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I Current Poliomyelitis Morbidity Trends

National poliomyelitis incidence fell for the first time this week
with 2059 cases reported, in comparison to the summer®’s high to date th
2289 recorded last week. The usual graph comtrasting 1955 incidence
similar data for the three previous years could not be prepared in time
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 30
through September 3 is presented in Table 1, together with a six-week :
tetal for this and the three previous years. The drop in total incidenc
is reflected in decreases reported from all southern states as well 2%
from a scattering of other states, particularly Massachusetts, Ohio a0
Wisconsin. Incidence remained stable or rose slightly in the remainde”
of the Northeastern ,North Central and Western States.

ITI Age Distribution Analysis

Data collected under the Age Distribution Analysis Study is Preé”
sented this week for the first time. Tabulstions are based on report®
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 grou
in four regions as follows:

ped

North East: Connecticut, Maine and New York ;

North Central: Illinois, Missouri, Nebraska, Ohio and wisconsi?

South: Alabama, Arkansas, Mississippi, South Carolina, Texas,

West Virginia and Virginia
West: Arigzona, California, Colorado, New Mexico, Oregon and
Wyoming.
. . jon

Eleven states and territories perticipating in the Age Distrlbuzz
Analysis Study have not been included in the tabulation because comp e
reports for the period April 12 through August 26 had not been receiV®
from them at the time when these tabulations were made. Completed
listings from these states will be added to future tabulations as the¥
are received. Two territories (Alaska and Hawaii) for which data 18
complete will also be represented in future Age Distribution AnalyseS*

Tables 2 through 6 present Age Distribution Analyses for the fo?;m
regions into which the states have been divided and for the completefg;ge
of 21 states. In these tables data is broken down by single years © yti“
through age 30, and by five year age groups through age 50, for Parazatg
non-paralytic and total cases. It should be noted that because the
are preliminary in nature, the totals include a small number of caseé?
with paralytic status or age unspecified.

Table 7 shows the percentage distribution of total cases by five
year age groups for the four regions and for the complete group of
states.
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IT Specisl Studies

Rele The California State Department of Health in a Polio Surveillance
VHCC?Ses‘dated August 27, presents the following data on the effects of
ination 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

& 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 Jume 15 and no new shipments of commercial
Vaccine were releaced in Califnrnia from May 7 to August 2, estimates
¢an be made of thLs nwiber of children who have received at least one
inoculaticn of poliomyelitis vaccine. In the 5-9 age group in which
Mmost vaccinations have been given, the estimates of first inoculations
glven prior to June 15 are as follows:

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

%Pproximately 155,000 children in this group also had received 2nd
lnoculations in the National Foundation for Infantile Paralysis
Program by June 15, and this number has gradually increased to
8pproximately 195,000 at present. The estimated total population,
ages 5-9, is now 1,300,000, leaving 888,000 non-vaccinated children
N this age group., Based on these estimates, the table below
SUmmarizes the reported cases of poliomyelitis in the 5-9 age group
With onset since June 15, and up to August 27.

It must be emphasized that these are provisional figures based
2 morbidity reports. There has been no final confirmation of
$$§E£9§is. These data do not take into account possible variations
in the effectiveness of the vaccine of different manufacturers, and

SStimates of commercial vaccinations given are subject to consider-

&0le error.

Va

Cey '
Stﬁigati°n Estim. Pop. Cages Rates per 100,000 Population¥*
;\\“‘-~_~, 5-9 Total Par Non-Par. Total Par Non-Par
accin&ted
412,000 37 7 30 9 2 "

Yon
v
Qinat\ed 888,000 95 46 49 1 5 6

* for 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.®

The same release presents an age distribution of cases reported to
the State Health Department during the 1955 disease year, April 1 thro
August 27.

Reported Poliomyelitis Cases by
Age Group and Paralytic Status
(California, April 1 - August 27, 1955)

Paralytic Non-Paralytic Total
Age Group No. 4 No. 4 No., % —
0-4 134 34 63 15 197 2
5-9 109 27 121 30 230 29
10-14 35 9 59 14 9L 12
15-19 17 L 41 10 58 7
20-24 22 6 LO 10 62 8
25-29 28 7 30 8 58 7
30 _plus 54 13 52 13 106 13 i
Totals 399 100 406 100 805 100

IV Routine Poliomyelitis Surveillance

: g
The tabulary summary lists in detail the polio cases accepted gin

August 24 with revisions of previously listed cases. Included among ne;mw
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 vaccinatio?
Of the 45 cases, 18 are paralytic and 27 non-paralytic. Two of thesé
cases participated in the 1954 Vaccine Evaluation Field Trial, and ré-

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 of
"reported” and "expected"™ cases among children who received first in
ulations in NFIP Clinics through May 7. The "expected" numbers repr
rough estimates of the number of cases that would have occurred in t
respective groups of first and second grade children if they had not
been vaccinated.

oc~
esent'
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Pi]iO:Like Diseases

to Dr. David Poskanzer, Epidemic Intelligence Service Officer, assigned
Par oW York State Department of Health notes the high incidence of non-
alytic polio-like outbreaks in the State:

"The attached table may prove of some interest to you as it provides
& striking indication of the occurrence of polio-like illness in
New York State. You will notice that from June to July the per
¢ent 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
NEIY YORK STATE (EXCLUSIVE OF NEW YORK CITY) - 1955

Mom-,h o

£ No., of cases Percent*
% Paralytic Non-paralytic ? Total Paralytic Non-par.
J
e < May 38 22 17 77 63.3  36.7
J
L 28 15 5 18 65.1  34.9
J
y 26 7% 10 112 25.5 .5
August(

to 8/26) 100 191 87 378 34.4 65.6
\-_

%
Excludes diagnosis unknown.

