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SYNOPSIS-ABSTRACT

A national survey was conducted in 1969-1972 for the purpose of
determining the range of carboz:yhemoglqbin (COHDb) in various segments of
the America'n pop‘)u.l.at(ion. \./tenous bloc;d samples“were obtained fr.c?m 29,000
adults at arbitrarily choseﬁ b10()a bank collection sites vin the follqwjng geo-
graphical arreas: Anchorage, Chicago, Denver, Detroit, Honolulu, I—Iqustqp,
Lostngeles,‘ Miami, Mil.w.aukee, New Orleans, New York City,l ’Ph.oeni_x,

St. Louis, Salf Lake City; San Franciséo, Seattle, _Washi.néton,_ D. C. and
small cities in Vermont and New ﬁamps'hire. These blood samples were then
analyzed for COHb content. From e’yery tenth participant, ‘an alveolar breath
sample was obtained for (‘IO.a.nalysis‘ and correlation wigh the COHb. At the
time of blood collection, detailed quéstionnaires were completed so that the
influence of the following variables could be asses“se'dzb age, weight, height,
sex, race, health status, smoki‘mg habits, place of residence, occupation,
place of work, meteorological conditions, background CO concentration at
sampling site, and location and time of sampling. For comparative pur-
poses, COHb measurements were also made on samples from 1, 525 blood
donors in 13 smaller communities in Vermont and New Hampshire, and on
samples obtained from volunteers breathing CO-free air and air with known
concentrations of CO,

There was excellent agreement between the two independent analytical
methods used to analyze COHb. The mean COHb saturation of 0.45% of the

adults breathing CO-free air demonstrated the sensitivity of the analytical
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methods in detecting low concentrations of COHb. The experimental gxpol-
sures to fluctuating and discontinuous concentrations of CO demonstrated the
accuracy of the analytical methods to measure COHb over the range of satu-
rations most frequently encountered in the study.

Forty-five percent of all the non-smoking blood donors tested had
COHb saturations > 1.5% and indicated that exposure to CO in excess of th.at
permitted by the Air Quality Standards is widespread and occurring regularly.
Tobacco smoking was the single most important factor responsible for the
highest COHb saturations observed.' The other chief factors influencing the
COHb saturation were the geographical .locatio'n of the individual, his occu-
pation, and the existing meteorological conditions. None of the large urban
communities had CO concentrations low enm\zgh to comply with the EPA

ambient Air Quality Standards for CO.
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"NORMAL'"W CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN LEVELS OF BLOOD
DONORS IN THE UNITED STATES
INTRODUCTION |

Carbon monoxide (CO) is one of the major air pollutants which has the
potentiél for adversely affecting human health. To protect the public, the
Clean Air Act's Quality Standards of 1971 limit CO exposure, permitting a
maximum 8-hour exposure of 10 mg/m3, not to be gxceeded more than once
per year; or a l-houf exposure ‘of 40 mg’/m3, pot to be exceeded mqre than |
once per year. Compliance with the 8-hour standard‘wouldA prevent excur-
sion of blood carboxyhemogl(;bin (COHb) above 1. 5% saturation in active non-
smokers,

Assuming that the Air Quality Standard for CO is scientifically ivalid,
and that exposure to CcOo concex;tratiéns' in excess of the standard could be
detrimental to human h‘ealth, the irn.rnediate questions asked are, '"Does over-
exposure te~CO occur in any segment of our population?'" and '""Are the major
metropolitan areas in the United States currently able to comply with the CO
standards ? "

The major difficulty in answering these questions is posed by the
horrendous task of adequately analyzing the CO in the breathing zones of
the masses of people placed under surveillance by the Air Quality Standards.

The expense of air monitoring stations so limits their deployment that no



city in the United States has the capability to'accurately measure the concen-
tration of CO that each of its inhabitants breathes. For example, a Los
Angeles monitoring station located 40 feet above an expressway cannot mea-
sure the concentration of CO eight blocks away in the breathing zone of a
policeman directing traffic at a busy intersection, nor that of a clerk on the
twentieth floor of an office building adjacent to the intersection. Therefore,
the magnitude of CO exposure which various segments of the population
experience is not known \.vith any precision and has only been estimated.

Most of the inspired CO is absorbed through the lungs and bound to
the hemoglobin of the red blood cells. It thén circulates in the blood as
COHb. The measurement of the concentration of COHb at any point in time
has been shown to be an accurate measurement of the CO exposure occurring
in the previous 15-hour interval, providing a more accurate means for
estimating the magnitude of recent CO exposure than currently is possible
with the limited number of air monitoring stations (.2, 3).

This investigation was undertaken to more adequately answer the
nuestions regarding the magnitude of CO exposure in the major cities of the
United States and detérmine the range of COHb for various segments of the
population. Venous blood samples were obtained from 29, 000 adults at

arbitrarily chosen blood bank collection sites clustered in or adjacent to

seventeen large cities. These blood samples were then analyzed for COHb



content and the magnitude of CO exposure estimated. For comparative
purposes, COHb measurements were also made on samples from 1, 525
blood donors in 13 smaller communities in Vermont and New Hampshire,

and on samples obtained from four adults voluntarily breathing CO-free air.

EXPERIMENTAL PROCEDURE

Two research associates were trained in interviewing téchniques
and from April, 1969, through June, 1972, journeyed acfogs the United
States collecting blood samples from adults at arbitrarily chosen blood
bank collection sites. At the time of blood coilection, detailed quéstion—
naires were completed so that the inﬂu.ence of the followiné variables could
be assessed: age, weight, height, sex, race, heaith status,. smoking
habits, place of residence, occupation, and place of work. The following
data were also recorded: (l)'location_ and time of sampling; (2) meteoro-
logical conditions; (3) background CO conceﬁtration at sampling site. From

every tenth adult, an alveolar breath sample was obtained for CO analysis

«n .,

which served as an independent check on the stability of the COHb until
. . (4,5) '
time of analysis,
The venous blood samples were collected in 5-ml Vacutainer tubes
containing EDTA as the anticoagulant and alveolar breath samples were
.collected in 35-ml] glass pipettes. (3) The samples were then air mailed

to the Department of Environmental Medicine laboratory, Milwaukee,

‘Wisconsin, for analysis. Blood samples were analyzed by the automated



differential spectrophotometric procedure (CO-Oximeter) based on the method
of Malenfant (6, 7) and by a gas chromatographic procedure based on the

(8)

method of Collison Breath samples were analyzed by gas chromatography
(GC) by the method of Porte-r and Volman (9).

Two carboxyhemoglobin calibration standards, <1% and> 4%, were
used each morning and periodically through.out the analytical day to recheck
the.calibration of the two CO—Oxirhete rs employed (10). These COHb standards
were prepared from a unit of fresh whole blood obtained from a non-smoker
and another unit from a heavy smoker. The blood was anticoagulated with
either EDTA or citrate. The red blood cells were washed twice with physio-
logic saline and then hemolyzed with distilled water sufficient to produce a
hemoglobin concentration of 12 to 16 gm%. The resulting solution was then
filtered to remove celi membrane fragments and blood clots. Sodium
hydrosulfite (Na, S2 04) sufficient to reciuce the oxyhemoglobin to less than
5% was added. The COHb solution was placed in a 2-dram sample vials and
frozen until use. The stability of the stored standards was checked peri-
odically by the GC analytical method described later. Frozen COHb standards
were stable for several months and for 30 minutes after thawing.

To determine COHb by gas chrornatogra.phy(s’ 11)

, 0.1 ml of anti-
coagulated whole blood was pipetted into a 35-ml glass reactor vial containing
0. 2 ml of distilled water and 0.3 ml of concentrated sulfuric acid in separate

compartments. After the reactor was sealed, the three constituents were

allowed to react, releasing CO from its hemoglobin-bound state. After 10



minutes the gas was sampléd and analyzed by the GC method of Porter and
Volman (9).
To determine the stability of the COHb moiety in venous blood collected
in 5-ml Vacutainer tubes containing EDTA, samples were stored at 72° F and
at 40°F. Tubes from each group were sequentiaH'y analyzed to determine
COHb stability. |

Each blood sample for COHb determination was analyzed on a properly
calibrated CO- Qximeter. In addition, each tenth sample w;s analyzed on a
second CO-Oximeter. If the results of the twq analyses varied by more than
0. 2% saturation, the instruments' calibration was rgchecked and the difficulty
corrected. The final ten blood samples analyzed each day were stored at
40° F and analyzed the next day as an additi;)nal calibration check.

To check on the ability of the two COHb analytical methods to acifcu-
rately measure low éonéentrations of COHb, four aduits, three males and
one female, breathed 100% oxygen délivered through a Scott Aviation Demand
Oxygen face mask for a period of three and one-half hours following which 4
they breathed air for 90 minutes which had been passed through Hopcalite
to remove CO. Venous blood samples were obtained every 30 minutes for
COHDb analysis by the two methods listed above.

To cheék on the ability of the two COHbAanalytical methods to accurately
measure the predictéd COHb saturation of subjects exposed to fluctuating CO
concentrations, 7 volunteers were exposed for 4 hours to carefully controlled

fluctuating concentrations of CO in the controlled-environment chamber (12).



To determine the precisv‘iq'n vwith which the bizfeath samples were col-
lected, duplicé.te samples vs}ere obtained.fr'om evefy tweﬁtiefh subject in -
Los Angeles.

In the ana'mlys-is‘ of the dat}a;, t.h’e median and 90.percent range were used
to deécribe the distribution of COHb satdration iﬁ the various geographiéal
locations. Mean Cé)Hb satdraéic»n was used to investigate tﬁé eff;ect of the
other variables sucﬁ as smoking, occupation, etc. The statistical méthoas
used to assess the ob'seryed differences 'betweeri mean COHb saturations were
the t-test and analysis of "varianc,_e _'for th br more means. -Multiple regression
techniqués were_uséd lto investiga}-te;"the inflﬁence of meteorological variables 'on
mean COHb é.attufatiofx; In ail ')ca.,se_'s,.fa significance 1e§1e1 ot;“P .<. 01 Was uvsed‘

to declare statistical significance.-

"RESULTS

The mean COHb sa'tq-fation of_thev‘vfour b'a'dults prior to breathing 100%
'oxygen was 0. 65% wit.h.a; range of.0. 55 to 0. 75%. . After two hours of inha.l.ing
100% oxygen, the mean COHb was 0 36%. lThe‘n aftef 3.5 hours of oxygen
inhalation, the mean COHb was 0. 38.‘70;...'“}ith a range of 0. 30 to 0.40%. ~ After
breathing CO-free air for 90 minutes, the meén'COHb saturation was 0. 45%,.
with a range of 0.35 to 0. 5%. This° COHb sé.turation is in agreement with that

(13)

reported due to endogenous CO production ' ~’, and demonstrated the sensi-

tivity of the analytical procedures in detecting low concentrations of COHb.



The seven adults exposed to fluctuating concentrations of CO over a
period of 4 hours attained the anticipated COHb saturation predicted by the

Coburn-Forster-Kane equation for CO uptake (12»-13).

The predigted and
actual COHb values are presented in Figure 1. This experiment demonstrated
the accuracy of the COHb analytical methods to measure COHb over the range
of saturations most frequentiy encountered in this study.

The studies to determine the stability of the COHb moiety in blood
stored at 40°F and 72°F revealed no signs of deterioration“ for periods up to
six weeks in the re'fr’igerated sampleé and stable Cde in blood samples un-
refrigerated for two weeks (10),

Employing the quality control procedure desvcribed,' the CO-Oximeter
yielded excellent COHb analytical results. For example, nine repeat-sam-
pling tests performed on the same instrument on the same refrigerated blood
sample over a period of 16 day.s gave a, mean COHb of 1. 2%, with a standard
error of 0.13%, and a range of 1‘. 0 to 1.4%.

The{grﬁxalytical agreement between two CO-Oximeters was good with '
an average absolute difference of 0.20% COHb. Since the analytical precision
of the CO-Oximeter was 0.2% COHb, the differences in analytical rAesults
between instruments was attributed to instrument precision and not to cali-
bration procedures.

The agreement between the alveolar breath CO and the matched blood
COHbDb collected in the field did not approach the accuracy of the relationship

(5)

previously obtained experimentally '~’, however, the agreement was good
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Figure 1: Actual COHb saturation of 7 subjects exposed to fluctuating CO
concentrations in the controlled-environment chamber com-
pared with the theoretical COHb values calculated by using the

CFK equation (1 3).



Figure 2:
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The good agreement between the two analytical methods for COHb
determination is apparent in this figure. Carboxyhemoglobin -

mean and range values obtained from six determinations by each

method on eight different blood samples are plotted.



Figure 3:
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Seventy-eight blood samples collected in the field from both
smokers and non;smokers in the Los Angelés area were analyzed
by the two COHb methods. There was no significant difference
(P <. 001') between the analytical results on blood samples con-
taining less than 3% COHb. Carboxyhemoglobin saturations
greater than 3% showed a poorer correlation and a statistical

paired ''t" test showed significance at the 5% level.
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enough to validate the stability of the COHb moiety until time of analysis. A
major factor influencing the poorer results in the field was the variance in
the CO concenﬁration between duplicate breath samples. The average differ-
ence in CO concentrations between duplicate breath samples was 0. 56 ppm.
Since the accuracy of the GC method was 0. 3 ppm'(lo), this indicated that
there was a signiﬁcant différence between the two samples. Whether this
difference was due in part to analytical variation or to problems with the
breath pipettes due to improper filling, leakage, etc., canr;ot be determined
from these data. |

The dates on which blood samples were collected at each sampling

site are listed below:

Anchorage: - 1971: Aug. 10-13, 16-20, 23-25, 27,
30-31; ’
Sept. 1-2;
Oct. 13, 16-18
Chicago: 1970;: Nov. 4-6, 9-14, 16-19
Denyer: 1971: April 20-23, 26-30;
May 3-6, 9-14, 17-20, 25
Detroit: 1970: Nov. 18, 20, 23-25, 30;
Dec. 1-4
1971: Sept. 28-30;
Oct. 1, 4-8
Honolulu: 1971: June 1-4, 7-10, 14-19, 21-24,
27 '
Houston: 1972: April 4-7, 10-14, 17-20

1



Los Angeles: 1972: Jan. 26-28, 31;
Feb. 1-4, 7-11, 14-18, 21-25;
May 31;
June 1-2, 5-9, 12-16, 19-23,
26-28

Miami: 1971: Jan. 25-26, 28-31;
Feb. 1-5, 9-13
1972: Jan. 11-14, 17-21

Milwaukee: 1969: April 1 - Dec. 31
1970;: Jan. 1 - Dec. 31
1971: April 1-2

New Orleans: 1971: Feb. 19-20, 22-27;
‘ ’ Mar. 1-6, 8
New York City: 1970: Dec. 7, 9-11, 14, 18, 20-21;
1971: Oct. 11-15, 18-22, 25-29;
Nov. 1-5;

Dec. 3, 6-10, 12-16, 20-21

Phoenix: 1972: Mar. 21-14, 27-30

St. Louis: : 1971: Mar. 10-13, 15-16, 18-19,
21-23

Salt Lake City: ~ 1972: Feb. 19;

Mar. 1-3, 6-10, 13-16

San Francisco:. 1971;: June 29-30;
July 1-2, 6-9, 12-14

Seattle: 1971: July 19-23, 26-30;
Aug. 2-5

Vermont-New Hampshire: 1971: Nov. 8-12, 15-19, 22-26,
29-30

Washington, D. C. 1971: Jan. 4-8, 11-14, 18-21

12



The median COHb saturations found in the blood donors and thé'range
in which 90% of them fcll are listed for each of the 18 locations in Table 1,

It was immediately apparent that tobacco smoking was associated with a COHb
saturation an order of magnitude greater than was present in non-smokers.

The percentage of non-smoking blood donors at each of the 18 sam-
pling sites who had COHb saturations in excess of 1. 5% is listed in Table 2.
Of these 15,962 persons, 7,194 or 45% had COHb saturations greater than
1.5%. Denver a.pd Los Angcles had the highest percentage of persons aboye
the 1. 5% cut-off — 76%. The smaller towns in Verm'ont and New Hampshire
~ had the lowest percentage — 18%.

The relationship of COHb saturation to the variables investigated is
presented in a series of 16 tables each for the 18 geographical sites. Because
of the"space required for presentation, these 288 tables are positioned at the
rear of the text (Appendices A tflrough P.)

The median COHb and 90% COHb range for the various locations within
each of the 18 sampling sites are presented in the "A'' tables. In each sam-
pling area an effort was made to include persons from urban, suburban,
rural, and airport terminal locations. Persons sampled in urban areas with
high automobile density consistently had COHb saturations greater than those
measured in persons sampled in areas of low automobile density., This was
dramatically evident in the comparison of individuals working on Governor's
Island where the average COHb saturation was 0. 8%, half that of persons

donating blood in adjacent New York City areas.
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Location
Chicago

New York

Washington, D, C.

Vermont-New
Hampshire

New Orleans
Seattle

San Francisgo
Honolulu
Anchorage
Los Angeles
Salt Lake City
Phoenix
Houston

St. Louis
Denver
Miami
Detroit

i1lwaukee

*four observations, no range calculated

Table 1.
MEDIAN COHb SATURATION AND 90% RANGE

FOR SMOKERS AND NONSMOKERS

Nonsmo_ker
1.7 (1 to 3.2)
1.2 (0.6 to 2.5)

1.2 (0. 6.to 2: 5)

1.2 (0.8 to 2. 1)

l..‘6 (1. to 3.)

1.5 (0.8 to 2. 7)
1.5 (0.8 to 2.7)
1.4 (-0.7-to 2. 5)

1.5 (0. 6 to 3.2)

1.8 (1.0 to 3.0)

1.2 (0.6 to 2.5)

1.2 (0.5 to 2.5)

1.2 (0. 6 to 3.5)
1.4 (0.9 to 2.1)
2.0 (0.9 to 3.7)
1.2 (0.4 to 3.0)
1.6 (0.7 to 2.7)

1.2 (0.5 to 2.5)

Cigarette
Smoker

5.8 (2.0 to 9.9)
4.8 (1.2 to 9.1)

4.9 (1.2 to 8.4)

4.8 (1.4 to 9.0)

5.5 (2.0 to 9. 6)
5.7 (1.7 to 9. 6)
5.4 (1.6 to 9. 8)
4.9 (1.6 to 9.0)
4.7 (0.9 to 9. 5)
6.2 (2.0 to 10. 3)
5.1 (1.5 to 9. 5)
4.1 (0.9 to 8.7)
3.2 (1.0 to 7. 8)
5.1 (1.7 tn 9. 2
5.5 (2.0 to 9. 8)
5.0 (1.2 to 9.7)
5.6 (1.6 to 10. 4)

4.2 (1.0 to 8.9)

14

Other
Smoker

3.5 (1.5 to 10. 0)
2.5 (0.9 to 8.5)
2.5 (1.0 to 9. 8)

2.0 (0.9 to 8.3)

4.0 (1.7 to 9.5)

4.0 (1.2 to 10. 4)
3.4 (1.2 to 10. 5)
3.0 (1.2 to 8. 2)

5.1 (1.7 to 8.1)

3.6 (1.4 to 10.0)
5.1 (1.4 to 9. 2)

2.3 (0.6 to 7.2)

3,2 %

b 2N - A T s N
— “.V LS 4

D
(&%

4.8 (1.6 to 10.1)
2.0 (0.7 to 10. 5)
2.5 (1.0 to 10. 5)

2.3 (0.8 to 10. 3)



Table 2.

Percentage of Non-Smokers _
Having Carboxyhemoglobin Saturations Greater Than 1.5%

Number of

City Non-Smokers COHb > 1.5%
Anchorage 152 56%
Chicago 401 74%
Denver 744 76%
Detroit 1172 42%
Honolulu 503 39%
Houston 240 30%
Los Angeles 2886 | 76%
Miami 398 33%
Milwaukee 2720 26%
New Orleans 159 59%
New York 2291 35%
Phoenix 147 24%
St. Louis 671 35%
Salt Lake City 544 27%
San Francisco 660 61%
Seattle 585 : 55%
Vermont, New Hampshire 959 18%
Washington, D, C. 850 35%

15



There was a moderately wide range of COHb saturations observed
among donors sampled in the urban areas. These urbanites consistently had
higher COHb saturations than those measured in persons sampied in subur-
ban areas and rural areas.

Both the median and the mean COHb saturation of blood donors from
the urban areas of Denver, lLos Angeles and Chicago were higher than those
observed in donors in urban New York and Washington, D. C. This observa-
tion was not proof that the ambient CO levels in Denver, Los Angeles, and
Chicago were higher than in the other two cities;, but that the specific locales
sampled had higher average ambient CO levels than the average of the locales
visited in New York City and Washington, D. C.

One observation did, however, suggest that the ambient CO levels in
Denver, Los Angeles, and Chicago were higher than those in New York City.
During the sampling period at the East. Blood Center a weather inversion
occurred in New York City, which was associated with COHb saturations
comparable to those observed in the other three cities during fair weather
periods.

The COHb saturations of persons working in the terminals at
J. F. Kennedy ana O'Hare International Airports were as high as those from
areas of high automobile density in New York City and.Chicago.

The frequencyv distribution of Cde for the 18 sampling areas is
presented in the ''B'' tables. A few non-smokers in each city had strikingly

elevated COHb saturations indicating that certain segments of the population

16



are at risk of CO exposure of a magnitude comparable to that experienced by
the tobacco smoker.

The variables of race, sex, height, weight, and barometric pressure
exerted little influence on the COHb saturation of blood donors. These data
are presented in the "C", "D'", "E'", "F'" and "G' tables.

The !'H'" tables show the influence of the time of blood sampling upon
COHb saturation.

Higher COHb saturations were associated with highef hemoglobin con-
centrations. These data are presenf;ed in the "I'', "'J" and "K" tables. |
While this positive correlation was most striking in the tobacco smoker, it
was minimally, but definitely present in those non-smokers- with high COHb
saturations.

The combined influence of age, sex, race, é.nd smoking upon COHb
saturation is shown in the ""L" tables. Only tobacco smoking exerted a
demonstrable effect.

The Efjt'ect of the number of cigarettes smoked and the time since the
last cigarette upon COHb saturation is presented in the '""M' tables. These
data are of excellent quality, indicative of the high order of reliability of the
questionnaire.

In the "N'' tables occupations are subdivided into 4 categories: home-
oriented, white collar, blue collar, and brown .collar (farm). Each category
is further subdivided into three subgroups: sex, age, and smoking habits.

Tobacco smoking in any subgroup was associated with the highest COHb

17



saturations observed. Housewives generally had the lowest COHb satura-
tions.

The effect of the one meteorological condition which influenced COHb
saturation is shown in the "O'" and ""P" tables. The following meteorological
data were available from the National Weather Service for the sampling sites:
barometric pressure, temperature, visibility and wind speed. Of these
parameters, only wind speed had a positive. iriflu_ence on COHb saturation.
While wind speed was a statistically significant factor influencing COHb satu-
ration, it exerted a relatively minor influence. *

To more completely investigate the influepce of occupation upon COHb
saturation, the blood donors were arbitrarily placed in one of six occupational

groupings.

Group 1: Professiona;, Clerical and Service
Engineering, science, medicine, education, law, religion,
art, entertainment, managers, administrators, secre-
taries, computing and accounting, barbers, miscel-
laneous personal service.

Group 2: Factory Workers

Manufacture of metal, paper, gas, oil, chemical, wood,
stone, glass, and textiles.

Group 3: Vehiclie Related

Professional drivers, salesman, protective services,

18



mechanics, excavating, paving, motor freight and other

transportation occupations.

Group 4: Students
Group 5: Housewives

Group 6: All Others

The "P'" tables present the COHb data for the six groups in the four
sub-areas for each of the 18 major sampling sites. Two wind spe.ed categories
have been introduced to further reduce the bias introduced by weather.

Table 3 lists the COHb saturation in non-smokers by occupation.

There were significant differences between occupational groups. Students

and housewives had the lowest COHb concentrations. Other low COHb groups
included occupations associated with mental health, education, library science,
religion, art, road paving, and entertainment. The vehicle-related occu-
pational groups had high.er \COHb saturations than most groups for wind

speeds > 5 mph. Other high COHb groups included those associated with
metal processing, chemical processing, stone and glass processing, printing,
welding, electrical assembly and repair, and graphic art.

Taxicab drivers generally had COHb saturations among the highest
observed in any occupational group. In New York City, 14 non-smokers
were sampled on October ;8, 1970. Eight cgb drivers coming from work had
a mean COHb of 2. 5% saturation with a range from 1.3 to 5. 8%. Six, off-

duty cab drivers coming from home had COHb saturations ranging from 1.0
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Table 3.

CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN SATURATION IN NON-SMOKERS BY OCCUPATION

Salt
All Cities Anchor Los New New St. {Lake San Vermont{ Washington f

COHH Na|SD | age Chicago| Denver |Detroit [Honolulu| Houston |Angeles |[Miami|Orleans| York [Phoenix| Louis| City | Francisco[Seattle] -N.H. D.C.
Arch,, Engineering 1.71 {12850, 76{ 1.9 1.90 2.03 1.57 1.52 1.70 1.95 - | 1.79 Q.90 1.381 1,80 1,24 }1.25 2,00 1.62 117 1.32
Math, Science 1.60} 411{0, 77 2. 20 2.47 1. 69 1.56 1,78 1.80 1.95 1.15 0.00 1. 31 2,00 |1.26(1.59 1. 64 1.68 1.22 1.40
Medical, Health (profe«s'l) 1,48 | 262/0.58} 1.6" 1.90 1.92 1.27 1.86 1,48 1. 94 1.11 1.70 1,344 0,73 [1.44 1,28 1.33 1. 34 1,32 1. 14
Education 1.41(567/0.75] 1. 34 2.90 1.93 1.10 1. 34 2.00 1.84 1,31 3.513 1.341 1.12 1,26 (1,14 1.39 1.50 .47 1.28
Library 1,40 37(0.68] -- -- - -- - .- 2.30 - .- 1.67 -- -- |0.80 1.27 1. 80 1.20 1. 14
Law 1.59) 57|0.62] -- -- 2.07 2.1\7 2,690 1.70 2.00 1.48 -- 1.29] 1,40 }1.48 11,45 1.87 2.60 1.20 1.56
Religion 1,41 57]0. 40} 0, 9¢C 1.90 1,80 -- 1.40 1,00 1. 87 1.20 .20 1.20 -—- 1,37 11.40 2,05 1.15 .14 1.58
Writing 1.53 | 400,57 2, 0C -- - 1. 30 1.75 -—- 1.99 1,60 .. 1.55 1.20 | 1.40 (1,20 1.15 1.00 .- 1.18
Art 1.47 | 480,57} -- -- -- 1.86 -- - 1.73 1.60 .- 0.98 -- 1.48 -- 1.45 1.00 .12 1.37
Entertainment 1.36 | 460.96] 2,40 1.20 2.52 2.00 1.40 .- 1.05 3.55 .- 0.70 -- .- 1.70 1.70 1.50 - 1.70
Administr?ﬁon, anggrrs 1.73]1382|0, 85 2.0z 1.98 2.42 1.74 1.42 1.37 2,04 1.48 | 2.80 1.57 1.07 1.43]1.19 1.76 1.87 1.49 1.55
Profess'L “&'aﬁsii;‘:?}%" 1. 64429200, 71| 2. 3¢ 2.06 1.99 | 1.59 1.26 80 | 2.13 1.45 | 1.45 1.44| -- 1.590.86 1.62 1.49 1.40 1.43
Secretary Accountin i1.57 | 531{0. 76} 2. 3¢ 1.73 1.91 1.35 1.24 1. 15 2,00 [ 4 -- 1,138 1.10 1.36{1,01 1. 60 1.45 1,48 1.24
Computing, Recording = !1-524210.71} 1.33 | 1.84 *| 2,38 | 1.59 | 1.58 58 P 193 f1.00 ]300 | 1.3 1.40 {1.35]1.52] 1.4 |1.53 | 1.25 1.50
Miscellaneous Clerica! 1.63{ 919]0, 92} 1. 81 2,61 2.12 1.59 .45 1.97 2.10 1.43 | 3,38 1.23 1.1 1.43 (1. 40 1.60 1.51 1.30 1.43
Salesman, Merchandisiag 1.67 | 337|0.93) 2. 67 2.18 2.25 1.69 1,44 .47 1.99 .11 1.62 1.24 1.10 {1.83(1,41 1.76 1.58 1.68 1.79
Building Service 1.78 | 114{0. 89} -- 1.70 2.10 1.75 1.7 .- 2.01 1.40 | t.35 V.48§ 1.15 [ 1.55]1.30 1.87 2.00 2.03 1.30
Barbering 1.99 4 14j0.03} -- -- 2.97 1,10 -- -~ 2.7 -- -- -- -- 1.3010.90 1.20 -- 1.37 2.00
Misc. Personal Service 1.68| 68]1.14f -- .- 2.0% 1.00 .27 1.50 1,73 2.07 1.30 1.63 i.40 -- 0.85 1.54 1.10 1.28 .-
Apparel Furnishing Serv. 1.73 ] 630,64 -- -- -- 1,77 1.10 -- 2.40 -- - 1.90 -- 1.8t 11,00 -- -- -- 1.72
Protective Service 1.67 | 425/0.20] 1.34 | 2.15 1.87 | 1.90 | .54 1o1s | 2.2 1,55 | 1.54 1 0.95) 1.10 {1.92}1.74 1.47 1.78 1. 84 1.139
Plant and Animal Care 1.51 650, 78} -- 2.10 2. 14 1.80 1.26 .- 1.00 0.70 | 2.17 1.65 1. 47 1.15]1.09 -- 0. 80 2.00 1.32
Fishing, Hunting 1.53 6/0. 18] 1.40 -- 2.10 -- -- -- -- -- 1,60 -- -- -- .- .- -- - .-
Metal Processing 1.87 | 408{0. 82| 1. 60 2.12 2. 4 1.78 1. 06 1.58 2.03 .58 | 1.6t 1,67 2.70 1.8211.42 2.03 1,63 1,73 -
Mineral Processing 1.751 25/0.58] -- 2.20 2.23 2.40 -- - 2. 45 .- .- 1,490 -- 1.2711.48 -- -- -- .-
Food Processing 1,50 166{0.99] 1.75 3.97 2.16 1.08 1,98 .. 1.17 1.27 1.88 1. 15 1,13 1.45)1.16 2.00 1.80 .20 1,90
Paper Processing 1.67 810, 39] -- - -- -— . -- - e .. .- .- .- - .- 1. 60 .. 1. 49 --
Oil and Gas Processinp 1,69 11j0,34} -- .- 2.35 .- -- .- 1.83 -- 1.42 2.10 -- .- 1.30 .- 1. 80 .- -
Chemigal Processing 2.22| 42;1.16) -- -- 4.00 1. 34 - -- 2.34 0. 80 -- -- - 1.30 | -- -- .- 0. 90 .-
Wood Processing 1.76 | 66/0.97{ 1.45 0. 40 1..87 1.56 1.05 1.40 1.98 1.10 1.10 1.00] 3.05 1.40(2.98 0.90 1.23 1.30 2.20
Stone and Glass Processingl.88 | 24[1.08]| -- -- -- 1.67 .- - 2.77 2.40 1.70 - 1.00 }1.55/0.85 2.10 2,07 1,50 1.40
Textile Processing 1.50 ] 12[0.54] -- .- -- -- -- 1.40 1.70 -- 3. 10 2,07} 0.40 ]1.30) -~ 1.50 1.50 1.20 1,10
Mechanics & Machine Repairl. 76 | 4250, 85 1. 94 3.12 2.33 1.49 1.55 0.95 2.06 1.43 1. 67 1.7\ 1.33 11.60)1.84 1.92 1.67 1.46 2.09
Printing 1.86 | 151{0.81} 2.10 .- 1.95 1.50 1.80 -= 1,80 -- 2.50 1.91 -~ 1.82} -- 2.02 1.87 -- 1.60
Processing Occup., Other 1.74 | 65|1.01{ 2,35 2.10 0.75 1. 69 1.30 1.57 2.00 .- 1.90 3.40 -- 1,05 -- 2.20 0.90 1.20 0. 90
Sience Equipment Repuair 1.62 6(0.77] -- -- -- 2.00 -- 1,20 .- -- .- 1.70} -- -- -- .- - 1.10 --
Welding 2,14 | 271,15] =-- -- 2.00 2.65 1.87 2,40 2,01 -- 2,00 .- - 1.40 {1.45 - 1.43 3.20 --
Electrical Assemb.,Re;»airil.SS 3430, 93] 1. 64 1.92 2. 44 2.32 1.58 1,65 2.0% 1,28 1.90 1.54 -- 1.58 |1.73 1.84 1.54 1.59 2.07
Painting, Plastering {1.79 3711. 03] -~ - 2.68 1.52 2,03 1.00 2,02 0.43 1.90 1.60} 3,80 |2.00(1.80 1.13 3,40 -- 1.10
Excavating, Paving 1.26 9{0. 54| -- -- -- 3.20 1. 80 -- 1.40 0.40 1. 80 .- 0.70 -- {0.,90 -- 1.70 1.53 --
Construction, Other 1.77 1 132]0.91] 2.10 -- 2.63 1,77 1. 66 1. 19 2.09 .| 1.18 | 2.19 1.95] 1.97 1.46 |1.26 1.97 1,35 1.25 1.97
Motor Freight 1.95| 71j1.04f -- 2.15 2,38 3.10 1.47 1.40 2.14 1.50 1,74 2.15) 0.80 |2.00{2.84 1.73 1,67 1. 87 2.00
Transportation OccupS Pe¥|1.89 | 204/0.96{ 2.30 | 2.36 | 1,75 | 0.93 | 1.88 2,05 | 2.16 | 1.51 ) 1,51 }2.06) 2.35 |1.66]|1.95] 1.75 |1.92 | 2.37 1.72
Packaging and Handling 2.24 | 99[1.37| 6.25 1.70 2.26 1.42 2.13 1,25 2,81 2.20 | 2,77 1.05 .. 1.00 |1.24 2.48 3,07 2.14 2.50
Unable to Classify 1,82 1240(1.20{ 1.12 2.31 2.44 1,84 1.37 2.53 2.16 1.02 1.89 1.59 1.37 1.62 11,46 1. 61 1.55 1,36 1.50
Distribution of Utilities 1.92 32(1.20] 1.40 2.30 1.50 2.50 1.73 1.30 2,27 -- .- 2.57 1.05 1.40 |1, 60 2.37 .- 1.33 1.00
Retired 1.64 3810, 52| -- - 1.30 1.10 1.44 -- 1.74 1.20 | 2,20 3.35% -- 1.40 | -- 1.72 1. 50 1.70 1.48
Graphic Art 2, 01 43j0, 81} -- - 2.70 .- 0.75 2. 40 2.09 2.10 -- 1.73 - 1.80 | -- 2.22 -- 2.76 1.90
Students 1.41 [1468]0.81} 1, 60 1.73 1.90 0.99 1.45 1.1 2.02 1.33 1.61 1.19 1.55 1.50 {1.43 2. 00 1.52 1.18 0.90
Housewives 1.46 | 784l0.78| 1,08 1.57 1.97 1.59 1.36 1.20 1.86 0.92 1.74 1.14 1.23 1.44 {1.22 1.43 .49 1.32 1.02




to 1. 5% with a mean of 1.2%. Twelve cigarette-smoking cab drivers cqming
from work had a mean COHb saturation of 6. 9% with a range of 3.0 to 13. 0%.
It was very obvious that tobacco smoking was the single most important
factor responsible for the highest COHb saturations observed, and the COHb
saturations measured in the smoking population as -reported here are in excel-

(14, 15). However, it appears

lent agreement with those reported by others
that the COHb saturation in smokers was additionally elevated because of non-
tobacco CO sources in the environment. Data from the '""M'' tables are com-
bined in Table 4 to demonstrate this phenomenon.

In none of the locales studied was there a sufficient quantity of ambient
air CO data to permit correlation with the blood donors' COHb. Furthermore,
there was poor correlation between the CO concentration measured in the
blood bank facilities with the ambient CO concentration outside the facilities.
This discrepancy was due in pa;'t to the.location of the air intakes for the

buildings and points to the difficulty in attempting to relate isolated street-

level CO concentrations to a person's total CO exposure.

COMMENTS

The most relevant finding to come out of this 30-month study was the
astounding observation that 45% of all the non-smoking blood donors tested
had COHb saturations greater than 1. 5%. In the cities of Denver and

ILos Angeles, which feature zones of high automobile density, fewer than
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Table 4.

MEAN COHb SATURATION IN CIGARETTE SMOKERS
- ONE-HOUR AFTER LAST CIGARETTE

Quantity of Cigarettes Smokes Per Day

Non-Smocker < 1/2 Pack 1/2-1 Pack 1 Pack 11/2 Pack 2 Packs
Milwaukee - 1.3 3.0 4,2 5.3 6.2 4,7
New Hampshire-Vermont - 1.4 3.3 4.4 5.7 6.7 5,3
New York City - 1.4 3,1 4.3 4,7 5.8 6.3
Washington, D. C. - 1.4 3.8 4,6 5.2 5.8 6.6
Los Angeles - 2.0 4.0 5.2 6.0 7.4 7.5
Chicago - 2.0 4.8 5.4 6.3 7.1 7.7




one quarter of the non-smoking blood donors had COHb saturations lower than
1.5%. If current research scientifically validates the Air Quality Standards
for CO, excessive exposure to CO is wideépread and occurring regularly.
While it was anticipated that none of the major metropolitan areas surveyed in
1069-1972 would meet the Air Quality Standards for .CO, it was surprising to-
find that the smaller towns in New Hampshire and Vermont had ambient CO
concentrations above permissible levels.

One reaction to the large number of non-smokers with COHb saturations
greater than 1. 5% is a temptation to de.ny ‘the validity of the observation by
questioning the accuracy of the COHb analytical method which was employed.
To answer this charge before it could Abe seriously considered, the two experi-
ments described in the investigation were pe'rformed using volunteer subjects.
The tw§ COHb analytical methods employed detected the low COHb satur:;tions
in the volunteers who breathed C.O-free air. This demonstrated that the ana-
lytical methods possessed the necessary sensitivity to detect low COHb satu-
rations. Furthermore, the two analytical methods were able to accurately
determine the COHb saturations of the volunteer subjects exposed to discon-
tinuous and fluctuating CO exposures in the controlled environment chamber‘.
This experiment demonstrated that the methods were accurate over the range
of COHb saturations most critical to the conclusions reached in this study.
Therefore, the authors contend that the COHb saturations reported are accu-

rate and valid.
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Of the variables examined which influenced COHb saturation, tobacco
smoking was the fnosf doﬁﬁnaﬁt. 3 Carbo;(yhe.mogiobin saturatiqns in smokers
were propo'rtiona,i fo the quanti!t.y-‘)of tobé(;c;o used and pla;ced the smoking
population in an unique gr:.bulp who are'.expérienc.ing ,CO exposures an order
of i‘nagnitude grééter théﬁ any dthér segrr;egt éf. tfle population. 'fhe geo-
graphical location of thé inc.ivivid:ulal,; his occupation, a;ld th'ev existi_ng meteoro-
logic conditions were the ,othe‘r c‘hie.:‘f }éctors _ir;flueﬁc;i.ng the -"(;OHb saf;urvation. |
Urban dwellers had coﬁs.iétentiy" highef COHb'safu;‘ations tha.n did their counter-
parts from adjvacent r‘ural afeasi. |

Large inte.rnaf,tional airp()rts; Oi_Haré -and J. F. Kennedy, featured
surprisingly high an‘ibi_efxt Cb lt'a""_ve‘ls: alttrvibutedvin éart.to jet engine CO pro-
duction and in pavrt tb the heavy étuio;nobiie density near the lautomaticaklly
opening and closing doors.at.zairpor‘t te rminal en?rances. Persoﬁs with
advanced heart or lung dise'aée ﬁlanniné to travel in gir'craft .pressuri‘zed for
6,000 feet could, as a.‘ result oflp'nrolonged C‘O exposure in airport terminals,
unknowingly subject ihemselves to an additi;ﬁél anoxi; stres; which could
prove detrimental. |

While the stability of the hemoglobin conc;entration in the blood samples
was unknown for the blood Samplées analyzed in the in&estigation, it was of
interest to observe the stréng corréla.tion betw.e'env elevat‘ed COHb saturations
and the corresponding elevation of hex;noglol.)in concent.raltion.. While it was not
surprising that the‘ se‘gme.nt of the populﬁtion héavily expos ed to CO as a

result of tobacco smoking would demonstrate a compensatory increase in
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hemoglobin concentration, it was interesting to observe that the non-smoking
segment of the population experiencing the highest CO exposure from non-
tobacco sources alsb showed significant compensatory increases in COHb
saturation. Should this finding be corroborated, it would appear that man has
the potential for compensating in part for the minor anoxic stress induced by.
slightly elevated COHb saturations.

