3lat October, 1958,

Denr dredford 111,

CoReMt 0 stuffy lettor! I thought I hind slven the Ainmpreasion
that you were rather homest, though mistaken, However, if you are
wiliin; tc glve the data on which the resulte in the B,2%.J.
deptenber J0th WS0 were buned, I wr oure 1t will remove any
impression of conceanlmnent.

n pege T43, Table VI gives the distribution by cnount
pmoked delly of lunp-carcinoma patients (647 males end 41 Temnles)
in contrast to eontrol potients (622 males ond 2E fermlesm). On
poge Tid ander '"Irkheling' vou give thnt of the 688 lunyq—careinoma
patlentec 6L1.6; anild they inkeled, end of 650 patients with other
dlioensos 67.2,. wore inknlers. 4Gheee, of course, inolude both
nales and females et all levels of tobacoo comsumption. what is
wanted, ond whet I asked Loll for newrly u yoer ago, is the
brenkiovn showlng how mary of each entry in Toble VI declared
themeelves to be inhalers.

Without this breaskdown there is no valid test of significance
Tor tle efrects of inhaling, and L suppose that given on page T44
refers to the gross proportions,with men and women at all levels
of smoking thrown together. I cannet think that you suppome thie
to supply on adequate test.

Sineerely yours,

Bwof. &. Bradford Hill, C.B.E., F.H.5.



