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ABSTRACT 

Objective Chronic cancer is poorly defined and strategies for supporting patients during 

this disease phase are lacking. This research defines chronic cancer, explores patient 

experiencesが ;ﾐS ヴW┗ｷW┘ゲ ヮ;デｷWﾐデゲげ support needs against those described in the 2007 

Department of Health Generic Choice Model for Long-term Conditions (DoH-GCM). 

 

Design Semi-structured interviews were audio-recorded, transcribed, and data explored 

for emergent themes. A-priori themes from the DoH-GCM were applied: clinical support; 

self-care and self-management; supporting independence; psychological support; and 

social and economic factors. 

 

Results 56 patients >12 months post-diagnosis of advanced cancer were recruited from 

five clinics at a Yorkshire cancer centre: breast (n=11); renal (n=11); 

colorectal/gastrointestinal (n=12); gynaecological (n=12); prostate (n=10). Most patients 

aspired to living normal lives. Challenges included frequent and lengthy hospital 

appointments, long-term symptom control, and uncertainty. Only renal and prostate 

patients reported routine access to specialist nursing. Uptake of support services was 

varied and there was generally poor understanding of support pathways for non-medical 

problems and issues occurring when patients were not receiving active treatment. There 

was variation in coping strategies and ability of patients to attain a positive outlook on 

life.   

 

Conclusion For patients to do well in this cancer phase requires good self-management 

of symptoms plus taking an active role in accessing appropriate services as needed. Care 

planning at the point of transition to the chronic phase of cancer should focus on 

W┗;ﾉ┌;デｷﾐｪ ヮ;デｷWﾐデゲげ ﾐWWSゲが clarifying support pathways, increasing the profile and 

involvement of community services and organisations, and supporting patients and 

families develop effective self-management skills. 
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INTRODUCTION 

In the UK it is estimated that one in ten people over 

the age of 65 lives with cancer [1]. In 2006 there 

were over 720000 prevalent cancer patients who 

were up to five years post-diagnosis [2]. The 

National Cancer Survivorship Initiative, National 

Cancer Research Institute and National Institute for 

Health and Clinical Excellence recognise the 

importance of research to develop strategies to 

encourage effective self-management for cancer 

survivors [3, 4] and to improve care planning and 

targeted service delivery [5]. However, the definition 

of survivorship is broad. It encompasses early-stage 

cancer, individuals who are disease free, individuals 

living with advanced cancer as a chronic disease and 

those at end-stage of life. In comparison to 

けsurvivorshipげ and けadvanced cancerげ, research 

focusing on the chronic phase of cancer is scarce. 

Yet, the need to understand chronic cancer is 

increasingly becoming recognised [6]. 

In 2007 the UK Department of Health published 

best practice guidelines for supporting patients living 

with long-term conditions: The Generic Choice 

Model for Long-term Conditions (DoH-GCM) [7]. The 

guidelines were developed to help commissioners 

understand the process and range of services 

needed and to improve and personalise services and 

support for people with long-term conditions. The 

guidelines suggest common aspects to chronic 

disease care and illustrate how a collaborative 

approach to care planning between patients and 

health professionals should be used to identify 

individual patient needs and care options. The model 

set out in the guidelines acknowledges two key 

stages for patient choice and care planning, 1) 

diagnosis and re-assessment, and 2) living with a 

long-term condition. These guidelines highlight 

similar issues to those presented in earlier 

documents [5] but focuses on elements pertinent to 

living with a long-term condition (stage 2): clinical 

support; self-care and self-management; supporting 

independence; psychological support; and social and 

economic factors. In theoretical and evidence based 

models of chronic illness care [8, 9] there is 

recognition that patients are their own principal 

caregivers. Within this role, patients are typically 

expected to adhere to and manage treatments, 

monitor symptoms and side-effects, and implement 

specific lifestyle and behavioural changes that 

improve disease outcomes [10]. The treatment and 

management of cancer is complex and the 

opportunities and expectations for patients to take 

on self-management will vary by disease and 

treatment. For many patients, there may be few 

opportunities to undertake behaviour or lifestyle 

changes that influence disease outcomes.  

The complexity and variability in treatment and 

management of different cancers may be one reason 

why cancer is often excluded from chronic illness 

models, and why there is yet to be a common model 

for the provision of care for chronic cancer patients. 

It is clear, however, that effective disease 

management should be tailored and patient centred 

[11]. In order to work towards this, the specific 

needs of those living with chronic cancer need to be 

understood and service provision planned 

accordingly. The aim of this study is to improve 

understanding of chronic cancer from the 

perspective of patients and their informal carers. We 

ヴW┗ｷW┘ ヮ;デｷWﾐデゲげ W┝ヮWヴｷWﾐIWゲ ;ﾐS W┝;ﾏｷﾐW the extent 

to which the DoH-GCM provides a model of care that 

meets the needs of those living with chronic cancer. 

 

 

METHODS 

Participants and procedure 

Eligible patients were >12 months post-diagnosis of 

chronic cancer (Box 1) so they could reflect on a 

substantial period of time living with chronic disease. 

Patients were considered ineligible if they exhibited 

overt psychopathology or serious cognitive 

dysfunction, which would impede their being able to 

participate, or if they were deemed too ill by 

oncology staff. From a large Yorkshire cancer centre, 

outpatients from five oncology clinics (breast, renal, 

colorectal/gastrointestinal, gynaecological, and 

prostate) were invited to participate. From each 

clinic we aimed to interview at least 10 patients 

presenting diversity in age, diagnosis, and length of 

time in chronic phase and recruitment continued 

until emergent themes were saturated. Clinic lists 

were screened for eligible patients attending for 

treatment, review, or follow-up assessments. The 

researcher provided study information, answered 

questions, arranged and conducted interviews. 

Patients wishing to attend with an informal caregiver 

were encouraged to do so. All interviews were 

conducted at the cancer centre in a private room, 

were audio recorded, and lasted an average of 50 

(range 13-94) minutes. Local NHS ethical and 

governance committees approved the particulars of 

the study. Permission was granted for researchers to 
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screen clinic lists for eligible patients and to discuss 

study participation with patients following an 

introduction from a member of the clinic team. All 

patients provided written informed consent.  

Box 1. Defining Chronic Cancer 

Currently there is no unified definition of when the 

chronic phase of cancer begins or ends. Following 

consultation with oncology specialists and health 

professionals we put forward a working definition of 

chronic cancer: 

 A diagnosis of active advanced or metastatic cancer 

that cannot be cured  

 Active anti-cancer treatments are available that can 

lead to symptom control, slow disease progression, 

or prolong life 

 The patient is not considered to be at the end-

stage of cancer 

 The chronic cancer phase ends when the cancer no 

longer responds to treatment and there are no 

treatment options available that are expected to 

slow disease progression or prolong life. Patients 

will leave the chronic phase when they are 

expected to have only months to live. 

 

Interview Schedule 

A semi-structured interview schedule was developed 

デﾗ ｪ;ｷﾐ ｷﾐゲｷｪｴデ ｷﾐデﾗ ヮ;デｷWﾐデゲげ W┝ヮWヴｷWﾐIWゲ ﾗa ﾉｷ┗ｷﾐｪ 
with chronic cancer. The semi-structured method 

ensured key topics were covered in all interviews 

but also allowed patients to focus on issues that 

were most pertinent to them. The following topics 

were covered in all interviews:   

 Diagnosis and treatment history 

 Current treatment and care arrangements 

 General experiences of living long-term with 

cancer: 

 physical wellbeing (side-effect management, 

physical/domestic needs) 

 psychological wellbeing 

 role in society, family, and social networks 

 work/finances/benefits 

 medical and psychosocial information needs 

and how they prefer to receive this 

information 

 Interactions with health professionals, support 

organisations, or services were probed to further 

explore: 

 access/barriers to services use 

 opinion/attitudes towards services 

 opinion regarding service improvements 

 Opportunity to discuss any additional points 

 

Data management and analysis 

All interviews were transcribed verbatim and 

thematically analysed using framework methods 

[12]. This method was deemed suitable as it permits 

integration of a-priori concepts with emergent 

themes from primary data.  