The thought that a recipient of a unit of blood from a heavy tobacco
smoker would ha.ve his total body burden of CO increased, raises the question
of the efficacy of the administration of a unit of blood having less oxygen-
carrying capacity than would a unit from a non-smoker. The fact that the
biological half-life of CO in donor blood once it is circulating in the recipient
is approximately 5 hours indicates that the administration of blood from a
tobacco smoker is probably not a serious consideration in the majority of
instances. However, in those c.ases where the recipient has a seriously
compromised cardiovascular reserve, the administration of blood with a high
carboxyhemgqglobin saturation might be unwise as the primary purpose for the
administration is to improve oxygen transport.

The major purpose of this investigation was to establish the range of
CO exposure experienced by the American population in 1969-1972, In
accomplishing this task it has been established that a significant percentage
of the population is chronically exposed to CO concentrations in excess of
those permitted by the Air Quality Standards. These baseline data can now
be used to measure the effectiveness of the anti-pollution measures that we

as a nation develdp and employ.
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APPENDIX A.

Table A-1.

ANCHORAGE

MEDIAN COHb AND 90% COHb RANGE FOR NON-SMOKERS AND

CIGARETTE SMOKERS AT VARIOUS.- LOCATIONS

Location

Blood Center
Holy Cross
Slectmute

Red Devil

Nikolai

Nonsmokers

103.
1.7
0'9-2 08

14,
1.5
4=2.2

26.
1.0
.6-8.2

insufficient
data

8¢
07
.5-1.4

Cigarette
Smokers

insufficient
data

30.
2.5
1.0-4.7



Table A-2.

CHICAGO

MEDIAN COHb AND 90% COHb RANGE FOR NON-SMOKERS AND

CIGARETTE SMOKERS AT VARIOUS LOCATIONS

Cigarette
Location ' Nonsmokers ’Smoketa
Loyola Lakeshore ' 148, 83.
1.5 3.6.
100’2.2 1.2‘7-8
Michael Reese 41. 163.
2.1 5.9
100-307 2-3-909
A.B. Dick, Niles 80. 81,
1.7 6.1
1.2-2-7 205-906
O'Hara (Afrport) 32, 16.
2.5 6.6
1’.8-300 502-11.1
Imperial Eastman, 34, 47.
Niles 2.0 6.8 _
1.5-2,7 3.2-10.4
Wards 30. 34,
2.7 6.9
2.2-3.7 3.2-9.3
Palatine 41. 16.
1.4 ' 4.8
08-404 105-707



~Table A-3.

DENVER

MEDIAN COHb AND 90% COHb RANGE FOR NON-SMOKERS AND

CIGARETTE SMOKERS AT VARIOUS LOCATIONS

Cigarette
Location Nonsmokers Smokers
Blood Center 676. 884.
2.0 5.5
1.0-3.7 2,0-9.9
Boulder 27. 13.
1'2 4.5
.6~2.1 1.2-7.7
Frontier Air Lines 42, 16.
(Airport) 1.5 5.8
-8-2.5 207-9.1

A-3
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Location

Chrysler

G.M. Tech (enter

Formoco

Reefer Mfg Co.

Wynandotte

Binai Britl:

Pius Southjate

Park Davis

Table A-4.
DETROIT

MICIAN COHb AND 90% COHb RANGE FOR NON-SMOKERS AND
CIGARETTE SMOKERS AT VARIOUS LOCATIONS

Cigarette
Nonstiolers Smokers Location Nonsmokers
23, 40. IBM 25.
el 6.3 1.4
1 01201.;16 3- 7‘903 e 7‘20-3
34... 145. Rouge L2,
LG 5.8 1.4
08"20»2 107"905 -6’3»6
8. 61. Warren 74.
2.9 7.2 1.6
1.0-3.7 2.7-10.4 .9=2.7
20, 30, St..Clair 17.
.0 6.4 ‘ 1.0
06"106 405'_1005 .9“’30@
55, 40, Dye and Machine 86.
1:-5 6-“ : Plant 1.&
.9"&06 3-0-1007 06-205
59. 17, Ypsilanti 101.
1.5 5.9 .9
o8"2<~7 2.0-906 -6‘102
64, 34. Rochester 82.
1.6 6.5 1.2
.7-3.6 2.5-10.7 .8-2.3
47, 28. Downtown 57.
1.2 5.1 1.2
4-2.0 1.0-1.8

Cigarette

Smokers

170
5.6
2.2-10.5

31.
6.0
1.6-9.6
40,
6.2
198"1003

38.

33.



Table A-5.

HONOLULU

MEDIAN COHb AND 90% COHb RANGE FOR NON-SMOKERS AND

CIGARETTE SMOKERS AT VARIOUS LOCATIONS

Cigarette
Locatlon Nonsmokers Smokers
Queens 175, A 160,
1.2 4.7
"’6‘2.5 1‘6-990
Blood Cemter 195, 227,
10é 506
100°207 200"9.6
Hilo 138, : 134.
1.4 4.9
.7-2,0 2.0-8.2



9-Y

Location

Blood Center

Sweeney

Unim Hall

Church

Prairie View

Hobby (Airport)

Table A-6:
HOUSTON

MEDIAN COHb AND 90% COHb RANGE FOR NON-SMOKERS AND

CIGARETTE SMOKERS AT VARIOUS LOCATIONS

Cigarette
Nonsmokers. Smokers

75. 4.

1.2 2.6
.6-2.8 *

7.

.9 insufficient

* data
11. 1

1.4 7.4

* *

8. 1.

2.2 8.2

* *

10. 4,

1.4 2.0

& *
15. 2.

.9 4.0
* *

Location

La Porte

Huntsville

Downtown

Jersey Acres

Texas City

K-Mart

* For sample sizes less than 20, the 90% COHb range is not computed.

Cigarette
Nonsmokers Smokers
14. i.
'8 4-4
* %*
150 1.
I-? -7
o *
17. 1.
1.2 2.1
* *
38. 1.
1.2 7.8
8-207 *x
27. 2.
1.4 5.5
1.0-2.7 *
8.
13.4 insufficient
* data



LY

Location
Burbank

Torrance

Long Beach

El Segundo

Hollywood

Van Nuys

El Toro

El Monte

Blood Center

Reseda

' * For sample sizes less than 20, the 90% COHb range is not computed.

Table A-7.
LLOS ANGELES

MEDIAN COHb AND 90% COHb RANGE FOR NON-SMOKERS AND

CIGARETTE SMOKERS AT VARIOUS LOCATIONS

Cigarette
Nonsmokers Smokers
419, 295.

i.8 6.5

1.0-3.4 2.5-10.5
58. 46,

1.9 6.8
1,5-2.3 2.0-10.5
105. 59.

1.6 5.2
1.2-5.4 1.5-9.4
172. 66

11.0 5.9
2.0-9,9
148. 130,

2.2 6.2
1.4-3.0 2.5-10.0
361. 208.

1.8 6.8
1.0-2.7 2.0-10.7

31. 62,

1.8 5.3
1.5-6.9 1.5-7.8
119, 108.

2.0 5.9
1.2-3.2 2.5-10.2

15 13.
2.7 7.5
* *

28. 8.

1.8 6.2
1.5-2.2 - *

Location
Duarte

HWestwood

Eagle Rock

Anaheim

‘Downtown

Hawthorn

Huntington Beach

Glendale

Airpoft

Century City

Nonsmokers

51.
1.7
1-5’405

127.
2.0
1.2-2.8

117.
. 2.0
1.5-2.5

525,
1.7
.6-2.3

166.
2.7
1.0-3.2

Cigarette

Smokers

39.
6.3
3.4-9.4

62.
6.3
2.2-10.7



"Table A-8.

MIAMI

MEDIAN COHb AND 90% COHb RANGE FOR NON-SMOKERS AND

CIGARETTE SMOKERS AT VARIOUS LOCATIONS

Location

Blood Center

South

Merchandise Mart

Dowvntown

Airport

Cigarette
Nonsmokers : Smokers
285. . 559.
1.2 5.2
.4-6.9 _ ' 1.0-11.2
37. IM’
1.0 3.9
.5-3.2 1.2-8.1
21. 14.
1.6 7.3
08'1.6 ) *
40. : 40.
1.0 - 6'1
06-203 09-906
17. 14.
.9 5.5
* *

%k
For sample sizes less than 20, the 90% COHb range is not

computed.
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- Table A-9.
MILWAUKEE
MEDIAN COHb AND 90% COHb RANGE FOR NON-SMOKERS AND

CIGARETTE SMOKERS AT VARIOUS LOCATIONS

Cigarette
Locstion Nonsmokers Smokers
Milwaukee County 1831. 1117.
General Hospital 1.2 3.7
04-304 08°901
Milwaukee Children's 193, 2,
Hospital 1.0 1.2
.5=2.5 *
Pewaukee 120. 61,
1.0 5.3
.6-2.5 .9-8.6
Milwaukee 209, 180,
Blood Center 1.4 5.3
.4-3.0 1.0-11.9
Allen Bradley Labs 102. 72.
1.4 5.2
.6~2.7 1.2-9.3
Brookfield 72 31.
.8 5'8
04-302 9-905
Brown Deer 92. 59.
1.4 7.0
.6-3.5 1.4-9.8
V.A. Hospital 5. 2,
.7 6.9
* *
Cedarburg 121, 68.
1.0 5.5
.5-2.1 1.0-9.5

* For sample sizes less than 20, the 90% COHb range is not
computerized.



Table A-10.

NEW ORLEANS

MEDIAN COHb AND 90% COHb RANGE FOR NON-SMOKERS AND

CIGARETTE SMOKERS AT VARIOUS LOCATIONS

Location _ Nonsmokers
Charity 142,
1.6
1 ™ 0-3 M 0
Buras 16. .
1.4

*

Cigarette

Smokers

324.
5.3
2.0-9.2

22.
5.9
2-8"9.6

*For sample sizes less than 20, the 907 COHb range is not computed.



Li-v

Location Nonsmokeors
Islip 116.
1.4
.9-2.3
Met. Life Auditorium 64.
1.2
.5-2.2.
Long Island 440.
1.0
.5-3.4
Bronx 75.
1.&}
.8-2.0
Manhattan 841.
1.4
08-2.3
J.F.XK. (Airport) 38.
2.1
1.5-2.8
Brooklyn 8.
2.1
* .
Hightstown, N.J. 46. .
: 1.2

Table A-11.
NEW YORK CITY

MEDIAN COHb AND 90% COHb RANGE FOR NON-SMOKERS AND

.8-1.7

Cigarette

Smokere

68.
309‘
1.4-7.2

63.
6.3
1.0"706

215.
3.5
1.0-8.8

75.
4.7
1.6-706

813,
5.2
1.4-9.2

460
6.9
2.3-10.9

CIGARETTE SMOKERS AT VARIOUS LOCATIONS

Location

g Governors Island
East Blood Center
Elizabeth, N.J.
'Hoim&@l, N.J.
Eagt View, N.Y.
Croton, N.Y.

New Jersey

N.Y. Law School

* For sample sizes less than 20, the 907 COHb range is not computed.

Nonsmokers

38.
.8
4-1.4

21.
2.0
1.0“2.7

82.
1.5
.5-3.5

146.
1.0
.6-1.6

54.
1.4
.9-2.0

197.
1.0
.a-3l7

130.
1.2
4-2.0

no samples

Cigarette

Smokers

113.

130.
4.9
1.4-8.5

no samples



Table A-12.

PHOENIX

MEDIAN COHb AND 90% COHb RANGE FOR NON-SMOKERS AND

CIGARETTE SMOKERS AT VARIOUS LOCATIONS

Location

Blood Center

Mt. Calvary

Angel's

Nonsmokers

145,
1.2
05-205

.8 .
*

no samples

cigarette

—Smokers

142,
- 4,0
1.0-8.3

* For sample sizes less than 20, the 907 COHb range is not computed.
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Table A-13.
ST. LOUIS

MEDIAN COHb AND 90% COHb RANGE FOR NON-SMOKERS AND
CIGARETTE SMOKERS AT VARIOUS LOCATIONS

Cigarette Cigarette
location Nonsmokers Smokers Location Nonsmokers Smokers
St. Gen. 69. 19, St. Andrews 27. 6.

1.2 5.4 1.2 6.5
09'205 * .7-202 *
Mary Magdalen 119. 77. Blood Center 20. 8.
' 1.6 -5.3 . : 1.6 6.8
1.2-2.2 2-0-.806 : 1.2-202 *
St. Gabriel 135. 69. ~ Webster Grove 23, 8.
1.2 5.7 1.4 2.5
-7"1.7 2.0-902 . 1.0‘105 *
Creve Coeur - 52, 21, Soldier's Memorial .72, 8.
1.2 5.1 ' : : 1.4 4.8
08-107 205-702 1.0-200 1.7-706
County 29. 30. Lambert Field 83. 53.
1.2 6.0 (Airport) 1.5 6.0
09-106 106-7.5 06-202 1.2-1001
Aeronautical Chart 44, 16.
' 1.2 5.2
07-107 *

* For sample sizes less than 20, the 907 COHb range is not computed.



Table A-14.

SALT LAKE CITY
MEDIAN COHb AND 90% COHb RANGE FOR NON-SMOKERS AND

CIGARETTE SMOKERS AT VARIOUS LOCATIONS

Cigarette
Location Nonsmokers Smokers.
Price 40, 12,
1.7 6.0
1.4-2.0 *
Helper 50. 22,
. lla S.7
08-203 2.1-905.
Draper 74.
1.4 no samples
08-404
Salt Lake 139, 40.
1.2 4.4
.7-2.0 1.4-9.6
Monticello 53. 6.
.9 1.5
05-1..7 *
Blanding 61. - 4.
1’0 5.8
o6'1o4 *
Moad 33. 17,
. 99 791
.5-2.2 *
Castledale 23. i,
: .8 9.7
04-309 *
Tooele 72. 50.
1.0 4.8
-5-2a5 1-5-804

sle

" For sample sizes less than 20, the 90% range is not computed.



Table A-15.
SAN FRANCISCO
MEDIAN COHb AND 90% COHb RANGE FOR NON-SMOKERS AND

CIGARETTE SMOKERS AT VARIOUS LOCATIONS

. Cigarette
Location Nonsmokers Smokers
Blood Center, 461, 301.
San Juan 1.5 ‘5.6
.7-217 105-809
Downtown 119, 60,
1.8 5.1
1.2-2.7 1.7'9-8
Hunters Point 33. 29,
1.8 5.3
1.2-207 3.2-799
Nob Hill 49. 48,
1.8 4.6
1.0-2.5 200'9.8
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Location

Boeing Plan(: 2

Bremerton Sl ip Yards

Blood Center

Dowvmtown

Campus

Kirkland

Table A-16.

SEATTLE

MEDIAN COHb AND 90% COHb RANGE FOR NON-SMOKERS AND

339.
1.5
08'2’07

85.
1.6
1.0-2.3

Cigarette

Smokers

249
5.5
2-3'806

19,
5.1
*

193,
5.8
1.6"909

49. .
5.2
2.0-9.6

CIGARETTE SMOKERS AT VARIOUS LOCATIONS

Location

South

Aubu:n

Prince of Peace

Airport

Soufh Blood Center

‘r For sample sizas less than 20, the 907 COHb range is not computed.

Nonsmokore

Cigarette

Smokers

6.

3.7
*

27.
7.3
2-5‘9.‘

8.0
*

27.
5.6
2.8-9.5

2.



LL-v

Berlin, N.H.

Lyndonville, Vt.
Hanover, N.H.
Portsmouth, N.H.
Richford, vt.

Littleton, N.H,

Derbyline, Vt.

* For

Table A-17.

VERMONT-NEW HAMPSHIRE

MEDIAN COHb AND 90% COHb RANGE FOR NON-SMOKERS AND

CIGARETTE SMOKERS AT VARIOUS LOCATIONS

Nonsmokers

23.
1.2
. 09-108

sample sizes less than 20, the 907 COHb range is not computed.

Cigarette

Smokers

14. .
k.z
*

83.
2.8
-8'603

31,
4.9
1.7-10.4

19.
6.6
2.0-10.4

location

Rutland, Vt.

Arlington, Vt.

Brattleboro, Vt.
Northfield, Vt.
Montpelier, Vt.

Whiteriver Junction,

Nonsmokers

40.
1.0
.6-1.5

5‘.
1.2
. 7-30 7

90.
1.4
1.0-3.0

Cigarette
Smokers

25.
5.9
200-806

40.
5.4
1.6-8.5

56.
5.5
1.7-903

34.
5.4
1.4'805

36.
3’9
104-804

35.

5.6
1 04-1004



Table A-18.
WASHINGTON, D.C.
MEDIAN COHb AND 90% COHb RANGE FOR NON-SMOKERS AND

CIGARETTE SMOKERS AT VARIOUS LOCATIONS

‘ Cigarette
Location Nonsmokers Smokers
Blood Center 54. 50.
: 1.5 5.4
.7-2.5 . 1.8-9.7
Maryland 394. 210.
. 1.2 5.4
.7-2.8 1.4-8.7
V. A. . 358. 218,
1.0 4.4
'5-2‘2 09-7.7
Georgetown 27. 25.
1.2 4'0
08‘105 104-8.6
Sears 20. 23. .
2.1 4.2
1.4-2.8 1.6-7.5
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APPENDIX B.
Table B-1.
ANCHORAGE

CARBOXYHEMOG LOBIN FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION

& COHb 0.5 1.5 2.5 3.5 4.5 5.5 6.5 7.5 8.5 9.5 10.511.5 25.0
Total Mumber 85 |94 |36 |13 |26 |20 |20 |16 | 9} 6 | 2| 1
Number Non Smokers 66 |68 {11 | ol o | 0o | 1| 4| 0] 1| 0] o
NMumber Smokers 19 |26 |25 |13 {26 [20 [19 |12 | 9| 5| 2| 1
Cigarette 17 |19 |21 [ 13 |21 |15 | 16 9 _ 7 5 2 1
Other , 2| 72|l &aaf o0}l s]| 5] 3]3]2]o0o|]o]o
Table B-2.
CHICAGO

CARBOXYHEMOG LOBIN FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION

_ cCoHb 0.5 1.5 2.5 3.5 4.5 5.5 6.5 7.5 8.5 9.5 10.511.5 25.0

Total Number 119 [270 {17 {5 |77 |75 |67 |59 {32 |19 |10 | 8

. Number Non Smokers 104 [222 | 63 71| 3| 1|10} 1]o0][1
Number Smokers 15 |48 |54 |52 |76 |72 |66 |58 [32 |18 {10 | 7
Cigarette 11 |31 |43 |4 |63 |67 |66 |56 |30 |16 |10 | &
Other 4 {17 |11 8 |13 5 2 2 2 2 0 3
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' Table B-3.
DENVER

CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION

% COHb 0.5 1.5 25 3.5 4.5 5.5 6.5 7.5 8.5 9.5 10.511.5 25.0
rfotal Numher - 200 {475 |246 163 |176 |156 |146 109 | 53 | 39 | 20 |16 1
Number Non Smokers 179 396 (124 | 23 | 10 2 4 3 0 0 o 1
Number Smokers 21 | 79 [122 |140 |166 [154 |142 [106 |.53 | 39 | 20 | 15
Cigarette 15 | 57 {104 (124 (144 (140 127 | 93 | 48 { 33 | 18 { 10
Other 6 | 22 | 18 |16 | 22 | 14 | 15 | 13 5 6 2 5
Table B-4.
DETROIT

CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION

%Cpo 0‘0'5~ 1-5 ?.;5 3'05 465 5-5 605 705 8.5 9.5 10.5 1105 2500
Total Number 747 1490 (147 124 120 (158 {120 | 98 | 68 267 23 7 24
L L PSEN N Waom Qb s~ lgnn ’ o~ ' o~ l -, - ~ ~ ~ [ ~ ] N ] . T |
——meTT LT SWlACY e [VISF N IO L* ) 4 L0 4 & 9 LV ) S 1 0 2
Number Smokers 66 {105 | 78 {108 |113 (156 |[117 [ 98 [ 67 | 25 | 23 | 22
Cigarette 25 | 37 {47 | 85 |97 |135 [106 |88 |58 |15 |16 | 14
Othexr 41 |68 |31 (23 |16 |21 |11 |10 9 |10 71 8
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Table B-5.
HONOLULU

CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION

_ %_COHb 0.5 1.5 2.5 3.5 4.5 5.5 6.5 7.5 8.5 9.5 10.5 11.5.2-5.0
.’};t‘al Number 337 {231 [108 | 94 (103 | 94 | 65 | 51 | 25 | 10 4 6
Number Non Smokers 308 |160 | 26 5 0 0 3 1 0 0 o] o
Number Smokers 29 | 71 | 82 | 89 |103 | 94 [ 62 | 50 | 25 |10 4 6
Cigarette 14 | 47 |67 |81 |92 |82 |55 |42 [24) 9| 4| &
Other . 15 | 24 | 15 8 | 31 | 12 7 8 1 1 0 2
Table B-6.
HOUSTON

CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION

% COHb 0.5 1.5 2.5 3.5 4.5 5.5 6.5 7.5 8.5 9.5 10.5 11.5 25.0
Total Number 6 153 |13 | 71 2 ] 3132 ]0]o]ol]e6 |
" Number Non Smokers 171 | 48 |11 5 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 6
Number Smokers 5 5 2 2 1 2 3 2 0 0 0 0
Cigarette 3 51 1 2} 1| 1] 3] 2| of o of o
Other 2 o] 1| ol of 1] o] o]l ol o} o] o
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Table B-7.
LOS ANGE LES

CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION

% COHb 0.5 1.5 2.5 3.5 4.5 5.5 6.5 7.5 8.5 9.5 10.5 11,5 25.0
Total Number 762 [1858{635 | 244 (248 | 311 {292 {223 (155 | 89 | 47 | 46
Number Non Smokers 698 (1652|456 | 41 | 12 8 3 3 4 2 1 2
Number Smokers 64 | 206|179 {203 |236 (303 {289 |220 1151 | 87 | 46 | 44
Cigarette 32 1101 121 [157 |207 {259 |265 [201 {139 79 41 29
Other 32 1105 ] S8 | 46 | 29 | 44 | 24 | 19 | 12 8 5| 15
Table B-8. :
MIAMI

CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION

% COHb 0.5 1.5 25 3.5 4.5 5.5 6.5 7.5 8.5 9.5 10.511.5 25.9
Tbtal Number 338 [181 [117 |106 |117 118 |87 |62 |24 | 22 | 19 | 19
Number Non Smokers 256 | 92 | 171 s 9 2 I ’ 1 4 l s I S O !
Number Smokers 82 | 89 100 {101 115 (116 | 83 | 61 | 24 | 22 | 19 | 19
Cigarette 51 { 62 | 92 j 92 j110 {309 | 80 | 58 | 246 | 17 | 17 | 14
Other 31 | 27 8 9 5 7 31 3 0 5 2 5
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Table B_g °

MILWAUKEE

CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION

& COHb 0.5 1.5 2.5 3.5 4.5 5.5 6.5 7.5 8.5 9.5 10.511.5 25.0
Total Number 2313 798| 329 307 269)206 | 157| 95 | 66| 27 | 19| 24
-ﬁmnber Non Smokers 2009 | 550 92 36 { 13 S 6 3 0] 1 0| 2
Number Smokers 304| 248| 237| 271 | 256 201 | 151| 92 | 66| 26 | 19| 22
Cigarette 219| 186 | 207 | 247 | 234188 | 13883 | 63| 24 | 12| 17
Other 85| 62| 30| 24| 22|13 | 13| 9 3 2 7|1 s
Table B-10.

NEW ORLEANS

CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION

% CoHb 0.5 1.5 2,5 3.5 4.5 5.5 6.5 7.5 8.5 9.5 10.511.5 25.0
:;an1 Mumber 73 {105 {47 |57 |71 |69 |42 [32 21 {13 | 6 [ 1
Number Non Smokers 65 | 78 | 12 2 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0
Number Smokers g8 | 27! 35{s55 {71 {69 |42 [31 [20 [13 | 6 | 1
Cigarette 6 {22 {32 |50 |67 {67 |42 [27 {18 |11 | 5| 1
Other 2l sl 3{s|alz2flofjala|l2]1]o0




Table B-11.

NEW YORK CITY

CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION

%  COHb 0.5 1.5 2.5 3.5 4.5 5.5 6.5 7.5 8.5 9.5 10.5 11,5 25.0
Total Number 1687 | 953 | 356 | 326 | 308 | 269 | 251 P44 70| 44 | 24 |18
Number Non Smokers 1452 | 6451106 | 16 5 4 51 1 ol o 1 0
Number Smokers 235| 30812501 310 | 303 | 265 | 246 143 70 | 44 23118
Cigarette 135|199 | 201 | 256 | 271 | 249 | 217 [128 64 | 40 171} 10
Other 100{109]| 49 s4| 32| 16| 29|15 6| & 6] 8
Table B-12.
PHOENIX

CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION

$ COHb 0.5 1.5 2.5 3.5 4.5 5.5 6.5 7.5 8.5 9.5 10.5 11,5 25.0
Total Number {136 [ so| 29| 24 |22 | 28| 10|11 6] o] 2| 2
Number Non Smokers 1109 ! 26 : 4 I ? | 4] I 2 1 0 | S w‘?ﬂl,,o 0 L
Number Smokers '. 27 ' 24 | 25 l 22 ' 22 26 | 10 | 11 6 0 712 1
Cigarette 21 [ 21 [ 23| 20| 21| 26| 9| 11 6| o 1 1
Other 6| 3/ 2| 2| 1} 2} 1] 0| ol o 1| o

B-6



Table B-13.

ST. LOUIS

CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION

$ COHb 0.5 1.5 2.5 3.5 4.5 5.5 6.5 7.5 8.5 9.'5 10.5 11.5 25.0
Total Number 472 (281 | 53 | 55 {65 | 73 |63 |29 |23 |10 | & 5
Number Non Smokers 435 {217 13 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0
Number Smokers 37 | 64 | 40 | 54 | 65 | 72 63 | 29 22 9 4 5
Cigarette 13 | 31 |33 |42 |52 |66 |53 |25 |18 8 2 3
Other 24 |33 ] 7112 |13] 6 |10] 4} 41| 1 2 2
Table B-14.

SALT LAKE CITY

CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION

& COHb 0.5 1.3 2.5 3.5 4.5 5.5 6.5 7.5 8.5 9.5 10.511.5 25.0
Total NMumber ﬂ 601 (134 {31 |37 |22 |31 |19 |17 10| 8| 1] 1
_ Number Non Smokers 391 |114 18 6 2 1 1 1 1 0 0 0
Number Smokers 10 | 20 | 13 31 20 | 30 | 18 | 16 9 8 1 1
Cigarette 6115111 (30|19 25|16 |16 | 7| 7| 1} 1
Other al st 2] 1} 1] s 4}l o0o} 2)11]o0]o0




Table B-15.
SAN FRANCISCO

CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION

$ COHb 0.5 1.5 2.5 3.5 4.5 5.5 6.5 7.5 8.5 9.5 10.5 11,5 25.0
'EZEal Numgzz 283 (416 (104 | 71 | 81 | 82 |57 |41 |25 |18 8 9
Number Non Smokers 254 1342 50 7 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
Number Smokers 29 | 74 | 54 |64 | 80 |82 |57 |40 | 25 | 18 8 9
Cigarette {15 [ 48 |43 |50 |72 |74 |47 |37 |24 |17 5 6
Other 14 |26 |11 | 14 8 8 |10 3 1 1 3 3
Table B-16.
SEATTLE

CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION

$ COHb 0.5 1.5 2.5 3.5 4.5 5.5 6.5 7.5 8.5 9.5 10.51L.5 25.0
Total Number o 277 1316 } 79 | 59 | 63 [ 66 |56 |46 |27 | 17 5 7
Numher Nom Smelkers 259 ‘273 | 33 | 64' 3] 1 0 o0} o] O ol 1
Number Smokers o 18 [ 38 |46 | 53 [ 60 |65 |56 | 46 | 27 |17 5 6
Cigarette 11 | 22 |38 | 43 |53 [ 59 |50 |40 |23 | 15 4 3
Other 7 | 16 8 | 10 7 6 6 | 6 4 | 2 113
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Table B-17.
VERMONT-NEW HAMPSHIRE

CARBOXYHEMOG LOBIN FREQUENC Y DISTRIBUTION

0.5 1.5 2.5 3.5 4.5 5.5 6.5 7.5 8.5 9.5 10.5 11l.5 25.0

$ COHb
-Total Number 866 |209 | 74 | 89 (64 |78 |57 |46 |18 |11 | 5 3
Number Non Smokers 787 (137 | 10 8 7 2 1 1 1 0 (o0 ’ 0
Number Smokers 79 | 72 |64 |81 |57 |76 |56 |45 (17 |11 |5 3
Cigarette 38 | 43 | 54 [ 69 |47 |67 |49 |42 |15 |10 |2 3
Other «wl {29 |10 {12 {10 9 7 3 2 113 0

Table B-18.
WASHINGTON, D.C.

CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION

% COHDb 0.5 1.5 2.5 3.5 4.5 5.5 6.5 7.5 8.5 9.5 10.51L.5 25.0
Total Number 637 [324 {112 (105 {103 |100 | 58 | 46 | 24 8 2 | 11
Number Non Smokers 545 (238 | 46 8 1 4 0 0 0 0 0 1
Number Smokers 92 | 86 | 66 | 97 (102 | 96 | 58 | 46 | 24 | 8 2 {10
Cigarette 48 | 50 | 50 | 83 | 86 | 91 | 50 | 42 | 16 5 1 4
Other 44 136 |16 | 14 {16 | 5 8 « | 81 3| 1 6
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APPENDIX C.
Table C-1. .
ANCHORAGE

INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SMOKING ON COHB

WHITE BLACK OTHER
Totals 246 5 118
N 104 1 | 48
Non Smoker X, 1.92 1.00 1.75
SD 1.16 0.0 1.98
SEM 0.11 , 0.0 0.29
N 79 2 66
Smoker . X 5.98 4.15 3.12
SD 2.6% 0.64 1.69
SEM 0.3" 0.45 0.21

Table C-2.

CHICAGO

INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SMOKING ON COHB

WHITE BLACK OTHER

TOTAL NUMBER 709 _ 192 14
N | 350 ) 39 4

Non Smoker  X. 2.00 2.38 2,22

SD 1.05 1.46 0.85

SEM 0.06 0.23 0.43
N 281 143 9

Smoker X. 5.62 . 6.14 6.26
. SD 2.42 2.39 2.05
SEM 0.14 0.20 0.68




Table C-3.

DENVER

INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SMOKING ON COHB

WHITE BLACK OTHER
TOTAL NUMBER 1504 70 289
N 634 20 90
Non Smoker  X. 2.04 2.43 2.39
SD 0.97 , 1.45 ; 0.95
SEM 0.04 0.32 . 0.10
N 687 42 - 178
Smoker X. 5.97 5.31 4,61
SD 2.33 2.21 2.16
SEM 0.09 0.34 0.16
——— e
Table C-4.
DETROIT

INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SMOKING ON COHB

WHITE BLACK OTHER

N | 1132 38 4

Non Smoker X. 1.56 1.84 : : 1.47

SD 0.86 ' 0.91 0.47

SEM 0.03 0.15 0.24
N 683 37 2

Smoker X. 5.99 5.87 3.70

SD 2.44 2.66 3.25

SEM 0.09 0.%44 2.30
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Table C - 5 °
HONOLULU

INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SMOKING ON COHB

WHITE BLACK OTHER
TOTAL NUMBER 449 10 704 —

N 193 A 311

Non Smoker  X. 1,52 2,05 1.56

SD 0.70 1.23 0.78

SEM 0.05 0.61 0.04
N 183 6 . 331

Smoker X. 5.50 5,02 4,97

SD 2,48 2,42 2.10

SEM 0.18 0.99 0.12

Table C-6.

HOUSTON

INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SMOKING ON COHB

WHITE BLACK OTHER
Totals 394 73 7
22 3

1.40 1.03

0.62 0.23

0.13 0.13
N 11 5 2

Smoker X. 4. 74 3.28 2.20

SD 2.79 1.87 1.56

SEM 0.84 0.84 1.10
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Table C-7.
LOS ANGELES

INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SMOKING ON COHB

WHITE BLACK : OTHER
e —
N 2548 136 203
Non Smoker X. 1.99 2.13 2.03
SD 0.86 0.66 0.87
SEM 0.02 0.06 0.06
N 1375 143 113
Smoker X. 6.36 5.62 : 4,74
SD 2.45 2.21 2.30
SEM 0.07 0.19 0.22
—

Table C-8.

MIAMI

INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SMOKING ON COHB

WHITE BLACK OTHER

TOTAL NUMBER - 1162 353 39
N 323 67 10

Non Swoker X, | 1.33 | 1.79 T.22

SD - 0.89 1.45 0.61

SEM 0.05 0.18 0.19
N 504 207 19

Smoker X. 5.12 5.31 4.34

SD 2.62 2 &R 2.53

SEM 0.12 0.19 0.58




Table C-9.

MILWAUKEE

INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SMOKING ON COHB

WHITE BLACK OTHER
N 1881 805 53
Non Smoker  X. 1.34 1.32 1.28
SD 0.90 0.73 0.54
SEM 0,02 0.03 0.07
N 1106 446 27
Smoker X, 4.71 3.90 3.00
SD 2.50 2,32 1.62
SEM 0.08 | 0.11 0.31
_—

NEW ORLEANS

INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SMOKING ON COHB

WHITE BLACK OTHER
TOTAL NUMBER mZI.82 _ 355 5
' N 63 95 1
Non Smoker X. 1.74 1.91 1.40
SD 1.00 0.89 0.0
SEM 0.13 - 0.09 0.0
N 104 242 2
Smoker X. 5.75 5.41 5.10
SD 2.16 2.17 2.40
SEM 0.21 0.14 1.70
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Table C-11.

NEW YORK CITY

INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SMOKING ON COHB

WHITE BLACK OTHER
TOTAL NUMBER
N 2123 125 45
Non Smoker  X. 1.42 1.37 1.54
SD 0.74 0.74 0.71
SEM 0.02 0.07 0.11
N 1559 174 53
Smoker X. 4.96 4. 54 4.43
SD 2.42 2.35 2,52
SEM 0.06 0.18 0.35
Table C-12.
PHOENIX
INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SMOKING ON COHB
WHITE BLACK OTHER
TOTAL NUMBER 495 - 21 104
N 110 3 34
Non Smoker  X. 1.41 0.97 1.55
SD 1.48 0.31 1.02
SEM 0.14 0.18 0.18
N 126 6 26
Smoker X. 4,57 3.73 3.47
SD 2.59 1.47 . 1.80
SEM 0.23 0.60 0.35




Table C-13.
ST. LOUIS

INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SMOKING ON COHB

bT HER

WHITE BLACK
TOTAL NUMBER 1158 30 2
N 657 14 0
Non Smoker X. 1.48 1.27 0.0
§D 0.64 0.50 0.0
SEM 0.03 0.13 0.0
N 331 14 1
Smoker X, 5.40 5.55 2.40
- 8§D 2.32 1.92 0.0
SEM 0.13 0.51 0.0
Table C-14..

SALT LAKE CITY

INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SMOKING ON COHB

WHITE BLACK OTHER

TOTAL NUMBER 750 3 26
N 528 1 16

Non Smoker X. 1.37 0.70 1.44

SD 0.82 0.0 0.52

SEM 0.04 0.0 0.13
N 140 2 10

Smoker X. 5.44 6;35 3.78

SD 2.37 0.64 2.28

SEM 0.20 0.45 0.72
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Table C-15.

SAN FRANCISCO

INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SMOKING ON COHB

WHITE BLACK OTHER
N 613 25 22
Non Smoker  X. 1.70 1.60 1.68
SD 0.62 0.55 0.60
SEM 0.03 0.11 0.13
N 387 29 21
Smoker X. 5.49 5.25 3.67
SD 2.43 2.72 2,20
SEM 0.12 0.51 0.48

_____________________________—_.L___._._.'______‘

Table C-16.

SEATTLE

INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SMOKING ON COHB

WHITE BLACK OTHER
568 3 14
Non Smoker  X. 1.67 1.60 1.53
SD 0.78 0.95 0.41
SEM 0.03 0.57 0.11
N 352 3 6
Smoker X. 5.71 4.33 4.38
_ SD 2.41 1.31 2.03
SEM 0.13 6.75 0.83
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Table C-17.

VERMONT-NEW HAMPSHIRE

INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SMOKING ON COHB

WHITE BLACK OTHER
TOTAL NUMBER 1524 ~ 7 11
N | oug ) 7 8
Non Smoker  X. 1.36 1.09 0.91
SD 0.70 0.60 0.34
SEM 0.02 0.23 0.12
N 437 0 1
Smoker X. 4.91 0.0 2.90
SD 2.42 0.0 0.0
SEM 0.12 0.0 0.0

Table C-18.
WASHINGTON, D.C.

INFLU.ENVCE OF RACE AND SMOKING ON COHB

WHITE BLACK OTHER

TOTAL NUMBER 1529 117 12

N 789 ) 54 8
Non Smoker  X. 1.40 1.61 1.25
SD 0.72 0.55 ~0.62
SEM 0.03 - 0.07 0.22

N 472 47 3
Smoker X. 4,88 4.19 3.33
SD 2.30 1.78 1.42
SEM 0,11 0.26 . 0.82
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APPENDIX B.

Table D-1.