Tehopt Last week Dr. Roy Feemster, Massachusetts State Depari.:mgnt of Health,

h°rse eq & possible outbreak of Eastern Equine Encephalomyelitis among

Vetg,c 1N Bristol County, Massachusetts. Dr. William Shannon, Chief

of A hary Health Officer, Division of Livestock Disease Control, Department

D, J iculture, Massachusetts s, confirmed this in conversation with

Qwalfles H. Steele, Chief, Veterinary Section, Epidemiology Branch,

eliniclcable Disease Center, September 8. Dr. Shannon stated tl?at 2L

Thl-ee all? confirmed fatal cases have occurred in the Taunton River Valley.

Labey, Srains of these 2/, horses have been forwarded to the CDC Virus

two b:‘h‘_)ry at Montgomery, Alabama where they have isolated EEE vi{'us from

ph@as dins, Dr. Shannon also reported the disease has been seen in

been $0ts in Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and Connecticut. EEE virus has

h‘-lmanlsolated from pheasants in Rhode Island and Connecticut. Two possible

}hssacﬁases were noted last week, one from Rhode Island and one f::om

of reg USetts. The Massachusetts case, from a household with a-hJ..story

r“l'theent polio infection, has now been classified as poliomyelitis. No

hQVe br Teports of cases of possible encephalitis among humans in this area
®n received by PSU.

(This report was prepared by Dr. Neal Nathanson, Dr. Wm. Jackson Hall
and Dr. Alexander D. Langmuir, with assistance from the Statistics
Section, €DC.)

(500)






Table 1

TREND OF 1955 POLIOMYELITIS INCIDENCE

Cases Reported to NOVS* : Comparable
State. T During Week Ending: 6 Week Totals In:
e _1/30 8/6 ~8/13 8/20 8/27 9/3 Total 195k 1953 1952
hited Stateq 1037 1412 1786 2138 2289 2059 10721 11LLT 12131 16657
N°I‘th Fast
(2dne 2 11 18 13 18 12 7% k46 130 53
7oy Hampshire 16 16 2 b1 27 18 12 29 k2 20
somont L 2 L 20 13 9 52 17. 32 7
Rp.oachusetts 2ob 309 L11 BL8 355 317 2oLk 282 - 171 217
oode Island 8 19 16 3, 36 U6 159 37 9L 19
Mhecticut 29 38 50 55 56 63 201 9 123 171
g:: York 65 102 117 169 238 272 963 537 1015 879
Pog, S SrSEY 11 21 39 55 59 59 2k 233 308 260
Msylvania 27 30 L3 51 68 58 271 371 380 L22
rtghc.‘,entral
Tndy 38 L2 o9h 91 12k 87 L6 72 97k 1102
e 22 29 27 26 35 33 172 251 235 353
Mg LS sk 68 75 1h7 111 129 58k 660 908 1189
Wig, oan 5o 78 92 9 116 123 553 723 955 1293
Sconsin 56 105 135 160 353 311 1120 176 265 651
tﬁwm‘e%ta o2 28 73 62 60 L1 288 265 981 1019
T 27 45 6L 70 Ly 37 28L 521 279 1271
Nop - and 6 9 16 13 18 18 80 204 339 272
Sor R Dakota 3 2 L 5 3 L 21 W 8 7
Nerol Dakota 1 8 1 3 1 5 29 29 57 1%
Bara 19 28 16 23 1 1 1l 2k 85 753
Sas 12 19 12 20 =21 19 103 209 189 358
Sougy,
relavere 2 7 3 Yy 3 3 22 19 1 '35
Dygyeand 5 8 18 23 25 15 9% 58 208 38
Vipes ot of Col, - & 1 2 L 2 1w 32 26 64
West Li2 21 25 23 27 25 10 131 207 302 291
Nopgy, L &inia b 6 1 9 1, 13 87 97 21 270
Soutp oorolina 22 23 36 43 38 27 189 321 322 132
Ceopen C2T0Lina 8 21 23 =21 21 23 107 1ok 58 23
P 5 15 10 L4 1 15 63 259 119 160
*da 11 12 12 26 16 3 80 335 130 116
Ke
Teﬁf;;"ky 17 38 43 36 36 1 184 277 123 6LL
Wgp,,ooee 13 6 8 20 16 10 73 212 247 167
Migggp 8 L 1 13 w0 L 50 106 15 7
Satppi 8 10 o9 lo 6 3 L6 180 95 22
Ay
Lokuinsas 11 9 16 10 17 6 69 95 102 120
Oy 202 9 1, 12 16 1 8 70 1l 108 2k
Toxng 27 21 5 22 15 2 oy 190 176 383
7L

