 

(Sec 'l'able 7 s col. ·1) 

1929 (l 

1930 21 

1931 Hi 

Total. .. tj.2 

5 

3 

4 

(l 

13 

Table 10, Stage Ill. 

Evaluation of 1·esulls. 

.Alh·o 'vit.hout rccurrcnco nrtcr a period of. 
observation Qf 

I 6 I 7 I s I 9 I !0 
yon rs 

3' 3 3 

3 3 
- -

~ 
(l 

Table 10, Stage IV. 

Evahtaiion of Tesults. 

Allvo wltllQUt recurrence nftcr n period of 
observation of 

5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 . y cars 
-

0 0 0 0 I 
0 0 0 I 

f--~-0 0 

0 
I 

Rulnth·o cul'o r[t.tc nttor a xwrfod of 
observation of " 

5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 
yo.Q.rB 

13.8 10.3 10.3 

~· 14.0 14.0 

15.7 

Rclat.ivo cure rate after n period or 
observation of 

5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 I !0 
ye_ara 

I 
0.0 o.o 0.0 

~· 0.0 

Fr 0.0 
I ~r-
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(g) THE l\1ARIE CuRIE HosPITAL, LoNDON, UNITED 

KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND NORTHERN IRELAND 

(Contributed by Dr. ELIZABETH UURDON.) 

CANCER OF THE CERVIX UTERI 

STATEMENT OF RESULTS OF TREATlliENT IN 1932 

Table 1. 

I. Total number of patients examined with a view to treatment 119 

II. Of those : 

1. Not treated (Total of cases comprised in Table 2). . . . . 6 

2. Radiologically treated (Total of cases included in 
Table 3) .......................... ·. . . . . . . . . . . . . 113 

Table 2. 

Patients examined at the clinic but not tTeated. 

(a) Prevented by disease or death from presenting themselves. 0 

(b) Seeking treatment elsewhere . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(c) Not presenting themselves for unlmmvn reasons.......... 0 

(cl) Operation advised . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(e) Not ac_cepte.~ ?wing to lack of accommodation or thera-
peutiC facilitres . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(f) Treatment refused by the patient . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 

(g) Treatment considered unsuitable owing to the patient's 
gener:::I co.ndition, to the e""i:ent of the disease or to other 
comphcatwns ..................... : ............... . 

(h) Some other specified reason 

5 

0 

Total... G 



'76 The Marie Cw·ie Hospital, London 

Table 3. 

Patients radiologically treated (Table 1, II, 2 ). 

1 Stage! Stage II Stugo III St~ge IV 
, 
Stages 

Xum- Per• Num-! Per-I-IV Num- Per- Num-1 Per-i bcr of cent- ber of cent- bo1· of cent- bcr of i f'_ent-
' cases age cases\ ogc cases ao;;o oasea ! ~c 

I 
Total number of 

\ patients treated 113 7 6.2 3-~ 30.1 59 52.2 13 1 11.5 

With microscopical 
verification .... 113 7 34 5\) 13 

Without micro-
scopical veriflca-
tion ••••• 0, •••• 0 0 0 0 0 

' I , 

Table 4. 

Results of treatment estimated after a period of observation 
of five years, dating from the beginning of treatment. 

1- 2. 3. 4. 5 6 7 
i Patients 

\Number Alive 
alive 

Stage Alive operated 
Died DiM of ! of. without wlth upon Lost later-!patients recur- recur- after of 

sight ol 1 treatc<l renee renee failure cancer current 

I ot radio- dis.cuse 
therapy 

I ............ I 7 6 1 0 0 0 0 
II ........... 34 17 2 0 15 0 0 
III .......... 59 18 1 0 39 0 1 
IV .......... 13 1 0 0 12 0 0 
I-IV ......... 113 42 '~ 0 66 0 1 



The 1l1arie Czwie Ilospiial, London 

Table 5. 

Absolute C'U1'e rate. 

Note.-Calculation of absolute cure rate omitted because the clinic was 
not solely responsible for the treatment of cervical carcinoma in the area, 
which was not a homogeneous unit from the standpoint of hospital admi-
nistrative arrangements. ' 

Table 6. 

Relative cure rate. 

' Number of Aliv~c without 
patients trcatc(l recurrence Percentage (sec Table ·.t, {sec 'ruble .J, 

coL 1, I-IV) coL 2, I-IV) 

--

Stage I ............... 7 G 

Stage II .............. 3ct 17 50.0 

Stage III ............. 59 18 30.5 

Stage IV . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13 1 

Stages I-IV ............ 113 42 37.2 



S'l'AnlMENT Fon. OcTomw 1925~1981 INCLUSIVE 

Table 7 . 
r. 2. 3. 4. -----·--------- -------. 

'rotnlpumbcr 
Patients 

nu.(liologlcully treated 
of putlcnts 

Ycnr oxamiucd wit-h oxuutlnctl hut I - I a view not t;rcn.tcdl Stages I-~ St.ngo I J Stngo II Stngo III Stngo IV 
to tt·cntmcnt 

102il-l!J26 74 1 73' 2 10 50 11 

1927 50 2 57 1 9 28 19 

1028 88 2 86 7 18 46 15 

1920 llO 0 llO 4 16 70 20 

1030 142 6 136 6 32 81 17 

l!l31 130 '1 126 !) 20 75 22 

. 
'.rota! ... 603 15 588 2!) 105 350 104 

' 4,.ccotlling to indlcntions g'lvcn in Table 2. 
11 Ca-8os treated October 1st, l!J25-Jauunry Jst, 1020: 1·1. Cnscs treated Jn.nunry lkJt, 102G-Janun.ry 1st, 1!)27: 50. 

Table 8 Results of treatment -

I. 2. :;. 4- 5. G. 7. 

Nutnbcr Alivo·without. l Aliv-e with Lost sight of 
Died !rom inter-

of putients recurr-ence rccui·renco DiOll of cancer during current die:caso 

Ycnr t;renLccl after 11 period or o.ftc.r v. period of n. porio<l or during a period of during· 0. period or 
(SCQ observation of observation or observation of 'observation of observation of 

Tnblo 7, 5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 5 16171819110 5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 1 10 5 16 I 7 IS ID ItO 5 I G I 7 I s I o IIO 
col. 4) yoars y oars y oars ycn.rf' years 

1D25-1!J26 73 2 22 18 17 16116115 0 0 0 0 0 0 51 54 ,lj•! 54 54 54 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 2 2 3 

1027 5,7 15 15 15 14 H 11 1 0 0 0 0 0 41 42 42 43 43 4·3 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 

1928 86 36 32 31 28 25 1 0 0 0 0 49 53 54 55 55 0 1 1 3 5 0 0 0 0 1 

1!)29 llO 38 34 32 28 0 1 0 0 72 75 76 70 0 0 1 3 0 0 1 3 

l!J30 136 50 51 

l 
.1 0 2 78 80 80 1 4 8 0 1 1 

1931 126 ~.t2 <10 1 0 so 81 0 0 3 5 

- 1-- 1--1---1--1- -- - f--- f--- 1-- 1---1---
_,_ 

- 1---~ - 1--

'l'otal. .. 588 20!) I 4, I I I 371 1 3 
1 Includmgo lJUtiCnLs nhvo opeto.tcd upon utter fmlurc of radtOthcrapy. 
2 Cases trou.tcll. October Ist, 1025-J~umary 1st, 1926: 11- Cases treated January 1st, 1926·Jannary 1st, .1927: 59. 



I. I 2. I 3. 

Total 
numb or 

or patients Numl,er 
examined of patients 

Year with treated 
n. view lo (sea 
treatment Table 7, 

(sec col. ·1) 
Table 7, 
coL 2) 

1925-20 74. 73 2 

1927 59 57 

1028 88 SG 

1020 110 l.lO 

1030 1~1·2 136 

1031 130 12G 

Total. .. 003 588 

·J. 

Table 9, Stages I-IV. 

Evaluation of 1·esults. 

5. 

Alive without recurrence Absointo cure rata ut after a period of obsci'vation of 1 
(see 'fublo 8, col. 3) t110 end or 

G I G I 7 I 8 I 9 I ro 5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 I ro 

yo a rs yoars 

22 18 17 16 16 15 

15 15 15 1 'k H 11 ' 
3G(1) 32(1) H1(1) 28(1 ) 25(1) 

38(1) 3'1(1) 32(1) 28(1) 

5G(1; 51(1) ,15(1) 

4·2 40 
j-

209(3) 
--~-~---1-1-j-j-j---

I G. 

flclutivo cure rotc- at 
the end of 

--
5 I 6 I 7 I s I u I 10 

y cars 

30.12,1.123.3121.!.1 21.9 20.5 

26.3i2G ., 2G.,2't. 6124. G 10.3 

'11. 9(7. 2 36.0132. (j :w. 1 

34.5,30.9129.1' 25.5 

.,.,7T3.1 
33.3131.7 

35.51 -~-~-
1 Tho num.ber of cases in which mlcroscopicnJ voritlcution was not obtalncd is entered in brackets after the JJrincipal figures iu column •1. 

From nnd includlng 1 030, a detailed description of such cases will be ronnel in previous unnunJ re-ports. 
: Cusc.s treated Octo her 1st, 1925-JuutlUIT 1st, 192G :l·.L Cases tr·cated Jn.nunry 1st, 1D2G-Jonuary 1st, 1027 :59. 



Table 10, Stage 1. 

Evaruation of Tes1.dts. 

' .Alive without recurrence after a porlod of nclutivo curcrato urtcrit period or 

Numlwr of pnticntB ulJscrvation or obscrvnJion of 

Ycnr trcat.ctl in stager --· - -- -- ----------- I 8 I 9 I 10 (:;;;cc 'fnblc 7, coL -1) 5 I I) I 7 I s I u I 10 5 I fi I 7 

yoartl ~yoars 

19:.!5-19213 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 

1927 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 

HJ2.8 7 G 5 5 .5 5 
1()29 -t .j, 4- '1 4 

1930 G 5 4 '1 

f-1931 9 G G 
,-------

Total.. .. 29 2~.t 82.8 

Table 10, Stage II. 

Evaluation of Tesults. 

I 
.Alive without recurrence after a ·period of Rclo.tive cure rato after a. pcrioQ. a! 

Nmnbor .or patients observation of obsorvat.ion of 
Year trcn1'cd. in stugc ll --

(sec Table 7. c_ol. 4) 5 I G I 1 I 8 I 9 I 10 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 

y cars years 

1925-1920 10 (i 5 4, '~ 4, '1 
1927' (} 5 5 5 5 5 4 
1928 18 11 9 9 8 7 61.1 50.0 50.0 4-t-4 88.9 
1020 ](; 12 10 10 9 75.0 62.5 62.5 50.3 
1030 32 21 20 17 05.6 62.5 58.1 
1931 I 20 12 11 60.0 155.0 

'I'otal •.. I I I I '----r ---
JOi) 07 I 63.8 I 



Number of puLienJ.s 
Year t.real·ed in stage II I 

(sec Table 7, col. J) 

1025-26. 50 
102'7 28 
1!J28 46 
1020 70 
1!J30 81 
1031 75 

TotaL .. 350 

Number of patients 
Year treatct.l in stage IV 

(sco Tublo 7, col. 4) 

1925-26 11 
1927 1!J 
1D28 15 
10:20 20 
1930 17' 
1931 -22 

Tolal. .. ]Oct 

Table 10, Stage III. 

Evahwtion of Tcsults. 

Alive wiLhout recurrence after a pc•riod of 
observation of 

-
5 I 6 I 7 I s I :1 I 10 

years 

14. 11 11 10 10 I) 

I) I) I) 8 8 6 
16 15 15 13 12 
20 18 16 13 
27 ~t 22 
23 22 

100 

Table 10, Stage IV. 

Evaluation of results. 

Alive without recurrence after a periotl of 
obsoryaiion of 

5 I G I 7 I s I u I 10 
yours 

0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 
3 3 2 2 1 
2 2 2 2 
3 3 2 
1 1 

-

I) I 

Hclath~c cure rule after a pcriotl o[ 
obscn'ut-ion of 

··- .. ---- ------· 
;j I 6 I 7 I 8 I u I 10 

years 

28.0 22.0 22.0 20.0 20.0 18.0 
32.1 32.1 32.1 28.6 28.6 21A 
34-.8 32.6 32.6 28.3 26.1 
28.6 25.7 22.!) 18.6 
33.3 20.6 27.2 
30.7 20.3 

31.1 II 

Relnt.ivo cure rate n.fter n period of 
Observ-ation of 

5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I g I 10 
years 

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
20.0 20.0 13.3 13.3 6.7 
10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 
17.6 17.6 ll.S 

41.5 4.5 

8.7 I 
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(h) RADIUM CENTRE FOR CARCINOMA OF THE UTERUS, 

LoNDON CouNTY COUNCIL, UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT 

BRITAIN AND NoRTHERN IRELAND 

(Contributed by Sir CoMYNS BERKELEY.) 

CANCER OF THE CERVIX UTERI 

STATEMENT OF RESULTS OF Tn.EATl\IENT IN 1932 

Table 1. 

I. To-ml number of patients examined with a view to treatment 73 

II. Of those : 

1. Not treated (Total of cases comprised in Table 2). . . . . 6 

2. Radiologically t;reated (Tom! of cases included in 
Table 3} ........ :. . . . . . . • • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 67 

Table 2, 

Patients examined at the clinic but not treated. 

(a) Prevented by disease or death from presenting themselves. 

(b) Seeking treatment elsewhere .......................... . 

(c) Not presenting themselves for unkn.own reasons ......... . 