ANCHORAGE

WEIGHT (Pounds)

120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 200 400
Total Number 7% | 20 28 39 43 32 42 29 22 39
'COHb DATA
F——_“—-—_—_-—~——1 ——t—
N 38 |9 7 7 19 13 19 {11 12 17
NON X. 1.9 1.78 | 1.67 | 1.84 | 1.83 | 1.22 | 1.80 | 2.65 | 2.14 | 1.84
SMOKERS  S.D. 2,14 0.44 | 0.54 | 0,74 | 0.46 | 0.55 { 0.57 | 2.68 [ 1.73 | 0.69
SEM 0.34 0.15 | 0.20 | 0.28 | 0.10 { 0.15 | 0.13 | 0.81 | 0.50 | 0.17
N 33 |9 17 23 17 10 13 8 5 11
CIGARETTE  X. | 2.93|6.44 | 3.35 | 4.01 |6.47 |5.51 |5.47 |s.56 |5.26 [6.35
SMOKERS  S.D. |1.62]2.70 {1.99 |2.12 [3.34 |2.62 |2.70 | 2.79 | 2.88 | 2.06
SEM 0.28{0.90 | 0.48 | 0.44 0.81 }0.83 }0.75 |0.99 |1.29 |0.62
Table D-2.
CHICAGO
WEIGHT (Pounds)
0 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 200 400
Total Number - |74 99 93 113 1122 175 83 65 91
COHb DATA
.- e
N 32 |33 52 42 48 |47 58 33 20 41
NON X. l1.6212.06 | 1.83] 2.07| 1.97 |2.01 | 2.14| 2.26 | 2.26 | 2.23
SMOKERE  5.D 0.5111.44 | 0.66] 9-93}| 0.50|0.95 | 1.80} 1.46 | 0.70} 0.79
SEM 0.09 |0.25 | 0.09] 0.14{ 0.07|0.14 | 0.24| 0.25] 0.16 | 0.12
N |17 |39 45 | 48 | 48 |63 62 | 42 | 35 | 39
CIGARETTE X. |s5.01]5.03 | s5.62{ 5.85| 5.55|5.91 | 6.11| 6.37| 6.03 | 5.87
SMOKERS  S.D. | 2.44{2.11 | 2.61] 2.51°77 2.21}2.30 | 2.21| 2.55| 2.69} 2.41
| 0.46 | 0.39
.59 |0.36 | 0.39] 0.36| 0.320.29 | 0.28} 0.39} O.
SEM | 0.5 a A DRt
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Table D-3.
DENVER

WEIGHT (Pounds)

0 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 200 400

Total Number |83 | 131 | 159 | 258 | 2657 285 | 224 | 186 | 121 |156

COHb DATA ‘
N |48 68 55 78 97 . | 108 | 90 74 54 73
NON X. J1.82 ] 1.97 ] 1.94 ] 2.11 "2.;1 2.18 | 2.13 | 2.04 | 2.21 | 2.25

SMOKERS  °S.D. [0.65 | 0.67 | 1.03 | 1.07 | 0.90 | 1.04 | .0.82 | 0.76 | 1.34 | 1.36
O——o0 SEM |0.09 | 0.08 | 0.14| 0.12 | 0.09 | 0.10. | 0.09 | 0.09 | 0.18 | 0.16

N (31 | se. | 92 |[-153 |'138 | 146 | 100 | 86 46 | 62
CIGARETTE  X. |5.83 | 5.34 | 5.46 | 5.62 | 5.60 | 5.76 | 5.61 | 5.93 | 5.71 | 5.85
SMOKERS  S.D. [2.68 | 2.23 | 2.46 | 2.35 | 2.14 | 2.48 | 2.24 | 2.58 | 2.48 | 2.16

¢ ¢ SEM 0.48 0.30 0.25 0.19 0.37 .
"~ Table D-4.
DETROIT

WEIGHT (Pounds)

0 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 . 190 200 400

Total Number [ g; “f125 | 122 | 191 |248 | 310 [367 [315 [219 | 310
COHb DATA |

N 45 |73 60 108 {133 | 152 | 187 [152 | 114 [ 150

NON X. | 1.18}1.20 | 1.34 | 1.45| 1.52 | 1.62 | 1.67 | 1.65 | 1.64 | 1.77

SMOKERS S.D, 0.44| 0.45 | 0.76 0.59] 0.84 | 1.09 | 0.91 | 0.92 | 0.94 | 0.81
SEM 0.07] 0.05 | 0.10 | 0.06{ 0.07 | 0.09 | 0.07 | 0.08 | 0.09 | 0.07

N |39 |4 |56 | 58 |74 |92 |10z |98 |63 |96
CIGARETTE X. | 5.26| 5.16 | 5.84 | 6.06| 5.99 | 6.30 | 6.21 | 5.72 | 6.36 | 6.06
SMOKERS  S.D. | 2.30] 2.37 | 2.35 | 2.31f 2.227| 2.50 | 2.86 | 2.62 | 2.37 | 2.21

- SEM 0.371 0.36 | 0.32 | o0.30]| 0.26 | 0.26 | 0.28 | 0.27 | 0.30 | 0.23
| | , ,
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Table D-5.
HONOLULU

WEIGHT (Pounds)

0 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 200 400

Total Number 13 las | 117 L 136 | 145 | 371 ] 133|106 102 | 196
COHb DATA
——rT s T, | B 6 6 % 0
NON % | 1.40] 1.28 ] 1.51 | 1.51 | 1.54| 1.55| 1.58 |1.46 | 1.58 | 1.64
swokers  s.p. | 0.37] 0.48 | 1.02 | 1.06 | 0.57 | 0.77 0.71 0.5 | 0.57 | 0.73
o——o sm | 0.17] 0.11] 0.15| 0.15 | 0.07 | 0.09| 0.09 [0.08 | 0.09 | 0.07

N 7 | 22 61 71 67 | 68 52 45 53 74

CIGARETTE K. | 4.16] 5.52 ] 5.35 | s.25 | 4.57 | s.64] 5.14 [4.99 | s.55 | 4.80
SMOKERS S.D. 2.40] 2.14 | 2,00 | 2.31 2.16 2.550 2.25 {2.13 2.44 | 2.06
o——o sp | 0.01] 0.66] 0.26 | 0.27 | 0.26 | 0.31] 0.31 [0.32 | 0.34 | 0.24

Table D-6.

HOUSTON

WEIGHT (Pounds)

0 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 200 400

Total Number .{ .3 30 29 45 50 69 73 57 32 67

COHb DATA
m e ——— e —————————— e ———————————
——

N 6 18 20 21 32 33 36 27 5 34

1
NON X. 13.38 [1.16 {1.36 |1 28 |1.37 I11.33 {1.46 {1.5s2 [|1.31 [{1.81
SMOKERS S.D. 15,17 |0.42 Jo.55 |o0.55 l0.81 |o.65 |1.03 [0.85 |0.54¢ |2.08

SEM 2.11 [0.10 [0.12 |0.12 {o0.14 Jlo.11 Jo.17 lo.16 |o.14 lo.36

f 0 0 1 1 1 3 1 3 3 5

CIGARETTE  X. |0.0 0.0 8.20 (2.20 [1.10 [2.27 |6.90 l6.20 l4.50 |{3.12
. SMOKERS $.D. Jo.0 Jo.o 0.0 [0.0 Jo.0 1.91 |o.0 1.44 3.25 |1.64
SEM 0.0 |0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.11 Jo.0 0.83 |1.88 |0.73




Table D-7.
LOS ANGELES
WEIGHT (Pounds)

0 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 200 400

Total Number | 535 | 305 | 470 | 490 | 625 | 748 |687- | 568 | 398 | 523

COHb DATA
N 148 | 168 | 212 | 281 [ 369 | 419 [402 [326 | 252 |[311 -

NON X. |1.88]1.87 | 1.92 | 2.03]|1.96 [ 2.00 | 2.02 |2.02 | 2.05 |2.05

SMOKERS  S.D. | 0.63] 0.64 | 0.65 | 1.22]| 0.76 | 0.78 | 0.99 | 0.94 | 0.78 | 0.74

SEM 0.05( 0.05 | 0.04 0.07]| 0.04 | 0.04 | 0.05 10.05 0.05 | 0.04

: N 84 130 | 137 181 | 205 255 | 206 170 | 102 154
CIGARETTE X. | e6.01] 5.72 | 6.19 6.02] 6.40.| 6.31 | 6.27 | 6.08 | 6.46 | 6.15
SMOKERS S.D. 2,491 2,58 | 2.47 2.31{ 2.63 | 2.49 | 2.51 | 2.49 | 2.40 | 2.08

S | 0.27| 0.22°| 0.21 | 0.17| 0.18 [ 0.16 { 0.18 | 0.19 | 0.24 | 0.17

———— e ———— it ———r

Table D-8.
MIAMI

WEIGHT (Pounds)

0 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 200 400

Total Number

24 -1 82 lin1 150 216 254 195 174 134 207

COHb DATA
25 31 48 | .53 61 46 42 - 56

N .
X 1.19] 1.37| 1.24| 1.44] 1.65[ 1.30] 1.34| 1.46
0.69] 1.47| o0.84] 1,21 1.35| 0.57| 0.62] 0,81

o.20f o0.14| o0.271 o0.12| o.17{ o0.17]{ o0.08{ o.10] o0.11

SMOKERS S.D. 0.5
SEM 0.1

43 |60 | 90 .|116 - [129 87 70 50 70

N 11
CIGARETTE X. | 5.09 5.00[ 5.10| 4.83 5.46| 5.01| 5.48] 5.32 5.35| 4.87
SMOKERS  S.D. | 3.7¢ 2.69| 2.65| 2.49] 2.80| 2.67] 2.95| 2.66{ 1.97] 1.19
SEM 0.34| o0.26/ 0.26| o0.24] o0.32 0.32| o0.28{ 0.26

———————-————_—J
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Table D-9,

MILWAUKEE

WEIGHT (Pounds)

120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 200 400
Total Number 734 | 438 | 466 509 | 505 449 450 371 269 577
COHb DATA
_ N 480 | 242 249 281 | 288 244 248 211 144 332
NON X. 1.24] 1.29 | 1.28 1.23]1.35 | 1.39 | 1.39 | 1.36 | 1.34 | 1.49
SMOKERS S.D. 0.75| 0.89 | 0.73 0.63| 0.89 | 1.02 | 0.75 | 0.66 | 0.77 | 1.14
SEM 0.03} 0.06 | 0.05 0.04] 0.05 | 0.07 | 0.05 | 0.05 | 0.06 | 0.06
N 202 | 166 179 183 | 182 160 141 121 81 175
CIGARETTE  X. 3.990 4.26 | 4.46 | 4.49) 4.63 | 4.86 | 4.88 | 4.46 | 4.70 | 3.98
SMOKERS s.D. 2,281} 2.56 2.61 2.54] 2.26 2,50 | 2.68 2.47 2.43 | 2.26
SEM 0.16] 0.20 | 0.20 | 0.19§ 0.17 { 0.20 | 0.23 | 0.22 | 0.27 | 0.17
Table D-10.
NEW ORLEANS
WEIGHT (Pounds)
120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 200 400
Total Number 13 |17 43 75 76 78 58 51 49 81
COHb DATA
N 6 7 10 16 25 20 16 20 13 26
NON X. 1.57} 1.66| 1.60) 2.24 | 1.50 1.88] 1.79] 2.21} 1.68] 1.91
SMOKERS S.D. 0.40, 0.32{ 0.44| 1.69| 0.45 0.52l 0.56] 1.66f 0.50| 0.65
SEM 0.17] 0.12| 0.14) o0.42| 0.09 0.12] 0.14] 0.37{ o0.14] 0.13
N 7 |10 30 51 47 55 38 30 28 | s1
CIGARETTE X. 5.36] 5.07| 5.26| 5.18{ 5.67 5.67] 6.12| 5.71 4.92] 5.55
SMOKERS ~ S.D. 2.36] 1.99| 2.42| 2.27| 1.94| 2.05] 1.85 2.10{ 2.61] 2.26
SEM
0.89| 0.63| 0.44} 0.32 | 0.28 0.28{ 0.30] 0.38] 0.49] 0.32
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Table D-11.
NEW YORK CITY
WEIGHT (Pounds)

140 150

0 120 130 160 170 180 190 200 400
Total Number 340 | 380 i 462 | 478 | 543 | 620 | 571 | 514 | 362 | 567
COHb DATA |
N [s9 fss po3s  pas . pes  pss . p74 241 [170 [276
NON 3. 1.21] 1.18} 1.35| 1.32 | 1.45| 1.45| 1.47 1.48]  1.56] 1.61
SMOKERS  S.D. 0.52| 0.86| 0.69| 0.65| 0.70 | 0.72 | 0.78 | o0.83 0.58 0.78
SEM 0.04/ 0.06| 0.48°| 0.04| 0.04| 0.04| 0.05 0.05| 0.05| 0.05
N h47r  pes 196  [195 05 D27 186. 165 120 |183
CIGARETTE  X. 6.16| 4.61 1 4,26 | 4.71 | 5.16} 5.35| 5.00 5.02| 5.20| 5.40
SMOKERS  S.D. 2.29] 2.30! 2.42| 2.44 2.43] 2.71 ] 2.33 2.23| 2.08] 2.37
SEM 0.19 0.18| o0.18| 0.18] 0.17{ 0.18| 0.17 0.17] o0.19] o0.18

Table D-12.
PHOENIX

‘WEIGHT (Pounds)

0 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 200 400
Total Number |14 | 36 | 67 8 |79 |86 |85 65 |41 | 60
COHb DATA
_————-—-—-T-———,——————l, —— e e e
N |2 10 16 14 20 | 16 |21 16 16 . |15
NON X. {1.25 | 1.16 |'1.646 | 1.61| 1.58 | 2.14 [1.15 | 1.28 | 0.95 | 1.42
SMOKERS  §.D. 0,21 | 0.18 | 0.97 | 1.31} 1.22 | 3.40 (0.62 | 0.55 | 0.34 | 0.59
SEM |o0.15 | 0.06 | '0.24 | o0.35] 0.27 | 0.85 [0.13 | 0.14 | 0.08 | 0.15
| N4 9 23 |22 |1 |22 {26 |19 |7 13
CIGARETTE  X. [3.77 | 4.83 | 3.90 | 4.39| 5.14 [ 4,46 |4.79 | 4.54 | 3.54 | 3.25
SMOKERS  S.D. {3.74 { 2.70 | 2.17 | 3.29]| 2.75 | 1.81 |2.62 ‘| 2.35 | 2.17 | 1.71
SEM 1.87 | 0.90 | 0.45 | 0.70| 0.74 | 0,39 |0.53 | 0.54 | 0.82 | 0.48
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Table D-13.

ST. L.O

UIS

WEIGHT (Pounds)

0 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 200 400
Total Number 72 68 80 116 | 132 153 138 147 111 176
COHb DATA
40 |45 47 74 56 95 79 30 48 99
NON X. 1.24] 1.34 | 1.38 1.47) 1.67| 1.46] 1.48| 1.57| 1.51| 1.45}
SMOKERS S.D. 0.291 0.29 | 0.47 0.36| 1.20| o0.54]| 0.38] 0.91| o0.46| 0.61
SEM 0.05| 0.04 | 0.07 0.04| o0.16] o0.06| 0.04| o0.10] 0.07} o0.06
N {30 19 22 35 51 43 35 34 37 40
CIGARETTE  X. | 4.82 4.91 | 4.71 | 6.27| 5.66| 5.88| 5.77| 5.10| 4.81| 5.27
SMOKERS ~ S.D. | 5 441 1.99 | 2.04 | 2.23| 2.24| 2.82] 2.44| 1.99| 2.13| 2.06
SEM 0.45| 0.46 | 0.43 0.38) 0.31 0.43]| o0.41] 0.34] 0.35] o0.33
Table D-14.
SALT LAKE CITY
WEIGHT (Pounds)
0 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 200 400
Total Number 38 | 71 84 69 l1os  lios 94 87 4 22
COHb DATA
——— — S — ——————
f 26 52 58 47 75 64 66 62 42 53
NON X. 1.34 1.10| 1.20| 1.46| 1.49| 1.19| 1.63} 1.29| 1.50| 1.s52
SMOKERS s.D. 0.710 0.46| 0.48| 1.09]| 0.77| 0.47| 1.40| 0.55| 0.70| 0.72
SEM 0.14 0.06| 0.06| 0.16| 0.09| 0.06| 0.17| 0.07 0.11| o.10
N 10 |17 14 15 23 21 18 14 10 9
CIGARETTE X. 6.04 5.42) 4.42| 5.67) 4.81| 5.20| 5.80| 5.70| 6.29| 4.48
SMOKERS S.D. 2.99 1.83| 2.65| 2.74| 1.80| 2.65( 2.51| 2.38| 2.59| 1.70
SEM 0.9 0.44| 0.71| 0.71} .0.38| 0.58| 0.59| 0.64| 0.82] 0.57
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Table D-15.
SAN FRANCISCO

WEIGHT (Pounds)

0 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 200 400
Total Number [g9g 98 129 144 | 156 | 180 | 163 | 129 | 98 90
COHb DATA
N |s2 59 54 70 | 79 102 | 89 61 . | 48 45
NON X. [1.54 | 1.57 | 1.59 ] 1.73f{ 1.71 | 1.86 | 1.81 | 1.65 | 1.61 | 1.72
SMOKERS s.D. 10.60 | 0.92 | 0.53 0.52] 0,52 | 0.71 | 0.59 | 0.54 | 0.54 | 0.48
SEM {0.08 | 0.12 | 0.07 0.06| 0.06 | 0.07 | 0.06 | 0.07 | 0.08 | 0.07
N |35 36 64 59. | 50 48 47 38 30 29
CIGARETTE X. [&4.47 | 5.97 | 5.06 5.36| 5.43 | 5.60 | 5.59 { 5.32 | 5.61 | 5.64
SMOKERS s.D. |2.33 | 2.53 | 2.33 2.30] 2.58 | 2.99 | 1.81 | 2.20 | 2.31 | 3.07
SeM ]0.39 | 0.42 | 0.29 0.30| 0.37 | 0.43 | 0.26 | 0.36 | 0.42 | 0.57
Table D-16.
SEATTLE
WEIGHT (Pounds)
0 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 200 400
Total Number 59 |87 113 | 108|106 |144 |156 | 109 | 110 | 105
COHb DATA '
#—*——-—ﬁ———- :— Pr———————————
N 36 53 65 | 56 56 71 76 65 54 52
NON X. | 1.55|1.62 | 1.55 | 1.57{1.56 | 1.66 | 1.74 [ 1.73 | 1.79 | 1.85
SMOKERS S.D. 0.45| 1.53 | 0.51 | 0.54| 0.62 | 0.57 | 0.66 | 0.85 | 0.68 | 0.81
SEM 0.08] 0.21 | 0.06 | 0.07{0.08 { 0.07 | 0.08 | 0.11 | 0.09 | 0.11
N 20 28 37 37 38 48 56 27 32 37 -
CIGARETTE X, 5.25| 4.88 | 5.26 5.64| 6.19 | 5.89 | 5.80 | 6.23 | 5.64 | 5.63
SMOKERS  S.D. 2.171] 2.42 | 2.56 1.94| 2.75 | 2.54 | 2.58 | 2.24 | 2.35 | 2.05
SEM 0.49| 0.46 | 0.42 | 0.32| 0.45 | 0.37 | 0.35 | 0.43 | 0.42 | 0.34




Table D-17.

VERMONT-NEW HAMPSHIRE

WEIGHT (Pounds)

0 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 200 400
Total Number 65 119 174 220 205 187 172 96 141
COlb DATA
N 41 | 79 116 | 146 | 116 108 | 111 | 564 83
NON X. 1.21]1.31 } 1.24 }1.30 | 1.33 | 1.31 1.42| 1.44| 1.621 1.44
SMOKERS 5.D. 0.541 0.60 | 0.43 | 0.81 |.0.73 | 0.57 0.70| 0.65{ 1.31| 0.50
SEM 0.08] 0.07 | 0.04 | 0.08 | 0.06 | 0.05 0.07| 0.06| 0.18| 0.06
N 21 |34 46 48 59 63 56 44 28 39
CIGARETTE X. 4,50|5.21 | 5.17 | 4.61 |4.41 | 4.62 5.05| 5.34| 5.74| 4.81
SMOKERS S.D. 2.26 1 2.47 | 2.66 |2.32 | 2.42 | 2.46 2.46 | 2.32| 1.82] 2.56
SEM 0.4910.42 | 0.39 |0.34 [0.32 }|0.31 0.33{ 0.35] 0.341] 0.41
Table D-18.
WASHINGTON, D.C.
0 120 130 140 150 ~ 160 170 180 190 200 400
Total Number h33 74 139 39 174 212 218 177 |22 171
COHb DATA
N 77 79 59 77 86 106 113 95 65 94
NON X. 0.96] 9-99| 1.24) 1.41 ] 1.43 1.44] 1.58] 1.64] 1.66 | 1.62
SMOKERS S.D. 0.40 0.62 | 1.00| 0.59 | 0.63 0.67| 0.65] 0.80| 0.62 | 0.64
SEM 0.0s{ 0.07| 0.13| 0.07 1! 0.07 0.07, 0.06] 0.08| 0.08 | 0.07
N 39 64 52 IAA 67 64 69 49 37 39
CIGARETTE X. 4.11] 3.51| 4,20 | 4.50 | 4.84 5.37 5.03] 5.40| 5.98 | 5.34
SMOKERS S.D. 2.6 2,15 2.57| 1.97 | 1.74 2.13] 2.15| 1.96] 2.68 | 1.99
SEM 0.42 0.27 ] 0.36 1 0.30| 0.21 0.27, 0.26 0.28] 0.44 | 0.32

D-9




APPENDIX E.
Table E-1.

ANCHORAGE

Height (Inches)

0-62 63,64 65,66 67,68 69,70 71,72 72+

Total Number 57 100 0 0 169 0 45

COHb DATA
—_———

N 36 11 16 22 24 22 22
NON X. 1,01 1.74 1.50 1.80 2.05 2.13 1.70
SMOKERS S.D. 2.24 0.70 0.71 0.42 1.24 1.98 0.66
SEM 0.37 0.21 0.18 0.09 0.25 0.42 0.14

N 40 13 25 12 18 22 17
CIGARETTE  X. 3.01 3.70 4.76 5.76 5.73 5.98 5.61
SMOKERS §.D. 2.01 2,31 2.42 2.73 2.59 2.80 2.63
SEM 0.64

0.48

Table E-2.
CHICAGO

Height (Inches)

0.79

0-62 63,64 65,66 67,68 69,70 71,72 72t
Total Number 9 238 0 0 549 0 131
COHb DATA -
I e —— ..
N 32 49 53 66 69 7 62
NON X. 2.02 2.03 2.02 2.02 2.13 2.11 1.87
SMOKERS S.D. 0.66 1.29 0.86 0.83 1.65 1.19  0.52
SEM 0.12 0.18 0.12 0.10 0.20 0.14 0.07
N 21 30 47 91 85 107 58
CIGARETTE X.  4.62 5.65 6.09 5.62 6.20 5.90  5.51
SMOKERS S.D. 1.92 2.47 2.39 2.46 2.42 2.40 2.35
SEM 0.42 0.45 0.35 0.26 0.26 0.23 0.31

E-1



Table E-3.
DENVER

HEIGHT (Inches)

+
, . 0-62 63,64 65,66 67,68 69,70 71,72 72
Total Number 18 ‘456 ' 0. | 0. i ‘_.1120 ' 0 263
COHb DATA ' . A,
N 37 - 67 - © 121 - - (127 - - 147 134 107
NON X. 2.01 1.96 1.91° 2.24 1.98 2.22 2.27
SMOKERS .S.D. 0,70  0.99 0.66 1.16 0.70 0.99 1.39
SEM 0.11 0.12 0.06 0.10 0.06 0.09 0.13
- N 39 66 115 162 205 200 117
CIGARETTE ~ X. 5,06  5.13 5.27 5.65 5.64 6.10  5.97
SMOKERS S.D. 2.09 2.55 2.61" 2,44 2.36 2.33 2,00
f—
Table E-4.
DETROIT
HEIGHT (Inches).
' 0-62 63,64 65,66 67,68 69,70 71,72 72%
Total Number 13 463 0 0 1510 0 309
. N 64 79 ... U131 - 203 - 268 281 147
NON X. 1.0 1.32 1.49 1.54°  1.61 1.66 1.65
SMOKERS  S.D.  ¢,s8 0.61 1.19 0.73" 0.82 - 0.86 0.95
SEM 0,07 0.07  0.10 0.05  0.05 0.05 0.08
- N 25 s7.. .67 _.140-. 146 181 106
CIGARETTE X. 5,68 5.50 5.35 - 6.02  6.13 6.15  6.03
SMOKERS  S.D.. 3,16 - 2.07 2.50 2.41" 2.33 2.33 2.76
SEM 0.63 0.27  0.31 0.20 0.19 0.17 0.27
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Table E-5.

HONOLULU

HEIGHT (Inches)

A 0-62 63,64 65,66 67,68 69,70 71,72 727
Total Number 7 387 0 0 654 0 113
COHb DATA
N 23 54 101 121 88 75 45
NON X. 1.53 1.34 1.44 1.55 1.71 1.46 1.84
SMOKERS  S.D. 0.65 0.44 0.52 0.75 1.08 0.45  1.03
SEM 0.14 0.06 0.05 0.07 0.12 0.05  0.15
N 25 53 106 108 95 81 52
CIGARETTE  X. 4.90 5.28 5.08 5.14 5.21 5.20  5.16
SMOKERS S.D. 2.08 2.63 2.08 2.24 2,18 2.37 2.35
| SEM 0.42 0.36 0.20 0.22 0.22 0.26

Table E-6.

HOUSTON

HEIGHT (Inches)

0-62 63,64 65,66 67,68 69,70 71,72 72
Total Number 7 89 n n 282 0 95
COHb DATA
N oo 19 25 48 51 46 43
NON X. 2.49 1.12 1.28 1.45 1.24 1.88 1.41
SMOKERS  S.D. 4.03 0.43 0.53 0.8n 0.51 1.96 0.66
SEM 1.27 0.10 0.11 0.12 0.07 0.29 0.10
N 0 1 0 2 3 5 6
CIGARETTE  X. 0.00 2.20 0.0 4.65 3 20 3.28 5.13
SMOKERS  S.D. 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.02 1.25 2.67 2.67
SEM 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.55 0.72 1.20 1.09
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Table E-7.
L.OS ANGELES

HEIGHT (Inches)

0-62 63,64 65,66 67,68 69,70 71,72 ,72+
Total Number 230 362 579 884 1067 1148 667
COHb DATA ==r—7 v

N 141 216 360 515. . - 614 652 385
NON X. 1.99 2,01 1.97 1.99 2.00 1.95 2.07
SMOKERS  S.D, 0.60 0.68 0.81 0.96 0.85 0.83 0.94
SEM 0.05 0.05 0.04 0.04 - 0.03 0.03 0.05

N 86 138 189 313 325 373 204
CIGARETTE  X. 6.08 5.92 6.12 6.05 6.33 6.48 5.85
SMOKERS S.D. 2.253 2.74 2.57 2.38 2.50 2.43 2.32
SEM 0.24 0.23 0.19 0.13 0.14 0.13 0.16

= o

Table E-8.
MIAMI

HEIGHT (Inches)

| 0-62 63,64 65,66 67,68 69,70 71,72 72t
Total Number 46 77 147 281 354 392 237
COHb DATA ’ '
— : S— —
N 16 25 40 65 96 99 55
NON X. 0.89 1.17 1.34 1.31 1.56 1.37  1.55
SMOKERS  S.D. 0.39 0.57 1.14 0.86 1.37 0.70 1.09
SEM 0.10 0.12 0.18 0.11 0.14 0.07  0.15
N 22 33 78 136 161 172 117
CIGARETTE  X. 4.72 4,16 5.29 5.19 5.30 5.16  5.19
SMOKERS  S.D. 3.26 2,25 2.67 2,56 2.79 2,69 . 2.30
SEM 0.70 0.39 0.30 0.22 0.22 0.21  0.21
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Table E-9.
MILWAUKEE

HEIGHT (Inches)

‘ 0-62 63,64 65,66 67,68 69,70 71,72 72"
Total Nuwmber 335 2244 0 0 1808 0 259
COHb DATA
N 577 512 510 361 264 269 119
NON X. 1.30 1.27 1.27 1.37 1.49 1.48 1.39
SMOKERS  S.D. 0.76 0.72  0.73 0.73 1.13 1.25 0.81
SEM 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.07 0.08 0.07
N 239 295 291 280 215 167 100
CIGARETTE  X. 4.11 4.10 4.16 4.40 5.04 5.01 5.08
SMOKERS  S.D. 2.37 2.31 2.52 2.67 2.42 2.23 2.40
SEM 0.15 0.13 0.15 0.16 0.17 0.17 0.24

Table E-10.

NEW ORLEANS

HEIGHT (Inches)

0-62 63,64 65,66 67,68 69,70 71,72 72*
Total Number 4 110 )] 0 336 0 91
COHb DATA o
| N 8 16 19 27 39 23 27
NON X. 1,76 1.50 2.24 1.64 1.93 1.89 1.8l
SMOKERS  S.D.  0.44 0.38 1.56 0.52 1.28 0.47 -0.58
SEM 0.16 0.10 0.36 0.10 0.21 0.10  0.11
N 11 19 38 75 83 62 60
CIGARETTE  X. 4,25 4.9 5.29 5.52 5.71 5.30  5.99
SMOKERS  S.D. 1,90 2.14 2.07 2.32 2.25 2.16 . 1.87

SEM 0.57 0.49 0.34 0.27 0.25 0.27 0.24
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Table E-11.
NEW YORK CITY

HEIGHT (Inches)

. : . 0-62 63,64 65,66 67,68 69,70 71,72 72t
Total Number 352 477 678 896 897 . 967 '557
COHb DATA
m N 187 238 344 421 386 465 250
NON X. 1.26  1.24 1.37 1.50 1.44 1.53 1.41
SMOKERS  S.D. 0.51  0.53 0.79 0.84 0.67 0.80 0.71
SEM . 0.04  0.03 0.04 0.04 0.03 0.04 0.05
| N 130 202 263 350 336 320 192
CIGARETTE  X. 4.33  4.36 4.54 5.08 5.21 . 5.05 5.21
' SMOKERS  S.D. 2.45 2,27 2.32 2,55 2.46 2,28 2.39

SEM 0.22 0.16 0.14 0.14 0.13 0.13 0.17

Table E-12.
PHOENIX

HEIGHT (Inches)

. | 0-62 63,64 65,66 67,68 69,70 71,72 72%
Total Number 22 39 . 80 134 149 118 77
COHb DATA : S
w
N7 u 22 23 34 25 16
NOW X111 1.18 1.29 1.43 1.52 1.32 2.02
SMOKERS  S.D. 0,27 0.53 0.50 0.77 1.27 0.65 3.44
SEM  0.10 0.16 0.10 0.16 0.22 0.12 0.86
N 3 9 19 39 . 36 28 23
CIGARETTE X. 5.03 13,60 5.04 4,31 3.74 5.01 4.18
orUKERD S.u. 1,76 2,02 2.63 2.60 2,21 2,72 2,43
SEM

1.02 0.'67 ‘,_0._60 0.42 0.37 0.51 0.51
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Table E-13.

ST. LOUIS

HEIGHT (inches)

0-62 63,64 65,66 67,68 69, 70 71,72 72+
Total Number 15 328 0 0 674 0 173
COHb DATA
B — S— —_—
N 50 82 95 98 111 151 85
NON X, 1.42 1.46 - 1.47 1.45 1.48 1.46 1.53
SMOKERS  S.D. .44 0.93 0.96 0.42 0.53 0.40 0.64
O—° st g.06 0.10 0.10 0.04 0.05 0.03 0.07
N 23 25 47 64 69 69 4
CIGARETTE X. 4.64 4,65 5.37 5.46 5.38 5.92 5.34
SMOKERS  S.D. 1.86 2,26 2.93 1.99 2,16 2,21 2,52

Table E-14.

SALT LAKE CITY

HEIGHT (inches)

. 0-62 63,64 65,66 67,68 69,70 71,72 72+
Total Number 31 81 122 132 159 150 102
COHb DATA
S —— —
N 29 60 78 93 114 105 64
NON X. 1.39 1.19 1.22 1.30 1.37 1.54 1.58
SMOKERS  S.D. 0.75 0.38 0.60 0.61 0.77 1.25 0.71
SEM 0.14 0.05 0.07 0.06 0.07 0.12 0.09
N2 13 35 26 28 28 20
CIGARETTE X.  5.40 5.7 5.35 5.27 5.31 5.62 4.83
SMOKERS  S.D, 0.14 3.03 2,04 2.69 2.77 2.25 1.87

SEM 0.10 0.84 0.35 0.53 0.52 0.43 0.42




Table E-15.
SAN FRANCISCO

HEIGHT (inches)

0-62 63,64 65,66 67,68 69,70 71,72 72*

Total Number 94 126 '
177 . 234 2
COHb DATA = = =

N 55 61 100 118 123 125 79
FON X. 1.60 - 1.63 1.52 1.76 1.82 1.78 1.66
SMOKERS s.D. 0.95 0.53 0.51 0.55 0.59 0.63 0.59
SEM 0.13  0.07 0.05  0.05 0.05 0.06 0.06

| f 33 56 65 86 71 68 57
CIGARETTE X, 4.83 4.96 4.90 5.73 5.45 5.86 5.50
SMOKERS  S.D, 2.3 2.71 2,32 2.3 2,29 2,66 2.51

Table E-16.

SEATTLE

HEIGHT (inches)

0-62 63,64 65,66 67,68 69,70 71,72 72t
Total Number 12 315 0 0 614 0 7158
oouhy DATA

N i6 60 92 81 114 105 87
NON X. 1.47 1.41 1.65 1.77 1.75 ° 1.76 1.63
SMOKERS  S.D. 0.41 0.53 1.19 0.55 0.69 0.79 0.72
SEM 0.06 0.07 0.12 0.06 - 0.06 0.08 0.08

N 22 30 50 57 77 74 51
CIGARETTE  X. 5.75 4,76 5.45 5.55 5.57 6.48 5.51
SMOKERS  S.D. 2.03 2,32 2.42 2.46 . 2.24 2.52 2.43
SEM 0.43 0.42 0.34 0.32 0.26 0.29  0.34




Table E-17.
VERMONT - NEW HAMPSHIRE

HEIGHT (inches)

0-62 63,64 65,66 67,68 69,70 71,72 72+
Total Number 92 130 199 265 - 281 341 224
COHb DATA
— I —
N 62 87 121 150 175 207 150.
NON X. 1,19 1.37 1.41 1.41 1.35 1.36 1.30
SMOKERS ~ S§.D. 0,30  0.92 0.93 0.76 0.63 0.63 0.57
O—° sm 0.04 0.10 0.08 0.06 0.05 0.04 0.05
N 29 39 70 85 76 88 48
CIGARETTE  X. 4,82 5.01 5.10 4.89 4.70 4.85 5.13
SMOKERS  S.D. 2,26 2.31 2.81 2.39 2.46 2.35 2.08
(| e ] SEM

0.42 0.37 0.34 0.26 0.28 0.25 0.30

Table E-18.
WASHINGTON D. C,

HEIGHT (inches)

, 0-62 63,64 65,66 67,68 69,70 71,72 72
Total Number 27 476 0 0 942 0 219
COHb DATA

N 63 96 118 140 152 174 110
NON X. 1.08 1.09 1.23 1.40 1.57 1.60 1.59
SMOKERS  S.D. 0.73 0.50 0.76 0.60 0.68 0.76 0.67
SEM 0.09 0.05 0.07 0.05 0.06 0.06 0.06

N 19 64 74 98 92 116 63
CIGARETTE  X. 446 4.29 4.01 4.28 5.18 5.47 5.34
SMOKERS  S.D. 2.80 2.37 2.40 2.45 2.01 1.85 2.06

SEM 0.64 0.30 0.28 0.25 0.21 0.17 0.26




APPENDIX F
Table F-1.

ANCHORAGE

INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SEX ON COHb

WHITE NON WHITE
N 81 17
Male X. 1.98 2.02
SD 1.28 2.39
SEM 0.14 0.58
N 22 32
Female X. 1.78 1.57
SD 0.55 1.71

Table F-2.

CHICAGO

INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SEX ON COHb

NON WHITE

T e

37

2,39
1.50
0.25




Table F-3.

DENVER

INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SEX ON COHb

WHITE NON WHITE
— ——
N 446 85
Male X. 2.15 2.49
SD 1.05 1.09
SEM 0.05 0.12
N 188 25
Female X. 1.80 2.07
SD 0.67 : 0.87
SEM 0.05 0.17
Eree— —— e e
Table F-4. '
DETROIT
INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SEX ON COHb
WHITE NON WHITE
x| ss 35
Male X 1.63 1.90
SD 0.83 0.92
SEM 0.03 0.16
N 237 7
Female X. 1.30 1.34
SD 0.93 0.53
SEM 0.06 0.20
——— b ]

——————————
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Table F-5.

HONOLULU

INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SEX ON COHb

WHITE NON WHITE

N 163 296
Male X. 1.54 1.55
8D 0.72 0.73
SEM 0.06 0.04

N 26 18

Female -)E. 1.29 1.76
SD 0.46 1.50
SEM 0.09 0.35

Table F-6.

HOUSTON

INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SEX ON COHb

WHITE NON WHITE
_——=
N 159 21
Male X. 1.50 1.39
SD 1.22 "0.64
SEM 0.10 0.14
N 56 4
Female . X. 1.51 1.17
SD 1.77 0.22
SEM 0.24 0.11




Table F-7.

LOS ANGELES

INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SEX ON COHb

WHITE NON WHITE
S e et ——————— ——— — —

N 1948 275
Male X. 2.00 2.09
SD 0.90 0.83
SEM 0.02 0.50

N 600 63
Female X. 1.94 1.96
SD 0.70 0.64
SEM 0.03 0.08

Table F-8.
MIAMI

INFLLUENCE OF RACE AND SEX ON COHb

F-4

WHITE NON WHITE
—_—
N 253 68
Male X. 1.40 1.66
SD 0.96 1.30
- SEM 0.06 0.16
N 68 9
Female X. 1.04 2.08
sD 0.48 1.95
SEM 0.06 0.65
_ —— —— —— —————




Table F-9.

MILWAUKEE

INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SEX ON COHb

WHITE NON WHITE
m
N 814 163
Male X. 1.45 1.40

SD 1.03 0.87

SEM 0.04 0.07
691
1.30
0.68
0.03

Table F-10.

NEW ORLEANS

INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SEX ON COHb

WHITE NON WHITE
—Qm____a;ﬁ‘
N 49 86
Male X. 1.73 1.95
SD 1.10 0.91
SEM 0.16 0.10
N 14 10
Female X. 1.77 1.52
SD 0.49 0.46
SEM 0.13 0.15
D e =
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Table F-11. °
NEW YORK

INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SEX ON COHb

WHITE NON WHITE
N 1457 85
Male X. 1.49 1.52
SD 0.77 0.66
SEM 0.02 0.07
N . 665 84
Female X. 1.26 ) 1.31
SD 0.63 : 0.80
SEM 0.02 0.09
e —— ——
Table F-12.
PHOENIX

INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SEX ON COHb

WHITE NON WHITE

N 77 32
Male X. 1.48 1.59
SD 1.7 1.03
SEM 0.20 - 0.18

N 33 5

Female X. 1.26 0.98
SD 0.40 0.55
SEM 0.07 0.24

e e ———



INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SEX ON COHb

Table F-13.

ST. LOUIS

WHITE

NON WHITE

S e —

439 11

N

Male X.
SD

1.52
0.64
0.03

1.28
0.52
0.16

Table F-14.

SALT LAKE CITY

INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SEX ON COHb

WHITE NON WHITE

N 350 10

Male X. 1.46 1.38

SD 0.93 0.51

SEM 0.05 0.16
7

1.43

0.61

0.23




Table F-15.

SAN FRANCISCO

INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SEX ON COHb

WHITE NON WHITE
O () O _
e S
N 411 29
Male X. 1.78 1.73
SD 0.59 0.58
SEM 0.03 0.11
N 202 18
Female X. 1.55 1.49
SD 0.65 0.53
SEM 0.05 0.13

Table F-16.

SEATTLE

INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SEX ON COHb

WHITE NON WHITE
—_—
N 345 12
Male X. 1.75 1.54
SD 0.72 0.61
SEM 0.04 0.18
N 223 5
Female X. 1.55 1.54
SD 0.85 , 0.11
SEM 0.06 0.05

F-8




Table F-17.

VERMONT - NEW HAMPSHIRE

INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SEX ON COHb

WHITE NON WHITE
655 14
Male X. 1.38 0.90
SD 0.69 0.31
SEM 0.03 0.08
N 289 1
Female X. 1.32 2.30
SD 0.74 0.0
SEM 0.04 0.0
i —————————————————————— sc—

Table F-18.

WASHINGTQN D. C.

INFLUENCE OF RACE AND SEX ON COHb

WHITE NON WHITE
Lo o———e
i IRy —
N 503 39
Male X. 1.59 1.69
SD 0.69 0.56
SEM 0.03 0.90
N 285 23
Female X. 1.06 1.34
SD 0.63 0.50
SEM 0.04 0.11

F-9




APPENDIX G.
Table G-1.

ANCHORAGE

BAROMETRIC PRESSURE

29.35 29.45 29.55 29.65 29.75 29.85 29.95 30.05
Total Mumber | ¢4 14 56 21 115 17 20 27 37
COHb DATA .
N| 28 3 36 2 45 0 14 9 . 16 |-
NON x| 1.711 2.10 2.07 3.20 1.87 0.0 1.75 1.48 1.76]
SMOKERS  8.D.| 0.64 | 0.17 | 2,22 | 0.0 1.45 | 0.0 1.60 | 0.51 | 0.52
SEM | 0,12 0.10 0.37 0.0 0.22 0.0 0.43 0.17 0.13
N 32 9. 15 3 . 54 o 14 7 13
CIGARETTE X.]| 3,39 6.64 5.34 5.37 3.97 0.0 5.79 7.39 5.77
SMOKERS - 8.D.] 1.52 2.64 2.16 | 4.09 2.48 0.0 3.32 3.70 1.79
SEM | 0.26 0.88 0.56 2.31 0.34 0.0 1 0.89 1.39 0.50
* €. o M
Table G-2.
CHICAGO
BAROMETRIC PRESSURE
29.75 29.585 29,95 30,05 30.15
Total Number 37 164 51 &85 113 64
COHb DATA
N 6 85 10 210 46 41
NON X.| 1.92 1.59 2.52 2.16 2.40 1.81
SMOKERS s.D.| 0.56 0.40 0.38 1.30 0.66 1.21
31 . 60 37 231 58 16
CIGARETTE X.| 5.19 4.27 6.08 6.19 6.09 4.59
SMOKERS s.D.| 2.77 2.28 2.17 2.28 2.28 2.51
SEM 0.50 0,29 0.36 0.15 0.30 0.63

G-1



Table G-3.