81 79 98 80 76 L85 965 L36 127h



Table I (Continued)

o Cases Reported to NOVS* Comparable

. " g Week Endings 6 Week Totals In: 052

State /30 8/6 8/13 "8/20 8/27 6/3  Tchal 195 1953 1952~

West
Montana 1 h 6 9 3 12 35 25 75 62
Idaho 7 16 9 6 10 5 53 30 17 110
Wyoming 3 o« A 3 - I 8 79 21 3h
Colorado 9 9 8 18 10 21 75 136 70 158
New Mexico L 6 10 g 10 6 11 66 31 1
Arizona 2 L 2 10 3 10 31 59 20% ﬁ;
Utah - 1 6 - L o 11 59 67 it
Nevada 1 2 o 1 1 L 9 51 12 &
Washington 12 13 14 17 16 20 92 88 99 363
Oregon 17 10 12 14, 18 22 93 80 83 Jél7
California 57 33 70 71 86 63 380 1520 1030 ©2

*National Office of Vital Statistics.



Table 2

AGE DISTRIBUTION ANALYSIS

it] i Age and Paralytic Status
Poli tis Ceses by Single Years of Ag
otemre Reported from Three North East States¥®

(Cases with Onsets April 12 through August 26%)

Total*

No.
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Table 3
AGE DISTRIBUTION ANALYSIS
Poliomyelitis Cases by Single Years of Age and Paralytic Status

'Reported from Five North Central States®
(Cases with Onsets April 12 through August 26)

Paralytic Non~Parélytic Total*
Age Noa % Noa % Nos %
0 11 1.8 13 1.9 25 1.8
1 il 6.5 i 2.1 59 L3
2 L0 6.4 32 h.7 73 5.3
3 u8 7.7 33 L9 81 S-g
L 35 5.6 5L 8.0 93 6.
0~ 175 27.9 146 21.6 331 2b.?
5 L8 7.7 58 8.6 111 B-i
6 37 5.9 51 7.5 88 6.9
7 28 L.5 37 5.5 67 L
8 25 1.0 36 5.3 67 b
9 19 3.0 35 5.2 55 ke
5-9 157 25,1 217 32,1 388 28,3
10 16 2,6 11 1.6 27 2,3
11 13 2,1 2 3B 39 2.6
12 19 3.0 2 3.5 L9 3-8
13 18 2,9 19 2.8 39 2.5
1L 1L 2,2 15 9,2 3 2
10-14 80 12,8 93 5l 188 13.7
15 11 1.8 17 2.5 29 20%
16 9 1.k 1k 2.1 2l 1~6 ‘
17 11 1.8 9 1.3 00 1.8
18 12 1.9 9 1.3 2l 1-5
19 9 1.L 11 1.6 21 Lo
15-19 2 8.3 60 8.9 120 8.8
20 12 1.9 10 1.5 23 1~Z
21 N 0.6 12 1.8 16 1-9
22 8 1,3 L 0.6 13 °°7
23 9 1.L 12 1.8 23 1-3
2l 1k 2.2 16 2.4 31 2.
20-2y L 7.5 5l 8,0 106 17
25 17 2.7 8 1.2 28 gg
26 15 2. 115 2.2 32 )
27" 1k 2.2 11 1.6 25 h
28 9 1.4 10 1.5 19 1'3
29 8 1.3 10 1.5 18 .
25-29 63  10.1 5l 8,0 122 3-?
30-3L 3 L.8 25 3.7 61 12"2
35-39 11 1.8 16 2.h 30 0'3
hS"h9 2 0.3 3 O.L 5 ooh
50 plus 3 0.5 2 0.3 5 0
Unknown 1 0.2 1 0.2 2 0'
TOTAL, 53 1007 877 100 1369 10

¥* See Table 7 for footnotes,.



Table L
AGE DISTRIBUTION ANALYSIS
Poliomyelitis Cases by Single Years of Age and Paralytic Status

Reported from Seven Southern States
(Cases with Onsets April 12 through August 26°)

ize Paralytic Non~Paralytic Total®
"0\ No. % Noe % No. %
l 37 ?ﬁl 16 205 53 )4-05
> 53 10,1 16 2.5 69 5.9
3 53 10.1 31 L.8 8l 742
i L8 9.2 36 5.6 8L 7.2
B Lo 7.6 53 8,2 93 7.9
;l‘ 231 Lh.2 152 23.6 383 32.7
§ 35 6.7 55 8,5 90 TaT
7 28 S.h L8 7ol 77 6.6
8 21 L.0 Lh 6.8 65 5.6
9 11 2.1 L2 6.5 53 ly.5
109 105  20.1 208 32,2 31,  26.8
u 9 1.7 27 Lo2 36 3.1
12 15 2,9 28 .3 L3 3T
k! 13 2.5 32 5.0 Ls 3.8
1, 11 2.1 21 3.3 33 2,8
10~1h 7 103 17 2.6 2,4- 200
15 55 10,5 125 19.L 181 15.g
1% 7 1.3 20 Jad 27 2.3
17 3 0.6 8 1,2 12 1.0
B 6 1.1 9 1.L 15 1.3
A 6 1:1 é 0.9 12 1.0
15‘1 3 0.6 6 0.9 9 0.8
ey 25 1.8 L9 7.6 5 6l
ol 2 0ok 11 1.7 13 1.1
2 8 1.5 5 0.8 13 1.1
23 9 1.7 ‘5 0.8 1L 1.2
2 b 1.0 9 1.4 1 142
0., 10 1.9 L 0.6 1 1.2
% 13 2.5 7 e 20 1.7
27 6 1.1 15 2.3 21 1.8
28 9 P 7 1.1 16 1.h
29 6 ; P} 5 0.8 11 0.9
25 o L 0.8 8 1.2 12 1.0
3539 22 L2 19 2,9 K 3.5
h% 8 1.5 9 1.L 17 1.5
O A B

0. : .
Uﬁkﬁiﬁi 0 - 1 0.2 1 0.1
mgg 0.2 - - 1 0.1

160% BL5 100% 1171 100

able 7 for footnotes.