(d) Operation advised ................................... . 

(e) Not ac;cepte_d_ ?wing to lack of accommodation or thera-
peutic facilities .................................... . 

(f) Treatment refused by the patient ...................... . 

(g) Treatment co~s~dered unsuitable owing to the atient' 
genera_! eo_nditwn, to the eJ>."tent of the disease or~o othe~ 
comphcal!ons ..................................... . 

(h) Some other specified reason . . ........ ·-· ................ . 
·rota!. .• 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

6 

0 

G 



Raclinm Centre for Carcinoma of the Uterus, London 83 

Table 3. 

Patients radiologically treated (Table 1, II, 2 ). 

Stage I Stage II Stugo III Stage IV 
Stages Num-~~p~ Num··~ Num- Per- Num--~- Per-I-IV ber or cent· ber of cent- ber of cent· ber of cent-

cases ago cases ogc cases nge cases age 

Total number of 
l,u_8 patients treated 67 2 3.0 23 34.3 28 H 20.() 

With microscopical 
verification .... G5 2 22 28 13 

Without nllcro~ 
scopical verifica-
tion . . . . . . . . . . 2' 0 1 0 I 1 

1 These two patients died before tho end of tho five-year period. 

Table 4. 

Results of treatment estimated after a period of observation 
of five years, dating from the beginning of treatment. 

]. 2. 3- ·!. 5. G. 7. 
--- --- --- --- ---

Patients 
alive 

~umber Alive Alive operated Died Died of 
Stage of without ;vith upon of Lost inter-

patients recur- recur- after sight of cu-rrent 
treated renee renee failure cnncor dJscase 

of radio-
the-rav:r 

-

I ............ 2 1 I 0 0 1 0 0 

I 
H 23 5 0 0 18 0 0 ........... 

III . . . . . . . . . . 28 3 0 0 25 0 0 

IV 0 ••••••••• 14 1 0 0 13 0 0 

I-IV ........ G'i' 10 
I 

0 0 57 0 0 



84 Radium Centre for Cardnoma of .the Uterus, London 

Table 5. 

Absolute eure mte. 

Total number of cases (see Table 1, I) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 73 

Alive without recurrence five years after the beginning of treat-
ment (see Table 4, col. 2:, stages I-IV) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 10 

Absolute cure rate ....................................... . 13.7% 

Table 6. 

Relative cure mte. 

Number of .A.livo without 
po.tients treated recurrence 

Percentage (sec Table 4, (sec Table 4, 
col. 1, I-IV) ool. 2, 1-lV) 

Stage I 
I 

•••••••••••• ••• 0 I 2 1 

Stage II .............. I 23 5 21.7 

Stage TII ~ ............ I 28 3 10.7 
Stage IV .............. 

I 
14 1 

Stages I-IV ............ 
I 

61 10 14.9 



]. 
------ -

2 

'l'otnl numlJcr 

STATEMENT FOH 1928-1931 INCLUSIVE 

Table 7. 

3. 4. 

of patients Patients Had!ologlcal\J' treated 
cxmn..iuctl but Year oxnmincd with 

o. view not treated 1 
to trcaimcnt Stages I-IV 

I 
Stage I I Stage II I Stage III 

HJ28 21 1 20 1 6 0 
IfJ29 83 10 7:3 (j I2 30 
1030 (j(j 0 57 3 21 IS 
I!J31 !JG !J 8'7 't 27 3'7 

Total. .. 266 2!! 237 H 69 !J-1 
1 .According to indications gi \~en in Table 2. 

Table 8. 

Results of treatment. 

]. 2. 3. 4. 5. G. 
·---- ----

Number Alive without Alive with Died of cancer during Lost sight. o.f 
ot patient.-._ recurrence recurrence a JlCriod of during a period of 

treated after 11 period of after a period of obscrvuUou of o bscrvation of Ycnr (sec obscrvalion of observ-ation of 
Tnblo 7, 
col. 4) 5 I G I 7 I 8 I D 1 10 5 IGI7i<liDI10 5 I G I 7 I 8 I D I 10 5 I G 11 IS 19 110 

y car3 Y OU.l'S y cars y Oltl'S 

I 
1!128 20 2 2 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 IS IS 18 IS 18 0 0 0 0 0 
1020 '13 12 0 7 8'. 0 0 0 0 50 61 G3 63 2 3 3 2 
1030 57 JO JO 8 0 0 0 <16 46 .:17 1 1 1 
1 !l:Jl 87 11 IO 0 0 

-~ 7't 75 

r-~ 
2 2 

-~ 1--- --~ r- - j- - j- m\ r- ~ - j- - j-

Total. . , 237 35 0 5 

' ' 
. 

Ono put.wnt.lot'it sight or 'YfiS found nln o und \tell. 

----

I Slago IV 

4 
25 
I2 
19 

GO 

7 .. 

Died from inter-
current di::;cnse 

during a. porio(l or 
. obson·aUon of 
---------

·5 I G 17 18 I D 110 
years 

0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 1 
0 0 

- j- j- 1- - -
0 



Table 9, Stages I-IV. 

Evaluation of results. 

I. 2. 3. L 5. 6. 

.. 

Total 
number Ali Yo without. reourrcnco Relative curo rate ut 

of pat..tcnts Nu.tnbcr Absolute cure_ rato a.t 
examined of pat.ients after a period of observation of the end ot tho oud of 

Year 
with t.rcntod (sco Tnblo s. col. 3) 

n. view t;o (sco 
treatment• Tublc 7, 5 I G I 7 I 8 I --9-lliJ-

(see rol. •1) 5 I a I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 I 

Tn.blc 7, y cars years 
col. Z) Yo a rs 

1928 -21 20 2 2 2 I 2 2 9.5 9.5 0.5 9.5 9.5 10.( 10.0 10.( 10.0 10.( 

1020 83 73 12 9 7 81 I~t.5 10.8 8.4 O.li 16.4 12.3 9-.( 11 . c. 

1030 66 57' 10 10 8 15.~ 15.~ 12.1 17.5 17.5 14.C 

1931 06 87 11 10 11.5 10.4 12.6 11.5 
1---------1-1---1--- -· 1- -

Total.. 266 237 35 13.2 14.8 

1 Se:o no to. 1, pugo 85~ Table 8. 



Table 10, Stage I. 

Evaluation of res itlls. 

Alive without recurrence arter a pcrioll of lloluiivo muc rate after a period of 
Number of patients obser\•at-ion or obscrv-rttion of 

Yenr trcatcrl in stage I 
(see Table 7, col. 1) 5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 

years years 

1028 1 1 1 1 1 1 
1929 (l 2 2 2 2 
1980 3 2 

~ 
2 

1931 '1 1 I 
Total ... 1,1 (l 

I I I, 
Table 10, Stage II. 

Evaluat-ion of 1·esults. 

Alive \Yltllout rccurreuco after a period or Rdat.lvo cure rata after a period of 
Number of patients obsct'vation of observation or 

Year treated in stage II 
(sec Table 7, col. 4) 5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 

Y cars yeats 

1028 (l 0 0 0 0 0 
1929 12 3 2 2 2 
1980 24· 5 5 4 20.8 20.8 10.7 
1031 27 a 3 11.1 11.1 

1-·--
To tal. .. G9 11 15.0 I 



Ycnr 
Number or pu,t.icn!-s 
t.rcatcd in stngo Ill 
(sea tl'n.blc 7~ col. ·i) 

1028 0 
l!J20 30 
1030 18 
I031 37 

To.tal. .. 0'1 

' Sea nato 1, pngo 851 Tabla 8. 

Num bcr of patients 
Ycnr treated in stngo IV 

fsec TalJlo 7, Col. 4.) 

1028 4 

1029 25 
1030 12 
)981 l!l 

Total ... I GO 

Table 10, Stage III. 

Evaluation of ?'estdls. 

.Ailv·o without rccurrcnco after n. pcriOll o! 
observation of 

- ·- ---
5 I .G I 7 I 8 I D I 10 

Y oars 

I I 1 1 1 

6 '1 3 t.! _I 

I 1 I 
7 6 

15 

Table 10, Stage IV. 

Evalttation of results 

Alive without r~curreuco a!ter o. period of 
-~ observation· ot 

5 I 6 I 7 I 6 I 9 I 10 
Yo a rs 

I 
0 0 0 0 0 
J 1 0 0 
2 

~ 
2 ] 

0 0 
--~ --- -~~ -~-

a 

Uolativo cure ralo a(tcr n. period o'f 
obsOJ:vatlon or 

5 I u I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 
years 

20.0 '13.3 IO.O 13.3 

5.6 5.6 5.H 
18.9 16.2 

16.0 

Relative -cure rate niter a period of. 
observation of 

5 I 6 I 7 I 8 l 9 l 10 
y e a r·s 

4.0 -~. 0 0.0 0.0 

0.0 o.o 1·----·- ---- f------

5.0 I 
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(i) THE SHEFFIELD IL\DIUM CENTRE, UNITED KINGD01[ 

oF GREAT BRITAIN AND NoRTHERN IRELAND 

(Contributed by Dr. F. ELLIS.) 

CA1"'ifCER OF THE'CERVIX UTERI 

STATE1IENT OF RESULTS OF TREATl.illNT IN 1932 

Table 1. 

I. Total number of patients exarrrined with a view to treatment. 6-J. 

II. Of those: 

1. Not treated (Total of cases comprised in Table 2). . . . . 1 

2. Radiologically treated (Total of cases included in 
Table 3)....................................... G3 

Table 2. 

Patients examined at the cl·inic but not treated. 

(a) Prevented by disease or death from presenting themselves. 0 

(b) Seeking treatment elsewhere . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(c) Not presenting themselves for unknown reasons.......... 0 

(d) Operation advised . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 

(e) Not accepted owing to lack of accommodation or thera-
peutic facilities . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(f) Treatment refused by the patient . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(g) Treatment considered unsuitable owing to the patient's 
general condition, to the extent of the disease or to other 
complications ..................................... . o. 

(h) Some other specified reason . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

Total... 1 
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Titble 3. 

Patients radiologically treated (Table 1, 11, 2 ). 

I Stage I Stage II Stage III Stage IV 

Stnges Num- Per· Num· \ Perc Num·\ Per- Nurn-~ Per-I-IV ber of cent- ber of cent- bcr of cent- bcr of cent-
cases age cases ago cases age cases ago 

Total number of 
patients treated 63 5 7'.9 11 17.5 22 34.9 25 39.7 

With microscopical 
verification _ - . - 58 5 10 22 21 

Without micro-
scopical verifica-
tion .......... 5 0 1' 0 4' 

1 No- 1. Nino months vaginal discharge, foul smell, bleeding with clots and pain
cervix movable, os pa.tulous, canal insi(le friable-and bleeds easily. I:rregularit.y- in posterior 
fornLx. ~licroscopic examination had been pertormed at the hospital tram which tho 
pa,ticnt was referred. The report could not be traced later. 

z These toni' patient~ died be! ore the end of the dvc-year period. 

Table 4. 

Results of treatment estimated after a period of observation 
of five years, dating from the beginning of t1,eatment. 

I L 2. 3. ·l. 5. 6- 7. 

' Patients I alive 
Stage I Number .AI!vo .Alive operated Died or of without with upon Died Lost inter~ patients recur· recUl'· after ol sight of treated renee ronco !allure cancer current 

' dlsea.se 
! of radto· 

therapy 

! ............. 5 4 0 

I 

0 1 0 0 
II.-.--- .... - 11 9 0 0 1 0 1 
III .... ~ ..... 22 5 0 0 15 0 2 
IV .......... "" 2 0 -0 0 22 I 0 
I-IV ........ 63 20 0 0 39 I 3 
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Table 5. 

Absolute c·ure Tate. 

Total number of cases (see Table 1, I) ...................... . 64 

20 
Alive without recurrence five years after the beginning of treat-

ment (see Table 4, col. 2, stages I-IV) .................... . 

Absolute cure rate ....................................... . 31.3% 

Table 6. 

Relative cure mte. 

Number of .A.Uvo without 
patients treated recurrence Percentage (see Table~. (see Table •I, 

col. 1, I-IV) col. 2, I-IV) 

Stage I ............... 5 4 

Stage II • 0 •••••••••••• 11 9 

Stage III ............. 22 5 22.7 

Stage IV ........ -...... 25 2 8.0 

Stages I-IV ............ 63 20 31.7 



STATElllENT FOR l!l31 

Table 7. 

I. I 2. 3. 4. 
~ 

Total number Radiologlcallr treated 
or pa.tionts Patients 

Year ox_amincd wl.th examined but 
Stngos I-IV J I I I · o.view not treated 1 Stage I Stngo II Stage III Stage IV 

to treatment 

1()31 00 0 66 2 11 31 22 

1 .According to indications given Jn Table 2. 

Table 8. 

Results of treatment. 

]. I 2. 3. 4. -~. o. 7-

Number Alive wjt110ut Allvowlth Died of cancer during Lost sight o! 
Died !rom Inter· 

or patients rcourrence roourrenc:o am·rent dlscaso 

Yeur treated after a period of after a period of a period o.f during a period of during a period of 

(sco o bsorvation of observation of o bsorYaUon of observation of observation ot 
Taulo 7, 5 I ·o I 7 I s I 9 I 10 516171819110 5 I o I 7 I s I 9 1 10 5 16171819110 5 I 6 I 1 I s I o 110 

col. 4) y oars years years yours years 

l!J31 
I 

66 I!) I!)/ I I I I 0 o/ I '55 551 
I I I 0 0 1212 



Table 9, Stages I-IV. 

Evaluation of reimlts. 

