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1. Summary of key findings
The Surrey and Sussex Cancer Alliance

The latest available data on some key cancer indicators suggest the standard of cancer 
care in the Cancer Alliance was mixed.

Guildford and Waverly and Horsham and Mid Sussex CCGs had the most indicators that 
were better than the England average. In contrast, Brighton and Hove, Crawley and North 
West Surrey CCGs performed worse than the England averages on a number of indicators. 

Screening: Screening uptake and coverage were generally similar to, or better than, the 
England average across all CCGs, with the exception of Brighton and Hove, and North West 
Surrey CCGs who performed below England levels across all screening programmes.

Emergency presentations: Emergency presentations were in line with, or better than, the 
England average in all CCGs except Crawley and North East Hampshire and Farnham CCGs. 

Cancer waiting times: Two-week waiting times were exceeded in all CCGs, except in 
Horsham and Mid Sussex CCG, where it was lower than expected.  The 62-day standard was 
met in four CCGs: Guildford and Waverley, North East Hampshire and Farnham, Surrey 
Downs and Surrey Heath CCGs.

Early diagnosis: The proportions of cancers diagnosed at an early stage was generally 
similar to England levels in all but two CCGs (Coastal West Sussex and North East Hampshire 
and Farnham CCGs).  In Horsham and Mid Sussex CCG the proportion of early stage 
diagnoses was higher than the England average.

Survival: One-year survival was mixed in the Alliance with the majority of CCGs reporting 
better survival outcomes than England levels, with poorer survival in four CCGs (Brighton 
and Hover, Crawley, Eastbourne, Hailsham and Seaford, and Hastings and Rother CCGs).

Mortality: Under-75 mortality was similar to, or better than, the England average in all 
CCGs. 

Patient experience: Patient reported experience of care was in line with the England level., 
except in Surrey Downs CCG, where it was better.
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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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Brighton & Hove
70.5 144.891 8.70078 55.1219 54.6746 56.3882 56.4098 67.9526 61.3276 68.5002 19.5057 94.5418 75.848 663.533 49.7947 84.3337

Coastal West Sussex
71.8 132.516 8.68714 61.496 60.6718 63.4542 62.7641 72.2909 74.9006 74.0451 18.36 96.5146 84.8646 643.459 49.6897 87.3766

Crawley
70.1 132.387 8.77086 53.1849 52.2492 55.6341 55.6047 65.4702 79.4958 69.7988 24.7525 94.383 81.0169 666.704 50.5435 89.4231

East Surrey
74.1 114.15 8.83334 58.0682 57.3785 60.0526 59.9316 71.3905 70.2962 72.9796 18.1102 93.2288 84.6809 644.332 55.3642 86.3409

Eastbourne, Hailsham & Seaford
71 132.084 8.65588 59.7924 57.6381 61.6435 60.1905 71.4392 73.4745 74.5551 19.4379 97.6985 77.8351 595.254 51.8987 83.5468

Guildford & Waverley
74.7 106.986 8.65394 60.6876 60.3058 63.3668 63.3763 73.6285 72.7262 73.1955 17.2273 98.9277 92.4157 560.944 52.8624 77.4278

Hastings & Rother
69.6 141.59 8.66773 60.6231 58.184 62.1651 60.2188 73.3435 73.3072 74.3757 19.184 95.7702 72.3054 605.201 49.3684 86.6737

High Weald Lewes Havens
71.7 112.361 8.56333 60.9844 59.8186 62.8486 62.29 74.1505 60.5856 74.8361 16.2963 94.112 76.8212 566.258 52.1537 86.1461

Horsham & Mid Sussex
73.5 110.195 8.57786 63.2246 63.0626 65.0769 65.3512 77.27 76.5922 76.9242 16.7774 92.7738 82.3841 584.508 56.9144 86.0204

North East Hampshire & Farnham
75.6 112.452 8.66412 62.2886 62.3371 64.5439 65.1389 72.8647 71.0333 75.3347 24.0217 96.3248 87.8205 600.386 47.6923 90.1324

North West Surrey
74.8 129.187 8.6239 55.9043 55.5139 58.2889 58.2316 69.9655 69.9188 71.1193 17.0187 94.1948 83.4086 577.723 53.11 77.1731

Surrey Downs
75.3 128.266 8.95972 58.458 57.8841 60.7866 60.7923 70.7992 69.4304 72.2638 14.1901 96.4304 88.8305 596.905 54.5171 83.359

Surrey Heath
76.3 133.558 8.81624 60.1494 59.7047 62.5396 62.945 71.5682 70.1259 73.3328 22.8033 96.0375 88.8393 595.615 48.9051 90.6091
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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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Brighton & Hove 71 145 8.7 55 55 56 56 68 61 69 20 95 76 664 50 84

