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NOTE
The information in this report represents a factual summary of 

De reported to the Poliomyelitis Surveillance Unit from State Health 
labartments, Epidemic Intelligence Service Officers, participating 
pre?Tâ ories and other pertinent sources. Much of the material is 
thj^^tnary in nature and is subject to change. The distribution of 
îre feF0rt is strictly limited to federal and state officials, to 
offi-* 1*s °F Participating laboratories and to other official or non- 
jjj persons having responsibility for the control of poliomyelitis
in ® nation. It is understood that this report will not be quoted 
zecjP °Tic nor will its contents be released to the press or to unautbori- 
of F^ons. Any release of this information will be made by the Office 

e burgeon General, U. S. Public Health Service. State Health 
Conc of course, are free to reveal any information they may wish

er>ning data from their state.
bata ^^1 readers should be cautioned regarding the limitations of
'*nCePr-Sented l̂erê n* Current and cumulative data are givenreported cases of poliomyelitis in vaccinated persons and 
that *u^e^r familial and community contacts. It should be recognized 
>acci_dese data do not constitute a controlled evaluation of poliomyelitis 
teS!; .For this reason, interpretations and conclusions based on

these reports must be guarded.

Table of Contents
I. Current Poliomyelitis Morbidity Trends
II. Age Distribution Analysis
III. Special Studies
IV. Routine Poliomyelitis Surveillance
V. Polio-Like Diseases



-2-
I Current Poliomyelitis Morbidity Trends

National poliomyelitis incidence fell for the first time this 
with 2059 cases reported, in comparison to the summer’s high to date of 
2289 recorded last week. The usual graph contrasting 1955 incidence wi 
similar data for the three previous years could not be prepared in tiro® 
for the current report because of the long weekend, but will be include 
again next week.

Poliomyelitis incidence by states for the weeks ending July 3® 
through September 3 is presented in Table 1, together with a six-week  ̂
total for this and the three previous years. The drop in total inciden° 
is reflected in decreases reported from all southern states as well aS 
from a scattering of other states, particularly Massachusetts, Ohio au 
Wisconsin. Incidence remained stable or rose slightly in the remainder 
of the Northeastern.,North Central and Western States.
II Age Distribution Analysis

Data collected under the Age Distribution Analysis Study is Pre" 
sented this week for the first time. Tabulations are based on reports 
from 21 states, and include all cases with onsets April 12 or later 
reported to PSU up to August 26. The 21 states represented are group®" 
in four regions as follows:

North East: Connecticut, Maine and New York
North Central: Illinois, Missouri, Nebraska, Ohio and Wisconsin
South: Alabama, Arkansas, Mississippi, South Carolina, Texas,

West Virginia and Virginia
West: Arizona, California, Colorado, New Mexico, Oregon and

Wyoming.
Eleven states and territories participating in the Age Distrih" 

Analysis Study have not been included in the tabulation because comply 
reports for the period April 12 through August 26 had not been receive 
from them at the time when these tabulations were made. Completed 
listings from these states will be added to future tabulations as they 
are received. Two territories (Alaska and Hawaii) for which data is 
complete will also be represented in future Age Distribution Analy®eS*

Tables 2 through 6 present Age Distribution Analyses for the 
regions into which the states have been divided and for the complet® 
of 21 states. In these tables data is broken down by single years 0 . ̂c, 
through age 30, and by five year age groups through age 50, for ParŜ ta 
non-paralytic and total cases. It should be noted that because the 
are preliminary in nature, the totals include a small number of cases 
with paralytic status or age unspecified.

*1Table 7 shows the percentage distribution of total cases by * 
year age groups for the four regions and for the complete group of  ̂
states.



The California State Department of Health in a Polio Surveillance 
vaceaSe\ dated 27, presents the following data on the effects of

Nation on polio in the State this year:
"Up to the present there are no adequate data on which an appraisal 
of the effects of polio vaccinations this year can be based. There 
has been no stable vaccinated population in the State matched with 
a comparable non-vaccinated population in which polio morbidity 
could be compared. However, since most first injections in the 
National Foundation for Infantile Paralysis program in California 
were completed prior to June 15 and no new shipments of commercial 
vaccine wrre released in California from May 7 to August 2, estimates 
can be made of the number of children who have received at least one 
Peculation of poliomyelitis vaccine. In the 5-9 age group in which 
“lost vaccinations have been given, the estimates of first inoculations 
given prior to June 15 are as follows:

111 ^£ecia-l Studies

N. F. I. P. program 380,000
Commercial vaccine 32,000
Total vaccinated 412,000

Approximately 155,000 children in this group also had received 2nd 
Peculations in the National Foundation for Infantile Paralysis 
Program by June 15, and this number has gradually increased to 
aPproximately 195,000 at present. The estimated total population, 
ages 5-9, is now 1,300,000, leaving 888,000 non-vaccinated children 
P  this age group. Based on these estimates, the table below 
summarizes the reported cases of poliomyelitis in the 5-9 age group 
^th onset since June 15, and up to August 27.

jt must be emphasized that these are provisional figures based 
SSjnorbiditv reports. There has been no final confirmation of 
•Jiggnosis. These data do not take into account possible variations 
3£Lthe effpin-hiveness of the vaccine of different manufacturers, and 
^ t jmates of commercial vaccinations given are subject to consider- 

error.

^ t S ati0n

iCcinated

Estim. Pop. 
5-9

412,000
888,000

Cases Rates per 100.000 Population*
Total Par Non-Par. Total Par Non-Par
37 7 30 9 2 7
95 46 49 11 5 6

* lor period June 15 - August 27, 1955
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None of the vaccinated cases had onset less than two weeks 
after the first inoculation, and only two had onset within 30 
days. Sixteen of the cases had received two inoculations, but 
in 6 of these, onset was less than two weeks after the second 
inoculation. One paralytic case had onset 56 days after the 
second inoculation.1'
The same release presents an age distribution of cases reported to 

the State Health Department during the 1955 disease year, April 1 through 
August 27.