1. 2. 3. <] • 5. G. 
·--· 

Total 
number Alive without recurrence .Absolute cure ra.to at Relative cure rate at of patients Number after a period of obscrnttlon of the end of the eud of examined of patients (sec Table 8, coL 3) Ycnr with treated 

a.. view t.o (see 

' I 10 
treatment Tnble 7, 

5 I 6 I 7 I s I 9 I 10 5 ' 6 I 7 I 8 I il I 10 5 I 6 I 7 i s I 9 (sec col. 4) I 

Tablo 7, 
years years y cars col. 2) 

1931 66 I 66 I 9 I 9 I I 113.6 13.6 113.613.6 



Year 

1031 

Year 

1031 

I N\Unber or !lntlents 
t;rcutcd in stn~o I 

(sec Tn:tJlo 7, col. 4) 

2 

I Number or pnllcnts 
treated· i11 stage II 
(~ee Table 7, col. •1) 

I 11 I 

5 

1 

Table 10, Stage I. 

E'vahwt-io1L of msults. 

Alive without recurrence utter n. porlod or 
obsorvntJon of 

'-'--~--c---c---
G 7 8 D 10 

years 

1 I 

Table 10, Sta~e II. 

Evaluation of results. 

Aliv'o wft.hout recurrence after n. period of 
observation of 

5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 
years 

2 I 2 I I I I I 

5 

5 I 

I 

RcltLUvo curo rate after llo period of 
Qbsenation of 

G 7 8 
years 

I 

Ticlativo cure rate after n. period of 
observation or 

G I 7 I 8 I 9 
years 

I 
I 
I 

10 

I 10 



Table 10, Stage III. 

Evaluation of restdts. 

~live wit.hout recurrence after n period of llcla.tivo cure rate after a period of 
Number of patients observation of observation or 

Ycn.r irc-atcd in stngc III ----(soo Table 7, col. ·l) 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 5 I 6 I j I 8 I 9 I 10 
years yours 

Hl31 31 
1 

4. 4 
I 

12.0 12.0 
I 

Table 10, Stage IV. 

Evaluation of resull,os. 

I Alive without recurrence after a p6riotl of Relative cure rate after fL period of 
' Number of paUents observation of obsctvat-ion of 

Year ' treat_cd in stage IV 
' 

-~---· ·------~------- ----(sec "Tnble 7, col. 4) ----
5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I v I 10 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 

i yon rs yon.rs ; 

I 

I I I I I l 031 
I 

22 2 2 !).1 0.1 
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(j) RADIUMSTATIONEN, CoPENHAGEN, DENliiARK 

(Contributed by Dr. 0. CHmWITZ.) 

CAl'<CER OF THE CERVIX UTERI 

STATEMENT OF RESULTS OF TREATMENT IN 1932 

Table 1. 

I. Total number of patients examined with a view to treatment 180 

II. Of those : 

1. Not treated (Total of cases comprised in Table 2)..... 0 

2. Radiologically treated (Total of cases included in 
Table. 3)....................................... 180 

Table 2. 

Patients examined at the clinic but not treated. 

(a) Prevented by disease or death from presenting themselves. 

(b) Seeking treatment elsewhere .......................... . 

· (c) Not presenting themselves for unknown reasons ......... .. 

(d) Operation advised ................................... . 

(e) Not ac_cepte_d, ?wing to lack of accommodation or thera-
peutiC facilities ...... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

(f) Treatment refused by the patient ...................... . 

(g) Treatment co~s~dered unsuitable owing to the atient' 
genera

1
_l cto_ndihon, to the extent of the disease or ~0 othe~ eomp rca wns .................... . ................. 

(ll) Some other specified reason ..................... 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

TotaL.. o 
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Table 3. 

Patients mdiolagically treated {Table 1, II, 2 ). 

Stage I Stage II' Stage HI Stage IV 

Stngcs ·~----~ 
I-lV Num- Per- Nmn- Per- Num- Per- Num• Per· 

bcr of cent- bcr of cent- her of cent- bcr of cent-
cases age cases age cases a~o cases age 

Total number of 
patients treated 180 13 7.2 3,1 18.0 94 52.2 39 21.7 

With microscopical 
verification .... 180 13 3'1 !)4 39 

Without micro-
scopical vcrifica-

01 tion .......... 0 0 0 0 

Table 4. 

Results of treatment estimated after a period of observation 
of five years, dating from the beginning of treatment. 

1· I 2. I. 3. I ·!. I ;). I G. I 7. 

Patients 
alive 

Stsgo Number Alive .Alive operated Died Died<>! 
of \vithout with upon of Lost inter-

patients recur- recm:.- after cancer sight ol current 
treated renee renee fuihtre disease 

of radio-
therapy 

I ............ 13 9 0 0 4 0 0 

II ....... , ... 3,1 16 1 0 13 0 '1 

III .......... 94 17 1 0 72 0 4 

IV .......... 39 2 0 0 36 0 1 

I-IV • 0. 0 •••• 180 4,1 2 0 125 0 !) 

7 
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Table 5. 

Absolute cure rate. 

Total number of cases (see Table 1, I) ...................... . 180 

44 
ft the be<rinnin<r of treat-\1' - vithout recurrence five years a er "' ,., . 

•· ~:n~ (see Table 4, col. 2, stages I-IV) · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·. · · · · · · 

Absolute cure rate · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ............ 24.4% 

Table 6. 

· Relative cure rate. 

Number of ' Alive wiLbout 
patients treated 

1 

recurrence Percentage (see Table 4, (see Table 4, 
col. 1, I-IV) c.ol. 2, I-IV) 

Stage I ............... 13 9 

Stage II .............. lH 16 47.1 
Stage III .. " .......... 94 17 18.1 
Stage IV 

•••••••• ". 0 ••• 39 2 5.1 
Stages I-IV ............ 180 44 24.4 

Data from Radiumstationen, relating to the years previous 
to 1932 will appear in the Fourth Annual Report. 
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(k) RADIUl\ISTATION.EN FOR JYLLAND, AARHUS, DENMARK 

(Contributed by Dr. C. KnEns.) 

CAi'<CER OF 'l'HE CERVIX UTERI 

STATEMENT OF RESULTS OF TREAT~IENT IN 1932 

Table 1. 

I. Total number of patients examined with a view to treatment 78 

II. Of those : 

1. )l"ot treated ('l'otal of cases comprised in Table 2). . . . . 0 

2. Radiologically treated (Total of cases included in 
Table 3)....................................... 78 

Table 2. 

Patients examined at the clinic but not treated. 

(a) Prevented by disease or death from presenting themselves. 0 

(b) Seeking treatment elsewhere . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(c) Not presenting themselves for unknown reasons.......... 0 

(d) 

(c) 

(f) 

(g) 

Operation advised ................................... . 

Not ac;cepte.d. ?wing to Jack of accommodation or thera-
peutiC faCllrhes .................................... . 

Treatment refused by the patient ...................... . 

Treatment considered tmsuitable owing to the patient's 
general condition, to the extent of the disease or to other 
complications ..................................... . 

0 

0 

0 

0 

(h) Some other specified reason . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

Total... 0 
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Table 3. 

Patients mdiologically treated (Table 1, II, 2). 

S\ago I Stage II Stage III Stage IV 

Stages Num~ J;-::-1-lV Num~ Per~ Num- Per- Num- Per-
ber or cent- borol cent- ber of cent- bar of I cent-
cases age co.scs age cases ago cases age 

Total number of 
patients treated 78 19 24.4 14 17.9 28 35.9 17 21.8 

With microscopical 
verification .... 78 19 14 28 17 

Without micro-
scopical verifica-
tion .......... 0 0 0 0 0 

Table 4. 

Results of treatment es!Jimated after a period of observation 
of five years, dating from the beginning of treatment. 

1. I z. I 3. I 4. i 5. I G. I 7. 

Patients 
Number Alive. Alive 

alive 
Stage of without with 

operated 1 

Died Died of 
patients recur-

up_ on 
of Lost inter-recur- after treated renee renee failure cancer sight of current 

of radio-
disease 

therapy 

I ............ 19 10 0 0 9 0 0 
IT ........... 14 8 0 0 6 0 0 
HI .......... 28 4 0 0 24 0 0 
IV .......... 17 2 0 0 H l 0 
I-IV .......... 78 2·1 0 0 53 1 0 
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Table 5. 

Absolute cure mte. 

Total number of cases (see Table I, I) ...................... . 

Alive '\ithout recurrence five years after the beginning of treat-
ment (see Table 4, col. 2, stages I-IV) .................... . 

Absolute cure rate ....................................... . 

Table 6. 

Relative cure mte . 

Number of .Alive without 

101 

7-8 

24· 

30.8% 

patients treated recurrence Percentag-e (see Table 4, (sco Table 4, 
col. 1, I-IV) col. 2, I-IV) 

Stage I ............... 19 10 52.6 

Stage II .............. 14 8 

Stage III 0 •••••••••• 0. 28 4 14.3 

Stage IV .............. 17 2 n. s 

Stages I-IV ............ 78 24 30.8 
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Table 3. 

Patients mdiologically treated (Table 1, II, Z). 

Stage I Stage II Stage Ill St!!gc IV 

----Stage; 
Num~ Per- Num-1 Per-1-lV Nmu- Per- Per- Num-

ber nt cent- bcr af cent- be•ef cent- bcr of cent-
cases age cases ago cases age cases / ag_o 

Total number of 
patients treated 'iS 19 24.4 14 17.9 28 35.9 17 !31.8 

With microscopical 
verification .... 78 19 14 28 17 

Without micro-
scopical verifica-
tion .......... 0 0 0 0 0 

Table 4. 

ReMtlts of treatment esf!imated ajte1· a period of observation 
of five years, dating from the beginning of treatment. 

1- 2. 3. I 4. I 5. I G. I 7-

Patients 
N'umbe:r .Alive Alive 

alive 
Stage of without with 

operated \ 
Died Died of 

po.tients upon Lost inter-recur- recur .. niter of treo.tcu :ronco renee failure cancer sight of current 
of radio- disease 
therapy 

I ............ 19 10 0 0 9 0 0 II ........... 14 8 0 
I 0 6 0 0 III .......... 28 4 0 0 24 0 IV 0 .......... 17 2 0 0 14 

I-IV ......... 1 0-
78 2-l 0 0 53 1 0 
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Table 5. 

Absolute cun mte. 

Total number of cases (see Table 1, I) ...................... . 78 

Alive without rccmrence five years after the beginning of treat. 
ment (see Table 4, col. 2, stages I-IV} .................... . 24 

Absolute cure rate ....................................... . 30.8% 

Table 6. 

Relative cure mte . 

Number of .AHvc without 
patients treated recurrence Pcrccntogc (see Table 4, (see Table 4. 

col. 1, I-IV) col. 2, I-IV) 

Stage I . . . . . . . . . ' . . . . . 19 10 52.6 

Stage II .............. 14 8 

Stage III ............. 28 4 14 .. 3 

Stage IV .............. 17 2 u.s 

Stages I-IV ............ 78 24 30.8 



STATEMENT FOR 1931 

Table 'J. 

Ycnr 
RndiologicailY Lroatcd 3.. / 'l'otni number 

ot patients Patients 
o.~nmlned with examined but --------,--------,--------;------~~------

"view not treated 1 Stngca I-IV l Stage 1 Stage n Stage Ill Stage IV 
-----------------~-~to~tr~on~tn~t~cn~t~~--------------------------=~~~-~L__:=:~=---J-~~~~--~----~-----

0 1 92 1 1931 33 18 28 13 92 

1 .Accortliug to JmliCa'tlons given in Tn.Ulo 2. 

Table 8. 

Results of treatment. 

__ _1: __ I 2. 
3. 4. 5. 6. 7. 

Number A.Iive wlthout A.Iivo ·with Died ot cancer during Lost sight of Died from inter· I of Patients 
recurrence recurrence a period or durin:g a period of c.urrcut disease 

Ycnr treated arter a period of n(tcr a period of during a pcriorl of 
(SQO observo.tlon of observation of observat-ion of observatiQn o! observation of 

'fnb1o 7, 5 I G I 7 I s 1.9 I 10 5 I G I 7 IS I 9 110 5 16 I 7 I 8 19 110 5 16 I 7 I 8 I o 110 5.1617 1·8 19110 
col. 4) ye-a. rs Yoa~s ___ y C_lt_!".f!._. _ years YCU.l'·S .. --- -· 

1931 I 92 1201191 I I lo ol I 70 701 
I I 11 1 11 2\ 1 I 



I. I 2. I 3. I 
I ToLul 

number 
or pnt.icnts Number 
examined of pn.ticnts 

Year with treated 
n view to (see 
treatment Tnl>lo 7, 

(sec 
Table 7, 

col. 4) 

col. 2) 

1931 92 I 92 I 

4. 

Table 9, Stages I-IV. 

Evaluation of nsults. 

Alive without recurrence 

5. 

.Absolute cure rate at n.rter a pcl'iod of obsorvn.tion or tho end of (see Table 8, col. 3) 

----·--· 
5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I D I 10 5 I G I 7 I 8 I 0 

yours yon.rs 

20 19 I I 21.7120.71 I 

I 6. 

llelnt.ivo cure rate at 
the oncl of 

------ ~ - ~ --
I 10 5 I G I 7 I 8 l g I 10 

years 

21.+0·1 I I 



Table 10, Stage I. 

Evaluation of 1'esults. 

Allvo without recur ronco- after a period of Rcluiivo cure rato artor a period of 
Number of patients observation of o bscrvntion o! 

