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[bookmark: _Toc276038147][bookmark: _Toc271547976]Executive Summary
Late diagnosis is a major factor contributing to poor survival rates in this country, and while survival rates in South West London are good in comparison to other networks in England, when benchmarked against counterparts in Europe it is clear that there is much more to be done. Last year the SWL cancer network successfully bid for funding for a range of initiatives to support local preventative work within the National Awareness and Earlier Diagnosis Initiative (NAEDI) to increase awareness and promote earlier diagnosis in communities and primary care. One of these initiatives that was funded was the development of this Baseline Assessment. The key findings are set out below. On pages 7 and 8 two matrices (Figure 1 and Figure 2) outline the figures for each PCT and the overall SWLCN figures.
Croydon
The cervical screening rate is below the national target at 75.6%. The under 75 cervical cancer incidence is 6.78 per 100,000 population, while it has decreased by a fifth between 19993-95 and 2004-06. Croydon has the lowest ovarian cancer incidence rate in SWL at 13.56 per 100,000; it is also significantly lower than the national average. Croydon also has the lowest ovarian cancer mortality rate at 7.99. Uterine cancer incidence is ranked second highest at 16.84 while the mortality rate for uterine cancer in Croydon is the highest in SWL at 4.40 per 100,000. Overall, Croydon has the highest all age all gynaecological cancer incidence rate in SWL at 68.8 per 100,000 population. Mortality from gynaecological cancer is at 8.5 per 100,000 similar to all other PCTs in SWL. Croydon records a high rate of emergency bed days for gynaecological cancers at 276 per 100,000 weighted population. The crude rate for all cancer emergency admissions was 610.41 per 100,000 population.  There were 43.1% of diagnosed gynaecological cancer cases that were considered to be non-urgent, above the national average at 41.6%. The average 2WW crude referral rate for suspected cancer in Croydon for 2009 was 1092.41 per 100,000 population. A proportion of 6.1% of urgent gynaecological cancer referrals resulted in a cancer diagnosis.
Kingston
The cervical screening rate is below the national target at 76.1%. Under 75 cervical cancer incidence is the lowest in SWL at 4.90 per 100,000 population, while the rate has decreased 36% since 1993-95. The ovarian cancer incidence and mortality rates are the highest in SWL at 19.10 and 10.73 per 100,000 respectively. Uterine cancer incidence is middle rank at 15.41 per 100,000 while mortality from uterine cancer is the lowest in SWL at 2.61. All gynaecological cancer incidence is middle ranked amongst SWL PCTs at 47.6 per 100,000 while mortality is similar to all other PCTs in SWL at 8.6 per 100,000 population. The gynaecological cancer emergency bed day rate is higher than the national average at 183 per 100,000 weighted population. The crude rate for all cancer emergency admissions was 506.50 per 100,000 population. Kingston records the lowest proportion of diagnosed gynaecological cancer cases that are initiated through a non-urgent referral at 32.8%. The PCT average urgent 2WW cancer referral rate was 1234.63 per 100,000 population. The PCT records the highest proportion of urgent gynaecological cancer referrals resulting in a cancer diagnosis at 10.1%. This is above the national average.
Richmond & Twickenham
Richmond & Twickenham has highest cervical screening coverage rate in SWL at 77.6%, but still below the national target. Under 75 cervical cancer incidence is middle ranked compared to other PCTs in SWL at 5.82 per 100,000. There has been a 22.40% increase in all age cervical cancer incidence between 1993-95 and 2004-06, the only PCT to show an increase. The ovarian cancer incidence is also high (compared to other SWL PCTs) at 18.87 per 100,000 while the mortality rate is also relatively high at 10.56 per 100,000. The PCT has the lowest uterine cancer incidence rate in SWL at 14.01 per 100,000 but a relatively high mortality rate. The overall all age gynaecological cancer incidence is the lowest in SWL at 36.7 per 100,000 while the mortality rate is similar to the other PCTs in SWL at 8.5 per 100,000 population. Richmond & Twickenham record the highest rate of emergency bed days for gynaecological cancers at more than double the national rate at 341 per 100,000 weighted population. The crude rate for all cancer emergency admissions was 536.97 per 100,000 population. The average 2WW crude cancer referral rate in Richmond & Twickenham for 2009 was 1156.66 per 100,000 population. Just under two-fifths of gynaecological diagnosed cancer cases stem from a non-urgent referral and only 5.6% of urgent referrals result in a cancer diagnosis.
 Sutton & Merton
The cervical screening rate in the PCT is 76.0% and is below the national target. Under 75 cervical cancer incidence is 6.21 per 100,000 population, the rate since 1993-95 has decreased by 6%. The all age incidence rate for ovarian cancer is significantly lower than the national average at 14.08 per 100,000 population. The mortality rate is 9.24 per 100,000. The uterine cancer incidence rate is relatively high at 17.43 per 100,000 while the mortality rate is low at 2.89 per 100,000. The overall all age gynaecological cancer incidence rate is relatively high at 56.3 per 100,000 and the mortality rate is the lowest in SWL but still close to all other PCTs in SWL. The emergency bed day rate for gynaecological cancer is above the national average at 188 per 100,000. The crude rate for all cancer emergency admissions was 634.87 per 100,000 population. Sutton and Merton record 46.7% of gynaecological cancer diagnoses through non-urgent referrals. The average 2WW crude cancer referral rate in Sutton & Merton for 2009 was 1313.64 per 100,000 population. Only 6.1% of urgent referrals result in a cancer diagnosis.
Wandsworth
The cervical screening rate is the lowest in the SWL sector at 71.5%. Between 1993-95 and 2004-06 the all age cervical cancer incidence rate has decreased by 46%, however the under 75 cervical cancer incidence rate is still the highest in SWL at 7.99 per 100,000 population. The all age ovarian cancer incidence is relatively high at 17.24 per 100,000 while the mortality rate is middle ranked in SWL at 8.96 per 100,000. The all age uterine cancer incidence rate in Wandsworth is the highest in SWL at 17.57 per 100,000 while there is not much difference in mortality at 3.99 per 100,000. The overall incidence of gynaecological cancer for Wandsworth is 54.5 per 100,000 and the mortality is the highest in SWL at 8.7 per 100,000. However there is not much difference between PCTs for mortality. Wandsworth is the only PCT in SWL to have an emergency bed day rate that is below the national rate at 154 per 100,000 weighted population. The crude rate for all cancer emergency admissions was 443.07 per 100,000 population. Wandsworth records over half (52.0%) of diagnosed gynaecological cancer cases originating through non-urgent referrals, the highest in SWL.  The PCT average crude 2WW urgent cancer referral rate was 1267.93 per 100,000. Only 6.1% of urgent referrals result in a cancer diagnosis.
South West London Cancer Network
The all age vulval cancer incidence is significantly lower than the national average while overall the SWLCN has the highest all gynaecological cancer incidence rate in London. The SWLCN has the highest ovarian cancer prevalence in London. The highest uterine and ovarian one-year relative survival rate is also seen in the SWLCN at 90.6% and 71.9% respectively. SWLCN uterine and ovarian one-year survival is comparable to the rates found in Finland and Norway as part of the EUROCARE-4 study, while cervical one-year survival at 85.0% is comparable to Finland, Norway and Sweden. The SWLCN also has low rates of cervical cancer (1.93 per 100,000) and vulval cancer (0.34 significantly lower than national average) mortality, while overall the gynaecological mortality rate in SWLCN is also low compared to other networks. Reflecting high rates in the SWL PCTs the SWLCN records the highest emergency bed day rate in London at 219 per 100,000 weighted population, well above the national average of 159. Just over two-fifths of gynaecological cancer cases are diagnosed through non-urgent referrals. The SWLCN also has the lowest “Hit Rate” in London for the proportion of urgent two week referrals that result in a cancer diagnosis at 6.1%. Overall the urgent 2WW referral rate for SWL was 2.33 per 1,000 women.
[bookmark: _Ref275260224]Figure 1: PCT Matrix of key urological cancer figures for South West London.
	
	Croydon
	Kingston
	Richmond & Twickenham
	Sutton & Merton
	Wandsworth
	 

	50+ female pop. as % of PCT pop. (2010)
	30.9%
	29.8%
	30.0%
	31.7%
	29.2%
	20.2%
	
	

	50+ female pop. increase (2010-2030)
	5.1%
	4.3%
	1.7%
	5.5%
	5.7%
	3.0%
	
	
	

	25-49 female pop. as % of PCT pop. (2010)
	38.8%
	41.9%
	42.0%
	39.2%
	42.5%
	52.5%
	
	

	25-49 female pop. decrease (2010-2030)
	3.7%
	3.7%
	2.5%
	4.7%
	5.1%
	3.0%
	
	

	Smoking prevalence (Adults) (2003-05)
	21.0 - 25.7%
	18.7-24.9%
	16.1 - 23.0%
	18.7 - 23.3% (Merton)
	22.1 - 29.1% (Sutton)
	21.0 - 27.7%
	Lowest
	Highest

	% of small areas (LSOA) classed as highest deprivation (2007)
	33%
	5%
	4%
	15%
	29%
	Lowest
	Highest
	Lowest

	Estimated obesity prevalence (2003-05)
	19.3%
	17.3%
	14.3%
	18.3%
	14.2%
	Significantly lower than nat.  average
	

	Cervical Screening (2008-09)
	75.9%
	76.1%
	77.6%
	76.0%
	71.5%
	
	Below 80% national target
	Highest

	Under 75 cervical incidence (2004-06)
	6.78
	4.90
	5.82
	6.21
	7.99
	Lowest
	Highest

	Decrease all age cervical cancer incidence (1995-2006)
	21.21%
	36.26%
	+22.4%
	5.98%
	45.83%
	Highest
	Increase

	All age ovarian cancer incidence (2003-07)
	13.56
	19.10
	18.87
	14.08
	17.24
	Significantly lower than nat. average
	Highest

	All age uterine cancer incidence (2003-07)
	16.84
	15.41
	14.01
	17.43
	17.57
	Lowest
	Highest

	All age gynae. cancer incidence (2002-06)
	68.8
	47.6
	36.7
	56.3
	54.5
	Lowest
	Highest

	All age ovarian cancer mortality (2004-08)
	7.99
	10.73
	10.56
	9.24
	8.96
	Lowest
	Highest

	All age uterine cancer mortality (2004-08)
	4.40
	2.61
	4.13
	2.89
	3.99
	Lowest
	Highest

	All age gynae. cancer mortality (2002-06)
	8.5
	8.6
	8.5
	8.0
	8.7
	Lowest
	Highest

	Gynaecological emergency bed days per 100,000  weighted pop (2007-08)
	276
	183
	341
	188
	154
	Lower than national average
	Higher than national average

	Average all cancer emergency admission crude rate per 100,000
	610.41
	506.50
	536.97
	634.87
	443.07
	
	

	2WW urgent cancer referral rate per 100,000 (2009)
	1092.41
	1234.63
	1156.66
	1313.64
	1267.93
	
	

	% of cases diagnosed through non-urgent referrals (2010)
	43.1%
	32.8%
	39.7%
	46.7%
	52.0%
	Lowest 
	Highest

	% of urgent 2 week gynae. cancer referrals resulting in cancer diagnosis (2010)
	6.3%
	10.1%
	5.6%
	6.1%
	6.1%
	Highest
	Lowest


 






[bookmark: _Ref275260225]Figure 2: Matrix of key urological cancer figures for South West London Cancer Network.
	
	SWLCN
	NELCN
	NLCN
	(N)WLCN
	SELCN
	
	

	All age vulval cancer incidence (2003-07)
	1.64
	2.17
	1.43
	1.52
	1.98
	Significantly lower than national average
	

	All age gynaecological cancer incidence (2002-06)
	55.2
	44.8
	49.9
	35.5
	49.7
	Lowest
	Highest

	Cervical cancer prevalence (2006)
	5.5
	3.6
	4.7
	5.5
	7.7
	Lowest
	Highest

	Uterus cancer prevalence (2006)
	15.5
	16.6
	14.4
	14.0
	16.9
	Lowest
	Highest

	Ovarian cancer prevalence (2006)
	11.9
	10.1
	10.3
	9.6
	10.5
	Lowest
	Highest

	Cervical cancer one-year survival (2002-07)
	85.0%
	77.4%
	83.6%
	81.8%
	86.4%
	Highest
	Lowest

	Uterine cancer one-year survival (2002-07)
	90.6%
	88.1%
	88.0%
	89.0%
	86.2%
	Highest
	Lowest

	Ovarian cancer one-year survival (2002-07)
	71.9%
	63.0%
	68.2%
	63.1%
	66.3%
	Highest
	Lowest

	All age cervical cancer mortality (2004-08)
	1.93
	2.71
	2.23
	2.00
	2.40
	Lowest
	Highest

	All age vulval cancer mortality (2004-08)
	0.34
	0.78
	0.57
	0.35
	0.81
	Significantly lower than national average
	

	All age gynaecological cancer incidence (2003-07)
	8.3
	9.2
	8.9
	8.0
	9.4
	Highest
	Lowest

	Gynaecological emergency bed days per 100,000 – weighted pop. (2007-08)
	219
	107
	141
	157
	111
	Lowest
	Highest

	% of cases diagnosed through non-urgent referrals (2010)
	44.2%
	44.8%
	46.2%
	-
	38.1%
	Lowest
	Highest

	% of urgent 2 week gynaecological cancer referrals resulting in cancer diagnosis (2010)
	6.6%
	7.2%
	8.0%
	No data
	7.0%
	Highest
	Lowest













1.0 [bookmark: _Toc276038148]Introduction
Since the Cancer Plan was published in 2000 more people are surviving cancer and the incidence of cancer is increasing as more people live longer.  Late diagnosis is a major factor contributing to poor survival rates in this country, and while survival rates in South West London are good in comparison to other networks in England, when benchmarked against counterparts in Europe it is clear that there is much more to be done. Contemporary lifestyles predispose people to cancer and the Cancer Reform Strategy (CRS) (2007) highlighted that with over half of all cancers being potentially preventable services must now begin to think ‘upstream’ and focus on prevention. 
The National Awareness and Earlier Diagnosis Initiative (NAEDI) is a collaboration between the National Cancer Action Team and Cancer Research UK and is a key programme emerging from the CRS.  Its aim is to make public and healthcare professionals more aware of the signs and symptoms of cancer and encourage those who may have symptoms to seek advice earlier. This workstream offers a good fit with the policy direction of QIPP, NHS Next Stage Review: High Quality for All and World Class Commissioning.  
Last year the SWL cancer network successfully bid for funding for a range of initiatives to support local preventative work within NAEDI to increase awareness and promote earlier diagnosis in communities and primary care.  These bids included this Baseline Assessment and the Primary Care Audit and Cancer Awareness Measure highlighted within this document.
In order to aid each local early detection initiative a baseline assessment has been undertaken. In collaboration the National Cancer Intelligence Network (NCIN) and the National Cancer Action Team (NCAT) have produced a guide termed: Local Awareness and Early Diagnosis Baseline Assessments: A Guide for Cancer Networks and Primary Care Trusts. This baseline assessment follows these guidelines as a framework (National Cancer Intelligence Network 2009a).

This document provides a summary of currently available information regarding the epidemiology of gynaecological cancers. Comparisons are made with national data and international data where possible. 












2.0 [bookmark: _Toc276038149]Types of gynaecological cancers
The five main gynaecological cancers are:
· Cervical (C53)
· Ovarian (C56–C574)
· Uterine (C54-C55)
· Vaginal (C52)
· Vulval (C51)		(Centers for Disease Control & Prevention 2010)
These will be focused on in this assessment.


















3.0 [bookmark: _Toc276038150]Risk Factors
3.1 [bookmark: _Toc276038151]Human papilloma virus (HPV)
Human papilloma virus (HPV) is the name of a family of viruses that affect the skin and the moist membranes that line the body, such as those in the cervix, anus, mouth and throat. These membranes are called the mucosa. There are more than 100 different types of HPV viruses, with about 40 types affecting the genital area (McCance 2004, Department of Health 2008a). These are classed as high risk and low risk.
There is conclusive evidence that infection of the cervix by some types of human papillomavirus (HPV) is a necessary cause of cervical cancer (Bosch et al 1995, Walboomers et al. 1999, Vaccarella et al. 2006a). HPV also causes a proportion of other anogenital cancers, such as cancers of the vulva and vagina (Munoz et al 2006). The risk factors for HPV infection are well documented and include multiple sexual partners of the woman and her partner and young age at first intercourse (Brinton 1992, Svare et al. 1998). Studies of incident HPV infection based on HPV DNA detection demonstrate that acquisition of at least one type of HPV infection occurs soon after sexual debut with around 30% of women being infected within two years (Winer et al. 2003, Winer et al. 2008).
While infection by genital HPV is most common among young adults (aged 18-28) (Koutsky, 1997), cases of cervical cancer peak in women in their late 30s (Department of Health 2008b). It is believed HPV type 16 (Schiffman et al. 1993, Kjaer et al . 1996) and type 18 (Smith et al. 2007) are the predominant sexually transmitted agent causally involved in the development of cervical cancer; 70% of all cervical cancers (WHO 2010). HPV is present in vaginal and vulval tumours also, and HPV 16 is the most commonly detected type (Bjørge et al. 1997, Carter et al. 2001). Approximately 50% are associated with HPV infection (Munoz et al. 2006, Department of Health 2008a).  HPV is most strongly linked with tumours in younger women, with an 11-fold risk increase reported for vulval intraepithelial neoplasia (VIN) and early-stage cancer in women under the age of 45 with serological evidence of HPV infection, but no increase in women over this age (Basta et al. 1999, Cancer Research UK 2010a).
Since September 2008 there has been a national programme to vaccinate girls aged 12-13 against human papilloma virus (HPV). There is also a three-year catch up campaign that will offer the HPV vaccine (also known as the cervical cancer jab) to 13-18 year old girls.
In the UK (2007) the prevalence of HPV among women with a normal cytology is 8.9% (95%CI 8.6-9.1) compared to a Northern Europe average of 10.8% (WHO 2010). In relation to HPV-16 and HPV-18 the following estimates have been compiled by WHO:
Table 1: Prevalence of HPV (HPV-16 & HPV-18) in the UK, 2007.
	
	UK
	Northern Europe
	World

	
	No. Tested
	HPV 16/18 Prevalence % (95% CI)
	No. Tested
	HPV 16/18 Prevalence % (95% CI)
	No. Tested
	HPV 16/18 Prevalence % (95% CI)

	Normal cytology
	31,559
	2.4 (2.2-2.6)
	66,151
	3.8 (3.7-3.9)
	218,339
	3.8 (3.7-3.9)

	Low-grade lesions
	480
	29.0 (24.9-33.2)
	1,099
	30.3 (27.6-33.1)
	14,762
	24.3 (23.6-25.0)

	High-grade lesions
	845
	61.9 (58.5-65.2)
	3,202
	57.0 (55.3-58.7)
	14,901
	51.1 (50.3-51.9)

	Cervical cancer
	353
	79.1 (74.4-83.2)
	2,517
	76.3 (74.6-77.9)
	22,826
	70.9 (70.3-71.5)


Source: Human Papillomavirus and Related Cancers. Summary Report Update. June 22, 2010. United Kingdom, World Health Organisation, 2010.
3.2 [bookmark: _Toc276038152]Hormone replacement therapy (HRT)
HRT use is associated with increased risk of ovarian and uterine cancer. The results support a greater risk of oestrogen-only therapy compared to oestrogen-progestin therapy (Zhou et al. 2008). The addition of progestogen prevents the proliferative effect of oestrogen on the endometrium, and may even reduce the risk of endometrial cancer compared with non-users if given continuously. The use of combined oral contraception in premenopausal women also reduces the risk of endometrial cancer but increases the risk of cervical carcinoma significantly (Marsden and Sturdee 2009). HRT (exogenous oestrogens) does not influence the risk of cervical cancer (Parazzini et al. 1997). Epithelial ovarian cancer risk may be slightly increased with long-term use of unopposed oestrogen, is not altered by the addition of progestogen, and is reduced significantly in users of combined oral contraception. The mechanism for these effects is not understood (Marsden and Sturdee 2009). A recent review found no study to date has shown HRT to have a detrimental effect on survival in patients with early stage endometrial cancer, epithelial ovarian cancer, cervical cancer and vulval tumours (Hinds and Price 2010).
3.3 [bookmark: _Toc276038153]Age
The risk of developing most cancers increases with age. For uterine and ovarian cancer the majority of cases are seen in older postmenopausal women aged 50 and above. In 2007 82% of ovarian cancer cases were in this age group while 93% of cases were for uterine cancer. Uterine cancer very rarely affects women under the age of 35 years (Office of National Statistics 2010). Contrastingly, the majority of cervical cancer cases occur in women aged 25-49, at 56% for 2007, with a peak of cases in the 30-39 age group (Office of National Statistics 2010).
Figure 3 shows that there is a steady projected increase in the 50 and older population across each borough in SWL. However Wandsworth differs to all the other PCTs in SWL in that the 50+ female age group account for substantially less in proportion of the total female population. The highest proportion of 50+ female population is found in Sutton accounting for 31.7% of the total female population in 2010. The lowest proportion is in Wandsworth at 20.2% of the female population. The highest increase, from 2010, to 2030, in the 50 and over female population as a proportion of total female population is projected to occur in Merton with an increase of 5.7% followed by Sutton (5.5%) and Croydon (5.0%). By 2030 it is projected that nearly two-fifths of the female population in Sutton and Croydon will be 50 years old or older.
[bookmark: _Ref263672849]Figure 3: Projected increase in the proportion (Percent of total female population) of the female 50+ population in South West London, 2010-2030.