Reported Poliomyelitis Cases by 
Age Group and Paralytic Status 

(California, April 1 - August 27, 1955)
Paralytic Non-Paralytic Total

0-4 134 34 63 15 197 24
5-9 109 27 121 30 230 29
10-14 35 9 59 14 94 12
15-19 17 4 41 10 58 7
20-24 22 6 40 10 62 8
25-29 28 7 30 8 58 7
30 plus .5.4.-... 13 52 13 106 _13____—
Totals 399 100 406 100 805 100

IV Routine Poliomyelitis Surveillance
The tabulary summary lists in detail the polio cases accepted 31 _ 

August 24 with revisions of previously listed cases. Included among nê or)( 
cases reported this week is a backlog of 45 cases from Massachusetts._ 
of these cases are known to have had onset within 30 days of vaccinati 
Of the 45 cases, 18 are paralytic and 27 non-paralytic. Two of these 
cases participated in the 1954 Vaccine Evaluation Field Trial, and re­
ceived placebo inoculations at that time.

Table 8 summarizes poliomyelitis cases in vaccinated individual 
accepted by PSU through August 31• Table 9 presents a comparison oi 
"reported” and "expected" cases among children who received first 
ulations in NFIP Clinics through May 7. The "expected” numbers repre® 
rough estimates of the number of cases that would have occurred in tn® 
respective groups of first and second grade children if they had not 
been vaccinated.



SsiFo-Like Diseases
t° jj ^r* David Poskanzer, Epidemic Intelligence Service Officer, assigned 
Pâ al 1 State Department of Health notes the high incidence of non- 

ytic polio-like outbreaks in the State:
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"The attached table may prove of some interest to you as it provides 
a striking indication of the occurrence of polio-like illness in 
New York State. You will notice that from June to July the per 
cent of paralytic cases fell from 65 to 25 per cent. In June we 
first became aware of the occurrence of polio—like illness. Since 
then we have had at least five or six localized epidemics.”
REPORTED CASES OF POLIOMYELITIS BY MONTH AND DIAGNOSIS 
NEW YORK STATE (EXCLUSIVE OF NEW YORK CITY) - 1955

S h  of 
-<g£c>rt
JiI>- - May

July

AUgUst(to 8/26)

______ No. of cases________________________ Percent*____
Paralytic Non-paralytic ? Total Paralytic Non-par.

38 22 17 77 63.3 36.7
28 15 5 48 65.1 34.9
26 76 10 112 25.5 74.5
100 191 87 378 34.4 65.6

* Eludes diagnosis unknown.
Wee^ ^r* Feemster, Massachusetts State Department of Health, 

^ses • a Possible outbreak of Eastern Equine Encephalomyelitis among 
^Wir,111 County, Massachusetts. Dr. William Shannon, Chief

Agj>̂ ar^ health Officer, Division of Livestock Disease Control, Department 
JaQlCU^ture» Massachusetts, confirmed this in conversation with 

'"* steele, Chief, Veterinary Section, Epidemiology Branch,
^̂ hicali ^sease Center, September 8. Dr. Shannon stated that 24 
jVee c°nfirmed fatal cases have occurred in the Taunton River Valley.
tab0râ rains of these 24 horses have been forwarded to the CDC Virus

bra?ry Montgomery, Alabama where they have isolated EEE virus from 
Peasant S- ^r# Shannon also reported the disease has been seen in 
• S  j_s ? Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and Connecticut. EEE virus has

ated From pheasants in Rhode Island and Connecticut. Two possible 
f̂ 8aachuSeS were n°ted last week, one from Rhode Island and one from 

I>ecen+et̂ 'S! Fhe Massachusetts case, from a household with a history 
** P°J-i° infection, has now been classified as poliomyelitis. No 

beRre^orts °F cases of possible encephalitis among humans in this area 
n received by PSU.
(Th

%

is report was prepared by Dr. Neal Nathanson, Dr. Wm. Jackson Hall 
Dr. Alexander D. Langmuir, with assistance from the Statistics 

S®ction, CDC.)
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Table 1

TREND OF 1955 POLIOMYELITIS INCIDENCE
Cases Reported to NOVS* Comparable

7/30
During Week Ending: 

8 /6 8/13 8/20 8/27 9/3
6 Week Totals In: 
Total 195U 1953 1952

^ited States 1037 1I|12 1786 2138 2289 2059 10721 llbb7 :12131 16637

"“̂ East
faine
*.ew Hampshire

2 11 18 13 18 12 7it 1+6 130 53
16 16 2lt 111 27 18 1U2 29 lt2 20Vermont

Jkssachusetts
*hode Island 
Connecticut

It 2 It 20 13 9 52 17 32 7
20b 309 101 Mi8 355 317 20kk 262 171 217

8 19 16 3lt 36 lt6 159 37 91 19
29 38 50 55 56 63 291 96 123 171

J* York 
Jersey 

Pennsylvania
65 102 117 169 238 272 963 537 1015 879
11 21 39 55 59 59 2ltlt 233 308 260
27 30 h3 51 68 5§ 271 371 380 U22

^CentralOhio
n̂diana
& linois
toChigan^consin

38 12 9b 91 12 U 87 U76 712 97lt 1102
22 29 27 26 35 33 172 251 235 353
5U 68 75 lii7 ill 129 58lt 660 908 1189
5o 78 92 9k 116 123 553 723 955 1293
56 105 135 I60 353 3 H 1120 176 265 651

■̂nnesota
J^land 
^  Dakota 
f c *  Dakota !ebl,aska Kansas

2h 28 73 62 60 Itl 288 265 981 1019
27 lt5 6l 70 lit 37 28lt 521 279 1271

6 9 16 13 18 18 80 2 Oit 339 272
3
1

2
8

b
1

5':
3

3
11

It
5

21
29

bb
29

86
57

71
190

19 28 16 23 11 lit 111 211t 85 753
12 19 12 20 21 19 103 209 189 358

s°uth
2
9

7
8

3
18

It
23

3
25

3
15

22
98

19
58

12
208

'35
38

v S , 1?* of Col. «w 5 1 2 b 2 lit 32 26 61t
21 25 23 27 25 10 131 207 302 291
It 6 11 9 lit 13 57 97 211 270