Ycnr t.rcatccl in stage I 
5 I I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 (sco Table 7 ~ col. 4) G 

years yco.rs 

1931 /. 33 10 
10 I· j3o.a\3o.a\ I 

Table 10, Stage II. 

Evaluation of msults. 

Alive without rccurrcnca after a Dorlod of Rcln.t.ivo cure ro.to after n. period of !-'• ~ ~Uooml observation or . observation of 
YCU1' trcntcdJn stugo II 

(sea Tabla 7. col. 4) 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 5 I 0 I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 
y oars y oars 

I I I I I 1931 18 8 7 
I 

44.4 38.9 .. 



Table 10, Stage Ill. 

Evaluation of results. 

..:._\live without rccurrcmce after a period of llolo..Livc cure ~tc after a. period of 
Number or pn.tieuts obsorvnt.ion of obsc vntion or 

Yeur trcaterl in stage HI 
{sea 'f<1blo 7, col. 4) 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I u I 10 5 I 0 I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 

y cars yea-rs 
----

1931 28 I 0 0 o.o o.o 
I I 

Table 10, Sta~e IV. 

Evaluat-ion of results . 

..A.li,to without rccurrcnco after a pcl'ioU of Relative cure rate uftor n. period of 
Number or patients o bservution of observation or 

Year treated in stage IV 
(sec 'ruble 7, col. ·1) 5 I 6 i 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 5 I G I 7 I s I 9 I 10 I 

years years 
-

I 
I 

I I 
Hl31 13 2 2 

I 
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(l) !NSTITTJT DTJ CANCER, PARIS, FRANCE 

(Co11tributed by Dr. SIMONE LABORDE.) 

CANCER OF THE CERVIX UTERI 

STATEMENT OF RESULTS OF TREATMENT IN 1932 

Table 1. 

I. Total number of patients examined with a view to treatment 127 

II. Of those : 

1. Not treated (Total of cases comprised in Table 2). . . . . 48 

2. Radiologically treated (Total of cases included in 
Table a) ... '. . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . 79 

Table 2. 

Patients examined at the clinic but not treated. 

(a) Prevented by disease or death from ptesenting themselves. o 

(b) Seeking treatment elsewhere ...................... , . . . . 3 

(c) Not presenting themselves for unknown reasons. . . . . . . . . . s 

(d) Operation advised ................. , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 

(e) Not accepted owing to lack of accommodation or thera-
peutic facilities . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . o 

(f) Treatment refused by the patient ...................... . 

(g) Treatment cor:s~dered unsuitable owing to the patient's 
, gener~l co_ndttwn, to the extent of the disease or to other 

comphcatwns ................ , ........... ." ........ . 

(h) Some other specified reason ........................... ·. 

3 

31 

0 

Total... 48 



Institut d1t Cancer, Paris 107 

Table 3. 

Patients radiologically treated (Table 1, II, 2). 

Stage I Stage II Stage III St<Ige IV 
Stag-es -rg-I-IV Num- Per- Num- Per- Num- Per- ~*or-bcr of cent- bcr of cent- bcrof cent- bcr or cent-

cases 11go cases age cases ago cases uge 

Total number of 
patients treated 79 6 7.6 13 16.5 34 43.0 26 32.9 

With microscopical 
verification ... - 79 6 13 34 26 

Without micro-
scopical verifica-
tion .......... 0 0 0 0 0 

Table 4. 

Results of treatment estimated after a period of observation 
of five years, dating from the beginning of treatment. 

I. 2. 3. -L 5. G. 7. 
--- --- ---- ------

Patients 
alive 

Number Alive Ali~o operated Died Died or 
Stage of without "~th upon of Lost inter-

patients recur- recur· after cancer sight ol current 
treated renee renee failure tliscase 

of radio-
therapy 

-
I ............ 6 6 0 0 0 0 0 

II 0 •••••••••• 13 6 0 0 5 2 0 

III .......... 34 15 1 0 16 2 0 

IV •••• 0 ••••• 26 3 0 0 18 5 0 

I-IV ........ 79 30 1 0 39 9 0 
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Table 5. 

Absolute cure mte. 

Nolc.-Calculation of absolute cure rate omitted because the clinic was 
not solely responsible for the treatment of cervical carcinoma in the 
area, which was not a homogeneous unit from the standpoint of hospital 
administrative arrangements. 

Table 6 . 

. Relative cure rate. 

Number of Alive without 
patients treated recurrence Percent.age 

.. 
(see Table 4, (see Table 4, 
CQI. !, I-IV) col. 2, I-IV) 

I 
Stage I ............. ,,, I 6 6 

Stage II ........ ' ..... 13 6 

Stage III ............. 34 15 44.1 

Stage IV .............. 26 3 11.5 

Stages I-IV ............ 79 30 38.0 



!. 2. 
Totnl number 

Or patients 
Year examined with 

a view 
to treatment 

1921-2G 2 226 
1927 78 
1928 85 
1929 09 
1930 87 
1931 111 

Total. .. GSG 

STATEMENT l>OR. 1921-1931 INCLUSIVE 

Table 7. 

3. 'l. 

Patients Rnlliologically trcalccl 
ox a mined lm t 

I I I 
not trcntcd I Stages I-IY $tngo I Stago II Stage III 

52 1H a ~2 91 
23 55 6 10 22 
2'1 61 7 10 32 
39 GO 1 9 27 

7 so 8 13 38 

28 83 9 15 4-0 

173 51!:1 3't 79 250 

1 .According- to indications given m 'l'nblc 2. 

I S!'Ug'C IY 

58 
17 
1~ 

23 
21 
19 

--------
150 

2 The figures of tho individunl years from which these totills arc Uerlvcd may be fouud on reference t.o Lhc Scconll .Annual Hcport. 

Table 8.-Resulls of treatment. 

!. 2. 3. . I, 5 .. u. 7. -----· -- . ---·- - . 

Num·ber . Alive without l Alive ·with Die(l o( cancer during Lo:-~t sight. o( Died from inter-
of patients recurrence recurrence current; disL~nso 

treated nltcr a. Period o( n fLcr n, IJCriod or o. period of dttl'illg tt pcrio•l or during a. period o[ 
Ycnr (sco observation or o baci'Htlion of olJsor\·ntion ol obsot"Yation O( observation of 

'l'n.lJ]O 7J -5JU"'i7[l;"T1fflu· '">TTl p !3. I " \fO -"-rrq---, -~-s-n; 10 " l"t.f"i"7 'ln'Dil~ ":f i.G T1"1 ff; !1-!!U 
col. -1) years ycarF~ y c a, rs Yo a r s :'-~cars 

1921-26 2 174 38 34 34 30 30 2G 2 1 1 0 0 0 133 135 135 138 138 140 I 2 2 2 2 4 0 2 2 4 c1 -1· 
1927 5!l 15 12 12 1 •) 12 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 38 "J.O 4-0 40 ·J-0 40 I 2 •) 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 -~ -~ 

1928 G1 IG 13 12 11! ll 1 2 ] 0 0 38 39 40 ·11 '1-1 -1 5 5 5 5 2 2 a 4- 4 
1929 GO 18 17 l(j 15 0 1 0 0 3-J. 3-J. 35 35 7 7 7 7 1 1 2 3 
1930 so 22 ')•) 21 1 ] 0 5:3 5:3 55 2 2 ~- 2 2 2 -~ 

1931 83 '>8 '>71 l 2 'Hl ,w 4· '1 1 1 ~ ~ I 
--~r---· -- - - - -

-,31; 
- -- -- - -· - - - - - - ·- - t-- - - -

Total. .. 513 13~1 I :3 l!l 7 

' -InclutlJug patients uln c operated tiPOil ~tflcr fntlurc of ID.tllOj,hcrupj. 
t Sec noLo ZJ 'fo.lJlo 7. 



Table 9, Stages 1-IV. 

Evaluation of results. 

J. 2. ~- . j. 5 . 
----

Tot.ul 
number Alive 1Yithout rccun·oucc ror patients Number Absolute cure rate n.L 

cxnminct.l of Jmtionts n rt.er u. J)Cdod of observation of lho end or 
with treated (•co Tablo S, col. 3) 

Ycnr a vjow to (sec 
trcutment. Table 7, ---

(sec col·. ·1) 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I ~ I 10 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I n I 10 
'ruble 7 ~ )•oars )tears col. 2) 

l!J2I-26 1 226 174 38 3,1 34. 30 30 26 

1027 78 55 15 ]2 12 12 12 12 

1!128 85 61 16 13 12 Jl J] 

1020 00 60 18 17 16 15 

1030 87 so 22 9'> 21 ~~ 

1931 Ill 83 28 27 
Total. .. 1---1-------1---1- ----686 513 137 

1 Sec note 2 n ' 'p go 109, ruble 7. 

6. 
-

H.oluU ,.o cure rn.t..c at 
tbc end of 

-----~--

5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 

y cars 

21.8 19.5 19.5 17.2 17.2 14.9 

27.3 21.8 21.8 21.8 21.8 21.8 

2G.2 21.3 10.7 18.0 18 .c 
30.C 28.3 26.7 25.( 

21 .. 5 27. !j 26.: 

33.~ 32.5 
--1- -----~--26.7 

H ..... 
0 



Table 10, Stage I. 

Evaluation of 1·csults. 

Alive wlt.hout recnrrcnco a..rtcr a period of llclntivo cure rate after a, period of 
Numhor or patients obscrYatiou of observation of 

Year trcatcrl in stage I 
I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 I !0 5 I u I 7 I 8 I D I 10 (see Table 7, col. 1) 5 

y cars y-ears 

I 

I 1921-26 1 3 3 2 2 I 2 2 2 

1927 6 6 5 5 5 5 5 

1928 7 2 1 1 l 1 

L 1929 1 0 0 0 0 
1930 8 2 2 2 
1931 9 4 4 

I 

. 
Total. .. 34 17 I I . I 50.0 I I I I 

1 See note 2, page 100, Table 7. 

Table 10, Stage II. 

EvaltiMion of TcsuUs. 

Ali Yo without recurrence uft..cr n period or nclutivo cure rate a[ter n period of 
Number of patients obscn~auon o[ obscn·ation of 

Year treated In stage II ···----------~-- ------
(sec Table 7, col. 4) 5 I G i 7 I 8 I 0 I 10 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 

y c n r s y cars 

i 

1021-26 1 22 12 12 12 11 11 10 54.5 5-t.5 5-.1.5 50.0 50.0 45.5 
1927 10 3 3 3 3 3 3 
1028 10 3 2 l 1 1 
1929 9 7 7 6 6 
1930 13 6 6 G 

1931 1.5 8 7 I 53.3 •tG.7 

r- I -

I 
f-.-- II Total. , . 79 3D I 'WA 

1 Sec note 2, page lOlJ, 'l'ablc 7. 



Number of patients 
Year trcntc~ in stage III 

(see Table 7, eQ!. 4) 

1021-26 1 01 
1927 22 
1928 32 
1929 I 27 

1930 38 
1931 40 

Total. .. 

I 

I 250 
1 Soo.nota2, pa~w 109, Table 7. 

Nu1nber of patients 
Year treated in stage IV 

(see Table 7, CO!. 4) 

1921-26 1 58 
1927' 17 
1028 12 
1!129 23 
1930 21 
1931 10 

Total. .. 150. 
1 See noto·2 9 t page 10 , Table .7. 

Table 10, Sta~e HI. 

Evaluai'ion of 1·esult1J. 

~ A,liV(} wit.hou t rccurrouce after u. p~rio.d or 
ohsorvution or 

.. - ---------
5 I G I 7 I 8 I D I .,o 

y ca. rs 

23 20 20 17 17 14 

0 4 4 <1 4 4 

11 10 10 I) 9 

10 9 9 8 
12 12 11 

14 14 

1-76 

Table 10, Stage IV. 

Evaluat·i.on of 1·esnlts . 

.A.Uvo wlthout rcourrCncO t:t!tor n. period of 
. observation of 

~~-.---~- ~-·-

5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 
y c a r·s 

0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
1 1 1 1 
2 2 2 

2 2 

5 

ncln.li Vo cure r~tc ntlcr n l)Oriod or 
· ubsorvntlon or • 

-
5 I 0 I 7 I 8 I D I 1() . 

y oars 

25.3 22.0 22.0 18.. 7 16.7' 15.4 
27'. 3 18.2 18.2 16.2 16.2 16.2 
34 .. 4 31.3 31.3 28.1 28.1 
37.0 33.3 33.3 29.6 
31.0 31.0 28.9 
35.0 35.0 

30.4 

.. 

Ue1ative cure rate after n period oi 
obscrvnUon or 

5 I ·s I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 
years 

0.0 o.o 0.0 o.o 0.0 o.o 
o.o o.o o.o 0.0. 0.0 0.0 

4.3 4 .. 3 4.3 . 4.3 

. 9.5 9.5 9.5 . 
10.5 10.5 

3.3 
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(m) lNSTITUT DU RADIUM DE L'UNIYEHSITE DE PARIS, 

FRANCE 

(Contributed by Dr. A. LACASSAGNE.) 

CA.L"'CER OF Trill CERVIX UTERI 

STATEMENT OF RESULTS OF TREATMENT IN 1932 

Table 1. 

I. Total number of patients examined with a view to treatment. 181 

IT. Of those: 

l. Not treated (Tot::tl of cases comprised in Table 2)..... 80 

2. Radiologically treated (Total of cases included in 
Table 3). . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 101 

Table 2. 

Patients examined at the clinic but not treated. 

(a) Prevented by disease or death from presenting themsel vcs. 0 

(b) Seeking treatment elsewhere . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 

(c) Not presenting themselves for unknown reasons.......... ·> 

(d) Operation ad vised ................................... . 