Source: Greater London Authority, Population Projections 2009 Round, London Plan, Borough SYA.
A large proportion of cervical cancer occurs in the 25-49 years age group with over half of cases occurring in women in this age group (Office of National Statistics 2010). Figure 4 shows the projected proportion of the 25-49 female population in SWL from 2010 to 230. The boroughs of Croydon, Kingston, Richmond, Merton and Sutton have consistently similar proportions ranging from 38% to 42% in 2010, showing a consistent decrease to 2030. Reflecting the young nature of Wandsworth over half the female population is projected to be in this age group decreasing to just under half by 2030. 
[bookmark: _Ref268852164]Figure 4: Projected increase in the proportion (Percent of total female population) of 25-49 female population in South West London, 2010-2030.

Source: Greater London Authority, Population Projections 2009 Round, London Plan, Borough SYA.
3.4 [bookmark: _Toc276038154]Smoking
Inactivation in cervical tumours of the fragile histidine triad putative tumour suppressor gene through cigarette smoking (which is also altered in most tobacco-associated lung cancers) has been found in the literature (Holschneider et al 2005). Smoking may also be associated with a decrease in the number of Langerhans’ immune cells in the cervix epithelium, suggesting a decrease in epithelial cell-mediated immune responses in smokers (Derchain et al. 1996, Poppe et al. 1996, Cancer Research UK 2010b). A meta-analysis by Berrington de González et al. (2004) suggested that squamous cell of the uterine cervix may differ in relation to smoking. Their results showed significant 50% higher odds for increased risk of squamous cell carcinoma. Furthermore, in women who have given up smoking after diagnosis, a reduction in early cervical lesion has been found (Szarewski et al. 1996). Castellsague et al. (2003) found 2-3 fold increase in risk for cervical cancer in current smokers. Also smokers have been found to have a 3-fold increased risk of treatment failure of CIN compared to non-smokers and therefore require more intensive follow-up after treatment (Acladious et al. 2002). A study by Kurian et al. (2005) showed that smoking can cause ovarian cancer while a review by the Agency for Research on Cancer (IARC) concluded that there is sufficient evidence now that smoking causes ovarian cancer (Secretan et al. 2009). Smoking is also a well established risk factor for vulval cancer with at least a 3 fold increase in risk (Hildesheim et al. 1997, Madeleine et al. 1997), while it is also known as a HPV cofactor for cervical and vulval squamous cell carcinoma (Daling et al. 1992).

Results from the Health Survey for England (The Information Centre 2006) showed more variation in smoking rates for BME communities compared with the population as a whole. For women after age-standardisation none of the female BME groups were more likely to smoke than the general female population. Black African, South Asian and Chinese women were found to be less likely to smoke than the general female population. These results were however based on self-reported smoking behaviour which is likely to underestimate smoking prevalence. 
[bookmark: _Ref266106715]Table 2: Model based estimates (with 95% CIs) of smoking in adults in South West London compared with England, 2003-2005.
	Local Authority
	Model Prevalence (%)
	Lower 95% CI
	Upper 95% CI

	Croydon
	23.2
	21.0
	25.7

	Kingston
	21.7
	18.7
	24.9

	Merton
	20.9
	18.7
	23.3

	Richmond
	19.3
	16.1
	23.0

	Sutton
	25.4
	22.1
	29.1

	Wandsworth
	24.2
	21.0
	27.7


Source: The Information Centre 2010.
Overall, the model estimated smoking prevalence across the 6 boroughs of SWL are similar (Table 2 & Figure 5) ranging from 19.3% (95%CI 16.1% – 23.0%) in Richmond and Twickenham to 25.4% (95%CI 22.1% – 29.1%) in Sutton. These rates are also comparable with the London and national averages. These estimates are model based i.e. they are based on population characteristics extracted from census data for example and are not based on a survey sample. They do not take into consideration local variation, for example the effects of local campaigns. Due to this it is not strictly appropriate to compare between areas and these data should not be used to monitor performance (The Information Centre 2008). Also consideration of the 95% confidence intervals is needed when assessing the data. 
Estimates by gender were not available. Trend data from The Information Centre (2009a) for the same period (2003-05) show a national prevalence of 22-24% for women and 25%-27% for men (Figure 5).
[bookmark: _Ref263418665]Figure 5: Model based estimates of smoking in adults in South West London compared with England, 2003-2005.

Source: The Information Centre 2010.
Although SW London has followed the national trend with a reduction in the prevalence of smoking this masks significant health inequalities with smoking rates highest in the most deprived populations. In some super output areas in Croydon, Wandsworth and Sutton the prevalence reaches 41% (Map 1). 




[bookmark: _Ref268610136]Map 1: Estimates of smoking prevalence in adults (16+) in the SWL sector, 2003-05.
[image: ]
Source: HSfE 2006; map by SWL PH Intelligence from Staying Healthy Strategy for South West London 2010-2016
3.5 [bookmark: _Toc276038155]Multiple Deprivation
A study by Quinn et al. (2001) found that incidence of cervical cancer was 3 times higher in the most deprived group compared to the least deprived for the period 1990-93 in England and Wales. This was based on the Carstairs deprivation scale (Office of National Statistics 2006). A similar effect was found for mortality. The National Cancer Intelligence Network (NCIN) found that the age standardised incidence of cervical cancer increased with deprivation (Figure 6), and that there was a significant difference between the most and least deprived groups (National Cancer Intelligence Network 2008a). 
[bookmark: _Ref268700803]Figure 6: Cervical cancer incidence by index of multiple deprivation 2000-2004.

Source: National Cancer Intelligence Network, 2008a.
The NCIN also looked at ovarian and uterine cancer incidence in relation to deprivation and found no significant difference between levels of deprivation. 
In SWL the main areas of high deprivation are in Wandsworth (Battersea, Roehampton, Tooting), Sutton & Merton (Morden, Carshalton) and Croydon (Croydon centre and surrounding area and New Addington).
[image: ]Map 2: Index of multiple deprivation, South West London, 2007 (SWL Scale).
[image: ]
Source: Department of Local Government and communities, 2007.
3.6 [bookmark: _Toc276038156]Ethnicity
Ethnicity has an effect on the health and well being of individuals, to a lesser or greater extent depending on the type of cancer. As part of the Cancer Reform Strategy the National Cancer Inequalities Initiative (NCEI) was launched with the aim to reduce inequalities in cancer incidence and survival for several different groups where inequality exists; one such grouping is Black and Minority Ethnic (BME) populations. Historically though the recording of ethnicity for routinely collected cancer data has been incomplete and of poor quality (Department of Health 2007). As a result work on cancer and ethnicity has been limited in the UK, with mortality studies using place of birth information (Grulich et al. 1992, Swerdlow et al. 1995, Wild et al. 2006) while incidence work has only been carried out on the south Asian ethnic population (Winter et al. 1999, dos Santos Silva et al. 2003, Farooq and Coleman 2005). 
However as part of the National Cancer Inequalities Initiative, the National Cancer Intelligence Network (NCIN) and Cancer Research UK produced analysis on incidence and survival by major ethnic group for the period 2002-2006, in 2009 (National Cancer Intelligence Network 2009b). It found Asian women under the age of 65 had significantly lower rates of cervical cancer (RR 0.37 - 0.51) and ovarian cancer (RR 0.69 – 0.92) incidence compared to white women of the same age. For Asian women aged 65 and over the rate of cervical cancer was significantly higher (RR 1.32 – 2.70) and ovarian cancer incidence significantly lower (RR 0.61 – 0.88) compared to white women. Asian women aged 65 and over were found to have a significantly lower risk (RR 0.68 – 0.97) of uterine cancer compared to white women too.
Black women aged 65 and over also had rates (RR 1.29 – 3.06) of cervical cancer incidence that were significantly higher than white ethnicity while ovarian cancer rates for this group was significantly lower (RR 0.54 – 0.82) compared to white ethnicity. 
[bookmark: _Ref264286323]Figure 7: Projected (2010) female resident ethnic composition of SWL PCTs, all ages.

Source: Greater London Authority Ethnic Group Projections 2008 Round, London Plan, Borough.
Croydon has the largest non-white resident ethnicity at 41.8% (72,848) of the total female population of the PCT followed by Sutton & Merton with 23.7% (46,377) (Figure 7). The PCTs of Sutton & Merton, Kingston and Wandsworth have similar proportions of non-white project population residing in them. Richmond has the lowest at 12.0%. The largest resident BME group across all PCTs is Asian, which comprises of Pakistani, Indian, Bangladeshi and other Asian. The largest proportion (15.8% of total PCT population) resides in Croydon as does the Black population accounting for 22.4% or one in five of the PCT population. For exact figures see Appendix 1.
3.7 [bookmark: _Toc268610351][bookmark: _Toc276038157]Obesity
Results from the European Prospective Investigation into Cancer and Nutrition (Lahmann et al. 2010) show that women with a high BMI (>30 kg/m²) have an increased risk of ovarian cancer (RR = 1.33, 95% CI = 1.05-1.68). This risk is increased for postmenopausal (RR 1.59, 95% CI = 1.20-2.10). No increased risk was observed for pre-menopausal women. Similar results were found in the UK Million Women Study where an increased risk in relation to a higher BMI was found in a mixed group of pre and post menopausal women (Reeves et al. 2007). However, a meta-analysis of prospective studies published previously showed that obese pre-menopausal women have a RR of 1.72 (95%CI 1.02-2.89) compared to lean women, but there was no effect of BMI on risk in post-menopausal women (Schouten et al. 2008). A number of studies/analysis have found significantly higher risk for uterine cancer for women with a higher BMI (>30 kg/m²) (Terry et al. 1999, Schouten et al 2004, Xu et al. 2005). One European study found that 39% of endometrium (cancer of uterine) cancers could be attributed to being overweight (Bergström et al. 2001).
Model based estimates were not available by gender; therefore total population estimates are presented (Figure 8). Overall, the model estimated obesity prevalence across the 6 boroughs of SWL are similar (Figure 8) ranging from 14.2% (95%CI 12.5% - 16.0%) in Wandsworth to 19.3% (95%CI 17.6% - 21.1%) in Croydon. These rates are also comparable with the London and national averages. These estimates are model based i.e. they are based on population characteristics extracted from census data for example and are not based on a survey sample. They do not take into consideration local variation, for example the effects of local campaigns. Due to this it is not strictly appropriate to compare between areas and these data should not be used to monitor performance (The Information Centre 2008). Also consideration of the 95% confidence intervals is needed when assessing the data. Furthermore, here we are concerned with the female population. Female only obesity levels by local authority were not available. Figure 8 should only be used as a guide due to this (plus the nature of how estimates are generated), however survey based estimates from the Health Survey for England 2008 show that nationally male and female obesity levels are similar, 24% and 25% respectively. 
[bookmark: _Ref264378635]Figure 8: Model based estimates of obesity in Adults in South West London, 2003-2005.

Source: The Information Centre 2010.
The highest overweight or obesity levels in females are in the 55-64 and 65-74 years age groups. At the national level the prevalence for these age groups is around 70% (The Information Centre 2009b). 
3.8 [bookmark: _Toc276038158]Other risk factors
Prolonged use of oral contraceptive (OC) has been associated with cervical cancer (Berrington de González et al. 2004) with Vaccarella et al. (2006b) finding that OC increased the risk of progression from HPV infection to cervical cancer. For ovarian cancer the use of oral contraceptives is protective, perhaps due to cessation of ovulation (Collaborative Group on Epidemiological Studies of Ovarian Cancer 2008). Some studies have linked the occurrence of ovarian cysts (Polycystic ovary syndrome) with ovarian cancer (Borgfeldt and Andolf 2004, Norman et al. 2007); however other studies and reviews present conflicting evidence (Balen 2001, Gadducci et al. 2005).
The presence of antibodies to the herpes simplex virus type 2 in blood samples has been associated with an increased risk of vulval and vaginal cancer and pre-cancer, after HPV infection is controlled for (Sherman et al. 1991, Hildesheim et al. 1997, Madeleine et al. 1997, Daling et al. 2002). Studies show there is also an increased risk for vaginal cancer and pre-cancer in HIV-positive women, with a particularly strong relationship for women under the age of 30 (Frisch et al. 2000, Sitas et al. 2000).



4.0 [bookmark: _Toc276038159]Cervical Screening
Coverage is described as the percentage of eligible women, in this case women aged 25 to 64 years old, and who have been screened in the last 5 years (NHS Cancer Screening Programmes 2009).
Note that the cervical screening coverage rates (PCT and GP) presented in this section is data sourced through the KC53 process with all exceptions included. The data is not sourced from the Quality and Outcomes Framework (QOF) dataset.
4.1 [bookmark: _Toc276038160][bookmark: _Toc271547990]Coverage by PCT 2006-09
All SWL PCTs do not achieve the national target rate of 80%; this is also the trend across London (Figure 9). The overall trend in each PCT and for London as an average reveals a dip in coverage for 2007-08 before an increase for the latest year 2008-09. The lowest coverage rates are in Wandsworth PCT, where they are considerable lower than other PCTs in the SWL sector, ranging from 4% to nearly 6% lower. They are also around 2% lower than the London average. The highest coverage rate for 2008-09 is 77.6% in Richmond & Twickenham, the lowest, 71.5% in Wandsworth.
[bookmark: _Ref271627768]Figure 9: Yearly cervical screening coverage rates by Primary Care Trust for age 25-64year, 2006-09.

Source: Cervical Screening Programme Statistics, The Information Centre October 2009.
4.2 [bookmark: _Toc276038161]Coverage by GP practice quarter to June 2010 (5 Year cohort)
From 234 GP practices across South West London, 182 (77.8%) did not meet the national cervical screening target of 80% in the quarter to June 2010. The average screening coverage rate for the whole of South West London was 75.7%.
4.2.1 [bookmark: _Toc276038162]Croydon
Fifteen GP practices from a total of 63 (excludes 3 GP practices with less than 5 eligible population) achieve the national target of 80% coverage (Figure 10). The highest coverage rate was 88.0% at practice H83048. The GP practices of H83035 and H83029 achieve high cervical and breast screening rates. The lowest coverage is at practice Y02962 recording a coverage rate of 43.1% (Table 3). However this is only from an eligible population of 51. Other GP practices with lowest coverage rates in Croydon perform considerably better but still some way short of the 80% target. Practice H83011 records low cervical and breast screening coverage rates. The majority of practices, 61.9% (39 practices), record a coverage rate of between 70 and 80%.
[bookmark: _Ref271555501]Table 3: Highest and lowest achieving GP practices for cervical screening coverage (25-64 years), Croydon.
	Practice Code
	Coverage

	H83048
	88.0%

	H83035
	87.2%

	H83614
	85.7%

	H83049
	84.4%

	H83029
	84.0%

	
	

	H83608
	68.1%

	H83002
	67.4%

	H83021
	65.0%

	H83011
	63.6%

	Y02962
	43.1%


Source: Primary Care Information Service (PCIS).
[bookmark: _Ref271555096]Figure 10: Croydon GP practices cervical screening rates, 25-64 years.

Source: Primary Care Information Service (PCIS).
4.2.2 [bookmark: _Toc276038163]Kingston
Ten practices accounting for 35.7% of the total achieve the 80% national target in Kingston. The highest coverage rate is 85.6% at the practice H84637 (Table 4, Figure 11). This practice also achieves high breast screening coverage. The lowest coverage rate is at practice H84607 at 62.7%. Practice H84629 records one of the lowest coverage rates for cervical and breast screening. Practice H84027 also reports a low coverage rate for cervical screening but a high rate for breast screening, while practice H84061 records a high cervical screening rate but a low breast screening rate. Fifty-seven percent of practices (16) record a cervical screening coverage rate of 70 to 80% (Figure 11).
[bookmark: _Ref271615260]Table 4: Highest and lowest achieving GP practices for cervical screening coverage (25-64 years), Kingston.
	Practice Code
	Coverage

	H84637
	85.6%

	H84015
	83.6%

	H84025
	83.1%

	H84061
	82.8%

	H84062
	82.6%

	
	

	H84049
	70.5%

	H84629
	70.2%

	H84027
	70.0%

	H84020
	69.6%

	H84607
	62.7%


Source: Primary Care Information Service (PCIS).


[bookmark: _Ref271615381]Figure 11: Kingston GP practices cervical screening rates, 25-64 years.

Source: Primary Care Information Service (PCIS).
4.2.3 [bookmark: _Toc276038164]Richmond & Twickenham
Nine from a total of 32 (28.1%) of Richmond & Twickenham’s GP practices (1 excluded, only 2 eligible population) reach the 80% national target. The highest coverage rate is at practice H84031 at 86.9% (Table 5). It also has a high breast screening rate. Practice H84002 also has high cervical and breasting screening coverage rates. The lowest recorded cervical cancer is at practice H84608 at 59.6%; it also has a low breast screening coverage rate. Practice H84615 also has low cervical and breast screening coverage rates. Nineteen GP practices (59.4%) record a cervical screening rate of between 70 and 80% (Figure 12).
[bookmark: _Ref271617387]Table 5: Highest and lowest achieving GP practices for cervical screening coverage (25-64 years), Richmond & Twickenham.
	Practice Code
	Coverage

	H84031
	86.9%

	H84059
	85.9%

	H84002
	85.2%

	H84043
	84.5%

	H84048
	83.9%

	
	

	H84615
	71.3%

	H84639
	69.4%

	Y02964
	68.8%

	H84041
	68.0%

	H84608
	59.6%


Source: Primary Care Information Service (PCIS).
[bookmark: _Ref271621842]Figure 12: Richmond & Twickenham, GP practices cervical screening rates, 25-64 years.

Source: Primary Care Information Service (PCIS).
4.2.4 [bookmark: _Toc276038165]Sutton & Merton
Thirteen GP practices (23.6%) in Sutton & Merton (excludes 1 practice with only 1 eligible woman) reach the national 80% target for cervical screening. The highest cervical screening rate is 85.2% at practice H85029 (Table 6). The GP practices of H85618 and H85113 record high cervical and breast screening rates. The lowest cervical screening rate is at practice H85078 at 64.8%. The GP practices of H85090 and H85634 record low coverage rates for both cervical and breast screening. The majority (39 practices accounting for 70.9% of the total) of GP practices record cervical coverage rates of between 70 and 80% (Figure 13).
[bookmark: _Ref271623876]Table 6: Highest and lowest achieving GP practices for cervical screening coverage (25-64 years), Sutton & Merton.
	Practice Code
	Practice
	Coverage

	H85029
	M N Patel
	85.2%

	H85618
	K K Kanthan
	85.2%

	H85063
	C A M Brennan
	84.5%

	H85064
	S D C Elliott
	83.8%

	H85113
	Kar Gupta
	83.0%

	
	
	

	H85053
	A Hafeez
	70.7%

	H85090
	Figges Marsh Surgery
	70.3%

	H85634
	E R W Nortley
	69.0%

	H85027
	Dr Allen & Partners
	68.9%

	H85078
	R Lall
	64.8%


Source: Primary Care Information Service (PCIS).
[bookmark: _Ref271624462]Figure 13: Sutton & Merton, GP practices cervical screening rates, 25-64 years.

Source: Primary Care Information Service (PCIS).
4.2.5 [bookmark: _Toc276038166]Wandsworth
Only four (8.7%) GP practices (5 GP practice exclude due to less than 5 eligible population) in Wandsworth achieve the 80% national target for cervical screening in Wandsworth. The highest coverage rate is 81.9% at practice H85114 (Table 7). It also records one of the highest breast screening rates in Wandsworth, however it is still below the 70% target for breast screening coverage. The lowest cervical screening rate in Wandsworth is very low, for this cohort at 30.5% at practice H85107. This GP practice also records a low breast screening rate also. The majority of cervical screening coverage rates are in the range of 70 to 80%, 27 (58.7%) GP practices in total (Figure 14).