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 Total®
Age No. % No. % No.
0 17 3.0 N 0.8 21 1.9
1 3L 5.9 1 2,8 L8 h-g
2 16 8,0 15 3,0 63 De
3 L1 7.2 22 L3 6l S-g
L 37 6.5 36 Tol 7h 6.
0=k 175  30.6 91 17.9 270  2L.B
5 3L 59 29 5.7 63 5-2
6 3k 5.9 38 7.5 72 6. :
7 28 1.9 36 7.1 65 6-2
8 17 3,0 29 5.7 L6 Le
9 22 3.8 1 2.8 36 3.3
5-9 135  23.6 16 28.7 082 25.9
10 9 1.6 8 1.6 18 1-;’
11 17 3.0 23 )405 )-lo 3'0
12 17 3.0 16 3.2 33 3-8
13 7 1,2 13 2.6 20 101
1L 13 2.3 10 2.0 23 2.
10-1l 63 11,0 70 13.8 13y 1203
15 L 0.7 9 1.8 13 1-2
16 13 2,3 10 2.0 2l 2°8
17 T 1.2 13 2.6 20 1.7
18 5 0.9 12 2.k 18 1-0
19 2 0.3 9 1.8 11 1.
15-19 3 5. 53 10.L 86 17
20 10 1.7 10 2.0 21 1'%’
21 5 0.9 13 2,6 18 1'7
22 8 1L 10 2.0 18 7
23 ll 109 7 loh 18 1.7
2L 10 1.7 8 1.6 18 o
20-2L I Y L8 9.5 93 B85
25 12 2,1 10 2.0 22 i‘;
26 12 2.1 7 1.k 19 7
27 10 1.7 5 1,0 15 1.7
28 9 1.6 10 2,0 19
29 3 0.5 3 1.2 9 @
2529 46 8.0 38 7.5 o T+
30-3k Lo 7.0 35 6.9 75 3.h
35-39 20 3.5 16 3.2 31 24
Lo-Lk 12 2.1 6 1.2 18
4549 3 0.5 b 0.8 7T %
50 plus 3 0.5 1 0.2 ‘L)/
Unknown 0 — 0 — 0
TOTAL 572 100% 508 100% 1090 1007

*3ee Table 7 for footnotes.



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 263%)

Paralytic Non-Paralytic Total¥*
K No. y.4 No. 4 No. %
: 65 3.2 34 1.5 100 2.3
5 146 73 48 2.2 199 4.5
3 166 8.3 89 4.0 260 5.9
L 157 7.8 108 L.8 271 6.2
o 134 647 170 7.6 313 7.1
~ 668  33.2 149 20.2 1143 26.1
; 138 6.9 163 7.3 3L 7.2
y 114 5.7 170 7.6 289 6.6
8 88 Lok 148 6.6 242 5.5
9 66 3.3 1hk 6.5 218 5.0
: 57 2.8 85 3.8 147 3.4
1(‘)9 463 23.0 710 31.9 1210 27.6
1 43 2.1 63 2.8 108 2.5
13 57 2.8 9Ly .2 164 3.7
1 L5 2.2 7 3.2 122 2.8
1 241 12.0 376 16.9 6L9 14.8
v, 30 1.5 L1 1.8 7%6 1.7
18 33 1.6 35 1.6 N 1.7
19 25 1.2 32 1.4 61 1.4
154 15 0.7 32 1.4 L8 1.1
sk 131 6.5 193 8.7 312 7.8
2 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
2l 28 1.k 29 1.3 59 1.3
2 142 7.1 158 7.1 312 7.1
2% 45 2.2 3 1.5 82 1.9
2y 39 1.9 43 1.9 86 2.0
28 40 2.0 33 1.5 1.7
29 28 1.4 31 1.4 60 1.4
255 20 1.0 26 1.2 49 L.l
30\32 172 8.5 167 7.5 351 8.0
35.39 111 5.5 9% L2 213 L.9
40. 47 2.3 L5 2.0 101 2.3
459 19 0.9 17 0.8 36 0.8
50 1y, 8 0.k 13 0.6 21 0.5
Ve 8 0. L 0.2 12 0.3
TOTgr 2 2 0u 1 0.1 3 0.1
% g m 2012 100 2227 100% 1393 100%
® Table 7 for footnotes.