 Familiarisation: Each transcript was read and 

reviewed. Text was segmented into meaningful 

units and summarised to enhance familiarisation 

and determine key points.  

 Developing a thematic framework: Categories 

and sub-categories were assigned to each unit of 

text.  This process was data driven but allowed 

for incorporation of a-priori concepts.  

 Coding themes: Each transcript was coded with 

the developing thematic framework, which was 

adjusted when new concepts arose that did not 

fit the existing framework. This process 

continued until a stable framework applicable to 

all interviews was established. 

 Mapping and interpretation: Each framework 

category was discussed, associations and 

meanings within and between categories 

identified, and the findings interpreted.   

 

 

RESULTS 

Participants 

From 150 eligible patients, 125(83%) expressed 

interest in participating and took study information. 

Of these, interviews with 56(45%) patients were 

conducted. The remaining 69 patients (from 125 

expressing interest) did not have returning clinic 

appointments scheduled during the study (July 2010-

January 2011). 17 patients attended interviews with 

an informal caregiver (partner/friend/family 

member). Table 1 presents demographic and clinical 

details for participating patients.  

 

Interpreting and extracting meaning from 

interviews 

Interview outcomes described using a-priori themes 

extracted from the DoH-GCM, are presented as 

headings 1-5. An emergent umbrella theme was 

added to the model as heading 6. Remaining 

emergent themes are presented as subheadings to 

the six headings. Box 2 summarises the resultant 

thematic framework.  
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Table 1. Patient demographic and clinical details 

 N=56 

 Clinic Group 

 Breast Colorectal/ GI Gynaecological Prostate Renal 

 (n=11) (n=12) (n=12) (n=10) (n=11) 

Female (n) 11 3 12 0 5 

Age (years)      

   mean 61.2 67 60.67 73 61.64 

   range 52-73 57-83 50-71 58-84 50-83 

Time since advanced diagnosis 

(months)       

   mean 61.3 32.8 27.6 44.8 46.4 

   range 15-155 13-82 14-70 14-73 15-93 

Total time living with cancer 

(months)      

   mean 130.0 41.6 39.8 68.4 56.0 

   range 34-302 13-84 14-111 22-122 15-123 

Currently receiving treatment (n) 9 8 9 9 9 

Marital status (n)      

   Married / cohabiting 8 10 10 5 11 

   Widowed 2 0 1 2 0 

   Divorced / separated 1 0 0 3 0 

   Single 0 1 1 0 0 

   Missing data 0 1 0 0 0 

Continued education after 

compulsory school age (n) 4 9 7 7 3 

Attended interview with partner or 

informal caregiver (n) 3 1 5 5 3 

GI, gastrointestinal      

 
 

Table 2. Theme 1: Clinical Services 

Participant 

Description 

Quote 

 Managing frequent and lengthy appointments 

#35 Prostate 

Informal Carer 

Carerぎ さくくく┘W SｷSﾐげデ IﾗﾏW デﾗ ┞WゲデWヴS;┞げゲ ぷ;ヮヮﾗｷﾐデﾏWﾐデへ ┘W デWﾐS デﾗ デヴW;デ デｴｷゲ ┗ｷゲｷデ ;ゲ デｴW ﾏﾗヴW ｷﾏヮﾗヴデ;ﾐデ 
one... in the end we sort of made a call as tﾗ ┘Wﾉﾉ デｴｷゲ ﾗﾐWげゲ ﾏﾗヴW ｷﾏヮﾗヴデ;ﾐデが ｴW ｴ;S デﾗ ｴ;┗W デｴW ｷﾐﾃWIデｷﾗﾐが 
the other one would have just been a chat and general see for the consultant, so we began to make calls 

ﾉｷﾆW デｴ;デが ┘ｴｷIｴ ┞ﾗ┌ Sﾗﾐげデ ┘;ﾐデ デﾗ ﾏ;ﾆWが H┌デくくくデｴWヴWげゲ ;ﾐ ｷﾏヮ;Iデ ﾗﾐ ﾏ┞ ﾃﾗH ;ﾐS W┗Wヴ┞デｴｷﾐg else, it all has 

デﾗ HW H;ﾉ;ﾐIWS SﾗWゲﾐげデ ｷデく 
#115 Colorectal  

Patient 

さくくくI Sﾗ ｴ;┗W デﾗﾐゲが I ﾏW;ﾐ ゲﾗﾏWデｷﾏWゲ I I;ﾐ ｪﾗ ; ┘WWﾆ ┘ｷデｴﾗ┌デ ;ﾐ ;ヮヮﾗｷﾐデﾏWﾐデが H┌デ デｴWﾐ I I;ﾐ ｪﾗ ; ┘WWﾆ 
with five appointments a week you know... my daughter came with me and we were supposed to be 

ゲﾗﾏWデｴｷﾐｪ ﾉｷﾆW ヲぎヰヰヮﾏが ┘W aｷﾐ;ﾉﾉ┞ ｪﾗデ ;┘;┞ ;ﾐS ｷデ ┘;ゲ け┘ｷﾉﾉ ┞ﾗ┌ ゲ┘ｷデIｴ デｴW ﾉｷｪｴデゲ ﾗ┌デ ;ゲ ┞ﾗ┌ ｪﾗ ﾗ┌デ 
HWI;┌ゲW ┞ﾗ┌げヴW デｴW ﾉ;ゲデ ｴWヴWげが ┞ﾗ┌ ﾆﾐﾗ┘ ｷデ ┘;ゲ Γぎンヰ ;デ ﾐｷｪｴデが ;ﾐS ゲｴW ｴ;S デﾗ ヮ;┞ デｴW ヮ;ヴﾆｷﾐｪ aﾗヴ デｴ;デ ;ﾐS 
ｷデげゲ ; ｴWﾉﾉ ﾗa ;ﾐ ｷデWﾏくざ 

#44 Renal Patient さIデげゲ ; ﾉﾗデ ﾏﾗヴW WaaｷIｷWﾐデ デｴ;ﾐ ｷデ ┌ゲWS デﾗ HWが H┌デ ｷデげゲ ﾐﾗデ ゲﾗ H;S ┘ｴWﾐ ┞ﾗ┌げヴW ﾃ┌ゲデ Iﾗﾏｷﾐｪ H;Iﾆ aﾗヴ ﾉｷﾆW ┞ﾗ┌ヴ 
ヴﾗ┌デｷﾐW aﾗﾉﾉﾗ┘ ┌ヮゲが H┌デ ┘ｴWﾐ ┞ﾗ┌げ┗W ｴ;S ; ゲI;ﾐ ;ﾐS ┞ﾗ┌げヴW Iﾗﾏｷﾐｪ H;Iﾆ aﾗヴ ┞ﾗ┌ヴ ゲI;ﾐ ヴWゲ┌ﾉデゲが デｴWﾐ ┞ﾗ┌ 
know sitting two hours in the waiting ヴﾗﾗﾏ ｷゲくくく SﾗWゲﾐげデ Sﾗ ┞ﾗ┌ ;ﾐ┞ ｪﾗﾗSぁざ 