DENVER

BAROMETRIC PRESSURE

29.55 29.65 29.75 29.85 29.95 30.05 30.15

Total Number 207 0 1 347 276 738 75 223
COHb DATA

N| 71 0 0 143 117 272 56 85
NON X.| 2.16 0.0 0.0 1.98 1.95 2.14 2.15 2.24
SMOKERS s.D.| 1.22 0.0 0.0 0.96 0.60 1.13 0.95 0.79

SEM | 0.15 0.0 0.0 0.08 0.06 0.07 0.13 0.09

N | 102 0 1 175 127 322 77 108 -
CIGARETTE  X.| 5.12 0.0 | 2.90 5.91 | 6.13 | 5.64 | 5.66 | 5.39
- SMOKERS s.D.| 2.31 0.0 0.0 2,52 2.33 2.27 2.37 2.28

SEM | 0.23 0.0 0.0 0.19 0.21 0.13 0.27 0.22

Table G-4.
DETROIT
BAROMETRIC PRESSURE
29.75 29.85 29.95 30.05 30.15
I -

Total Mumber 0 %22 220 } 739 228 578
CUHb DATA [

N 0 236 98 391 112 291
NON X 0.0 1.67 1.32 1.50 1.72 1.47
SMOKERS s.D.! p.0 0.80 0.34 0.01 0.56 0.62
O——0C  SEM 0.0 0.05 0.03 0.05 0.05 0.04

N 0 121 77 251 70 166
CIGAREI_‘TE X 0.0 6.00 6.15 5.81 6.26 5.83
SMOKERS s.D.| 0.0 2.39 2.16 2.62 2.29 2.49
M .

SEM 0.0 0.22 . 0.25 0.17 0.27 0.19

G-2



Table G-5.
HONOLULU

BAROMETRIC PRESSURE

29.75 29.85 29.95 30.05 30.15
Total Number 0 0 96 413 654 1
COHb DATA
N 0 0 40 102 365 1
NON X.| o.0 0.0 1.44 1.56 1.55 1.40
SMOKERS ~ S8.D.| 0,0 0.0 0.52 0.74 0.78 0.0
SEM 0.0 0.0 0.08 0.07 0.04 0.0
N 0o - 0 40 93 388 0
CIGARETTE  X.| 0,0 0.0 5.28 5.28 5.11 0.0
SMOKERS  S.D.| .0 0.0 2.09 2.21 2,28 0.0
SEM 0.0 0.0 0.33 0.23 0.12 0.0
Table G-6.
HOUSTON
BAROMETRIC PRESSURE
29,75 29,85 29,95 30,05 30.15
Total Number 4 37 20 | 89 211 52
COHb DATA
N 0 17 8 44 108 28
NON X.| 0.0 0.82 2.32 1.62 1.46 1.44
SMOKERS  S.D.| 0.0 0.28 1.60 2.64 0.76 0.61
SEM 0.0 0.07 0.57 0.40 0.07 0.12
N 0 1 0 3 10 2
CIGARETTE X.| 0.0 0.70 0.0 2.57 4.02 6.65
SMOKERS  S.D.| 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.68 2.68 1.06
SEM 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.97 0.85 0.75

G-3



Table G-7.

1,OS ANGELES

BAROMETRIC PRESSURE

29.75 29.85 29.95 30.05 30.15
Total Number 0 658 1942 1119 491 626
COHb DATA
N 0 332 1161 588 376 358
NON X.| 0.0 2.22 1.94 1.66 2.43 2.13
SMOKERS S°D‘ 0.0 0.75 0.73 0.92 0.76 1.07
SEM 0.0 0.04 0.02 0.04 0.04 0.06
N ) 257 596 365 165 207
CIGARETTE X.| 0.0 6.37 6.39 5.67 6.60 5.98
SMOKERS s.D.| 0.0 2.36 2.48 2.37 2.48 2.48
SEM 0.0 0.15 0.10 0.12 0.19 0.17
Table G-8o
MIAMI
BAROMETRIC PRESSURE
29.75 29.85 29.95 30.05 30.15
Total Number 0 58 0 107 503 800
COHb DATA J ]
N 0 12 0 29 101 228
NON X 0.0 1.17 0.0 2.31 1.35 1.32
SMOKERS s.D.| 0.0 0.53 0.0 1.56 1.10 0.90
SEM 0.0 0.15 0.0 0.29 0.11 0.06
N 0 32 0 52 233 374
CIGARETTE X.| 0.0 5.73 0.0 6.26 4.68 5.27
SMOKERS s.D.| 0.0 3.24 0.0 2.98 2.28 2.69
SEM 0.0 0.57 0.0 0.41 0.15 0.14

G-4



Table G-9.

MILWAUKEE

BAROMETRIC PRESSURE

29.35 29.45 29.55 29.65 29.75  29.85 29.95 30.05
Total Number | 1916 717 372 448 176 29 318 336 530
COHb DATA
N 1101 441 219 261 102 10 166 186 274
NON X.| 1.29 | 1.38 | 1.46 | 1.29 | 1.16 | 0.79 | 1.65 |1.34 |1.28
SMOKERS  S.D.| 0.84 | 0.74 | 0.95 0.71 | 0.69 | 0.37 | 1.28 | o0.94 |o0.67
SEM | 0.03 | 0.04 | 0.06 0.04 | 0.07 | 0.12 | o.10 | o0.07 |o0.04
N | 616 236 124 137 | 47 11 114 118 189
CIGARETTE X.| 3.94 | 4.29 3.82 4.33 5.71 2.78 5.97 5.19 5.08
SMOKERS  S.D.| 2.2 2,39 | 2.22 2.26 | 2.76 | 2.22 | 2.62 | 2.47 |2.48
SEM | 0.09 | 0.16 | 0.20 0.19 | 0.40 | 0.67 | 0.25 | 0.23 |]o0.18
Table G-10.
NEW ORLEANS
BAROMETRIC PRESSURE
29.55  29.65  29.75  29.85 29.95  30.05  30.15
Total Number | 27 0 0 0 120 247 71 68
COHb DATA
N | 11 0 0 0 28 66 32 21
NON X.| 1.75 0.0 0.0 0.0 '1.65 |1.86 1.98 1.86
SMOKERS ~ §.D.| 0,65 0.0 0.0 - 0.0 .0.51 [1.05 1.23 0.53
SEM | 0.20 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.10 0.13 0.22 0.12
N| 13 0 0 0 88 131 65 43
CIGARETTE  X.| 5,96 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.27 | 5.57 5.66 5.45
SMOKERS  S.D.| 1,86 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.94 }2.27 2.28 2.40
SEM | 0.52 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.21 | o.20 0.28 0.37
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Table G-11.

NEW YORK CITY

BAROMETRIC PRESSURE

29.55 29.65 29,75 29.85 29,95 30.05 30.15
Total Number | 1g7 0. 125 437 0 1015 949 2091
COHb DATA

N[ 82 0 76 183 0 412 585 946 .
NON X.| 1.34 0.0 1.34 1.48 0.0 1.40 1.28 1.52
SMOKERS s.D.| o.51 0.0 0.84 0.67 0.0 0.66 0.67 0.81

SEM | 0.06 0.0 0.10 0.05 0.0 0.03 0.03 0.03

N | 85 0.0 39 184 0 290 364 822
CIGARETTE X.| 5.30 0.0 4,08 5.39 0.0 4.60 4,23 5.17
SMOKERS S.D.| 2.42 0.0 2.14 2.42 0.0 2.36 2,31 2.41

SEM | 0.26 0.0 0.34 0.18 0.0 0.14 0.12 0.08

Table G-12.
PHOENIX
BAROMETRIC PRESSURE
29.75 29.85 29.95 30.05 30.15
1

Total Number 0 125 187 308 0 0
COHb DATA o B .

N 0 26 36 85 ) 0
NON X.{ 0.0 1.41 1.72 1.32 0.0 0.0
SMOIGRS S.Do 0.0 0.89 2034 0.83 0.0 000

SEM 0.0 0.18 0.39 0.09 0.0 0.0

N ) 28 50 80 0 0
CIGARETTE X 0.0 3.90 4.09 4.68 0.0 0.0
SMOKERS s.D.| 0.0 2.18 2.53 2.52 0.0 0.0

SEM 0.0 0.41 . 0.36 0.28 0.0 0.0

G-6



Table G-13.

ST. LOUIS

BAROMETRIC PRESSURE

29.55 29.65 29.75 29,85 29.95 30.05 30.15
Total Number | ¢ 140 231 0 166 552 0 97
COHb DATA
N|o 71 135 0 82 259 52 70
NON X.| 0.0 1.23 1.29 0.0 1.62 1.63 1.24 1.46
SMOKERS s.D.} 0.0 0.34 0.35 0.0 0.57 0.84 0.30 0.44
SEM | 0.0 0.04 0.03 0.0 0.06 0.05 0.04 0.05
N|{ o 47 68 0 53 133 21 22
CIGARETTE  X.| 0.0 5.50 | 5.72 0.0 5.55 | 5.11 5.32 5.60
SMOKERS s.D.| 0.0 2.15 2.34 0.0 2.43 2.17 2.58 2.86
SEM | 0.0 0.31 0.28 0.0 0.33 0.19 0.56 0.61
Table G-14.
SALT LAKE CITY
BAROMETRIC PRESSURE
29,75 29,85 29.95 30.05 30.15
Total Number 0 0 0 305 37 "~ 437
COHb DATA
' N 0 0 0 240 27 278
NON X 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.52 1.31 1.26
SMOKERS S.D. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.86 0.67 0.76
SEM 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.06 0.13 0.05
§ 0 0 0 48 9 95
CIGARETTE X| o.0 0.0 0.0 5.23 5.37 5.40
SMOKERS S.D. 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.39 2.38 2.40
SEM 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.34 0.79 0.25

G-7



BAROMETRIC PRESSURE

Table G-15.

SAN FRANCISCO

29.75 29,85 29,95 30,05 30.15
Total Number 0 0 207 680 367 0
COHb DATA

. 0 0 105 371 178 0
NON X 0.0 0.0 1.81 1.72 1.59 0.0
SMOKERS s.D.| 0.0 0.0 0.63 0.53 0.74 0.0
SEM 0.0 0.0 0.06 0.03 0.06 0.0

N 0 0 68 240 116 0
CIGARETTE X. 0.0 0.0 5.31 5.46 5.22 0.0
SMOKERS S.D. 0.0 0.0 2.46 2.44 2.56 0.0
SEM 0.0 0.0 0.30 0.16 0.24 0.0

Table G-16.
SEATTLE
BAROMETRIC PRESSURE
29.75 29.85 29.95 30.05 30.15
Total Number ) "0 236 697 143 0
COHb DATA

N 0 0 116 377 81 0
NON X.{ 0.0 0.0 1.58 1.75 1.46 0.0
SMOKERS S.D.| 0.0 0.0 0.64 0.78 0.89 0.0
SEM 0.0 0.0 0.06 0.04 0.10 0.0

N 0 0 89 211 59 0
CIGARETTE X.| 0.0 0.0 5.53 5.61 6.13 0.0
SMOKERS  S.D.{ 0.0 0.0 2.57 2.24 2.70 0.0
SEM 0.0 0.0 0.27 0.15 0.35 0.0




VERMONT - NEW HAMPSHIRE

Table G-17.

BAROMETRIC PRESSURE

29.35 29.45 29.55 29.65 29.75 29.85 29.95 30.05
Total Number | g2 0 0 0 280 104 53 481 542
COHb DATA ]
N| 44 0 0 0 210 59 28 316 302
NON X.1 1.78 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.29 1.65 1.75 1.20 1.41
SMOKERS §.D.| 1.37 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.52 1.13 0.59 0.50 0.69
SEM | o0.21 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.04 0.15 0.11 0.03 0.04
f 30 0 0 0 52 34 19 117 - | 186
CIGARETTE X.! s5.51 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.78 5.23 6.70 3.69 5.40
SMOKERS S.D.| 2.35 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.32 2.31 2.97 2,22 2.24
SEM | 0.43 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.32 0,40 1} 0.68 ] 0.21 {0,317
Table G-18.
WASHINGTON D, C.
BAROMETRIC PRESSURE
29,75 29.85 29,95 30.05 30.15
Total Number | o 0 58 400 146 992
COHb DATA
N 0 0 27 206 75 505
NON X.1 0.0 0.0 1.19 1.58 1.69 1.32
SMOKERS S.D.| 0.0 0.0 0.27 0.80 0.75 0.67
SEM 0.0 0.0 0.05 0.06 0.09 0.03
N 0 0 26 129 51 304
CIGARETTE X.| o.0 0.0 4.31 5.51 5.07 4.46
SMOKERS S'D' 0.0 0.0 2-37 2.39 2.26 2016
SEM 0.0 0.0 0.47 0.21 0.32 0.12




APPENDIX H.

Table H-1.

ANCHORAGE

TIME OF BLOOD SAMPILE (HOUR)

9t.10 10*t-11 11*-12 12+-1

1*-2

2t.3

3t

4t s

Total Number

25

49

81

82

47

43

22

10

12

COHb DATA

|

NON
SMOKERS

7 19

1.69
0.60
0.23

e

—_————

22

1.89
0.56
0.12

42

1.36
0.66
0.1n

22

2.05
2.06
0.44

1.57
0.54
0.27

CIGARETTE
SMOKERS

3.3
2.00
0.89

52

4.30
2.48
0.34

30

4.41
2.04
0.37

17

5.61
2.57
0.62

CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN (percent)
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Table H-2.
CHICAGO

TIME OF BLOOD SAMPLE (HOUR)

6 -9 9t-10 10*-11 11+-12 12t-1 1+-2 2*-3

TIME OF BLOOD SAMPLE (HOUR)

H-2

3ts 4ts  s5teg 7t
Total Number | 25 | 75 [ 149 | 133 [ 136 156 1107 | 82 | s0 | o 1 1 1
COHb DATA
N1 10 32 58 66 64 72 46 30 23 4 0
NON X.| 1.71 | 1.87 | 2.33 | 2.25 | 1.97 | 1.91 | 1.75 [ 2.05 | 2.24 | 2.25 | 0.0
SMOKERS  S.D.| 0.35 | 0.51 [1.95 | 1.32 [ 0.67 | 0.73 | 0.55 |[0.77 | 1.19 [ 0.62 | 0.0
SeM | 0.11 | 0.09 [0.26 | 0.16 | 0.08 | 0.09 | 0.08 | 0.14 | 0.25 [ 0.31 | 0.0
‘Ni13 |33 |79 53 |66 |70 |so [a5 [25 |3 1
'CIGARETTE  X.| 5.05 | 5.28 |s.57 | 6.02 | 6.39 | 5.53 | 5.83 | 5.81 | 6.20 | 5.23 | 4.00
SMOKERS  S.D.| 2.46 | 2.47 |2.30 | 2.37 | 2.54 | 2.56 | 2.37 | 2.19 | 2.31 | 2.73 | o.0
sem | 0.68 | 0.43 |o0.26 0.33 | 0.31 | 0.31 | 0.3 | 0.33 | 0.46 | 1.58 | 0.0
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Table H-3.

DENVER

TIME OF BLOOD SAMPLE (HOUR)

TIME OF BLOOD SAMPLE (HOUR)

H-3

6 - 9 9+.10 10+-11 11+-12 12t-1  1+-2 2+t.3  3t.4  4t.5 s5h7 YAl
Total Number | 325 | 233 | 228 | 195 | 100 [ 199 [186 [ 154 | 114 [ 66 | 34 |
COHb DATA
N |157 82 91 63 35 78 69 58 45 28 21
NON X.| 2.08 2.08 |1.91 2.13 | 2.21 | 2.06 | 2.26 | 2.25 | 2.11 | 2.35 1.27
SMOKERS S.D.|1.19 0.91 | 0.59 0.71 | 0.84 { 0.98 | 0.95 | 1.14 | 0.69 | 1.50 0.49
SEM | 0.10 0.10 | 0.06 0.09 | 0.14 | 0.11 | 0.11 | 0.15 { 0.10 | 0.28 0.11
N | 130 123 108 114 60 99 93 80 56 32 6
CIGARETTE  X.|5.68 5.23 | 5.40 5.82 | 5.97 | 5.76 | 5.95 | 5.40 | 6.39 | 6.16 3.52
SMOKERS s.D.|2.39 2.32 | 2.18 2.25 | 2.35 | 2.24 | 2.49 | 2.21 | 2.71 | 2.60 2.12
SEM | 0.21 0.21 |o0.21 0.21 | 0.30 | 0.23 | 0.26 | 0.25 | 0.36 | 0.46 0.87
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Table H-4.

DETROIT

TIME OF BLOOD SAMPLE (HOUR)

TIME OF BLOOD SAMPLE (HOUR)

H-4

6 -9 910 10+-11 11+-12 12t.1  1+-2  2+3 3t4 4tes s5te7 7t
Total Number | 60 | 154 | 244 | 206 | 171 | 278 [298 [229 [136 [247 | 219 |
COHb DATA ;
= . — e e
' N 33 74 136 114 82 127 | 148 111 72 137 111
NON X.| 1.45| 1.68 | 1.60 1.57) 1.44 1} 1.70 {1.56 |1.39 [1.52 |1.52 1.61
SMOKERS s.p.| 0.41 ] 0.72 | 0.69 0.50| 0.60| 1.35|0.75 |0.83 |0.87 | 0.68 0.75
seM | 0.07 | 0.08 | 0.06 0.05| o0.07| o0.12]0.06 |0.08 |0.10 |0.06 0.07
N| 13 57 69 53 60 106 |96 76 |48 73 | 59
CIGARETTE  X.| 6.66 | 5.65 [ 5.58 | 5.82| 5.91| 6.09[5.91 |6.14 |6.05 [6.12 [ 6.40
SMOKERS s.p.| 1.78 | 2.14 | 2.19 2,92 2.48] 2.4112.52 |2.59 |2.58 | 2.50 2.53
seM | 0.49 | 0.28 | 0.26 0.40| 0.32| 0.23/0.26 J 0.30 | 0.37 |0.29 0.33
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Table H-5S.

HONOLULU

TIME OF BLOOD SAMPLE (HOUR)

TIME OF BLOOD SAMPLE (HOUR)

H-5

6 - 9 9+-10 10*-11 11+-12 12+-1 1+-2  2+.3 3t 4tos5 5ty 7+
Total Number | 121 | 85 | 108 [ 111 [ 129 [ 134 | 139 [ 106 | 103 | 86 42 |
COHb DATA _
N | 56 41 43 50 41 62 66 51 36 T37 25
NON %.| 1.51 | 1.47 1.43 | 1.52 | 1.48 | 1.57 | 1.90 | 1.60 | 1.39 | 1.41 | 1.43
SMOKERS s.p.| 0.59 | 0.50 0.52 | 0.87 | 0.43 | 0.52 | 1.37 | 0.70 | 0.61 | 0.44 | 0.61
SpM | 0.08 | 0.08 0.08 { 0.12 | 0.07 { 0.07 { 0.17 | 0.10 | 0.10 | 0.07 { 0.12
N | 49 31 49 51 69 68 58 48 52 31 | 15
CIGARETTE Xel 4.40 | 4.59 5.14 | 5.00 | 5.03 | 5.45 | 5.25 | 5.29 | 5.40 | 5.86 | 5.51
SMOKERS §.D.{ 1.83 | 1.77 2,69 | 2,18 | 2.06 | 2.33 | 2.29 | 2.16 | 2.52 | 2.37 | 2.12
SEM | 0.26 | 0.32 0.38 | 0.31 | 0.25 | 0.28 | 0.30 | 0.31 | 0.35 | 0.43 | 0.55
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6 -9 9+.10 10t-11 11+-12 121

TIME OF BLOOD SAMPLE (HOUR)

" Table H-6.

HOUSTON

1+-2

2+.3

3t.4

4+-5

s+.7

7+

Total Number | 26

| 22

I

26

| a9

I 60

| 60

| 51

|s1

| 40

[ s4

| 43

COHb DATA

il

NON
SMOKERS .

N
i‘

S.D.

SEM

13

1‘27
0.49
0.14

16

3.30
4.16
1.04

11

1.38

0.49
0.15

22

1.32
0.61
0.13

0.
0.

29

.18
61
11

27

1.30
0.52
0.10

27

1.25
0.59
0.11

24

1.32
0.70
0.14

19

1.54
0.69
0.16

29

1.67
1.02
0.19

25

0.42

1.26

CIGARETTE

" SMOKERS-

CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN (percent)

4.40
0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0

6.90
0.0
0.0

.60
.90
.95

QO = w

.70
.20

6.60
0.0
0.0

1.70

7.80
0.0
0.0

3.72
3.12
1.56
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Table H-7.

LLOS ANGELES

TIME OF BLOOD SAMPLE (HOUR)

6+

9+
10

1ot 11+ 12v 1t

11 12 1 2

TIME OF BLOOD SAMPLE (HOUR)

H-7

3

2+

. 6 -9 9t10 10+-11 11+-12 12t-1 1+-2 2t.3  3t4 4+.s sty 7+
Total Number | 203 | 365 | 439 | 440 | 448 | 577 | 618 | 546 | 408 | 547 | 367 |
COHb DATA
N | 127 231 274 255 253 354 357 | 307 250 308 174
NON X.| 1.89 | 1.98 | 2.07 | 2.09 |1.92 1.91| 2.09 {2.11 [1.98 |1.91 1.92
SMOKERS s.n.| o0.77 | 0.88 | 0.94 | 0.89 | 0.61 0.63| 1.20}1.05 |[0.78 | 0.57 0.57
‘ SeM | 0.07 | 0.06 | 0.06 | 0.06 | 0.04 0.03| 0.06 |0.06 | 0.05 | 0.03 0.04
N| 53 101 128 135 152 173 210 | 196 128 197 158
 CIGARETTE X.| 5.68| 5.60 [ 6.09 | 6.13 | 6.40 6.41] 6.115.89 | 6.32 | 6.30 6.57
SMOKERS s.p.| 2.54| 2.17 | 2.29 | 2.36 | 2.46 2.41| 2.41(2.53 |[2.63 | 2.53 2.54
: sem | 0.35] 0.22 | 0.20 | 0.20 | 0.20 0.18| 0.17]o0.18 | 0.23 | 0.18 0.20
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TIME OF BLOOD SAMPLE (HOUR)

Table H-8.

MIAMI

TIME OF BLOOD SAMPLE (HOUR)

H-8

N 6 -9 ot-10 10+t-11 11*+-12 12*+-1 1+-2 2+t3  3t4 4ts5 sty YA
Total Number | 79 | 139 | 167 [ 184 [ 179 | 209 [178 [192 [170 | 55 | O 1
COHb DATA
N[ 23 36 40 46 49 49 | 52 51 41 13 0.0
NON %.| 1.57 [ 1.51 | 1.42 | 1.50 | 1.47 | 1.35{1.22 |1.41 [ 1.27 | 1.39 |o0.0"
SMOKERS  S.D.| 1.40 [1.06 | 1.06 | 0.95 | 1.30 | .0.99| 0.58 | 1.09-]0.66-11.12 | 0.0
SEM | 0.29 |0.18 | 0.17 | 0.14 | 0.19 | 0.14]0.08 | 0.15 | 0.10 | 0.31 | 0.0
Nl3 |64 75 |81 |96 115 {71 |89 |75 |29 |o.0
CIGARETTE  X.| 4 96 |5.27 | s5.09 | 5.53 | 4.91 | 5.35|4.59 [ 5.38 | 5.36 | 4.51 | 0.0
'SMOKERS  S.D.| 5 96 [ 2.31 | 2.35 ] 2.38 | 2.64 | 2.75| 2.83 | 3.07 | 2.52 | 2.74 | 0.0
SEM | 5,39 | 0.29 | 0.27] 0.26 | 0.27 | 0.26] 0.34 | 0.33 | 0.29 | 0.51 | 0.0
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Table H-9.
MILWAUKEE

TIME OF BLOOD SAMPLE (HOUR)

6 -9 9t.10 10+t-11 11+-12 12t.1  1+.2  2+t.3 3ty 4t.s sty 7t

Total Number | 1338 | 1113 | 630 | 297 | 63 | 108 [125 [121  [204 274 | 294 ]
COHb DATA
N | 804 600 | 329 162 | 26 64 |66 57 128 | 148 147
NON X l1.27 [ 1.32 [ 1.31 | 1.53] 1.50 | 1.38 |1.56 [1.27 |1.45 [1.53 | 1.34

SMOKERS S.D.| 0.68 0.83 | 0.64 0.92 | 0.74 | 0,70 |1.84 [0.99 ([1.16 |1.25 0.72
' SEM | 0.02 0.03 | 0.04 0.07{ 0.15| 0.09 {0.23 |0.13 |0.,10 |O.10 0.06

N | 417 395 248 118 28 31 44 47 57 85 103
CIGARETTE X.| 4.03 3.99 | 4.11 4.35| 5.21 | 5.29 [4.69 [5.34 |5.52 |5.74 6.15
SMOKERS S.D.| 2.36 2.29 | 2.14 2.32{ 2.49 | 2.18 |2.48 |3.04 2.85 |2.61 2.49
' EM | 0.12 0.12 | 0.14 0.21 ] 0.47 | 0.39 {0.37 |0.44 |0.,38 | O0.28 0.25

4. . -

CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN (percent)
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Table H-10.

NEW ORLEANS

TIME OF BLOOD SAMPLE (HOUR)

6 -9 9t-10 10+-11 11+-12 12+.1  1+2 2+t3  3t4  4tes 5t 7+
Total Number | 60 | 63 | 53 | 66 | 57 [ 53 [ 49 53 44 38 3 |
‘ COHb DATA

N |20 18 11 21 18 23 12 10 15 10 1
NON X./1.93 | 1.98 [1.63 [1.70 [2.01 | 1.50 | 2.02 | 1.85 | 1.66 | 2.32 | 3.00
SMOKERS s.b.] 0.59 0.78 | 0.48 | 0.64 |1.54 0.32 | 0.90 | 0.29 | 0.57 | 2.20 | 0.0
seM {0.13 | 0.18 | 0.14 {0.14 [0.36 | 0.07 | 0.26 | 0.09 | 0.15 | 0.70 | 0.0

N3 40 |42 |41 |36 29 |33 42 |23 |25 |2
CIGARETTE  X.14.90 | 5.15 | 5.22 {5.18 [6.31 | 6.11 | 6.08 | 5.10 | 5.13 | 5.97 | 8.60
SMOKERS ~ S.D.}71.35 | 2,48 | 2.11 |2.10 [2.05 | 2.06 | 2.07 | 2.46 | 2.10'] 2.05 | 0.28
SEM 10,24 | 0.39 | 0.33 0.34 | 0.38 | 0.36 | 0.38 | 0.44 | 0.41 | 0.20

0.33

CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN (percent)
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Table H-11.
NEW YORK CITY
TIME OF BLOOD SAMPLE (HOUR)

6 -9 9t-10 10t-11 11t-12 12t-1  1+.2  2+t.3  3t.y  4t-s 5t YAl

Total Number | 222 | 419 | 575 | 498 [ 429 [ 518 [ 510 [559 | 491 | 382 | 166

COHb DATA

—

N 100 186 257 216 199 244 240 291 248 201 79

NON X.| 1.48 | 1.52 1,642 | 1.45 | 1.49 | 1.45 | 1.32 | 1.39 } 1.40 | 1.38 | 1,29
SMOKERS S§.D.| 0.47 | 0.64 0.53 | 0.81 | 0.81 | 0.88 | 0.64 | 0.80 ; 0.64 | 0.95 | 0.63
4 SEM ! 0.05 | 0.05 0.03 | 0.06 | 0.06 | 0.06 | 0.04 | 0.05 | 0.04 | 0.07 | 0,07

Mlsr 158 | 211 | 212 | 174 | 192 | 200 | 196 | 183 | 126 | 37
CIGARETTE  Xe| 511 | 4.83 | 4.87 | 4.77 | 4.81 | 4.86 | 5.05 | 6.71 | 5.14 | 4.87 | 5.27
SMORERS — S.D-1 9. 06 | 2.32 | 2.30| 2.61 | 2.14 | 2.47 | 2.45 | 2.52 | 2.45 | 2.75 | 3.09

"1 0.22 | 0.19 | 0.16| 0.17 | 0.16 | 0.18 | 0.17 | 0.18 | 0.18 | 0.25 | 0.51
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Table H-12.
PHOENIX
TIME OF BLOOD SAMPLE (HOUR)

6 - 9 .9t-10 10*-11 11*t-12 12+-1 1+.2 2+-3 3t.4  4t.5 sty 7+

Total Number | 64 | 56 | 82 | 74 | 72 | 72 | 87 | 59 | 21 | 23 | 10
COHb DATA
N rTl 12 18 11 15 23 33 13 6 5 0
NON %.| 2.55 {1.08 {1.17 | 1.38 | 1.65 | 1.37 | 1.38 | 1.18 | 1.90 | 1.00 | 0.0

SMOKERS s.D.| 4.09 0.41 | 0.50 0.96 | 1.25 | 0.43 | 0.80 | 0.54 | 1.93 | 0.62 | 0.0
SEM | 1.23 | 0.12 | 0.12 0.29 | 0.32 |{ 0.09 | 0.14 } 0.15 | 0.79 | 0.28 | 0.0

Nl |17 |2 2 |17 |10 |12 {15 |10 |5 3
CIGARETTE  X.| 4 36 | 3,57 | 4.09 | 4.17 | 4.06 | 5.25 | 5.27 | 4.33 | 4.18 | 6.34 | 4.90
SMOKERS ~ S.D.| 9 14 | 2,49 | 2.16 | 2.18 | 2.55 | 2.73 | 3.98 | 2.55 | 2.16 | 1.92 | 2.01

SEM | 0.49 | 0.60 | 0.42 | 0.45 | 0.62 | 0.86 | 1.15 | 0.66 | 0.68 | 0.86 | 1.16
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Table H-13.
ST. LOUIS

TIME OF BLOOD SAMPLE (HOUR)

6 -9 9+10 10*-11 11*+-12 12*.1 1+-2 2+.3  3t4  4t.s 5ty 7t

Total Number | 57 | 85 | 102 [ 119 [ 100 [ 122 [ 119 [ 135 | 99 | 144 | 41 |

COHb DATA

N 1ag 56 57 66 58 65 68 72 |53 92 61
NON X.|1.42 1.52 | 1.52 |1.44 1.51 | 1.45 | 1,62 | 1.38 ]1.42 1.64 | 1.38
SMOKERS ~ §.D.{0.61 | 0.42 | 0.39 |0.37 | 0.56 | 0.40 | 6.35 | 0.43 16.53 | 1.06 | 1.07
SEM | 0.12 | 0.06 | 0.05 |0.05 | 0.07 | 0.05 | 0.04 | 0.05 |0.07 | 0.11 | 0.14
Ni20 18 |28 |3 27 {40 |37 |37 |36 37 | 32
CIGARETTE  X.| s 69 | 5.09 |5.61 |4.97 | 5.89 | 6.10 | 5.01 | 5.06 |6.67 | 5.91 | 5.39
SMOKERS  5.D-t 5 06 | 2.12 |2.94 |1.86 | 1.93 | 2.50 | 2.25 | 2.50 |1.60 | 2.50 | 2.33
SEM 10,46 | 0.50 | 0.56 [0.32 | 0.37 | 0.40 | 0.37 0.643 10.28 | 0.61 | 0.41
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Table H-14.

SALT LAKE CITY

(HOUR)

TIME OF BLOOD SAMPLE
, 6 -9 9t-10 10*-11 11+-12 12t.1  1+-2 2t-3  3t.4  4ts st 7+
Total Number | 11 [ 29 | 40 [ 48 [60 [e2 [o4 [93 | 97 [167 | 78 ]
COHb DATA
—— —— — . —
N4 22 24 35 37 39 58 66 68 131 | 61
NON X.| 0.90 1.58 {1.50 | 1.34 | 1.42 | 1.41 | 1.62 | 1.40 | 1.25 | 1.23 | 1.44
SMOKERS s.p.10.27 | 0.76 |o0.47 | 0.664 | 0.57 | 0.72 | 1.44 | 0.87 | 0.60 | 0.60 | 0.89
sg |0.14 | 0.16 | 0.10 | 0.11 | 0.09 | 0.12 | 0.19 | 0.11 | 0.07 | 0.05 | 0.11
¥la 3 12 10 18 18 28 20 10 17 12
CIGARETTE  X.l5.25 | 6.30 |4.87 | 4.00 | 4.36 | 5.21 | 5.29 | 6.31 | 5.44 | s.01 | 7.32
SMOKERS ~ S8.D.|y o5 | 1.90 |1.95 | 1.46 | 1.71 | 2.97 | 2.89 | 1.87 | 2.92 | 1.56 | 2.44
SEM {0.52 | 1.10 | 0.56 | 0.46 | 0.40 | 0.70 | 0.55 | 0.42 | 0.92 | 0.38 | 0.70
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Table H-15.
SAN FRANCISCO

TIME OF BLOOD SAMPLE (HCUR)

6 -9 9+-10 10+-11 11+-12 12+-1  1+t-2  2+3  3t4 4.5 5Fe7 7+

Total Number ]| 111 ] 111 ] 120 | 123 | 108 [ 108 [126 110 [123 147 | 96
COHb DATA - ~
N1 59 63 65 62 58 s |70 68 55 76 47
NON %.l1.81 | 1.69 | 1.61 | 1.66| 1.69 | 1.76 {1.69 [1.62 |1.64 |[1.73 | 1.82

SMOKERS  S.D.| 0.64 | 0.53 | 0.56 | 0.52| 0.65| 0.52 {0.63 [0.52 {0.66 |0.90 | 0.46
| sgq | 0.08 | 0.07 | 0,07 | 0.07| 0.09| 0.07 |6.08 |06.06 |0.99 [0.10 | 0.07

N | 34 39 39 42 34 34 37 b4 56 40 38
-CIGARETTE X.| 4.86 5.73 | 4.63 5.1 5.56 | 5.17 6.36 |5.46 | 5.63 | 5.26 5.40
SMOKERS S,D.| 2.02 1.74 | 2.28 2.36 | 2.26 | 2.22 {3.05 [2.53 |2.72 | 2.55 2.85
SEM | 0.35 0.28 | 0.37 0.36| 0.39| 0.38 ([0.50 [0.38 | 0.36 | 0.40 0.46
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Table H-16.
SEATTLE

TIME OF BLOOD SAMPLE (HOUR)

6 - 9 9+-10 10*-11 11+-12 12%*.1 1+-2 2+t-3 3t.4 4t.s sty 7t
Total Number | g0 | 96 | 138 |131 l103 | 120 | 122 [108 f94 [75 ] 23 |
COHb DATA
- N | 55 52 65 68 64 65 59 59 40 42 16
NON %l 1.ss | 1.58 | 1.78 | 1.60 |1.79 | 1.74| 1.70 |1.57 |1.83 |1.48 | 1.66
SMOKERS s.p.| 0.52 | 0.61 | 0.68 | 0.47 |0.62 0.70 | 0.82 {0.85 [1.70 | 0.56 0.34
sgM | 0.07 | 0.08 | 0.09 | 0.06 |0.08 | 0.09| 0.11 |0.11 | 0.27 | 0.09 0.08
N| 25 28 58 40 28 40 49 34 34 22 3
CIGARETTE X.| 5.28 | 5.66 | 5.26 | 5.14 | 5.24 6.09 | 6.45]5.5 | 5.82 |5.88 | 7.97
SMOKERS s.p.| 2.14| 2.38 | 2.51 | 2.60 | 2.87 2.50 | 2.09 {2.63 |1.87 | 1.97 2.00
SEM | 0.43] 0.45 ] 0.33 | 0.41 | 0.5 0.40 | 0.30|0.45 | 0.32 | 0.42 1.16
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Table H-17.
VERMONT-NEW HAMPSHIRE

TIME OF BLOOD SAMPLE (HOUR)

H-17

6 -9 9+10 10+-11 11+-12 121 1+-2  2+.3  3t.4  4t.5  5t-7 Al
Total Number | 8 | 41 | 57 | 150 | 163 J172 [156 [194 [ 187 [333 | 81 |
COHb DATA
N1 32 /A 93 108 | 109 |97 126 | 109 | 192 | 43
NON %X.| 1.28 | 1.26 |1.27 | 1.45 | 1.50 | 1.29 | 1.38 | 1.26 | 1.45 | 1.35 | 1.07
SMOKERS  S.D.| 0.12 | 0.17 ]o0.67 | 0.91 | 0.93 | 0.35 | 0.62 ! 0.2 | 1.03 | 0.60 | 0.68
SEM | 0.05 [ 0.03 [0.10 | 0.09 | 0.09 | 0.03 | 0.c6 | ©.03 { 0.10 | 0.04 | 0.10
Y 6 11 47 41 49 44 47 63 103 | 26
CIGARETTE  X.| 5 89 [ 3,70 |3.55 | 5.02 | 5.14 | 4.59 | 4.58 | 5.02 | 4.80 | 5.53 | 3.95
SMOKERS  8.D.\ 4.0 10,76 |1.83 | 2.25 | 2.17 | 2.32 | 2.53 | 2.21 | 2.72 | 2.24 | 3.17
SEM | 9.0 |0.31 |0.55 | 0.33 | 0.34 | 0.33 | 0.38 ! 0.32 | 0.34 | 0.22 | 0.62
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Table H-18.
WASHINGTON, D.C.

TIME OF BLOOD SAMPLE {HOUR)

6 - 9. 9+-10 10v-11 11+-12 12+-1 1+-2 2+-3 3t4  4t5  5h7 T+

Total Number | 13 | 123 | 204 | 233 | 193 [ 185 | 194 | 232 Tie [ 99 | 37 ]
-COHb DATA
N| g 63 97 110 108 98 102 120 71 55 20
NON %.| 1.30 1.43 ] 1.47 | 1.55 | 1.37 | 1.34 | 1.41 | 1.43 | 1,20 | 1.37 1.75
SMOKERS s.p.| 0.42 0.74| 0.60 | 0.70 | 0.76 { 0.59 | 0.77 | 0.90 | 0.47 | 0.56 | 0.69
SEM | 0.15 0.09| 0.06 | 0.07 | 0.07 | 0.06 | 0.08 | 0.08 | 0.06 | 0.08 | 0.15
Nis s | 72 |8 |63 |52 |eo |67 |39 |20 | 11
CIGARETTE X.| 5.38 | 4.82| 4.32 | 4.49 | 5.14 | 5.01 | 4.37 | 5.01 | 5.07 | 5.24 | 5.43
D.

SMOKERS S. 2.24 1.781 1.99 | 2.27 | 2.61 | 2.01 | 2.16 | 2.59 | 2.27 | 2.25 2.76
| SEM | 1,00 | 0.29| 0.24 | 0.24 | 0.33 | 0.28 | 0.28 | 0.32 | 0.36 | 0.42 | 0.83 |

CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN (percent)

o A . . ,.3,...i..:.,.;E.:.;:i:,l.
6t 9t 10t 11t 12t 1+ 2+ 3t o st o+
9 10 11 ‘12 1 2 3 4 5 7

: TIME OF BLOOD SAMPLE (HOUR)

H-18



APPENDIX 1.

Table I-1.

ANCHORAGE

HEMOBLOGIN CONCENTRATION, GM %

WHITE NON WHITE
Male Female Male Female Totals
m
N| 103 30 18 32 183
Non Smokers X.| 14.94 13.14 13.22 12.87 14.11
sp| 1.28 1.39 1.16 1.24 1.58
SEM | 0.13 n.25 0.27 0.22 0.12
n| 69 16 36 32 153
Cigarette X.| 15.62 13.72 14.02 12.66 14.43
Smokers spl 1.32 1.43 1.19 1.60 1.79
seM| 0.16 0.36 0.20 0.28 0.15
Nl 172 46 54 64
Totals X.| 15.21 13.35 13.75 12 76
sp|] 1.33 1.42 1.23 1.43
sgM | 0.10 0.21 0.17 0.18
Table 1-2.
CHICAGO
HEMOGLOBIN CONCENTRATION, GM %
WHITE NON WHITE
Male Female Male Female Totals
N 240 125 38 6 409
Non Smokers X.| 15.26 13.34 14.42 12.97 14,56
SD 1.04 0.86 1.43 0,51 1.36
SEM 0.07 0.08 0.23. 0.21 0.07
N 206 73 141 10 430
Cigarette X.| 15.43 13.61 14.23 13.22 14.68
Smokers s | 1.22 0.78 1.51 1.45 1.48
SEM | 0.09 0.09 0.13 0.46 0.08
N 446 198 179 16 i
Totals X.| 15.34 13.44 14.27 13.12 f
[ :
SD 1.13 0084 1.49 n} 1917 \%
SEM | 0.05 0.06 0.11 | 0.29 ;
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Table I-3.