Table 7

AGE DISTRIBUTION ANALYSIS
Percentgge Distribution of Poliomyelitis Cases by Five Ydar Age Grous i %ﬂ
(Cases Reported from Twenty-One States with Onsets April 12 through Augd

Age North East North Central South West A1l Regiond
Group I 36 2 s8¢ , 343t

0L 20,8 2l,2 32.7 2L.8 2641
5-9 29.6 28,3 26.8 25.9 27,6
10-14 19.1 13,7 15.5 12,3 1k.8
15-19 8.0 8.8 6L 7.9 7.8
20~2l 5.9 Tt 5.8 8.5 7L
25-29 8,5 8,9 6.8 Te7 8.0
30-3L Lo L.5 3.5 6.9 L9
35-39 2,2 2,2 1.5 3.4 2,3
Lo 0.5 0.8 0.3 1.7 0.8
L5-bo 0.3 0.k 0.6 0.6 065
50 pius 0.3 0.k 0.1 0.l 0.3
Unknown 0.1 0,1 0l —
TOTAL 100% 100% 100 100% 100%

* preliminary data reported from the states through August 26,

% North East: distribution bassd 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 fro®
I1linois, Missouri, Nebraska, Ohio, and Wisconsin, including
cases with paralytic status unspecified.

South: distribution based on a total of 117] cases reported from
Alabama, Arkansas, Mississippi, South Carolina, Texas, Virginlas
and West Virginia, including three cases with paralytic status
unspecified,

Califonﬁﬁ’

West:  distribution based on a total of 1090 cases from Arizona, ith
s

Colorado, New Mexico, Oregon, and Wyoming, including 10 case
paralytic status unspecified,

A1l Regions: distribution based on a total of 4393 cases from 21 states?
including 154 cases with paralytic status unspecified,



Table 8

Poliomyelitis Cases in Vaccinated Individuals
(PSU Accepted Cases through September 7,1955)

Vaccine Manufacturer® and Paralytic Status™*

C L FD PM W
P NP P NP P NP P NP P NP
CASES VACCINATED 5-7 OR BEFORE WITH ONSETS 30 DAYS OR LESS AFTER VACCINATION**¥
Totals through 8-31 60 14 18 2l 3 2 3 2 9 3
7h L2 5 5 12

(No New Cases 9;1~through 9-7)

CASES VACCINATED 5-7 OR BEFORE WITH ONSETS 31 DAYS OR MORE AFTER VACCINATION***

Totals through 8-31 (Revised) 6 I 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 1
. 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 2L 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 0 L 1 5
. . 39 Lo N 6
CASES VACCINATED 5-8 OR IATER WITH ONSETS 31 DAYS OR MORE AFTER VACCINATION’H
Totals through 8-31 (Revised) 2 8 20 53 0 1
New Cases 9-1 through 9-7 0 Lo 23 k2 0 0
Totals through 9-~7 2 12 L3 95 0 0 0 1
i s it 138 0 1

# Vaccine Manufacturers: C - Cutter; L - Lilly; PD - Parke-Duvisy; PM - Pitman-Moore; Vi - liyeth

3¢ Paralytic Status: P - paralytic; NP - Non-paralytic

33 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™ Cases of Poliomyelitis 55
Among Children Inoculated in NFIP Clinics from April 15 to May 7, 17

Vaccine Mfr,* 5 Weeks 5 VWeeks 5 Weeks sept
And Number Apr.,17- May 22— June 26- Aug. Aug. Aug. Auge
Vaccinated®™**Cases May 21 June 25 July 30 6 13 20 27 __~
Reported P 31 2 3 1 0 1 -
CUTTER NP 12 6 5 N 1 1 -
303,000 Total L3 8 8 5 1 2 0
Expected Total 11 12 16 L N 5 L
Reported P 17 11 12 0 0 1 1 i
LILLY NP 22 38 35 11 8 6 3 49
2,51l,000 Total 39 L9 47 11 8 7 b
Expected Total 26 52 95 26 32 30 22
Reported P 1 3 L 1 - - - i
PARKE-DAVIS NP 2 h 16 1 . = - B
860,000 Total 3 7 20 2 0 0 0
Expected Total 6 11 43 19 26 22 2k
Reported P 2 N 5 0 0 1 0 5
PITMAN-MOORE NP 2 1 5 2 2 1 1
411,000 Total N 5 10 2 2 2 B
Expected Total 2 N 18 6 7 6 5
Reported P 8 3 L - - - - Z
WYETH NP 3 L 7 - - - = 340
775,000 Total 11 7 11 0 0 0 0
Expected Total L 9 20 10 11 15<_‘—i2/’,,/

r
*Reported Cases include only cases accepted by PSU through Septem?®
and vaccinated in NFIP Clinics April 16 through May 7, 1955.

¥*Expected Cases among this group of children estimated from 1955tim¢1
incidence of poliomyelitis (paralytic and non-paralytic) reported to Na
Office of Vital Statistics by the States.