22 23 3 6 113 38 27 189 321 322 132
8 21 23 21 21 -13 107 10li 58 23*r*Saa 5 15 10 It lit 15 63 259 119 160°rida 11 12 12 26 16 3 80 335 130 116

fe‘w*y 17 38 lt3 36 36 lit 18lt 277 123 61tlt
13 6 8 20 16 10 73 212 21+7 167wT̂ oama

SaiBaiPpi 8 it 11 13 10 it 50 106 105 7b
8 10 9 10 6 3 it6 180 95 220

11 9 16 10 17 6 69 95 102 120

êxan
9 lit 12 16 11 8 70 lltl 108 2lt2
27 21 5 22 15 It 9b 190 176 383
71 81 79 98 80 76 lt85 965 I1.36 127U



Table I (Continued)

' Casas Reported to NOVS* Comparable
During Week Ending: 6 Week Totals In:

State____________7/30 8/6 8/Z3 8/20 8/27 9/3 Total 19$U
West

Montana 1 h 6 9 3 12 35 25 75 66
Jl6Idaho 7 16 9 6 10 5 53 30 17

Wyoming 3 mm 1 3 ~ 1 8 79 21 30
l8lt
178Colorado 9 9 8 18 10 21 75 136 70

New Mexico Ur 6 10 5 10 6 III 66 31
Arizona 2 h 2 10 3 10 31 59 201 92

Ii3
lilt

Utah
Nevada

mm

1
1
2

6
tm 1

It
1

0
it

11
9

59
51

67
12

Washington 12 13 lh 17 16 20 92 88 99 362
112
637Oregon 17 10 12 lit. 18 22- 93 80 83

California 57 33 70 71 86 63 380 1520 1030
National Office of Vital Statistics.



Table 2
AGE DISTRIBUTION ANALYSIS

Poliomyelitis Cases by Single Tears of Age and Paralytic Status 
Reported from Three North East States*

(Cases with Onsets April 12 through August 26*)
Paralytic Non-Paralytic

Age No. %__________-----------*
< 1 0 0.0 1 0.3

1 18 6 .2 4 1.0
2 27 9.3 11 2 .8
3 20 6.9 17 4*3
4 22 7.6 27 6 .8

CH 87 29.9 60 15.1
5 21 7.2 21 5.3
6 15 5.2 33 8.3
7 11 3*8 31 7.8
8 13 4.5 37 9.3
9 6 2 .1 17 4.3
5-9 66 22.7 139 35.0
10 9 3.1 17 4.3
U 10 3.4 15 3.8
12 8 2.. 7 22 5-5
13 9 3.1 18 4.5
14 7 2 .4 16 4.0

IO-14 43 14.8 88 22.2
15 6 2.1 7 1.8
16
17 5

9
1.7
3.1

9
4

2.31.0
18 2 0.7 5 1.3

, 19 I5-I9 1
23

0.3
7.9

6
31

1.5
7.8

20
21
22
23
24

2
1
6
3
5

0.7
0.3
2.1
1.0
1.7

5 
4
6 
1 
6

1.31.0
1.5 
0.3
1.5

20-24 17 5 .8 22 5.5
25
26 
2?
28
29

25-29

%  ~  
* See Table

3 6
7
4
5
25
19
8 
1 0 
2 n

1.0
2.1
2.4
1.4
1.7
8.6
6.5
2.7 
0.3 0.0 
0.7

96
10
6
2
33
15
4
32
0
0

2.3
1.5
2.5
1.5 
0.5
8.3 
3-8 
1.0 
0.8 
0.5 0.0

291 100%'
7 for footnotes.

397 100%

Total* 
No.___ %
1 0.1
23 3.0
40 5.2
42 5.5
53 6.9

159 20.8
50 6.6
52 6.8
45 5.9
52 6.8
27 3.5

226 29.6
27 3.5
27 3.5
37 4.9
30 3.9
25 3.3
146 19.1
14 1.8
16 2.1
17 2.2
7 0.9
7 0.9
61 8.0
8 1.0
5 0.7

12 1.6
4 0.5

16 2.1
45 5.9
12 1.6
14 1.8
18 2.4
11 1.4
10 1.3
65 8.5
36 4.7
17 2.2
4 0.52 0.3
2 0.30

763 100$



Table 3
AGE DISTRIBUTION ANALYSIS

Poliomyelitis Cases by Single Years of A.ge and Paralytic Status
Reported from Five North Central States*

(Cases with Onsets April 12 through August 26*)

Non-Paralytic Total
Age No. % No. * No.

0 11 1.8 13 1.9 2 5
1 iil 6.5 lit 2.1 59
2 ho 6.U 32 U.7 73
3 U8 7.7 33 U.9 81
U 35 5.6 5U 8.0 93

0-U 175 27.9 1U6 21.6 331
5 U8 7.7 58 8.6 111
6 37 5.9 51 7.5 88
7 28 it.5 37 5.5 67
8 25 it.o 36 5.3 67
9 19 3.0 35 5.2 55

5-9 157 25.1 217 32.1 388
10 16 2 .6 11 1.6 27
11 13 2.1 2U 3.5 39
12 19 3.0 2U 3.5 U9
13 18 2.9 19 2.8 39
lit lit 2.2 15 2.2 3U

10-lU 80 12.8 93 13.7 188

15 11 1.8 17 2.5 29
16 .9 l.U 1U 2.1 2U
17 11 1.8 9 1.3 22
18 12 1.9 9 1.3 2U
19 9 l.lt 11 1.6 21

15-19 52 8.3 60 8.9 120
20 12 1.9 10 1.5 23
21 it 0.6 12 1.8 16
22 8 1.3 U 0.6 13
23 9 l.U 12 1.8 23
2U lit 2.2 16 2.U 31

20-2k h i 7.5 5U 8.0 106

25 17 2.7 8 1.2 28
26 15 2.U 115 2.2 32
27 lit 2.2 11 1.6 25
28 9 l.U 10 1.5 19
29 8 1.3 10 1.5 18

25-29 63 10.1 5U 8 .0 122
30-3U 30 U.8 25 3.7 61
35-39 11 1.8 16 2.U 30
Uo~UU 5 0.8 6 0.9 11

5
5h5-h9 2 0.3 3 o.U

50 plus 3 0.5 2 0.3
Unknown 1 0.2 1 0.2 2
TOTAL 
* See

“626 100^
Table 7 for footnotes.