(e) Not ac;cel?te.d. ?Wing to Jack of accommodation or thera· 
penttc faCI!ttiCs . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ·1-'7 

(f) Treatment refused by the patient . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 

(g) Treatment considered unsuitable owing to the patient's 
ueneral condition, to the extent of the disease or to othct• "' . . complicatwns ..................................... . 

{h) Some other specified reason ........................... . 

2G 

0 

Total... 80 
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Table 3. 

· Patients radiologically treated (Table 1, II, 2 ). 

I ,_, Stnge II Stage III Stage IV 

Stnges Num· Per- Nutn· Per· Num· Per- Num·1 Per· 
I-IV bet of cent· ber of cent- berof cent- bcr of cent-

co.ses age cases age cases age cases age 

Total number of 
patients treated 101 18 17.8 43 42.6 3·:1. 33.7 () 5.9 

With microscopical 
verification .... 101 18 43 34 6 

Without micro-
scopical verifica-
tion . ~ ........ 0 0 0 0 0 

Table 4. 

Results of treatment estimated after a period of observation 
of five years, dating from the beginning of treatment. 

I. 2. 3. 4. 5. G. 7. ---
Patients 

alive 
Stage Number AI No Alive operated Died Died of 

of without with upon of Lost inter-
patients reour- recur- after sight of current 
treated renee renee failure cancer disease 

of radio-
therapy 

i 

I I ............. 18 14 0 0 3 0 1 

II ........... 43 23 1 0 19 0 0 

III .......... 34 14 I 0 0 20 
' 

0 0 

IV .......... () 1 0 0 5 0 0 

I--IV ........ 101 52 1 0 •47 0 1 
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Table 5. 

Absolute cure rate. 

Note.-Calculation of absolute cure ra:te omitted because the available 
facilities at the InstiLut d\1 Radium are not sufficient for treatment of all 
patients presenting themselves, a number of patients being referred to other 
anti-cancer centres of Paris. 

Table 6. 

Relative cure rate. 

Number of Alive without 
patients treated recurrence Pcrccntnge (see Table ·l, (see Table 4, 

col. I, I-IV) col. 21 I-IV) 

Stage I 0 •••••••••••••• 18 H 77.8 

Stage II " ............. ,~3 23 53.5 

Stage III ............. 3<t 14 41.2 

Stage IV .............. 6 1 

Stages I-IV ............ 101 52 51.5 



5'.1'.\TE~!KNT F011 UJUJ-191H lNCI>WilVE 

Table 7 . 
I. 2. 3. ·1. 

' - -·. - -~--------- .. ---·---· --------. - - ----- ---- - -- -- - ----- ~- - -

1

--;l'otulimtn!Jer Racliolotricnily trcn.tell or patients Patients 
Ycnr examined wil'h CXUlllincd but 

I I I Stngo IV a view ;no_t t1·cn.tcd 1 Stages I-lV Stugo I Stage ll Stage l!I 
: to t.rcatmcnt ------ -

HlW-26' 897' 31(l 5.81 I 53 210 2•15 7'3 

1 027' 113 19 0-L 11 33 36 14 

1028 118 2·1 g,t 6 47' 37 4 

1929 135 33 102 11 38 46 7 

1030 158 47' 111 16 34 47' 14 
1031 157 55 102 12 44 I 34 12 

Total. .. 1,57'8 ~J.9:.L 1,084 109 406 I 44·5 I 124 
1 Accorlling to inUicntions given in 'l'ablo 2. 1 The tlgUJ'CS of tho individual years from ·which tJwsc totals nrc dcriveU may he Ioun.d on reference to tlte previous Annual nonorts, 

Table 8. 

Results of treatment. 
J, 4. ;?. 3. 

--~-----~~~~----
_Number Alive without 1 Alive with Died of cancer during Lost sight QJ Died from interw 

or patients recurrence recurrence . d 1 . l r current diseuse 
ft I d f •ft•r a PCI'I'od of a pcriO O during a perlO< O durin" • period Of tr0,6C:d o ob~~~\~~ifo~ o't ~ ol;·scr~·ntton or - observation .or observntlon of obs~r;ution of 

5. G. 7. 

Ycnr 

Tnblo 7, 5 1 6.1 7 1 8 I D I 10 6 I G I 7 Is I o 110 5 I G I 7 I 8 I D I 10 5 I u I 7 Is 19 110 s lG I 7 I 8 19 [lO 
------:--c_o_l-__ 4_)-''----c-- y 0 a r s ____ Y_§~~~~-- _____ yen r s ~ ___ y e ~§..--~ l.:_c n ~ __ 

I4s/r·HI37132112B127211ra1w/ o 51 33961to6
1
-tn;,.n51t20 t22 6~ a 6; a' 81 Bl0;12I'l'il020:2r 

27' 27' 2•t 23 21 19 5 2 ,1,· 1 0 0 59 62 62' 65 67' 68 21 2 2 2 2 i I 1 I 1' 2, 3' 4 · 6 

1919-26' 581 
1927 04 

42 -12 39 36 36 2 0 1 3 0 43 45 45 45 48 4 ·1> •t 5 5 , 3 3 5 1 5 5: 
-t3 41 oo 111 2 4 2 2 4·o 4o 51 55 1 1 2 o I 1: 1 s I 8 
52 •1!) 4G 31 ~I 1 5-1· 58 I 58 0 0 I 1 I i 2: 3. 5. i 

------1-3-0 ~~---- ,_ -'- --=~~~-r-- ~= 57LI_ !--- __: ~~-__ ' ~ ~ i_2 :_ ,_ ~-
3511 I I ; 341 l I I I 6561 I I I I 14[ i I 20: ; ~ 

1928 !H 
1029 102 
1030 111 
1931 102 

Total. . ·I 1 ,08'1 
1 Inclnding patients allvc opeintcd upon nftcr tnilmc o( rad.iothCiapy. 
: Sec noto 2, Table 7 · 



Table 9, Stages I-IV. 

Evaluation of 1·esults. 

J.. 2. 3. . J. 5. G . 
- ------- ------ ---- ------- -- -----

Total 
nmnher AliYe without recurrence Absolu(.e cure rate at Rcluiivo cure rate nt or patients Number after a period of observation of 

oxnminctl or patients (sco Tnblo 8, col. 3) the end of the cntl of 
Year with ircatcU 

u view to (sea 
tl·catmcnt Table 7, --

' ' ' 5 I G I 7 I 8 D 10 5 ; G 7 I s ~ 1 1 o 5 i G I 7 i 8 ' 0 I 10 (~Co coL •1) ' ' 
., 

Table 7, 
y cars coL ~) yo a r s y cars 

I 

I ~ ' i I 
lOHJ-26 1 897 581 148 1-H 1:37 132 128 127 I I 25.5 24.8 23.6 22.7 ~2.0 21.9 

I I - I I 1D27 113 !J-t 27 27 2~J. 23 21 19 I i .,, T 7 "' '"' 5 .,., "·•o " 
I 

- · - · r · r · r-· ~ ·-
1928 118 D-t 42 ~1-2 39 36 aG I •1--1,. 7 f..t. 7~H. 5

1

38. 3~8. 3! I I 
! 

1929 135 102 43 41 30 37 42.2 40.2;38.2 36.3 1 
I 

I 

1!)30 ]58 lll 52 4!) •!G ' I I 46.8 44.1 ;41.4 

]!)31 157 102 3!! 38 i , I 
38.2137.3 ; r-1--1-1--r- --r-i-r-l-1-- 32.4 1-:-r-~-Total ... l, ii78 l , 08-J, 3:31 

t Sec noLo 2, pnge llG, Table 7. 



N'umbor of patients 
Yenr treated in stn~;c I 

(sec Tnbla 7, col. ,_1) 

I!Jl!l-20 t 53 
192'7 11 
1!)28 G 

1920 11 
1930 16 
1031 12 

Total. .. 109 
1 S_ec note 2, pngo 11 G~ Tn.JJlo 7. 

N~unbor of PnWcnts 
Year trcn.ted in stage II 

(,co Table 7, col. d) 

1010-26 1 210 
1927. 33 
1028 4·7 
1020 38 
1030 3,1 
Hl31 I 44 

Total. .. 1 406 

' ·> -Sec note .. , 11uge 116, Tublo t. 

5 

29 
'7 
4 
8 

12 
8 

68· 

Table 10, · StQge J, 

Evaluat-ion of 1·esults. 

Alive without rcmirrcucO aftc1· o. period- of 
obscrvn.t.ion of 

I 0 I 7 I s I tl I 10 . 

yco.ra 

I 

I 20 29 20 29 29 
I 

'7 '7 '7 G .5 I 
-:t~ 2 2 2 
8 '7 '7 

12 12 
.8 

I I I 
Table 10, Stage II. 

Evaluation· of 1·esults. 

Alive without recurxenco after it period of 
observation of 

5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 
yettrs 

'70 68 65 61 Gl GO 
12 12. 11 11 10 10 
Z,t z,! 23 21 21 
20 20 20 IS 
19 19 1'7 
io 19 

~ I 
16'1 I I 

RoTative curQ rate n.fter a period of 
ohservation of 

----·---- .. - -- .. 

5 I u I 7 I 8 I 9 I !0 

y cars 

!a!.'7 5~~-· 7 M.'7 54.'7 5-t. 7 54.'7 

' 

75".0 '75.0 75.0 

I 
62.4 II I 

H.elativc curo rate after a period of 
observation of 

5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 .I 10 
y cars 

33.3 32.4 31.0 29.0 29.0 28.6 
36.4 36.4 33.3 33:3 30.3 30.3 
51.1 51.1 48.0 4'1. '7 44 .. 7 
52.6 52.6 52.6 47 ,L_t 

55.0 55.9 50.Q 
43.2 43.2 L_ I 
40.4 II I 



Table 10, Stage III. 

Evaluation of 1·esults. 

I! 
Alive without recurrence after a pCriod of Relative cure rate after n period of 

Number of patients observation of observation of 
Year tren.tctlln stage III ---------------- -(sec ~·nblc 7, col. 4) 5 I G I 7 I- 8 I 9 I 10 5 I G I 7 I 8 I a I 10 

' y cars years 

I I 
I 1919-26 1 2~t5 48 4G 4-2 cj,l 38 38 19.6 

I 
18.7 -17.1 16.7 15.5 15.5 

Hl27 36 8 8 G 5 5 4 22.2 22.2 16.7 13.9 13.9 11.1 
1928 37 14 14 ]A, 13 13 37.8 37.8 37.8 35.1 35.1 
1929 4G 15 13 12 12 32.G 28.3 2G.1 2G.1 
1030 47 16 15 14 M.O 31.9 29.8 
1931 34 11 10 ' 

I 32.'1 29.4 r-Total. .. 445 112 i I 25.2 I 
' Sec note 2, pogo llG, Table 7. 

Table 10, Stage IV. 

Evaluation of 1·esults. 

' 
! .Alive without recurrence after a period of nelative cure rata after a period of I Number of patients observation of observn.tion of 

Year : treated in stago IV 
I (sec Tnblc 7, co\. 4) -

5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 5 I 6 I 7 I s I 9 I 10 
i Y e u r s yon r s 

1019-26 1 73 1 1 l 1 0 0 1.'1 1A l.'t 1.4 o.o 0.0 
1927 Vt 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1928 4, 0 0 0 0 0 
1929 7 0 0 0 0 
1030 14 5 3 3 
1031 12 1 l 

~~ ~-Total. .. 
r--

12-J, I I I 7 5.6 
I 

-. 1 ~·:hl'C note 2, pag-e 11 G, Table 7. 



-120-

( 10) ANTONI VAN. LEEUWENJ.IOEK-HUis, AMSTERDAlli, 

THE NETHERLANDS 

(Contributed by Dr. D. DEN HOED.) 

CAJ.--.CER OF THE CERVIX UTERI 

STATEMENT OF RESULTS OF TREATMENT IN 1932 

Table 1. 

1. Total number of patients examined with a view to treatment 41 

II. Of those : 

1. Not treated (Total of cases comprised in Table 2}. . . . . 0 

2. Radiologically treated (Total of cases included in 
Table 3)....................................... 41 

Table 2. 

Patients examined at the clinic but not treated. 

(a) Prevented by disease or death from presenting themselves. 0 

(b) Seeking treatment elsewhere . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . o 

(c) Not presenting themselves for unknown reasons.......... o 

(d) Operation advised ..... ' . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . o 

(e) Not a~CeJ?te.d. ?wing to lack of accommodation or thera-
peutiC iacihttes . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . o 

(f) Treatment refused by the patient ........... , . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(g) Treatment co~~dered unsuitable owing to the patient's 
genera} co_ndttion, to the extent of the. disease or to other 
complicattons. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 

(h) Some other specified reason ................ •'• ......... . 0 

T.otal... o 
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Table 3. 

Patients mdiologically tTeated (Table 1, II, 2). 

Stage I Stage II Stage III Stage IV 

Stngcs ------
I-IV Num- Per- Num- Per- Num- Per- Num-~ Por-

bcr of cent- bcr of cent- bcrof cent- ber of cent-
· casc:5 age cases ago cases ago CfiRCS age 

I 
' 

I 

Total number of 1 

patients trcatcrl.l 41 G 14.G 12 29.3 18 '!3. 9 ;j 19 •) 

I 
With ~icro_scopicall 

vcnficatwn .... 41 G 12 18 5 

Without 1nicro-l 
s~opical vcrifica-~ 
hon ........... 0 0 0 0 0 

Table 4. 