[bookmark: _Ref271625379]Table 7: Highest and lowest achieving GP practices for cervical screening coverage (25-64 years), Wandsworth.
	Practice Code
	Practice
	Coverage

	H85114
	C J D Peach
	81.9%

	H85003
	S A Job
	81.5%

	H85075
	S Haider
	81.0%

	H85685
	M Sreetharan
	80.3%

	H85069
	C M Kroll
	79.4%

	
	
	

	H85664
	B C Amin
	61.0%

	H85065
	A M Alissa
	60.4%

	H85008
	P L Bowen
	57.1%

	H85056
	A Kumar
	53.2%

	H85107
	S M Sultan
	30.5%


Source: Primary Care Information Service (PCIS).
[bookmark: _Ref271625737]Figure 14: Wandsworth, GP practices cervical screening rates, 25-64 years.

Source: Primary Care Information Service (PCIS).











5.0 [bookmark: _Toc276038167]Gynaecological Cancer Incidence
This section presents information on incidence for a range of cancers that are grouped under gynaecology. Data is presented by individual cancer site or as grouped under the term gynaecology. For some rare cancers such as vulval and vaginal cancer incidence data is not available.
5.1 [bookmark: _Toc276038168]Under 75 cervical cancer incidence by PCT 2004-06
Figure 15 shows the under 75 age standardised cervical cancer incidence in SWL for 2004-06. The highest incidence is seen in Wandsworth at 7.99 per 100,000 population (95%CI 5.09 – 10.89). The lowest incidence rate is in Kingston at 4.90 per 100,000 (95%CI 2.12 – 7.69). Due to the small number of cases (e.g. 36 over 3 years in Wandsworth) the confidence intervals are wide.
[bookmark: _Ref263679771]Figure 15: Directly age standardised (DSR) under 75 years cervical cancer incidence, 2004-06.

Source: Clinical and Health Outcomes Knowledge Base, National Centre for Health Outcomes Development (NCHOD).
5.2 [bookmark: _Toc276038169]All age cervical cancer incidence by PCT 2004-06
The all age directly standardised cervical cancer incidence follows a similar pattern to the under 75 incidence (Figure 16). Again Wandsworth (8.08 per 100,000 95%CI 5.24 – 10.92) has the highest incidence rate while Kingston has the lowest (5.50 per 100,000 95%CI 2.67 – 8.32).
[bookmark: _Ref263863613]Figure 16: Directly age standardised (DSR) all ages cervical cancer incidence, 2004-06.

Source: Clinical and Health Outcomes Knowledge Base, National Centre for Health Outcomes Development (NCHOD).
5.3 [bookmark: _Toc276038170]All age cervical cancer incidence by PCT 1993-2006 (3-year rolling average)
Figure 17 shows age standardised cervical cancer incidence of all women for all ages. From the graph it can be seen that incidence of cervical cancer has declined rapidly in Wandsworth, by nearly a half, while in Richmond & Twickenham the incidence rate has increased by 22.4% for the same period. The fact the incidence rates are based on small yearly figures and subject to large fluctuations must be taken into consideration. The other PCTs in SWL have all experienced a reduction in the incidence rate.
[bookmark: _Ref263866557]Figure 17: All persons all ages directly age standardised (DSR) cervical cancer incidence, 1993-2006, 3-year rolling average.

Source: Clinical and Health Outcomes Knowledge Base, National Centre for Health Outcomes Development (NCHOD).
5.4 [bookmark: _Toc276038171]All age ovarian cancer incidence by PCT 2003-07
The PCTs of Croydon (13.56 per 100,000 95%CI 11.11 – 16.02) and Sutton & Merton (14.08 95%CI 11.69 – 16.45) both have significantly lower incidence rates of ovarian cancer compared to the national average at 17.06 per 100,000 (95%CI 16.59 – 17.53).100 (Figure 18). The highest incidence rate is in Kingston at 19.10 per 100,000 population (95%CI 14.70 – 23.50).
[bookmark: _Ref269130289]Figure 18: Directly age standardised (DSR) all age ovarian cancer incidence, 2003-07.

Source: UK Cancer Information Service portal, NCIN.
5.5 [bookmark: _Toc276038172]All age corpus uteri (uterine) cancer incidence by PCT 2003-07
The all age uterine cancer incidence rate in Wandsworth and Sutton & Merton are similar at 17.57 per 100,000 population (95%CI 13.95 – 21.19) and 17.43 (95%CI 14.77 – 20.1) respectively (Figure 19). They are also similar to the national (17.37 95%CI 17.15 – 17.58) and London averages (17.61 95%CI 16.98 – 18.23). Croydon, Kingston and Richmond & Twickenham have lower rates but the wide confidence intervals mean that the true value from year to year may be similar for all PCTs.
[bookmark: _Ref269131558]Figure 19: Directly age standardised (DSR) all ages corpus uteri cancer incidence, 2003-07.

Source: UK Cancer Information Service portal, NCIN.
5.6 [bookmark: _Toc276038173]All age vulval cancer incidence by Cancer Network 2003-07
The age standardised rate for cancer of the vulva in SWL is significantly lower than the national average (Figure 20). The rate in SWL is 1.64 per 100,000 population (95%CI 1.26 – 2.02) while the national rate is 2.36 per 100,000 (95%CI 2.28 – 2.43). The figures are too small to generate rates at the PCT level.
[bookmark: _Ref271290898]Figure 20: Directly age standardised (DSR) all ages corpus uteri cancer incidence, 2003-07.

Source: UK Cancer Information Service portal, NCIN.
5.7 [bookmark: _Toc276038174]All age vaginal cancer incidence by Cancer Network 2003-07
Vaginal cancer is rare. The number of new cases was too small to generate rates for all cancer networks for comparison purposes. In the SWLCN area there were 22 incidence of vaginal cancer between 2003 and 2007, which results in an age standardised rate of 0.49 per 100,000 population (95% CI 0.27 – 0.70). 
5.8 [bookmark: _Toc276038175]All age gynaecological cancer incidence by PCT and Cancer Network 2002-06
The SWLCN has the highest incidence of gynaecological cancer in London at 55.2 per 100,000 population, however this is still below the national average of 64.8 per 100,000 (Figure 21). Croydon records the highest incidence rate at 68.8 per 100,000 population of all PCTs in SWL. All other PCTs record an incidence rate much lower than this ranging from the lowest in Richmond & Twickenham at 36.7 per 100,000 to 56.3 in Sutton & Merton. Croydon is the only PCT with incidence higher than the national average. Confidence intervals were not available.
[bookmark: _Ref272490346]Figure 21: All ages directly age standardised (DSR) gynaecological cancer incidence, 2002-06.

Source: NHS Cancer Commissioning Toolkit 2010.











6.0 [bookmark: _Toc276038176]Gynaecological Cancer Prevalence 2006
Cancer prevalence refers to the number of people who have previously received a diagnosis of cancer and who are still alive at a given time point. Some of these patients will have been cured and others will not. Therefore prevalence reflects both the incidence of cancer and its associated survival pattern. Data is presented as individual cancer rather than a group measure under gynaecology.
6.1 [bookmark: _Toc276038177]One-year prevalence by Cancer Network
In 2006 the SWLCN had an age standardised prevalence rate of cervical cancer comparable to other cancer networks in the capital (Table 8) at 5.5 per 100,000 population (95%CI 3.9 – 7.0). Given the wide confidence intervals of the cancer network data it cannot be ruled out that there is no difference between cancer networks or the national average.
[bookmark: _Ref266789578]Table 8: Age standardised cervix uteri cancer prevalence per 100,000 population, 2006.
	Cancer Network
	No. of patients
	Crude Prevalence
	ASP*
	95% Lower CI
	95% Upper CI

	SWLCN
	50
	6.2
	5.5
	3.9
	7.0

	WLCN
	54
	5.8
	5.5
	4.0
	7.0

	NLCN
	39
	5.0
	4.7
	3.2
	6.2

	NELCN
	28
	3.6
	3.6
	2.2
	5.0

	SELCN
	60
	7.7
	7.7
	5.7
	9.7

	England
	2,032
	7.9
	7.4
	7.0
	7.7


*Age standardised prevalence
Source: National Cancer Intelligence Network (2010).
Table 9 shows that uterine cancer is more prevalent that cervical cancer. The SWLCN has a prevalence rate ranked in the middle of London cancer networks. However, the confidence intervals are wide meaning the true value could range widely for each network.

[bookmark: _Ref266789631]Table 9: Age standardised uterus cancer prevalence per 100,000 population, 2006.
	Cancer Network
	No. of patients
	Crude Prevalence
	ASP*
	95% Lower CI
	95% Upper CI

	SWLCN 
	130
	16.2
	15.5
	12.7
	18.2

	WLCN
	126
	13.6
	14.0
	11.5
	16.5

	NLCN
	112
	14.4
	14.4
	11.6
	17.1

	NELCN
	116
	14.9
	16.6
	13.5
	19.7

	SELCN
	128
	16.4
	16.9
	13.9
	19.9

	England
	4,996
	19.3
	15.8
	15.4
	16.3


*Age standardised prevalence
Source: National Cancer Intelligence Network (2010).
Table 10 shows that ovarian cancer is more prevalent than cervical cancer but not uterine cancer. The SWLCN has the highest one-year age standardised prevalence for cancer of the uterus in London. Wide confidence intervals mean the true value could be similar to other cancer networks in London or the national average.
[bookmark: _Ref271207760]Table 10: Age standardised cancer of the ovarian cancer prevalence per 100,000, 2006.
	Cancer Network
	No. of patients
	Crude Prevalence
	ASP*
	95% Lower CI
	95% Upper CI

	SWLCN 
	106
	13.2
	11.9
	9.5
	14.3

	WLCN
	89
	9.6
	9.6
	7.6
	11.7

	NLCN
	79
	10.2
	10.3
	7.9
	12.6

	NELCN
	74
	9.5
	10.1
	7.7
	12.5

	SELCN
	81
	10.4
	10.5
	8.1
	12.8

	England
	3,775
	14.5
	12.4
	12.0
	12.8


*Age standardised prevalence
Source: National Cancer Intelligence Network (2010).
No prevalence data for vulval or vaginal cancer was available.
7.0 [bookmark: _Toc276038178]Gynaecological Cancer Survival 2002-07
The Cancer Reform Strategy (Department of Health 2007) emphasizes the importance of diagnosing cancer early by screening, raising public awareness of signs and symptoms of cancer and minimising delays in investigation and referral. The overarching goal of NAEDI is to promote earlier diagnosis of cancer and thereby improve survival rates and reduce cancer mortality. Individual cancer survival data is provided by the Thames Cancer Registry, which was obtained from the NCIS, while the grouped urology data was obtained through the NHS Cancer Commissioning Toolkit.
7.1 [bookmark: _Toc276038179]Cervical cancer one-year relative survival Cancer Network
The Cancer Reform Strategy (Department of Health 2007) acknowledges the lack of data concerning the staging of cancers and suggests that one-year cancer survival rates are a good proxy for late presentation of cases. The survival analysis was based on a cohort of cancer patients aged between 0 and 99 years, diagnosed between 2002 and 2006, and follow-up was to the end of 2007. The cohort approach was used to estimate the relative survival. The cancer network one-year survival rates are sourced from the Thames Cancer Registry (TCR) whom also extracted other country survival rates for comparison purposes. They are survival rates from the EUROCARE-4 study. Finland, Norway and Sweden are selected as these countries have similar cancer registration features and access to death certification data as the United Kingdom. It is worth noting that some of the definitions for the cancer sites were slightly different for colorectal cancer between the two data sources. The data from the NCIS refer to a more recent cohort of patients than those from the EUROCARE-4 study.
Figure 22 show that the SWLCN estimated performance on cervical cancer one-year survival is comparable to the three Scandinavian countries, ranging from 86.8% (95%CI 85.5 – 88.1) in Finland to 88.6% (95%CI 87.7 – 89.4) in Norway. The proportion of women estimated to be still alive one year after diagnosis in SWLCN is 85.0% (95%CI 80.6 – 89.3). Only the SELCN has a better estimated survival rate. 
[bookmark: _Ref263779970]Figure 22: One-year (2002-07) estimated relative survival rates for cervical cancer by cancer network with selected Eurocare 4 study countries.

Source: Cancer in South East England 2007 Report, Thames Cancer Registry, 2010.
7.2 [bookmark: _Toc276038180]Ovarian cancer one-year relative survival by Cancer Network
The SWLCN has the highest estimated one-year survival in London at 71.9% (95%CI 68.2 – 75.5) (Figure 23). The one-year relative survival rates for ovarian cancer are lower than for cervical and uterine cancer. SWL’s performance is well below the Scandinavian countries with Norway being the closet country at 74.5% (95%CI 73.6 – 75.5). Sweden’s one-year survival rate is as high as the cervical one-year survival in the UK.
[bookmark: _Ref271277620]Figure 23: One-year (2002-07) estimated relative survival rates for ovarian cancer by cancer network with selected Eurocare 4 study countries.

Source: Cancer in South East England 2007 Report, Thames Cancer Registry, 2010.
7.3 [bookmark: _Toc276038181]Uterine cancer one-year relative survival by Cancer Network
The SWLCN has the highest estimated one-year survival in London at 90.6% (95%CI 88.1 – 93.1) (Figure 24), higher than the one-year survival rate for cervical cancer. Due to a low number of uterine cancer cases the confidence intervals are wide at the cancer network level. The true value could vary widely and therefore it is not appropriate to compare against the Scandinavian countries.
[bookmark: _Ref271210588]Figure 24: One-year (2002-07) estimated relative survival rates for uterine cancer by cancer network with selected Eurocare 4 study countries.

Source: Cancer in South East England 2007 Report, Thames Cancer Registry, 2010.
Providing comparisons and a benchmark to aim for is valid. The difference in survival rates between the UK and European rates may not only be due to later presentation in the UK but also additional factors such as data quality, tumour-related factors, host factors and healthcare-related factors (Thomson and Forman 2009, Brewster 2010). However comment and research does state that poor survival in the UK compared to other European countries is associated with more advanced stage at presentation (Imperatori et al. 2006, Richards 2009, Brewster 2010, Crawford 2010).























8.0 [bookmark: _Toc276038182]Gynaecological Cancer Mortality
8.1 [bookmark: _Toc276038183]All age cervical cancer mortality by Cancer Network 2004-08
The number of deaths from cervical cancer was too small to produce mortality rates by PCT. The SWLCN has the lowest mortality rate from cervical cancer in London at 1.93 per 100,000 population (95%CI 1.52 – 2.35) (Figure 25). It is also lower than the national average at 2.41 per 100,000 (95%CI 2.33 – 2.49). 
[bookmark: _Ref272490413]Figure 25: Directly age standardised (DSR) all age cervical cancer mortality by Cancer Network, 2004-08.

Source: UK Cancer Information Service portal, NCIN.
8.2 [bookmark: _Toc276038184]All age ovarian cancer mortality by PCT 2004-08
The numbers of women dying from ovarian cancer are small, which is reflected in the wide confidence intervals in Figure 26. Kingston and Richmond & Twickenham have similar mortality rates that are the highest in SWL at 10.73 per 100,000 (95%CI 7.62 – 13.84) and 10.56 (95%CI 7.62 – 13.51) respectively. Croydon has the lowest recorded mortality rate at 7.99 per 100,000 population (95%CI 6.16 – 9.81).
[bookmark: _Ref263929864]Figure 26: All persons directly age standardised (DSR) ovarian cancer mortality, 2004-08 by PCT.

Source: UK Cancer Information Service portal, NCIN.
8.3 [bookmark: _Toc276038185]All age uterine cancer mortality by PCT 2004-08
Croydon records the highest mortality from uterine cancer in SWL at 4.40 per 100,000 population (95%CI 3.06 – 5.73) with Kingston the lowest at 2.61 per 100,000 (95%CI 1.09 – 4.14) (Figure 27). Wandsworth and Richmond & Twickenham have similar mortality rates at 3.99 per 100,000 population (95%CI 2.33 – 5.66) and 4.13 (95%CI 2.32 – 5.93) respectively. The small number of deaths from uterine cancer results in the confidence intervals being wide which may give an indication of the possible variation from year to year in the mortality rate.
[bookmark: _Ref269914672]Figure 27: Directly age standardised (DSR) all ages uterine cancer mortality, 2004-08.

Source: UK Cancer Information Service portal, NCIN.
8.4 [bookmark: _Toc276038186]All age vulval cancer mortality by Cancer Network 2004-08
Mortality from vulval cancer is very low compared to many other cancers (Figure 28). The SWLCN has the lowest rate of mortality from vulval cancer in London at 0.34 per 100,000 population (95%CI 0.19 – 0.49). It is also significantly lower than the national average which has a rate of 0.62 per 100,000 (95%CI 0.59 – 0.66).
[bookmark: _Ref269914720]Figure 28: Directly age standardised (DSR) all age vulval cancer mortality, 2004-08.

Source: Clinical and Health Outcomes Knowledge Base, National Centre for Health Outcomes Development (NCHOD).
8.5 [bookmark: _Toc276038187]All age vaginal cancer mortality 2004-2008
Mortality from vaginal cancer is rare. The number of deaths over 5 years was too small at PCT and cancer network level to generate rates.
8.6 [bookmark: _Toc276038188]All age gynaecological cancer mortality by PCT and Cancer Network 2003-07
Gynaecological cancer mortality in SWL is below the national average, which was at a rate of 9.3 per 100,000 population for the 5-year period 2003-07 (Figure 29). The highest rate is recorded for Wandsworth at 8.7 per 100,000 while Sutton & Merton records the lowest at 8.0. On a sector level the SWLCN has a mortality rate lower than all other networks except (N)WLCN. The mortality rate from all gynaecological cancer in SWLCN is 8.3 per 100,000 population. Confidence intervals were not available.
[bookmark: _Ref269974756]Figure 29: Directly age standardised (DSR) all age gynaecological cancer mortality, 2007.

Source: NHS Cancer Commissioning Toolkit 2010.






















9.0 [bookmark: _Toc276038189]Emergency Admissions
Emergency admissions are a reflection that patients may not be getting diagnosed or treated at an early stage of their cancer, thus it may be an indicator of late presentation, late diagnosis and entry to treatment not through primary care (National Cancer Intelligence Network 2009a). Over the past eight years, although elective day case episodes (usually for chemotherapy) have risen, inpatient admissions for cancer have also risen by 25% (nationally). Most of this increase relates to emergency cancer inpatient episodes and emergency bed days are rising by 2.5% each year. A number of emergency admissions are due to the side effects of treatment, for example chemotherapy, or radiotherapy, or due to progressive disease (NHS Cancer Commissioning Toolkit 2010).
9.1 [bookmark: _Toc275442108][bookmark: _Toc276038190]All cancer emergency admissions by GP Practice 2008-09
Data in this section include all emergency admissions with an invasive cancer code (ICD-10 C00-C97, excluding C44) present in any diagnostic field and were originally extracted from the national HES database. Data by cancer site was not available. The figures are crude rates expressed per 100,000 persons of emergency in-patient or day-case admissions. As these are crude rates it is not suitable to compare between PCTs. Emergency admissions may occur at any stage of the cancer pathway and will include persons diagnosed with cancer in prior years. This indicator may be expected to be higher in practices with an unusually high fraction of persons of 65+ years of age, due to the higher incidence of cancer at these ages. This must be considered when/if GP practices with high rates are investigated. Where the number of referrals for a GP practice was less than 5, no rate has been released nor has the GP practice been identified.
9.1.1 [bookmark: _Toc275517930][bookmark: _Toc275860849][bookmark: _Toc276038191]Croydon
Figure 30 shows the variation in emergency admissions by GP practice across Croydon PCT. The highest admission rate is 1349.21 per 100,000 population (95%CI 1004.49 – 1774.00) at practice H83029 and is significantly higher than the PCT average (610.41 95%CI 585.49 – 636.12). Six other GP practices record admission rates significantly higher than the PCT average. They are practices H83619, H83031, H83033, H83019, H83050 and H83015. 
[bookmark: _Ref275355529]Figure 30: Croydon all cancer emergency admissions crude rate per 100,000 population. 