677 looji 1369^

1.8
U.3
5.3
5.?



Table it
AGE DISTRIBUTION ANALYSIS

Poliomyelitis Cases by Single Years of Age and Paralytic Status
Reported from Seven Southern States ^

(Cases with Onsets Apfil 12 through August 26 )

Paralytic Non-Paralytic Total*
No. % No. % No. %

0 ~~ 37 7.1 16 2,5 53 U-5
o 53 10.1 16 2 .5 69 5.9c 53 10,1 31 U,8 8U 7.2j
k U8 9̂  2 36 5-6 8h 7.2

ho 7,6 53 8,2 93 7.9
231 iOi.2 152 23.6 383 32.7

5< 35 6.7 55 8,5 90 7.7
7
8 
Q

28 5.U U8 7.U 77 6.6
21 U.o hh 6,8 65 5.6
11 2 .1 U2 6.5 53 U.57 10 1.9 19 2.9 29 2.5

5-9 105 20.1 208 32.2 311; 26.8
10ll 9 1.7 27 U.2 36 3.1
12 15 2,9 28 U.3 U3 3.7
13 13 2.5 32 5.0 U5 3.8
1U

10"U;
15
16

11 2.1 21 3.3 33 2.8
7 1.3 17 2.6 2h 2.0

55 10,5 125 19.U 181 15.5
7 1.3 20 3.1 27 2.3

1? 3 0.6 8 1.2 12 1 .0
18 6 1.1 9 l.U 15 1.3
19 6 1.1 6 0 .9 12 1.0

5ft
3

25
0.6
U.8

6
h9

0.9
7.6

9
75

0.8
6.U

21 2 o.U 11 1.7 13 l . l
22 8 1.5 5 0.8 13 l . l
23 9 1.7 5 0.8 lU 1.2
2I4 5 1.0 9 l.U lU 1.2

2o-2U
25

10
3U

1.9
6.5

h
3U

0 .6

5.3
11;
68

1.2
5.8

26 13 2.5 7 l . l 20 1.7
2? 6 l . l 15 2.3 21 1.8
28 9 1.7 7 l . l 16 l.U
29 6 1.1 5 0.8 11 0.9

25-29 h
38

0.8
7.3

8
U2

1.2
6.5

12
80

1.0

6.8
22 li.2 19 2.9 Ul 3.5

 ̂ "̂ 9
8 1.5 9 l .h 17 1.5
1 0 .2 2 0.3 3 0.3

•^ssm . —

3 0 .6 h 0.6 7 0.6
0 1 0.2 ?1 0 .1
1 0 .2 — - 1 0 .1UJ-AL 

See Table 523 100%
7 for footnotes.

6H5 " loojT 1171 100%



Total*

Table 5
AGE DISTRIBUTION ANALYSIS

Poliomyelitis Cases by Single Years of Age and Paralytic Status
Reported from Six Western States*

(Cases with Onsets April 12 through August 26*)

Paralytic Non--Paralytic r
Age No. % No. % No,
0 17 3.0 h 0.8 21
1 3h 5.9 Hi 2,8 U8
2 U6 8.0 15 3.0 63
3 h i 7.2 22 k.3 6k
h 37 6.5 36 7.1 7k

o—U 175 30.6 91 17.9 270
5 3k 5e9 29 5.7 63
6 3k 5.9 38 7.5 72
7 28 h.9 36 7.1 65
8 17 3.0 29 5.7 U6
9 22 3.8 lh 2.8 36
5-9 135 23.6 lh6 28.7 282
10 9 1.6 8 1.6 18
11 17 3.0 23 U.5 ho
12 17 3.0 16 3.2 33
13 7 1.2 13 2.6 20
lii 13 2.3 10 2.0 23
10-lh 63 r u o 70 13.8 13h
15 U 0 .7 9 1.8 13
16 13 2 .3 10 2.0 2h
17 7 1 .2 13 2 .6 20
18 5 0.9 12 2.U 18
19 2 0.3 9 1 .8 11

15-19 31 5.h 53 10 . U 86

20 10 1.7 10 2 .0 21
21 5 0.9 13 2 .6 18
22 8 l.h 10 2 .0 18
23 11 1.9 7 1.U 18
2h 10 1.7 8 1 .6 18

20-2U hh 7.7 h8 9.5 93
25 12 2 .1 10 2 .0 22
26 12 2 .1 7 1.U 19
27 10 1.7 5 1 .0 l5
28 9 1 .6 10 2 .0 19
29 3 0.5 6 1 .2 9
25129 h6 8 ,0 38 7.5 8h
30-3U kO 7.0 35 6 .9 75
35-39 20 3.5 16 3.2 37
hO-hh 12 2 .1 6 1 .2 18
h5-h9 3 0.5 h 0 .8 7
50 plus 
Unknowi

3
0

0.5 1
0

0 .2 h
0

TOTAL 572 100£ 508 100$ 1090
*See Table 7 for footnotes.

1.9 
h.h 
£.8
5.9
6.8

2̂ .8

6.6
6 .0
U.2
3.3

2$.9
1.7
3.7
3.0
1.8
2.1

12.3
1.2
2.2
1.8
1.7
1.0
7.9
1.9
1.7
1.7
1.7
1.7

8.$
2.0
1.7 
l.k
1.7
0.8

7.7
6.9

1’60.6
O.k

iooi>



Table 6
AGE DISTRIBUTION ANALYSIS

Poliomyelitis Cases by Single Years of Age and Paralytic Status
Reported from 21 States*

(Cases with Onsets April 12 through August 26*)

Ap* Paralytic Non-Paralytic Total*
No. % No. $ No. $01 65 3.2 34 1.5 100 2.3

O 146 7.3 48 2.2 199 4.5
*5 166 8.3 89 4.0 260 5.9J
I, 157 7.8 108 4.8 271 6.2H 134 6.7 170 7.6 313 7.1

668 33.2 449 20.2 1143 26.1
5< 138 6.9 163 7.3 314 7.2
7 114 5.7 170 7.6 289 6.61a 88 4«4 148 6.6 242 5-5
Q 66 3.3 144 6.5 218 5.07 57 2.8 85 3.8 147 3.45-9
in 463 23.0 710 31.9 1210 27.6•LUu 43 2.1 63 2.8 108 2.5
12 55 2.7 90 4.0 149 3.4
13 57 2.8 94 4.2 164 3.7
u 45 2.2 71 3.2 122 2.8
10-141 c