Results of tTealment estimated after a period of observation 
of five years, flaling from the beginning of treatment. 

l. I 2-. i 3. -1. ,:,. i G. I ; . 

Ku:bcr I L\li>c 

p-~ic~t~ I 
----- --

I 
alive I 

Ali~o operated I Died :Died of 
Stage or without I with upon of Lost ini'.er-

patlents recur- recur- aCtor I sight of current 
treated 

' 

renee failure co.ncer disease renee 
I 

of rudio- 1 
I therapy 1 

I I 

I 
I. ............ G G 0 0 0 0 0 

II ............ 12 8 0 0 4 0 
I 

0 

III ........... 18 2 1 0 H 0 
I 

1 
I 

IV . . " . . . . . . . . 5 1 0 0 ~t 0 

I 

0 

I-IV .......... 41 17 1 0 22 0 1 
I 
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Table 5. 

A bsalute cure mte . 

. iVote.-Calculation of absolute cure rate omitted because the clinic was. 
not solely responsible for the treatmen't of cervical carcinoma in the 
area, which was not a homogeneous unit from the standpoint of hospital 
administrative arrangements. 

Table 6. 

Relative cwre 1'ate. 

Nunibcr of Alive without 
patient£ treated recurrence Percentage (see Table 4, (see Table 4, 

col. t, I-IV) col. 2, I-IV 

Stage I ........... ,, ... 6 6 

Stage II ••••••••••••• 0 12 8 

Stage III .............. 18 2 11.1 

Stage IV .............. 5 1 

Stages I· IV ............ 41 17 41.5 



S'l'A'rEMENT FOR 1924-1931 INCLUSIVE 

Table 7. 

1. 2. . 3. 4 • 
----

'l'otrrlnumbor RttU.ioJogicully trcateU 
Year of patients Patients 

examined 'vith examined but 
a view not treated 1 

I _I ___ Stnge II I . to treatment Stages I-IV Stugc I Stuge III Stag-e I Y 
.. 

' 1924 7 0 7 1 2 2 2 

1925 10 0 10 0 2 6 2 

1926 12 0 12 0 2 7 3 

1927 19 0 10 2 3 10 - -1 

1928 12 0 12 - 2 a 5 2 

1929 15 0 15 l 5 () 0 

1930 23 0 23 't 8 7 4 

1931 31 0 31 4 10 15 2 

Total. .. 129 0 129 14 35 61 19 

1 Accordlng to indicahons g'tYm lll Tublc 2. 



Table 8. 

Results of treatment. 

1. 2. 3, 4. tj, 6. 7. 
---'"'---- f-1 ---1---------- --------1----------1----- -- ---------- --· 

Year 

1925 

1026 

1027 

1028 

1929 

1930 

1931 

TotaL .. 

Nmnbcr 
or natienls 

t.rcntcd 
(Sco 

Table 7 ,_ 
col. .J) 

7 

10 

12 

]!) 

12 

15 

23 

31 

129 

0 

1 

A1iv:e without 
£CC:Ul'l'CilCO 

after a pci-iod or 
o bs.orvat.lon of 

y cars 

0 

1 I lr I 

1 .Aii\"'O wiU.1 
1·courrenco 

after u period ()f 
ol>scr\«ntion of 

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Dlc_d o.( cancer fl.urillg 
a nct'iod or 

obderyation or 

Years 

7 7 7 7 

0 

2 2 2 2 2 2 o o o ol o o o D 9 o o 

I.osL sJght of 
during O.l}Oriod oJ 

olJ!'icrV'ation of 

)~OO.J:'S 

Died !i'om inter~ 
Clll'l'Cnt diSCUHO 

during u. period of 
obscrv·n.tion of 

y c;tr s 

7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1: 1 1 1 

2 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 16 16 Hl 16 Hl 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 I 1!1 l 1 
I 1 

2 2 

5 5 5· 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 61 6 6 6 0 1 1 I I 1 0 0 Ol 0 0 
i I i I 

() () 0' 6 0 0 0 Of 8[ 8 8 8 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1, I 

;: ;: "! : : " ! ,t: " · : : ' L : : 21 
__ ._\ 

301,--,_,-IT- 2 ,-, ~~~r- 78 1 r--r-- --~- 2 r-l-r-l 1- 11 ~-, ~· I ! 
1 .fnclndmg paf..wnt..'3 ahvo operated upon after fnLlure of radiothcrnp~~. 



Table 9, Stages I-IV. 

Evaluation of results. 

1. 2. 3. .J. 5 . 6. 
. ----·-· 

Total 
number 

of xmtieuh Nun1bcr Alive without; recurrence A b:::;olute cure mtc at HelaLi\O cure rate at. examined of patients uftcr a period of observation of tho end or the end of 
Ycor with treated (sec TableS, col. 3) 

n. view to (sea 
treatment 'l'ab1e 7, 

(see col. ·0 
I 6 I 7 i s I 0 I 10 5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 I I 0 5 I 6 ' 7 i s I D 10 Table 7, 5 ' col. 2) y c n. rs y cars :roars 

I I I ; I I 

I 
I I I 

' 
192<1 7' 7' 0 0 0 0 0 I 0 I I 

! 1925 10 10 1 1 1 1 1 1 

192G 12 12 2 2 2 2 2 2 I 
i 

10.5110.5 ' 1927' 19 19 2 2 2 2 2 2 10.5 10.5 10.5 10.5 

1928 12 ]2 5 5 5 5 5 

1929 15 15 G 6 G G 40.0 JO.Or10.0 '!0.0 

l!J30 23 23 10 10 10 

---~-~-r I 43.5 r~. ~ r13. 5 
1931 31 31 10 10 -r-1 32.3132.-~L_'--

- r---
Total ... 12!) 12!) 3G 27.91 I I 

I 



Table 10, St!!ge r. 

EvaZ.uai:ian of .1·esults. 

A live without rcollrrcncc after a period of Relu.ti\e cure rato o..ftcr a period of 
Number o( patients observation o! 0 bsorvatlon or 

Year treated in stogo I 
(sec Tnblc 7, col. ·1) 5 I 0 - I 7 I s I 0 I 10 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 0 I 10 

y cars y cars 
-----

I I 
102-:J. 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

-
11)2.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 . 
1026 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1927 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 
-

1928 2 1 1 1 1 1 

1920 1 I 1 1 1 

ID30 4 3 3 3 

1031 ,j. 1 1 

~ Total. .. 1'1 6 I I I 



Table 10; Stage II. 

Evaluation of restdts. 

Alive wit-hout. recurrence n.rtcr n period of Relative cure rate after a period or 
Number of po..tieni.s observation of observnt.ion of 

Year treated in stage II 
(see 'l'able 7, col. 4) 5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 I !0 5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 I !0 

years y cars 

I I I I I ' 

1924 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1!)25 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 

1926 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1927 3 2 2 2 2 2 2 

1928 3 3 3 3 3 3 

1020 5 3 3 3 3 

1030 8 5 5 5 

1031 10 5 5 

Total. .. 
I 

35 10 I 54.3 



Table 10, Stage Ill. 

Evaluation of nsults. 

AlfYc without rc_currenco nftcr a Period of Holntivo cure rate _n(ter n. period or 
Number of patients observation of obsCI·vu.Uon of 

Year trcntcd in stage III ·-------- -----~-

(Sec Trrb1c 7, col. .J.) ----
5 I G I 7 I s I D I 10 5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 

y c nr s years 

I I 
I 

I 19!N 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I i 1925 6 0 0 0 I 0 0 0 I 

I 
I 

1926 7 2 2 2 I 2 2 I 2 

I 
' 

1027 IO 0 0 0 0 0 I 0 

1928 5 1 1 1 I 1 I 

I 
! 

1929 9 2 2 
I 

2 2 ' 

19:30 I 7 2 2 ! 2 I 
I I I ' ' 1931 Iii 4· '1 I i 

: 

~r-
I 26.7 26.7 I ' I 

' Total ... 1 61 11 II 18.0 
I I I I i I I : 



Table 10, Stage IV. 

Evaluation of Tesults. 

Alive without recurrence after u p_criod of Relative cure rata urtor n. period of 
Number of pat-ients o bservat..ion of observation of 

Year treated in stage IY 
(soc Table 7, col. 4) I 

------
5 I G 7 I 8 I D ' 10 {j I G I 7 I 8 I D I 10 

I ':loars years 

I ' 

I I ! 
I 

' 1024 2 0 0 i 0 0 0 0 I 
I 

I I 1025 I 2 0 0 0 0 I 0 0 I I 

I 
I 

i I 
I 1026 3 0 0 I 0 0 

' 
0 0 I 

I 
: 

1027 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 
I 

1028 2 0 0 0 0 I 0 I 

1020 0 0 0 0 0 
• 

l!J30 '~ 0 0 0 I 

1031 2 0 0 I I 
I I I r-~--

f----· 
Total. .. Hl 0 0.0 

! 
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(o) RADIOLOGISK.."- KLINlKEN, SAHLGRENSKA SJUKHUSET, 

GoTHENBURG, SwEDEN 

(Contributed by Dr. F. voN BERGE!'\.) 

CANCER OF THi!: CERVIX UTERI 

STATEl\rENTS OF RESULTS OF TR.EATliiE::-IT IN 1932 

Table L 

I. 'l'otal number of patients examined with a vie": to treatment. 3(; 

II. Of those : 

1. Not treated (Total of .cases comprised in '!'able 2). . . . . 8 

2.- Radiologically treated {Total of cases included in 
Table 8) ..................•....•.... ·.·....•.... 33 

Table 2. 

Pal'ienls examined at the clinic but not treated. 

(a) Prcve11ted by disease or death from presenting themselves. o 

(b) Seeking treatment elsewhere .................... , : ... , . o 

(c) Not presenting themselves for unknown reasons........... 0 

(d) Operation advised . . . . .. . . . .. . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . o 

(e) Not accepted owing to lack of acconunodation or thera-
peutic facilities .................................... . 

(f) Treatment refused by the patient. ........•............. 

(g) Treatment c01:s~dcred unsuitable owing to 'the patient's 
genera.! co_ndrtJOn, to the extent of the disease 'or to other 
comphcatwns ........................ , ............ . 

(h) Some other specified reason .............. . ............. 

0 

0 

0 

Total... 3 



Radiologislca Kliniken, Sahlgrenslca Sjukhuset, Gothenburg l31 

Table 3. 

Patients radiologically treated (Table 1, .II, 2 ). 

I Stage I Stage II. Stage III Stage IV 

rtfis ··-
Num-1 Per· Num- Per- Num- Per- Num- Per-bcr o'f cent- bcrof ccut- ber or cent- ber Qf cent-cases I ago· cases ago cases ago cases age 

Total number of I I I 

133.3 33 11 :33.3 8 124.2 11 3 9. J 
pa ticn ts treated. 

! I 
'Vith microscopical 

I verification .... 33 11 8 .11 3 
I Without n1iero-

I scopical vcrifica- i ' I ' tion .......... 0 0 j 0 I 0 I 0 
I I I I I ' 

Table 4. 

Results of treatment estimated after (t period of observation 
of five years, dating from the beginning of treatment. 

.. 3 

I 
I 

Stage I Number .Alive .:_\live 
without with 

1 
or 

jluticnts recur- recur-
! Lrcatcd renee renee 

I - ---

I •••••••••• 0. 11 7 0 

II ... • ........ 8 3 0 

II! 
••••• 0 •••• 11 5 0 

IV ••••••••••• 1 3 0 0 
I 

I-IV 
0 0. 0. 0 ••• [ 33 1.5 0 

·l 5. G. 

Patients 
alive 

operated Died Lost upon of after sight qr cancer failure 
of rndio-
therapy 
---- ---·--~----

0 3 0 

0 5 0 

0 G 0 

0 3 0 

0 17 0 

i. 

Died O[ 
r· 

cnt 
into 

curr 
<liscn sc· 

-· .. 

1 

0 

0 

0 

1 



132 Radiologiska Kliniken, Sahlgrenska Sj1Jkhuset, Gothenbwi·g 

TableS. 

Absol.ttle cure mte. 

Total number of cases (see Table 1, I) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 36 

.-\live without recurrence five years after the beginning of treat-
ment (sec Table 4, col. 2, stages 1:-IV). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15 

Absolute cure rate ................... , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 41. 7% 

Table 6. 

Relative cure rate. 

I Number of AliT'e without 
I 

I 
rmticnts treated recurrence I (see Table 4, (SCO Table .J,, 

I 
Percentage 

col. !, I·lV) col. 2, I· IV) 
----- I 

Stage I ............... 11 7 

Stage II •••• 0 ••••••••• 8 3 

Stage III. ....... _ ..... 11 5 

Stage IV ............. 3 0 

Stages I-IV ........... 33 15 45.5 
I I 



1. 

Year 

1920 

1921 

1922 

1923 

1924 

1925 

1926 

1927 

1928 

1929 

1930 

HJ:ll 

2. 

Tolnl number 
of patients 

-examined \vith 
a view 

to treat-ment 

28 

27 

23 

20 

22 

37 

27 

19 

26 

STATEJIIENT FOR 1920-1931 INCLUSIVE 

3. 

Putieuis 
examined but 
not treated 1 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 . 

0 

0 

2 

1 

Table 7. 