Source: Practice Profiles, NHS Cancer Commissioning Toolkit.
The lowest admission rate is 146.88 per 100,000 population (95%CI 53.63 – 319.70) at practice H83041. This rate is also significantly lower than the PCT average. A further three GP practices record cancer admission rates significantly below the PCT average; they are H83051, H83625 and H83025. One GP practice records less than five admissions over 2008-09.
9.1.2 [bookmark: _Toc275517931][bookmark: _Toc275860850][bookmark: _Toc276038192]Kingston
Five GP practices, H84015, H84049, H84607, H84053 and H84033 record an all cancer emergency admission rate that is significantly higher than the PCT average which is calculated at 506.50 per 100,000 population (95%CI 472.50 – 542.27). The highest rate is 1359.91 per 100,000 (95%CI 1090.65 – 1675.48) at practice H84015 (Figure 31).
[bookmark: _Ref275440775]Figure 31: Kingston all cancer emergency admissions crude rate per 100,000 population.

Source: Practice Profiles, NHS Cancer Commissioning Toolkit.
The lowest admission rate is 200.32 per 100,000 population (95%CI 64.56 – 467.48) at practice Y02379. This rate is also significantly lower than the PCT average. A further three GP practices record cancer admission rates significantly below the PCT average; they are H84020, H84025 and H84619. One GP practice records less than five admissions in 2008-09.
9.1.3 [bookmark: _Toc275517932][bookmark: _Toc275860851][bookmark: _Toc276038193]Richmond & Twickenham
Richmond & Twickenham has an average cancer admission rate of 536.97 per 100,000 population (95%CI 505.10 – 570.33) (Figure 32). Four GP practices record admission rates significantly higher than the PCT average. These practices include; H84060, H84018, H84031 and H84032. The highest admissions rate was 1272.17 per 100,000 population (95%CI 993.53 – 1604.70) at practice H84060. 
[bookmark: _Ref275440881]Figure 32: Richmond & Twickenham all cancer emergency admissions crude rate per 100,000 population.

Source: Practice Profiles, NHS Cancer Commissioning Toolkit.
The lowest admission rate was 246.36 per 100,000 population (95%CI 127.15 – 430.36) at practice H84625. This rate was significantly lower than the PCT average. Two other GP practices also record an admission rate significantly below the PCT average; they are H84005 and Y01206. Two GP practices recorded less than five admissions.
9.1.4 [bookmark: _Toc275517933][bookmark: _Toc275860852][bookmark: _Toc276038194]Sutton & Merton
Figure 33 shows the variation in cancer emergency admissions by GP practice across Sutton & Merton PCT. The highest admission rate was 1858.19 per 100,000 population (95%CI 1314.79 – 2550.60) at practice H85108 and is significantly higher than the PCT average (634.87 95%CI 609.88 – 660.63). A further seven GP practices record admission rates significantly higher than the PCT average. They are practices H85110, H85683, H85032, H85653, H85038, H85030, and H85037. 
[bookmark: _Ref275436045]Figure 33: Sutton & Merton all cancer emergency admissions crude rate per 100,000 population.

Source: Practice Profiles, NHS Cancer Commissioning Toolkit.
The lowest admission rate is 88.42 per 100,000 population (95%CI 28.49 – 206.34) at practice H85112. This rate is also significantly lower than the PCT average. Six other GP practices record cancer admission rates significantly below the PCT average; they are, H85022, H85649, H85634, H85027, H85028 and H85686. One GP practice records less than 5 emergency admissions in 2008-09.
9.1.5 [bookmark: _Toc275517934][bookmark: _Toc275860853][bookmark: _Toc276038195]Wandsworth
Wandsworth has an average cancer admission rate of 443.07 per 100,000 population (95%CI 420.53 – 466.51). Six GP practices record admission rates significantly higher than the PCT average (Figure 34). These practices include; H85006, H85643, H85005, H85067, H85008 and H85045. The highest admissions rate was 840.49 per 100,000 population (95%CI 615.29 – 1121.13) at practice H85006. 
[bookmark: _Ref275440951]Figure 34: Wandsworth all cancer emergency admissions crude rate per 100,000 population.

Source: Practice Profiles, NHS Cancer Commissioning Toolkit.
Two GP practice recorded no emergency admissions for 2008-09. The lowest rate was 171.56 per 100,000 population (95%CI 98.00 – 278.63) at practice Y01132. This rate was significantly below the PCT average. Four other practices, H85012, H85049, H85680 and H85048 also recorded an emergency admission rate below the PCT average.
9.2 [bookmark: _Toc276038196]Gynaecological cancer emergency bed days by PCT and Cancer Network 2007-08
PCTs, supported by cancer networks, should ensure that emergency bed usage is minimised by the provision of individualised patient care, including a specialist out of hours service and effective community support. This indicator, which measures the number of emergency bed days for cancer per head of unified weighted population, is an indicator for local action in the “Vital Signs”.
Compared to all the cancer networks in London the SWLCN records the highest number of emergency bed days per 100,000 weighted population at 219 per 100,000 for gynaecological cancers (Figure 35). The SWLCN sector also records the highest emergency bed days for lung, colorectal and breast cancer. Split by PCT reveals a large variation between areas with Richmond & Twickenham at 341 per 100,000 the highest. This is one of the highest rates for emergency bed days in the country for gynaecological cancers. Wandsworth records the lowest rate at 154 bed days per 100,000 weighted population; in addition to Richmond & Twickenham, Kingston, Croydon and Sutton & Merton also record rates above the national average.
[bookmark: _Ref272490571]Figure 35: Cancer emergency bed days per 100,000 weighted population, 2007-08.

Source: National Cancer Services Analysis Team (NatCanSAT) from Hospital Episode Statistics (HES).



10.0 [bookmark: _Toc276038197]Cancer Referrals
10.1 [bookmark: _Toc275517936][bookmark: _Toc275876522][bookmark: _Toc276038198][bookmark: _Toc272826317]Urgent two week wait (2WW) referrals for suspected cancer by GP Practice 2009
Gynaecological cancer specific referral data was not available therefore all cancer referral rates have been included as a substitute. Patient level Cancer Waiting Times data (including patient identifiers) was sourced from the Department of Health Cancer Waiting Times Database by the Trent Cancer Registry. Each patient was traced to a GP Practice using the Open Exeter Batch Tracing Service Two Week Wait Referrals were identified for patients with a date first seen on the CWT database in 2009. All records with a ‘Referral Priority Type’ of 3 (Two Week Wait) were counted, excluding patients referred for non-cancer breast symptoms.  The data included the number of Two Week Wait referrals with a suspicion of cancer, whether or not cancer was subsequently diagnosed. This indicator may be expected to be higher in practices with an unusually high proportion of persons of 65+ years of age, due to the higher incidence of cancer at these ages. In many cases the number of referrals will be small resulting in large confidence intervals. Where the number of referrals for a GP practice was less than 5, no rate has been released nor has the GP practice been identified.
10.1.1 [bookmark: _Toc275517937][bookmark: _Toc275876523][bookmark: _Toc276038199]Croydon
The average 2WW crude referral rate for suspected cancer in Croydon for 2009 was 1092.41 per 100,000 population (95%CI 1058.99 – 1126.63) (Figure 36). Thirteen GP practices record a referral rate that is significantly higher than the PCT average. They are: H83035, H83048, H83009, H83013, H83016, H83014, H83052, H83015, H83004, H83029, H83018, H83001 and H83024. The highest referral rate was 2990.30 per 100,000 population (95%CI 2459.89 – 3601.14) at practice H83035.
[bookmark: _Ref275509525]Figure 36: Croydon urgent 2WW referrals for suspected cancer, crude rate per 100,000 population.

Source: Practice Profiles, NHS Cancer Commissioning Toolkit.
Twenty-four GP practices record an all cancer crude urgent 2WW referral rate that is significantly lower than PCT average. The five lowest practices are: H83030, H83623, H83625, H83023 and H83634. The lowest referral rate was 296.34 per 100,000 population (95%CI 147.73 – 530.26) at practice H83030.
10.1.2 [bookmark: _Toc275517938][bookmark: _Toc275876524][bookmark: _Toc276038200]Kingston
Four GP practices in Kingston record a suspected cancer referral rate that is significantly higher than the PCT average. These four GP practices were: H84008, H84637, H84025 and H84034. The PCT average rate was 1234.63 per 100,000 population (95%CI 1181.25 – 1289.80) (Figure 37). GP practice H84008 records a much higher referral rate compared to all other GPs in Kingston at 3807.11 per 100,000 population (95%CI 3291.45 – 4380.62).
[bookmark: _Ref275509848]Figure 37: Kingston urgent 2WW referrals for suspected cancer, crude rate per 100,000 population.

Source: Practice Profiles, NHS Cancer Commissioning Toolkit.
The lowest referral rate was 426.48 per 100,000 population (95%CI 263.90 – 651.96) at practice H84629. Seven GP practices in Kingston record an urgent cancer referral rate significantly below the PCT average; they are H84629, H84054, H84033, H84619, H84607, H84020 and H84635. One GP practice records less than 5 cancer referrals for the whole of 2009.
10.1.3 [bookmark: _Toc275517939][bookmark: _Toc275876525][bookmark: _Toc276038201]Richmond & Twickenham
The average 2WW crude cancer referral rate in Richmond & Twickenham for 2009 was 1156.66 per 100,000 population (95%CI 1109.66 – 1205.15) (Figure 38). Seven GP practices, H84623, H84060, H84006, H84031, H84007, H84615, and H84012, record a referral rate that is significantly higher than the PCT average. The highest referral rate was 2246.73 per 100,000 population (95%CI 1916.97 – 2616.93) at practice H84623.
[bookmark: _Ref275511025]Figure 38: Richmond & Twickenham urgent 2WW referrals for suspected cancer, crude rate per 100,000 population.

Source: Practice Profiles, NHS Cancer Commissioning Toolkit.
The lowest referral rate was 163.13 per 100,000 population (95%CI 59.57 – 355.08) at practice H84041, a rate significantly below the PCT average. Eleven other GP practices record urgent suspected cancer referral rates significantly below the PCT average. The practice codes were: H84632, H84608, H84625, H84630, H84005, H84036, H84014, H84039, H84055, H84023 and H84017. 
10.1.4 [bookmark: _Toc275876526][bookmark: _Toc276038202]Sutton & Merton
The average 2WW crude cancer referral rate in Sutton & Merton for 2009 was 1313.64 per 100,000 population (95%CI 1277.57 – 1350.46) (Figure 39). Fifteen GP practices record a referral rate that was significantly higher than the PCT average. The five highest GP practices are H85019, H85035, H85076, H85030 and H85033. The highest referral rate was 2453.05 per 100,000 population (95%CI 2046.48 – 2916.71) at practice H85019.
[bookmark: _Ref275870814]Figure 39: Sutton & Merton urgent 2WW referrals for suspected cancer, crude rate per 100,000 population.

Source: Practice Profiles, NHS Cancer Commissioning Toolkit.
The lowest cancer referral rate was 294.12 per 100,000 population (95%CI 107.40 – 640.19) at practice H85618 and was significantly lower than the PCT average. In total seventeen GP practices recorded urgent cancer referral rates significantly below the PCT average. The five lowest GP practices were H85618, H85053, H85665, H85070 and H85656.
10.1.5 [bookmark: _Toc275876527][bookmark: _Toc276038203]Wandsworth
Thirteen GP practices in Wandsworth record a suspected cancer referral rate that is significantly higher than the PCT average. These practices are H85052, H85006, H85048, H85100, H85082, H85003, H85005, H85114, H85011, H85111, H85069, H85087 and H85045. The PCT average is 1267.93 per 100,000 population (95%CI 1229.93 – 1307.17) (Figure 40). The highest suspected urgent cancer referral rate was 2788.03 per 100,000 population (95%CI 2339.12 – 3297.96) at practice H85052. 
[bookmark: _Ref275872687]Figure 40: Wandsworth urgent 2WW referrals for suspected cancer, crude rate per 100,000 population.

Source: Practice Profiles, NHS Cancer Commissioning Toolkit.
One GP practice did not record a cancer referral for 2009, while a further two GP practices recorded less than five referrals in the year. The lowest generated referral rate was 279.20 per 100,000 population (95%CI 144.10 – 487.74) at practice H85088. Along with another sixteen practices the referral rates recorded were significantly below the PCT average. The five lowest GP practices were H85088, H85107, H85650, H85008 and H85056. 
10.2 [bookmark: _Toc276038204]Proportion of gynaecological cancer cases diagnosed through non-urgent referral by PCT and Cancer Network 2010
In general, the earlier a cancer is diagnosed, the greater the prospect of a cure. Evidence suggests that later diagnosis of cancer has been a major factor in the poorer survival rates in the UK compared with some other countries in Europe. One of the priorities of the Cancer Reform Strategy for England, is to diagnose more cancers early. The proportion of cases of cancer diagnosed through the two week wait programme (2WW) is an indicator of a GPs' recognition of the signs and symptoms of cancer and appropriateness of the referral. There is wide variation across the country in the percentage of cases diagnosed through non urgent referral routes. If relatively high numbers of patients are diagnosed through non urgent referrals, this would merit investigation by the PCT (Cancer Commissioning Toolkit 2010).
[bookmark: _Ref273443942]Figure 41: Percentage of total gynaecological cancer cases diagnosed through non-urgent referral, 2010.

Source: National Cancer Waiting Times database (CWT-db).
Wandsworth records the highest proportion of diagnosed non-urgent gynaecological cancer referrals at 52.0% (Figure 41). This is high relative to the national average and most other PCTs in SWL. Sutton & Merton has the next lowest proportion at 46.7% which is ranked just above the lower quartile for the national range of proportions. Kingston records the lowest proportion of non-urgent referrals at 32.8%. The SWLCN records a proportion of diagnosed cases through non-urgent referrals at 44.2%. This is above the national average of 41.6%. There was no data available for the (N)WLCN.
10.3 [bookmark: _Toc276038205][bookmark: _Toc264982968][bookmark: _Toc270671056]Percentage of urgent 2 week gynaecological cancer referrals resulting in a cancer diagnosis (‘The Hit Rate’) by PCT and Cancer Network 2010
Figure 42 shows the percentage of suspected gynaecological cancer referrals that result in an actual diagnosis of cancer. 
11.0 The proportion of cases of cancer diagnosed through the two week wait programme (2WW) is an indicator of GPs’ recognition of the signs and symptoms of cancer and appropriateness of the referral.
Overall a low proportion of cancer diagnoses are made through the 2 week wait (2WW) referral process, 8.6% nationally (Figure 42). In SWL 6.6% of 2WW referrals resulted in a cancer diagnosis, the lowest in London. Within the SWLCN, Kingston PCT records the highest percentage of gynaecological referrals resulting in cancer at 10.1%, while Richmond and Twickenham records the lowest at 5.6%. 
Although not a Department of Health standard, this metric demonstrates the percentage of two week referrals (TWR) found to have cancer, and may be indicative of the quality of service provided by local organisations. If the benchmarked data show the organisation within the lower quartile (i.e. a smaller proportion of patients referred as TWR are diagnosed with cancer than other organisations) then questions could be asked about the interpretation of the TWR NICE Referral Guidelines by primary care. The PCTs of Richmond & Twickenham, Sutton & Merton, Croydon and Wandsworth as well as the SWLCN as a whole are within the lower quartile. In addition local secondary care teams could be asked to audit the appropriateness of all TWR referrals received (NHS Cancer Commissioning Toolkit 2010).
[bookmark: _Ref271541657]Figure 42: Percentage of urgent gynaecological cancer referrals diagnosed with cancer.

Source: National Cancer Waiting Times database (CWT-db).









10.0 [bookmark: _Toc276038206]Primary Care Audit 2010
The Cancer Reform Strategy 2007 proposed undertaking a national audit in primary care of newly-diagnosed cancers, to inform decisions about how best to support primary care professionals and ensure the earliest diagnosis. During the period April-June 2010 the SWLCN undertook such an audit. A person’s cancer pathway begins when they recognise and then act on signs and symptoms. A person who has a type of cancer with easily recognisable symptoms will present sooner. For example, breast cancer signs are more recognisable than those of colon cancer. Sometimes, despite recognising symptoms, people are reluctant to present to primary care. The audit covered 39 practices across South West London. The results are presented generically for all cancers with data aggregated for all cancers also.
Of all the cancer patients found in the audit 46% (299 cases) were 2 week referrals, which is similar to the average (45%) recorded across England for 2009-10. Fourteen percent (89) were emergency cases and 15% (101) were classed as routine. The number of emergency cases appears excessive (compared to other networks); this may be due to occurrences of patients that did not visit the GP but were admitted to hospital via A&E being recorded as emergency cases. The correct definition in relation to GPs is only those patients that visit the GP and are immediately (same day) referred to the acute trust. Consultation with participating GPs and the lead GP for the SWLCN audit confirmed this ambiguity had arisen (SWLCN 2010).
Twelve percent (81) were not referred by the practice. Overall 146 cases (22%) were identified as cases where an avoidable delay had occurred. Seventy-seven percent of patients (all cancers) were referred to secondary care after 2 or less visits to the GP surgery, 9% (64) between 3 and 4 times and 4% (25) five times or more. 
10.1 [bookmark: _Toc271723281][bookmark: _Toc272420000][bookmark: _Toc276038207]Avoidable delays (all cancers)
GP’s identified 146 cases of avoidable delays as assessed by the auditing GP.  Of these:
· 31% (45 cases) due to patient delaying either first presentation, investigation or hospital referral.
· 11% (16 cases) could have been referred sooner using 2 week rule.
· 23% (34 cases) delayed in referral to secondary care, often due to the GP not initially thinking of cancer as a possible diagnosis.
· 9% (14 cases) delayed due to communication problems between primary and secondary care.
· 18% (27 cases) delayed after referral to secondary care.
· 7% (10 cases) delayed due to other causes.








11.0 [bookmark: _Toc273969960][bookmark: _Toc276038208]Cancer Awareness Measure (CAM) Survey in South West London 2010
Information presented in this section from Ipsos MORI is to be treated as confidential and is subject to copyright. Please see the end of this section in regard of copyright.
This section summarises the findings from research conducted by Ipsos MORI Social Research Institute (2010) and commissioned by the SWLCN on cancer awareness amongst the residents of South West London undertaken between May and August 2010. A total of 5,009 resident people were interviewed across South West London. The majority of South West London residents report having been affected by cancer in some way, either personally or through friends or family having the disease. One in ten residents (12%) has personally had cancer themselves. Specific groups of residents – particularly women, white residents, those aged 45-54 and those from social grades AB – are particularly more likely to have been affected by cancer. Over half of residents (54%) reported having a close family member having had cancer.
Residents mention a range of possible warning signs and symptoms of cancer when unprompted, the most commonly mentioned of which is an unusual lump or swelling (59%). In Richmond a significantly higher proportion (67%) compared to the sector average, recognised this as a warning sign of cancer while a significantly lower proportion (52%) recognised this in Wandsworth (Table 11). Bleeding was recognised as a possible warning sign of cancer by a quarter (24%) of respondents. This rose to a high of 29% in Richmond. The lowest proportion was in Croydon at 22%.
[bookmark: _Ref275945329]Table 11: Summary of CAM responses (%).
	Warning Signs of Cancer
	SWL
	Croydon
	Kingston
	Merton
	Richmond
	Sutton
	Wandsworth

	Unprompted
	Unusual lump or swelling
	59
	60
	64
	54
	67
	61
	52

	
	Bleeding
	24
	22
	25
	27
	29
	23
	23

	
	Persistent unexplained pain
	20
	20
	22
	21
	27
	13
	20

	
	Unexplained weight-loss
	18
	20
	17
	15
	22
	17
	15

	
	Loss of appetite
	8
	7
	8
	7
	11
	7
	8

	Prompted
	Unusual lump or swelling
	94
	96
	94
	90
	97
	96
	91

	
	Bleeding
	83
	81
	83
	81
	87
	85
	81

	
	Persistent unexplained pain
	79
	79
	79
	80
	81
	79
	76

	
	Unexplained weight-loss
	83
	85
	81
	80
	84
	85
	80

	If you had an unexplained pain, how long would you wait until making an appointment

	 
	1-3 days
	24
	29
	22
	29
	22
	16
	24

	 
	4-6 days
	16
	15
	19
	18
	15
	17
	17

	 
	1 week
	24
	24
	23
	25
	24
	28
	21

	 
	2 weeks
	18
	15
	17
	14
	21
	21
	20

	 
	1 month
	9
	7
	11
	7
	10
	10
	9

	How much do you agree or disagree, if at all, that each of these can increase the chance of getting cancer? - Agree

	 
	HPV infection
	32
	28
	27
	36
	36
	29
	35

	 
	Smoking
	90
	90
	93
	89
	92
	93
	88

	 
	Eating red or processed meat
	5
	4
	6
	11
	7
	1
	4

	 
	Drinking alcohol
	41
	41
	42
	49
	38
	36
	39

	 
	<5 portions of fruit & veg a day
	39
	37
	37
	41
	45
	34
	39

	 
	Not doing enough exercise
	38
	33
	39
	41
	39
	38
	41

	At what age are women first invited for cervical screening?

