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1. Summary of key findings
The Greater Manchester Cancer Alliance

The Greater Manchester Cancer Alliance was formerly part of the National Cancer 
Vanguard.  The latest data on some key cancer indicators suggest the standard of cancer 
care in the Alliance was generally above the England levels. However, there was 
variation across CCGs within the Alliance. 

Please note that for this Alliance there have been changes in the number of CCGs, which 
affects different data collected at different times.

Screening: No CCG had uptake and coverage for all cancer screening which was above the 
England average. Wigan Borough CCG had the most screening indicators above average; 
coverage of breast screening was below average and coverage of bowel screening to age 75 
was in line with the England average.  Central Manchester, Salford, and South Manchester 
CCGs all reported lower than England levels for all screening indicators.

Emergency presentations: There was a higher than average proportion of diagnoses as 
emergency presentations in five CCGs: Central Manchester; North Manchester; South 
Manchester; Salford; and Tameside and Glossop CCGs. No CCGs in the Alliance had 
statistically better than average proportions of diagnoses as emergency presentations.

Cancer waiting times: Four CCGs failed to meet the two-week wait standard (in the year to 
Q2 2017/18): Bury; Heywood, Middleton and Rochdale; Manchester and Oldham CCGs. Six 
CCGs met the 62-day standard in the same time period; seven failed to meet it.

Early diagnosis: In four CCGs the proportion of diagnoses which were made at an early 
stage was higher than the England average: Bolton; Bury; Stockport; and Wigan Borough 
CCGs.  

Incidence: Age-standardised incidence rates were statistically the same or higher than 
England levels for all CCGs.

Survival: Overall, the outcomes of cancer were worse than average. In seven CCGs one-year 
survival was statistically lower than the England average; it was above average in Stockport 
and Trafford CCGs. 

Mortality: Under-75 cancer mortality was worse than average in five CCGs, and in line with 
average in the other five CCGs. 

Patient experience: Patient reported experience of care was in line with the England level; 
except in Bolton CCG where it was statistically better, and Heywood, Middleton and 
Rochdale CCG where it was worse. 
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2. About the data pack

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

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

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

4. Data releases

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

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

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

3. How to interpret the data

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

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

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

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

Not statistically different from England

Statistically worse than England

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

data in rest of data pack

5. Cancer Alliance 

key indicators grid, 

by CCG
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Bolton
70.5 152.913 8.96198 56.827 56.5785 58.9742 59.0825 73.6401 71.47 72.6123 20.969 98.1007 92.5329 592.788 57.7922 92.3604

Bury
71.2 162.696 8.62669 57.7617 60.0597 59.0293 61.6706 74.2963 73.0996 73.9523 17.6063 92.0857 81.2623 656.361 57.7256 92.6768

Central Manchester
8.83631 43.2371 42.2718 44.1927 43.2479 59.071 55.4552 61.6643 26.03 94.2396 80.9524 49.2099 93.1873

Heywood, Middleton & Rochdale
70.8 162.317 8.49597 55.897 58.2557 57.4895 60.1543 68.9312 69.574 72.905 21.3556 92.0831 81.3499 646.512 51.7661 93.3806

Manchester
69.8 188.076 92.9893 79.7037 719.892

North Manchester
8.54405 46.1739 48.5352 47.486 49.952 59.9543 60.0425 65.9446 25.4516 95.2932 85.7143 49.8986 93.9394

Oldham
68.6 170.385 8.60024 56.2503 58.631 57.9649 60.6819 69.6719 66.8484 71.764 21.7602 91.7943 79.6154 696.919 53.6232 94.7928

Salford
70.6 171.891 8.90044 54.1757 54.2872 55.7638 55.9857 65.0677 63.1381 68.1301 24.5826 95.216 84.153 626.562 52.2422 90.0846

South Manchester
8.93483 47.106 46.9916 48.3602 48.5783 64.2571 64.642 67.1592 22.9508 96.0352 83.3333 51.3966 92.8571

Stockport
74 140.968 8.85379 58.1851 57.4494 59.7824 59.3947 69.7243 68.7703 75.8719 18.0109 97.5786 88.5073 588.379 57.2227 92.7782

Tameside & Glossop
71.1 154.35 8.76919 55.7269 55.8526 56.8572 57.5092 68.6208 71.8259 73.2797 22.0859 95.7992 89.4737 654.444 54.3827 86.4198

Trafford
74.5 126.126 8.72431 57.1668 56.9596 58.7345 58.8703 71.5296 73.9879 76.472 21.342 94.6336 85.8097 625.464 55.8758 92.0966

Wigan Borough
71.7 147.92 8.86394 58.1133 59.3873 59.6311 61.2494 71.8801 73.9245 74.7223 18.4816 97.1948 91.0188 639.826 56.0246 94.6686
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Statistically better than England

Not statistically different from England

Statistically worse than England

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

data in rest of data pack

6. Cancer Alliance key 

indicators grid, by CCG
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Bolton 71 153 9.0 57 57 59 59 74 71 73 21 98 93 593 58 92

Bury 71 163 8.6 58 60 59 62 74 73 74 18 92 81 656 58 93

Central Manchester 8.8 43 42 44 43 59 55 62 26 94 81 49 93

Heywood, Middleton & Rochdale 71 162 8.5 56 58 57 60 69 70 73 21 92 81 647 52 93

Manchester 70 188 93 80 720

North Manchester 8.5 46 49 47 50 60 60 66 25 95 86 50 94

Oldham 69 170 8.6 56 59 58 61 70 67 72 22 92 80 697 54 95

Salford 71 172 8.9 54 54 56 56 65 63 68 25 95 84 627 52 90

South Manchester 8.9 47 47 48 49 64 65 67 23 96 83 51 93

Stockport 74 141 8.9 58 57 60 59 70 69 76 18 98 89 588 57 93

Tameside & Glossop 71 154 8.8 56 56 57 58 69 72 73 22 96 89 654 54 86

Trafford 75 126 8.7 57 57 59 59 72 74 76 21 95 86 625 56 92

Wigan Borough 72 148 8.9 58 59 60 61 72 74 75 18 97 91 640 56 95
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7. Alliance indicators by CCG