41
241

2.0
12.0

58
376

2.6
16.9

106
649

2.4
14.8

16 28 1.4 53 2.4 83 1.9
17 30 1.5 41 1.8 76 1.7
18 33 1.6 35 1.6 74 1.7
19 25 1.2 32 1.4 61 1.4
l5-l9
20

15
131

0.7
6.5

32
193

1.4
8.7

48
342

1.1
7.8

21 26 1.3 36 1.6 65 1.5
22 18 0.9 34 1.5 52 1.2
23 31 1.5 25 1.1 57 1.3
24 28 1.4 29 1.3 59 1.3
0̂-22, 39 1.9 34 1.5 79 1.8
25 142 7.1 158 7.1 312 7.1
26 45 2.2 34 1.5 82 1.9
2? 39 1.9 43 1.9 86 2.0
28 40 2.0 33 1.5 74 1.7
29 28 1.4 31 1.4 60 1.4
*5-293o 3̂»

20
172

1.0
8.5

26
167

1.2
7.5

49
351

1.1
8.0

5̂-39 111 5.5 94 4.2 213 4.9
0̂-44 47 2.3 45 2.0 101 2.3
45-4? 19 0.9 17 0.8 36 0.8
50 y
UrJJlus 8

8
--- 2

0.4
0.4
0.1

13
4
1

0.6
0.2
0.1

21
12
3

0.5
0.30.1

* 2012 100$
Table 7 for footnotes.

2227 100$ 4393 100$'



Table 7
AGE DISTRIBUTION ANALYSIS

Percentage Distribution of Poliomyelitis Cases by Five Ydar Age Group 
(Cases Reported from Twenty-One States with Onsets April 12 through August

Age North East North Central South West All Regie*18
Group -}HV •8-B-
0-1* 20.8 21*. 2 32.7 21*. 8 26.1

5-9 2 9 c 6 28,3 26.8 25.9 27.6

io-il* 19.1 13a 7 15.5 12.3 ll*.8

15-19 8.0 8.8 6.1* 7.9 7.8
20-2h 5.9 7.7 5,8 8.5 7.1

25-2 9 8.5 8,9 6.8 7.7 8.0

30-31* U.7 1*.5 3.5 6.9 1*.9

35-39 2.2 2.2 1.5 3.1* 2.3

l*o-i*l* 0.5 0.8 0.3 1.7 0.8

1*5-1*9 0,3 0.1* 0.6 0.6 0.5

50 plus 0.3 0.1* 0.1 0.1* 0.3

Unknown 0.1 0,1 ô i
TOTAL 100# 100# 100# 100# 100#
* Preliminary data reported from the states through August 26,
** North East: distribution based on a total of 763 cases reported fro®

Connecticut, Maine, and New York, including 75 cases with 
paralytic status unspecified.

North Central: distribution based on a total of 1369 cases reported fr°®
Illinois, Missouri, Nebraska, Ohio, and Wisconsin, including 66 
cases with paralytic status unspecified.

South: distribution based on a total of 1173- cases reported from
Alabama, Arkansas, Mississippi, South Carolina, Texas, Virginia# 
and West Virginia, including three cases with paralytic status 
unspecified.

West: distribution based on a total of 1090 cases from Arizona, Cal
Colorado, New Mexico, Oregon, and Wyoming, including 10 cases m  
paralytic status unspecified.

All Regions: distribution based on a total of b393 cases from 21 stated
including 151* cases with paralytic status unspecified.



Table 8
P o lio m y e lit is  C ases in  V accin ated In d iv id u a ls  
(PSU Accepted Cases through September 7*1955)

Vaccine Manufacturer* and Paralytic Status**
c

P NP
L

P NP
PD

P NP
PM

P NP
w

P NP
CASES VACCINATED 5-1 OR BEFORE WITH ONSETS 30 DAYS OR LESS AFTER VACCINATION***

Totals through 8-31 60 lU 18 2k 3 2 3 2 9 3
Ik k2 5 5 12

(No New Cases 9-1 through 9-7)
CASES VACCINATED 5-1 OR BEFORE TOTH ONSETS 31 DAYS OR MORE AFTER VACCINATION***

Totals through 8-31 (Revised) 6 U 18 63 6 20 8 7 6 11
New Cases 9-1 through 9-7 2 5 1 13 0 1 1 2 0 0
Totals through 9-7 8 9 19 76 6 21 9 9 6 11

' 17 95 27 18 17
CASES VACCINATED 5-8 OR IATER WITH ONSETS 30 DAYS OR LESS AFTER VACCINATION***

Totals through 8-31 (Revised) 8 2k 18 19 0 3 1 2
New Cases 9-1 through 9-7 0 7 0 3 0 1 0 3
Totals through 9-7 8 31 18 22 o k 1 5

39 Uo k 6
CASES VACCINATED 5-8 OR IATER WITH ONSETS 31 DAYS OR MORE AFTER VACCINATION***

Totals through J3-31 (Revised) 2 8 20 53 0 1
New Cases 9-1 through 9-7 0 U 23 k2 0 0
Totals through 9-7 2 12 k3 95 0 0 0 1

lU 138 0 1
# Vaccine Manufacturers: C - Cutter; L - Lilly; PD - Parke-Davis; PM - Pitman-Moore; W - Wyeth
•*# Paralytic Status: P - paralytic; NP - Non-paralytic
*** Cases in Individuals who had two inoculations are listed according to the second inoculation. No inoculations

with Cutter vaccine given after May 7*



Table 9
Comparison of Reported* and Expected-5** Cases of Poliomyelitis 

Among Children Inoculated in NFIP Clinics from April 1$ to Hay 7> 19#

Vaccine Mfr.***
And Number 
Vaccinated-5HHH*Cases

5 Weeks 
Apr.17- 
May 21

5 Weeks 
May 22- 
June 25

5 Weeks 
June 26- 
July 30

- Aug.
6

Aug.
13

Aug.
20

Aug.
2J ~

Sep̂*

Reported P 31 2 3 1 0 1 +CUTTER NP 12 6 5 1* 1 1 - o303,000 Total U3 8 8 5 1 2 0
Expected Total 11 12 16 1* 1* 5 1*
Reported P 17 11 12 0 0 1 l +