3RCUTTER vaccine was used in Idaho, Nevada, Arizona, New liexico %nd
southern California. LILLY vaccine was used in Texas, Oklahoma, Louislmf;,
Arkansas, Mississippi, Alabama, Tennessee, Florida, Georgia, South Carold
North Carolina, Virginia, West Virginia, Indiana and parts of Chio, WYY
California and Colorado., PARKE-DAVIS vaccine was used in Michigan, I lgiﬂ
Iowa, Wyoming, Utah, and part of Colorado., PITMAN-MOORE vaccine was uS®
Kentucky, Missouri, Kansas, and Nebraska, WYETH vaccine was used in
Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, District of Columbia and part of Chioe

*9%ata from the NFIP.
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POLIOMYELITIS AMONG VACCINATED INDIVIDUALS
(PSU Accepted Cases September 1 - September 7, 1955)

Date Date : Site
PSU Ini- Date 1st 1st Site 1st Lot
Case No., County tials Age Sex Inoc. Symp. Para. Inoc. Para. Mfr. No. Remarks
NEW 029128
Mass-2 Suffolk SB 7 F May or 7-5 ? 7 ? PD 70288&9 Paralytic
June 028850
028861
Mass-3  Suffolk HM 8 F 522 7-8 None 7 None PD f
Mass-4 Suffolk DC 7 M 67 7-8 ? ? ? PD W Paralytic
Mass-5 Suffolk AF 8 M 6-? 7-L None ? None PD "
Mass-6  Worcester PP 10 M 5-? 7L ? ? ? PD it Paralytic
Mass-7 Suffolk MF 7 F 5-7 7-17 None ? None PD L
Mass-8 Plymouth AF 9 M 6-? 7-10 None ? None PD "
Mass-9 Suffolk RL 8 F 67 7-13 None *? None PD it
Mass-10 Suffolk GM 8 M 6-1 7-22 None ? None PD i
Mass-1l Essex PH 7 M 5-2 7-25 None 7 Nene L ?8125—6h9337 Vaccinated in Ohio.
8124-6149336
Mass-12 Suffolk JB 7T M 6-? 7-29 None ? None PD ,028849
028850
028861
02912
Mass-13 Suffolk JT 6 M 527 726 ¢ ? ? PD ¢023éhg Paralytic
'028850
028861
Mass-14 Suffolk JL 7 M 527 8-2 ? ? ? PD 022128 Paralytic
Mass~15 Suffolk CR 8 F 5-° 8-3 ? ? ? PD "



Date

PSU Ini- Date 1st
Case No. County tials Age Sex Iuoc. Symp.
Mass-16 Middlesex JS 7 F 5% 8-
Mass-17 Suffolk AM 8 F 522 8-
Mass-18 Suffolk Jo 8 M 4-? 8-4
Mass-19 Suffolk EB 7 F 6-7 8-11
Mass-20 Middlesex JH 7 F 5-2? 7-21
Mass-21 Norfolk EM 8 M Mayor ?
June
Mass-22 Suffolk NM 6 F 5-11 7-8
Mass-23 Suffolk M3 7 F 5-19 7-14
Mass-24 Norfolk WV 8 M 6-7 7-12
Mass-25 Essex PM 9 M 5-27 8-5
Mass-26 Suffolk RE 7 M 527 8-9
Mass-27 Suffolk RP 6 M 5-7 8-12
Mass-28 Suffolk AG 7 F May or 8-16
i . June
Mass-29 Suffolk GE 8 F 5-2 ?
Mass-30 ‘Jorcester TN 8 M 522 8-12
Mass-31 Suffolk RL 6 M 5-? 8-14
Mass-32 Suffolk JG 8 M May or 8-il
June
Mass-33 Suffolk CG 9 F L 8-14
Mass~3L Suffolk NH 7 ¥ " 8-1
Mass~35 Plymouth BM T ¥ " 721



" Date Site
1st Site 1lst Lot
Para. In>c. Para. Mfr., No,. Remarks

NEW (Continued)

? ? ? PD 028849

7028850

028861

029128
? ? ? PD " Paralytic
None ? Nonse PD 1
None ? None PD i
None ? None PD Lt
None ? None PD K
None ? None PD "
? ? ? PD " Parelytic
None ? None PD i
? ? ? PD " Paralytic
? ? 7 PD g Paralytic
None ? None PD it
? ? ? PD it Paralytic
None ? None PD u
None ? None PD "
? ? ? PD n Paralytic
? ? ? PD i Paralytic
None ? None PD i
? ? ? PD “ Peralytic

None ? None PD W



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

Mass-36  Plymouth BRM 9 M May or 7-27

June
Mass-37 Essex MR 8 F 5-23 8-4
Mass-38 [Essex NS 7 M 5-2, 8-3
Mass-39 Suffolk GB 7 M Mayor?
N ' June . _
Mass-40 Middlesex JL 9 F 5-2, 8-12
Mass-41 Suffolk CM 7 F 5-2, 8-8
Mass-42 Suffolk MC 6 M May or 8-2
June
Mass-43  Suffolk Jo 6 F 8-25
Mass-4), Suffolk SJ 7 M © 8-23
Mass-45 Suffolk M 7T Mt 8-28
Mass-46  Bristol JH 7 M 5222 8-30
Neb-11 Boone DZ 8 M L-? 8-18
Neb-12 Douglas DM 8 M April 8-23
or May
Wisc-19 Winnebago RK 8 M 8-23 8-27
Wisc-20 Fond du Lac KAE 7T F 5-18 8-28
6-3
Wisc-21 La Crosse GJL 8 M 5-20 8-31
7-25
Wisc~22 Outagamie JP 9 F 5-21 8-31
Wisc-23 Kenosha DH 8 M 5-27 9-2
Colo-4 Denver JD 7T M L4-? 8-3
Colo-5 Jefferson WC 8 M L4-? 8-20
8-18
Colo-6 Denver TAM 6 F L-? 7-25