	 
	25
	22
	22
	19
	23
	20
	24
	22

	 
	Within 5 years of correct answer 
	27
	25
	29
	28
	27
	26
	26


However, the depth of residents’ awareness appears to be quite shallow, with only a relatively small proportion able to identify more than five signs of symptoms of cancer (13%). While prompted awareness of symptoms is significantly higher than unprompted, South West London residents appear to have lower levels of awareness than residents elsewhere in the country.
When asked about the actual causes of cancer, the factors highlighted by South West London residents are largely consistent with the priority ranking. They are dominated by avoidable lifestyle factors (especially smoking, 90%). A third (32%) of respondents knew that HPV infection increases the chance of developing cervical cancer. Few residents do not know or did not mention any factors that affect a person’s chance of getting cancer (five per cent combined).
The majority of South West London residents believe that there is an NHS breast cancer screening programme and an NHS cervical cancer screening programme (78% for both), although these figures are lower than for the country as a whole (87% and 84% respectively). Half of respondents (49%) knew the age or knew within 5 years the age at which a woman is first invited for cervical screening. 
In almost identical results to residents across the country as a whole, South West London residents clearly believe that breast cancer is the most common form of cancer among women, with over four in five residents believing this to be true (82%). Few residents highlight other cancers, with breast cancer ten times more likely to be mentioned than the next most popular choice. In reality the three most common forms of cancer among women in South West London are breast, colorectal (bowel) and lung cancer. A third (32%) of participants believed cervical cancer was the second most common cancer in women; it is actually the 11th; while 17% stated ovarian cancer as the second most common female cancer.  Thirty-seven percent of women did not know whether infection with HPV affects a person’s chances of getting cancer.
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12.0 [bookmark: _Toc276038209]Conclusion
Where there is a statistical significant difference between PCTs or cancer networks it is stated in the text below. Where a rate is quoted to be higher or lower than another area or national average but the word significant is not used then no significant difference is present and it is possible (at the 95% confidence level) there is no difference between the two compared figures.
12.1 [bookmark: _Toc272420003][bookmark: _Toc276038210]GP practice summaries 
Cervical screening data is for the quarter to the end of June 2010.
Croydon
Fifteen (23.8%) GP practices reached the 80% national cervical screening coverage target. The highest coverage was 88.0% at practice H83048. The GP practices of H83035 (87.2%) and H83029 (84.0%) both also achieved the highest breast screening uptake and coverage rates in the PCT. The lowest cervical screening coverage rate was 43.1% at the practice Y02962, however it is only from an eligible population of 51. Practice H83011 had a low screening coverage rate for cervical (63.6%) and breast (48.2%) cancer. Thirty-nine practices have a cervical screening coverage rate of between 60 and 70%. Seven GP practices recorded all cancer emergency admission rates significantly higher than the PCT average; they were H83029, H83619, H83031, H83033, H83019, H83050 and H83015. Four GP practices recorded emergency admission rates significantly lower than the PCT average; they were H83041, H83051, H83625 and H83025. Thirteen GP practices record a referral rate that is significantly higher than the PCT average. They five highest are: H83035, H83048, H83009, H83013 and H83016. The highest referral rate was 2990.30 per 100,000 population) at practice H83035. Twenty-four GP practices record an all cancer crude urgent 2WW referral rate that is significantly lower than PCT average. The five lowest practices are: H83030, H83623, H83625, H83023 and H83634. The lowest referral rate was 296.34 per 100,000 population (95%CI 147.73 – 530.26) at practice H83030.
Kingston
Ten (35.7%) GP practices achieve the 80% national cervical screening coverage target. The highest coverage rate is 85.6%% at the practice H84637. This practice also has one of the highest breast screening coverage rate in the PCT at 72.3%. Practice H84062 with an 82.6% cervical screening coverage rate also has a relatively high breast screening uptake rate at 72%. The lowest cervical coverage rate is 62.7% at practice H84607 which also has one of the lowest breast screening uptake rates at 58%. Practice H84629 also has a low cervical screening coverage rate at 70.2% and a low breast screening uptake and coverage rate at 51.0% and 55.2% respectively. Sixteen practices have a cervical screening coverage rate of between 60 and 70%. Five GP practices recorded all cancer emergency admission rates significantly higher than the PCT average; they were H84015, H84049, H84607, H84053, and H84033. Four GP practices recorded rates significantly lower than the PCT average; they were Y02379, H84020, H84025, and H84619. Four GP practices in Kingston record a suspected cancer referral rate that is significantly higher than the PCT average. These four GP practices were: H84008, H84637, H84025 and H84034. GP practice H84008 records a much higher referral rate compared to all other GPs in Kingston at 3807.11 per 100,000 population. The lowest urgent cancer referral rate was 426.48 per 100,000 population at practice H84629. Seven GP practices in Kingston record an urgent cancer referral rate significantly below the PCT average; they are H84629, H84054, H84033, H84619, H84607, H84020 and H84635. One GP practice records less than 5 cancer referrals for the whole of 2009.

Richmond & Twickenham
Nine (28.1%) GP practices achieve the 80% national cervical screening coverage target. The highest coverage rate is 86.9%% at practice H84031. Along with practice H84002 (85.2%) these two practices were amongst the highest coverage rates for cervical screening as well as breast screening coverage at 73.9% and 75.6% respectively. They also have the highest breast screening uptake rates at 75% and 74% respectively. The lowest cervical screening coverage rate was 59.6% at practice H84608 which also had low breast screening uptake and coverage rates at 43.0% and 43.1% respectively. In addition the practices of H84615 (71.3%) and H84639 (69.4%) had low cervical screening rates and low breast screening coverage rates at 51.5% and 51.4% respectively. Nineteen practices have a cervical screening coverage rate of between 60 and 70%. Four GP practices recorded all cancer emergency admission rates significantly higher than the PCT average; they were H84060, H84018, H84031 and H84032. Three GP practices recorded rates significantly lower than the PCT average; they were H84625, H84005 and Y01206. Seven GP practices, H84623, H84060, H84006, H84031, H84007, H84615, and H84012, record a referral rate that is significantly higher than the PCT average. The highest referral rate is 2246.73 per 100,000 population was at practice H84623. The lowest referral rate was 163.13 per 100,000 population at practice H84041, a rate significantly below the PCT average. Eleven other GP practices record urgent suspected cancer referral rates significantly below the PCT average. The practice codes for the five lowest are: H84632, H84608, H84625, H84630 and H84005.
Sutton & Merton
Thirteen (23.6%) GP practices achieve the 80% national cervical screening coverage target. The highest coverage rate was 85.2% at practice H85029. The practices of H85113 and H85063 have high cervical screening coverage rates, 83.0% and 84.5% respectively, as well as high breast screening rates at 82.9% and 76.3%. The lowest cervical screening coverage rate was 64.8% at practice H85078. The practices of H85090and H85634 both have low cervical screening coverage rates at 70.3% and 69.0% respectively as well as low breast screening rates at 56.8% and 56.6%. Thirty-nine practices have a cervical screening coverage rate of between 60 and 70%. Eight GP practices recorded all cancer emergency admission rates significantly higher than the PCT average; they were H 85108, H85110, H85683, H85032, H85653, H85038, H85030, and H85037. Seven GP practices also recorded rates significantly lower than the PCT average; they were H85112, H85022, H85649, H85634, H85027, H85028 and H85686. Fifteen GP practices record a referral rate that is significantly higher than the PCT average. The five highest GP practices are H85019, H85035, H85076, H85030 and H85033. The highest referral rate is 2453.05 per 100,000 population (95%CI 2046.48 – 2916.71) at practice H85019. The lowest cancer referral rate was 294.12 per 100,000 population at practice H85618 and was significantly lower than the PCT average. In total seventeen GP practices recorded urgent cancer referral rates significantly below the PCT average. The five lowest GP practices were H85618, H85053, H85665, H85070 and H85656.
Wandsworth
Only four (8.7%) GP practices achieve the 80% national cervical screening coverage target. The highest coverage rate was 81.9% at practice H85114. It also records one of the highest breast screening rates in the PCT at 67.4%, however still below the national target of 70%. The lowest cervical screening uptake rate was at practice H85107 at 30.5%, followed by practices H85056 (53.2%) and H85008 (57.1%). Six practices did not reach 50% uptake. The H85065 practice showed one of the lowest breast screening uptake (45.0%) and coverage (45.3%) rates as well as the lowest cervical screening coverage. Practice H85008 had one of the lowest breast screening uptake rates at 47.0% as well as a low cervical screening coverage rate. Twenty-seven practices have a cervical screening coverage rate of between 60 and 70%. Six GP practices recorded all cancer emergency admission rates significantly higher than the PCT average; they were H85006, H85643, H85005, H85067, H85008 and H85045. Five GP practices recorded admission rates significantly lower than the PCT average; they were Y01132, H85012, H85049, H85048 and H85087. Thirteen GP practices in Wandsworth record a suspected cancer referral rate that is significantly higher than the PCT average. These practices are H85052, H85006, H85048, H85100, H85082, H85003, H85005, H85114, H85011, H85111, H85069, H85087 and H85045. The highest suspected urgent cancer referral rate was 2788.03 per 100,000 population at practice H85052. The lowest generated referral rate was 279.20 per 100,000 population. Along with another sixteen practices the referral rates recorded were significantly below the PCT average. The five lowest GP practices were H85088, H85107, H85650, H85008 and H85056. 
12.2 [bookmark: _Toc276038211]PCT summaries
Detailed figures of each PCT are shown in the matrix below (















Figure 43).
Croydon
There are more areas of high deprivation in Croydon compared to other PCTs in SWL. This is possibly reflected in the higher estimated smoking prevalence for the PCT. Nearly a third of the female population is aged 50 years and older and this proportion is projected to increase by 5% in the next 20 years. Just under 40% of the population is aged between 25 years and 49 years old. One in five of the population (male & female) are obese and is the highest estimate for SWL. However this is still estimated to be significantly lower than the national average. 
The cervical screening rate is below the national target at 75.6%. The under 75 cervical cancer incidence is 6.78 per 100,000 population, and it has decreased by a fifth between 19993-95 and 2004-06. Croydon has the lowest ovarian incidence rate in SWL at 13.56 per 100,000; it is also significantly lower than the national average. Croydon also has the lowest ovarian cancer mortality rate at 7.99. Uterine cancer incidence is ranked second highest at 16.84 while the mortality rate for uterine cancer in Croydon is the highest in SWL at 4.40 per 100,000. Overall, Croydon has the highest all age all gynaecological cancer incidence rate in SWL at 68.8 per 100,000 population. Mortality from gynaecological cancer is at 8.5 per 100,000 similar to all other PCTs in SWL. Croydon records a high rate of emergency bed days for gynaecological cancer at 276 per 100,000 weighted population, higher than the national average which is 159 per 100,000. The crude rate for all cancer emergency admissions was 610.41 per 100,000 population. There were 43.1% of diagnosed gynaecological cancer cases that were considered to be non-urgent, above the national average at 41.6%. The average 2WW crude referral rate for suspected cancer in Croydon for 2009 was 1092.41 per 100,000 population. A proportion of 6.1% of urgent gynaecological cancer referrals resulted in a cancer diagnosis.
Kingston
Thirty percent of female population is projected to be 50 years or older, and 40% is aged between 25 and 49 years old. The female 50+ population is projected to increase its share of total female population by 4.3%. There is little deprivation in the Kingston area and has possibly the lowest smoking rates in SWL. This PCT is characterised by healthier living with high estimates for exercise and fruit and vegetable consumption. The estimated obesity rate is 17.3%, significantly lower than the national average. 
Under 75 cervical cancer incidence is the lowest in SWL at 4.90 per 100,000 population, while the rate has decreased 36% since 1993-95. The ovarian cancer incidence and mortality rates are the highest in SWL at 19.10 and 10.73 per 100,000 respectively. Uterine cancer incidence is middle rank at 15.41 per 100,000 while mortality from uterine cancer is the lowest in SWL at 2.61. All gynaecological cancer incidence is middle ranked amongst SWL PCTs at 47.6 per 100,000 while mortality is similar to all other PCTs in SWL at 8.6 per 100,000 population. Gynaecological cancer emergency bed day rate is higher than the national average at 183 per 100,000 weighted population but is much lower than the rate in Croydon and Richmond & Twickenham. The crude rate for all cancer emergency admissions was 506.50 per 100,000 population.  Kingston records the lowest proportion of diagnosed gynaecological cancer cases that are initiated through a non-urgent referral at 32.8%. The PCT average urgent 2WW cancer referral rate was 1234.63 per 100,000 population. The PCT records the highest proportion of urgent suspected gynaecological cancer referrals resulting in a cancer diagnosis at 10.1%, which is above the national average.
Richmond & Twickenham
This PCT is the healthiest in SWL in health related behaviour. Thirty percent of the female population is projected to be 50 years or older, and 42.0% projected to be aged between 25 and 49 years old. The borough is characterised by healthier living with high estimates for exercise and fruit and vegetable consumption while having the lowest smoking prevalence estimates and experiencing the lowest deprivation. Obesity levels are estimated to be amongst the lowest in SWL at 14.3%. 
Richmond & Twickenham has highest cervical screening coverage rate in SWL at 77.6%, but still below the national target. Under 75 cervical cancer incidence is middle ranked compared to other PCTs in SWL at 5.82 per 100,000. Female incidence is low at 5.82 per 100,000. There has been a 22.40% increase in all age cervical cancer incidence between 1993-95 and 2004-06, the only PCT to show an increase in incidence. The ovarian cancer incidence is also high (compared to other SWL PCTs) at 18.87 per 100,000 while the mortality rate is also relatively high at 10.56 per 100,000. Richmond & Twickenham has the lowest uterine incidence cancer rate in SWL at 14.01 per 100,000 but a relatively high mortality rate. The overall all age gynaecological cancer incidence is the lowest in SWL at 36.7 per 100,000 while the mortality rate is similar to the other PCTs in SWL at 8.5 per 100,000 population. Richmond & Twickenham record the highest rate of emergency bed days for gynaecological cancers at more than double the national rate at 341 per 100,000 weighted population. The crude rate for all cancer emergency admissions was 536.97 per 100,000 population. The average 2WW crude cancer referral rate in Richmond & Twickenham for 2009 was 1156.66 per 100,000 population. Just under two-fifths of diagnosed cases stem from a non-urgent referral. Only 5.6% of urgent suspected gynaecological cancer referrals result in a cancer diagnosis.
Sutton & Merton
Sutton & Merton reveals lifestyle prevalence estimates (smoking, exercise, diet) that rank in the middle across the SWL PCTs. There is some deprivation present with 15% of small areas (LSOA) classed amongst the highest deprivation in the sector. Obesity levels are estimated to be amongst the highest in SWL at 18.3% but are still below the national average. Around thirty percent of the female population is projected to be 50 years or older, and around 40% are projected to be aged between 25 and 49 years old. The 50+ population is projected to increase by 5.5-5.7% by 2030 while the 25 to 49 years old population is projected to decrease by 4.7-5.1% by 2030. 
The cervical screening rate in the PCT is 76.0% and is below the national target. Under 75 cervical cancer incidence is 6.21 per 100,000 population and the rate since 1993-95 has decreased by 6%. The all age incidence rate for ovarian cancer is significantly lower than the national average at 14.08 per 100,000 population. The mortality rate is 9.24 per 100,000. The uterine cancer incidence is relatively high at 17.43 per 100,000 while the mortality rate is low at 2.89 per 100,000. The overall all age gynaecological cancer incidence rate is relatively high at 56.3 per 100,000 and the mortality rate is the lowest in SWL but still close to all other PCTs in SWL. The emergency bed day rate for gynaecological cancer is above the national average at 188 per 100,000. The crude rate for all cancer emergency admissions was 634.87 per 100,000 population. Sutton and Merton record 46.7% of gynaecological cancer diagnoses through non-urgent referrals. The average 2WW crude cancer referral rate in Sutton & Merton for 2009 was 1313.64 per 100,000 population. Only 6.1% of urgent suspected gynaecological cancer referrals result in a cancer diagnosis.
Wandsworth
Wandsworth has one of the highest estimated smoking prevalence in SWL reflecting the level of deprivation and young population in the borough. Twenty-nine percent of small areas (LSOA) in the borough are classed as highly deprived. Exercise and fruit and vegetable consumption is relatively high. Obesity levels are estimated to be the lowest in SWL and significantly lower than the national average. It has the one of the youngest populations in London with only one in five people projected to be aged 50 years and over, while over half the population is aged between 25 and 49 years old. 
The cervical screening rate is the lowest in the SWL sector at 71.5%. Between 1993-95 and 2004-06 the all age cervical cancer incidence rate has decreased by 46%, however the under 75 cervical cancer incidence rate is still the highest in SWL at 7.99 per 100,000 population. The all age ovarian cancer incidence is relatively high at 17.24 per 100,000 while the mortality rate is middle ranked in SWL at 8.96 per 100,000. The all age uterine cancer incidence rate in Wandsworth is the highest in SWL at 17.57 per 100,000 while there is not much difference in mortality at 3.99 per 100,000. The overall incidence of gynaecological cancer for Wandsworth is 54.5 per 100,000 and the mortality is the highest in SWL at 8.7 per 100,000. However there is not much difference between PCTs for mortality. Wandsworth is the only PCT in SWL to have an emergency bed day rate that is below the national rate at 154 per 100,000 weighted population. The crude rate for all cancer emergency admissions was 443.07 per 100,000 population. Wandsworth records over half (52.0%) of gynaecological diagnosed cancer cases originating through non-urgent referrals, the highest in SWL.  The PCT average crude 2WW urgent cancer referral rate was 1267.93 per 100,000. Only 6.1% of urgent suspected gynaecological cancer referrals result in a cancer diagnosis.
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Figure 43: PCT Matrix of key urological cancer figures for South West London.
	
	Croydon
	Kingston
	Richmond & Twickenham
	Sutton & Merton
	Wandsworth
	 

	50+ female pop. as % of PCT pop. (2010)
	30.9%
	29.8%
	30.0%
	31.7%
	29.2%
	20.2%
	
	

	50+ female pop. increase (2010-2030)
	5.1%
	4.3%
	1.7%
	5.5%
	5.7%
	3.0%
	
	
	

	25-49 female pop. as % of PCT pop. (2010)
	38.8%
	41.9%
	42.0%
	39.2%
	42.5%
	52.5%
	
	

	25-49 female pop. decrease (2010-2030)
	3.7%
	3.7%
	2.5%
	4.7%
	5.1%
	3.0%
	
	

	Smoking prevalence (Adults) (2003-05)
	21.0 - 25.7%
	18.7-24.9%
	16.1 - 23.0%
	18.7 - 23.3% (Merton)
	22.1 - 29.1% (Sutton)
	21.0 - 27.7%
	Lowest
	Highest

	% of small areas (LSOA) classed as highest deprivation (2007)
	33%
	5%
	4%
	15%
	29%
	Lowest
	Highest
	Lowest

	Estimated obesity prevalence (2003-05)
	19.3%
	17.3%
	14.3%
	18.3%
	14.2%
	Significantly lower than nat.  average
	

	Cervical Screening (2008-09)
	75.9%
	76.1%
	77.6%
	76.0%
	71.5%
	
	Below 80% national target
	Highest

	Under 75 cervical incidence (2004-06)
	6.78
	4.90
	5.82
	6.21
	7.99
	Lowest
	Highest

	Decrease all age cervical cancer incidence (1995-2006)
	21.21%
	36.26%
	+22.4%
	5.98%
	45.83%
	Highest
	Increase

	All age ovarian cancer incidence (2003-07)
	13.56
	19.10
	18.87
	14.08
	17.24
	Significantly lower than nat. average
	Highest

	All age uterine cancer incidence (2003-07)
	16.84
	15.41
	14.01
	17.43
	17.57
	Lowest
	Highest

	All age gynae. cancer incidence (2002-06)
	68.8
	47.6
	36.7
	56.3
	54.5
	Lowest
	Highest

	All age ovarian cancer mortality (2004-08)
	7.99
	10.73
	10.56
	9.24
	8.96
	Lowest
	Highest

	All age uterine cancer mortality (2004-08)
	4.40
	2.61
	4.13
	2.89
	3.99
	Lowest
	Highest

	All age gynae. cancer mortality (2002-06)
	8.5
	8.6
	8.5
	8.0
	8.7
	Lowest
	Highest

	Gynaecological emergency bed days per 100,000  weighted pop (2007-08)
	276
	183
	341
	188
	154
	Lower than national average
	Higher than national average

	Average all cancer emergency admission crude rate per 100,000 (2008-09)
	610.41
	506.50
	536.97
	634.87
	443.07
	
	

	2WW urgent cancer referral rate per 100,000 (2009)
	1092.41
	1234.63
	1156.66
	1313.64
	1267.93
	
	

	% of cases diagnosed through non-urgent referrals (2010)
	43.1%
	32.8%
	39.7%
	46.7%
	52.0%
	Lowest 
	Highest

	% of urgent 2 week gynae. cancer referrals resulting in cancer diagnosis (2010)
	6.3%
	10.1%
	5.6%
	6.1%
	6.1%
	Highest
	Lowest


[bookmark: _Toc266105006]
12.3 [bookmark: _Toc276038212]South West London Cancer Network specific
From the matrix below it can be seen that the SWLCN performs well on some indicators and no so well on others (Figure 44). All age vulval cancer incidence is significantly lower than the national average while overall the SWLCN has the highest all gynaecological cancer incidence rate in London (no confidence intervals provided). It must be noted that the time period is slightly different. The SWLCN has the highest ovarian cancer prevalence in London. The highest uterine and ovarian one-year relative survival rate is seen in the SWLCN at 90.6% and 71.9% respectively. SWLCN uterine and ovarian one-year survival is comparable to the rates found in Finland and Norway as part of the EUROCARE-4 study, while cervical one-year survival at 85.0% is comparable to Finland, Norway and Sweden. The SWLCN also has low rates of cervical cancer (1.93 per 100,000) and vulval cancer (0.34 significantly lower than national average) mortality, while overall the gynaecological mortality rate in SWLCN is also low compared to other networks. Reflecting high rates in the SWL PCTs the SWLCN records the highest emergency bed day rate in London at 219 per 100,000 weighted population, well above the national average of 159. Just over two-fifths of gynaecological cancer cases are diagnosed through non-urgent referrals. The SWLCN also has the lowest “Hit Rate” in London for the proportion of urgent two week referrals that result in a cancer diagnosis at 6.1%. Overall the urgent 2WW referral rate for SWL was 2.33 per 1,000 women.
[bookmark: _Ref266437906]Figure 44: Matrix of key urological cancer figures for South West London Cancer Network.
	