DENVER

HEMOGLOBIN CONCENTRATION, GM %

WHITE NON WHITE
Mal Female Male Female Totals
='; % e T CrtrlP Dol S . ‘ﬁv- i)
N 469 203 86 25 783
Non Smokers X.| 15.91 13.88 115.83 13.56 15.30 -
SD 1.20 1.06 1.27 1.22 1.50
SEM 0.06 0.08 0.14 0.24 0.05
N 556 136 194 28 914
Cigarette X. 16.07 14.26 15.76 13.76 15.66
Smokers SD 1.38 0.98 1.38 1.13 1.50
SEM 0.06 0.08 0.10 0.21 0.05
N 1025 339 280 53
Totals X. 15.99 14.03 15.78 13.66
SD 1.30 1.05 1.34 1.17
SEM 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.16
Table I-4.
DETROIT
HEMOGLOBIN CONCENTRATION, GM %
WHITE NON WHITE
Male Female Male Female Totals
{ —————— — e —— —— — { — et e rmre ]
NI 992 1 253 38 7 1290
Non Smokers X.| 14.42 12.69 14,22 13.64 14.07
sn | 1,47 i.42 | 1.24 Fo1as s 61
SEM | 0.05 0.09 0.20 0.47 0.05
N| 558 132 34 5 729
Cigarette X.| 14.83 13.27 14.34 11.44 14.50
Smokers sp| 1.62 1.36 2.02 1.60 1.72
SEM | 0.07 n.12 2.53 , 0,71 0.06
N| 1550 385 72 12
Totals X.! 14.57 12.89 14.27 12.72
sp| 1.54 1.43 1.64 1.75
SEM | 0.04 0.07 0.19 0.50




Table I-5.

HONOLULU

HEMOGLOBIN CONCENTRATION, GM %

WHITE NON WHITE
Male Female Male Female Totals
N 171 28 315 18 532
Hon Smokers X.] 15,48 13,35 15.64 13.33 15.39
SD 1.03 0.85 1.25 1.15 1.32
SEM 0.08 0.16 0.07 0.27 0.06
N 171 14 321 18 524
Cigarette X.l 15.85 14,09 16.11 14,41 15.91
Smokers
SD 1.69 0.70 1,30 1.03 1.48
SEM 0.13 0.19 0.07 0.24 0.07
N| 342 42 636 36
Totals X.| 15.66 13.60 15.88 13.87
SD 1.41 0,86 1.29 1,21 .
SEM | 0.08 0.13 0.05 0.20
Table I-6.
HOUSTON
HEMOGLOBIN CONCENTRATION, GM %
WHITE NON WHITE
Male Female Male Female Totals
N| 162 59 21 & n 246
Non Smokers X.| 12.23 10.45 11.67 9.00 11.70
sD| 1.72 1.22 1.50 1.15 1.79
SEM | 0.14 0.16 0.33 0.57 0.11
N| 10 1 7 0 18
Cigarette X.| 12.39 10.00 12.36 0.0 12.24 .
Smokers sp| 1.62 0.0 0.85 0.0 1.40
SEM | 0.51 0.0 0.32 0.0 . 0.33
e e s ——— - e
N| 172 60 L 28 A 1)
Totals %.| 12.24 10.44 2.8 | son )
!
sp|{ 1.71 1.21 1.39 [ 1.15 !
sEM| 0.13 0.16 .46 Log.57 U
i
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HEMOGLOBIN CONCENTRATION, GM %

Table I-7.

LOS ANGELES

WHITE NON WHITE
Male Female Male Female Totals
r= e = =]
N{ 1967 602 283 64 2916
Non Smokers X.| 14.48 12.73 14.45 12.52 14.08
sD| 1,28 1.25 1.40 1.41 1.49
SEM | 0.03 0.05 0.08 0.18 0.03
N| 1023 354 220 38 1635
Cigarette - X.| 14.79 13.21 ' 14.50 12.91 14.36
Smokers sp| 1.35 1.55 1.01 1.10 1.51
SEM | 0.04 0.08 0.07 0.18 0.04
N| 2990 956 503 102
Totals X.| 14.59 12.91 14.47 12.66
sp | 1.31 1.39 1.25 1.31
SEM | 0.02 0.05 0.06 0.13
Table I-8.
MIAMI
HEMOGLOBIN CONCENTRATION, GM %
WHITE NON WHITE
—_— — Male — Female — Male Female Totals
e ——— — - —— —————— ——
N| 17 95 101 14 627
Non Smokers X.| 14.47 13.36 13.84 12.71 14.16
SD | 1.53 | 0.93 1.95 n. 74 I 150
SEM | 0.08 0.10 0.19 0.20 0.06
N | 456 86 235 11 788
Cigarette X.| 14.96 13.26 13.95 12.05 14,42
Smokers sp | 1.51 1.78 1.63 1.80 | 172
e} 0 07 | S.ii 0. 54 i 0,06
N| 873 181 336 25
Totals X.| 14.72 13.31 13.91 12.42
sp | 1.54 1.40 1.73 1.33
SEM | 0.05 0.10 0.09 0.27



Table 1-9.

MILWAUKEE

HEMOGLOBIN CONCENTRATION, GM %

WHITE NON WHITE
Male Female Male Female Totals
N | 851 1125 166 733 2875
Non Smokers X.| 14.51 13.22 13,22 12.38 13.39
sp| 2.10 1.95 2.60 1.86 2.17
SEM | 0.07 0.06 0.20 0.07 0.04
N| 542 568 159 Co317 1586
Cigarette X.| 15.39 13.67 14.07 12.75 14.11
Smokers sp| 1.63 1.78 2.27 1.86 2.06
SEM | 0.07 0.08 0.18 0.10 0.05
1393 1693 325 1050
Totals X.! 14.85 13.37 13.63 12.50 :
|
Ssp| 1.98 1.91 2.48 1.87 i
SEM | 0.05 0.05 0.14 0.06
Table 1-10.
NEW ORLEANS
HEMOGLOBIN CONCENTRATION, GM %
WHITE NON WHITE
Male Female Male Female Totals
— e —~— e e em———
N| 50 14 86 10 160
Non Smokers X.| 15.36 13.29 14,54 12.66 14.57
sp | 1.12 1.79 .06 1,42 1 1.37
seMm | 0.16 0.48 0.11 0.35 0.11
N| 9% 10 225 19 348
Cigarette X.| 15.62 13.58 14.78 13.15 14.88
Smokers sp| 1.19 1.65 1.34 1.29 1.44
SEM | 0.12 0.52 0,09 0,30 0.08
I B
N | 144 24 3 I 29 )
. It
Totals X.| 15.53 13.41 V18,72 12,88
sp| 1.17 1.70 i 1.27 26 .
K " .
0.98 0.35 0.07 © 0,23 !
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Table I-11.

NEW YORK CITY

HEMOGLOBIN CONCENTRATION, GM %

WHITE NON WHITE
— Male Female Maleﬂ_p 1_1'iema1e Totals
= =l e ————
N | 1597 741 89 93 2520
Non Smokers X.| 14.66 12.81 13.70 12.05 13.99
spD | 1.82 1.48 2.82 2.28 2,01
SEM { 0.05 0.05 0.30 0.24 0.04
N | 1031 557 147 82 1817
Cigarette X.| 14.84 13.18 13.65 12.37 14.12
Smokers sp | 2.18 1.62 3.72 2.03 2.35
SeM | 0.07 0.07 0.31 0.22 0.06
N | 2628 1298 236 175
Totals X.| 14.73 12.97 13.67 12.20
sp | 1.97 1.55 3.40 2.17
sEM | 0.04 0.04 0.22 0.16
Table I-12.
PHOENIX
HEMOGLOBIN CONCENTRATION, GM %
WHITE NON WHITE
. Male Female —_— Male Female __—Totals
Nl N 132 56 44 7 239
Non Smokers X.| 12.67 11.24 12.33 11.17 12.23
spl 1,33 0.89 1.38 0.65 1,37
SEM | 0.12 0.12 | V.21 i V.25 ' 0.09
N| 107 27 36 1 171
Cigarette X.| 12.92 11.80 12.66 11.90 12.68
Smokers sp| 1.30 1.27 1.50 0.0 1.39
seM | 0.13 0.25 0.25 0.0 0.11
N| 239 83 80 8.0
Totals X.| 12.80 - 11.42 12.48 11.26
sp| 1.32 - 1.05 1.44 0.66
SEM 0.09 0.12 0.16 0.23
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Table I-13.

ST. LOUIS

HEMOGLOBIN CONCENTRATION, GM %

I-7

WHITE NON WHITE
Male Female Male Female Totals
N 460 224 11 3 698
Non Smokers %.| 14.83 12,99 14,50 13.20 14,23
sp | 1.62 1,10 1.39 2.62 1.58
sgM | 0.07 0.08 0.42 1,51 0.06
N | 238 95 13 3 349
Cigarette %.| 15.22 13.47 14,45 12.47 14.69
Smokers sp | 1.26 1.08 0.68 0.80 1,43
SEM | 0.09 0,11 0.19 0.46 0.08
N| 698 319 24 6
Totals X.| 14.97 13.14 16,47 12.83
sp| 1.38 1,11 1.04 1.78
sgM | 0.05 0.06 0.21 0.73
Table 1-14.
SALT LAKE CITY
WHITE NON WHITE
Male Female Male Female Totals
e —————— —— S e—
' N| 391 192 10 B 600
Non Smokers X.| 15.32 13.36 15.96 13.57 14,69
sp| 0.99 0.96 0.99 | 1.10 1.35
SEM [ 0.05 0.07 G.31 0,42 0.06
N| 99 42 11 1 153
Cigarette X.| 15.54 13.93 15.92 12,30 -15.10
Smokers sD| 0.93 0.99 .75 | 0.0 L 1.21
SEM | 0.09 0.15 0.23 0.0 f 0.10
S o g e eper e g m e o epmeme - on l'-=-.-—*m._._J
! T ; - ii
N 490 234 ‘ 2L ﬁ Sow i
-— 1] )
Totals X.| 15.37 13.47 t15.9% Io13.41 !
sp| 0.98 0.99 I 0.85 ,’ 1.1
SEM | 0.04 0.06 R TR




Table I-15.
SAN FRANCISCO

HEMOGLOBIN CONCENTRATION, GM %
WHITE ~ NON WHITE

Male Female Male Female

Totals

I-8

m—e—___m“”m
N | 448 1 214 34 21 717
Non Smokers X.| 14.76 13.04 14.56 13.05 14.19
SD | 1.59 1.38 1.61 1.06 1.72
SEM | 0.08 0.10 0.28 0.23 0.06
N | 246 158 32 19 455
Cigarette X.| 14.96 13.46 15.16 13.17 14.38
Smokers sp| 1.53 1.26 1.52 0.73 1.60
SEM | 0.10 0.10 0.27 0.17 0.08
N| 694 372 66 40
Totals X.| 14.83 13.22 14.85 13.11
sD| 1.57 1.35 1.58 0.91
SEM | 0.06 0.07 0.20 0.14
' Table I-16.
SEATTLE
HEMOGLOBIN CONCENTRATION, GM %
WHITE NON WHITE
Male Female Male Female Totals
‘N | 384 - 6 645
Non Smokers X.| 15.44 13.90 14.68
sp | 1.12 0.87 | 1.03 b1 0n 1. 20
SEM | '0.06 0.06 0.28 0.42 0.06
N| 243 115 6 3 367
Cigarette X. 15.74 13.92 15.90 13.57 15.15
Smokers SD | 1.49 1.00 1.06 0.35 1.59
SE‘; \‘;-1\‘; G.G; 604.) l U.ZU 0908
N| 627 356 20 9
Totals X.| 15.56  13.61 15.32 13.79
sp| 1.29 0.94 1.08 0.85
SEM | 0.05 0.05 0.24 0.29



Table I-17.

VERMONT - NEW HAMPSHIRE

HEMOGLOBIN CONCENTRATION, GM %

WHITE NON WHITE
Male Female Male FemalJe; Totals
o N| 662 293 14 1 970
Non Smokers X.| 14.98 13.04 14.66 10.50 14.39
SD | 1.33 1.43 1.16 0.0 1.63
SEM | 0.05 0.08 0.31 0.0 0.05
294 145 1 0.0 440
Cigarette X.| 15.17 13.45 14.90 0.0 14.60
Smokers SD | 1.69 1.37 0.0 0.0 1.78
SEM | 0.10 0.11 0.0 0.0 0.09
N| 956 438 15 1.0
Totals X.| 15.04 13.18 14.67 10.50
SD | 1.45 1.42 1.12 0.0
SEM | 0.05 0.07 0.29 0.0
Table I-18.

WASHINGTON D. C.

HEMOGLOBIN CONCENTRATION, GM %

WHITE NON WHITE
Male Female Male Female Totals
N | 545 338 42 27 952
Non Smokers X.| 14.78 . 12.65 14.64 12.14 13.95
sp| 1.29 1.15 1.35 1.99 1.65
SEM | 0.06 0.06 0.21 0.38 0.05
N| 304 178 43 12 537
Cigarette X.| 15.16 13.29 14.19 12.32 14.40
Smokers sp| 1.42 1.09 1.26 1.11 1.58
SEM | 0.08 0.08 0.19 0.32 0.07
849 516 . 85 39 g
Totals X.| 14.92 12.87 14.41 12.19
sp | 1.35 1.17 1.32 1.75
SEM | 0.05 0.05 0.14 1 o0.28
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APPENDIX J.

Tabl

e J-1.

ANCHORAGE

RELATIONSHIP OF HEMOGLOBIN TO COHB

10*-11

11+-12

12+.13

13*-14

14%.15

15%-16

16t-17

17t

i1 i2

0 10t 11+ 12t

i3

J-1

13% et
1% 15
HEMOGLOBIN

15¥
16

v L7
17

Total Number 6 7 18 51 73 84 64 57 11
COHb DATA
. S it TR .~ s S e " I
N |o 2 9 22 36 13 29 19 3
NON X.lo.0 1.40 1.10 [1.97 1.82 1.69 1.84 2.57 1.73
SMOKERS  S.D. 0.0 0.0 0.49 |2.10 1.57 0.73 0.60 2.34 0.68
SEM |o0.0 0.0 0.16  [0.45 0.26 0.13 0.11 0.54 0.39
N {4 2 4 19 25_ 39 23 24 7
CIGARETTE  X.|3.85 |4.70° 2.45 (2.92 3.65 4.00 5.99 6.74 7.14
'SMOKERS 8.D.|306 |o0.0 0.52 {2.27 2.06 2.43 2.45 2.35 2 23
_ SEM {1.53 [o0.0 0.26 [o0.52 0.41 0.39 0.51 0.48 0.84
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Table J-2.

CHICAGO

RELATIONSHIP OF HEMOGLOBIN TO COHB

11+-12  12+13 13*-14 14t15 15t-16 16t-17 17t
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Table J-3.

DENVER

RELATIONSHIP OF HEMOGLOBIN TO COHB

1112  12+13  13*14  14ta1s 1steie 16t17 17t
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Table J-4.

DETROIT

RELATIONSHIP OF HEMOGLOBIN TO COHB

_ 0-10 10*-11 11*-12 12*13 13t14 1415 15t1e 16t-17 17t
Total Number | ,4 4l 89 243 451 627 559 207 37
COHb DATA -
N | 19 27 55 147 252 337 253 81 5
NON X.| 2.02 1.37 1.39 | 1.31 1.56 1.53 1.70 1.85 1.96
SMOKERS S.D.| 2.64 0.40 0.39 0.61 0.86 0.66 1.01 0.92 0.65
SEM | 0.61 0.08 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.04 0.06 0.10 0.29
N| 16 12 | 16 58 126 188 200 89 18
CIGARETTE X.| 6.66 | 6.12 4.81 5.43 5.32 5.69 6.43 6.49 7.84
SMOKERS s.D.| 3.77 2.16 2.20 2.74 2,28 2.32 2.36 2.49 1.80
SEM | 0.94 | 0.62 0.55 0.36 0.20 0.17 0.07 0.26 0.42
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Table J-5.

HONOLULU

RELATIONSHIP OF HEMOGLOBIN TO COHB

10%-11 11+t-12 12+13  13*14  14%15 1516 16t-17 17t
| 74

0-10

Total Number l 2
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Table J-6.

HOUSTON

RELATIONSHIP OF HEMOGLOBIN TO COHB
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Table J-7.

LOS ANGELES

RELATIONSHIP OF HEMOGLOBIN TO COHB

10%-11

11+-12

12+-13

13+-14

1415

15*-16

16*-17

17t

Total Number l

[ 58 |

186

| 605

l

1082

[ 1534 ] 1058 [*315

l 53

COHb" DATA

NON
SMOKERS

47

1.35
0.66
0.10

45

1.75
0.70
0.10

123

1.82
1.18
0.11

400

1.89
0.04
0.04

651
2.00
0.91
0.04

906

2,00
0.73
0.02

552
2,07
0.72
0.03

151

2.32
1.31
0.11

15

2.40
0.41
0.11

CIGARETTE
SMOKERS

18
4.92

- 3.16

0.75

4.83

178
5.24

0.17

471
6.3
2.3
0.1

7
3
1

393

6.37
2,42
0.12

124

6.65
2.63
0.24

31

7.67
2.39
0.43

CARBOXTHEMOGLOBIN (percent)
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RE LATIONSHIP OF HEMOGLOBIN TO COHB

Table J-8.

MIAMI

0-10 10*11 11+12 12+13 13t14  14t1s 1st-16  16%-17 17t
Total Number | ,, 18 58 189 317 404 310 176 49
COHb DATA.

N| 3 5 11 48 87 93 103 39 11
NON X.| 1.37 | 1.14 1.14 1.26 1.34 1.32 | 1.52 1.63 1.61
SMOKERS  §.D.| 0.71 | 0.34 0.53 0.96 | 1.14 1.05 | 1.03 0.88 0.72
SEM | 0.41 | 0.15 0.16 0.14 0.12 0.11 | 0.10 0.14 0.22

N | 12 6 19 81 133 204 147 103 26
CIGARETTE X.| 6.07 | 5.98 4,17 4.43 4.80 5.15 | 5.31 5.69 6.37
SMOKERS  S.D.| 4.20 | 3.41 2.54 2.90 2.68 2.48 | 2.40 2.50 2.64
SEM | 1.21 | 1.39 0.58 0.32 0.23 0.17 | 0.20 0.25 0.52

CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN (percent)
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13t 14T 15%
14 15 16 17

16+




|

1.73
1.80
0.23
5.15
2.38

17t
| 168
62
79

16*-17
| 427
187
1.45
0.81
0.06
164
4,79
2.32

15%-16
362
1.36
0.66
0.04
329
5.03
2.38
0,13

17

| 796

16%
17

14t-15
| 963
.540
1.34
0.87
0.04
328
4.63
2.57
0,14

16

14+ 35t

15

13*+-14
566
1.20
0.57
0.02
295
.3.93
2.39
0,14

[ 932

1.19

12+-13
| 634
407
0.63
0.03
191
4,21
2.65
0.19

Table J-9.
MILWAUKEE

i3t
14

HEMOGLOBIN

12v
13
J-9

11+-12
| 399
260
1.36
1.10
0.07
116
3.64
2.18
0,20
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Table J-13.
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Table J-14.
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Table J-15.
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Table J-18.
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CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN LEVEL

APPENDIX K.

Table K-1. .
ANCHORAGE

RELATIONSHIP OF CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN
TO SMOKING CATEGORY

Cigarettes Cigar Pipe Mixed
_‘j 147 5 7 19
X. 4,67 3.40 3.33 5.55
SD 2.67 1.92 1.94 2.40
_SEM 0.22 0.86 0.73 0.55
7.0
6.0 -
5.0 4
L “ ,
450 9
300 “
-1
_2.0' b
1.0 .
CIGARETTES  CIGAR PIPE MIXED

K-1



CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN LEVEL

Table K-Z.
CHICAGO

RELATIONSHIP OF CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN
TO SMOKING CATEGORY

Cigarettes Cigar Pipe Mixed
TN 439 25 17 26
X.  5.79 4,61 3.68 4.94
SD 2.40 3.46 1.64 2.86
SEM  0.12 0.69  0.40 0.56
7.0

6.0 1 +

5.0- d

| !

4.0 1
| !
J

3.0 1

2.0

1.0

CIGARETTES CIGAR PIPE -MIXED

K-2



CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN LEVEL

Table K-3.

DENVER

RELATIONSHIP OF CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN
TO SMOKING CATEGORY

Cigarettes Cigar Pipe Mixed
f —— ————
N 913 30 25 86
X. 5.67 3.83 3.88 5.94
SD 2.35 2.96 2.09 2.47
SEM 0.08 0.54 0.42 |0.27
- = - - —
7.0
1 ¢
6.0 4
5.0 4
P ®
4.0 1
E
3.0 -
2.0 4
1.0
CIGARETTES CIGAR PIPE MIXED

K~-3



CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN LEVEL

Table K-4.

DETROIT

RELATIONSHIP OF CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN
TO SMOKING CATEGORY

Cigarettes Cigar Pipe Mixed
p —
N 723 103 64 89
X. 5.97 3,54 3.32 5.63
SD 2.46 3.19 2.36 3.18
SEM 0.09 0.32 0.29 0.34
b —— — - —— ——— 4
7.0 +
< ] ‘
6 . 0“
)
So 0 <
¢
4.0 4
¢
3- 0 -
2.0 4
o
1
1.0
CIGARETTES CIGAR PIPE MIXED

K-4



CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN LEVEL

Table K-5.
HONOLULU

RELATIONS HIP OF CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN
TO SMOKING CATEGORY

) Cigarettes Cigar Pipe ~ Mixed
p
N 521 25 21 57
X. 5.16 2.29 2.31 5.27
SD 2.25 1.34 1.34 2.48
SEM 0.10 2.7 0.29 0.33
7.0
4‘ + l
600
5.0
4.0
) ¢ L 4
300
2,01
E
1.0
CIGARETTES  CIpAR PIPE MIXED




CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN LEVEL

Table K-6.

HOUSTON

RELATIONSHIP OF CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN
TO SMOKING CATEGORY

Cigarettes Cigar Pipe Mixed
N 18 2 1 1
X.| 4.05 3.70 1.30 3.30
~SD 2.54 3.68 0.0 0.0
SEM 0.60 2.60 0.0 0.0
—_—
7.0
<4
6.01
1
ol 1
!
4,01
4
300-
I
4
2.01
.{
-
1.0

CIGARETTES CIGAR PIPE MIXED
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CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN LEVEL

Table K-7.

LOS ANGELES

RELATKD$HH’OFCARBOXYHEMOGLOBHJ
TO SMOKING CATEGORY

Cligarettes Cigar Pipe Mixed
N 1631 106 161 121
X. 6.18 3.42 3.45 5.92
5D 2.46 2.44 1.95 2,72
SEM 0.06 0.24 0.15 I0.25
7.0 ¢
<
6.0 1
5.0
ﬁ
4
4.0
1
4
3.0
]
2.01
1
4
1.0
CIGAR PIPE MIXED

CIGARETTES
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CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN LEVEL

Table K-8.

MIAMI

RELATIONSHIP OF CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN
TO SMOKING CATEGORY

Cigarettes Cigar Pipe Mixed
T —
N 731 38 20 48
X, 5.16 3.01 2.55 4.62
SD 2.63 3.55 1.53 _ 3.42
SEM 0.10 0.58 0.34 0.49
e e =
7.0

<

1
6.0 +

ﬁ

®

4
4
Sid
e
L
4
4.0] ’
4
; g
3.0
-
2.0
4
4
1.0

CIGARETTES CIGAR PIPE ~ MIXED
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CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN LEVEL

Table K-9.

MILWAUKEE

RELATIONSHIP OF CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN
TO SMOKING CATEGORY

Cigarettes Cigar Pipe Mixed
f —————
N 1616 89 110 77
X. 4,44 2.87 2.88 4.45
SD 2,46 2.70 2.29 2.93
SEM 0.06 0.29 0.22 0.33
b =
7.0
R
6.01
[y )
5.0
4.0 L
"4
3.01
2.0
1.0
CIGARETTES CIGAR PIPF MIXED
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CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN LEVEL

Table K-10.
NEW ORLEANS

RELATIONSHIP OF CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN
TO SMOKING CATEGORY

Cigarette Cigar Pipe Mixed
P —
N 348 10 5 15
X. 5.51 4.69 4.40 5.47
SD 2.16 3.47 2.97 2.36
SEM 0.12 1.10 1.33 0.61
700
6.0 1
] o
| 1
5.04
4.0~
]
3.0
T
2.0
.
1.0
CIGARETTES CIGAR PIPE MIXED
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CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN LEVEL

Table K-11.

NEW YORK CITY

RELATIONSHIP OF CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN
TO SMOKING CATEGORY

Cigarettes Cigar Pipe Mixed
[ - e
N 1795 144 145 144
. 4.90 3.15 2.62 4.69
D 542 2.84 1.83 2.74
SEM  0.06 0.24 0.15 0.23
- —— — e e
7.0
|
6.0 1 { i
5.0
4.0 1
3.0 d
2.0 -
4
q
1.0
CIGARETTES CIGAR PIPE MIXED

K-11



CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN LEVEL

Table K-12.
PHOENIX

RELATIONSHIP OF CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN
TO SMOKING CATEGORY

, Cigarettes Cigar Pipe Mixed
N 158 2 8 8
X. 4.36 1.60 3.14 3.92
. 8D 2.48 0.28 2,57 3.30
SEM 0.20 0.20 0.91 1.17
— ————————— - ——
7.0
1
6.0

®

4.0

L
3.0 W

.
2.0

ﬁ
1.0

CIGARETTES CIGAR PIPE MIXED
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CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN LEVEL

Table K-13.
sT. LOUIS

RELATIONSHIP OF CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN
“TO SMOKING CATEGORY

K-13

] L Cigarettes Cigar Pipe Mixed
N 346 29 36 51
X. 5,39 3.15 3.00 4.45
SD 2.31 3.08 1.78 2.57
SEM 0.12 0.57 0.30 0.36
F ——— — —
7.0
6.0
L 4
5.0
! |
1
L
3'0‘
2.0 4
d
1.0 L ,
CIGARETTES - CIGAR PIPE MIXED



CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN LEVEL

Table K-14.

SALT LAKE CITY

RELATIONSHIP OF CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN
TO SMOKING CATEGORY

Cigarettes Cigar Pipe Mixed
} —————
N 152 6 9 10
X. 5.3 3.10 3.44 6.44
SD 2.38 2.45 2.90 1.92
SEM 0.19 1.00 0.97 0.61
. D ——
7'0
1
6.0
5.04
1 o
4.0 1
8
3.0
1
2.0 1
1.0
CIGARETTES CIGAR PIPE

K-14

MIXED



CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN LEVEL

Table K-15,

SAN FRANCISCO

RELATIONSHIP OF CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN
TO SMOKING CATEGORY

K-15 .

Cigarettes Cigar Pipe Mixed
e ——— -
N 438 21 32 48
X. 5.39 3.60 2.80 5.07
SD 2.47 3.31 2.00 2.49
SEM 0.12 0.72 0.35 0.36
p —— ——— ——— - —
7.0
6.0‘ L
1
5001
4.0
.. ) ®
{
3.0
-
2.0 4
p
1.0 4
CIGARETTES = CIGAR PIPE

| MIXED



CARBOXYFEMOGLOBIN LEVEL

Table K-16.
SEATTLE

RELATIONSHIP OF CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN
TO SMOKING CATEGORY

Cigarcttes Cigar Pipe Mixed
361 16 24 36
X. 5.67 4.03 3.51 6.00
SD 2.40 3.81 2,15 2.71
SEM 0.13 0.95 0.44 0.45
7.0 |
1 +
6.0
<
5.0 1
Q
4.0 -
3.0 1
1
]
2.0
d
1.0 l

CIGARETTES CIGAR PIPE MIXED
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CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN LEVEL

Table K-17.
VERMONT - NEW HAMPSHIRE

RELATIONSHIP OF CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN
TO SMOKING CATEGORY

_ Cigarettes Cigar Pipe Mixed
e -
N 438 28 58 42
X. 4.90 3.69 2,27 4.36
SD 2.42 3.51 1.70 2,18
SEM 0.12 0.66 0.22 0.36
F— 2 ey
7.0
6.0 *
@
5.01
1 !
4.0 4
o
3.04
200‘
4
1.0 ;
CIGARETTES -CIGAR : PIRE MIDED

K-17



CARBOXYHEM('GLOBIN LEVEL

Table K-18.
WASHINGTON D, C.

RELATIONSHIP OF CARBOXYHEMOGLOBIN
TO SMOKING CATEGORY

Cigarettes Cigar Pipe Mixed
N 526 55 58 47
- X.  4.80 3.71 2.83 5.06
SD 2.27 3.84 1.79 3.13
SEM 0.10 0.52 0.24 0.46
7.0
6;0- + i
5.0
h ®
4.0.‘ g
9
3.0 1
ﬁ
2.0 9
1.0

CIGARETTES CIGAR PIPE MIXED

K-18:



COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR NONSMOKERS

APPENDIX L.
Table L-1.

ANCHORAGE

ALL
AGE | 1-9 10-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ | AGES
WHITE ' 0.0 0.0 1.89 1.99 2.18 1.79 0.0 0.0 1.98
. (0) (0) (23) (23) (22) (13) (0) (0) (81)
MALE NONWHITE 1.70  2.57 1.00 1.10 0.0 1.40 0.0 2.20 | 2.02
(2) 8 - (D (2) (0) (2). (0) (2) a7
RACES COMBINED | 1.70  2.57 1.85 1.92 2.18 1.76 0.0 2.20 | 1.99
(2) (8) (26) (25)  (22) (15) (0) (2) (98)
WHITE 0.0 0.0 1.96 1.45 1.72 1.80 , 0.0 0.0 1.78
© © (D @ (D (@ 0 (| (22
FEMALE  NONWHITE 0.87 2.34. 0.0 0.50 1.30  0.70 1.23 0.0 1.57
: - (6) (14) (0) (2) (2) 2y (6) (0) (32)
RACES COMBINED | 0.87  2.34 1.96 1.13 1.67  1.43 1.23 0.0 1.66
(6) (14) (7N ()  (9) (6) (6) (0) (54)
WHITE 0.0 0.0 1.91 1.91 2.08 1.79 0.0 0.0 1.94
MALE (0) (0) (30) 27 (29) (17 (0) (0) (103)
AND NONWHITE 1.07 2.43 1.00 0.86 1.30 1.05 1.23 2.20 { 1.73
FEMALE (8) (22) (1) (%) (2). (&) (6) (2) (49)
RACES COMBINED | 1.07  2.43 1.88 1.76 2.03 1.65 1.23 2.20 | 1.87
(8) (22) (31) (31)  (31) (21) (6) (2) (152)
COHb: AGE,SEX,ANDRACEFORSMOKERS
ALL
AGE | 1-9  10-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ | AGES
WHITE 0.0 3.67 5.50 JE§:48 6.50  4.95 6.90 0.0 5.61
0) (4) (@21 (25) (22) (10) (1) (o) (89)
MALE NOMWHITE - 0.0 1.66 3.07 4.67 4,91 3,73 7.50 0.0 | 3.77
(0) (10) (n (12) n (3) (2) 0) (41)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 2.24 5.00 5.22 6,12 4.67 7.30 0.0 5.03
(0) (14) (34) (37) (29) (13) (3) (0) (130}
WHITE 0.0 0.0 4.52 4.12 7.40. 7.20 0.0 0.0 5.28
(0) (0) (6) (5) (%) (¢)) €0) (0) (16)
FEMALE  NONWHITE 0.90 1.65 3.90 3,17 4.35 3.90 0.0 1.70| 2.93
(2) (8) (%) (6) %) (6) 0) (2| (32)
RACES COMBINED 0.90 1.65 4,27 3.60 5.87 4,37 0.0 1.70 | 3.71
(2) (8) (10) (1‘1) -(q)_g (7 (03 » (2) (48)
WHITE 0.0 3,67 5.32 5,25 6,646  5.15 6.90 0.0 | 5.56
MALE _ 0) %) (33) (30% (26) (11) (1) (0) (105]
AND NONWHITE 0.90 1.66 3.37 4,17 4,71 3.84 7.50 1.70 | 3.40°
PEMALE (2) (18) (11) €18) {11y (9) (2) (2) (73)
RACES COMBINED 0.90 2,02 . 4.83 4.85 6,07 56,56 7,30 1.70 | 4.68 |
(2) (22) (44) {48) €37) (20) (3) (2) | (178
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COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR NONSMOKERS

Table L-2.

CHICAGO

ALL
AGE | 1-9 10-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ | AGES
WHITE 0.0 2.17 1.77 2.10 2.08 2.33 2.70 0.0 2.02
(0) (46) (82) (43) (41) (24) (1) (0) (237)
MALE NONWHITE 0.0 1.43 2.27 2.18 3.07 2.10 0.0 0.0 2.39
, (0) (3) (15)  (6) (10) (3) (0) (0) (37)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 2.13 1.85 2.11 2.27 2.31 2.70 0.0 2.07
(0) (49) (97) (49) (51) (27) (1) (0) 2.74
WHITE 0.0 1.52 1.87 1.73 2.39 2.08 2.65 0.0 1.95
(0) (29) (30) (12) (28) (18) (&) (0) (121)
FEMALE NONWHITE 0.0 1.60 1.80 3.40 1.90 2.80 0.0 0.0 2.22
(0) (L (2) (1) (1) (L) (0) (0) (6)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 1.52 1.86 1.86 . 2.37 2.12 2.65 0.0 1.96
(0) (30) (32) (13) (29)- (19) (4) (0) (127)
WHITE 0.0 1.92 1.80 2.02 2.20 2.22 2.66 0.0 2.00
MALE (0) (75) (112)  (55) (69) (42) (5 (0) (358)
AND NONWHITE 0.0 1.47 2.21 2.36 2.96 2.27 0.0 0.0 2.37
FEMALE (0) (&) (17) @) (11) (4) (0) (0) (43)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 1.90 1.85 2.06 2.31 2.23 2.66 0.0 2.04
. (0) (79) (129)  (62) (80) (46) (5) (0) (401)
COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR SMOKERS
: ALL
AGE | 1-9 10-19  20-29  30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ | AGES
WHITE 0.0 3.55 5.33 5.79 6.13 6.24 0.0 0.0 5.56
(0) (25) (91) (52) (58) (36) (0) (0) (262)
MALE NONWHITE 0.0 4.43 6.17 6.24 6.15 5.57 2.20 0.0 6.08
(0) (3) (40) (51) (42) (11) (1) (0) (148)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 3.64 5.59 6.01 6.14 6.09 2.20 0.0 5.75
(0) (28) (131)  (103) (100)  (47) (1) (0) (410)
WHITE | 0.0 3.25 4.94 5.00 6.13 5.25 3.10 0.0 | 4.88 |
(0) (13) (25) (11) (14) (8) (L (0) (72)
FEMALE NONWHITE 0.0 6.60 5.90 7.10 11.10 2.80 0.0 0.0 6.78
(0) (1) (2) (5) 1y (D) (0) (0) (10)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 3.49 5.01 5.66 6.46 4.98 3.10 0.0 5.12
($) (14) (27) (16) (15) (9) (1) (8) (82)
WHITE 0.0 3.44 5.25 5.66 6.13 6.06 3.10 0.0 5.41
MAT T (0) (38) (116)  (63) (72) (44) (D) (0) (334)
AND NONWHITE 0.0 4.97 6.16 6.31 6.27 5.34 2.20 0.0 6.13
FEMALE (0) (4) (42) (56) (43) (12) (D (0) (158)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 3.59 5.49 5.96 6.18 5.91 2.65 0.0 5.64
(0) (42) (158)  (119) (115) (56) (2) (0) (492)

L-2.




Table L-3.
DENVER

COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR NONSMOKERS

ALL
ACE | 1-9 10-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ | AGES
WHITE 0.0 1.88 2.22 2.09 2.05 2.23 2.27 0.0 | 2.15
(0)  (11)  (165) (126) (91)  (52)  (3) (0) (446)
MALE NONWHITE 0.0 3.00 2.5 2.29 2.52 2.80 0.0 0.0 | 2.49
(0) (3) (45) (26) (8) (3) (0) 0) | (85
RACES COMBINED | 0.0 2.12 2.29 2.12 2,09 2.27 2.27 0.0 | 2.20
' (0) (14) (210)  (150)  (99) (55) (3) (0) (531)
WHITE 0.0 1.66 1.83 1.80 1.82 1.75 2.00 0.0 1.80
(0)  (18)  (73) (49  (32)  (15) (1) (0) (188)
FEMALE  NONWHITE 0.0 0.0 2.15 1.72 2.23 00 0.0 0.0 | 2.07
(0) (0) (17) (5) (3 (0 (0) (0) (25)
RACES COMBINED | 0.0 1.66 1.89 1.79 1.85 1.75 2.00 0.0 1.83
(0) (18) (90) (54) (35) (16) (1) (0) (213)
WHITE 0.0 1.746 2.10 2.0  1.99 2.13 2.20 0.0 | 2.04
MALE (0)  (29)  (238) (173) (i23) (67) (&) (0) (634)
AND NONWHITE 0.0 3.00 2.66 2206 2.5 2.80 0.0 0.0 | 2.40
FEMALE 0 (3 (62)  (31) (1) () (0) (0) (110)
RACES COMBINED | 0.0 1.86  2.17 2.04 2.03 2.16 2.20 0.0 [ 2.09
(0)  (32)  (300) (204) (134) (70) (&) (0) (744)
COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR SMOKERS
ALL
AGE | 1-9  10-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ | AGES
WHITE 0.0 4.78 5.61  6.30 6.35 6.81 5.66 0.0 | 5.98
s (0) (29) (288)  (164)  (137) (48) (5 (0) (671)
MALE NONWHITE 0.0 4.06 4.74 4.8 5.9 4.06 2.80 0.0 | 4.87
BN € (112)  (56) (27) (8) (1) (0) (211)
RACES COMBINED | 0.0  4.64  5.37 5.93  6.28 6.62 5.18 0.0 5.71
(0)  (36)  (400) (220) (164) (S56)  (6) (0) (882)
WHITE 0.0 4.16 5.03 4.89  6.64 4.06 2.20 0.0 5.23
(0 (7N (59) (35) (28) (5) (1) (0) (135)
FEMALE  NONWHITE 0.0 5.80  3.26 5.03 3.5 ©.0 00 0.0 |3.9%
(0 (3) (17) (6) (2) (0) (0) (0) (28)
RACES COMBINED | 0.0  4.65  4.66 4.91  6.43 4.06 2.20 0.0 | 5.00
(0) (10) (76) (41) (30) (5) (1) (0) (163)
WHITE 0.0 4.66  5.55 6.05 6.40 6.55 5.08 0.0 | 5.85
MALE 0)  (36) (367)  1799)  (I63) (53)  (6) (0) (806)
AND NONWHITE 0.0 4.5 4,55 4.86 5.78 .66 2.80 0.0 | 4.76
PEMALE _ 0)  (10) (129)  (62)  (29) (8) (1) (0) (239)
RACES COMBINED | 0.0  4.64°  5.25 5.77 6.30 6.23 4,76 0.0 | 5.60
(0) (46) (476)  (261) (194} (6U) n (%) (1045)
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COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR NONSMOKERS

Table L-4.

