15th January, 1959.

My dear Bradford Hill,

Thank you for your letter of January l4th, I think you have
sent me what I want, but as 1t 18 all expressed in percentages
the sotual numbers inferred from these will need cheoking again
at your end sinpe there are, of course, the usual disorepancies
(e.g. no whole number out of 9 is 20%), sc I am encloeing the ten
four=fold tebles that result for verification, The note on your
table to the effect that "Ounces of tobacco have been expressed
ae being equivalent to eo many cigarettes" points to quite a
sericus trouble, for plpe smokers do not ordinerily inhale, and
have in fact less omncer of the lung in these tables, so that the
mixture of pipe and olgarette emokers in the way indlocated would
vend surely in the direction of & falee poeltive asscciation
between inhaling and ganosr,

Un the basie of the motusl olassification of the individuals
concerned into the 40 olesses now available, it should be easy,
as you have the hand sortings available, to eay how many in each
of these 40 oclasses are not in faot clgarette smokers.

I do not think that & test of significance ae suggested on
page T44 (1950) is poeaible without these sub-divisions.

Bincerely youras,

Eno.
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