 GP relationship and role in care 

#56 Prostate 

Patient and 

Partner 

Partnerぎ さWWげ┗W ;ﾉ┘;┞ゲ aWﾉデ デｴ;デ ｷデ Iﾗ┌ﾉS ｴ;┗W HWWﾐ Sｷ;ｪﾐﾗゲWS ゲﾗﾗﾐWヴ H┌デ デｴW GP ┘W ｴ;S ;デ デｴ;デ デｷﾏWくくくざ 
Patientぎ さHW Iﾗ┌ﾉS ｴ;┗W ヮ┌ヴゲ┌WS ｷデ a┌ヴデｴWヴく I told them about the early symptoms, early 

ゲデ;ｪWゲくくくｴﾗ┘W┗Wヴざ 

#122 Colorectal 

patient 

 さIげ┗W ﾉﾗゲデ a lot of confidence in them [GPゲへが I ｴ;┗W ヴW;ﾉﾉ┞が I デｴｷﾐﾆ デｴW┞ ヮヴﾗH;Hﾉ┞ Sﾗ デｴWｷヴ HWゲデが H┌デ Iげ┗W ｴ;S 
; ﾉﾗデ ﾗa H;S W┝ヮWヴｷWﾐIWゲ ┘ｷデｴ ｷデくざ 

#01 Prostate 

Patient 

さif anything happens at home you know full well that your GPs not going to be able to cope with it and 

ｷデげゲ ﾐﾗデ ┘ﾗヴデｴ I;ﾉﾉｷﾐｪ ;ﾐ WﾏWヴｪWﾐI┞ SﾗIデﾗヴ HWI;┌ゲW ｴWげゲ ヮヴﾗH;Hﾉ┞ ｷﾐ デｴW ゲ;ﾏW ゲｷデ┌;デｷﾗﾐざ 

GP, general practitioner 
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Box 2. Summary of a-priori and emergent themes 

 

A Generic Choice Model for Chronic Cancer Care 

1. Clinical services 

     Continuity of Care and Treatment Decisions 

     Managing frequent and lengthy appointments 

     GP relationship and role in care 

2. Self-care and self-management 

     Symptom experiences 

     Symptom management 

3. Needs for Independent Living 

     Activities of daily living 

     Instrumental activities of daily living 

4. Work, finances, and benefits 

     Work and financial planning 

     Benefits and Social Security 

5. Psychological experiences 

     Uncertainty 

     Burdening others 

     Psychological support 

6. Support pathways 

     Attitude towards services 

     Signposting  

     Timely support 

 

1. Clinical services (Table 2) 

Continuity of Care and Treatment Decisions 

The majority of patients were complimentary about 

their care. Patients felt able to ask questions and 

believed staff would make time for them as needed. 

All patients conveyed they were supported by their 

medical team to understand treatment options and 

make decisions. All patients seemed to have a clear 

understanding of the severity of their cancer and 

that the intention of treatment was to manage 

rather than cure their cancer. It was important for 

patients to feel that staff involved in their care got to 

know them. This was associated with patients 

feeling that staff understood their often complex 

medical history and engendered confidence in the 

quality of care provided.  

 

Managing frequent and lengthy appointments 

Patients expressed varied opinions about hospital 

visits. The majority of study patients were receiving 

treatment; the minority were off-treatment 

attending hospital for review appointments (Table 

1). All patients viewed hospital appointments as 

important, most found regular appointments 

reassuring, and some described them as socially 

enjoyable. Across clinic groups, 10(18%) patients 

described difficulty with waiting times and frequent 

hospital visits. Frequent and lengthy hospital visits 

were particularly difficult for older patients using 

public or hospital transport; patients travelling long 

distances; younger patients with caring 

responsibilities; patients in employment or with 

informal caregivers in employment. 

 

GP relationship and role in care 

GP involvement in care varied by clinic group. Eleven 

(20%) patients reported GP involvement in cancer 

care: one (breast) patient received hormone 

(Zoladex®) injections from her practice nurse; two 

(breast) patientsげ GPs prescribed pain medication; 

three ふヴWﾐ;ﾉぶ ヮ;デｷWﾐデゲげ GPs monitored thyroid 

function; and five (prostate) patientsげ GPs carried 

out regular blood tests and advised on cancer 

related symptoms/side-effects. The remaining 

patients reported accessing GP services only for non-

cancer issues including flu vaccinations or repeat 

prescriptions. Across clinic groups, 13(23%) patients 

described a difficult or lengthy procedure before 

receiving the cancer diagnosis. Seven of these 

patients reported losing faith in their GP as a result. 

Some patients felt that diagnosis delays led directly 

to them having incurable cancer. Feeling let down 

during the diagnosis procedure had implications for 

ongoing relationships with GPs and willingness to 

use GP services. Independent of the quality of 

relationship with their GP, many patients believed 

GP practices had insufficient expertise to provide 

cancer-related care.  

 

2. Self-care and self-management (Table 3) 

Many patients described feeling well for periods of 

time, such as the beginning, end, or between 

treatments, or that they had good and bad days 

throughout. During periods of wellness, patients 

wanted to ﾉW;S けﾐﾗヴﾏ;ﾉ ﾉｷ┗Wゲげき to be physically active 

and socially engaged. One of the greatest challenges 

to normality was managing multiple and cyclical 

symptoms and side-effects. 

 

Symptom experiences 

Several patients, not currently receiving treatment, 

reported that cancer had little impact on them. The 

majority of patients reported multiple symptoms. 

Acute symptoms, such as vomiting, diarrhoea, and 

infection, were frequently reported but described as 

brief, infrequent episodes that were well-managed, 

and had little impact on their global wellbeing. Of 

greater significance were symptoms limiting 

ヮ;デｷWﾐデゲげ S;ｷﾉ┞ ;ﾐS ゲﾗIｷ;ﾉ ;Iデｷ┗ｷデｷWゲ. Across clinic 

groups the most common chronic symptoms 

included fatigue, lack of appetite, sleep disturbance, 
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pain, and emotional difficulty. Chronic symptoms 

were often linked to loss of role in society (loss of 

employment or ability to contribute to family/social 

activities) or loss of enjoyment in day-to-day 

activities.  

 

Symptom management 

All patients seemed aware of procedures for 

managing acute/serious symptoms during 

treatment. The acute admissions procedure was 

generally regarded as straightforward and efficient. 

Patients appeared reluctant to report chronic 

symptoms to oncologists, viewing them as known 

consequences of treatment and a trade-off for 

extended life. Many patients believed their clinicians 

were not interested in chronic symptoms. Some 

patients did not report symptoms as they were 

concerned their doctor would stop treatment, 

others did not report pain due to concerns about 

taking pain medication. Patients accepted it was 

their role to deal with chronic symptoms but many 

wanted guidance to improve symptom-

management. There was variation across clinic 

groups in routine access to a Clinical Nurse Specialist 

(CNS) or advanced nurse practitioner, and this had 

;ﾐ ｷﾏヮ;Iデ ﾗﾐ ヮ;デｷWﾐデゲげ ﾆﾐﾗ┘ｷﾐｪ ┘ｴWヴW to seek 

advice, particularly when they were not receiving 

active treatment. 

 

3. Needs for Independent Living (Table 4) 

Activities of daily living and instrumental activities of 

daily living 

IﾐSWヮWﾐSWﾐデ ﾉｷ┗ｷﾐｪ ヴWaWヴゲ デﾗ ; ヮ;デｷWﾐデげゲ ;Hｷﾉｷデ┞ デﾗ 
undertake self-care and perform activities of daily-

living (ADL) (e.g., bathing, feeding, transferring) or 

instrumental ADL (e.g., housework, shopping, 

managing money). Patients reported their need for 

support with independent living changed during and 

between treatments. Most commonly patients 

reported a need for assistance with physically 

demanding IADL tasks such as shopping, cleaning, or 

gardening, and reported receiving support from 

family/friends or paying privately for assistance with 

these tasks. Five patients described needing help 

with mobility or ADL around the home: two lived in 

supported housing; one received installation of 

mobility aids in their home; and two described 

applying for but being refused home assistance. 