DETROIT

ALL
AGE 1-9 10-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ AGES
WHITE 0 1.26 1.70 1.58 1.68 1.62 1.37 0 1.63
(0) (23) (182) (248)  (286)  (138) (16) (O) (893)
MALE "NONWHITE 0 1.40 1.86 1.93 2.40 0 0 0 1.90
(0) (3) (19) (9 (%) (0) (0) (0) (35)
RACES COMBINED 0 1.28 1.71 1.59 1.69 1.62 1.37 0 1.64
0) (26)  (201) (257)  (290) (138) (16) (0) (928)
WHITE 0 0.94 1.35 1.25 1.25 1.72 1.35 0 1.30
(0) (36) (67) (49) (50) (33) (2) (0) (237)
FEMALE NONWHITE 0 0 1.33 0 1.40 0 0 0 1.34
(0) (0) (6) (V) (1) (0) (0) (0) (7
RACES COMBINED 0 0.94 1.35 1.95  1.25 1.75 1.35 0 1.30
(0) (36) (73) (49) (51) (33) (2) 0) (244)
WHITE 0 1.06 1.60 1.03 1.62 1.64 1.37 0 1.56
VALE 0) (59)  (249) (297)  (336) (171) (18) (O) (1130)
AND NONWHITE 0 1.40 1,73 1.93 2,20 0 0 0 1.81
FEMALR (0) 3) (25) (9) (5) (0) (0) (0) (42)
RACES COMBINED 0 1.08 1.61 1.54 1.60 1.64 1.37 0 1.57
0) (62)  (274) (306)  (341) (171) (18)  (0) (1172)
COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR SMOKERS
ALl
AGE 1-9 10-19  20-29  30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ | AGES
WHITE 0 4,26 5.17 5.91 5.80 5.38 5.82 0 5.61
(0) (12) (188)  (233)  (261)  (94) (6) (0) (794) .
MALE NONWHITE 0 4.00 5.40 6.22 5.81 6.20 3.70 0 5.67
(0) (1) (16) (8) (11) “) (1) (0) (41)
RACES COMBINED 0 4,24 5.19 5.92 5.80 5.41 5.51 0 5.61
<0) (13) (204)  (241)  (272)  (98) (7 0) (835)
WHITE 0 3.27 4.52 5.41 5.49 6.25 0 0 5.05
(0) (12) (41) (33) (28) (16) (0) (0) (130)
FEMALE  NONWHITE 0 0 4.10 3.20 0 0 0 0 3.92
(0) o) )] (1) (0) (0 (0) (0) (5)
RACES COMBINED 0 3.27 4.48 5.34 5.49 6.25 0 0 5.01
(0) (12) (45) (34) (28) (16) (0) (0) (135)
WHITE 0 3.76 5.05 5.85 5.77 5.50 5.82 0 15.53 |
MALE 0) (24) (229)  (266)  (289) (110) (6) (0) (924)
AND NONWHITE 0 4.0 5.14 5.89 5.81 6.20 3.70 0 5.48
FEMALE (0) (1) (20) (9) (11) (4) (L (0) (46)
RACES COMBINED 0 3.77 5.06 5.85 5.77 5.53 5.51 0 5.53
(0) (249)  (275)  (300)  (114) (7) (0) {(970) |

(25)
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COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR NONSMOKERS

Table L-S.

HONOLULU

' ALL
AGE | 1-9 10-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ AGES
" WHITE 0.0 1.25 1.63 1.45 1.49 1.62 1.42 0.0 1.54
(0) (2) (58) (47) (29) (22) (5) 0) (163)
MALE NONWHITE 0.0 1.90 1.51 1.45 1.72  1.44 1.51 0.0 1.55
(0) 2) (64) (101) (90) .(32) 7 (0) (296)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 1.57 1.57 1.45 1.66 1.51 1.47 0.0 1.55
0) (&) (122)  (148) (119) (54) (12) 0) (459)
WHITE 0.0 0.0 1.26 1.23 1.27 1.90 0.90 0.0 1.29
(0) 0 (8) (7) (8) (2) (1) (0) (26) |
FEMALE  NONWHITE 0.0 0.0 1.43 2.38 1.646 1.44 0.0 0.0 1.76
(0) 0) - (3) (5) (5 (5) (0) (0) (18) |
RACES COMBINED 0.0 0.0 1.31 1.71 1.42 1.57 0.90 0.0 1.48
(0) 0) (11) (12) (13) «(7) 1) (0) (44)
WHITE 0.0 1.25 1.59  1.42 1.45 1.64 1.33 0.0 1.51
MALE 0 (@ (66)  (54) (37)  (24)  (6) (0) (189):
AND NONWHITE 0.0 1.90 1.51 1.50 1.71 1.4 1.51 0.0 1.56
FEMALE (0) (2) (67) (106) (95) (37) (7) 0) (314)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 1.57 1.55 1.47 1.64 1.52 1.43 0.0 1.54
0 (&) (133)  (160) (132) (61) (13) 0) (503)
COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR SMOKERS
' ALL
AGE | 1-9  10-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ ACES
WHITE 0.0 2.70 5.19 5.12  4.95 5.06 5.69 0.0 5.11
® (2) 97 (49) (43) (31) 7 0) (229)
MALE NONWHITE 0.0 3.00 4.52 4.99 5.16 &.46 1.00 0.0 4.80
0) (3) (124) - (116) (87) (27) (1) (0) (358)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 2.88 4.82 5.03 5.09 4,78 5.10 0.0 4.92
0) (5) (221)  (165) (130) (58) &) (0) (587)
WHITE 0.0 0.0  4.02 7.44 4.93 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.44
(0) (0) (6) (5 (3) (0) (0) ) (14)
FEMALE  NONWHITE 0.0 0.0 4,21 4.60 7.30 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.05
(0) (0) (8) (5) 4) () (0) (0) 17
RACES COMBINED 0.0 0.0 4.13 6.02 6.29 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.23
(0) 0) (14) (10) 7N 0) 0) (0) (31)
WHITE 0.0 2,70 5,12 5.34 4,95 5,006 5.69 0.0 5.1
MALE 0 (@ (103)  (54) (46) (31) (D) (0) (243)
AND NONWHITE 0.0 3.00  4.51 4.98 5.25  4.46 1.00 0.0 4.81
FEMALE | (0) (3) (132) (121) (91) (27D (1) 0) (375)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 2.88 4,77 5.09 S.15 4.78 5,10 0.0 4.94
0) (5) (235) (175) (8) (0) (618)
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Table L-6.
HOUSTON

COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR NONSMOKERS

ALL
AGE | 1-9  10-19 20-29 30-39 40-49  50-59 60-69 70+ | AGES
WHITE 0.0 0.98 1,22 1,55 2.03 1.37 1.00 0.0 1.50
(0) (6) (59) (34) (39) (19) (2) (0) (159)
MALE NONWHITE 0.0 - 2,10 1.36 1.30 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.39
- (0) (1) (18) (2) 0) (0) (0) )] (21)
RACES COMBINED | 0.0 1.14 1.25 1.53 2.03 1.37 1.00 0.0 1.48
(0) (7) (77 (36) (39) (19) (2) (V) (180)
WHITE 0.0 0.65 2.09 1.31 1.38 1.11 0.0 0.0 1.51
‘ 0) 4) (18) (14) (13) (7) (0) (0) (56)
FEMALE  NONWHITE 0.0 0.0 1.17 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.17
(0) (0) (4 _ (0 (0)_ ' (0) (0) 0 | ()
RACES COMBINED | g o 0.65 1.93 1,31 1.38 1.11 0.0 0.0 1.48
(0) (4) 22y (&) (13) (7) (Q) (0) (£0)
WHITE 0.0 0.85 1.43 1.48 1.87 1.30 1.00 0.0 1.50
MALE (0) (10) (77) (48) © (52) (26) (2) (0) (215)
AND NONWHITE 0.0 2.10  1.33 1.30 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.36
FEMALE (0) (1) (22) (2) (0) (0) (0) (0 (25)
RACES COMBINED | 0.0 0.96 1.40 1,47 1.87 1.30 1.00 0.0 1.48
(0) (11) (99) (50) (52) (26) (2) (0) (240)
COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR SMOKERS
' - ALL
AGE | 1-9  10-19 20-29 30-39  40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ | aCks
WHITE 0.0 6.90 3.20 4.40 5,55 5.30 0.0 0.0 4.42
1 0) (L (6) (2) (2) (3) (0) (0) (14)
MALE NONWHITE | 0.0 3.30 2.32  5.90 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.97
(0) (1) (5) (L 0) (0) (0) (0) (7)
RACES COMBINED | 0.0 5.10 2.80 4,90 5.55 5.30 0.0 0.0 3.94
(0) (2) (11) (3) (2) (3) (0) (0) (21)
WHLTE | 0.0 0.0  2.20 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 2.20
o) €3] L €] ) (0) € (0) (L)
FEMALE  NONWHITE 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0 (0) (Q) (0) (0) (0) (0
RACES COMBINED | 0.0 0.0 2.20 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.20
) {0) L (0 ) 0) (G) (0) (L)
WHITE 0.0 6.90 3.06 4.40 5,55 5,30 0.0 0.0 4.27
MATT (0) ¢9) (7N (2) (2) (3) (0) 0) (153
AND NONWHITE 0.0 3.30 2.32  5.90 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.97
FEMALE (0) (1) (5) (1) (0 (0) (0) (0) (7
RACES COMBINED | 0.0 5.10 2,75 4.90 5.55 5.30 0.0 0.0 3.86
(0) (2) (12) (3) (2) - (3) () (0) (22)
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Table L-7.

LOS ANGELES

COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR NONSMOKERS

ALL
AGE 1-9 10-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ AGES
WHITE 0.0 2.26 2.01 2.03 1.96 1.96 1.97 0.0 2.00
, (0) (62) (476)  (482)  (474)  (398)  (56) (0) (1948
MALE NONWHITE 0.0 2.22 2,29 2,04 1.99 1.79 1.60 0.0 2.09
(0) (8) (90) (91) (62) (23) (L 0) (275)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 2.23 2.05 2.03 1.97 1.96 1.96 0.0 2.01
0) (70) (566)  (573)  (536) (421)  (57) (0) (2223
WHITE 0.0 1.81 1.92 1.97 1.91 2.06 2.37 0.0 1.94
0) (63) (203) (106)  (126)  (96) (6) 0) (600)
FEMALE NONWHITE 0.0 1.82 1.95 2.01 1.77 2.29 0.0 0.0 1.96
- (0) (13) (26) (13) (%) (7 (0) (0) (63)
RACES COMBINED | 0.0 1.81 1.93 1.97 1.91 2.07 2.37 0.0 1.94
(0) (76) (229)  (119)  (130)  (103)  (6) (0) (663)
WHITE 0.0 2.02 1.98 2.02 1.95 1.98 2.01 0.0 1.99
MALE (0) (125)  (679) (588) (600) (494)  (62) (0) (2548)
AND NONWHITE 0.0 1.97 2.22 2.03 1.98 1.91 1.60 0.0 2.07
FEMALE () (21) (116)  (104)  (66) (39) (1) 0) (338)
RACES COMBINED | 0.0 2.02 2.02 2.02 1.95 1.98 2.00 0.0 2.00
0) (146)  (795)  (692) (666)  (524)  (63) 0) (2886
COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR SMOKERS
' ALL
AGE 1-9 10-19 20-29 30-32 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ AGES
WHITE 0.0 4.56 5.45 6.21 6.26 5.97 5.27 0.0 5.90
- 0) (44) (388) (332) (357) (237) (18) (0) (1376]
MALE NONWHITE 0.0 3.85 4.62 5.21 5.39 6.05 2.60 0.0 5.00
(0) (10) (95) (77) (46) (16) (1) (0) (245)
: RACES COMBINED | 0.0 4.43 5.29 6.02 6.16 5.97 5.12 0.0 5.77
. (0) (54) (483)  (409)  (403)  (253)  (19) 0) (1621
WHITE 0.0 5.66 5.55 6.35 6.462 5.96 6.53 0.0 6.02
0) 9 (124) (82) (88) (48) (6) (0) (357)
FEMALE NONWHITE 0.0 5.15 4.63 4.80 7.37 5.25 0.0 0.0 5.37
) (0) (2) (18) N (9) (2) (0) (0) (38)
RACES COMBINED | 0.0 5.56 5.44 6.23 6.51 5.93 6.53 0.0 5.96
(0) (11) (142)  (89) 37) (50) (6) (0) (395)
WHITE 0.0 4.75 5.48 6.24 6.29 5.97 5,59 0.0 5.93
MALE (1)) (53) (512) (614)  (245) 1285)  (24) (0) (1733
AND NONWHITE 0.0 4.07 4.62 5.17 5.71 5,96 2.40 0.0 5.05 °
FEMALE (0) (12) (113)  (84) {55) (e (1) (0) (283)
RACES COMBINED | 0.0  4.62  5.32  6.06 6.23 5.97 5.6 0.0 5.81
(0) (65) (5C0) (25) (0) (2016

(625)  (498)
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Table L-8.
MIAMI

COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR NONSMOKERS

ALL
AGE | 1-9 10-19  20-29  30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ | AGES
WHITE 0.0 1.69 1.36 1.59 1.23  1.44 1.31 0.0 1.40
(0 (%) (80) (57) (60) (39) (8) (0) (253)
MALE ~ NONWHITE 0.0 2.30 1.80 1.14 1.90 1.30 0.0 0.0 1.66
(0) (D (42) (14) (8) (3) (0) 0 (68)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 1.75 1.51 1.50 1.31  1.43 1.31 0.0 1.46
(0) (10) (122)  (71) (68)  (42) (8) (0) (321)
WHITE 0.0 0.0 1.03 1.18 1.13  0.85 1.50 0.0 1.04
) (0) (20) (6) (24) (17) (1) (0) (68)
FEMALE NONWHITE 0.0 0.0 2.22 1.80 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.08
(0) (0) (6) (3) (0) (0) (0) (0) (9
RACES COMBINED 0.0 0.0 1.30 1.39 1.13  0.85 1.50 0.0 1.16
(0) (0) (26) (9) (24) (17) (D (0) (77)
WHITE 0.0 1.69 1.29 1.55 1.20 1.26 1.33 0.0 1.33
MALE , (0) (9) (100) (63) (84) (56) &) (0) (321)
AND NONWHITE 0.0 2.30 1.86 1.26 1.90 1.30 0.0 0.0 1
. ) ] . . . . .71
FEMALE 5 (0) (1) (48) (17) (8) (3) (0) 0) (77)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 1.75 1.48 1.49 1.26  1.26 1.33 0.0 1.40
(0) (10) (148) (80) (92) (59) 9 (0) (398)
COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR SMOKERS
' f . ALL
AGE _ | 1-9 10-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ | AGES
WHITE 0.0 4,08 4.41 5.44 5.69 4.73 5.52 0.0 4.93
(0) (20) (215) (110) (109) (54) (6) (0) (514)
MALE NONWHITE .|l 0.0 3.27 5.00 5.5 5.49 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.17 ;
(0) (6 (131) (68) (29) (0 (0) (0) (234)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 3.90 4.63 5.47 5.65 4.73 5.52 0.0 5.01
(0) (26) (346)  (178) (138) (54) (6) (0) (748)
WHITE | 0.0 2.64 4.13 5. G0 5.52  5.46 0.0 0.0 | 4.76
(0 (8) (23) (14) (18) (13) (G) (0) (76)
FEMALE NONWHITE 0.0 3.20 2.90 4.50 0.0 7.40 0.0 0.0 3.77
(0) (D (6) (3 (0) (L (0 (0) (11)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 2.70 3.87 5.24 5.52  5.60 0.0 0.0 | 4.64
| ) (9 (29)  (17) (18)  (14)  (0) (0) (87)
WHITE 0.0 3.67 4,38 5.43 5.67 4.87 5.52 0.0 4.91
MALE (0) (28) (238)  (124) (127) (67) (6) (0) (590)
AND NONWHITE 0.0 3.26  4.91  5.49 5.49 7.40 0.0 0.0 5.11 !
FEMALE ‘ (0) (7) (137)  (71) (29) (1) (0) (0) (245)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 3.59 4.57 5.45 5.63 4,91 5.52 0.0 4.97
(0) (35)  (375) (195)  (156) (68)  (6) = (0) (835)
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COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR NONSMOKERS

Table L-9.

MILWAUKEE

ALL
AGE 1-9  10-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ AGES
WHITE 1.12 1.24 1.3 1.57 1.39 1.56 1.71  1.50 | 1.45
(55)  ‘64) (147)  (161)  (162)  (83) (74) (68) (814)
MALE NONWHITE 1.23 1.22 1.64 1.17 1.21 1.70  1.45  1.82 1.40
(16)  (26) (18) (22) 19) (21) (32) (9) (163)
RACES COMBINED | 1.15 1.24  1.39 1.52 1.52  1.59 1.64 1.56 | l.44
((71) (90) (165)  (183)  (181) (i64)  (1066) (77) (977)
WHITE 1.21 1.29 1.15 1.05 1.26 1.39 1.26 1.35 | 1.25
(48)  (89) (179)  (116)  (147)  (138)  (176)  (159) |(1052)
FEMALE  NONWHITE 1.28 1.44 1.28 1.31 1.27 1.20 1.37 1.16 1.30
- (13)  (89) (119)  (81) (96) (125)  (123) (45) . | (691)
RACES COMBINED | 1.23 1.35 1.20 1.16 1.26 1.36 1.31  1.31 1.27
(61) . (178)  (298)  (197)  (243)  (263) (299) (20&) |(1743)
WHITE 1.16 1.25 1.25 1.35 1.33 1.45 1.40 1.40 | 1.33
MALE (103) (153) (326) (277) (309) (221) (250) (227) |(1866)
AND NONWHITE 1.26 1.39 1.33 1.28 1.26  1.27 .39  1.27 1.32
FEMALE (29)  (115)  (137) (103) (115) . (146)  (155)  (54) (854)
RACES COMBINED | 1.18 1.31  1.27 1.33 1.31 ~ 1.38 1.39  1.37 1.33
(132) (268)  (463)  (380)  (424)  (367) (405)  (281) |[(2720)
COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR SMOKERS
ALL
AGE 1-9 . 10-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ | ACES
WHITE 0.0 4.3% &4.47 5.26 S5.42  4.48  3.34  2.39 | 4.61
(0) (39) (148)  (168) (170) (102)  (85) (41) (753)
MALE NONWHITE 0.0 3.05 4.95 5.30 4,12 4.25 3.38 2.74 4.08
(0) (12) (26) (24) (39) (&4) (46) (13) (204)
RACES COMBINED | 0.0  4.03 4.5 5.26 5.18  4.41 3.35 2,48 4.50
(0) (51) (176)  (192)  (209) (146)  (131)  (54) (957)
WHITE 0.0 2.97 = 3.91  &.64  5.12  &4.75  3.89  3.10 | &.34
(0) (40) (149)  (90) (117) (99 (58) (12) (565)
FEMALE  NONWHITE 0.0 2.76. 3.53 3.57 4.25 3.43 3.78 3.04 | 3.56
(0) (47) (68) (65) (63) (67) (18) (7 (315)
RACES COMBINED | 0.0 2.86  3.79  4.19 4.82  4.33  3.87 3.08 | 4.06
(0) (87) (217)  (155) (180)  (146)  (76) (19) (880)
WHITE 0.0  3.65 4.19  5.04  5.90  =.6. 3.5  2.55 | 4.50
MALE 0) (79) (297) (258) (287y  (zCi)  (1%3)  (53) |(1318)
AND NONWHITE 0.0 2.82 3.93 4.04 4.20 3.83  %.50 2.8 |3.76
FEMALE (0) (59) (94) (89) (102) (919 (64) (20) (519)
RACES COMBINED | 0.0  3.29  4.12  &4.79  5.01  &.57  5.0.  2.63 |4.29
(0) (138)  (391)  (347) (38%) ra¥z) (20Y3 (73) | (1837)
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Table L-10.
NEW ORLEANS

COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR NONSMOKERS

ALL
AGE | 1-9 10-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ | AGES
WHITE 0.0 1.16 1.88 1.72 1.5 2.10 0.0 0.0 1.73
(0) (5) (22) (8) (10) (4) (0) (0) (49)
MALE NONWHITE 0.0 1.76 1.98 2.06 1.84 2.63 1.50 0.0 1.95
- (0) (19) (39) (16) (8) (3) ¢D) (0) (86)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 1.64 1.94 1.95 1.67 2.33 1.50 0.0 1.87
(0) 24) (61) (24) (18) (7 (L) (0) (135)
WHITE 0.0 2.20 1.70 1.60 0.0 1.67 2.20 0.0 1.77
) (2) ) (4) 0 (3 (L) (0) (14)
FEMALE NONWHITE 0.0 1.10 1.60 1.85 1.73  0.90 0.0 0.0 1.52
(0) 2 (2) (2) (3) (D €0)) (0) - (10
RACES COMBINED 0.0 1.65 1.67 1.68 1.73 1.47 2.20 0.0 1.67
0) 4) (6) (6) (3) (4) (1 (0 (24)
' WHITE 0.0 1.46 1.85 1.68 1.54 1.91 2.20 0.0 1.74
MALE - , 0 (N (26)  (12) (10) (M (D (0) (63)
AND NONWHITE 0.0 1.70 1.96 2.03 1.81 2.20 1.50 0.0 1.90
FEMATE ‘ (0) (21) (41) (18) (11) (&) (1) (0) (96)
RACES COMBINED | 0.0  1.64  1.92  1.89 1.68 2.02 1.85 0.0 1.84
(0 (28) 67) (30) (2n) (11) (2) 0) (159)
COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR SMOKERS
. ALL
AGE : | 1-9 10-19 20-29  30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ | AGES
WHITE 0.0 4.85 5.38 6.58 6.01 4.53 4.20 0.0 5.76
L . (0) (13) (43) (38) (10) (3 (1) (0) (108)
MALE NONWHITE . 0.0 4.47 5.46 6.33 4,97 4.74 0.0 0.0 S.44
(0)  (28)  (129)  (49) (26) (11)  (0) (0) (241)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 4.60 5.44 6.44 5.26 4.69 4.20 0.0 5. 54
(0)  (39)  (172) (87) (36)  (14) (1) (0) (349)
WHITE 0.0 0.0 3.00 6.12 2.90 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.55
0) 0 (4) (5 (L (0) 0) (0) (10) .
t
FEMALE NONWHLTE 0.0 0.0 5.39 4.52 3.47  4.40 0.0 0.0 4.70
(0) o (4) (4) (2) (0) - (0) (19)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 0.0 4.65 5.41 3.36 4.40 0.0 0.0 4.65
(0) (0) (13) (9) (5). (2) (0) (0) (29)
WHITE | 0.0 4.85 5.18 6.52 5.73  4.53 4.20 0.0 | 5.66
MALE (6) (13) (47 (43) (il (3) (1) 6y | (1i18)
AND NONWHITE 0.0 4,47 5.45 6.20 4.77 4.68 0.0 0.0 5.39
FEMALE | 0) (26)  (138)  (53) (30)  (13) (0) (0) (260)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 4.60 5.38 6.34 5.03  4.66 4,20 0.0 5.47
: (0) (39) (185)  (96)  (41) (16) (1) (0) (378)
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Table L-11.
NEW YORK CITY

COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR NONSMOKERS

ALL
AGE | 1-9  10-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ | AGES
WHITE 0.0 1.11 1.45 1.47 1.58 1.55 1.76 0.0 1.49
’ (0) (80) (400) (353) (347) (235) (42) (0) (1457
MALE NONWHITE 0.0 0.97 1.48  1.56 1.72 1.64 1.06 0.0 1.52
0) (6) (25) 27) (16) ¢)) (2) (0) (85)
RACES COMBINED | 0.0 1.10  1.45  1.48 1.59 1.55  1.72 0.0 1.49 .
(0)  (86)  (425) (380)  (363) (24&) (44)  (0) (1542
WHITE 0.0 1.21  1.28  1.25 1.22 1.28  1.64 0.0 1.26
(0)  (60)  (204) (114)  (171) (103) (i3)  (0) (665)
FEMALE  NONWHITE 0.0 1.07 1.39  1.08 1.39  1.40 0.0 0.0 1.31
(0) (11) (29) (10) (27) (7) (0) (0) (84)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 1.19 1.29 1.24 1.25 1.29 i.64 0,0 1.27
(0)  (71)  (233) -(124)  (198) (110) (13)  (0) (749)
WHITE 0.0 1.16  1.39  1.42 1.46 1.47  1.73 0.0 1.42
VALE (0)  (140)  (604)  (467)  (518) (338) (55)  (0) (2122
AND NONWHITE 0.0 1.04 1.43  1.43 1.51 1.5 .00 0.0 1.42
FEMALE (0) (17) (54) {(37) (%43) (i6) {2) (0) (169)
RACES COMBINED | 0.0  1.14  1.39  1.42 1.47  1.47  1.70 0.0 1.42
) (157) (658) (504) (561) (354) (57) (0) (2291:
COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR SMOKERS
. ALL
AGE | 1-9  10-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 7O+ | AGES
WHITE 0.0 3.38  4.49  4.95 5.14 4.75  4.86 0.0 4.76
(0) (70)  (415) (361)  (366) (182) (24)  (O) (1418
MALE NONWHITE 0.0 3.14 4.15 5.22 4,92  4.94 12.00 0.0 4,57
(0) (9N (80) (36) (30) (13) 1) (0) (160)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 3.35 4,43 4,98 5.13 &,77 5,13 0.0 &, 74
(0)  (79)  (495) (397)  (396) (i®5) (23}  (0) (1587
WHITE 0.0  3.46  4.30  4.75  4.45 4.40  5.19 0.0 4.37
C(0)  (47)  (193)  (92) (125) (82)  (8) (0) (547)
FEMALE NONWHITE 0.0 3.13 4.27 4,59 3.92 4,27 0.0 0.0 4.17
. 0 (10) (29) (23) (12) (7 (V) (0) (81)
RACES COMBINED | 0.0  3.40  4.30  4.72  4.40 4.39  5.13 0.0 4.3
0) (57) (222) (115) (137) (89) (8) (0) (628)
WHITE 0.0 3.41 4.43 4,91 4.97 4.64 4,83 0.0 4.65
MALE (0) (117) (608) (&653) (4°7) (2643 L) o) (1965
AND NONWHITE 0.0 3.14 4.18 428 b Bt & 70 A 0.0 4.44
FEMALE (0)  (19)  (109) (59) (623 (20) ) (0) (250)
RACES COMBINED | 0.0  3.37  4.39  4.92 4.6  £,65  5.i4 0.0 4.63
(0)  (136) (717) (512)  (533) (236% 329  (0) (2215
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COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE

Table L-12.

PHOENIX

FOR NONSMOKERS

ALL
AGE | 1-9  10-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ | AGES
WHITE 0.0 1.37 1.78 0.89 1.50 1.22 1.00 0.0 1.48
(0) (4) (27) (8) (25) (12) (1) (0) (77)
MALE NONWHITE 0.0 1.53 1.76 1.45 1.00 1.90 0.0 0.0 1.59
' (0) (3) (12) (10) (3) (4) (0) (0) (32)
RACES COMBINED | 0.0 1.4 1.77 1.20 1.45 1.39 1.00 0.0 | 1.51
(0) (71 (39) (18) (28) (16) ¢)) (0) (109)
WHITE 0.0 2.10 1.16  1.i18  1.40 1.37 0.0 0.0 1.26
0 (1D (14) (9) (6) (3) (0) (0) (33)
FEMALE  NONWHITE 0.0 0.0  0.40 1.20 1.05 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.98
(0) (0) (L (2) (2) (0) (0) (0) (5)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 2.10 1.11 1.18 1.31 1.37 0.0 0.0 1.22
(0) ¢ (15) (11) (8) (3) (0) (0) (38)
WHITE 0.0 1.52 1.57 1.04 1.48 1.25 1.00 0.0 1.41
MALE (0) (5) (41) (17) (31) (15) (1) (0) (110)
AND NONWHITE 0.0 1.53 1.65 1.41 1.02 1.90 0.0 0.0 1
: . . . .51
FEMALE 0y (3 13 (12) (5 %) (0) (0) (37)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 1.52 1.59 1.19 1.42 1.38 1.00 0.0 1.43
(0) (8) (54) (29) (36) (19) (1) (0) (147)
e J
COHb: AGE, SE)X, AND RACE FOR SMOKERS
ALL
AGE l 1-9 10-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ AGES
WHITE 0.0 3.63 4.08 5.04 4,52 4.83 4.60 0.0 4.60
-(0) (3) (30) (40) (30) (15) (L (0) (119)
MALE NONWHITE 0.0 2.30 . 2.99 5.00 3.43 4.10 0.0 0.0 3.54
(0) (6) (12) (9) (3) (2) (0) (0) (32)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 2.74 3.77 5.04 4.42 4.74 4.60 0.0 4.38
(0) 9 (42) (49) (33) (17) (L (0) (151)
WHITE 0.0 0.0 3.26 3.59 4,12 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.51
(0) (0) (12) (8) (4) (0) (0) (0) (24)
FEMALE NONWHITE 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.70 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.70
(0) (0) (0) (1) (0) (0) 0 (0) (H
RACES COMBINED 0.0 0.0 3.26 3.49 4.12 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.48
(0) (0) (12) (9) 4) (0) (0) (0) (25)
WHITE 0.0 3.63 3.85 4.80 4.47 4.83 4.60 0.0 4.42
MALE (0) (3) (42) (48) (34) (15) (L) (0) (143)
AND NONWHITE 0.0 2.30 2.99 4.77 3.43 4.10 0.0 0.0 3.51
FEMALE (0) (6) (12) (10) (3) (2) 1€)) (0) (33)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 2.74 3.66 4.80 4.39 4.74 4.60 0.0 4.25
(0) (9 (54) (58) (37) (17) @Y (0) (176)
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Table L-13.
ST. LOUIS

COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR NONSMOKERS

ALL
AGE | 1-9  10-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ | ACES
WHITE ' 0 1.51 1.60 1.48  1.50 1.49 1.54 0 1.52
(0) (11) (109)  (134) (137) 1) (7)) 0) (439)
MALE NONWHITE 0 0 0.70 1.30  1.77 0.80 0 0 1.28
: (0) (0) 1) (5) (3) (2) (0) (0) (11)
RACES COMBINED 0 1.51  1.59  1.47  1.51 1.46 1.54 0 1.51
0) (11) (110)  (139)  (140) (43) (7 (0) (450)
WHITE 0 1.46  1.33  1.31  1.49 1.33 1.61 0 | 1.39
(0) (10) (63) (36) (58) (40) (11) (0) (218)
FEMALE  NONWHITE 0 0 0.95 0 1.80 0 0 0 1.23
: (0) (0) (2) 0) (1) 0 ) (0) (3)
RACES COMBINED 0 1.46  1.32  1.31 1.49 1.33  1.61 0 1.39
(0) (10) (65) (36) (59 (40) (11) 0) (221)
« - WHITE 0 1.49 1.50 1.44  1.50 1.41 1.58 0 1.48
MALE 0) (21) (172)  (170)  (195) (81)  (18) ') (657)
AND NONWHITE 0 0 0.87 1.30 1.77 0.80 0 0 1.27
FEMALE 0) (D) 3 (5) (%) (2) (G) (0 (14)
RACES COMBINED 0 1.49  1.49  1.44  1.50 1.40 1.58 0 1.47
(0) (21) (175)  (175)  (199) (83) (18) (0) (671)
COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR SMOKERS
_ALL
AGE | 1-9  10-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ | AGES
WHITE 0 4,12  4.49 5,10 5.43  5.07 4,92 0 4.98
- (0) (6) (103) (108) (89) (40) (5 (0) (351)
MALE NONWHITE 0 0 4.30 5.68  6.85  2.40 0 0 5.08
(0) 1¢4)) (5) (5) (2) ¢Y) (0) (0) (13)
RACES COMBINED 0 4,12 4.48 5.13  5.46  5.01 4,92 0 4.99
(0) (6) (108) (113) (91} (&41) (83 (0) (364)
WHITE 0 4.23 4.11  5.02 5.8  5.09 3.05 0 | 4.8
(0) 3 _(31) (21) (19 (18) (2) (0) (94)
FEMALE  NONWHITE 0 0 5.90 3.70 5.80 0 0 0 5.13
(0) (0) (L (1 (1) (0) (0) (0) 3
RACES COMBINED 0 4,23  4.17 4.96  5.89  5.09 3.05 0 4.85
(0 (3) (32) (22) (20) (18) (2) (1)) 97
WHITE 0 4,16  4.40 5.09 5.08 5,08 PO 0 4,95
MALE (0) 9) (134)  (129) (108)  (58) 27y (9) (445)
AND NONWHITE 0 0 4.57 5.35 6.50 2,40 0 0 5.09
FEMALE (0) (0) (6) (6) (3) (1) 48] {9) (16)
RACES COMBINED 0 4,16 4.41 5,10 5.5  5.03 5.3% 0 4,96
(0) 9) (140)  (135) (1131} {59) ) 0) (461)
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Table L-14.
SALT LAKE CITY

COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR NONSMOKERS

ALL
AGE | 1-9  10-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59  60-69 70+ | AcEs
WHITE 0.0 1.90 1.52  1.44  1.34  1.42  1.13 _ 0.0 1.46
(0) (23) (97) (95) (75) (49) (11) (0) (350)
MALE ~ NONWHITE 0.0 0.0 1.48 1.28 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.38
‘ _ () (0) (5) (5) (0) (0) (0) (0) (10)
RACES COMBINED | 0.0  1.90  1.52  1.43  1.34 1.42  1.13 0.0 1.46
(0) (23) (L02)  (100)  (75)  (49) (11) (0) (360)
WHITE 0.0 1.3t 1.22 1.20 1.01 1.36 1.50 0.0 1.21
(0) (34) (42) (36) (38) (24) (3) (0) (177)
FEMALE  NONWHITE 0.0 1.20 1.67 1.90 0.70 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.43
(0) (2) (3) (1) (1) (0) (0) (0) (7)
RACES COMBINED [ 0.0  1.30  1.25 1,22 1.00 1.36 1.50 0.0 1.22
(0) (36) (45) (37) (39) (24) (3) (0) (184)
| WHITE 0.0 1.5 1.43  1.38 1.23  1.40 1.21 _ 0.0 1.37
MALE (0 57 (139) (131)  (113) (73) (14) (0) (527)
AND NONWHITE 0.0 1.20 1.55 1.38 0.70 0.0 0.0
. . . . . . . 0.0 1.40
FEMALE (0) (2) (8) (6) (1) (0) (0) (0) (17)
RACES COMBINED [ 0.0  1.53  1.43  1.38 1.22  1.40 1.21 0.0 1.38
(0) (59) (147)  (137)  (11&)  (73) (14) (0) (546),
COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR SMOKERS
’ ALL
AGE | 1-9  10-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ | AGES
WHITE 0.0 4.02 4.87 4.96 5.52  6.14 7.30 0.0 5.22
1 O (5) (44) (25) (32) (17) H (0) (124)
MALE NONWHITE 0.0  3.65 2.90 5.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.15
{3 (23 (&) (55 & €4 < (e (i
RACES COMBINED | 0.0  3.91  4.71  5.02  5.52  6.14  7.30 0.0 5.13
(0) ) (48) (30) (32) (17) (L) (0) (135)
WHITE 0.0 3.56  5.01  6.52  6.22  5.53 0.0 0.0 5.59
(0) (5) (10) (14) (5) (7 (0) (0) (41)
FEMALE  NONWHITE 0.0 0.0 4.90 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.90
- : (0) (0) (1) (0) ) (0) (0) - (0) (L)
RACES COMRTNFD | 0 n 3.5  5.00  A.52  A.22  §.53 0.0 0.0 5.57
ECOENE) an 1L (5 (7) (0) 0 | (42)
WHITE 0.0 3.79 4.90 5.52  5.62° 5.96  7.30 0.0 5.31
MALE (0) (100 (54) (39 (37) (28 (L (0 (165)
AND NONWHITE 0.0 3.65 3.30 5.3% 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.21
FEMALE (0) (2) (5) (5) (0) (0) (0) - (0) (12)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 3.77 4.76 5.50 5.62 5.96  7.30 0.0 5.23
(0) (12) (59) (44) (37) (24) (1) (0) (177)
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COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR NONSMOKERS

Table L-15.

SAN FRANCISCO

ALL
AGE | 1-9 10-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ AGES
WHITE 0.0 1.62 1.71 1.84 1.85 1.77 1.65 1.80 1.78
(0) (14) (122  (97) (96) (66) (15) (1) (411)
MALE NONWHITE 0.0 1.55 1.64 1.83 1.93 1.53 0.0 0.0 1.73
(0) (2) (11) (7 (6) (3) (0) (0) (29)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 1.61 1.71 1.84 1.85 1.76 1.65 1.80 1.77
0) (16) (133) (104) (102) (69) (15) (L) (440)
WHITE 0.0 1.62 1.59 1.39 1.55 1.51 1.89 0.0 1.55
(0) (12) (95) (35) (20) (33) (7 (0) (202)
FEMALE = NONWHITE 0.0 1.20 1.67 1.75 1.45 0.70 0.0 0.0 1.49
| (0 (2) (10) (2) (2) (2) (0) (0) (18)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 1.56 1.60 1.41 1.54 1.47 1.89 0.0 1.55
(0) (14) (105) (37 (22) (35) (7 (0) (220)
WHITE 0.0 1.62 1.66 1.72 1.80 1.68 1.73 1.80 1.70
MALE (0) (26) (217)  (132) (116)  (99) (22) () (613)
AND NONWHITE 0.0 1.37 1.65 1.81 1.81 1.20 0.0 0.0 1.64
FEMALE (0) %) (21) (9) (8) (5) (0) (0) (47)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 1.59 1.66 1.73 1.80 1.66 1.73 1.80 1.70
(0) (30) (238)  (141) (124) (104)  (22) (1) (660)
COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR SMOKERS
ALL
AGE | 1-9 10-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ AGES !
WHITE 0.0 4.33 4,96 5.42 5.99 4.71 4.34 0.0 5.25
(0) (17) (103) (80) (81) (39) (7 (0) (327);
MALE NONWHITE 0.0 0.0 4.56 5.11 4.98 4.30 2.60 0.0 4.81
(0) (0) (10) (10) (13) (¢H) (1) (0) (35)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 4.33 4.92 5.39 5.85 4.69 4.12 0.0 5.21
0) (17) (113)  (90) (94) (40) (8) (0) (362)
WHITE 0.0 3.7 4.8 5.00 5.87 6.32 5.60 0.0 5.13
(0) (13) (65) (31) (23) (20) (2) (0) (154)
FEMALE NONWHITE 0.0 3.20 3.30 3.87 6.60 4,10 0.0 0.0 3.77
(0) (L (12) (3) (2) (1) (0) (0) (19)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 3.70 4.58 4.91 5.93 6.22 5.60 0.0 4.98
(0) (14) an (34) (25) (21) (2) (0) (173)
WHITE 0.0 4.07 4.91 5.31 5.97 5.25  4.62 0.0 5.21
MALE 0) (30) (168)  (111)  (104)  (59) 9y (0) (481)
AND NONWHITE 0.0 3.20 3.87 4.82 5.20  4.20 2.60 0.0 4.45
FEMALE (0) (L (22) (13) (15) (2) (L) (0) (54)
RACES COMBINED 0.0 4.05  4.79 5.26 5.87 5.22 &, b2 0.0 5.14
(0) (31) (190)  (124) (119)  (61) (L0 (0) (535)
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COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR NONSMOKERS

Table L-16.