Date

Site :
1st Site 1lst - Lot
Para. Inoc. Para, Mfr. No. Remarks
NE¥W (Continued)
None ? None PD 028849
2028850
028861
029128
None ? None PD "
None ? None PD i
None ? None PD it
None ? None PD it
None 7 None PD it
None ? None PD it
None ? None PD "
? ? ? PD i Paralytic
? ? ? PD i Paralytic
7 ? ? PD " Paralytic status?
8-24, ? Trunk PM ,175B006
_ “175B007
None ? None @ PM @
None LA None W 2,001
None RA None PD 0291274
LA it W
None LA None " "
1" it 1"
None IA None PD ?
None LA None PD 0291274
None Arm None L 8123-649335 or Spinal fluid 140 cells.
8124-649336
Noxze g None L " Spinal fluid 452 cells.
? L 6003-653806
None Arm None - L 8123-649335 Spinal fluid 535 cells.

8124-649336



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

NEW (Continued)

Va-21 Norfolk WR 6 M L-25 8-25 None IA None L 8122=64933L
Va-22 Fairfax IB 11 M  L-25 8«26 None LA None L 8122-61,933L
8-13 ? ? ?
Va=23 Fairfax RM 7 M Le25 8-18 TNone 1IA None L 8122-64933L
Va-2l Warwick DIS 7 M f—-QS 8-19 ©None IA None L 8122-64933L
Ark-T Union FL 8§ F =20  T=7 None IA None L 7080-6L93L2 Untypable virus
Potash (8-17),
Ky-8 Woodford WK 7 M L-25 8-<18 DNone ? None PM  175A028
Ky=-9 JeffersonGDH 8 M  L=-28 8-10 @None IA None PM  175E027 Spinal fluid,
7-26 IA W 2390k 8 cells,
Ky-10 Jefferson JTB. 9 M  b-28 8«12 ©None IA None PM  175C028 Spinal fluid,
7-25 IA W 23902 150 cells,
NY=52 Herkimer DM 6 M 5-18 8-1L, None ? None FD 029129A
8-3 4 L 6002=653-805
NY-53 Lewis ML 8 F =19 8-26 None IA None L v-1L03? Spinal fluid,
8~k LA L V-14037? 523 cells,
NY-ShL Erie RP 8 M 5=? 7-31 None °? None PD 029129A
NY=55 Monroe DK 6 M 5=? 8-11 8-18 1A Legs PD 029128C
NY-56 Suffolk ES 9 M 5«2 819 8-21 1A Legs & FD  029128C
- : C & - s Arms
NY=57 Westchester RCC 8 M 0=25 8«7 None IA None PD 029128C
6-27 1A P 029128C
NY-58 Herkimer RDD 6 M  5-20 7-18 None RA None PD 0291294 Spiﬁal fluid,
204 cells, -
NY-~59 Cattaraugus ¥ 10 F S5=22 =27 DNone IA None - PD 02912%A Spinal fluid,
110 CellSo'
NY-60 Erie EMdD 8 M 6-? 815 None IA None FD 0291294 Spinal fluid,
8=? 1A PD 0291294 740 cells,:
NY-61 New York 1IB 6 ¥ 5-2L4 8«17 1None ? None PD 029128C Spinal fluid,
0 cells,
Tex-L6 Harris Jas 1 M L-19 B8-11 Wone IA ° None L 7078-6L9343 Sp%\i\al ﬂu‘id,
S, i e & o &\;‘3. n L 8118-619330 107 cells.
9 /28 None TN None T. TO0TB-6L9313 Spinal fluid,

Sl cells .



Date
BSU Inie Date 1st
CASE NO, CGCounty tials Age Sex 1InocC, Symps

=19 8w2

Tex-18 Harris TH 9 M
Tex-L19 El Passo JWD 8 M Li=? 7-18
Tex-50 Harris CAD 8 M  Lel9 7-15
Wyc-3 Laramie RS 8 M My 8-3
Cal-7h L, A. Co, LIB 9 F 5=l  6=20
Cal-75 Sacramento HJM 6 F Le26 8-l
Cal-76 Sutter  EC 8 M W26 8-23
Cal=77 Lo Ae Coe DJM 8 F S=19 7-1h
Cal-78 Orange W 6 TF 23  8-2
5-23
Cal-=79 L. A. Coe RWH 7 M L-20 7-11
Cal-80 L. A. Coe RP 7 M 5-17 =6
Cal-81 Kern DEW 6 M 518 7-29
T=13
Cal-82 Tuba CRO 7 M h—z; T7-20
T=2
Cal-83 Le Ae City TP 7 M  5-18 8-9
Cal-8L Le Ao City PM 7 F 5-19 8-1l
Cal-85 L. A. City HDM 8 M 5-16 8-16
Cal-86 L. Ae City JK 7 M 5«19 8-16
Cal-87 Conta~Costa JCE 8 M L-26 8-16
Beely :
Cal-88 Le As Coe MB 6 F L-21 8-19

5-19



Datle Site
1st Site 1st Lot
Para, Inoc, Para, Mfr, No, Remarks

NEW ( Continued )