Several barriers to the uptake of social care 

emerged, including: taboos around showing a need 

for help or having a social worker; lack of 

opportunity or confidence raising issues with 

professionals; difficulty completing paper work; and 

negative outcomes after applying for social care. 

 

4. Work, finances, and benefits (Table 5) 

Work and financial planning 

Patients who had retired prior to their cancer 

diagnosis were least likely to report financial 

difficulty resulting from cancer. The majority of 

patients who were employed at the time of 

diagnosis described at first reducing their working 

hours, leading to early retirement as the cancer 

progressed. Those remaining in employment tended 

to be self-employed or worked flexible reduced 

hours. Many patients of working age wanted to be in 

employment but barriers to continuing working 

centred around being unable to commit to regular 

work due to fatigue, treatment side-effects, and 

frequent hospital appointments. 

 

Benefits and Social Security 

Approximately half the patients reported receiving 

one or more state benefits. The majority received 

disability allowances, such as attendance or 

employment and support allowance. The pathway to 

receiving benefits was variable. Some patients 

received guidance from Macmillan or social security 

staff, others were helped by family members. 

Several patients reported difficulty in obtaining 

benefits advice, found the benefits system 

confusing, and some reported insensitive treatment 

by social security staff. The majority of patients not 

claiming benefits had no desire to claim or had 

assumed non-entitlement due to being retired or 

having savings. 

 

5. Psychological experiences (Table 6) 

Uncertainty 

Patients often described uncertainty as the most 

difficult aspect of chronic cancer. Patients described 

difficulty coming to terms with not knowing how 

long they might live and slowly adjusting to their 

illness being a long-term condition. Waiting for scan 

results was cited as a particularly stressful and 

emotional time, and many described living from one 

scan to the next. Uncertainty and worrying about the 

future were often related to sleep disturbance, and 

┌ﾐIWヴデ;ｷﾐデ┞ ﾉｷﾏｷデWS ﾏ;ﾐ┞ ヮ;デｷWﾐデゲげ ;Hｷﾉｷデ┞ ﾗヴ SWゲｷヴW 
to make future plans. Coping strategies included 

focusing on day-to-day tasks, having strategies in  
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Table 3. Theme 2: Self-care and self-management needs 

Participant 

Description 

Quote 

#30 Renal Patient さ“ﾗﾏWデｷﾏWゲ ｷデ ぷデヴW;デﾏWﾐデへ ﾏ;ﾆWゲ ﾏW aWWﾉ ;ゲ デｴﾗ┌ｪｴ I Sﾗﾐげデ ┘;ﾐデ デﾗ Sﾗ ;ﾐ┞デｴｷﾐｪく Iデげゲ SｷaaｷI┌ﾉデ ゲ;┞ｷﾐｪ デﾗ ;ﾐ 
Wﾏヮﾉﾗ┞Wヴ Iげﾏ ﾐﾗデ Iﾗﾏｷﾐｪ ｷﾐ デﾗS;┞ HWI;┌ゲW I Sﾗﾐげデ aWWﾉ ﾉｷﾆW Sﾗｷﾐｪ ;ﾐ┞デｴｷﾐｪくくく ┞ﾗ┌ ﾏｷゲゲ デｴW ｷﾐ┗ﾗﾉ┗WﾏWﾐデ ﾗa 
┘ﾗヴﾆ ;ﾐS デｴｷﾐｪゲ ﾉｷﾆW デｴ;デくくくH┌デ デｴWヴWげゲ ﾐﾗデｴｷﾐｪ I I;ﾐ Sﾗ ;Hﾗ┌デ ｷデが Iげﾏ ﾐﾗデ ｪﾗｷﾐｪ デﾗ ｪWデ ;ﾐ┞HﾗS┞ デo employ 

me now in my conditionくざ 

#151 Breast 

Patient 

さTｴｷゲ Iﾗ┌ｪｴｷﾐｪが ┞ﾗ┌ ﾆﾐﾗ┘ ｷデ ヴW;ﾉﾉ┞ ｪWデゲ ﾏW Sﾗ┘ﾐが Iげ┗W ｴ;S デｴｷゲ aﾗヴ ゲｷ┝ ﾏﾗﾐデｴゲ ;ﾐS ｷデ ;aaWIデゲ ﾏ┞ ゲﾉWWヮｷﾐｪくくくI 
Iﾗ┌ｪｴ ; ﾉﾗデが ;ﾐS ｷデげゲ ゲﾗ ｷヴヴｷデ;デｷﾐｪ ;ﾐS SWHｷﾉｷデ;デｷﾐｪくくくI I;ﾐげデ Iﾗﾏﾏｷデ デﾗ ;ﾐ┞デｴｷﾐｪくくくざ 

#103 Colorectal / 

GI  

Patient 

さIデ ﾃ┌ゲデ IﾗﾏWゲ ﾗ┗Wヴ ┞ﾗ┌ ﾉｷﾆW ; Iﾉﾗ┌Sが ｷデげゲ ﾉｷﾆW ゲﾗﾏWHﾗS┞げゲ Sヴ;┘ﾐ ; ヮ;ｷヴ ﾗa I┌ヴデ;ｷﾐゲが ｷデげゲ ﾃ┌ゲデ デｴWヴWが ┘ｴWヴW 
┞ﾗ┌ I;ﾐげデ W┝ヮﾉ;ｷﾐ ｷデが ｷデげゲ ﾉｷﾆW ;ﾐ ;┘a┌ﾉ a;デｷｪ┌W ┘ｴWヴW ｷデ ﾃ┌ゲデ ゲ┘WWヮゲ ﾗ┗Wヴ ┞ﾗ┌ヴ HﾗS┞ ;ﾐS ┞ﾗ┌ ﾃ┌ゲデ 
I;ﾐげデくくくIﾗ┌ﾉSﾐげデ ﾉｷaデ ; I┌ヮが ┞ﾗ┌ Iﾗ┌ﾉSﾐげデ ｴﾗﾉS ; Hﾗﾗﾆ ┞ﾗ┌げヴW デｴ;デ デｷヴWSくくく 
くくく ｷa デｴWヴW ｷゲ ;ﾐ┞デｴｷﾐｪ ┌ヮ ┘ｷデｴ ﾏW I デWﾉﾉ ｴｷﾏ ぷﾗﾐIﾗﾉﾗｪｷゲデへ ;ﾐS ;ﾉﾉく I ﾏW;ﾐ ｷデげゲ ヮﾗｷﾐデﾉWゲゲ デWﾉﾉｷﾐｪ ｴｷﾏ ┞ﾗ┌げヴW 
ヮﾗﾗヴﾉ┞ ;ﾐS ┞ﾗ┌げ┗W ｪﾗデ ; ｴW;S;IｴW ;ﾐS ┞ﾗ┌ ﾃ┌ゲデ aWWﾉ ﾉｷﾆW ;ゲ デｴﾗ┌ｪｴ ┞ﾗ┌ ┘;ﾐデ デﾗ ｪﾗ デﾗ HWSが I ﾏW;ﾐ ｴWげﾉﾉ 
know all that ;ﾉヴW;S┞が ｷデげゲ ｷa ┞ﾗ┌ ｴ;┗W ヮ;ｷﾐゲ ﾗヴ ﾉﾗゲｷﾐｪ ┘Wｷｪｴデ ﾗヴ ;ﾉﾉ デｴ;デく “ﾗ ﾐﾗ Iげﾏ OKくざ 