SEATTLE

ALL

AGE [ 1-9 10-19  20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ | AGES

WHITE 0 1.41 1.75 1.82 1.75 1.65 1.70 0 1.75

(0) (10) (82) (104)  (86) (50) (13)  (0) (345)

MALE . NONWHITE 0 1.60 1.12 1.70 1.10 2.10 0 0 1.54
(0) (2) (&) (2) (1) (3) (0) (0) (12)

RACES COMBINED 0 1.44 1.73 1.82 1.74 1.68 1.70 0 1.74

(0) (12) (86) (106)  (87) (53) (13)  (0) (357)

WHITE 0 1.40 1.60 1.53 1.57 1.41 1.98 0 1.55

(0) (7 (92) (32) (49) (38) (5) (0) (223)

FEMALE  NONWHITE 0 0 1.50 1.40 1.60 0 0 G 1.54

(0) (0) @9 (1) 3 0 (0) 0) (5)

RACES COMBINED 0 1.40 1.60 1.53 1.57 1.41 1.98 0 1.55

(0) (7 (93) (33) (52) (38) (5) (0) (228)

, WHITE 0 1.41 1.67 1.75 1.68 1.55 1.78 0 1.67
MALE (0) (17) (174) (136)  (135)  (88) (18)  (0) (568)
AN NONWHITE 0 1.60 1.20 1.60 1.47 2.10 0 0 1.54
FEMALE (0) (2) (5) (3) (4) (3) (0) (0) (17
RACES COMBINED 0 1.43 1.66 1.75 1.67 1.57 1.78 0 1.67

(0) (19) (179) (139)  (139)  (91) (18)  (0) (585)

COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR SMOKERS

ALL

AGE | 1-9  10-12 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ AGES

WHITE 0 4.56 5.41 6.0 6.11 5.74 5.55 0 _gféo
(0) (5) (5) (84) (84) (43) ® (0 (308)

MALE NONWHITE 0 0.60 4,27 0 5.66 0 0 0 4.77
(0 (1) (4) (0) (7 0) (0) (0) (12)

RACES COMBINED 0 3.90 5.36 6.0 6.08 5.74 5.55 0 5.76
(0) (6) (88) (84) (91) (43) (8) (0) (320)

WHITE 0 2.88 4.55 5.56 5.27 5.30 7.0 0 4,89
0) (5) (52) (14) (24) (18) (1) (0) (114)

FEMALE NONWHITE 0 0 3.77 0 0 0 0 0 3.77

(0) (0) (3) (0) (0) . (0) (0) o |1 M3

RACES COMBINED 0 2.88 4.51 5.56 5.27 5.30 7.0 0 4.86
(0 (5) (55) (14) (24) . (18) 1) (0) (117)

WHITE 0 3.72 5.08 5.94 5.92 5.61 5.71 0 5.55
MALE (0) (10) (136)  (98) (108)  (61) 9) (0) (422)
AND NONWHITE 0 0.60 4,06 0 5.66 0 0 0 4.57
FEMALE (0) (1) (N (0) (7 (0) (0) (0) (15)
RACES COMBINED 0 3.44 5.03 5.9 5.91 5.61 5.71 0 5.52
(D) (1D (143)  (98) (115)  (61) (9 () (437)

L-16




Table L-17.
VERMONT- NEW HAMPSHIRE

COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR NONSMOKERS

ALL
AGE | 1-9  10-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ | AGES
WHITE 0.0 1.20 1.28 1.53 1.59 1.67 1.51 0.0 1.38
0) (163) (231) (50) (95) (68) (8) (0) (655)
MALE NONWHITE 0.0 0.8 0.89 1.10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.90
(0) (5 (8) (1) 0) 0) 0) (0) S (14)
RACES COMBINED | 0.0 1.19  1.27 1.52 1.59 1.67 1.51 0.0 1.37
(0) (168)  (239) (91) (95) (68) ___ (8) (0) (669)
WHITE 0.0 1.24 1.38 1.27 1.21 1.36 1.55 0.0 1.32
0) (23) (80) (61), (57) (53) (15) (0) (289)
FEMALE  NONWHITE 0.0 2,30 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.30
(0) (L) (0) 0) (0) 0) (0) 0) - (1)
RACES COMBINED | 0.0  1.28  1.38 1.27 1.21  1.36 1.55 0.0 1.32
(0) (24) (80) (61) (57) (53) (15) (0) (290)
WHITE 0.0 1,20 1.31 1.42 1.45 1.5 1.5 0.0 1.36
VALE (0) (186)  (311)  (151) (152) (121) (23) (0) (944)
AND NONWHITE 0.0 1.12 0.89 1.10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.99
FEMALE 0) (6) (8) (1) 0 (0 (0) 0) (15)
RACES COMBINED { 0.0  1.20  1.30 1.42 1.45 1.5 1.53 0.0 1.36
(0) (192)  (319) (152) (152)  (121)  (23) (0) (959)
COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR SMOKERS
' ALL
AGE | 1-9  10-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ | AGES
WHITE 0.0 2.8 3.99 5.32 5.06 4.81 5.42 0.0 4.44
(0) (46) (162)  (72) (80) (41) (16) (0) (417)
MALE NONWHITE 0.0 0.0 2.90 1.30 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.83
(0) 0) (1) (2) 0) 0) (0) 0) (3)
RACES COMBINED | 0.0 2.88 3.98 5.21  5.06 4.81  5.42 0.0 4,42
(0) (46) (163)  (74) (80) (41) (16) (0) (420)
WHITE 0.0 3.87 4.37 5.32 5.58  5.29  3.70 0.0 4.86
(0) (13) (51) (34) (27) (17) (4) 0) (146)
FEMALE  NONWHITE 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0)  (0) (0) (0) (0) (0 (0) (0) (0)
RACES COMBINED | 0.0  3.87 4.37 5.32 5.5  5.29  3.70 0.0 4.86
(0) (13) (51) (34) (27) (17) (4) (0) (146)
WHITE 0.0 3,10 4.08 5.32 5.19 4.96 5.07 0.0 4.55
MALE (0) (59) (213)  (106)  (107)  (58) (20) (0) (563)
AND NONWHITE 0.0 0.0 2.90 1.30 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.83
FEMALE () () (1) (2) (0) 09 (0) (0) (3)
RACES COMBINED | 0,0 3.10  4.08 5.24 5.19 4.96 5.07 0.0 4.53
0) (59 (214) (108)  (107)  (58) (20) (0) (566)
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COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR NONSMOKERS

WASHINGTON D. C.

Table L-18.

ALL
AGE | 1-9 10-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ AGES
WHITE 0 1.72 1.62 1.54 1.60 1.55 1.68 0 1.59
(0) (9 (200)  (130)  (103) (48) (13)  (0) (503)
MALF NONWHITE 0 1.90 1.71 1.72 1.60 1.53 0 0 1.69
(0) (1) (17) (14) (4) 3) (0) (0) (39)
RACES COMBINED 0 1.74 1.62 1.56 1.60 1.55 1.68 0 1.60
(0) (10) (217)  (144)  (107) (51) (13)  (0) (542)
WHITE 0 0.87 1.06 1.14 1.18 1.27 1.75 0 1.06
(0) (77) (108)  (28) (33) 37 (2) (0) (285)
FEMALE NONWHITE 0 0.50 1.37 1.60 1.62 1.13 0 0 4.85
(0) (2) (11) (3) (4) (3) 0) (0) (456)
RACES COMBINED 0 0.85 1.09 1.19 1.23 1.26 1.75 0 1.08
(0) (79) (119)  (31) . (37) (40) (2) (0) (308)
WHITE 0 0.95 1.42 1.47 1.50 1.43 1.69 0 1.40
MALE (0) (86) (308)  (158)  (136) (85) (15)  (0) (788)
AND NONWHITE 0 0.97 1.58 1.70 1.61 1.33 0 0 1.56
FEMATE (0) (3) (28) an (8) (6) (0) (0) (62)
RACES COMBINED 0 0.96 1.43 1.49 1.51 1.42 1.69 0 1.41
(0) (89) (336)  (175)  (144) (91) (151) (0) (850)
COHb: AGE, SEX, AND RACE FOR SMOKERS
' . ALL
AGE | 1-9 10-19  20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70+ AGES
WHITE 0 4,91 4.79 5.24 4.51 4.65 5.20 0 4.85
(0) (11) (201) (119)  (84) 37 %) 0) (456)
MALE NONWHITE 0 3.80 3.55 5.35 4,55 4.10 0 0 4.32
(0) (6) (14) (11) (12) ¢y (0) (0) (44)
: RACES COMBINED 0 4,52 4,21 5.25 4,52 4,63 5.20 0 4.80
(0) (mn (215) (130)  (96) (38) %) 0) (500)
WHITE 0 2.35 3.95 5.01 5.20 4.27 5.30 0 3.96
(0) (40) an (22) (12) (19) (1) (0) (171)
FEMALE NONWHITE 0 0 1.74 4.63 6.10 4.80 0 0 3.48
(0) (0) (5) (3) (1) (2) (0) (0) (11)
RACES COMBINED 0 2.85 3.81 4.96 5.27 4.32 5.30 0 3.93
(0) (40) (82) (25) (13) (21) (1) (0) (182)
WHITE 0 3.30 4.55 5.21 4.60 4,52 5.22 0 4,61
VALE 0) (51) (278) (141)  (96) (56) (5) (0) (627)
AND NONWHITE 0 3.80 3.07 5.19 4.67 4.57 0 0 4,15 -
FEMALE . (0) (6) (19 (14) (13) (3) (0) 0) (55)
RACES COMBINED 0 3.35  4.46 5.21 4.61 4,52 5,22 0 4.57
£0) (57 (297) (155)  (109)  (59) (5) (0) (682)
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APPENDIX M.

Table M-1.
ANCHORAGE

RELATIONSHIP OF TOBACCO USE TO COHb

AGE GROUPS ALL INHALE
SMOKING CATEGORIES 1-19  20-29 30-39  40-49  50-59 60+ | AGES No Yes
- <1 hour{ g,0 5.55 0.0 5.73 3.30 0.0 5.27 0.0 5.27
(0) (2) (0) 3) (1) (0) (6) (0) (6)
-5 pack 1 hour | 1.85 4.50 2.60 0.0 2.20 0.0 2.79 0.0 2.79
' (%) (3) (1) (0) (2) (0) (10) (0) (10)

2-3 hour | 2,40 0.0 4,80 3.40 4,30 1,70 | 3.17 0.0 3.17
(4) (0) (2) (2) (2) (2) (12) 0) (12)

24 hour [ 1,18 1.70 2.65 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.47 0.60 1.89

9 (1) (2 (0) (0) (0) (12) OGS

<1 hour | 0.0  3.81 3.00 7.00 0.70 0.0 | 3.62 0.0 3.62
(0) )] 3) (1) (1) (0) (12) 0 Q2

5tol 1 hour | 0.90 5.05 4,82 0.0 . 0.0 0.0 | 4.00 0.0 4.00
pack (2) 2 (5 (0) (0) (0) ¢)) ) )
2-3 hour | 0.0 0.0  2.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 2.00 |0.0 2.00

(0) ) (2) (0) (0) (0) (2) o @

24 hour | 0,0 2.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.00 0.0 2.00

(0) (1) (0) (0) (0) (0) (1) (0) (1)

<lhour| 3,75 5,59 7.60 6.08 6.13 0.0 6.13 4,70 6.23
(2) 9 @) (12) (3) (0) (33) (2) (31)

1 pack 1 hour | 0.0 2.73 5.60 5.80 4.20 0.0 4.02 2,70 &4.47
0) 3) (1) (1) (3) (0) (8) (2) (6

2-3 hour { 0,0 0.0 4.80 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 4.80 [0.0 4.80

(0) (0) (2) (0) 0 (0) (2) 0 (2

24 hour | 0.0 0.90 0.0 2,20 0.0 0.0 1.77 0.0 1.77

(0) (1) (0) (2) (0) (0) (3) @ (3)

<1l hour| 0.0 7.21 3.97 8.00 6.20 0.0 | 6.20 |l0.0 6.20
o O (4) (1) 3 (0) | (15 f (0) (15)

1.5 packs 1 hour | 0,0 0.0 6.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.00 0.0 6.00
0y (0) (1) 0) (0) (0) (1) 0) (1)
2-3 hour | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0
>4 hour (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) €0) (0) 0) (0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
<1 hour | 0.0 8.60 5.57 8.33 0.0 0.0 7.21 0.0 7.21
(0) (1) (7 9) (0) 0) (7 o an
2 packs 1 hour | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 ! 0.0 0.0 0.0
or more 0 (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) €0) 0 (O
2-3 hour | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) @y | @ (0
24 hour | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0

(0) (0) (0) ) (0) (0) (0) 0 (0
—— - M-1




CHICAGO

RELATIONSHIP OF TOBACCO USE TO COHb

AGE GROUPS ALL INHALE
SMOKING CATEGORIES 1-19 20-29 30 39 t.o 49 50 59 60+ AGES No Yes
<1 hour| 379 6.12 7.68  5.88 8 63 3.10 | 6.12 4.76 6.28
(8) (17) (13) (6) (3) (D (48) (5) (43;
-5 pack 1 hour | ¢.0 4.16 6.90 0.0 5.20 0.0 4.76 2.65 5.47
(0) (5) (1 (0) (2) (0) (8) (2) (6)
2-3 hour | 3 40 3.49 2.80 3.90 0.0 0.0 3.53 3.60 3.49
‘ (4) (8) (L (2) 0) 0) (15) (5 (10]
24 hour | 1,78 3.3 2.90 3.61 1.80 0.0 2.97 3.66 2.65
(5) %) €)) (7 (L) (0 (31) (10) (21°
<l hour | 4,22  6.23 5.90 6.25  4.76 0.0 | 5.86 5.83 5.87
- (4) (20) (13 (11) (5 (0) (53) (3) (50]
.5 tol 1 hour | 3,20 4.60 5.74 5.49 5.95 0.0 5.36 0.0 5.36
pack (1) (3) (5 (10)  (2) (0) 21 (0)  (21;
2-3 hour | 5,80 6.20 5.80 5.40 5.20 0.0 5.78 6.10 5.74
(1) (3) (3) (2) (1) 0 (10) (1) (9)
24 hour | 0.0 2.60 4.45 2.40 - 0.0 0.0 3.30 3.20 3.32
(0) (2) (2) N 0 (0) (5) (D (&)
<1 hour | 5,67 6.56 5.80 7.20 6.12 0.0 6.44 6.23 6.43
(8) (44)  (24) (27) (12) (0) (115) (6)  (10¢
1 pack 1 hour } 3,50 5.47 7.15 0.0 7.90 0.0 6.33 0.0 ~ 6.33
(D (8) (6) . 0) M 0) (18) (0) (18)
2-3 hour | 1.80 3.97  4.22 7.23 © 5.00 0.0 4.77 1.90 5.04
(1) (3) (4) (3) () (0) (12) n (11}
24 hour | 0,0 5.30 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.30 0.0 5.30
(0) (1) (0) 0) (0) (0) (L (0) (1D
<1 hour | 4.70  7.70  7.49  8.02  6.80 0.0 | 7.45 8.40 7.42
(2) (5) (15) (11) (4) (0) (37) (D) (36]
1.5 packs 1 hour | ¢,0 7.30 7.20 7.80  6.00 0.0 | 7.07 0.0 7.07
0) (1) (L (D (1) (0) (4) (0) (4)
2-3 hour | 2 20 6.20 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.20 0.0 4.20
S (D (1) 0) (0) (0) 0 (2) (0) (2)
24 hour | 0,0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) () (0) (0) " (0) (0) 0) . (0)
<1 hour ) 2,60 6.27 8.59 8.39 6.50 0.0 7.43 0.0 7.31
(D 7 (7 (9) 4) (0) (28) (O (29)
2 packs 1 hour | 0.0 8.60 0.0 6.80 0.0 0.0 7.70 0.0 7.70
or more (0) (L) (0) (1) (0) (O (2) {G) {(2)
2-3 hour | 0.0 4.60 0.0 0.0 5.90 0.0 | 5.25 0.0 5.25
(0) (1) 9 (0) (D - (0) (2) 9 (2)
24 hour | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0 0) (0) M 2(0) (0) (Q) 0) (0) (0)




Table M-3.
DENVER

RELATIONSHIP OF TOBACCO USE TO COHb

AGE GROUPS ALL INHALE
SMOKING CATEGORIES 1-19  20-29 30-39  40-49  50-59 60+ | AGES No Yes
[e——————————— ey g
' <1 hour | 3,87 5.03 4.16 7.18 5.53 0.0 5.02 5.25 5.01
(3) (37) (11) (5) (3 0 (59) (2) (57,
.5 pack 1 hour| 5.70 5.32  4.82 5.80 3.20 2.20 | 5.00 2.80 5.06
(3) (17) (12) (1 (2) I ( ) (36) (1) (35;
2-3 hour | 4.83 4.78 3.82 3.97 8.60 0.0 4,53 5.40 4.48
(3) (23) (13) (3) (D (0) (43) (2) (41
24 hour | 3,60 3.43  3.29 3.46 2.70 0.0 3.41 3.33 3.43
D) (52) (16) 9 @) (0) (85) (12) (73]
<1 hour| 5.5 5.91 6.83 6.70  6.80 0.0 | 6.28 | £.60 6.31
(4) (39) (21) (11) (2) (0) 7 (2) (75;
.5tol 1 hour | 6.60 5.77 5.83 5.99 6.36 0.0 5.89 3.87 5.99
pack (2) (30) (20) (&) (5 (0) (65) (3) (62
2-3 hour | 2,75 5.28 5.05 4.60 6.40 0.0 5.09 0.0 5,09
(2) (23) (4) (4) (2) 0 (35) (0) (35;
24 hour | 2 .65 3.76  3.47 1.70 4.00 0.0 3,51 1,00 3.56
2) (13) (3) (1) () (0) (20) (D (18°
<1hour| 4.97 6.05 7.06 7.09  6.86 6.00 | 6.56 || 4.90 6.59
(3) (75)  (50) (30) (16) (3) (177) (3) (17
1 pack 1 hour | 5.00 5.55 6.79 6.78 7.44 0.0 6.24 5.77 6.26
(2) (32) (13) (21) (5) (0) (73) (3 (70;
2-3 hour | 4.50  4.73 3.82 4.83  4.35 0.0 | 4.52 3,40 4.56
(3 (18) (6) (3) (2) 0) (32) (1) (31
Z4 hour | 5,30 5.12 7.40 6.40 0.0 0.0 5.61 0.0 5.79
(1) (8) (D (3) (0) 0) (13) () (14]
<1 hour | 0.0 6.75 7.71  8.11  7.05 0.0 | 7.46 | 8.10 7.45
(0) (17) (24) (12) (4) 0) (57) (D (56;
1.5 packs 1 hour | 0.0 4,42 6.40 7.80 0.0 0.0 6.14 0.0 6.14
0) (4) () € 9 0) $)) (V) (9)
2-3 hour | 0,0 4,50 6.85 5.05 0.0 0.0 5.47 0.0 5.47
(09 (2) (2) (2) (0) Q) (6) (Q) (6)
24 hour | oo 5,70 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 5.70 0.0 5.70
(0) (2) 0) 0) 0 (0) (2) (0) (2)
<lhour | 410 6.19 7.5 7.72  8.20 0.0 | 7.26 0.0 7.26
(1 (15 (14) (25) » (9 (59) ) (59
2 packs 1L hour 13,50 7.24 0.0 6.93  7.40 0.0 | 7.59 0.0 7.59
or more 4 (5 (0 ) v 1§V (13 0 (13)
2-3 hour | g o 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 6.0 0.0 0.0
(0) 0) 0) 0) (0) €9)) {0 (0) (0)
24 hour | 0,0 0.0  4.30 0.0 0.0 9.0 | 4.30 0.0 4.30
(0) (0 <)) €V) (0) (0) (3 () (3 .
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Table M-4.

DETROIT

RELATIONSHIP OF TOBACCO USE TO COHb

AGE GROUPS ALL INHALE
SMOKING CATEGORIES 1-19 20-29 30-139 40-49 50-59 60+ ACFS N() YVes
T T T T SIS S = it T T o
D Y S A a0 i | M SU (700 Ao
(3) (12) (&) (3) (3) €] (25) (1) (24)
.5 pack 1 hour | 2.30 3.63 2.80 3.75 0.0 0.0 |3.45 4.30 3.27
' @) 7 (1) (2 (0) (0) (11) (2) (9)
9-3 hour | 4.10 2.52  4.28 1.80  4.40 0.0 |3.29 1.40 3.44
(1) (5) (5) (2) (1) (0) (14) (1) (13)
>4 hour | 0.90 1.61  2.23 2.20 3.10 0.0 |2.03 1.93 2.05
(2> (7) (6) (5) (3) (0) (23) (3Y (20)
<1 hour | 4.55  4.85  5.96  5.89  6.44 0.0 |5.51 3.40 5.50
(5) (25) (16) (15) (%M o) (71) (1) (68)
.5 to 1 1 hour | 6.40 3.83  5.21  4.26 - 6.37 0.0 |4.76 3.95 4.85
pack (2) (%) (8) (10) (4) (0) (33) (2) (30)
2-3 hour | 0.0  4.32  5.25 3.88 5.80 0.0 |4.61 3.60 4.69
(0) (4) (2) (5) (3) (0) (14) (1) (13)
24 hour | 1.80 2.80 2.90 4.65 2.40 0.0 |3.07 0.0 3.07
(L) (4 (1) (2) (D) €)) &) 0y (9
< 1 hour | 4.57  6.1f  6.85  6.55  6.85  4.80 ]6.51 5785 6,51
(3) (6C) (62) (55) (19) (D (200) (6) (193°
1 pack 1 hour | 5.10 4.68  6.81° 5.79  6.80 0.0 |5.74 0.0 5.74
(3) (20) (16) (14) (5) (0) (58) (0) (57)i
2-3 hour | 5.40 1.30 6.60 5.00 6.80 0.0 |5.02 0.0 5.02
(1) (1) (L (2) (1) (9 (6) (0) (6)
>4 hour | 0.0  3.60 0.0 3.30 0.0 0.0 |3.45 0.0 3.77
(0) (1) ()] (L) (0) (0) (2) (0) (3)
<1 hour | 4.00 ©6.88 7.06 6.82  6.65 0.0 16.57 7.35 6.93
(1) (260  (36)  (45)  (10)  (0) | (118) 2y (117
1.5 packs 1 hour | 0.0  4.70  4.80  7.20  5.00  4.40 | 5.30 5.85 5.30
(0) (7) (7) (5) (3) (1) (23) (2) (20)
2-3 hour | 0.0  5.60 0.0 8.20 7.75 0.0 |7.50 0.0 7.50
Q) (1) (0) (2) (2) (0) (5) (0) (5)
>4 hour | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0 (0) (0) 0) (0) (0) (0)
<1 hour | 0.0 7.2  7.50 - 8.03 T.1% 7.70 17.64 .60 7.01
(0) (12) (31) (30) (7) (1) (81 (1) (81)
2 packs 1 hour | 0.0 7.80 0.0 7.43  9.47 0.0 |8.36 0.0 8.36
or more (0) (1) (0) (3) (3) €Y (7 (0) (7
2-3 hour | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 |o0.0 0.0 0.0
0) (0) (0) 0) (0) 09) 0) (0) (0)
24 hour | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0. |0, 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) 0) Mod (0) (0) (0) §0) (0) (0)




Table M-5.

HONOLULU

RELATIONSHIP OF TOBACCO USE TO COHb

AGE GROUPS ALL INHALE
SMOKING CATEGORIES | 1-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60+ | AGES || No Yes
<l hour| , 10 4.0 4.31  2.95 4.80 4.00 | 4.07 | 1.70 4.21 |
(1) (23) (18) (6) (%) (1) (53) 3 (50)
«5 pack Lbhour| g ¢ 4.61  3.12  2.97 2,20 0.0 3.62 | 0.0 3.41
. 0 (7) (6) (4) (1) (0) (18) (0) (17)
2-3 hour| 3 35 3,00 1.75 0.0 3,20 2.80 | 2.72 || 0.0 2.72
. (1) 3) (2) (0) ¢ L (8) (0) (8)
24 hour | 0.0 2.39 2.00 3.60 3.70 0.0 2.54 | 1.80 2.59
® ® W W @ (| a| @ as
<1 hour | 2.10 4.83  4.84  4.99  4.55 4.70 | 4.82 | 5.00 4.82
4 (1) (32) (16) (14) (2) (1) (66) (2) (63
Stol 1 hour | 0.0 4,39 5.70 6.35 3.75 0.0 4.70 0.0 4.70
pack ) (14) (3) (2) (2) (0) (21) (0) (21
2-3 hour | 0.0 4.00 2.35 4.90 5.00 0.0 3.82 | 0.0 3.82
(0) (4) (2) (1) (L (0) (8) (0) (8)
24 hour |, 2.17 1.80 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.07 | 0.0 2.07
(0) 3 (1) {0) (0) 0) 4) (0) (4)
<1 hour | 4 5.33  5.72  6.22  5.83 0.0 5.67 | 3.35 5.71
(0) (64) (50) (31) (11) (0) (156) (2) (155)
1 pack 1 hour | 4 , 4.42  5.77  5.82 0.0 4.80 | 5.26 | 0.0 5.28
(0) 9 9 (6) ()] 1) (25) (0) (26)
2-3 hour [ 4 g 4.32 0.0 4.13 0.0 0.0 4.26 | 3.20 4.39
(0) (6) (0) 3) 0) (0) 9 1) (8)
24 hour | 4 4 2.20 0.0 2.20 0.0 0.0 2.20 | 0.0 2.20
0) (2) (0) @9 (0) 0) 3 (0) (3)
<1 hour | , 4 6.04  6.41  6.24  6.62 10.30| 6.36 | 0.0 6.41
(0 (14) (17) (12) %) (1) (48) (0) (49)
1.5 packs 1 hour [ , , 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.00 0.0 5.00 0.0 5.00
(0) (0) 0 0) (1) (0) @) (0) (1)
2-3 hour | 4 , 0.0 0.0 5.60 0.0 0.0 5.60 [ 0.0 5.60
sahoue | @ @  ©® @ @ (@ | @ | © @
0.0 0.0 0.0 4.70 0.0 0.0 4.70 || 0.0 4.70
(0) (0) (0) (1) (0) (0) (1) (0) ¢
<1 hour | 4 o 6.92 7.55 7.80 7.16 0.0 7.42 | 0.0 7.4
(0) (10) (12) (13) (5) (0) (40) (0) (41
2 packs 1 hour | .0 7.60 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 7.60 [ 0.0 7.60
or more (0) (1) (0) (0) 0) (0) (1) (0) (1)
2-3 hour | 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.10 3.00 0.0 5.55 || 0.0 5.55
(o) ()} (0) (1) 1 0) (2) (0) (2)
24 hour | 0.0 1.80 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.80 0.0 1.80
(0) (L (0) Mo (0) (0) (0) (1) (0) (1)




Table M-6.:
HOUSTON

RELATIONSHIP OF TOBACCO USE TO COHb

AGE GROUPS ALL INHALE
SMOKING CATEGORIES 1-19 20-29 30-39  40-49  50-59 60+ ACES‘_—‘-Ii:qw;igg“='
mmw"—im
<1 hour | 0.0 1.60 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.60 1.60 0.0
(0) (2) 0) (0) (0) (0) (2) (2) (0)
.5 pack 1L hour|! 3,30 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.30 3.30 0.0
1y (o) (0) ) (0) (0) (1 (1) (o)
2-3 hour | 0.0 3.15 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.15 3.15 0.0
(0) (2) (0) (0) (0) (0) (2) (2) (0)
24 hour | 0,0 0.90 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.90 0.90 0.0
(0) (2) (0) (0) (0) 0) (2) 2) (0)
<1 hour | 0,0 0.0 4.40 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.40 4.40 0.0
(0) - (0) (1) (0) (0) (0) (L (1) (0)
5tol 1 hour | 0,0 2,20 0.0 0.0 . 0.0 0.0 2.20 2.20 0.0
pack (0) (1) (0) (0 (0) (0) (1) (1) (0
2-3 hour | 0,0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
24 hour | 0.0 2.30C 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.30° [|2.30 0.0
0 (L (0) (0) (0) (0 (L) (1) (0)
<1 hour | 0,0 4.80 5.90 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 5.17 6.65 0.0
0) (2) (L (0) (0) (0) (3) (2 (0)
1 pack 1 hour | 0,0 0.0 4.40 - 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.40 4,40 0.0
0) (0) (D) 0 - (O (0) (1) (L (0
2-3 hour | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0 (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
24 hour | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
€0)  (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
<1hour | 6,90 0.0 0.0 7.80 6.60 0.0 7.10 7.10 0.0
(L) (0) (0 (1) L) (0) (3) I (3) (0)
1.5 packs 1 hour | 0,0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
: (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) 0) (0) (0)
2-3 hour | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
> 4 hour (0) (0) (0 (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0 (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (O
LRV 50 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.20 0.0 8.20 [8.20 0.0
(0 (O (0) (0) (1) (0) (1) (1) (0)
Zpacks PEINS @ ‘@ o ‘o o % o %o
or more
2-3 hour | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 D.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0 (0)
24 hour | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.0 |o.0 D.0 0.0
(0) (0 (0) (0) Mot (0) (0) (0) (0 (0




Table M-7.

LOS ANGELES

RELATIONSHIP OF TOBACCO USE TO COHb

M-7

AGE GROUPS ALL INHALE
SMOKING CATEGORIES 1-19  20-29 30-39  40-49  50-59 60+ | AGES No Yes
&L hour | 4.70 4.48  5.98  5.46  5.95 0.0 |5.12 5.79 5.07
(4) (46) (18) (18) (11) (0) (97) (9) (87)
-5 pack 1 hour| 3.97 4.16 3.72 3.70 3.78 0.0 3.93 3.42 3.98
: (6) (20) &) % (6) (0) (50) (&) (46)
2-3 hour | 2.45 4.16  4.40  3.23  4.49 0.0 |&.12 3.90 4.14
(2) (23) (10) (3) (7 (0) (4£5) (3) (42) -
24 hour | 4.10 '2.65  2.42 2,37 2.32 0.0 |[2.55 1.89 2.69
(4) (32) (28) (18) (10) (0) (92) (15) (76)
<1 hour | 5.36 5.43 6.06 6.18  5.85  6.20 |5.73 6.30 5.69
| (11)  (87) (45) (26) (18) (2) (189) (11) (177
.5¢0 1 1 hour | 4.53 4.35 5.25  5.77 5,93 0.0 |5.15 5.35 5,06
pack 3 (21) (15) (12) (12) (0) (63) (&) (58)
2-3 hour | 3.37 5.26  5.20  4.17 3,72 0.0 |&.77 10.20 &.61
(3 (13) (11) (3 (5 (0) (35) (1) (34%)
24 hour| 0.0 2.96  4.95  3.90 7.60 0.0 |3.83 0.0 3.83
- (0) (7)_ (2) (D (1) (0) (11) (0) (11)
<1 hour | 5.3 6.30 6.76  7.13 7.10  7.67 |6.69 6.51 6.70
(19) (170) (119)  (116)  (56) (7) (487) (13) (472
1 pack 1hour|{ 3.95 5.96 6.59  5.57  6.17 5.95 |6.00 4,25 6,12
(2) (14) (23) (25) (10) (2) (76) (&) (71)
2-3 hour | 0.0 4.85 4.20 6.55 6.30 0.0 szoo 4,50 5.04
(0) (8) (&) (2) (1) (0) 15) (1) (14)
24 hour | 0.0 3.00 0,0 0.0 0.0 0.0 |{3.00 0.0 3.00
0) (3) (0 (0) (0) 0 (3) (0) (3
<1 hour | 5.05  7.4h  B8.22  8.05 7.07 0.0 |7.75 || 8.657.76
(2) (52) (56) (58) (32) (0) (200) (2) (197
1.5 packs 1 hour| 0.0 '7.30 6.90  8.27 7.15 0.0 |7.44 0.0 7.4b
0 (2 (3) (3) (2) (0) (10) (0) (10)
23 hour | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4,00 |&.00 4,00 0.0
0) (0) (0) 0 0 (D) (1) 1)y O
24 hour | 0.0 5.70 4,00 0.0 0.0 0.0 4,85 0.0 4.85
0) (1) ¢9) (1)) o) 0 (2) 0y ()
<1tour | 1.60 6.99 7.4  8.46  8.17  5.70 |7.84 5.50 7.91
(1) (27) (59) (65) (42) (1) (195) (5) (189
2 packs 1L hour | 0,0 7.35 7.55 8.60 6.60 0.0 [7.53 6.90 7.60
oF more 0) (2) &) (2) (2) ()] (10) (1) (9)
2-3 hour | ¢,0 0.0 - 0.0 7.90 0.0 0.0 7.90 0.0 7.90
0) (0) 0 (1) 0) ) L 0 @)
24 hour | 90 0,0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.6 |0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (0 (0) (0) 0) 0 (0)



Table M-8.

MIAMI

RELATIONSHIP OF TOBACCO USE TO COHb

AGE GROUPS ALL INHALE
SMOKING CATEGORIES 1-19 20-29 30-39  40-49  50-59 60+ AGES | No  Yes

<1 hour | 3,42 3.82 3.47 4.72 0.0 0.0 3.82 3.10 3.93

(4) (32) (6) (4) (0) (0) (46) (3) (42;

.5 pack 1 hour | 3.30 2.63 4,79 1.10 0.0 0.0 3.42 6.70 3.19
' (2) (9 (7 (1) (0) (0) (19) (2) (16

2-3 hour | 3.67 5.19 3.24 7.20 0.0 0.0 | 4.57 110,70 3.81

(3) 11) (5) (1) (0) (0) (20) (2) Q7

24 hour | 1.37 2.66 1.71 2.73 4.40 0.0 2.50 3.74 - 2.37

(3) (27) (7) (3) (2) (0) (42) (5) (36

<1 hour | 3.s51 5.07 6.57 5.26 6.40 0.0 5.24 2.65 5.31

(7) - (45) (13) €)) (2) (0) (76) (2) (76)

5tol 1 hour | 3.30 4.10 4.12 4.43 - 0.0 0.0 4,12 2.10 4.24
pack (2) (23) (4) (7) (0) (0) (36) (2) (34)
2-3 hour | 2.70 4,90 9.07 4,27 3.50 0.0 5.51 7.55 5.48

¢9) (6) (4) (3) (2) (0) (16) (2) (13)

24 hour | 3,20 2.82 1.80 5.80 2.40 0.0 2.92 0.0 2.97

(1) (4) (2) (1) (1) (0) (9) (0) (8

<1 hour | 3.83 5.58 6.16 5.83 5.20 4.00 | 5.69 6.12 5.70
(6) (89) (60) (34) (21) (1) (211) (4) (204

1 pack 1 hour { 0.0 4.35 5.06 - 6.96 5.52 0.0 5.23 3.70 5.30

(0) (19 (9 (10) - (&) (0) (42) (2) (39

2-3 hour | 0.0 4.63  5.33  5.15 3,40 0.0 |4.74 0.0 4.74
(0) 1 (3) (2) (1) (0 (17) 0y @17

24 hour | 4.60 3.42 7.60 1.70 0.0 0.0 3.82 0.0 3.82
(D (6) (L (1) (0) (0) €)) ()] (9)
<1 hour | 4.45 5.83 6.49 6.34 6.30 0.0 6.13 4.33 6.21
(2) 27) (20) (16) (5) (0) (70) (3) (67)
1.5 packs 1 hour | 0.0 4.70 8.55 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.98 0.0 5.98
: 0) » (2) (0) €)) (0) (6 ™ (6
2-3 hour | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) o (0) 0) 0 0) (0) n
>4 hour | 4 4 0.0 2.70° 0.0 0.0 - 0.0- |2.70 0.0 2.70
0) (0) (D (0 (0 ' (0) (1) (m (1)
<1 hour | 5.53 5.33 7.59 o 7.23  7.31 7.80 16.66 0.0 6.66
(3) (26) (12) (28) (15) (1) (85) (0) (85)
2 packs 1 hour | 0.0 4.20  4.97 5.90 6.70 0.0 5.49 8.50 5.11
o more ™ @ 3w W (0 | (9 (1 (8)
2-3 hour | 0.0 0.0 5.40 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.40 0.0 5.40
(0) () (1) (0) () () (1) (0) (D
24 hour | 0.0 3.10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.10 0.0 3.10

(0). (1) (0)'M 8 (0) (0) " | (D (0 (1)



Table M-9.
MILWAUKEE

RELATIONSHIP OF TOBACCO USE TO COHb

AGE GROUPS ALL INHALE
SMOKING CATEGORIES 1-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60+ AGES No VYes
e P PR e e e e s AU | e
<1 hour| 3.21 4.10 5.33 4,28 3.98 3.75 & .05 3.51 &£.10
(16) (21) (13) (10) (14) - (17) (91) (7) (84)
.5 pack 1 hour| 3.15 2,27 2.79 2,58 4,25 2.64 2.99 2.84 3.05

(6) (9) (8) (6) (10) 9 (48) (7) (40)
 2-3 hour | 3.83 3.42 2.62 3.66 2.80  3.33 | 3,25 2.65 3.43

9) (19) (14) (1) (12) (15) (80) (19) (62)
34 hour | 1.78 1.42  1.77 1.70  2.31  1.89 | 1.76 1.83 1.73
(20)  (4&)  (32)  (29)  (24) (25 | (17&) || (50) (124)
T <1 hour | 3.58 4.68  5.23  5.53  4.69  4.0L |4.80 3.35 4.87
| (17)  (39)  (32)  (4l)  (40)  (17) | (186) (12) (171)
.50 1 i hour | 3.88 3.81  4.77 4.71  3.88  3.89 |4.15 3.17 4.26
pack (6) (22) (10) (18) (15) (11) | (82) (8) (74&)
2-3 hour | 2.90 3.5  4.26 4,06  3.32  3.82 |3.75 2.56 3.97
(L) (10) (7 (14) (13) (13) (58) 9) (49)
24 hour | 1.95 1.47  2.66 2.70  2.67 1.97 [2.24 2.67 2.22
(12)  (9) (5 (8) (15) (7)) (56) (6) (&9
<1 hour | 4.92  5.45  5.80  6.12  6.01  4.40 | 5.56 6.12 5.56
(26)  (96)  (75)  (70)  (48)  (&&) | (357 | (3) (353)
1 pack 1 hour | 3.74 4.50  4.83  7.43  5.56 4.5k | 5.30 4.37 5.37
(5) (14) (13) (16) (18) (18) (8%) (6) (78)
2-3 hour | 3.5¢ 3.82  3.57 4.42  4.79  3.70 | 4.16 3.60 4.21
(5) (8) (3) (12) (11) (6) (&5) (4) (&1)
24 hour | 1.62 2.42  3.45 2.13  8.90  2.95 [3.22 2,65 3.27
(%) (9 (&) (3) (3) (&) @7 (2) (25)

——y

<1 hour | 4.40 6.37 6.8 7.52 4.99 5.78 |6.61 | 6.10 6.64
(3)  (26)  (36)  (29)  (11) (%) (106) | (6) (100)

1,5 packs 1 hour | 6.35 4.73  6.40 8.02 4£.80 5.72 |6.21 5.40 6.26
Y (@) (3) (2) () (2) (5) (19) (1) (18)

2-3 hour | 0.0 2,10 6.75 5.05 5.65 5.50 |5.33 5.00 5.37

(0) (1) (2) (2) (2) (2) (9) (1) (8)

24 hour | 0,0 2.90 0.0 2.60 0.0 2.0 |[2.64 0.0 2.64
(0) (2) (0) (1) 0y = (2) (35) (0) (5)

<1 hour | 4,72 7.12  6.52  7.20  6.61  3.80 b.53 | 4.72 6.61
(4) (16) (29) (32) (9 (9) (99) (&) (9%)

2 packs 1 hour | 0.0 6.90 1.80 5,06 2.95 0.0 .67 3.60 4,79
oF moTe (0) (2) (L) (5) (2> (0) (10) 1 @
2=3 hour | 0.0 0.0 6.75 0.0 0.0 £.05 | 5.40 6.0 5.40

(0) (0) (2) (0) (0) (2) (%) (0) (&)

24 hour | 0.0 1.70 0.0 4.43 1.70 0.0 B . 34 3.40 3.32

(0) (1) (0) (3) D 0 (5) (1) (&)

M-9



Table M-10.