Coastal West Sussex 72 133 8.7 61 61 63 63 72 75 74 18 97 85 643 50 87

Crawley 70 132 8.8 53 52 56 56 65 79 70 25 94 81 667 51 89

East Surrey 74 114 8.8 58 57 60 60 71 70 73 18 93 85 644 55 86

Eastbourne, Hailsham & Seaford 71 132 8.7 60 58 62 60 71 73 75 19 98 78 595 52 84

Guildford & Waverley 75 107 8.7 61 60 63 63 74 73 73 17 99 92 561 53 77

Hastings & Rother 70 142 8.7 61 58 62 60 73 73 74 19 96 72 605 49 87

High Weald Lewes Havens 72 112 8.6 61 60 63 62 74 61 75 16 94 77 566 52 86

Horsham & Mid Sussex 74 110 8.6 63 63 65 65 77 77 77 17 93 82 585 57 86

North East Hampshire & Farnham 76 112 8.7 62 62 65 65 73 71 75 24 96 88 600 48 90

North West Surrey 75 129 8.6 56 56 58 58 70 70 71 17 94 83 578 53 77

Surrey Downs 75 128 9.0 58 58 61 61 71 69 72 14 96 89 597 55 83

Surrey Heath 76 134 8.8 60 60 63 63 72 70 73 23 96 89 596 49 91
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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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30 months (2.5 year coverage), 2016/17
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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

Not statistically different from England Statistically better than England

Statistically worse than England England (72.5%)
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Females, aged 50-70, screened for breast cancer 
within 6 months of invitation (uptake), 2016/17

Not statistically different from England Statistically better than England
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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

Brighton & Hove 24% 63% 5% 8% 1,875

Coastal West Sussex 27% 61% 4% 9% 5,145

Crawley 28% 61% 4% 8% 763

East Surrey 31% 55% 3% 11% 1,485

Eastbourne, Hailsham & Seaford 28% 60% 5% 7% 1,825

Guildford & Waverley 30% 49% 5% 16% 1,777

Hastings & Rother 27% 63% 5% 5% 1,803

High Weald Lewes Havens 29% 57% 4% 9% 1,672

Horsham & Mid Sussex 26% 60% 4% 11% 1,939

North East Hampshire & Farnham 24% 54% 4% 19% 1,565

North West Surrey 28% 56% 4% 13% 2,791

Surrey Downs 30% 54% 3% 12% 2,594

Surrey Heath 27% 55% 3% 15% 791

CCG Screen Detected Managed
Emergency 

Presentation
Other

Number of 

Cases

Brighton & Hove 5% 44% 28% 23% 1,431

Coastal West Sussex 7% 57% 22% 14% 4,043

Crawley 6% 54% 22% 18% 562

East Surrey 7% 51% 21% 21% 1,134

Eastbourne, Hailsham & Seaford 6% 61% 22% 12% 1,646

Guildford & Waverley 8% 54% 21% 17% 1,166

Hastings & Rother 6% 55% 29% 11% 1,544

High Weald Lewes Havens 6% 50% 25% 19% 1,181

Horsham & Mid Sussex 7% 48% 22% 22% 1,383

North East Hampshire & Farnham 8% 52% 20% 20% 1,225

North West Surrey 7% 49% 26% 18% 2,256

Surrey Downs 6% 53% 22% 19% 1,867

Surrey Heath 9% 48% 23% 20% 571

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

Brighton & Hove 49% 36% 15% 1,515

Coastal West Sussex 55% 32% 13% 3,548

Crawley 41% 45% 14% 556

East Surrey 41% 43% 16% 938

Eastbourne, Hailsham & Seaford 54% 34% 13% 1,368

Guildford & Waverley 50% 35% 16% 786

Hastings & Rother 49% 39% 12% 1,464

High Weald Lewes Havens 50% 34% 16% 914

Horsham & Mid Sussex 45% 38% 17% 1,001

North East Hampshire & Farnham 29% 33% 39% 1,057

North West Surrey 48% 34% 18% 1,895

Surrey Downs 47% 37% 16% 1,545

Surrey Heath 32% 33% 35% 482

CCG Managed
Emergency 

Presentation
Other Number of Cases

Brighton & Hove 77% 10% 13% 1,572

Coastal West Sussex 81% 6% 13% 4,695

Crawley 79% 8% 13% 572

East Surrey 73% 9% 18% 1,215

Eastbourne, Hailsham & Seaford 77% 10% 13% 1,602

Guildford & Waverley 76% 7% 18% 1,407

Hastings & Rother 80% 10% 10% 1,557

High Weald Lewes Havens 77% 9% 13% 1,501

Horsham & Mid Sussex 76% 8% 16% 1,750

North East Hampshire & Farnham 69% 6% 24% 1,272

North West Surrey 70% 12% 18% 2,275

Surrey Downs 69% 9% 22% 2,251

Surrey Heath 70% 7% 24% 679

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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Cancers staged

Median waiting times: Colorectal cancer pathway
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Median waiting times: Lung cancer pathway

Median waiting times: Prostate cancer pathway
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Median waiting times (days): Lung cancer       
pathway, 2015 
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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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