*
LILLY NP 22 38 35 n 8 6 3 0
2,5iMoo Total 39 k9 U7 n 8 7 1*

Expected Total 26 52 95 26 32 30 22

Reported P 1 3 h 1 — +
PARKE-DAVIS NP 2 U 16 1 — — 0
860,000 Total 3 7 20 2 0 0 0

Expected Total 6 11 1*3 19 26 22 2k

Reported P 2 k 5 0 0 1 0
*
0*

PITMAN-M00RE NP 2 1 5 2 2 1 1 0101,000 Total h 5 10 2 2 2 1
Expected Total 2 U 18 6 7 6 5
Reported P 8 3 h — — — - 0*

WYETH NP 3 h 7 - - - 0
775,000 Total 11 7 11 0 0 0 0

Expected Total k 9 20 10 11 15 10

^Reported Cases include only cases accepted by PSU through Septemb01, 
and vaccinated in NFIP Clinics April 16 through May 7, 1955.

**Expected Cases among this group of children estimated from 1955 aj 
incidence of poliomyelitis (paralytic and non-paralytic) reported to Nati 
Office of Vital Statistics by the States.

***CUTTER vaccine was used in Idaho, Nevada, Arizona, New Mexico 
southern California. LILLY vaccine was used in Texas, Oklahoma, Louisify*^ 
Arkansas, Mississippi, Alabama, Tennessee, Florida, Georgia, South Carol1 
North Carolina, Virginia, West Virginia, Indiana and parts of Ohio, . Q̂ Sl 
California and Colorado. PARKE-DAVIS vaccine was used in Michigan, ^
Iowa, Wyoming, Utah, and part of Colorado. PITMAN-MOORE vaccine was use 
Kentucky, Missouri, Kansas, and Nebraska. WYETH vaccine was used in 
Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, District of Columbia and part of Ohi°*

****&ata from the NFIP.



NOT FOR PUBLICATION 
FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

S e p te m b e r 9* 1955

POLIOMYELITIS AMONG VACCINATED INDIVIDUALS 
(PSU Accepted Cases September 1 - September 7, 1955)

PSU
Case No. County

Ini­
tials Age Sex

Date 
: Inoc.

Date
1st
Symp.

Date
1st
Para.

Site
Inoc.

Site
1st
Para.

Lot
Mfr. No. Remarks

Mass-2 Suffolk SB 7 F May or 7-5
NEW

? ? 7 029128 
PD 028849 Paralytic

Mass-3 Suffolk HM 8 F
June

5-? 7-8 None ? None
?028850 

028861 
PD «

Mass-4 Suffolk DC 7 M 6-? 7-8 7 ? ? PD « Paralytic
Mass-5 Suffolk AF 8 M 6-? 7-4 None 7 None PD "
Mass-6 Worcester PP 10 M 5-? 7-4 ? ? 7 PD n Paralytic
Mass-7 Suffolk MF 7 F 5-? 7-17 None ? None PD «
Mass-8 Plymouth AF 9 M 6 -? 7-10 None 7 None PD «
Mass-9 Suffolk RL 8 F 6-? 7-13 None 7 None PD •»Mass-10 Suffolk GM 8 M 6-1 7-22 None 7 None PD "Mass-11 Essex PH 7 M 5-? 7-25 None ? None L o8125-649337 Vaccinated in Ohio.
Mass-12 Suffolk JB 7 M 6-? 7-29 None 7 None

8124-649336 
PD ,028849

Mass-13 Suffolk JT 6 M 5-27 7-26 * ? ?

'028850 
028861 
029128 

PD 7028849 Paralytic

Mass-14 Suffolk JL 7 M 5-? 8-2 7 7 7

028850
028861
029128 PD m ParalyticMass-15 Suffolk CR 8 F 5-? 8-3 7 7 7 PD "



Date
PSU Ini- Date 1st
Case No. County tials Age Sex Inoc. S.ymp.

Mass-l6 Middlesex JS 7 F 5-? 8-4

Mass-17 Suffolk AM 8 F 5-? 8-4Mass-18 Suffolk JO 8 M 4-? 8-4
Mass-19 Suffolk EB 7 F 6-? 8-11
Mass-20 Middlesex JH 7 F 5-? 7-21
Mass-21 Norfolk EM 8 M May or 

June
?

Mass-22 Suffolk NM 6 F 5-11 7-a
Mass-23 Suffolk MS 7 F 5-19 7-14Mass-24 Norfolk W 8 M 6-? 7-12
Mass-25 Essex PM 9 M 5-27 8-5Mass-26 Suffolk RE 7 M 5-? 8-9
Mass-27 Suffolk RP 6 M 5-? 8-12
Mass-28 Suffolk AG 7 F May or

June
8-16

Mass-29 Suffolk GE 8 F 5-? 9
Mass-30 Worcester TN 8 M 5-? 8-12
Mass-31 Suffolk RL 6 M 5-? 8--14Mass-32 Suffolk JG 8 M May or 

June
8-11

Ma.ss-33 Suffolk CG 9 F n 8-14Mass-34 Suffolk NH 7 F it 8-1
Mass-35 Plymouth BM 7 F ii 7-21



Date
1 st
Para.

Site
Tr ,_i. J... V w C

Site
1 st
Para. Mfr.

Lot
No. Remarks

NEVJ (Continued) 

7 7 7 PD 028849

? ? ? PD

7028850
0 2 8 8 6 1

0 2 9 1 2 8
tt Paralytic

None 7 None PD u
None 7 None PD fif
None 7 None PD ?!
None 7 None PD ?!