#37 Renal Patient  さAﾐS ｷデげゲ SｷaaｷI┌ﾉデ ┘ｴWデｴWヴ デﾗ ゲ;┞ ゲﾗﾏWデｴｷﾐｪ ﾗヴ ﾐﾗデが HWI;┌ゲW ┞ﾗ┌ デｴｷﾐﾆが ﾗｴ デｴW┞ ﾏ┌ゲデ デｴｷﾐﾆ Iげﾏ ;ﾐ ｷSｷﾗデぁ 
Iげ┗W ｪﾗデ デｴｷゲが デｴｷゲが デｴｷゲが デｴｷゲ I I;ﾐげデ ヮﾗゲゲｷHﾉ┞ デWﾉﾉ デｴWﾏ ;Hﾗ┌デ W┗Wヴ┞デｴｷﾐｪくざ 

#129 Breast 

Patient 

さｷa ｷデ ┘;ゲ ゲﾗﾏWデｴｷﾐｪ デｴ;デ I;ﾏW ﾗﾐ ゲ┌SSWﾐﾉ┞ ;ﾐS ┘;ゲ ┞ﾗ┌ ﾆﾐﾗ┘が ｴ;┗ｷﾐｪ ; ｴ┌ｪW WaaWIデ ﾗﾐ ﾏW I デｴｷﾐﾆ I ┘ﾗ┌ﾉS 
ヮヴﾗH;Hﾉ┞ ヮｴﾗﾐW ｴWヴW ぷｴﾗゲヮｷデ;ﾉへ ;ﾐS ゲヮW;ﾆ デﾗ ゲﾗﾏWHﾗS┞く P;ヴデｷI┌ﾉ;ヴﾉ┞ ┘ｴｷﾉW ┞ﾗ┌げヴW ｴ;┗ｷﾐｪ デヴW;デﾏWﾐデ デｴ;デげゲ 
the デｴｷﾐｪ デﾗ Sﾗ ｷゲﾐげデ ｷデが ┘ｴｷﾉW ┞ﾗ┌げヴW ｴ;┗ｷﾐｪ IｴWﾏﾗが ｷﾐ HWデ┘WWﾐ デｷﾏWゲ IげS ｴ;┗W デﾗ デｴｷﾐﾆ ;Hﾗ┌デ ┘ｴWヴW I ┘;ゲ 
ｪﾗｷﾐｪ デﾗ SｷヴWIデ ﾏ┞ゲWﾉa ヴW;ﾉﾉ┞くざ 

#71 Gynae 

Patient 

さYWゲが Iげ┗W SﾗﾐW ｷデ デ┘ｷIW I デｴｷﾐﾆが Iげ┗W ヴ┌ﾐｪ ┌ヮ ;ﾐS Iげ┗W ｪﾗデ ;ﾐ ;ヮヮﾗｷﾐデﾏWﾐデ デｴW ゲ;ﾏW S;┞くくく I ヴ;ﾐｪ ┌ヮ ;nd I 

went straight into ward [acute admissions] and every day I had something done and they put me back on 

ﾏ┞ ヮWヴIｴ ;ﾐS Iげﾏ ┗Wヴ┞ ｪヴ;デWa┌ﾉざ 

#151 Breast 

Patient 

さI ヴW;ﾉﾉ┞ ﾐWWS デﾗ ﾆﾐﾗ┘ ｴﾗ┘ デﾗ ﾏ;ﾐ;ｪW デｴｷゲ HWI;┌ゲW ﾏ┞ ｴ┌ゲH;ﾐS ┘ﾗヴﾆゲ a┌ﾉﾉ デｷﾏWが ゲﾗ ┞ﾗ┌ ﾆﾐﾗ┘が Iげﾏ ﾗn my 

ﾗ┘ﾐ ﾏﾗゲデ ﾗa デｴW デｷﾏW ;ﾐS I ｴ;┗W デﾗ Sﾗ デｴｷﾐｪゲが ┞ﾗ┌ ﾆﾐﾗ┘が ;ﾐS I Sﾗﾐげデ ┘;ﾐデ デﾗ HW ｴﾗ┌ゲW Hﾗ┌ﾐSが I ┘;ﾐデ デﾗ 
ｪﾗ ﾗ┌デが I ┘;ﾐデ デﾗ ﾉW;S ; ﾐﾗヴﾏ;ﾉ ﾉｷaWくくくゲﾗﾏWデｷﾏWゲ I ｪWデ ヴW;ﾉﾉ┞ HヴW;デｴﾉWゲゲ ;ﾐS ┘ｴWﾐ ┞ﾗ┌げヴW ﾗﾐ ┞ﾗ┌ヴ ﾗ┘ﾐ 
デｴ;デげゲ ヴW;ﾉﾉ┞ aヴｷｪｴデWﾐｷﾐｪ ;ﾐS ゲﾗ ┞ﾗ┌ ﾆﾐﾗ┘が I ┘ﾗ┌ld really like to know where to go to actually learn how to 

manage it.ざ 

 

 

Table 4. Theme 3: Needs for Independent Living 

Participant 

description 

Quote 

#129 Breast 

Patient 

さくくく; ﾐ┌ヴゲW ゲ;ｷS デﾗ ﾏW ┘ﾗ┌ﾉS ┞ﾗ┌ ﾉｷﾆW デﾗ ゲWW ; ゲﾗIｷ;ﾉ ┘ﾗヴﾆWヴい AﾐS I ゲﾗヴデ ﾗa ゲ;ｷS ﾐﾗが HWI;┌ゲW ;デ デｴW デｷﾏW I 
had a partner and I felt perfectly capable of sort of lookinｪ ;aデWヴ ﾏ┞ゲWﾉaくくくｷﾐ ヴWデヴﾗゲヮWIデ ｷa IげS ゲWWﾐ デｴ;デ 
ゲﾗIｷ;ﾉ ┘ﾗヴﾆWヴ ﾗヴ ┘ｴﾗW┗Wヴ デｴW┞ ┘ﾗ┌ﾉS ヮWヴｴ;ヮゲ ｴ;┗W ゲ;ｷS デﾗ ﾏW ┞ﾗ┌ ヴW;ﾉｷゲW デｴ;デ ┞ﾗ┌げヴW WﾉｷｪｷHﾉW aﾗヴくくくH┌デ 
HWI;┌ゲW I IｴﾗゲW デﾗ ゲ;┞ ﾐﾗ ;デ デｴW デｷﾏW デｴ;デ ┘;ゲ ゲﾗヴデ ﾗa IﾉﾗゲWS ﾗaa デﾗ ﾏWざ 

#116 Breast 

Patient 

さI SｷSﾐげデ ｴave a bath or a shower for months, my husband tried to get some help, through social services, 

;ﾐS ; ﾉ;S┞ SｷS IﾗﾏW ;ﾐS ┘W aｷﾉﾉWS ｷﾐ ﾉﾗ;Sゲ ﾗa ゲｴWWデゲが H┌デ ﾐﾗデｴｷﾐｪ ｴ;ヮヮWﾐWSくざ 

 

 