	SWLCN
	NELCN
	NLCN
	(N)WLCN
	SELCN
	
	

	All age vulval cancer incidence (2003-07)
	1.64
	2.17
	1.43
	1.52
	1.98
	Significantly lower than national average
	

	All age gynaecological cancer incidence (2002-06)
	55.2
	44.8
	49.9
	35.5
	49.7
	Lowest
	Highest

	Cervical cancer prevalence (2006)
	5.5
	3.6
	4.7
	5.5
	7.7
	Lowest
	Highest

	Uterus cancer prevalence (2006)
	15.5
	16.6
	14.4
	14.0
	16.9
	Lowest
	Highest

	Ovarian cancer prevalence (2006)
	11.9
	10.1
	10.3
	9.6
	10.5
	Lowest
	Highest

	Cervical cancer one-year survival (2002-07)
	85.0%
	77.4%
	83.6%
	81.8%
	86.4%
	Highest
	Lowest

	Uterine cancer one-year survival (2002-07)
	90.6%
	88.1%
	88.0%
	89.0%
	86.2%
	Highest
	Lowest

	Ovarian cancer one-year survival (2002-07)
	71.9%
	63.0%
	68.2%
	63.1%
	66.3%
	Highest
	Lowest

	All age cervical cancer mortality (2004-08)
	1.93
	2.71
	2.23
	2.00
	2.40
	Lowest
	Highest

	All age vulval cancer mortality (2004-08)
	0.34
	0.78
	0.57
	0.35
	0.81
	Significantly lower than national average
	

	All age gynaecological cancer incidence (2003-07)
	8.3
	9.2
	8.9
	8.0
	9.4
	Highest
	Lowest

	Gynaecological emergency bed days per 100,000 – weighted pop. (2007-08)
	219
	107
	141
	157
	111
	Lowest
	Highest

	% of cases diagnosed through non-urgent referrals (2010)
	44.2%
	44.8%
	46.2%
	-
	38.1%
	Lowest
	Highest

	% of urgent 2 week gynaecological cancer referrals resulting in cancer diagnosis (2010)
	6.6%
	7.2%
	8.0%
	No data
	7.0%
	Highest
	Lowest


12.4 [bookmark: _Toc274128764][bookmark: _Toc274140406][bookmark: _Toc276038213]Recommendations
· Improve cervical screening rates across the sector particularly targeting eligible women at practices where coverage rates are low.

· Investigate gynaecological emergency admissions in Kingston, Richmond & Twickenham and Sutton & Merton, the emergency bed day rates are above the national average in these PCTs.

· Review the proportion of diagnosed cancer cases referred through a non-urgent route in Croydon, Sutton & Merton and Wandsworth PCTs.

· Investigate the interpretation of the NICE Referral Guidelines for breast cancer by primary care at Croydon, Richmond & Twickenham, Sutton & Merton and Wandsworth (Proportion of urgent 2 week referrals resulting in cancer diagnosis is in lowest quartile).

· Local secondary care teams to consider auditing the appropriateness of all breast cancer urgent 2 week referrals received from Croydon, Richmond & Twickenham, Sutton & Merton and Wandsworth (Proportion of urgent 2 week referrals resulting in cancer diagnosis is in lowest quartile).

· Implement the recommendations of the Primary Care Audit of Cancer.

· Implement social marketing strategy resultant from the results of the CAM survey.
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[bookmark: _Toc273518961][bookmark: _Toc276038215]Appendix 1: South West London GLA Projected female population by ethnicity, 2010.
	
	
	Croydon
	Kingston
	Richmond
	Sutton & Merton
	Wandsworth

	Female
	All Ethnicities
	174,456
	78,296
	94,926
	195,372
	150,618

	
	White
	101,608
	60,272
	83,555
	148,995
	116,585

	
	Black Caribbean
	19,760
	564
	403
	6,222
	6,368

	
	Black African
	12,092
	1,123
	606
	6,236
	5,557

	
	Black Other
	7,283
	655
	981
	4,062
	3,757

	
	Chinese
	1,037
	1,591
	764
	2,241
	1,563

	
	Asian
	27,649
	9,016
	5,443
	21,050
	10,869

	
	Other
	5,028
	5,077
	3,175
	6,565
	5,919


Source: Greater London Authority Ethnic Group Projections 2008 Round, London Plan, Borough.

Croydon	2010	2015	2020	2025	2030	0.30888022028453888	0.32620848036745298	0.33982442313587313	0.34915627606561955	0.35935011150048113	Kingston	2010	2015	2020	2025	2030	0.29808760970375592	0.30896013255673827	0.31912031494897275	0.329807540333862	0.34132770529547873	Richmond	2010	2015	2020	2025	2030	0.29972033138093307	0.30316403775661732	0.30795908106832481	0.31138150277276111	0.31650438512582019	Merton	2010	2015	2020	2025	2030	0.29215777630183298	0.30755652851324838	0.32286396368959908	0.33662658624471908	0.34891840755262243	Sutton	2010	2015	2020	2025	2030	0.31726763244157763	0.33341438917376642	0.34860126187632895	0.36121861455883747	0.37183131211049358	Wandsworth	2010	2015	2020	2025	2030	0.20208300227766304	0.20257901647247026	0.20961116356635881	0.22036445278625924	0.23244185645074192	SWLCN	2010	2015	2020	2025	2030	0.28187618634455858	0.29190166999461292	0.30247643309274369	0.31214668456434763	0.32219679572477666	



Croydon	2010	2015	2020	2025	2030	0.38774667278568542	0.37325379488041238	0.36226410963702438	0.35485061060376138	0.35055541338737173	Kingston	2010	2015	2020	2025	2030	0.41857969570383202	0.4076496284394458	0.39933850843525587	0.38944207365260586	0.38169128933231267	Richmond	2010	2015	2020	2025	2030	0.41946071447417038	0.41107568976438796	0.40386410974646653	0.39928700562676733	0.39494326019756187	Merton	2010	2015	2020	2025	2030	0.42458637746959638	0.40895778481199896	0.39568126221890842	0.3828626821243985	0.37325179940312475	Sutton	2010	2015	2020	2025	2030	0.39203764407317326	0.37700481048792378	0.36387271324548176	0.35199147939976655	0.34534487114705159	Wandsworth	2010	2015	2020	2025	2030	0.52471661634620481	0.52142943224850069	0.5154811099802461	0.5086242738860316	0.49477542377757588	SWLCN	2010	2015	2020	2025	2030	0.43131272222567113	0.42086942523152032	0.41166260125376053	0.40355034267504802	0.39603006824913367	



3.6457599999999988	2.3567599999999165	3.2606800000000011	2.4424300000000017	3.4991899999999987	3.6197000000000017	1.7465530000000031	0.68641099999999156	3.1822000000000017	2.1735299999999995	2.935570000000002	2.2721899999999984	3.1788399999999997	3.3020999999999967	1.7465470000000047	0.68640900000000415	Richmond upon Thames	Merton	Kingston upon Thames	Croydon	Wandsworth	Sutton	London	England	19.316410000000001	20.915739999999342	21.683820000000001	23.224229999999789	24.192550000000001	25.442049999999156	23.306587	24.054879000000035	

0.30000000000000032	0.30000000000000032	0.30000000000000032	0.30000000000000082	0.40000000000000036	0.2	0.30000000000000032	0.30000000000000032	0.30000000000000032	0.40000000000000036	0.40000000000000036	0.10000000000000142	Least Deprived	2	3	4	Most Deprived	Overall	6.2	7	7.7	9.6	11.9	8.3000000000000007	

White	Croydon	Kingston	Richmond	Wandsworth	Sutton 	&	 Merton	101607.84618284467	60271.914390695667	83554.506945604109	148995.40896570482	116584.85120777639	Black Caribbean	Croydon	Kingston	Richmond	Wandsworth	Sutton 	&	 Merton	19759.558554635096	563.87285830292046	402.72541172124193	6222.0649242166137	6367.7127512627803	Black African	Croydon	Kingston	Richmond	Wandsworth	Sutton 	&	 Merton	12091.876482237669	1122.8395320749992	605.60019122360802	6236.3600581669034	5557.2165136371459	Black Other	Croydon	Kingston	Richmond	Wandsworth	Sutton 	&	 Merton	7282.6051147396729	654.72697863170754	981.0396358577766	4062.1522019745112	3757.2409765455072	Chinese	Croydon	Kingston	Richmond	Wandsworth	Sutton 	&	 Merton	1036.747731841848	1590.6522655448798	764.33127196378439	2241.2749034367148	1562.9193603051203	Asian	Croydon	Kingston	Richmond	Wandsworth	Sutton 	&	 Merton	27649.275431008311	9015.5932771129374	5443.1614092753553	21049.664318958312	10869.061406007746	Other	Croydon	Kingston	Richmond	Wandsworth	Sutton 	&	 Merton	5028.2425552570794	5076.7834702231685	3174.6943035661052	6564.579190336508	5918.5306672642164	

1.8479199999999978	1.8460299999999978	1.7632199999999998	1.2469099999999964	1.7798499999999964	1.6598450000000007	0.6141100000000006	1.6662200000000009	1.6665400000000021	1.6307399999999994	1.1837899999999979	1.6623999999999979	1.6598450000000007	0.6141100000000006	Wandsworth	Richmond 	&	 Twickenham	Kingston	Sutton 	&	 Merton	Croydon	London	England	14.196680000000002	14.328810000000001	17.266259999999946	18.264749999999889	19.292329999999911	18.439885000000061	23.631139999999988	

2006-07	Croydon	Kingston	Richmond 	&	 Twickenham	Sutton 	&	 Merton	Wandsworth	London	76.400000000000006	77.099999999999994	77.8	76	72.3	74	2007-08	Croydon	Kingston	Richmond 	&	 Twickenham	Sutton 	&	 Merton	Wandsworth	London	75.5	76	77.2	75.400000000000006	71.2	73.400000000000006	2008-09	Croydon	Kingston	Richmond 	&	 Twickenham	Sutton 	&	 Merton	Wandsworth	London	75.900000000000006	76.099999999999994	77.599999999999994	76	71.5	73.8	Target	80	80	80	80	80	80	


Y02962	H83011	H83021	H83002	H83608	H83044	H83023	H83034	H83020	H83051	H83623	H83031	H83012	H83008	H83046	H83627	H83042	H83007	H83005	H83625	H83611	H83006	H83053	H83027	H83025	H83624	H83609	H83009	H83622	H83626	H83028	H83616	H83619	H83010	H83019	H83631	H83004	H83024	H83016	H83030	H83039	H83043	H83041	H83033	H83001	H83022	H83018	H83635	H83634	H83014	H83620	H83017	H83015	H83037	H83050	H83052	H83040	H83013	H83029	H83049	H83614	H83035	H83048	43.14	63.63	64.98	67.39	68.069999999999993	68.410000000000025	68.77	69.290000000000006	69.48	71.23	71.83	71.88	72.39	72.89	73.430000000000007	73.48	73.52	74.36999999999999	74.55	74.7	74.92	74.930000000000007	75.099999999999994	75.11999999999999	75.2	75.440000000000026	75.669999999999987	75.849999999999994	75.940000000000026	76.27	76.599999999999994	76.940000000000026	76.940000000000026	77.03	77.290000000000006	77.3	77.45	77.55	77.78	77.92	78.33	78.400000000000006	78.47	78.58	78.649999999999991	78.910000000000025	79.45	79.97	80	80.179999999999978	80.669999999999987	80.819999999999993	81.33	81.63	81.669999999999987	82.8	83.57	83.63	83.98	84.410000000000025	85.66	87.149999999999991	87.95	National Target	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	

H84607	H84020	H84027	H84629	H84049	H84054	H84034	Y02379	H85055	H84058	H84609	H84030	H84619	H84010	H84042	H84635	H84016	H84051	H84053	H84618	H84050	H84033	H84008	H84062	H84061	H84025	H84015	H84637	62.7	69.599999999999994	70.03	70.179999999999978	70.53	70.760000000000005	72.78	72.86	72.98	73.05	75.510000000000005	75.77	76.510000000000005	76.61	77.11999999999999	78.08	78.599999999999994	79.11999999999999	80.09	80.27	80.73	81.03	81.14	82.59	82.77	83.09	83.6	85.55	National Target	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	

H84608	H84041	Y02964	H84639	H84615	H84014	Y01206	H84632	H84630	H84032	H84057	H84023	H84633	H84006	H84625	H84017	H84055	H84040	H84007	H84012	H84036	H84018	H84039	H84005	H84623	H84060	H84044	H84048	H84043	H84002	H84059	H84031	59.56	67.989999999999995	68.75	69.400000000000006	71.28	72.47	73.48	73.66	73.95	74.64	74.81	76.59	76.95	77.11999999999999	77.440000000000026	77.61	78.040000000000006	78.23	78.89	79.2	79.599999999999994	79.790000000000006	79.930000000000007	82.09	82.2	82.42	83.1	83.88	84.490000000000023	85.169999999999987	85.92	86.88	National Target	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	

R Lall	Dr Allen 	&	 Partners	E R W Nortley	Figges Marsh Surgery	A Hafeez	B Hudson	S Arulrajah	T K Halder	Dr Gibbs 	&	 Partners	Dr Ayub 	&	 Partners	I D Harper	Dr A J Free	M N Baig	Faccini House Surgery	J R Jones	V Sharma	T Madina	The Grand Drive Surgery	Mc Wake	H M Freeman	J J Jephcott	Dr C Vivekananda And Partner	I C R Hartley	C J Elliott	A Ditri	GP Led Health Centre	Dr B Naha	K H Yu	H Blacklay	Sornalingham	T H Toosy	Cricket Green Medical Practice	S J Grice	S J Woropay	C Perera	H R Lings	Dr I M Wilson	Cheam Family Practice	K Ko	A Galloway	R S A Seyan	A F Froley	Sw London Nhs Trust	M R Moola	G P Hollier	Leghari 	&	 Muktar Practice	Dr S Pattani	Stonecot Surgery	R K Goel	J M Longley	Kar Gupta	S D C Elliott	C A M Brennan	K K Kanthan	M N Patel	64.78	68.88	69.03	70.25	70.72	70.72	71.260000000000005	71.3	71.48	71.78	71.989999999999995	72.22	72.649999999999991	72.940000000000026	73.169999999999987	73.3	73.349999999999994	74.3	74.410000000000025	74.86	75	75.3	75.440000000000026	75.599999999999994	76.05	76.19	76.33	76.819999999999993	76.86	77.11999999999999	77.149999999999991	77.33	77.78	78.489999999999995	78.669999999999987	78.760000000000005	78.78	79	79.010000000000005	79.440000000000026	79.59	79.83	80.53	80.8	80.86999999999999	80.940000000000026	81.06	81.31	81.63	82.52	83.04	83.79	84.51	85.16	85.2	National Target	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	

S M Sultan	A Kumar	P L Bowen	A M Alissa	B C Amin	Mittal V.K. 	&	 Partners	N Akbar	The Junction Health Centre	Dr Puvinathan	P J Ilves	V M Bearn	S M North	Christie C.L. 	&	 Partners	A M Hossain	M H Khan	Patel D. 	&	 Partners	P G Thomson	Lebus Practice	J Grannell	A Thurairatnam	St Pauls Cottage	Z Ghufoor	Dr S A Bobak	Furzedown Primary Care Trust	Dr Hanspal	M G Iyer	Dr Freeman And Partners	Bridge Lane Group Practice	M G Durham	Trinity Medical Centre	M Shiraz	K Begg	C Ribeiro	Mayfield Practice	M H Neil	A Okonmah	D H Gordon	N Williams	Balham Park Surgery	R F A Deboer	G B M Winstock	C M Kroll	M Sreetharan	S Haider	S A Job	C J D Peach	30.45	53.2	57.07	60.35	61.02	61.620000000000012	62.230000000000011	65.31	66.169999999999987	66.739999999999995	66.78	67.440000000000026	68.679999999999978	68.81	69.649999999999991	70.27	70.98	71.510000000000005	71.55	71.89	72.040000000000006	72.489999999999995	73.09	73.27	73.410000000000025	73.64	73.819999999999993	74.410000000000025	74.73	75.540000000000006	75.77	75.989999999999995	76.58	77.52	78.010000000000005	78.3	78.31	78.42	78.58	78.63	78.77	79.410000000000025	80.33	80.959999999999994	81.52	81.86	National Target	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	80	

FEMALES	2.79	2.9099999999999997	2.0900000000000007	2.2999999999999998	2.9000000000000004	0.49000000000000032	0.2	2.7800000000000002	2.9099999999999997	2.0999999999999988	2.2999999999999998	2.9000000000000004	0.49000000000000032	0.20000000000000021	Kingston	Richmond 	&	 Twickenham	Sutton 	&	 Merton	Croydon	Wandsworth Teaching	London SHA	ENGLAND	4.9000000000000004	5.8199999999999985	6.21	6.78	7.99	6.51	7.84	


FEMALES	2.8200000000000003	2.0400000000000009	2.9499999999999993	2.2699999999999996	2.84	0.49000000000000032	0.20000000000000109	2.8299999999999987	2.04	2.94	2.2800000000000002	2.84	0.48000000000000032	0.19000000000000003	Kingston	Sutton 	&	 Merton	Richmond 	&	 Twickenham	Croydon	Wandsworth Teaching	London SHA	ENGLAND	5.5	6.34	6.5	7.07	8.08	6.76	8.0400000000000009	