4. 

nudfologicnlly treated 

--------,--------,·-------,------~---------

Stages I -IV I Stage I I Stage II I Singe III 

----L---------~--------~--------~---------

21 

27 

27 

23 

20 

37 

43 

27 

19 

39 

25 

2 

4 

1 

2 

2 

2 

ll 

13 

2 

5 

9 

5 

11 

6 

1 

8 

1 

10 

10 

10 

9 

3 

13 

10 

8 

16 

15 

13 

10 

12 

17 

13 

8 

15 

10 

0 

1 

4 

0 

5 

0 

4 

3 

3 

3 

2 

0 

Total ... 
~----------l------------1-----------r----------~---------e----------~-------- ~ 

JOct H3 25 ~ 336 6 330 !58 
1 .According to indications in Table 2. 



Table 8.. 

Re.mlts of U·eatment. 

:!. 3. 4. ::;. 6. 7. 

!. 
~--- -

----- - -· ----- -
A.Hvowft.hout 1 Alive wit.h Died of cuncor dm:illS' Lost sight or 

Died tram In tor-

Number 
currcpt discnso 

of pati~nts rccurrcnco . rccurrcnc:c (L period or dui'Jng n period or dlll'ing n puriod of 

trent eel 
nftcr a periocl of after n pcrlod of o bscrvnUon of o bscrvation of observaUon of 

Ycul' . {SC(l 
obscl:'Yn.tion of obscrva.tlon. o[ 

Table 7, 
------------

col. ·ll 5 I 6 I 1 I s I D I 10 5IGI71SIDIIO 5 I 6 I 7 _ I s I 9 110 5 I a 17 18 19 110 5 16 17 18 ! 9 110 

y cars yonrs years y oars y e __ u, r s 

I 
' 161 16 

1920 21 5 5 5 .4 4· 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 17 17 17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
.. 

1921 27 9 9 9 8 8 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 18 18 18 18 18 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 

]922 27 5 4 4 4· 4· 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 21 21 21 21 21 1 1 1 1 1 1 J I 1 1 ] 1 

1923 2:J 6 4 3 3 3 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 17 18 20 20 20 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

192'1 20 2 2 2 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 ]8 18 18 18 18 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1025 •)•")_ 
~~ 4· 4 3 3 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 lG 16 16 16 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 3 3 4 4 

1926 37 11 11 10 10 8 8 0 0 1 0 0 0 26 2D 26 27 27 27 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 

1927 43 12 12 10 9 ·8 8 1 1 2 1 1 0 29 29 29 31 31 32 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 2 2 3 3 

1928 27 4. 3 3 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 23 24 24 24 24 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1929 19 (j 6 6 6 0 0 0 0 13 13 13 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

l93Q 39 15 15 H 0 0 0 23 23 2~1 0 0 0 . 1 1 1 

1931 25 5 4 3 1 16 18 0 0 1 2 

1-- - f-.- f-.- - f-.- - - r-- f-- f--.'. - 1- f-.- - - - -- r- - -

Total. .. 1 330 S't 4 235 1 6 

lJncluding_patients nhvo operated upon after fniluro of rallibthernpy. 



I. z. 3. 
----- -----

. Tot.ul 
number 

Jf patients Number 
examined or patients 

Yene with trco,tcd 
fl. "\iOW to (sec 

t-reatment Table 7, 
(see col. .J) 

Table 7, 
col. 2) 

1920 ')') -- 21 

1921 28 27 

1922 27 27 

1923 23 23 

l!l24 20 20 

1925 22 22 
-

1926 a7 37 

1927 4't 43 

1928 27 27 

1929 19 lf) 

1030 41 30 

1031. 26 •Y -a 

Total ... 336 330 

·I. 

' 

Table 9, Stages I-IV. 

Evaluation of 1·esults. 

--~--~ ~-~ 

t). 
----~--

Alive without rccut•rcnco AJJsoluLc cure l'atc at after a l)eriod of obserYntion of 1 {'.}lc end of (see Table 8, col. 3) 

5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I D I 10 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 
yon,rs y cars 

5(3) 5(3) 5(3) 4(2) 4(2) 
I ,1. . 

'1(2) 22.7 22.7 22.718.218.218.2 

!l(l) 9(1) 9(1) 8 8 8 32.1 32.1 :32.1 28.6 28.6 28.6 

5 4· 4 4 't 4 18.5 14.8 14.8 u.s 14.8 1'1.8 

0 '1 3 3 3 3 26.1 17 ,Lj, 13.0 13.0 13.0 13.0 

2 2 2 2 2 2 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 

4 4 3 3 2 2 18.2 18.2 13.6 13.6 !).1 (). 1 

11(2) 11(2) 10(2) 10(2) 8(1) 8(1) 2().7 29.7 27.0 27.0 21.6 21.6 

12 12 10 9 8 8 27.3 27.3 22.7 20.5 18.2 18.2 

4 3 3 3 3 14.8 11.1 11.1 11.1 11.] 

0 6 0 0 31.6 '31. 6 31.0 31.0 

15 15 1<1 :30.6 30.6 :H.l 

5 't 19.2 15 .-I 
------.- :---------------

84(6) 25.0 

(i. 
-- -- - --

HcluJiYc cure l'ai.o aL 
the cn1l of 

5 I G I 7 I 8 I D I 10 
yen rs 

---

23.8 23.8 23.8 l!l.O 1!l.O 1!l.O 

33.3 33.3 33.3 2!l.6 2!l. 0 2!l. G 

18.5 H.8 H.8 1'LS 1,~. 8 1-J .. 8 

26.1 17 .·.1· 13.0 13.0 13.0 13.0 

10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 

18.2 18.2 13.0 13.0 !l.l (). 1 

29.7 2!l.7 27.0 27.0 21.6 21.0 

27.9 27.9 23.3 20.9 18.6 18.0 

H.S Jl.l 11.1 11.1 1.1.1 

31.6 :n.6 31. (J :31.6 

:38.5 38.5 :{5.9 

20.0 16.0 
-- --r---- ----- --
25.5 

. 
l The numbcl' of cu~cs m winch rmcroscomcal vcrlOcntwn wns not. obt;nmL~d JS ent.crcd in brackets nftcr tho principnl figures in column .t • 



Table 10, Stage I. 

Eval?tation of .n:,sztlts. 

Alivo >Vithout recurrence aCtor a period of Relntlvo cure rato-n.fter a period of 
Nnru bor of patients ohs;ervution of observation or 

Year t>cntcd in stngo I --~ -----· 
I (sea Tnblo 7, co!. 4) 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I g I 10 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 

I years Y()Q.l"S 

1920 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 

1921 4 4 '~ 'l 3 3 3 

1922 I I I 1 1 1 I 

1923 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 

1924 2 1 1 1 1 I 1 

I925 2 1 1 l 1 1 1 I 
1926 11 7 7 6 6 4 4 

I 

1927 I3 4 4 4 4 4 4 

1928 2 2 2 2 2 2 

1929 5 4 4 4 4 

193.0 9 6 6 6 

1931 5 2 2 
--- ,------

Total. .. 58 36 62.1 



Table 10, Stage II. 

Evaluation of tesults. 

' I Alive without, rccurronco ortcr a period of HclntiYc cure rutc after a period of 
Number of patients observat-ion o( observation or 

Yrnr treatcU in stnge II 
--~~·· - --·- - --- ----- ------~-(sec •ruble 7, col. ·i) ;j I 6 7 I 8 I 9 I !0 5 I G I 7 I s I 9 !0 

y cars yon rs 
---~ 

I ' I 
Hl20 I ll 3 3 

I 
3 2 2 2 

' .. ' I 1921 ' () a a 3 a a 3 
I I ; 

1022 7 2 1 ' 1 1 1 1 I 

I ' 1923 R 2 1 () 0 0 () 

' 
1 !l2-t 7 ] 1 l 1 1 1 

I 
I 

1!l25 10 2 i 2 i 2 I 2 1 1 
' 

1926 10 a I 3 3 I 3 3 3 I 

1!l27 10 3 3 I 1 I 1 1 1 

' ! 1928 ' 9 2 1 1 1 1 
I I 

1 !l29 ' 3 1 1 1 ] 

1930 I 1a ~t 4 I .j. ' I I 
1931 10 o . o 1 ~ . 

' 1-----~-,--~ ---~ ;---~- ----~~ -----
---~---- -:_---r---'l'oLal. .. lOt 2G I ; 25.0 

I 



Table 10, Stage III. 

Evalna#on of 1·esu1ts. 

i NomNo<o' '""""I Alive wif,hout rccurrcnca u.fter R1Jcrlotl of llclu.t.ivo cure rato uftcr a period of 
observation of observation or 

¥cur treated in stage III -(sec Tab!_? 7, col. ·1) - 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 ' 0 I 10 5 I G I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 

I - :o;~Qars years 

I 
1920 8 0 a 0 0 0 0 

1921 16 2 2 2 2 2 2 12.5 12.5 12.5 12.5 12.5 12.'5 

]!}22 15 2 2 2 2 2 2 13.3 13.3 13.3 13.3 13.3 13.3 

l!J23 13 2 1 1 1 1 1 

192,1 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1925 10 1 1 0 0 0 0 

1926 12 1 I I I 1 I 

1027 17 5 5 5 4 3 3 29A 29.4 29.-i 23.5 17.6 17.0 
1928 13 0 0 0 0 0 

1929 8 1 1 1 1 

1930 15 5 5 4 33.3 33.3 20.7 
1931 10 3 2 

Total. .. 143 22 15.4 



Table 10, Sta~e IV. 

Evaluation of rcsnlts. 

Alive without rccurrcnco after a. period of Reiuth-c cure rate after a period of 
Number or patients observation of observation of 

Year treated in stnge IV -- -~------~ -~--·--(sec Tnblo 7, col. 4) 5 i 0 I 7 I 8 I 0 ! 10 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 u I !0 
:rears yo a rs 

I 

1920 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1921 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1922 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 I 
I 

1923 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ' 
I 

1924 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 ; 

' 
1925 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ! 

I : 
! 

HJ2G '1 0 0 

I 

0 0 0 0 

I 1927 3 0 0 0 0 0 () 

1928 3 () 0 0 () 0 

1929 3 0 0 0 0 

1930 2 0 () 0 

0 I 1931 0 0 __ I __ 
I 

~--~--
--- -------- r-T--Total. .. 25 0 0.0 

I I I 
! I ' 
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( p) RADIUMHEMMET, STOCKHOLM, SWEDEN 

(Contributed by Prof. J. HEYMAN.~ 

CANCER OF THE CERVIX UTERI 

STATEMENT OF RESULTS OF TREaTMENT IN 1932 

Table 1. 

I. Total number of patients examined with a view to treatment. 239 

II. Of those : 

I. Not treated (Total of cases comprised in Table 2}.. . . . 16 

2. Railiologically treated (Total of cases included in 
Table 3). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 223 

Table 2. 

Patients examined at the clinic but not treated. 

(a) Prevented by disease or death from presenting themselves. 

(b) Seeking treatment elsewhere ........•.................. 

(c) Not presenting themselves for unknown reasons ....•.... ~. 

(d) Operation advised ............................ . 

(e) Not ar;cept";~ .owing to lack of accommodation or thera-
peutiC facilities ............................ , ....... . 

(J) l'reatment refused by the patient. .......... , ..•...... , . 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

(g) Treatment co~s~dered unsuitable. owing to the patient's 
general co.nclitiOn, to the eJ.."tent of the disease or to other 
complmations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

16 
(h) Some other specified reason ............. . 

0 ••• 0 ••••••••• 0 

Total... 16 



Radiumhemmel, Stockholm HI 

Table 3. 

Patients radiologically treated (Table 1, II, 2 ). 

Stage I Stage II Stuge III Stage IY 
Stages ------. 

~~:.~~~c~~r-I·IV Num-~ Per· )lum- Per- Num~~ Per~ .. bcr or cent- ber of cent- bcr of cent-cases age cases nge cases age cases ar;c 

Total number of 
patients treated. 223 18 8.1 91 40.8 70 31.4 lj,.:f. 19.7 

'With microscopical 
verification .... 223 18 91 70 4'1 

Without 1nicro-
scopical verillca-
tion ••••••• 0 •• 0 0 0 0 0 

Table 4. 

Results of treatment estimated after a period of observation 
of five years, dating from the beginning of treatment. 

]. 2. 3. . J. 5. i G • ! 
~--' 

Patients I 
alive 

Number .L\..livo ..t\Jivc operated 
Died j Died of Stage of without :with upon Lost. inter-

patients recur- recur- after of 
sight or ! Clll'l'CJlt 

trcn..ted renee renee failure cancer 
I disease of raclio-

I I therapy I --

I ............ 18 12 0 2 4 0 0 

II • 0 ••••••••• 91 35 0 1 53 0 2 

III 70 14 0 0 54 0 ,, 
••••••••• 0 

IV ........... 44 3 1 0 <tO 0 0 

I--IV ......... 223 64 1 3 1.51 0 'L 



142 Rad·iwmllemmet, Stockholm 

Table 5 . 

. Absolute cure rate. 

Total number of cases (see Table 1, I) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . I 23!l 

Alive wit.hout recurrence five years after the beginning of treat-
ment (see Table 4, col. 2, stages I-IV) .................. ·. . . 64 

Absolute cure rate 26.8% 

Table 6. 

Relative cure rate. 

Number of Alive without 
patients treated j · recurrence 

(see Table •l, I (sec Table •I, 
col. I, J-lV) col. 2,I-lV) 

Pcrceutagc 

Stage I ............... 18 12 66.·7 
Stage II .............. 91 35 38.5 
Stage III .............. 70 14 20.0 
Stage IV • 0 ••••••••••• 44 3 6.8 
Stages I-:IV ••• ~ ••••• 0 • 223 64 28.7 



Table 7. 