Table 5. Theme 4: Work, finances, and benefits 

Participant 

description 

Quote 

 Work and financial planning 

#45 Renal Patient さI ┘;ゲ ﾗﾐ ゲｷ┝ ﾏﾗﾐデｴゲ a┌ﾉﾉ ヮ;┞が ゲｷ┝ ﾏﾗﾐデｴゲ ｴ;ﾉa ヮ;┞ ゲﾗ aｷﾐ;ﾐIｷ;ﾉﾉ┞ ┘W ┘WヴW OKが H┌デ I ┘;ゲ ; Hｷデ IﾗﾐIWヴﾐWS ;ゲ 
to what would happen ;aデWヴ ヱヲ ﾏﾗﾐデｴゲが ┘ｴWデｴWヴ I ┘ﾗ┌ﾉS ヴWデｷヴWが ┘ｴWデｴWヴ IげS ｪWデ ｷﾉﾉ ｴW;ﾉデｴ ;ﾐS ゲﾗ デｴW 
aｷﾐ;ﾐIｷ;ﾉ ｷゲゲ┌Wゲ HWｴｷﾐS デｴ;デ ┘;ゲ ; Hｷデ ﾗa ; ┘ﾗヴヴ┞くざ 

  

 Benefits and Social Security 

#115 Colorectal 

Patient 

さI ﾏW;ﾐ I ﾃ┌ゲデ ┘;ﾉﾆ ｷﾐが IﾗﾏW ｷﾐ ;ﾐS ｪWデ ﾏ┞ デヴW;デﾏWﾐデ ;ﾐS I ﾉW;┗Wく Iげﾏ ゲﾗ ﾐ;ｷ┗W ﾉｷﾆW デｴ;デが I ヴW;ﾉﾉ┞ ;ﾏく I 
┘ﾗ┌ﾉS ﾐW┗Wヴ ｴ;┗W SヴW;ﾏWS ﾗa ;ゲﾆｷﾐｪ aﾗヴ aｷﾐ;ﾐIｷ;ﾉ ;ｷSが I ヴW;ﾉﾉ┞ ┘ﾗ┌ﾉSﾐげデざ 

#21 Renal Patient さ“ｴW ゲ;ｷS ┞ﾗ┌げﾉﾉ aｷﾐS デｴ;デ ┞ﾗ┌ ﾐWWS デｴｷゲ W┝デヴ; ﾏﾗﾐW┞が ;ﾐS ゲｴW ゲ;ｷS aﾗヴ ﾃﾗ┌ヴﾐW┞ゲ デﾗ ;ﾐS aヴﾗﾏ ｴﾗゲヮｷデ;ﾉゲ ;ﾐS 
different places, and I have found that I do need the central heating on a lot more, I feel the cold. So I 

ﾆﾐﾗ┘ デｴ;デ ﾏﾗﾐW┞ ｷゲ デｴWヴW デﾗ ヮ;┞ デｴW Hｷﾉﾉゲ ┘ｴWﾐ デｴW┞ IﾗﾏWくざ 
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Table 6. Theme 5: Psychological experiences 

Participant 

Description 

Quote 

 Uncertainty 

#30 Renal patient さくくく┞ﾗ┌ ゲﾗヴデ ﾗa ﾉｷ┗W aヴﾗﾏ ﾗﾐW ゲI;ﾐ デﾗ デｴW ﾐW┝デ ;ﾐS ﾃ┌ゲデ ｴﾗヮW デｴ;デ デｴW┞ ｴ;┗Wﾐげデ ｪヴﾗ┘ﾐ ;ﾐ┞ﾏﾗヴWが H┌デ ┞ﾗ┌ 
ﾐW┗Wヴ ﾆﾐﾗ┘くざ 

#117 Breast さYﾗ┌げヴW ゲﾗヴデ ﾗa ヴ┌ﾐﾐｷﾐｪ ;ヴﾗ┌ﾐS ﾉｷﾆW ; IｴｷIﾆWﾐ ┘ｷデｴ ﾐﾗ ｴW;S ﾗﾐ デヴ┞ｷﾐｪ デﾗ ｪWデ W┗Wヴ┞デｴｷﾐｪ ﾗヴｪ;ﾐｷゲWSくくく┞ﾗ┌ 
Sﾗﾐげデ ﾆﾐﾗ┘ ｴﾗ┘ ﾉﾗﾐｪ ┞ﾗ┌げ┗W ｪﾗデが ┘ｴ;デ デｴW ヮヴﾗIWS┌ヴW ｷゲ ﾗヴ ;ﾐ┞デｴｷﾐｪざ 

#147 Breast さTｴW デｴｷﾐｪ I aｷﾐS デｴW ﾏﾗゲデ デWヴヴｷa┞ｷﾐｪ ｷゲ ┘ｴWﾐ Iげ┗W ｴ;S ; ゲI;ﾐ ;ﾐS デｴｷﾐｪゲ ;ﾐS ┘WげヴW ｪﾗｷﾐｪ デﾗ ｴW;ヴ デｴW 
ヴWゲ┌ﾉデゲが ﾗﾐIW I ﾆﾐﾗ┘ ｷデ I I;ﾐ ヮWヴｴ;ヮゲ IﾗヮW ┘ｷデｴ ｷデが ｷデげゲ ﾃ┌ゲデ ｪﾗｷﾐｪ ｷﾐ デｴWヴWざ 

  

 Burdening others 

#115 Colorectal 

Patient 

さI デヴ┞ デﾗ ﾆWWヮ ｷデ ;┘;┞ aヴﾗﾏ デｴW ﾆｷSゲ ;ゲ ﾏ┌Iｴ ;ゲ ヮﾗゲゲｷHﾉWくくくデｴW┞げヴW ｪヴﾗ┘ﾐ ┘ﾗﾏWﾐ ;ﾐS I;ﾐ IﾗヮW ┘ｷデｴ ｷデが H┌デ 
くくく I Sﾗﾐげデ ┘;ﾐデ デﾗ HﾗデｴWヴ デｴWﾏが デｴW┞げヴW ｪﾗｷﾐｪ デﾗ ｴ;┗W Wﾐﾗ┌ｪｴ デヴﾗ┌HﾉW ┘ｴWﾐ I Sﾗ aｷﾐ;ﾉﾉ┞ ｪﾗざ 

#121 Renal 

Patient 

さI Sﾗﾐげデ ;ﾉ┘;┞ゲ デWﾉﾉ デｴWﾏ ぷa;ﾏｷﾉ┞へ ｴﾗ┘ H;S デｴｷﾐｪゲ ;ヴWが デｴW┞ ﾆﾐﾗ┘ ｷデ I;ﾐげデ HW I┌ヴWSが デｴW┞ ﾆﾐﾗ┘ デｴ;デが H┌デ 
┞ﾗ┌ ﾆﾐﾗ┘が デｴW┞げﾉﾉ IﾗﾏW ;ﾐS ゲ;┞ デﾗ ﾏW けhow are you today?げ けIげﾏ ;ﾉヴｷｪｴデげく E┗Wﾐ ｷa Iげﾏ ﾐﾗデが HWI;┌ゲW I Sﾗﾐげデ 
ﾉｷﾆW デﾗ ┘ﾗヴヴ┞ デｴWﾏざ 

#141 Breast 

patient 

さDヴ ぷﾗﾐIﾗﾉﾗｪｷゲデへ ｷゲ ﾉﾗ┗Wﾉ┞ ;ﾐS ゲｴW ゲ;ｷS けデｴｷゲ ｷゲ ﾏ┞ ゲWIヴWデ;ヴ┞げゲ ﾐ┌ﾏHWヴ ring her anytimeげが H┌デ ┞ﾗ┌ I;ﾐげデ Sﾗ 
デｴ;デ デﾗ ; Iﾗﾐゲ┌ﾉデ;ﾐデが ｷデげゲ ﾐﾗデ ヴW;ﾉｷゲデｷIが I ﾏW;ﾐ ゲｴW ┘;ゲ ﾉﾗ┗Wﾉ┞ Sﾗｷﾐｪ ｷデが H┌デ ｷデげゲ ﾐﾗデ ; ヴW;ﾉｷゲデｷI デｴｷﾐｪ デﾗ Sﾗくざ 