Croydon	1993-95	1994-96	1995-97	1996-98	1997-99	1998-00	1999-01	2000-02	2001-03	2002-04	2003-05	2004-06	8.9733333333333327	10.096666666666676	8.5866666666666767	8.7533333333333356	5.7633333333333434	6.6433333333333424	5.5999999999999988	7.5133333333333434	7.25	8.2200000000000006	6.55	7.07	Kingston	1993-95	1994-96	1995-97	1996-98	1997-99	1998-00	1999-01	2000-02	2001-03	2002-04	2003-05	2004-06	8.6233333333333331	7.3066666666666684	9.0733333333333324	6.8233333333333333	7.3966666666666674	7.7299999999999995	7.6566666666666663	7.2366666666666823	6.2566666666666704	6.1133333333333333	6.88	5.4966666666666724	Wandsworth Teaching	1993-95	1994-96	1995-97	1996-98	1997-99	1998-00	1999-01	2000-02	2001-03	2002-04	2003-05	2004-06	14.916666666666726	13.270000000000001	12.056666666666738	12.463333333333336	12.64	11.480000000000002	8.8600000000000048	6.733333333333376	6.5233333333333334	7.4700000000000024	7.5966666666666693	8.08	Richmond 	&	 Twickenham	1993-95	1994-96	1995-97	1996-98	1997-99	1998-00	1999-01	2000-02	2001-03	2002-04	2003-05	2004-06	5.3133333333333423	4.6433333333333424	3.6033333333333402	7.3666666666666671	8.3500000000000068	8.4600000000000026	8.9333333333333336	8.9733333333333345	8.8466666666666747	6.98	7.41	6.5033333333333534	Sutton 	&	 Merton	1993-95	1994-96	1995-97	1996-98	1997-99	1998-00	1999-01	2000-02	2001-03	2002-04	2003-05	2004-06	6.75	6.18	7.8266666666666653	6.6099999999999985	7.79	6.5966666666666693	6.3666666666666671	5.2133333333333534	5.9133333333333642	6.5533333333333434	6.7166666666666694	6.3466666666666693	London SHA	1993-95	1994-96	1995-97	1996-98	1997-99	1998-00	1999-01	2000-02	2001-03	2002-04	2003-05	2004-06	9.7366666666666664	9.2566666666666748	9.3000000000000025	8.793333333333333	8.5833333333333357	8.0533333333333328	7.7433333333333696	7.7399999999999993	7.4366666666666834	7.31	6.9700000000000024	6.7666666666666684	ENGLAND	1993-95	1994-96	1995-97	1996-98	1997-99	1998-00	1999-01	2000-02	2001-03	2002-04	2003-05	2004-06	11.040000000000001	10.48	10.06	9.6833333333333336	9.5733333333333324	9.2233333333333309	9.0566666666667359	8.58	8.413333333333334	8.1166666666666725	8.0666666666667268	8.0400000000000009	



Rate/Ratio:Female	2.4599999999999977	2.3699999999999988	3.5300000000000007	3.9399999999999977	4.3999999999999986	1.25	0.47000000000000242	2.4499999999999997	2.3899999999999997	3.5299999999999976	3.9400000000000013	4.4000000000000021	1.2400000000000002	0.47000000000000008	Croydon	Sutton 	&	 Merton	Wandsworth	Richmond 	&	 Twickenham	Kingston	London SHA	England	13.56	14.08	17.239999999999988	18.87	19.100000000000001	14.72	17.059999999999999	


Rate/Ratio:Female	3.3899999999999988	3.9099999999999997	2.75	2.6700000000000017	3.6199999999999974	0.62000000000000433	0.20999999999999877	3.3699999999999988	3.92	2.75	2.66	3.620000000000001	0.63000000000000278	0.22000000000000242	Richmond 	&	 Twickenham	Kingston	Croydon	Sutton 	&	 Merton	Wandsworth	London SHA	England	14.01	15.41	16.84	17.43	17.57	17.610000000000031	17.37	


Female	0.37000000000000038	0.35000000000000031	0.38000000000000267	0.42000000000000032	0.46	6.9999999999999923E-2	0.36000000000000032	0.35000000000000031	0.3800000000000025	0.43000000000000038	0.46	8.0000000000000127E-2	NLCN	(N)WLCN	SWLCN	SELCN	NELCN	England	1.43	1.52	1.6400000000000001	1.9800000000000104	2.17	2.36	


Persons	Richmond 	&	 Twickenham	Kingston	Wandsworth	Sutton 	&	 Merton	Croydon	(N)WLCN	NELCN	SELCN	NLCN	SWLCN	36.700000000000003	47.6	54.5	56.3	68.8	35.5	44.8	49.7	49.9	55.2	National	Sutton 	&	 Merton	Richmond 	&	 Twickenham	Kingston	Croydon	Wandsworth	(N)WLCN	NELCN	SELCN	NLCN	SWLCN	Sussex	64.8	64.8	64.8	64.8	64.8	64.8	64.8	64.8	64.8	64.8	


6.0380905361715946	5.1648105192350959	6.3705718819074946	4.3708740264443975	4.508472913539407	4.767828546325152	4.3774519843909019	3.766795914534498	3.9345819746162078	2.1103545057528001	3.0469820514786932	0.73279149058451776	0.36000000000000032	1.2900000000000063	0.84000000000000363	0.72999999999999265	6.0380905361717065	5.1648105192351874	6.3705718819075088	4.3708740264443975	4.5084729135393928	4.7678285463250276	4.3774519843908024	3.7667959145345122	3.9345819746161936	2.1103545057528952	3.0469820514787074	0.73279149058441617	0.36000000000000032	1.2699999999999816	0.82999999999999863	0.71999999999999964	Sussex CN	North East London CN	Surrey, West Sussex 	&	 Hampshire CN	Kent 	&	 Medway CN	North West London CN	North London CN	South West London CN	Central South Coast CN	South East London CN	London SHA	South East Coast SHA	England	UK England	Finland	Norway	Sweden	75.036346477193888	77.365447662182419	79.715412471607607	81.611876501482058	81.784059030398794	83.550442168567358	84.959509316397103	85.636794704282678	86.427479763110426	82.551567094944801	79.111548468827905	84.174840905205201	82.740000000000023	86.77	88.55	87.9	
3.8745931445739998	3.5195620598473032	4.230256371870702	3.7978948430441002	3.9905036167148964	3.8419878037854005	3.0798658459862907	3.8907457986326079	3.6821139918526042	1.8215480520902076	2.0965540204854989	0.61058786989599356	0.33000000000000207	0.98000000000000398	0.98000000000000398	0.64999999999999736	3.8745931445739998	3.5195620598471962	4.2302563718708024	3.7978948430440012	3.9905036167148964	3.841987803785301	3.0798658459863049	3.8907457986325942	3.6821139918526042	1.8215480520902918	2.0965540204855984	0.61058786989600367	0.33000000000000207	0.95999999999999375	0.95999999999999375	0.6400000000000059	Sussex CN	Kent 	&	 Medway CN	North East London CN	North West London CN	Surrey, West Sussex 	&	 Hampshire CN	South East London CN	Central South Coast CN	North London CN	South West London CN	London SHA	South East Coast SHA	England	UK England	Finland	Norway	Sweden	57.590306545344198	62.567793738489463	63.046899631221194	63.07086956471246	63.670095114990012	66.277356717100218	66.426924958668906	68.202443835690858	71.862683119802483	66.197696562397226	61.79510262912266	67.607616559274305	62.85	75.08	74.52	81.36999999999999	
2.9562055740845774	2.9184204605625013	2.8460492832817739	2.8919657277395028	2.8102013240727928	2.3216966435874866	2.3372604656544937	2.512862284238766	2.8792316067220014	1.3277428525512107	1.4918804660223088	0.42779503308149425	0.25999999999999396	0.51999999999999602	0.66000000000000281	0.34999999999999826	2.9562055740845632	2.9184204605624018	2.8460492832816771	2.8919657277395867	2.8102013240726977	2.3216966435875008	2.3372604656545977	2.5128622842386541	2.8792316067220014	1.327742852551296	1.4918804660222946	0.42779503308139244	0.26000000000000512	0.52000000000001023	0.65000000000001101	0.34999999999999826	South East London CN	Sussex CN	North London CN	North East London CN	North West London CN	Central South Coast CN	Kent 	&	 Medway CN	South West London CN	Surrey, West Sussex 	&	 Hampshire CN	London SHA	South East Coast SHA	England	UK England	Finland	Norway	Sweden	86.200258017224158	87.124818518958975	87.983657831127303	88.06274692211278	88.992084553202901	89.231013425393485	89.275375177711652	90.56375178162088	91.652299725846703	88.017815274332975	89.148692916579947	90.805203866495859	88.61999999999999	93.04	91.86	94.78	
Female	0.42000000000000032	0.40000000000000036	0.45000000000000018	0.49000000000000032	0.53000000000000025	8.0000000000000127E-2	0.41000000000000031	0.4	0.47000000000000008	0.48000000000000032	0.54	8.0000000000000127E-2	SWLCN	NWLCN	NLCN	SELCN	NELCN	England	1.9300000000000093	2	2.23	2.4	2.71	2.4099999999999997	


Female	1.8200000000000003	2.5399999999999987	1.8699999999999917	2.9499999999999993	3.1099999999999994	0.42000000000000032	0.16000000000000014	1.83	2.5400000000000009	1.8900000000000021	2.9400000000000004	3.1100000000000003	0.42000000000000032	0.15000000000000041	Croydon	Wandsworth	Sutton 	&	 Merton 	Richmond 	&	 Twickenham	Kingston	London SHA	England	7.99	8.9600000000000026	9.24	10.56	10.73	8.67	9.84	


Female	1.5299999999999898	1.0500000000000003	1.6700000000000021	1.7999999999999901	1.33	0.29000000000000031	9.0000000000000024E-2	1.5199999999999898	1.05	1.6600000000000001	1.81	1.3400000000000003	0.28000000000000008	9.0000000000000344E-2	Kingston	Sutton 	&	 Merton	Wandsworth	Richmond 	&	 Twickenham	Croydon	London SHA	England	2.61	2.8899999999999997	3.9899999999999998	4.13	4.4000000000000004	4.01	3.4899999999999998	


Female	0.15000000000000024	0.15000000000000024	0.21000000000000021	0.25	0.26	3.9999999999999931E-2	0.15000000000000024	0.15000000000000024	0.22000000000000003	0.26	0.25	3.0000000000000051E-2	SWLCN	(N)WLCN	NLCN	NELCN	SELCN	England	0.34	0.35000000000000031	0.56999999999999995	0.78	0.81	0.62000000000000455	


Persons	Sutton 	&	 Merton	Richmond 	&	 Twickenham	Croydon	Kingston	Wandsworth	(N)WLCN	SWLCN	NLCN	NELCN	SELCN	8	8.5	8.5	8.6	8.7000000000000011	8	8.3000000000000007	8.9	9.2000000000000011	9.4	National	Sutton 	&	 Merton	Richmond 	&	 Twickenham	Kingston	Croydon	Wandsworth	(N)WLCN	NELCN	SELCN	NLCN	SWLCN	Sussex	9.3000000000000007	9.3000000000000007	9.3000000000000007	9.3000000000000007	9.3000000000000007	9.3000000000000007	9.3000000000000007	9.3000000000000007	9.3000000000000007	9.3000000000000007	


172.82485357840292	196.80047817634573	237.63610133757521	218.14964178473636	135.9029638914771	274.70870875319088	567.51502722891087	232.14866417124023	161.01696340488354	181.4154590149663	217.16752896924493	275.33164648747015	140.14446252146624	162.66907787435628	377.70381206671703	136.48929298668398	154.77392832984066	391.14462339701947	244.30214512539396	211.71897949728384	149.8686351424891	405.38798503332544	163.55518683126854	350.22826152851462	391.56997029749004	159.10876900853805	208.65721725026864	326.37785267490705	317.03191330941524	231.02850878348741	427.00788303665053	137.89238958080045	217.38556464313558	255.5731228524678	236.59872492325258	319.90835392819884	209.86635758180461	164.81106791840469	166.10125144294321	293.56111406926186	299.38438004263139	415.48490579481222	301.92198097801634	219.81633723988216	199.7552513883378	234.77989968272152	210.91195823452722	340.80262094808921	204.17473304840698	229.0067055678951	362.80336790852743	176.91899608839267	581.21162813366527	276.87759802009884	399.28119612603564	231.16269802414467	528.99905877820834	791.08884555247596	427.63736477803923	517.93159834647759	424.79558070639013	93.245024707865866	129.71315938468274	159.05256257525778	151.60355235481936	106.99359606734748	183.8656830464775	288.39916073919375	166.03468526165949	126.76532909385185	139.28074043349562	159.97422965400361	191.34230678403281	114.40177212975539	129.88799367084042	239.94714662936994	112.77405669473609	125.06262191287601	248.48580635176654	179.96266594160215	161.85303653218457	123.22163669783993	257.53430910407167	132.4440964348197	234.41178410537998	253.67280175309537	130.36248087402996	164.77119182736936	231.38016339424826	228.60432146627176	180.09885771207365	281.44515757333357	118.07305021120061	172.65259597469782	198.52311163712557	186.83587562505005	235.65720309315498	169.94606310262776	139.0840167229052	140.32702364622048	223.41447675526729	227.84626917631692	291.75399651369025	230.81062233124598	179.77470986738498	166.95539612001687	190.90795749676033	175.31675045530278	258.14690880207695	171.50825517460203	189.21641860734218	273.44947548554046	152.45978236371639	389.01159517794224	224.21057994722344	300.94327481389774	196.11366157450379	384.36066179697161	512.4951837712581	330.94345951391585	388.32956264432266	344.7140257685644	H83041	H83051	H83608	H83625	H83025	H83620	H83634	H83043	H83009	H83023	H83037	H83030	H83044	H83005	H83626	H83053	H83020	H83622	H83011	H83627	H83017	H83052	H83007	H83635	H83611	H83018	H83039	H83040	H83609	H83042	H83623	H83024	H83021	H83624	H83010	H83002	H83034	H83004	H83013	H83006	H83616	H83049	H83046	H83014	H83016	H83027	H83012	H83035	H83001	H83022	H83028	H83015	H83048	H83050	H83008	H83019	H83033	H83614	H83031	H83619	H83029	146.87882496940026	277.12641227883165	350.5257886830247	362.86019210245462	370.22973229542424	405.20984081041991	425.53191489361694	426.34832658281817	438.64582161736644	440.5892881729315	445.02132393843863	457.97413793103414	459.77011494252815	474.95682210708117	478.46889952153111	479.63516276144043	480.53349024222763	495.49549549549528	500.62578222778473	504.72158905893815	511.91526919682258	513.53874883286653	513.66344770906153	516.6051660516606	524.24639580602889	532.82588011417693	576.7844268204758	581.03975535168263	599.65733866362075	600.90135202804254	601.29509713228492	608.98921029986104	618.0105944673337	653.96113602391586	654.02223675604967	655.55859054903055	659.10888478776735	659.64190867814671	669.58537213494753	686.49885583524031	700.11668611435243	715.70576540755542	719.75853262131454	728.66984631690514	752.12557226945785	753.95099318544226	768.04915514592869	781.25	793.30580308628544	804.74934036939385	814.66395112016301	817.99591002044986	857.31781996325776	869.56521739130369	896.57380723663266	958.05584764575292	1028.9990645463049	1059.135039717564	1075.9493670886081	1138.2799325463734	1349.2063492063492	PCT Average	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	610.41049970939275	England Average	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	



267.15951802643042	78.853159062656019	184.15184104429102	185.90011351609201	149.72497002223798	257.13386554379139	129.46609175276637	125.7043970482091	221.16356288125263	291.8719706371287	168.04778607880451	127.67693738033597	183.81970115607362	317.51581223760354	301.59999671141583	253.88090044363884	223.93033141916021	230.68925472466685	222.31719216500733	237.13855124785391	338.28510367797173	346.14009213822038	567.5253881299177	315.56236575798869	135.76482927425974	63.428166691263492	123.25493498750096	130.53928148584419	111.63839638452978	163.35164053921281	101.60471617625829	101.79319658085549	158.17804804273879	192.3757289514852	131.88354863751943	106.42691060349733	145.58282242237266	222.95998214279263	219.13682531251339	194.08460569712537	176.83197389706083	181.04444131960543	179.63988669468893	193.20758382372398	259.71656425378126	270.75918057141268	420.68011355775479	269.25904300138041	Y02379	H84020	H84025	H84051	H84619	H84054	H84016	H84030	H84629	H84618	H85055	H84027	H84034	H84637	H84058	H84008	H84635	H84050	H84062	H84033	H84053	H84607	H84049	H84015	200.32051282051282	239.0762500635841	271.6336825766395	320.22771748799113	321.78217821782169	325.73289902280135	347.44445460363926	394.78878799842062	406.1738424045493	411.00221308883965	450.98504628530725	472.89666854884229	515.39912005028282	546.94621695533249	586.66666666666663	605.23233112065645	619.00340451872535	619.09416748126375	690.23806169883085	769.78939724037866	821.56611039794552	914.70951792336268	1191.61105815062	1359.9134600525422	PCT Average	506.49852961942003	506.49852961942003	506.49852961942003	506.49852961942003	506.49852961942003	506.49852961942003	506.49852961942003	506.49852961942003	506.49852961942003	506.49852961942003	506.49852961942003	506.49852961942003	506.49852961942003	506.49852961942003	506.49852961942003	506.49852961942003	506.49852961942003	506.49852961942003	506.49852961942003	506.49852961942003	506.49852961942003	506.49852961942003	506.49852961942003	506.49852961942003	England Average	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	



184.00814247812664	291.44735330259874	157.88583477614628	243.69321968758987	146.12625915777994	357.13695915277054	243.54559968278477	372.91822728055899	119.73444744363997	284.08218759122269	177.06671733010853	139.45563628602702	259.53049054380148	222.60315297518537	156.46603445400859	186.42296546599107	138.91938445262221	185.98384790672841	330.64738652911393	168.1132379036485	180.25657613755402	156.99273808132023	205.28769173292878	246.47211746390963	330.12405262034923	236.23299056148278	312.71349604233978	330.94132214966089	332.52936281150483	119.20694789834434	170.99727613889974	115.53423962794727	157.87304056901445	112.18764752894289	209.53852053083193	165.27076683196418	218.79766745150258	97.553110488878019	190.13945972031703	135.3623843110945	112.43406361826783	180.36126022913396	162.89166190390387	124.26890936708816	143.70981643671917	114.21918872506961	144.98417852096645	229.78409666202833	137.23305215646783	148.93670332748223	133.45384762897743	167.57904884808917	194.63263759543645	251.24067509534646	197.95037726897829	249.69544996195611	268.55297143552684	278.64149145764065	H84625	H84615	H84005	H84041	Y01206	H84630	H84014	H84608	H84017	H84633	H84623	H84012	H84632	H84043	H84023	H84044	H84002	H84007	H84036	H84055	H84039	H84040	H84006	H84048	H84059	H84032	H84031	H84018	H84060	246.35598439745445	300.30030030030031	315.41415249588567	326.26427406199019	354.88521681268685	367.98528058877645	375	384.24591738712769	388.67703138750375	419.03621670158594	422.11328976034872	427.92190425247344	431.69121381411884	444.70224284609429	444.82101249735223	460.95823439027765	474.51525811993781	483.74092985756516	549.98382400517653	551.5269124706366	633.43717549324947	659.39241698720446	673.48465951608875	681.3149378300119	772.00205867215652	903.76782077393034	913.05250051877988	1051.1129431162408	1272.1734456190632	PCT Average	536.9686142352507	536.9686142352507	536.9686142352507	536.9686142352507	536.9686142352507	536.9686142352507	536.9686142352507	536.9686142352507	536.9686142352507	536.9686142352507	536.9686142352507	536.9686142352507	536.9686142352507	536.9686142352507	536.9686142352507	536.9686142352507	536.9686142352507	536.9686142352507	536.9686142352507	536.9686142352507	536.9686142352507	536.9686142352507	536.9686142352507	536.9686142352507	536.9686142352507	536.9686142352507	536.9686142352507	536.9686142352507	536.9686142352507	England Average	691.17811471455002	691.17811471455002	691.17811471455002	691.17811471455002	691.17811471455002	691.17811471455002	691.17811471455002	691.17811471455002	691.17811471455002	691.17811471455002	691.17811471455002	691.17811471455002	691.17811471455002	691.17811471455002	691.17811471455002	691.17811471455002	691.17811471455002	691.17811471455002	691.17811471455002	691.17811471455002	691.17811471455002	691.17811471455002	691.17811471455002	691.17811471455002	691.17811471455002	691.17811471455002	691.17811471455002	691.17811471455002	691.17811471455002	