Cancer survival 

Cancer mortality
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Cancer patient experience
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Bowel cancer screening, ages 60-69
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Persons, aged 60-69, screened for bowel cancer 
within 6 months of invitation (uptake), 2016/17

Not statistically different from England Statistically better than England

Statistically worse than England England (57.1%)
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Persons, aged 60-69, screened for bowel cancer in last 
30 months (2.5 year coverage), 2016/17

Not statistically different from England Statistically better than England

Statistically worse than England England (57.5%)
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Bowel cancer screening, ages 60-74
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Persons, aged 60-74, screened for bowel cancer in 
last 30 months (2.5 year coverage), 2016/17

Not statistically different from England Statistically better than England

Statistically worse than England England (59.2%)
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Breast cancer screening
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Females, aged 50-70, screened for breast cancer in 
last 36 months (3 year coverage), 2016/17
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Cervical cancer screening

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

2016/17

Not statistically different from England Statistically better than England

Statistically worse than England England (72.1%)
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Routes to diagnosis

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

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

Statistically better than England

Not statistically different from England

Statistically worse than England

CCG Screen Detected Managed Emergency Presentation Other Number of Cases

Bolton 31% 59% 4% 6% 1,970

Bury 30% 57% 6% 7% 1,419

Heywood, Middleton & Rochdale 31% 57% 5% 7% 1,551

Manchester 25% 65% 5% 5% 2,696

Oldham 29% 60% 5% 6% 1,611

Salford 29% 61% 5% 5% 1,689

Stockport 23% 62% 5% 10% 2,415

Tameside & Glossop 28% 60% 5% 6% 2,017

Trafford 29% 58% 4% 9% 1,860

Wigan Borough 29% 61% 5% 5% 2,412

CCG Screen Detected Managed Emergency Presentation Other Number of Cases

Bolton 8% 50% 25% 17% 1663

Bury 7% 55% 22% 16% 1241

Heywood, Middleton & Rochdale 8% 53% 24% 15% 1146

Manchester 5% 50% 30% 15% 2213

Oldham 6% 53% 26% 15% 1305

Salford 7% 53% 29% 11% 1458

Stockport 5% 54% 25% 16% 2064

Tameside & Glossop 6% 56% 23% 15% 1686

Trafford 4% 53% 26% 17% 1447

Wigan Borough 9% 51% 26% 14% 2103

CADEAS Alliance Data Pack by CCG 14



Routes to diagnosis

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

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

Statistically better than England Statistically better than England

Not statistically different from England Not statistically different from England

Statistically worse than England Statistically worse than England

CCG Managed Emergency Presentation Other Number of Cases

Bolton 48% 32% 20% 2,124

Bury 52% 34% 15% 1,563

Heywood, Middleton & Rochdale 51% 34% 15% 1,747

Manchester 47% 39% 14% 3,797

Oldham 50% 36% 14% 1,956

Salford 46% 42% 12% 2,275

Stockport 34% 37% 29% 2,243

Tameside & Glossop 48% 37% 15% 2,254

Trafford 51% 32% 17% 1,722

Wigan Borough 40% 42% 18% 2,732

CCG Managed Emergency Presentation Other Number of Cases

Bolton 75% 9% 16% 1,564

Bury 76% 9% 15% 1,385

Heywood, Middleton & Rochdale 77% 9% 14% 1,411

Manchester 75% 13% 12% 1,897

Oldham 77% 9% 14% 1,507

Salford 78% 12% 10% 1,290

Stockport 74% 11% 15% 1,972

Tameside & Glossop 76% 10% 14% 1,485

Trafford 74% 7% 19% 1,500

Wigan Borough 75% 11% 14% 2,154

CADEAS Alliance Data Pack by CCG 15
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Cancer waiting times: two-week wait

Cancer waiting times: 62-day standard
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Cancer incidence 

Early diagnosis
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Cancer diagnosed at stage 1 or 2 as a proportion of all 
staged and unstaged cancers (10 cancers only*), year 

to December 2016

Not statistically different from England Statistically better than England

Statistically worse than England England (52.6%)

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

and melanomas of skin
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Cancers staged

Median waiting times: Colorectal cancer pathway
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Cancers staged (10 cancers*), 2015
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Median waiting times: Lung cancer pathway

Median waiting times: Prostate cancer pathway
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8. Annex: Data sources

Indicator Year Source 

 Cancer outcomes  

One-year cancer survival 
Patients followed up in 
2016 

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

Under-75 mortality age-

standardised rate 
2015 

Extracted from CancerStats 
Benchmark: England 

Prevalence 

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

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

Patients overall rating of 

cancer care (case-mix 

adjusted) 

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

 Cancer pathway 

Screening uptake and 

coverage 
2016/17 

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

Two-week waiting time 

standard 

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

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

62-day waiting time 

standard 

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

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

Cancers diagnosed 

through emergency 

presentation 

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

Routes to diagnosis (all 

malignant neoplasms) 
2015 

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

Incidence rate 2015 
Extracted from CancerStats 
Benchmark: England 

Cancers diagnosed at 

stage 1 & 2 (note this is 

based on the CCGIAF 

definition and includes 

data for 10 tumours only) 

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

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

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