  

 Psychological support 

#151 Breast 

patient 

さYﾗ┌ ゲWW I デヴ┞ ;ﾐS ﾏ;ﾐ;ｪW W┗Wヴ┞デｴｷﾐｪ ﾏ┞ゲWﾉaく BWI;┌ゲW ｷデげゲ empowering, you know, cancer takes an awful 

ﾉﾗデ ﾗa ヮﾗ┘Wヴ ;┘;┞ aヴﾗﾏ ┞ﾗ┌が ┞ﾗ┌ I;ﾐげデ Iﾗﾐデヴﾗﾉ デｴ;デが H┌デ ┘ｴWﾐ ┞ﾗ┌ I;ﾐ ｴ;┗W Iﾗﾐデヴﾗﾉ デｴ;デ ｷゲ ゲﾗ ｷﾏヮﾗヴデ;ﾐデざ 

#103 Colorectal 

Patient 

さNﾗが デｴW┞ ゲ;ｷS デｴ;デ デｴW M;Iﾏｷﾉﾉ;ﾐ ﾐ┌ヴゲWゲ ;ヴW デｴWヴW ;ﾐS デｴWヴWげゲ デｴWゲW ゲWﾉa ｴWﾉヮ ｪヴﾗ┌ps and all this that and 

デｴW ﾗデｴWヴが I ;ﾏ ﾐﾗデ ｪﾗｷﾐｪ デﾗ ゲｷデ Sﾗ┘ﾐ ;ﾐS ﾉｷゲデWﾐ デﾗ ﾗデｴWヴ ヮWﾗヮﾉW ｪﾗｷﾐｪ ﾗﾐ ;Hﾗ┌デ ┘ｴ;デげゲ ┌ヮ ┘ｷデｴ デｴWﾏが ┞ﾗ┌ 
ﾆﾐﾗ┘が ｷデげゲ ﾃ┌ゲデ ﾐﾗデ ﾏWくざ 

 

 

place to cope with physically or emotionally difficult 

days, and striving to focus on positive aspects of life. 

 

Burdening others 

Many patients spoke of concerns about burdening 

others, and were careful to protect their family, 

particularly partners or children, from knowing the 

truth about their emotions or the burden of physical 

symptoms. Patients also described protecting their 

oncologists; by not taking up time with unimportant 

questions, not calling when they were unwell, and 

holding back when reporting symptoms.  

 

Psychological support 

Many patients felt unable to express emotions to 

loved ones, but few sought professional support. 

With the exception of gynaecological clinic patients, 

where a CNS leads a support group for advanced 

cancer patients, participation in support groups or 

uptake of psychological services was uncommon. 

Barriers to uptake of psychological support included 

social taboos and stereotypes; misconceptions about 

what different services could provide; and lack of 

information detailing support available locally to 

patientsげ ｴﾗﾏWゲ. 

 

 

6. Support pathways 

Attitude towards services; signposting; timely 

support 

An umbrella theme emerged highlighting generic 

barriers to accessing support. Patients had 

misconceptions about the role of services, confusion 

about who to approach for support, and difficulty 

accessing timely support. For example, most patients 

were aware that organisations, such as Macmillan, 

were available to cancer patients but many believed 

these services were for end-of-ﾉｷaW I;ヴW ﾗヴ さｷa デｴｷﾐｪゲ 
ｪﾗデ SWゲヮWヴ;デWざく WｴWヴW ヮ;デｷWﾐデゲ ｴ;S ; ﾐWWS ﾗヴ ｴ;S 
received support for psychological, social, or 

economic needs, the pathway to receiving this 

support appeared unsystematic. Some patients 

described being offered support at the wrong time 

for them, such as during an acute admission and that 

when future needs occurred they did not know 

where to turn for support. Support offered by 

specialist nurses was highly valued, both for 

specialist medical advice as well as signposting to 

support services. Those reporting regular access to a 

CNS appeared to cope better than those without. 
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DISCUSSION 

In this research we put forward a working definition 

of chronic cancer and encourage further debate to 

refine this definition. The DoH-GCM is an 

intentionally broad model focusing on supporting 

patients to lead independent and productive lives 

during chronic illness. Categorising patient narratives 

within this model was straightforward. Combining 

emergent themes with DoH-GCM provided a more 

comprehensive framework (Box 2) that highlighted 

specific problem areas for chronic cancer patients, 

including: variable treatment schedules and hospital 

appointments; variable integration between hospital 

and GP/community services; multiple and changing 

symptoms alongside the cyclical nature of chronic 

cancer; and dealing with uncertainty. We identified 

areas of good clinical practice and areas where 

improvements in personalised care planning might 

have the potential to improve self-management and 

wellbeing. 

For chronic cancer, treatment decisions are 

made to balance disease progression, disease 

symptoms, and treatment side-effects. Decisions are 

frequently based on quality-of-life considerations 

through discussion of symptoms and performance of 

I/ADL. Patients in this study described good 

communication with oncology specialists and 

appeared well supported to understand their illness 

and participate in treatment decisions. Whilst there 

appeared to be good support mechanisms for 

managing acute symptoms, particularly during 

treatment, we identified a culture of patients under-

reporting chronic symptoms, corroborating similar 

findings in the literature [13]. The extent to which 

under-reporting is intentional by patients wishing to 

ensure eligibility for treatment, or unintentional 

through misunderstanding of what is medically 

significant, is yet to be determined for this 

population.  

It is clear that chronic symptoms can reduce 

quality-of-life [13]. Patients in this study linked 

chronic symptoms to loss of employment, inability to 

contribute to family or social activities, and a loss of 

enjoyment in day-to-day activities. These issues can 

HW Hヴﾗ;Sﾉ┞ I;デWｪﾗヴｷゲWS ;ゲ けヮゲ┞IｴﾗゲﾗIｷ;ﾉげが ;ﾐS デｴWヴW ｷゲ 
typically good provision for professional support in 

these areas across tertiary/secondary and primary 

care. In this study less than half the patients 

reported routine access to a CNS (advanced nurse 

practitioner or key-worker); a finding reflected in 

other studies with advanced cancer patients [14]. 

We identified differences between patients who did 

and did not report routine access to a CNS in their 

knowledge of care pathways (where and how they 

could obtain support) for different problems. 

Patients with CNS support described how the nurse 

provided regular opportunities to discuss problems, 

supported symptom management, and facilitated 

access to services. For those without CNS support, 

there was variability in symptom-management, 

confusion regarding who they should talk to about 

different problems, and unsystematic access to 

support services. These findings concur with 

previous work showing that patients with cancer are 

most likely to have unmet needs for psychological 

concerns, social support, and independent living [15, 

16]. 

P;デｷWﾐデゲげ ﾐWWS aﾗヴ ゲ┌ヮヮﾗヴデ ゲｴﾗ┌ﾉS HW IﾗﾐゲｷSWヴWS 
within the context of the duration of chronic cancer. 

Patients in this study were on average 42 months 

(3.5 years) post-diagnosis of chronic cancer (range 

13-155 months/1-13 years), and had been receiving 

treatment and attending hospital appointments 

throughout. Symptom control and psychosocial 

issues can occur at any time in the chronic phase and 

the need for support will vary over time [17]. 

Evaluation of needs and support planning must 

consider the cyclical nature of chronic cancer care. A 

route for patients to access timely support for 

medical as well as non-medical issues when they are 

not receiving treatment must be provided. In the 

current model of cancer care, with increasing focus 

on acute needs, it may be necessary to look beyond 

the acute treatment setting in providing this long-

term service. 