None ? None L 7078-61,9343 Spinal fluid
630 cells,
None IA None L 7080-61,93k2 Spinal fluid,
8124-6L9336 L5 cells,
None BRA None L 7078-649343 Spinal fluid,
11,4 cellS.
None ? None C ? Spinal fluid,
139 cells,
None IA None C ? Spinal fluid,
10 CellS.
None IA None L 8123-6L49335 Spinal fluid,
812L-61:9336 91 cells,
None IA None L 8121-61;9336 Spinal fluid,
68 cells,
None IA None PD  028848A Spinal fluid,
37 cellsn
None ? None C E6038 or E5928 Spinal fluid,
? L 8123-6L9335 232 cells,
7-11 1A LL C E6037
? LA ? PD  0288L48a -
None IA None FD  0288L47A Spinal fluid,
1A PD  0288L7A 150 cells.
None IA None L 812L-6119336 Spinal fluid,
RA PD  0288L7A 1250 cells,
8-1L 1A LL PD  0288L48A
None IA None PD  0288L8A
“None 1A None PD  0288L8A
"None RA None FD  0288L8A
None IA None L 81211~61,9336
IA L 8119-6L9331
7 IA RA ¢ 6038
RA 1A FD 0291264

RL?



Date
PSU Ini- Date 1st
CASE NO, County tials Age Sex Inoce Symp.

NEW
Cal~-89 L., A. Co, DP 8 M L=22 8«15
Cal=90 L, A, CityCM 6 M 5.20 8=L
Cal-91  Sacramento KE 8 M  Le-25 8-17
Cal-92 L. A. City SF 7 F 517 8-29
5~31
Cal-93 L. A, Co, EF 6 M 5-18 8«2l
Ala-3 DeKalb RR 7 M L-19 8-23
NH=-6 Merrimack DJ 8 M 5-15 8«20
Mo=5 St, Louis Co, JD 7 F 8-15 8-~29
Miss=1l3 ILeflore JL 7 F =29 8«9
Miss-lly Monroe DD 7 F h-19 8-8
517
Ariz=3  Pinal FH 8 M  April 8k
Ariz-l,  Pinal SZ 6 F L=26  7-3
Ariz-5 Maricopa RB 7 F L-26 6-29
6-21
Ariz-6 Maricopa JFI 7 F L-28 5l



Date Site

1st Site 1st Eobe
Para, Inoc, Para, Mfr, No. Remarks
(Continued)
None IA None C 5976
None IA None PD 0288L8A
None IA None L 8121~649336 or
8123-61,9335
None IA None PD 0288184
RA PD  0288L8A
None IA None PD 0288L8A
8=25  ? Legs L 5079~6L9338 :
None Arm None PD  029126A Spinal fluid,
103 cells,:
None IA None PM ? .
None IA None L 1403 Spinal fluid, 61 cells
None 2 None L V-1403 Spinal fluid,
? L V-1403 115 cells,
8=6 ? RL C ?
None ? None C ?
None ? None C ? Spinal fluid,2 cells,
? ;3 5207-61193L9 :
None RA None C E6037?



FSU

Ini-

Date Date Site
Date 1st 1st Site 1st Lot

CASE NO, County tials Age Sex Inoc. Symp., Para. Inoc, Para, Mfr, No. Remarks
REVISIONS
(Revised Items Underlined)
Ark-6 Pulaski BA Ly M Le21 7-26 7-27 2 Bulbar C ? Type I virus isolated
- (8-29) Dr, Potash
NC-1 Davie SBH 8 F L-21 6-20 6-27 7RA LL L 5080-6L49339 RA also paralyzed. Sister
developed back weakness (6-27)
Type 3 virus isolated (8-30)
Dr. Francis.
NC-2 Davidson RGL 8 M L-26 6-8 6~11 ?RA RL L 5080-6L49339 Type I virus isolated (8-30)
Dr. Francis.
NY-37 Dutchess SS 7 F 5-24 8-21 None IA None PD 029128C CSF 320 cells
B-12 IA 1, 6002-653805
Tex~45 Dallas BJC 8 F L4-21 8-1 None Arm None L 7078-6L93L3 CSF 350 cells
7-27 Arm L 8118-6L49330
Miss-6  Panola JP 8 M L=20 17-5 None TIA None L 5080-649339 Untypable agent recovered
5-18 1A L 5080-649339 from siblings (Potash 8-17)
Pa-12 Dauphin CH 8 M 5-28 8-21 None IA None W 2236 ~  Spinal fluid 77 cells.
2238
Cal-h6 L.A. City RRF 6 M 5-17 86  None IA None FD 0288L8A Spinal fluid 66 cells,
Cal-h9 L.A. City DT 6 M 5-17 ?7-14 None TA LL PD 0288L8A Spinal fluid 280 cells.
5-31 ] 1A PD 0288L8a
Cal-51 L., Co., RH 7 M L-20 7-11 7-11 1A LL C E6037
Cal-53 L., Co, LP 6 F 5-17 7-6 None 1IA None PD 0288L8a
Cal-54 Fresno  SA 8 F 5-26 7-1 None 1IA None FPD 0288L8A Spinal fluid 860 cells,
6-21 IA PD 028846A
Cal-56 San Ber- SVD 7 F T=21 6-24 None IA None C 5928 or

nardino

6038