None 7 None PD It
7 7 7 PD n Paralytic
None 7 None PD ?!
7 7 7 PD (! Paralytic
7 7 7 PD i! Paralytic
None 7 None PD i?
7 7 7 PD ii Paralytic

None 7 None PD If
None 7 None PD ii
7 7 7 PD n Paralytic
7 7 ? PD it Paralytic

None 7 None PD tt
7 7 7 PD it Paralytic
None ? None PD IS



Date
PSU Ini- Date 1st
Case No. County tials Age Sex Inoc, Syrup.

Mass-36 Plymouth RM 9 M May or 
June

7-27

Mass-37 Essex MR 8 F 5-23 8-4
Mass-38 Essex NS 7 M 5-24 8-3
Mass-39 Suffolk GB 7 M May or 

June
?

Mass-40 Middlesex JL 9 F 5-24 8-12
Mass-41 Suffolk CM 7 F 5-24 8-8
Mass-42 Suffolk MC 6 M May or 

June
8-2

Mass-43 Suffolk JO 6 F ft 8-25
Mass-44 Suffolk SJ 7 M n 8-23
Mass-45 Suffolk WM 7 M tt 8-28
Mass-46 Bristol JH 7 M 5-22 8-30Neb-11 Boone DZ 8 M 4-? 8-18
Neb-12 Douglas DM 8 M April 

or May
8-23

Wisc-19 Winnebago RK 8 M 8-23 8-27Wise-20 Fond du Lac KAE 7 F 5-18
6-3

8-28
Wisc-21 La Crosse GJL 8 M 5-20

7-25
8-31

Wisc-22 Outagamie JP 9 F 5-21 8-31Wisc-23 Kenosha DH 8 M 5-27 9-2
Colo-4 Denver JD 7 M 4-? 8-3
Colo-5 Jefferson WC 8 M 4-?

8-18
8-20

Colo-6 Denver TAM 6 F 4-? 7-25



Remarks

Date Site
1st Site 1st Lot
Para. Inoc, Para. Mfr. No,

NEW (Continued)
None 7 None PD 028849

?028850
028861
029128

None 7 None PD
None 7 None PD tt

None 7 None PD tt

None 7 None PD SJ

None 7 None PD t?

None 7 None PD tt

None 7 None PD tt
7 7 7 PD Si Paralytic
7 ? 7 PD tt Paralytic
7 ? 7 PD it Paralytic status?
8-24 7 Trunk PM 9175B006

'175B007
None 7 None PM tc

None LA None W 24001
None RA None PD 029127A

LA it it
None LA None 1! tt

u SI tt

None LA None PD 7

None LA None PD 029127A
None Arm None L 8123-649335 or Spinal fluid 140 cells.

8124-649336
Noae Q None L tt Spinal fluid 452 cells.

7 L 6003-653806None Arm None L 8123-649335 Spinal fluid 535 cells.
6124-649336



Remarks
PSU Ini- Date 1st 1st Site 1st Lot
CASE NO. County tials Age Sex Inoc. Symp. Para. Inoce para. Mfr, No.

NEW (Continued)
Va-21 Norfolk WR 6 M U-25 8-25
Va-22 Fairfax LB 11 M U-25 8-26

8-13
Va-23 Fairfax RM 7 M U-25 8-18
Va-2U Warwick DLS 7 M 5-25 8-19
Ark-7 toiion FL e F U-20 7-7
Ky-8 Woodford WK 7 M U-25 8-18
Ky-9 Jefferson GDH 8 M U-28 8-10

7-26
Ky-10 Jefferson JTB 9 M U-28 8-12

7-25
8-lUNY-52 Herkimer DM 6 M 5-18

8-3
NY-53 Lewis ML 8 F 5-19 8—26

8—U
NY-5U Erie RP 8 M 5-? 7-31
ny-55 Monroe DK 6 M 5-? 8-11
ny-56 Suffolk ES 9 M 5-2U 8-19
NY-57 Westchester RCC 8 M 5-25 8-7

6-27
ny-58 Herkimer RDD 6 M 5-20 7-18
ny-59 Cattaraugus ME 10 F 5-22 7-27
NY-6o Erie EMD 8 M 6-? 8-15

8-?
NY-6l New York LB 6 F 5-2U 8-17
rCex—VO Narris 1 •M. U-19S-V 8-n

■ysm

None LA None L 8122-6U933U
None LA None L 8122-6U933U

? ? ?
None LA None L 8122-6U933U
None LA None L 8122-6U933U7080-6U93U2None LA None L Untypable virus 

Potash (8-17)•
None ? None PM 175A028
None LA None PM 175E027 Spinal fluid,

LA *W 2390U 8 cells*
None LA None PM 175C028 Spinal fluid,

LA W 23902 150 cells.
None *?• None PD 029129A

? L 6002-653-805
None LA None L V-1U03? Spinal fluid,

LA L V-1U03? 523 cells.
None ? None PD 029129A
8-18 LA Legs PD 029128C
8-21 LA Legs & PD 029128C

Arms
None LA None PD 029128C

LA PD 029128C
None RA None PD 029129A Spinal fluid,

20U cellso
None LA None - PD 029129A Spinal fluid,

110 cells.
None LA None PD 029129A Spinal fluid,

LA PD 029129A 7U0 cells.
None ? None PD 029128C Spinal fluid,

330 cells.None IA None 1 7078-6L93U3 Spinal fluid,
tkorva 1A Xi BUB—6L9330 107 cells«. Spinal fluid, 5.U ooiio •1A "L» ( Ol o-i>U93 iva



PSU
CASE NO.

Ini-
County tials Age Sex

Date
Inoc,

Dale 1st 
Symp.