The DoH-GCM [7] advocates patient choice. A 

model of integrated care between cancer centres 

and community services may benefit some chronic 

cancer patients, particularly those without routine 

access to a CNS, or those living remote to cancer 

centres. The integration of primary care services at 

the point of diagnosis with chronic cancer may have 

the potential to improve access to support, may 

improve management of chronic symptoms, and 

may facilitate the transition to end of life care. 

Research is needed to establish best methods for 

;ゲゲWゲゲｷﾐｪ ヮ;デｷWﾐデゲげ ヴWケ┌ｷヴWﾏWﾐデゲ aﾗヴ ゲ┌ヮヮﾗヴデ S┌ヴｷﾐｪ 
chronic cancer and ensuring that assessment 

outcomes correspond to efficient and targeted 

access to support. Research is also needed to 

determine whether or not patients are more likely to 
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report accurate symptoms to practitioners who do 

not control anti-cancer prescriptions.  

We found evidence of successfully integrated 

service provision for several patients from breast, 

renal, and prostate clinics, for whom aspects of 

cancer care were routinely provided for by 

GPs/practice nurses. For the remainder of patients, 

the cancer centre was the only resource for cancer-

related problems, with GP services providing solely 

for non-cancer issues. We identified several barriers 

to the use of primary care services. In this study 23% 

patients reported a difficult diagnosis procedure 

with 13% losing trust in their GP service as a result. 

Many patients perceived their GP practice lacked 

expertise to support them, a finding reflected in 

previous research by both patients [18] and GPs 

[19]. With the development of national initiatives 

such as the National Service Frameworks [20] and 

registries of practitioners with specialist interests in 

cancer, it may become easier to plan integrated care 

based on the availability of specialist services local to 

ヮ;デｷWﾐデゲげ ｴﾗﾏWゲく This research highlights the 

importance of cancer specialists acknowledging and 

discussing diagnosis experiences, GP relationships, 

and patient expectations if primary care services are 

to be integrated into this stage of cancer care.  

This report documents the personal experiences 

of a small sample of patients attending a specialist 

cancer centre. The generalisability of these 

experiences to the wider chronic cancer population 

needs to be explored in future work. For example, 

the eligibility criteria of >12 months post chronic 

disease excluded early chronic cancer patients, and 

voluntary participation in this study may have 

excluded patients with poorer health or those in the 

late stages of chronic cancer transitioning to end of 

life care. Our current programme of research 

continues to explore chronic cancer. We have 

conducted interviews with staff who provide care 

and services for chronic cancer populations and 

hope to identify specific challenges to service 

organisation and delivery for this patient group. We 

have also developed a survey, based on the 

narratives of patients in this study. We are currently 

administering the survey to patients across several 

hospitals in the Yorkshire Network aiming to 

determine whether the experiences documented in 

this report are generalisable to a wider population of 

patients. We hope that this ongoing research will 

help to answer some of the questions that remain 

about the care, support, and service needs of this 

patient group. 

 

 

CONCLUSIONS 

Care planning at the point of transition to chronic 

cancer should focus on evaluating patｷWﾐデゲげ 
symptoms and need for psychological, social, and 

economic support. Re-evaluation of chronic 

symptoms and psychosocial problems should be 

planned with patients at regular intervals 

throughout the chronic phase, including treatment-

free periods. Where problems are identified these 

should be followed-up with information showing 

how different service providers can meet ヮ;デｷWﾐデゲげ 
needsが ;ﾐS IﾗﾐゲｷSWヴ;デｷﾗﾐ ﾗa ヮ;デｷWﾐデゲげ ;Hｷﾉｷデ┞ デﾗ 
undertake self-management. Wherever possible, 

support care planning should review availability of 

ゲWヴ┗ｷIWゲ ﾉﾗI;ﾉ デﾗ ヮ;デｷWﾐデゲげ ｴﾗﾏWゲ, and consider 

whether alternative support pathways are required 

for treatment-free periods.  

 

 

REFERENCES 

1. Kｷﾐｪげゲ CﾗﾉﾉWｪW LﾗﾐSﾗﾐが M;Iﾏｷﾉﾉ;ﾐ C;ﾐIWヴ “┌ヮヮﾗヴデ ;ﾐS 
National Cancer Intelligence Network, 2008. 

2.http://info.cancerresearchuk.org/cancerstats/incidence

/prevalence/?a=5441. [Accessed december 2011];  

3. NHS Improvement: Adult Cancer Survivorship 

Initiative. Living With and Beyond Cancer: The 

improvement story so far. 2010. 

4. Foster C, Brown J, Killen M, et al. The NCRI cancer 

experiences collaborative: Defining self management. 

Eur J Oncol Nurs 2007;11:295-7. 

5. NICE. Guidance on Cancer Services: Improving 

Supportive and Palliative Care for Adults with Cancer. 

London: National Institute for Clinical Excellence; 

2004. 

6. Berlinger N, Gusmano M. Cancer chronicity: new 

research and policy challenges. J Health Serv Res Policy 

2011;16:121-3. 

7. Team DoHCP. Generic choice model for long term 

conditions. In: Health Do, editor. London: Department 

of Health; 2007. 

8. Leventhal H, Nerenz DR, Steele DJ. Illness 

representations and coping with health threats. Baum 

A, Taylor SE, Singer JE, editors. Hillsdale, NJ: Erlbaum; 

1984. 

http://info.cancerresearchuk.org/cancerstats/incidence/prevalence/?a=5441
http://info.cancerresearchuk.org/cancerstats/incidence/prevalence/?a=5441


Published in BMJ Supportive & Palliative Care 2012 2(3), 248-255 doi:10.1136/bmjspcare-2012-000200 

 

9. Wagner EH. Chronic disease management: what will it 

take to improve care for chronic illness? Eff Clin Pract 

1998;1:2-4. 

10. Bodenheimer T, Lorig K, Holman H, et al. Patient self-

management of chronic disease in primary care. JAMA 

2002;288:2469-75. 

11. Holmström I, Röing M. The relation between patient-

centeredness and patient empowerment: A discussion 

on concepts. Patient Educ Couns 2010;79:167-72. 

12. Ritchie J, Spencer L. Qualitative data analysis for 

applied policy research. Bryman A, Burgess R, editors. 

London: Routledge; 1994. 

13. Mock V, Atkinson A, Barsevick AM, et al. Cancer-

related fatigue. Clinical Practice Guidelines in 

Oncology. Journal of the National Comprehensive 

Cancer Network : JNCCN 2007;5:1054-78. 

14. Aranda S, Schofield P, Weih L, et al. Mapping the 

quality of life and unmet needs of urban women with 

metastatic breast cancer. Eur J Cancer Care (Engl) 

2005;14:211-22. 

15. Soothill K, Morris SM, Thomas C, et al. The universal, 

situational, and personal needs of cancer patients and 

their main carers. Eur J Oncol Nurs 2003;7:5-13. 

16. Sanson-Fisher R, Girgis A, Boyes A, et al. The unmet 

supportive care needs of patients with cancer. 

Supportive Care Review Group. Cancer 2000;88:226-

37. 

17. Frost MH, Suman VJ, Rummans TA, et al. Physical, 

psychological and social well-being of women with 

breast cancer: The influence of disease phase. Psycho-

Oncol 2000;9:221-31. 

18. van der Kam WJ, Branger PJ, van Bemmel JH, et al. 

Communication between physicians and with patients 

suffering from breast cancer. Fam Pract 1998;15:415-

9. 

19. Tanner G, Myers P. Secondaryにprimary care 

communication: impressions of the quality of 

consultant communication with specific regard to 

cancer patients. Primary Health Care Research and 

Development 2002;3:23-38. 

20. National Service Frameworks: a practical aid to 

implementation in primary care. Department of 

Health, 2002. 

 


