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Transsacral Neurolytic Block for the Relief of Perineal Pain
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=Abstract=

Transsacral neurolytic block with 2,5ml of phenol in glycerine or bupivacaine was performed
in 6 patients with malignant diseases and a patient with sphincter spasm of bladder due to
spinal cord injury, Pain relief was satisfactory in all patints except one patient with very low

pain threshold. In one patient,

sacond transsacral neurolytic block alone was not sufficient

becausz of widespread pain along distant metastasis of the malignant digease, although the first
block was satisfactory., The complications include transient motor weakness(4), voiding

difficulty (1), subarachnoid puncture(1), and epidural venous puncture(l),

but they were all

spontaneously recovered within a short period of time and did not give any limitation to the block,
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Table l Summary of Transsacral Neurolytic Block in 7 Patients.

Site of Number

Analgesics used PRS VAS

Number Age Sex Diagnosis of Complications
block  block B A B A BA
1 48 F  Carcinoma of S, 1 fentanyl none 3 0 90 20 tramsient motor
rectum diazepam weakness
Rectovaginal fistula
2 50 M Carcinoma of S, 2 baralgin none 4 2 90 50 transient motor
rectum pentazocine weakness
3 56 M  Carcinomatosis S, 3 baralgin none 4 1 50 10 transient motor
pentazocine weakness
S, 2 baralgin epidural 4 4% 90 90* dural puncture
pentazocine  morphine*
4 54 F  Carcinoma of S, 2 pentazocine none 4 2 90 50 bloody tap
rectum Uterine myoma
5 68 M  Carcinoma of S, 2 demerol demeral 3 2 100 80 none
rectum
6 40 M Metastatic S, baralgin (X-ray 3 2 80 60 transient motor

carcinoma of bone S,

7 63 M Cord injury Sa3 1

Sphinter spasm

pentazocine therapy)

weakness and
voiding difficulty

valium demerol none 4 ¢ 100 0 none
buscopan

abbreviations used : PRS=Pain Rating Scale, VAS=Visual Analogue Scale
B=Before Block, A=After Block.
* : Epieural morphine for the control of abdominal pain hence high pain scale and VAS because of

abdominal pain.
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Fig.1 Topographic considerations involved in a transsacrai block
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