Tex-hd Harris TH 9 M h-19 8—2
1ex-h9 El Pas so JWD 8 M It-? 7-18
Tex-50 Harris CAD 8 M U-19 7-15
Wyc-3 Laramie RS 8 M May 8-3
Cal-7U L. A. Co8 LLB 9 F 5—1 6-20
Cal-75 Sacramento HJM 6 F lt-26 8-U
Cal-76 Sutter EC 8 M I4—26 8-23
Cal-77 L. A. Co. DJM 8 F 5-19 7-Hi
Cal-78 Orange KW 6 F U-23

5-23
8-2

Cal-79 L. A. Co. HWH 7 M U—20 7-n
Cal-80 L. A. Co. RP 7 M 5-17 7-6
Cal-81 Kern HEW 6 M 5-18

7-13
7-29

Cal-82 Tuba CRO 7 M U-27
7-25

7-20

Cal-83 L. A. City L? 7 M 5-18 8-9Cal-8U L. A. City PM 7 F 5-19 8-lit
Cal-85 L. A. City HDM 8 M 5-16 8-16Cal-86 L. A. City JK 7 M 5-19 8-16
Cal-87 Conta-Costa JCE 8 M li-26

8-1*
8-16

Cal-88 L. A. Co. MB 6 F U—21 
5-19

8-19



Remarks

“Date Site
1st Site 1st Lot
Para. InocB Para. Mfr. No,

NEW ( Continued )
None ? None L 7078-6b93h3 Spinal fluid

630 cells.
None LA None L 7080-6!*93h2 Spinal fluid,

812lt-6U9336 1*5 cells.
None RA None L 7078-6U93U3 Spinal fluid, 

111* cells.
None ? None C ? Spinal fluid, 

139 cells.
None LA None C ? Spinal fluid,

10 cells.
None LA None L 8123-61*9335 Spinal fluid,

812U—6U9336 91 cells.
None LA None L 812U-6U9336 Spinal fluid,

68 cells.
None LA None PD 0288U8A Spinal fluid,

37 cells.
None ? None C E6038 or E5928 Spinal fluid

? L 8123-61*9335 232 cells.
7-11 LA LL C E6037
7 LA ? PD 0288k8A
None LA None PD 0288U7A Spinal fluid,

LA PD 0288U7A 150 cells.
None LA None L 812U-6U9336 Spinal fluid,
8-lU

RA PD 0288U7A 1250 cells.
LA LL PD 0288U8ANone LA None PD 0288U8A

None LA None PD 0288U8A
None RA None PD 0288U8A
None LA None L 8l2lt-.6Ii.9336

LA L 8119-61*9331? LA RA C 6038
RA LA ED 029126A

RL?



PSU
CASE NO. County

Ini­
tials Age Sex

Date
Inoc.

Date
1st
Symp,

NEW
Cal-89 L# A# Co# DP 8 M it-22 8-15
Cal-90 L. A. City CM 6 M 5-20 8-Lt
Cal-91 Sacramento KE 8 M U-25 8-17
Cal-92 L. A. City SF 7 F 5-17 8-29

5-31
Cal-93 Li A# Co# EF 6 M 5-18 8-2 it
Ala-3 DeKalb RR 7 M lt-19 8-23NH-6 Merrimack DJ 8 M 5-15 8-20
Mo-5 St. Louis Co. JD 7 F 8-15 8-29
Miss-13 Leflore JL 7 F lt-29 8—9Miss-lit Monroe DD 7 F U—19 8-8

5-17Ariz-3 Pinal FH 8 M April 8-itAriz-U Pinal SZ 6 F U-26 7-3Ariz-5 Maricopa RB 7 F it—26 6-29
6-21Ariz-6 Maricopa JFI 7 F ii-28 5-it



Remarks

Date Site
1st Site 1st tote
Para* Inocc Para0 Mfr. No,

(Continued)
None LA. None C 5976
None LA None PD 0288U8A
None LA None L 812U-6U9336

8123-61*9335
or

None LA None PD 0288U8A
RA PD 0288li8A

None LA None PD 02881*8A
8-2!? ? Legs L 5079-61*9338
None Arm None PD 029126A Spinal fluid,

103 cells.None LA None PM ?
None LA None L ll*03 Spinal fluid, 6l cellsNone •> None L V-1U03 Spinal fluid,
8-6

? L V-ll*03 115 cells.? RL C ?
None ? None C ?
None ? None C ? Spinal fluid,2 cells.

? L 5207-61*931*9 •
None RA None C E6037?



Remarks
PSU
CASS NO. County

Ini­
tials . Age Sex

Date
Inoc.

Date
1st
Symp.

Date 
1st 
Para.

Site 
Inoc.

Site
1st
Para.

Lot 
Mfr. No.

REVISIONS
(Revised Items Underlined)

Ark-6 Pulaski BA h M U-21 7-26 7-27 7 Bulbar C ?
NC-1 Davie SBH 8 F U-21 6-20 6-27 ?RA LL L 5080-6U9339

NC-2 Davidson RGL 8 M li-26 6-8 6-11 ?RA RL L 5080-6U9339
NT-37 Dutchess SS 7 F 5-2U 8-21 None IA

IA
None PD 029128C 

L 6002-653805
Tex-U5 Dallas BJC 8 F U-21

7-27
8-1 None Arm

Arm
None L 7078-6U93U5 

L 8118-6U9330
Miss-6 Panola JP 8 M U-20

5-18
7-5 None IA

IA
None L 5080-6U9339 

L 508O-6U9339Pa-12 Dauphin CH 8 M 5-28 8-21 None IA None W 7236 
?23B

Cal-U6 L.A. City RRF 6 M 5-17 8-6 None IA None PD OS8BU8A
Cal-U9 L.A. City DT 6 M 5-17 ?7-lU 

5-31
None TK

IA
LL PD 0288U8A 

PD 0288U8A
Cal-5l L#A • Co * RH 7 M U-20 7-11 7-11 IA LL C E6037Gal-53 Ij#A# Co# LP 6 F 5-17 7-6 None IA None PD 0288U8A
Cal-5U Fresno SA 8 F 5- 26

6- 21
7-1 None IA

IA
None PD 0288U8A 

PD 0288U8ACal-56 San Ber­
nardino

SVD 7 F S-2l 6-2U None IA None C 5928 or 
6038

Type I virus isolated 
(0-29) Dr. Potash 
RA also paralyzed. Sister 
developed back weakness (6-27) 
Type 3 virus isolated (8-30) 
Dr. Francis.
Type I virus isolated (8-30) 
Dr. Francis.
CSF 320 cells
CSF 350 cells
Untypable agent recovered 
from siblings (Potash 8-17) 
Spinal fluid 77 cells.
Spinal fluid 66 cells.
Spinal fluid 280 cells.

Spinal fluid 860 cells.
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