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Corrections

Cancer in the European Community and its member states. —
In this article by Dr O. Mgller Jensen ez al. (Vol. 26, 1167-1256),
the number of new cases of cancer in the Summary and on p.
1171 should have read 1222 120 and not 1186 000. The same
applies to the accompanying editorial by C.S. Muir and P. Boyle
(p. 1112).

Intraperitoneal chemotherapy for malignant peritoneal
mesothelioma. — In this article by Dr L.Th. Vlasveld ez al.
(Vol. 27, 732-734), the fifth sentence of the final paragraph of
the discussion should have begun: “Furthermore, the data
presented in Tables 1and 2...”

Comparison of the sulforhodamine B protein and tetrazolium
(MTT) assays for in vitro chemosensitivity testing. — In this
article by Dr Y.P. Keepers et al. (Vol. 27, 897-900), the units
for ICs, in Table 1 should have been pmol/l.

Double-blind randomised trial of the antiemetic efficacy and
safety of ondansetron and metoclopramide in advanced
breast cancer patients treated with epirubicin and
cyclophosphamide. — In this article by Dr N.W. Marschner et
al. (Vol. 27, 1137-1140) the references should have read as
follows:
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Report on consensus meeting of the EORTC Melanoma
Group on educational needs for primary and secondary pre-
vention of melanoma in Europe. — In this article by Dr R.M.
Mackie et al. (Vol. 27, 1317-1323), Dr Kélmel’s address was
wrongly ascribed as Goéttingen, The Netherlands. The correct
country is F.R.G.