117.91868381856237	233.8968946352262	121.56276617417507	192.09902692314131	133.55217366226236	135.56659187095858	158.49566885979425	217.24932532996704	203.11638763162188	191.9869400310406	272.06090559814425	268.10888556177628	154.34282003059332	180.79298333759021	179.70821220309259	179.50817707348119	394.15288566884595	203.45315245066487	231.42515964981618	208.11190894502408	155.96886090744977	188.74891806874098	177.46777133825253	171.29808328447677	180.88970237183341	178.5422273017806	452.54462898295975	208.18124463938838	182.12493017459951	257.25547367056771	299.86178942588322	408.4856401924423	324.87537907136891	216.20133231050966	288.25097403261975	271.02916622127367	170.83611384756526	152.67952984831982	183.4099888649373	201.52481964082813	283.12615893345128	363.96823569807623	223.98618403496258	165.57419821388538	211.97356430936424	379.57963872896198	223.83105656608143	212.34273259800361	423.74853330153769	288.4436390815988	342.41662415531965	692.40618361858515	59.92378671415608	154.16377772321937	96.547934028144994	137.39084645659671	105.46268715485058	107.05342095960344	122.65790899178666	157.84923068035437	150.56070935588036	144.70297879042386	186.93706429433743	186.3228338883344	124.9840847985007	141.88595260721877	142.32657642496929	142.56950695553434	255.3461051947383	158.60241901411626	176.91784132064009	163.84220685760127	130.01004219954712	153.47851531124326	145.91358108136751	141.97116834104742	148.72708466885325	147.75024487163881	298.2766817027192	167.84307846767481	150.94441586937856	199.82992166294818	224.82736699837281	283.87795474913224	240.81497360004627	175.44351924130513	222.20703582515597	212.00559144625691	145.76886700091461	132.98808701170697	156.06077014933058	169.28230871143327	224.86528214719169	274.32745103438481	186.95982908348742	144.63870296250548	179.27450584416039	292.61051645917837	190.27068438114611	184.61772256935251	327.93393918594359	241.70005654726344	279.51920400748429	543.39891482627763	H85112	H85022	H85649	H85634	H85027	H85028	H85686	H85092	H85662	H85090	H85078	H85674	H85026	H85070	H85095	H85034	H85086	H85029	H85072	H85021	H85105	H85018	H85693	H85024	H85033	H85035	H85618	H85116	H85115	H85063	H85023	H85665	H85103	H85101	H85053	H85054	H85025	H85020	H85031	H85076	H85019	H85064	H85016	H85037	H85030	H85113	H85038	H85653	H85032	H85683	H85110	H85108	88.417329796640217	329.36407398023817	345.59368057269785	352.79590756747189	369.173973234887	374.74236462432117	398.78020173586697	422.58932001536709	426.47560559535992	431.10084680523482	435.96730245231583	445.96012591815298	484.73097430925839	485.18896833503572	503.87120560403122	510.32806804374241	527.70448548812715	529.17830368954924	551.69959067449781	566.94286960313957	577.68580789791338	606.1312507285229	606.1872909699	612.95971978984244	617.87578566102104	633.16993464052302	637.25490196078454	638.80755922278365	651.70166545981169	658.26593943953344	659.01879423968853	679.45643485211826	682.12824010914051	686.68372155648376	712.74298056155556	716.22144792876543	736.21684932652931	765.62603128506339	775.40594781974096	783.00976080660791	804.90609428899938	817.27962638645658	836.51125599704756	849.5997753124567	860.56644880174247	938.56655290102344	940.12311135982134	1049.6980956804459	1066.1649419880832	1103.5125893689781	1123.3617640940295	1858.1907090464547	PCT Average	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	634.87252909179222	England Average	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	



107.0623550874104	87.781499874415175	268.55825895850558	135.32983512404283	204.37474120921857	90.376126248242684	155.47456302245985	118.75053859878506	163.0316828795261	130.77010982223624	170.88591048323445	146.2665428326174	202.58296764350661	119.21258899043085	298.60421731134221	233.55371840984679	237.7922456401792	136.77312919114487	226.54544220907343	134.979193392041	407.78138088136751	125.00722095980223	217.79189030484113	138.51016004967562	261.64637858468865	160.97391009003098	352.49753460299235	183.95906156099306	160.16631896378141	154.71016695938954	184.85092743868466	294.1482412660103	255.62836726150238	152.03132414606443	418.66722044211525	266.74577037082622	157.48722760943429	217.7552610618597	431.86138561643156	341.16688036652135	173.27629604074662	368.15515471316871	280.63701006541726	73.564124593632826	65.068333695382663	136.47563989873242	92.987127400409221	126.95128554472477	71.576721407291359	109.17442363218723	90.375012813155251	117.55834563507835	99.969966852441303	123.22184604815817	110.79215232666317	140.78545942167085	95.188859533792055	189.6968672974283	162.30864780217783	165.25422121506037	109.21059841774064	160.60563241332878	108.82499711848365	239.25249140442688	103.60548624036385	161.43897535104634	113.48543642723881	185.48985886226819	128.86100571256441	232.33464325068621	147.26081803834575	131.90979082540309	128.22316943842571	148.33832138239279	213.72252143613125	192.67032538823352	127.39396770910896	280.21876264913095	206.43137229845513	134.49973970419418	176.70450466574079	296.73833302777621	254.38190715933496	149.32068894379387	276.03168192757914	225.20429606546679	Y01132	H85012	H85107	H85049	H85680	H85048	H85057	H85087	H85077	H85114	H85682	H85001	H85688	H85066	H85659	H85004	H85088	H85009	H85100	H85041	H85664	H85061	H85039	H85069	H85065	H85111	H85056	H85011	H85002	H85047	H85003	H85695	H85052	H85007	H85075	H85082	H85045	H85008	H85637	H85067	H85005	H85643	H85006	171.56337122024436	184.31141256266599	201.36931131695542	216.86093792355661	243.54603019970762	253.3992583436343	267.81728909388482	277.70063871146903	308.37004405286342	311.74577634754627	323.22610435585653	335.29887848306174	336.96729435084239	348.07372834427633	378.26685006877563	388.48263254113323	395.53280595625864	399.34652387003086	403.31139885374671	414.18586590732616	420.16806722689074	447.31610337972171	457.28918968355612	463.84494326182408	465.80044128462879	476.08971646212399	496.37266132111517	544.069640914037	552.38273569890441	553.60281195079085	553.6165603562406	572.17165149544792	574.00574005740054	581.63348898173183	617.55624172915759	671.14093959731554	682.93431553100061	691.61920260374291	692.04152249134881	733.22053017484484	801.15366127223251	809.10997902307463	840.48967659418963	PCT Average	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	443.07171878734374	England Average	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	691.17811471455059	



Wandsworth	Kingston	Sutton 	&	 Merton	Croydon	Richmond 	&	 Twickenham	NELCN	SELCN	NLCN	(N)WLCN	SWLCN	154	183	188	276	341	107	111	141	157	219	159	159	159	159	159	159	159	159	159	159	

233.92808834627789	343.35862434265312	213.11921527111778	174.1786216383459	567.51502722891087	378.00121054281567	167.26274350190678	214.13154206020278	201.26947520694603	277.97840771396409	257.89336128324101	401.56200222933415	403.31631416567762	223.64737630909221	368.43672455541963	339.52469737295792	224.76065738911916	245.35433693064783	288.06951027469694	288.71334921190424	440.53311048648851	340.60507388735624	197.64121592475183	356.06943903529691	205.25434452840796	317.58238994808562	198.20422284343331	368.07079690407522	176.82008411715606	371.30595325113626	240.01894147379539	229.93233136712399	509.35892592483157	195.98842540253668	286.26029779384731	405.969009013505	341.25687810888326	207.16337741585733	197.7262896731753	357.96468119866972	312.45014242894899	354.73095057500126	274.18547191220904	448.33066689052231	510.08432146428396	335.42125881783767	250.39785155260969	280.13182909469469	881.2564197221443	246.80035944066915	421.46131463967163	445.8143254907157	210.0076994980484	244.95847904292492	288.78097639149655	675.55452923931512	342.58770362346451	266.28157930291803	274.55377251860864	328.02356932624025	857.40151420643087	610.83420445114416	148.60950703149803	194.06203050053591	146.43735879620471	131.93464484005369	288.39916073919375	234.80269299398188	131.68250274254439	162.96465755642097	156.34133217803077	200.4437490673219	192.29124766297201	264.67352356396191	265.8298080705755	173.72395249867498	253.15831216244254	244.82334366204401	180.79372611041754	195.91051341039818	222.93356044851259	225.06722080789191	309.34287573015695	256.71834123021063	166.78936996162645	268.37402833917832	172.82217593940584	246.69043266354672	168.80897220295856	278.80166583453951	153.33999127565102	282.58213123603969	200.34226873446732	194.46295210320159	364.29780568870228	169.62075694525288	233.67805455025712	308.96242513307573	270.27102739089264	178.78651125461852	172.3275846578681	283.50339103304202	255.99956539350728	285.33966338296386	230.86151952453577	350.69512821369324	388.19930951114026	279.59511763959722	217.971988993286	240.6587107574797	605.52429475747499	218.51125280856778	347.67604398993876	365.91601202990864	190.42698656937	219.55422224928384	256.39126362468267	533.46788763903214	303.1938844538443	242.09868701533367	249.16515189070492	294.68683230659326	670.68027275650059	530.40890445143486	H83030	H83623	H83625	H83023	H83634	H83622	H83019	H83042	H83021	H83608	H83051	H83626	H83611	H83010	H83635	H83040	H83027	H83627	H83043	H83011	H83619	H83002	H83007	H83609	H83005	H83046	H83020	H83028	H83053	H83620	H83034	H83012	H83033	H83017	H83050	H83031	H83616	H83025	H83044	H83041	H83624	H83006	H83039	H83008	H83049	H83037	H83001	H83022	H83614	H83018	H83631	H83029	H83024	H83004	H83016	H83052	H83014	H83015	H83013	H83009	H83048	H83035	296.33620689655174	323.77428307123034	341.51547491995728	399.28404240671898	425.53191489361694	450.45045045045043	455.6607080266387	500.75112669003505	515.00882872277793	525.78868302453782	554.25282455766364	565.46324488908226	567.93359545653152	572.26945716154341	590.40590405904061	642.20183486238625	681.45570537915137	716.37902963204169	724.79215519079048	750.93867334167805	758.85328836424947	764.81835564053551	791.04170947195348	799.54311821816191	809.58549222798024	812.6306013466459	843.3853094047264	843.7590922315984	857.05299575404831	868.30680173661358	896.38808331136352	933.4751270235131	935.45369504209543	935.56928508384749	939.1304347826084	949.36708860759438	956.82613768961448	968.29314600341752	996.16858237547888	1003.6719706242355	1046.337817638266	1075.5148741418764	1081.4708002883922	1184.7582452769752	1192.8429423459224	1242.3511959948078	1249.72831993045	1266.4907651715059	1412.180052956752	1417.6974310180753	1467.3514306676448	1507.9365079365098	1522.4730257496531	1576.287158399726	1700.4578155657314	1867.4136321195144	1960.7843137254902	1987.7300613496952	2008.7561164048416	2159.4871218085741	2265.7685241886043	2990.3017241379312	PCT Average	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	1092.4131219334172	England Average	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	



225.47639325945818	316.03659409148435	212.38717831467963	704.58036613550496	206.95954978709608	317.1476065470149	135.95006884577367	254.71939218734462	208.16160634731483	272.56141401026116	187.54163539833212	216.45902576934475	312.33015922337893	338.28077703454414	277.74462753677187	554.52395677959771	485.59163961050524	347.561640483877	452.01584082101544	462.89888752123875	413.9179955937214	534.97468854386352	345.56691527280043	573.5158164287318	162.58577046606078	224.04889970364002	168.20789431662666	380.14563466230771	169.56802895867054	241.36496005451619	120.83884133334109	207.93079753388713	180.86902489727277	230.26757267992957	166.57049392305018	193.01897143431165	266.00913144082324	284.82914746533635	242.35005582365875	432.28055150361865	389.67534377688889	298.82311706588274	374.62892636952131	382.46945414497429	355.87432917159344	443.38488854733697	308.25117795258853	515.65870284148332	H84629	H84054	H84033	H84609	H84619	H84607	H84020	H84635	H84016	H84062	H84027	H84030	H84015	H84051	H85055	Y02379	H84618	H84050	H84053	H84058	H84025	H84637	H84034	H84008	426.48253452477661	562.62955285756584	595.4974582425566	598.80239520958082	693.06930693069353	741.65636588380619	808.78986723638241	835.65459610027847	1024.0468135686203	1098.7463022960978	1108.1309994353458	1326.4903276746941	1329.0063359604389	1334.2821561999644	1412.2952765250416	1442.3076923076931	1454.3155232374329	1580.3193222548023	1617.4582798459564	1626.6666666666667	1882.0333721381448	1914.3117593436666	2124.4500314267757	3807.1065989847707	PCT Average	1234.6285370480653	1234.6285370480653	1234.6285370480653	1234.6285370480653	1234.6285370480653	1234.6285370480653	1234.6285370480653	1234.6285370480653	1234.6285370480653	1234.6285370480653	1234.6285370480653	1234.6285370480653	1234.6285370480653	1234.6285370480653	1234.6285370480653	1234.6285370480653	1234.6285370480653	1234.6285370480653	1234.6285370480653	1234.6285370480653	1234.6285370480653	1234.6285370480653	1234.6285370480653	1234.6285370480653	England Average	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	



191.94930039906905	265.34904471151702	403.05604582375281	240.44025533384035	412.28319319731145	202.59905338929639	359.18659346799399	325.09449301807899	200.92559481400258	199.86236699719734	206.09164587587009	176.1554921846336	192.92381010898771	291.38757500462395	264.02904557588317	498.18755828308224	255.92417234437926	325.82717524263359	349.96117810478154	207.96582757010697	416.69505098088769	261.51799167818103	248.40088859113803	488.68570049131267	706.42184387812551	571.14316748159649	325.09978575736267	423.74020934217509	325.49656533310764	404.60996262809044	370.19675572353253	103.56332950832849	186.32841575214081	250.3659838840729	177.11784449272039	267.09155621565503	160.90880996215668	259.00107854250439	248.52533759516939	169.7476114698668	169.2105478845898	174.29993260425672	154.30213695870111	168.53018142780022	239.98100422519678	222.05061992681033	369.28321265446459	217.76198604594742	267.43281621675465	287.73725139870703	184.6403526566321	338.82969193390568	228.45119303449064	221.94626858414495	398.15450901716235	537.62184109059342	457.20503978797166	285.06663056175012	361.56365786717788	288.42158342278844	351.11076975645335	329.76453356730713	H84041	H84632	H84608	H84625	H84630	H84005	H84036	H84014	H84039	H84055	H84023	H84017	H84002	H84048	H84044	H84639	H84032	H84043	H84018	H84040	H84059	Y01206	H84012	H84633	H84057	H84615	H84007	H84031	H84006	H84060	H84623	163.13213703099544	457.08481462671432	480.30739673390968	492.71196879490867	551.97792088316339	575.97366977509603	679.3917825946296	775	809.96884735202491	817.07690736390566	836.68714255454358	924.02464065708455	989.93700400883586	1004.9395332992676	1033.6639195418336	1046.0251046025105	1081.9755600814688	1102.0881670533643	1195.3833470733687	1224.5859172619514	1338.1369016984045	1341.9097260729732	1551.216902915218	1586.3513917988626	1651.9823788546248	1689.1891891891901	1719.9677506046783	1826.10500103756	1883.2626590172113	1970.9729439168598	2246.7320261437908	PCT Average	1156.6599999999999	1156.6599999999999	1156.6599999999999	1156.6599999999999	1156.6599999999999	1156.6599999999999	1156.6599999999999	1156.6599999999999	1156.6599999999999	1156.6599999999999	1156.6599999999999	1156.6599999999999	1156.6599999999999	1156.6599999999999	1156.6599999999999	1156.6599999999999	1156.6599999999999	1156.6599999999999	1156.6599999999999	1156.6599999999999	1156.6599999999999	1156.6599999999999	1156.6599999999999	1156.6599999999999	1156.6599999999999	1156.6599999999999	1156.6599999999999	1156.6599999999999	1156.6599999999999	1156.6599999999999	1156.6599999999999	England Average	1610.12	1610.12	1610.12	1610.12	1610.12	1610.12	1610.12	1610.12	1610.12	1610.12	1610.12	1610.12	1610.12	1610.12	1610.12	1610.12	1610.12	1610.12	1610.12	1610.12	1610.12	1610.12	1610.12	1610.12	1610.12	1610.12	1610.12	1610.12	1610.12	1610.12	1610.12	



346.07329748420369	235.20721028667151	347.05877855371011	176.72265016877836	217.09378888104678	215.80677737279234	215.57146615844522	253.09651917512497	195.10659721387049	183.59556474881231	189.34686718516838	229.49128323594059	209.07090724469708	488.23472313525644	521.88536833591411	379.57963872896198	189.59606928224389	205.14484854971636	172.25473307642142	328.31906535872417	403.99643786394404	218.01239261289265	390.08224022692684	390.61441245097399	306.70142651034308	247.87869323407492	282.87793579880304	192.49077105524202	273.13994546262211	241.76918444104217	448.91872738564416	287.24025168843934	445.43851945550824	376.67776236158852	294.41959252237899	362.93077810895556	329.18196044098067	257.44974272785157	382.09066013080934	299.53737706256084	473.11136855607987	303.42508734388934	263.91044437463461	369.25605170199708	288.52100505644393	267.57106132931244	403.2227053126669	488.14510383645057	311.44197506956465	317.6969014030069	317.3310652672551	311.89987852961985	463.66282207863031	186.71859114295677	168.22218327482608	220.47901283010438	137.7645884260765	162.77040512322532	163.46661983509227	168.6252325498636	194.31348785410637	158.32551851824721	155.91464451165052	161.26523229844167	192.5400973887395	178.06404153859205	352.05467624225321	369.98197276244076	292.61051645917837	165.04387745546103	177.90348559056099	152.63443045897446	265.29302176941894	314.93644382750466	189.06233728005168	307.10368963853892	307.52265783722714	253.00717990298261	212.779446549921	239.2411634902447	171.6462065170314	233.27130793519564	210.587636529512	353.42444056865384	246.96058873709342	366.23849522206865	318.57142153491975	257.75755083577292	309.95589881963934	285.28056370535535	229.88048902218469	325.72699601888417	264.87163414808833	396.93406953437335	270.18987536956979	238.3844143545158	322.92504383483032	259.69481433405844	242.82814811133807	350.57501913196006	414.95449473896588	279.8686080585191	285.40965425249624	285.55025087346706	281.66435846152399	406.56685792267945	H85618	H85053	H85665	H85070	H85656	H85662	H85090	H85092	H85034	H85027	H85028	H85095	H85115	H85086	H85108	H85113	H85649	H85031	H85020	H85110	H85064	H85026	H85078	H85103	H85072	H85686	H85021	H85037	H85116	H85693	H85032	H85101	H85674	H85054	H85016	H85112	H85029	H85653	H85063	H85018	H85022	H85038	H85105	H85683	H85024	H85025	H85634	H85023	H85033	H85030	H85076	H85035	H85019	294.11764705882371	431.96544276457865	439.64828137490042	459.65270684371842	477.11609825057388	494.7117024906172	569.66897613548849	614.67537456780769	619.68408262454454	766.03599446239059	805.69608394228965	884.84699520707841	889.62449570704462	923.48284960422166	929.09535452322791	938.56655290102344	946.26841109191139	994.34409779237308	996.63388555210929	1019.3467859371754	1050.7880910683009	1056.7135239941833	1062.6702997275204	1064.1200545702593	1067.8056593699957	1114.238798967863	1148.4227358627711	1179.609605392501	1184.4556827255806	1212.3745819397993	1222.9539040451552	1306.0455096270373	1521.5110178384048	1529.229578010066	1537.7045147004551	1573.8284703801951	1587.5349110686459	1597.7705527171397	1636.2610494639835	1701.8300501223919	1824.1702558905497	1835.4784555120314	1836.5235385411279	1911.7189928504818	1936.1743529869616	1957.6675311637257	1993.2968777562189	2050.2806931901387	2056.0349419409818	2091.5032679738561	2123.7798991740847	2165.0326797385619	2453.0471444998084	PCT Average	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	1313.6374799479559	England Average	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	1610.1164348801758	
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% Non-urgent referrals	Kingston	Richmond 	&	 Twickenham	Croydon	Sutton 	&	 Merton	Wandsworth	SELCN	SWLCN	NELCN	NLCN	(N)WLCN	32.800000000000004	39.700000000000003	43.1	46.7	52	38.1	44.2	44.8	46.2	England Average	41.6	41.6	41.6	41.6	41.6	41.6	41.6	41.6	41.6	41.6	

Percentage of 2WW	Richmond 	&	 Twickenham	Wandsworth	Sutton 	&	 Merton	Croydon	Kingston	SWLCN	SELCN	NELCN	NLCN	(N)WLCN	5.6	6.1	6.1	6.3	10.1	6.6	7	7.2	8	0	England Average	Richmond 	&	 Twickenham	Wandsworth	Kingston	Sutton 	&	 Merton	Croydon	SELCN	NELCN	(N)WLCN	NLCN	SWLCN	8.6	8.6	8.6	8.6	8.6	8.6	8.6	8.6	8.6	8.6	
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