1. I 2. 3. ·1. 
- -- .. - -

Total number 
Patients H.adiologicnlly treated of patients 

Year examined witll examined but -
a view not treated 1 

Stages I-IV I Stag-e I I Stag-e II I Stag-a IIL I Stag-e lV to treatment 
-· 

1!)14-26' . 1,236 68 1,168 118 311 456 283 
1927 149 . 6 143 !) 55 53 26 
1928 135 7 128 1,1 37 48 2!J 
1929 160 8 152 22 38 66 26 
l!l30 205 7 1!J8 12 GO !J3 33 
1931 21!) 8 211 31 67 71 L_t2 

Total. .. 2,104 104 2,000 206 568 787 43!) 
1 .According to indications given in Table 2. . . 
1 'rho figures of tho individual years from which these totals nrc derive.d may be found on reference to tho provrous Annual Reports. 

Table 8.-Res·ults of treatment. 
1. 2. 3. ·!. 5. 6. 7. 

Number .Alive without l.A.livo with Died of cancer during Lost sight o.C Died from inter-of Patients l'C<mrrenco l'CCW'l'ODCO n period of during a period of current disease 
Year treated after a perlocl of after n. period of observation of obsci·vation of during a. period of (seo o bscrvaUon of observation oJ' 

-~. ·- _y_bscrvat_~Q_I.!.__Ql_ Tablo 7, 5 I G I 7 I 8 I n 110 5 I G I 7 Is 19 110 5 I 6 I 7 I s I D 110 5 IB I 7 Is In 110 5 I 6 ! 7 :s !9 ! 10 col. 4) y,-cnrs years years Yen rs yea. rs 

1914-26' 1,168 251 236122112091204 193 21 18 14 16 !) 9 877 891 !)04 01)!)19 !)2,1 0 0 0 0 0 0 19123,29 33 36lt.2 
1!J27 l<L3 36 34 34 M 33 31 4 2 1 1 l 1 100 10•1 105 105 lOG 107 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 3 3 4 
1928 128 2!) 26 25 24, 2,1 1 3 1 2 2 95 !)6 99 99 !)!) 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 3 3 
1929 152 46 4•1 4·3 43 2 0 0 0 !JS 102 103 103 0 0 0 0 6 6 6 6 
1930 1!)8 50 4,7 4·3 8 G 5 136 140 143 0 0 0 

::~ I 1931 211 43 ,n • 5 3 15!) 162 0 0 
-1-:---r-- r--r--r--- -r- -1-- 1- -- --1--- -1-:---1-- 1-1--1--1--}-- -1-- 1-~-~ 'l'otal ... 2,000 455 41 . 1,'[65 0 39 I , , . 

~ ' IucluWn..., pntlcnt . ., uln c opci~ttcd upon uftcr f111lurc of H\dwthclnJr). 
1 See nato 2, Table 7. 



Table 9, Stages I-IV. 

evaluation of 7'esults. 

I ~-. 3. ' ~-- ____ ·1._____ ~----__:_"·=-------! _____ _::6::.... -----~ __ . --j--'--11-·-·- - -- ~ -

Ycor 

'fo.tal Num· 
number b(ll' 

ofnat!Pnts ot 
oxa.m.incd pa~ 

with Ucnts 

.Alive without recm·rcnco 
nftqr u. p_criod or obscrnttio:u o£ 1 

(see Tnblo S, r.ol. 3J 
Absolute c.uro rato at 

the end of 
R.clo.:tive curd rate at 

the ond ot 

n view to treat·, ~-;--;---;;----;---;;-~~-,--;--::~-,--~;--l--:--.,.--;:--,--::---,----:---:--:::-:--:-;;-l--;--:---;::--,--;~-,---,--,--:c-·-:--c::-~ 
treatment ed ,. 5 1 6 1 7 I 8 I D I 10 5 1 6 1 7 1 s 1 o 1 10 5 1 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 I 10 

(SCO (SCO 

y cars y cnrs years. TabJo7, T.7, 
col. 2) col.4) __ _L_:__:_!--+-;-----,--,---1---,.--- ;~-,---,----,--..,-----,-~~----,----c---:--·-----

H!H,2011,230 1,168251(7}236(7)[221(7)209(7)~204(7) 1D3(G) 20.:119.117.916.9116.515.621.520.218.9~17.9111.5116.5 
1!127 14-9 1<13 30(1) 34(1) 3<1(1) 34(1)1 33(1) 31(1) 24.:122.8122.8 22.8,22.1 20.8 25.2 23.8 23.8 23.8 23.1 21.7 

128 29 26 25 . 2'1. i 24 21.519.3118.517.8,17.8 22.7120.319.5118.818.8 1928 135 

152 .w ,14 4a 48 I 28,8 27.5
1

26.9 26.9 30.3 28.9 28.3!28.3 

198 50(1) •17l1 43(1) 24.4,22.9 21.0 25.3 23.7 21.7J . 

211 48 I 41 ,-,/ 19.618.71 20.4 19.4 I 

2,000455(9);----l--1------211-~-1-1 22.8 --~~--

1929 160 

1930 205 

1931 219 

'l'0Lal. .. 2,104 

1 Tho number of cases ih which nticroscopical v~rlficntion •nts noL obta.inod is entered in brackets after the principal figures in colUmn ·1 
A. det.ailed description of these ceaseS will be found in A.cla Radlologiea, Vol. VIII, 3G3J 1927, and in tho.li'irst Annual Report. 

• Seo note 2, page 1•!31 Table 7. 



T:aule 10, Sta~e I. 

Evalttation of results. 

I Alive without recurrence a-fter a pcrio<l of Relative cure ra.to after a period or: 
Number o[ pa.t.ieuts o bser"Vniion of observation of 

Ycur 

I 

treated in stage I --(sec Table 7, col. -1) 5 I 6 I 7 I 8 I 9 10 5 I 6 I i I 8 I 9 I 10 
years YOUI's 

Hll4-26 1 118 G2 00 59 55 5-J, 52 52.5 50.8 50.0 46.6 45.8 44.1 
1027 9 5 5 4· 4 .J. 3 
1928 1·1 8 7 7 7 7 
1929 22 13 13 13 13 5D.l 59.1 59.1 59.1 
1930 12 5 5 5 
1931 31 15 B 4SA 45.2 

I 

52 41 I I 
----

Total. .. 200 ·ros I I . ' 
1 Sec note 2, rmgc 143, Tu.blc 7. 

Table 10, Stage II. 

Evaluation of results. 

.Alivo without rccurrcnco after a. period of RC'lnth-c curo rate after a pcriotl of 
Numbrr or patients obscrvaf.ion of oilsernd .. ion of 

YcDr trcn.tetl in stngo II --- ------------------- --· -- ·- -· - -(sec Tnblc 7, col. 4) 5 I G 
' 7 ! 8 I 9 I 10 5 I G i 7 ' 8 9 I 10 

years y oars ---- ---- - -----

1914-26 1 311 102 OS 91 88 85 82 32.8 31.5 29.3 28.3 27.3 26.4 
l!l27 55 18 16 17' 17 17 10 32.7 29.1 30.9. 30.9 30.9 30.f) 
1028 ~'37 13 12 ll 11 11 35.1 32 .•J, 20.7 20.7 29.7 
1029 38 20 19 18 18 52.6 50.0 •17.4 ~J.7-. .:{. 

-0 
1030 GO 26 26 24· 4.3.3 4·3.3 <10.0 
1931 67 18 18 26.0 26.9 

--- ---- --· -- ----- ---- ------- ---------, I 
. --- --·-- ----· --·--·-· 

'folal. .. 568 191' 34.7 
' " 0 .':5cQ_-note. <L, pa~c H3, 'luhle 7. 
2 One patient consldcrcd hopclc:<s at. six )~ears rccO\crcfl nt. scv·cn. 



Numht'J" of Jln.f lent:? 
Ycur trent c;d ill n:t·{lgc Jll 

(sec 'l'ul.llb 7 ~ col. J) . 

]9l·k·2fl l 456 
1927 53 

1028 48 

1920 GG 
1()30 93 
1()31 '71 

Total. .. 787 

1 Sec note 2, pngo 1:13, 'fable 7. 

Nmuboi· of pntientl:i 

f) 

.72 
13 
5 

1.1 
Hl 
G 

123 

T11bk 10, .Stage Ill. 

i':valua lion of resulls. 

.AJivq without rccu1Tc-nco after n period of 

I 6 I 

G3 
1!3 
5· 

10 
13 
5 

observn(iou or 

7 I s I D I !0 
yours 

5S 55 55 50 
13 1!3 12 12 

5 •1· •Jf 
10 10 
11 

Table 10, Stage IV. 

Evtthtation of resttlts . 

.Alive without recurrence Uftcr a. period o.l 
obsci·vat.ion of 

Ycnr treated in stngc 1 V 
---~---- ·- -------·-

(seo 'l'nblo.7, col. 4) •5 I 6 I 7 I s I u I 10 
:rears 

. 

19l•J-2G 1 283 15 15 13 11 10 0 
ID27 26 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1028 29 3 •> " 2 2 ~ -
1020 26 2 2 2 2 
1930 33 3 3 3 
1931 cJ.~ .J, ·1 

1--· 

I 'l'otal. .. 439 27 

1 See note 2:~,: page 1J.3, ':!'nblc 7 .. 

HcluUvo 'cure tit to nfti.!l''Jl-lWriod of 
ob~crvnUon Qf 

5 I G I 7 I 8 . ' 9 I 10 I 

years 
.. 

15.8 13.8 12.7 12.1 12.1 11.0 
2•1. 5 24.5 2'1.5 24·.5 22.6 22.6 
10.-t 10..1, 10.4 8.3 8.3 
16.7 15.2 ]5.2 15.2. 
17.2 H.O u.s 
8.5 7.0 

·----

15.6 I 

Hclatlve cure rntc after a pcriml or 
obSel'vation of 

- -
5 I 6 : 7 I 8 i u I 10 

y_out·~ 

·------- ---

5.3 5.3 4.6 3.9 3.5 3.2 
0.0 0.0 o.o 0.0 0.0 0.0 

10.3 G.O 6.9 6.9 G.o 
. 7.7 7.7 7.7 7.7 

0.1 9.1 ·. 9.1 
9.5 9.5 

I -· 
6.2 I 
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The Committee decided not to accept nine statements submitted 
for this report. Four of these statements relate to-less than 100 
treated cases, which is the minimum regarded as essential. The 
addition to each of these statements of the group of patients 
treated in 1933 will make them suitable, in this respect, for 
inclusion in the Fourth Annual Report. 

One statement which presented a part only of the necessary 
data 'vas considered unacceptable. 

Lastly, the Committee refused the remaining four statements 
mainly on account of the lack of microscopical verification in a 
high proportion of patients, particularly those reported as alive 
and free from recurrence five years after treatment. 

In the following table is shown, for three of the statements, the number 
of cases of those " alive without 1"ccnrrence ", both with and without micro
scopical verification. In the first line of each example, the cases without 
microscopical verification arc included with those alive. In the second line, 
they are excluded from the total number of cases examined and from those 
alh·e without recurrence. 

I 
lllicroscopicnll 

I 
_\lJsolute I DiiTcrcncc; Total number .AJivc 

I of paticntfi without Ycrlilcntion " " . C'.urc rate lu cure rate;:; 
examined recurrence lac.i._lng- I 0 J, ' Of'o 

' I 

(a) 203 53 15 28.3 26.1 5.9 
188 as -- --·- 20.2 

-~·· ·-

(u) liD 11 2 18.2 9.2 1.5 
117 9 ~ ··- 7.7 

(c) 650 104 1"' 12. ;) 16.0 " 1.7 
G37 \)] - H.:l 

This demonstrates the range of possible variation in cure ra les ·when the 
proportion of cases witiwut microscopical verification is high. 



,. 

7. SUl\Il\iARY 

This annual report, the third of the series, includes statements 
from sixteen radiotherapeutic centres. 

The statements provided by these centres vary considerably 
in respect of the number of years to which they relate and of the 
number of patients treated yearly in each centre. 11rhen all the 
data in them are combined, they furnish information concerning 
9,061 patients suffering from cancer of the uterine cervix exa
mined with a view to treatment, of whom 7,958 (87.8%) were 
submitted to radiological treatment. 

The following tabular statement shows the results obtained 
after the lapse of five years from the date of treatment : 

Alive withotrt recurrence ................. . 
Alive with recurrence (includino- those oper-
n·atcd upon after failure of radiotherapy) ... . 

1ed of cancer ................ · .......... . 
Died of intercurrent disease .............. . 
Lost sight of ........................... . 

2,194 1 

128 
• 5,368 

163 
105 

0/ 
;o 

27.6 

1.6 
67.5 
2.0 
1.3 

7, 958 100 .o 
T!ie 7,958 patients treated were allocated to stagef~ollows : 

•. ' % 
871 10-.9 

2,305 29.0 
3,420 43.0 
1, 360 17.1 

2 0.03 

Stage I ................................ . 
Stage II .............................. . 
Stage III .............................. . 
Sutagc IV ....................... · ........ . 

nclassified ........... . .................. 

7,958 .100.0 

Resul.ts of treatment calculated for each of the four stages : 

Stage I 
Sta"e II········ · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 
Stuge UI · : : : : · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 
Sta"e IV · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 
Un;;'rassifi~d:::::::: · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · .. ·-· ..... 

Number of Alive Rclatl've 
patients without cure 
treated t·ccurreneo rate 

oJo 
871 498 57.2 

2,305 867 37.6 
3,420 754 22.0 
1,360 75 5.5 

2 0 o.o 
Grand total. . . · 7,9~j8 2,104 27.6 

1 
Includes lhirty-onc patient . . 

s Without microscopical verification. 