NEW ORLEANS

RELATIONSH!P OF TOBACCO USE TO COHb

AGE GROUPS ALL INHALE
SMOKING CATEGORIES | 1-19 _ 20-29  30-39  40-49 50-59 60+ | AGES No  Yes
<l hour | 5.34  5.26  6.17  7.00 0.0 0.0 g”;d’ﬁ(?f§3"§f§§"
(7 (11) (3) (2) (0) (0) (23) || (2) (21
.5 pack 1 hour| 5.35 5.19  6.55 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.44 ||4.60 5.46
(2) (8) (2) (0) (0) (0) (12) || (1) (10)
2-3 hour| 0.0 4.82  2.45 3,20 6.25 0.0 4.57 0.0  4.57
(0) (9) (2) (1 (2) (0) (14) | (0) (14)
24 hour | 2.70  3.75  6.37  2.50  2.40 0.0 3.66 [2.18. 4.03
(4) (15) (4) 4) (3) (0) (30) || (6)  (24)
<1 hour| 4.63 5.70 5.56  3.65 0.0 4.20 | 5.32 ||2.97 5.48
(6) (25) (10) (4) (0) (1) 46) || (3)  (43)
.5 to 1 1 hour| 4.200 5.39 6.90 5.77 0.0 0.0 5.54 [|0.0 5.54
pack (2) (14) (3) 3). (0) (0) (22) || (0) (22)
2-3 hour | 5.20 3.67 6.63  3.90 4.75 0.0 5.43 [5.70 5.38
(1) (3) (7 (1) - (2) (0) (14) | (2) (12)
24 hour | 4.10  4.10  6.05 6.40 0.0 0.0 4.87 0.0 4.87
- (2) (3) (2) (1) (0) (0) (8) (0) (8)
‘ <lhour| 558 5,8 6.11 5.68 6.10 0.0 5.89 ||4.60 5.93
(6) (33) (18) (10) (2) 0) (69) || (2) (67)
! pack 1 hour | 0.0 5.7 5.39 0.0 5.00 0.0 5.56 ||3.40 5.65
(0) (7 (8) (0) (2) (0) 27) §| (1)  (26)
2-3 hour | 0.0 5.67 9.67 6.83 0.0 0.0 6.86 (0.0 6.86
(0) (7) (3) (3) (0) (0) (13) | (0) (13)
24 hour | 3,20 6.45 0.0 1.80 0.0 0.0 4.47 0.0  4.47
JS}) (2) . (0) (1) (0) (0) (4) 0 (W
<1lhour{ 5,80 5.52 8.79 2.90 5.70 0.0 6.75 ||4.00 6.92
: (1) (6) (7 (1) (2) (0) an || (1) (16)
1.5 packs 1 hour | 0.0 5.55 0.0 5.70  4.20 0.0 5.25 |[0.0 5.25
(0) (2) (0) (D (1 (0) (4) 0) ()
2-3 hour | 0.0 0.0 6.90 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.90 [l0.0 6.90
S (0) (0) (2) (0) ) (0 (2) ) (2
24 hour | 446 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.10 0.0 3.10
(1) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (1) 0 (1
<lhour , 77 5.8  6.92 7.45 0.0 0.0 6.38 ||5.10 6.52
- (3) (1) (12) (4) (0) (0) (30) (3) (@27
2 packs lhour | 9,0 - 6.17 5.83 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.00 0.0 6.00
or more (0 (3) (3) (0) (0) 0 (6) (0) (6)
2-3 hour | 4,70 0.0 0.0 6.60 0.0 0.0 5.65 [0.0 5.65
(1) (0) (0) (1) (0) (0 (2) 0 (2
24 hour | 0.0 0.0 0.0. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) 0) (0)

M-10




Table M-11.

NEW YORK

RELATIONSHIP OF TOBACCO USE TO COHb

AGE GROUPS ALL INHALE
SMOKING CATEGORIES 1-19 20-29 30-39 40-49  50-59 60+ AGES No Yes
.~~~ s

: ' <1 hour| 3,35 3.62 4.19 4.00 4.07 3.20 3.79 |l 3.20 3.83
(11) (38) (14) (24) (6) 1) (94) (5) (88)

<5 pack 1 hour 2.15 2.87 4.66 3.08 3.80 3.30 3.11 2,42 3.18
(6) (21)  (5) (10) (5) (1 (48) (4)  (44)

2-3 hour 2.42 2.70  2.13 2.47 3.56 0.0 2.72 2.04 2.81
9 (28) (3) (11) €)) (0) (60) (7 (53)

24 hour 1.35 1.82 2.11 1.79 2.44 0.0 1.93 1.83 1.95
(10) (38) (29) (29) (18) (0) (126) || (21) (100)

<1 hour 4.04 4,20 5.13 4.63 5.91 4.70 4.62 4.99 4.59
: (13) (52) (36) (28) (8) 2) (139)|| (14) (122)
»5tol 1 hour 3.77 3.91  4.62 5.39 3.61 0.0 4.31 3.33 4,27
pack (11) (19) (18) (15) (12) (0) (75) . 3) (70
2-3 hour 3.27 2.95 3.88 4.11 3.87 4.20 3.48 2.70 3.59
(7) (16)  (5) (8) (6) (1) (43) (5) (38)

24 hour 1.10 1.84 1.75 2.55 3.28 0.0 2.27 2.20 2.27
(¢9) (8) (4) (2) (6) (0) (21) (1) (20)

<1 hour 3.90 5.35 5.78 6.12 5.87 6.67 5.58 5.22 5.62
(26) (155) (91) (91) (33) (&) (400) (15) (380)

1 pack 1 hour 4.66 4.37  4.87 4.87 5.15 4.72 4,71 3.22 4.77
(5) (48)  (40) (26) (12) (&) (135) (5) (127)

2-3 hour 3.65 4,33 4.27 4,91 5.63 0.0 4.63 4,40 4.65
%) a9 (9 (14) ¢)) (0) (55) %) (51

24 hour 2.30 4,10 4.10 2.50 4,03 0.0 3.74 0.0 3.74
- (1) 1) )] (1) (3) (0) (10) (0) (10)

<1 hour | 4,78 6.38 7.09 6.51 6.72 6.00 6.56 8.75 6.54
9 (75)  (56) (42) (19 () (202) %) (195

1.5 packs 1 hour 4.65 5.41 5.95 6.66 4.92 0.0 5.79 2.20 5.85
(2) (20) (11) (18) 9 (0) (60) (1) (59

2-3 hour 3.30 5.55 7.85 7.87 4,15 8.20 6.47 2.40 6.76
(1) “) (4 3) (2) (1 (15) 1 Qs

4hour | 4565 0.0 0.50 0.0  3.55 0.0 2.53 [[0.0 2.53

(0) (0) (1) (0) (2) (0) (3) 0 (3)

<lhour | 5 o  6.36 6.81 7.07 7.21 7.77 6.82 || 5.98 6.85
(6) (44) (48) (54) (31) (3) (186) (5) (176)

2 packs 1 hour 0.0 7.01 7.17  5.66 5.10 0.0 6.32 4.70 6.40
or more (0) (n (4) (7 3 (0) (21) (1) (20)
2-3 hour 0.0 4,83 4.40 5.64 0.0 4.50 5.09 ll 0.0 5.09
(0) (3) (2) (5) (0) (1) (11) (0) (11)

24 hour 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

(0) 0) (0) (0) (0) €0) ()} 0 (0

M-11



Table M-12,

PHOENIX

RELATIONSHIP OF TOBACCO USE TO COHb

AGE GROUPS ALL INHALE

SMOKING CATEGORIES 1-19  20-29 30-39 40-49  50-59 60+ AGES No Yes

_—mmmm $r T Sl LS S s

' <1 hour| 3.93 3.26 5.70 1.00 0.0 0.0 3.25 0.0 3.25
(3) (5) (1) (2) (0) (0) (11) (0) (11
.5 pack 1 hour| 4,10 2.65 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.13 0.0 3.13
(D (2) (0) (0) (0) (0) (3) (0) (3)
2-3 hour 1.80 0.0 0.60 0.0 1.30 0.0 1.23 1.30 1.20
(1 (0) (1) (0) (1) (0) (3) (1) (2)
24 hour | 0.0 2.57 1.90 1.75 0.0 0.0 2.24 4.20 1.80
(0) (6) (3) (2) (0) (0) (11) (2) (9
<1 hour | 1.10 3.00 3.36 7.10 7.50 0.0 3.88 0.0 3.88
(1) (9) (5) (3) (1) (0) (19) (0) (19
.5tol 1 hour| 0.0 3.73 3.97 0.0 3.30 0.0 3.77 0.0 3.77
pack (0) (3) (3) 0) - (1) (0) ) (0 (7
2-3 hour | 0.0 0.0 7.70 0.0 0.0 0.0 7.70 0.0 7.70
(0) (0) (1) (0) (0) (0) | (1) (0) (1)
24 hour | 2.40 0.0 4.30 1.00 0.0 0.0 2.52 0.0 2.52
. (2) (0) (1) (1) (0) (0) (4) (0) 4)
- < 1 hour | 1,10 4.642 5.80 5.87 4,75 0.0 5.21 1.70 5.28
(D (16) (19) (11) (4) (0) (51) (1) (50:
1 pack 1 hour 0.0 1.60 3.45 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.83 0.0 2.83
(0) (1) . 2y (0) (0) (0) (3) (0) (3
2-3 hour | 0.0 2.60 0.0 0.0  6.90 0.0 | 4.75 2.60 6.90
(0) (1) (0) (0) (D (0) &2 (1) (1)
24 hour | 0.0 0.70 0.0 2.40 0.0 0.0 1.55 0.0 1.55
(0) (D (0) (1) (0) (0) (2) (0) (2)
<1 hour | 0.0 4.9C 5.55 0.0 6.20 0.0 5.64 0.0 5.75
(0) (1) (10) (0) (3) (0) (14) (0) (13;
1.5 packs 1 hour | 0.0 0.0 1.10 3.40 0.0 0.0 2.25 0.0 2.25
0) (0) (D (1) (0) (0) (2) (0) (2)

2-3 hour | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0,0 0.0 0.0
S (0 (0 (0) (0) (0 (0) (0) (0 (0

24 hour | 54 9.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) §0) (0) (0
<1 hour | 0,0 0.0 7.67 5.80 4.05 4.60 | 5.87 0.0 5.87
0y (0 (3) (6) (2) (1) (12) 0y (12
2 packs 1 hour | 0,0 5.10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 5.10 0.0 5.10
or more (0) (1) (0) (0) (0) (0) (1) 0) (D
2-3 hour | 0.0 5.10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.10 0.0 5.10
(0) (1) (0) (0) (0) (0) (1) (0) (1)
24 hour | 0.0 1.40 0.0 0.0 1.10 0.0 | 1.25 0.0 1.25

(0) (D) (0) ) (L) () (2) 0 @

M-12




Table M-13.

ST. LOUIS

RELATIONSHIP OF TOBACCO USE TO COHb

AGE GROUPS ALL INHALE

SMOKING CATEGORIES 1-19 20-29 30-39 40-49  S0- ;9 60+ AGES F%:;..;ii:.-
<1 hour Aa.oo 773 61 2.25 4 50 o.o o 0 3 64 6.50 3.42

1) . (8) (2) (3 0) (0) (14) (» (13

.5 pack 1 hour 0.0 2.98 3.50 5.10 0.0 0.0 3.51 0.0 3.59
0) (6) (2) (2> () 0) (10) 0) (9)

2-3 hour 5.40 4.02 2.53 5.60 0.0 0.0 3.87 0.0 3.87

(L) (5 (3) (1) (0) (0) (10) 0 (10

24 hour | 4,00 2.05 1.77 2.07 2.63 0.0 | 2.16 | 2.00 2.20
(1) (2) (7) (4) (3 (0) (17) (1) (15

<1 hour| 0.0 3.95 5.30  6.10  5.27 6.80 | 5.02 0.0 5.11

(0) (8) (9 (3) (4) (1 (25) (0) (24

S5tol 1 hour | 0.0 3.32 3.95 5.00 2.40 0.0 3.69 0.0 3.69
pack (0) (5) (2) (2) (O (0 (10 (0 (10
2-3 hour | 0.0 3.00 3.55 0.0 2.00 0.0 3.02 2.00 3.27

(0) (2) (2) (0) 1§ 3 (0) (5 (1) (4

24 hour | 0.0 4.10 4.10 0.0 0.0 0.0 [ 4.10 0.0 4.10

(0) (1) (1) (0) (0) (0) (2) (0) (2)
<1 hour | 3.90 5.8  6.18 6.69 6.06 5.30 | 6.09 [4.40 6.12

(&) (36) (29)  (29) (13) (3) | (114) (2) (112

1 pack 1 hour | 4,20 5,27 6.00 5,91 6.89 0.0 |5.89 0.0 5.89
(2) (7 (4) 7 )] 0) | (27 0) (27

2-3 hour | 0.0 9.00  3.30 5.65 0.0 0.0 |[5.38 0.0 5.38

(0) (1) (2) (2) 0) (0) (5) 0y (5

24 hour | 0.0 0.0 5.20 0.0 0.0 0.0 |5.20 0.0 5.20

(0) () (1) (0) (0) (0) (1) 0y (1)

<1 hour | 0.0 6,73 7.03 6.85 6.8 0.0 |6.89 0.0 6.89
(0) (9) 15y a1 (9 (0) | (40) (0)  (40)

1.5 packs 1 hour | 0.0 6.25 6.50 0.0 0.0 0.0 [6.33 0.0 6.33
(0) (2) (1 ) (0) ® (3) 0 3
2-3 hour | 0.0 0.0 0.0 2,70  4.20 0.0 |3.45 0.0 3.45
(0) (0 (0) (L (1) ()} (2) ) (2
24 hour | g g 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 |0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) () (0) (0)
<1 hour | g ¢ 6.21  7.49  6.30 5.27 0.0 |6.65 0.0 6.56
(0) ¢)] (13) (11) (3) 0 (34) (0) (33)
2 packs 1 hour | 5.9 4.80 0.0 9.10 5.40 0.0 |7.50 0.0 7.50
or more (0) (L (0) (3 (1) (0) (5) 0 (5)
2-3 hour | g g 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 (0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) ()] (0) (0) (0) (0) (V) 0 (0)
24 hour | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) ()] (D) (0) (0) (0) (0) 0) (0)
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Table M-14.
SALT LAKE CITY

RELATIONSHIP OF TOBACCO USE TO COHb

AGE GROUPS ALL INHALE
SMOKING CATEGORIES 1-19 20-29 30-39 40-49  50-59 60+ AGES =313*,;153,~a
o —————————r ittt e e i SN e A S st i Lo SN
<1 hour | 4,30 3.25 4.08 6.20 6.00 0.0 4.34 3.70 4.41
: (1) (2) (5) (1 (1) (0) (10) (L (9
.5 pack 1 hour | 0.0 0.0 2,62 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.62 1.00 3.17
(0) (0) (&) (0) (0) (0) (4) (1) (3)
2-3 hour | 2,25 3.17 4,47 0.0 4,20 0.0 3.48 0.0 3.48
(2) (4) (3 (0) @)) (0) (10) (0) (10)
24 hour | 2.10 2.47 6.20 5.50 3.77 0.0 3.22 2.13 3,52
(4) 4) (D) (¢8) (4) (0) (14) (3) (11)
<1 hour | 0.0 5.57 8.50 5.35 0.0 0.0 | 6.34 0.0 6.34
(0) (3) ¢A) (2) (0) (0) n 0 (7
.5tol 1 hour|{ 0.0 3.30 6.15 5.40 7.70 0.0 4.82 0.0 4.82
pack (0 %) (2) (1). (1) (0) (8) (0) (8)
2-3 hour | 0.0 4.78 6.00 3.60 6.70 0.0 5.02 0.0 5.02
(0) (5) (1) (1) (1) (0) (8) (0) (8)
24 hour | 0.0 0.0 2.50 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.50 0.0 2.50
(0) (0) (2) (0) (0 (0) (2) (0) (2)
<1 hour|] 6.80 5.60 5.72 6.20 6.78 0.0 5.96 0.0 5.96
(L (15) (6) (8) (5 (0) (35) (0) (35)
1 pack 1 hour | 0.0 5.70 6.05 9.20 5.63 0.0 6.01 0.0 6.17
: (0) (7 (W) (D) (3) (0) (15) (0) (14)
2-3 hour | 4.65 4.85 5.66 4.00 0.0 0.0 5.00 0.0 5.00
(¢A (4) (5) (2) (0) () (13 (M) (13)
24 hour | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (0 (0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
< 1 hour 6.0 4.80 10.00 7.52 9.35 0.0 7.60 0.0 7.60
) 2> - (D ) 2) 0) (9 (0
1.5 packs 1 hour | 0.0 5.55 0.0 6.70 0.0 0.0 6.24 0.0 6.24
- (0) (2) (0) (3) (0) 0) (5 {(0) (5)
2-3 hour | 0.0 0.0 4.30 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.30 0.0 4.30
() (0) (D 0 () (0) (1) (0) (1)
24 hour | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0 0) (0) (0) ") (0. (O
€1 hour | 5.90 0.0 8.40 7.80 9,90 0.0 8.05 0.0 8.05
(1) 0) (3) (3) (1) (0) (8) 0y  (8)
2 packs 1 hour | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 10.70 0.0 |10.70 0.0 10.70
or more 0 . (0 0) (0) (L (0) (1) (0 (D)
2-3 hour | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0 (0 (0 (0) (0 (0) (0) 0 (0
24 hour | 0.0 0.0 - 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0
0) 0) o) (0) (0) (0 (0) {0) (0)
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Table M-15.

SAN FRANCISCO

RELATIONSHIP OF TOBACCO USE TO COHb

AGE GROUPS ALL INHALE
SMOKING CATEGORIES 1-19  20-29 30-39 40-49  50-59 60+ AGES Pk) Yes
<1 hour | 2.07 4.60  3.76  4.70  4.00 0.0  |4.07 60 4.07
(3 - (16) (9) (1) (4) 0) (33) (2) (30)
.5 pack 1 hour| 4.30 1.70 1.85 10.00 5.65 5.60 |4.54 3.10 5.27
(2) (1) (A (1) &2 (D 9) (3) (6)
2-3 hour| 0.0 3.20  4.06 2.30 1.30 0.0 3.25 3.253.25
(0) (5) (5) (2) (1) () (13) 2 an -
24 hour | 2.25 2.09 1.84 1.90 1.47 0.0 1.97 2.251.94
(2) (17) (7) (3) (3) (0) (32) (2) (27)
<1 hour | 3.96  4.45  5.41  5.73  4.46 0.0  |4.81 4.10 4.82
(5) (20) (8) &) (5) (0) 47 (L) (46)
.5tol 1 hour | 4.60 3.91 5.60  4.97 6.70 5.60 |4.91 0.0 4.91
pack L (7) %) ) (2) (1) (19) (0) (19)
2-3 hour | 4.30 4.04. 0.0 0.0 4.40 0.0 [4.13 1.80 4.11
(1) (8) (0 (0) (2) (0) (11) L (8
24 hour| 0.0 2.00  2.57 4.80 0.0 0.0 2.90 0.0 2.90
(0) (L) (3 (L (0) (")) (5) (0
<1hour| 4.39 5.47 6.02 6.61  5.88  8.35 {5.89 6.00 5.89
(9 (41) (20) (32) (12) 2) (116) (1) (115
1 pack 1hour | 6.70 6.25  6.67 7.95 6.10 0.0 6.67 3.70 6.83
(1) (11) (3) (4) (1) 0) (20) (1) (19)
2-3 hour | 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.60 0.0 0.0 |4.60 0.0 4.60
(0) (0) 0) ¢Y) 0) (0) @) (0) (D
24 hour | 1.50 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.50 0.0 0.0
» 0) 0 (0) (0) (0) (1) (0) ()
<1 hour | 0.0 7.0l  6.84  6.82  7.63 0.0 |7.00 0.0 7.01
_ (0) i (18) (10) ) 0) (52) (0) (50)
1.5 packs 1 hour | 6.20 6.07 8.30  3.57 7.90 0.0 5.70 2.40 6.83
(1) &) (1) (3) @) 0 (9) (L (M
2-3 hour | 9,0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) o) €0) ) 0) (0) 0) (0) (0)
24 hour
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0)  (0) (0) (0) (0) 0) | (0) (0) (0)
<1 hour | 4,80 8.21 7.29 7.62  7.07  3.25 |7.34 6.94 7.40
1) ¢)) (14) (16) (3) 2) (45) (5) (40)
2 packs lhour | 0,0 0.0 5.90 2.70 0.0 0.0 |4.30 0.0 4.30
or more (0) 0) ¢ (1) (0) (0) (2) 0 @
2-3 hour | 0,0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(V) 0 0) (0) (0) (0) (0) 0 (0)
24 hour | 0,0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) () (0) - (0) 0) 0 O
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Table M-16.

SEATTLE

RELATIONSHIP OF TOBACCO USE TO COHb

AGE GROUPS . ALL INHALE
SMOKING CATEGORIES 1-19 20-29  30-39  40-49 50-59 60+ AGES No Ves
mm' v -' 73 .‘ ; . g oy my:-m ﬁ:;.--. R ~r e “:':i
' <1 hour| 2.95 4.48  4.36 3.70 1.55 0.0 4.10 2.08 &4.57
(2) (18) (7) (3) (2) 0) (32) (6) (26
.5 pack 1 hour| 0.0 3.25 0.0 2.70 3.20 2.80 3.04 3.00 3.07
: (0) (2) (" (D) (D N (5 (2) (3)
2-3 hour|{ 0.0  2.78 0.0 4.65 1.90 0.0 |2.88 2.00 2.97
(0) (6) (0) (2) (3) (0) (11) (1] (10
>4 hour | 1.30 2.67  2.82 1.50 3.93 2.50 |2.62 1.50 2.67
(3) (9) (4) (1) (3) (1) (21) (1) (20
<1 hour | &.63 5.00  5.16 5.51 5.10 7.00 [5.12 0.0 5.12
(3) - (286) (7) (7) (4) (1) (48) (0) .(48)
5tol 1 hour | 3.40 4.48 5.70  6.22 . 5.25 0.0 5.43 7.00 5.34
pack (L (5) (3 (8) (2) (0) (19 (1) (18)
2-3 hour | 0.0  4.43 10,20  3.83 7.07 0.0 5.35 7.65 4.93
0y - (6) (1) (3) (3) (0) (13) (2) (11)
24 hour | 0.0 3.60  2.80 1.70  3.70 0.0 3.10 4,60 2.72
(0) (1) (D) (L (2) (0) (5) (1) (4
<1hour| 5.35 6.74  6.73 6.77 5.52 7.70 |6.62 0.0 6.62
(2) (28) (24) (25) (8) (1) (88) (0) (88)
1 pack 1 hour | 0.0  4.33 6.32. 6.60 5.00 6.90 |5.88 5.30 5.91
(0) (6) (5) (11) (2) (1) (25) (1) (24)
2-3 hour | 0.0  6.87 0.0 5.30  4.30 0.0 5.75 4,20 6.06
(0) (3, (0) (L (2) (0) (6) (1) (5
24 hour | 0.0  4.10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 |4.10 0.0 4.10
(9) (1] (0) (0) (0) (0) (1) (0) (1)
<1 hour | 0.0 6.71 6.66 7.11 8.14 6.75 |7.03 0.0 7.03
(0) (9) (9 (15) (5) (2) (40) (0) (40)
1.5 packs 1 hour | 0.0 0.0 5.75  4.70  8.87 0.0 7.13 0.0 7.13
(0) (0 (2) (1) (3) (0) (6) (0) (86)
2-3 hour | 0.0  2.2C 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 ]2.20 0.0 2.20
(0) (1) () (0) (0) (0) (L (0) (1)
24 hour | o9,0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 {0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
<1 hour | 0.0 5.65 8.28 7.76 7.34 10.00 [7.46 4.30 7.60
(0) (8) (13) (7) (7) (1) (36) (1) (34)
2 packs lhour | 0,0 0.0 4.70 0.0 0.0 0.0 |4.70 0.0 4.70
or more (0) (0) (1 (0) (0) 0) (L) (0) (1)
2-3 hour | 0,0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 |0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) () (0) (0) (0) (0) (0 (0) (0)
Z4 hour | 0,0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0, |o0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (0 (0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
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VERMONT - NEW HAMPSHIRE

Table

M-17.

RELATIONSHIP OF TOBACCO USE TO COHb

AGE GROUPS : ALL INHALE
SMOKING CATEGORIES 1-19  20-29 30-39 40-49  50-59 60+ | AGES || No Yes
y = - =]
<1 hour| 3.77 4.l4 7.20 8.50 2.30 2.20 | 4.37 2.35 4.66
(3) (7) (2) (1) (2) (L) (16) (2) (14
.5 pack 1 hour| 2.65 3.27 4.42 1.70 3.93 0.0 3.32 3.64 3.21
(4) (6) (4) (2) (3 (0) (19) (5) (14)
2-3 hour | 2.67 1.97 3.03 0.0 0.0 3.90 |2.50 2.80 2.48
(4 (7 (3) (0) (0) (1) (15) (1) (14)
24 hour | 1.53 1.71 1.67 1.89 1.50 2.00 |1.70 1.44 1.73
(10)  (19) (7) (10) - (2) (1) (49) (5) (44)
<1 hour | 6.10 4.78 5.66  5.15 7.40 8.00 |5.29 0.0 5.29
_ (3) (20) A9) (2) () (1) (36) (0) (36)
Stol 1 hour | 4.15 4.90 3.87 5.20 2.25 0.0 4.37 3.40 4.42
pack (2) (10) (» 1) (2) (0) (18) (1Y @17)
2-3 hour | 3.23 4.10 5.00 4.40 6.20 5.00 |4.34 3.20 4.39
(3 (10) (2) (1) (2) (D (19 (2) (16)
24 hour | 2.20 2.50 0.0 0.0 1.70 0.0 2.28 0.0 2.28
(1) (3) (0) (0) (L (0) (5 (0) (5)
<1 hour | &4.47 5.20 6.29 6.70 5.91 4.80 [5.74 7.17 5.70
(8) (44) (22) (23) (9) (2) (108) (3) (105
1 pack 1 hour | 6.17 3.78 8.28 6.37 5.54 5.00 |5.72 3.40 5.80
3 (9) (6) (6) (5 (3) (32) (1) (31)
2-3 hour | 2.55 4.31 3.30 4.25 6.15 0.0 4.25 3.30 4.31
(2) (8 (1) (2) (2) (0) (15) (1) (14)
24 hour | 0.0 3.00 0.0 0.0 2.60 0.0 2.80 0.0 2.80
-(0) (1) (0) (0) (L) (0) (2) (0) (2
<1 hour | 8.30 6.53 7.25 6.94 7.60 5.50 |6.86 0.0 6.86
(1) (15) (4) (14) (5) (2) (41) (0) (41)
1.5 packs 1 hour | 0.0 6.60 5.85 10.40 0.0 0.0 6.73 0.0 6.73
(0) (D) (4) (1) (0) (0) (6) (0) (6)
2-3 hour | 0.0 0.0 3.40 0.0 8.10 0.0 5.75 0.0 5.75
(0) (0) (D (0) (1) (0) (2) 0) (@)
24 hour | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0) 0) (0) (0) (0)
<1 hour | 0.0 5.73 ‘ 8.10 6.89 5.80 0.0 6.79 5.90 6.84
o) @) (10) (11) (7 (0) (35) (2) (33)
2 packs lhour | 9,0 4.85 5.30 0.0 0.0 6.40 |5.34 0.0 5.34
or more (0) (2) @ (0) (0) (1) (5 0) (5
2-3 hour | 0,0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) 0) (0)
24 hour | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0,0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0 0) M ]7(0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0)




WASHINGTON D. C.

Table M-18.

RELATIONSHIP OF TOBACCO USE TO COHb

_ AGE GROUPS ALL INHALE
SMOKING CATEGORIES 1-19  20-29 30-39 40-49  50-59 - | No Yes
m, wmmmm_z_ “lﬂ.',_ mn 'I — . :
' <1 hour| 3.80 2.92 4.10 2.05 0,0 4.20 | 3.25 1.20 3.56
(4) (10)  (3) (2) (0) (1) | (20) (1) (17°
.5 pack 1hour| 4.30 3.18 3.83 4.83 0.0 0.0 |3.84 6.10 3.78
. (2) (6) (6) (3 (0) ) (17) (1) (14°
2-3 hour| 1.80 2.3%4 2.57 1.40 2.90 0.0 {2.32 4.50 2.21
(L (10) (3) (@8] ey (0) (16) (L) (14]
>4 hour | 1.12 1.52  3.17 2.45 2.5 0.0 |1.82 0.65 1.97
(11) (10) (4) (@ (4) (0) (33) (4) (28]
<1 hour | 4.61 . &.21  4.80 4.62 2.00 0.0 |&.31 2.82 4.41
(7 (27) (10) (9) (3) (0) (56) (5) (50}
.5tol 1hour| 3.83  4.94 3.77 5.33  4.30 0.0 |4.64 0.0 4.79
pack (3) (12) (3) (3) (2) - (0) (23) (0) (20)
2-3 hour | 4.05  4.23  6.15 5.23 2,75 0.0 |4.55 7.80 4.40
(4 (9 %) (3) (2 (0 (22) (D (213
24 hour | 1.67 1.65 0.0 0.0 1.80  5.30 {2.20 1.70 1.68
(3) (2) (0) ()] (D (L (7) (1) (5)
<lbour| 4.8 5.54 6.20 6.06 6.07 0.0 |5.74 4.70 5.76
(6) (72)  (28) (16)  (7) 0) | (129) (2)  (12€
1 pack lhour | 7,30 4.77 5.77 3.90 7.55 0.0 |5.17 6.20 5.10
(2) (24) (3) (1) (2) (0) (32) (LY © (30
2-3 hour | 4, 80  4.52  4.50 3.90 3.60 0.0 |&.39 0.0 4.39
(1) 9) () (2) (L) 0) (15) (0) (15)
Zhhour | 1 90 1,60 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 [1.66 0.0 1.66
1) 4) (0) (0) - (0) (0) (5) (0) (5
<1 hour | 6.50  5.81 . 7.39  6.95  7.10 0.0 |6.55 0.0 6.55
> (22) (15) (8) (1 (0) (48) (0) (48)
1.5 packs - 1 hour | 0.0 5.39 6.35 6.67 5.15 0.0 |5.83 0.0 5.83
(0) (7) (2) (4) (2) (0) (15) (0) (15)
2-3 hour | 0.0 4.20 0.0 7.50 0.0 0.0 |[5.85 0.0 4.20
(0) (L (0) L (0) (" (2) m (1)
24 hour | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.90 0.0 [1.90 0.0 1.90
(0) (0 o (0) ey - (0) (1) 0) n
<1 hour | 0.0 5.7 7.63  5.67 7.96 0.0 [6.68° 5.25 A 7§
(0 (14) (15) (7) (5) (0) (41) ) (39)
2 packs 1 hour | 9.0 6.40 5.80 6.80 0.0 7.50 16.62 0.0 6.62
or more (0) (1) @Y (1) 0) (L) % (0) (
2-3 hour | 0,0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
()] (0) ‘ (0) (0) (0) (0) (9) (0) (0)
24 hour | 4 40 0.0 0.0. 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 4.40 0.0 4.40
(1 (0) (0) M 8(0) (0) (0) (1) (1) @8]



INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION ON COHb

APPENDIX N.
Table N-1.

ANCHORAGE

. ALL
AGE GROUPS 0-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60t AGES
Male 2.57 1.65 0.0 1.37 1.22 0.0 1.91
Non Smoke (8) (2) 0) (4) (4) (0) (18)
Coming Female | 1,60 2.20 0.90 2.10 1.50 0.0 1.70
from (6) (2) (1) (2) (2) (0) (13)
Home .
Male 4,65 4,60 5.90 3.70 4,45 0.0 4,49
Smoke (8) (5) (1) %) (2) - (0) (20)
Female | 0.0 2.87 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.87
0) N ()] (0) 0 (0) N
Male 0.0 2.01 2.39 1.87 | 1.95 0.0 2,09
Non Smoke (0) (11) (10) %) %) (0) (32)
Coming Female | 1,10 1.97 1.80 1.72 2.40 0.0 1.75
from (2) 3) (2) (%) (1) (0) (12)
Work
e Male | 1.40 7.26 4.90 2,90 6.30 | 0.0 5.00
Smoke 2) %) (%) 7 (5) (0) (25)
Female | 0.0 4,00 7.92 2.53 0.0 0.0 5.41
(0) @Y 4) (3) 0) ()] (8)
Male 0.0 2.30 1:40 2.92 2.15 0.0 2.32
Non Smoke () (3 '(5) 9) (4) 0) (21)
Coming
from Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Work (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
(Blue .
Collar) Male 2.70 5.18 4.32 6.67 6.83 0.0 5.47
Smoke (2) (13) (4) (8) (3) (D) (30)
Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) ()] ()] (0) 0) (0) (0)
Male 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
ComLn Non Smoke (0) (0) (0) (0) 0) (0) (0
from g Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.0 0.0
Work (0) 0) (0) (0) (0) 0 ()]
éﬁfﬁ::) Male 6.30 1.10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.70
Smoke (2) (2 (0) (0) (0 0 )
Female |- 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (0) 0) 0) 0)
Totals 3.01 3.75 3.55 3.17 3.50 0.0
(30) (56) (31) @) | @ | (o

N-1




INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION ON COHb

Table N-2.

CHICAGO

N-2

- ALL
AGE .GROUPS 0-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60t AGES
Male 0.0 1.60 0.0 - 0.0 2.20 0.0 1.90
'Non Smoke . (0) (1) (0) (0) (1) (0) (2)
' ‘ ' 0.0 0.0 0.0
Comin Female { 0.0 O.Q 0.0 0.0 . .
foon (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
Home ‘
Male 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.10 4.10
Smoke (0 (0) (0) ® 1)) (1 (L)
Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (1)) (0) ) (0) (0) (0)
Male 0.0 2.14 .2.01 2.18 2.17 2.70 2.13
Non Smoke (0) (19) (16) (15) (7 (1) (58)
Coming Female | 2.07 2.58 2.40 2.47 2.03 3.30 2.39
from (3) (11) . (2) (11) | 11 (2) (40)
Work L
éﬂ?izﬁ) Male | 0.0 6.39 6.46 6.57 6.15 | 6.47 6.42
Smoke - (0) (15) (10) (22) (13) % (64
Female { 5.50 6.87 4.60 6.21 5.01 6.65 5.96
(L (6) (¢2 (12) 7 (2) '(30)
Male 0.0 1.75 . 2.17 2.21 2.33 0.0 2. 14
0
| Non Smoke (0) (6) (6) (12) (7 (0) (31)
coming Female | 0.0 1.70 2.20 | 0.0 0.0 2.00 1.97
Work 0 (D ,(}) ()] (0) (D (3)
(Blue L
Collar) Male 0.0 6.66.. | 7.46 6.53 7.25 8.07 7.17
Smoke 0) (9) - (16) 7 (11) (4) (47)
Female { 0.0 0.0 © 5.80 0.0 7.80 0.0 7.30
(0) o (1) (0) (3) 0) (4)
]
Male 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Non Smoke () €)) 0) (0) (0) (0) 0)
Coming
from Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 . 0.0 0.0 0.0
' Work 0) (0) 0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
(Brown .
Collar) Male 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Smoke (V) v) V) (0) 0) (0) (1))
Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0) .(0) (0)
Totals 2.92 4,11 4.65 4.45 4.57 5.79
(4) (68) (54) (79 (60) (15)



INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION ON COHb

Table N-3.

DENVER

ALL
AGE GROUPS 0-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60t AGES
Male 1.75 2.28 2.42 2.07 2.55 1.10 2.29
Non Smoke 2) (66) (51) (40) (17) (L) (177)
Comin Female | 2.25 1.75 2.00 1.80 1.80 2.00 1.86
from & (%) (19 (8) (6) 4) (1) (42)
Home .
Male 5.93 5.90 6.29 5.51 4.95 4.40 5.82
Smoke (3 (125) | (62) (55) (23) n (269)
Female | 0.0 5.09 4.38 6.92 5.04 4.30 5.52
9 (14) (5 (12) (8) (L (40)
Male | .04 | 2.04 | 1,95 | 1.95 [ 2.59 | 2.40 2.07
Non Smoke (5 (70) (43) (30) (20) ¢)) (169)
Coming Female 1.19 1.77 1.47 1.73 2.00 0.0 1.64
from (11) (40) 1am (6) (2) ()] (69)
Work
S Male | .4.20 5.90 6.32 5.44 5.47 | 6.00 5.84
Smoke 3) (61) (26) (18) 10y | (D (119)
Female | 3.85 .5.00 3.86 5.05 5.00 0.0 4.79
(2) (23) (5) (4 (4) (0) (38)
Male 0.0 | 2.37 ) 1.95 1.99 "1.65 3.30 2.03
: 21 12 1 88)
Non Smoke (o (21) (33) (21) a» | (
§°mi“8 Female | 0.0 1.80 1.53 1.60 1.55 0.0 1.59
rom 2 0 7
oo (0) (1) 3 (1) (2) (0) 7
(Blue
Collar) Male 6.87 | 6.57 6.36 6.34 7.01 0.0 6.52
Smoke (3) (57) (27) (22) (9) (0) (118)
Female | 0.0 3.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.00
0) (D (0) (0) 0) (0) L
Male 0.0 | 2.80 3,60 | 2.10 | 1.90 0.0 2.60
Non Smoke 0) (1) 1 09 @9 0 )
Comi
oo 2 Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Work () 0) 0 0 0 (0) €]
B
éof?Z?) Male 0.0 5.60 0.0 5.65 4.70 0.0 5.32
Smoke (0) 2) (0) (2) (2) (0) (6)
Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
_ (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) -(0) (0)
Totals 2.86 4.24 3.93 3.96 3.79 3.36
(33) (501) (276) (118) | (N

N-3

(218)




. Table N-4.

DETROIT
INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION ON COHb
- , . ALL
AGE GROUPS 0-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60t AGES
Male 1.40 1.79 1.73 1.97 2.02 1.45 1.83
Non Smoke (10) (13) (30) (33) (18) (2) (106)
Comin Female | 0.90 1.64 1.30 0.87 1.06 0.0 1.37
from & (1) (14) (6) (3) (5) (0) (29)
Home .
Male 7.70 6.08 6.04 7.83 6.27 6.10 6.80
Smoke (4) (13) (12) (23) (15) @8 (68
Female | 5.80 4.67 3.66 4.59 5..30 0.0 4.59
(2) (3) (5 7 (3) (0) (20)
Male 1.13 1.63 1.53 '1.68 1.61 1.46 1.60
' Non Smoke (14) (147) (163) (170) (78) (5) (577)
Coming Female | 0.93 1.22 1.19 1.21 1.37 0.0 1.15
from (34) (48) (21) (20) (12) (0) (135)
Work ‘ .
éﬁ?;::) Male | 6.11 5.74 6.46 6.18 6.76 5.50 6.17
Smoke (11) (81) (53) (83) (40) (5) . (273)
Female | 2.28 4.32 5.02 4,05 4,44 0.0 4,27
(6) (24) (16) (11) (5) (0) (62)
Male 1.70 1.97 "1.70 1.78 1.40 1.29 1.70
(2) (31) (55) (74) (37) (7) (206)
Non Smoke
Coming Female | 0.0 1.13 1.00 1.08 1.45 0.0 1.25
from (0) (3) (1) (6) (8) (0) (18)
Work v
(Blue P
Collar) Male 4.82 6.27 5.98 5.94 6.48 6.00 6.05
Smoke (10) (38) (37) (74) (37) (4) (200)
Female | 0.0 5.03 0.0 4.10 6.20 0.0 5.06
0) (7) (0) (1) (1) (0) (9)
Male 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Non Smoke (0) (0) (0) €] (0) (0) )
Coming
from Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Work 0) (1)) 0) 0) 0 (0) €))
. (Brown
. Collar) Male 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.0 0.0 - 0.0
Smoke (0) (0) (o) (0) (0) to) (0
Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0 (0) (0)
Totals 2.52 3.18 2.92 3.42 3.46 3.20
(94) (422) (399) (505) |  (259) (24)

- N-4




Table N-5.

HONOLULU

INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION ON COHbB

ALL
AGE GROUPS 0-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60t AGES
Male 1.50 1.67 1.50 1.69 1.56 1.33 1.58
Non Smoke (1) (23) (50) (31) (16) (3) (124)
Comin Female | 0.0 1.30 1.13 1.54 1.80 0.90 1.36
f::; g 0 (3) (3) (5) (L) (1) (13)
Home .
Male 0.0 5.31 4,70 4.19 4.53 3.70 4.71
Smoke 0) (29) (46) (27) (11) (1 (114)
Female | 0.0 9.05 3.50 4.27 3.50 0.0 4.92
(0) 2 (3) (4) (L) 0) (10)
Male | 1.20 1.51 1.44 1.54 | 1.55 1.40 1.49
Non Smoke (1) (37) (44) (34) (19) 3) (138)
Coming Female | 0.0 0.70 1.25 1.27 1.10 0.0 1.16
from (0) 2) (6) (4) (1 0) (13)
Work
éﬁ?;ﬁﬁ) Male | 0.0 5.36 5.75 4.85 3.57 0.0 5.15
Smoke (0) (33) (39) (37) (12) (0) (121)
Female | 0.0 0.0 4. 56 8.23 3.50 0.0 . 5.29
(0) 0 7) (3) (2) () (12>
Male 2.60 | 1.63 1.47 1.84 1.51 1.75 1.66
Non Smoke (1) (28) (34) (43) (10) (2) (118)
Comi
f::;"g Female | 0.0 2.10 0.0 0.0 1.10 0.0 1.60
Work () €9 (0) (0) L (0) (2)
(Blue }
Collar) Male 3.90 5.05 5.77 5.20 6.35 5.23 5.44
Smoke (1) (33) (49) (34) (8) (3) (128)
Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (0) 9) (0) 0
Male 0.0 1.10 1.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.05
Non Smoke 0) @) (1) (0) ) 0) (2)
Coming :
from Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Work ()] (0) 0) (0 (0 (0) (0)
(Brown
Collar) Male 0.0 0.0 0.0 7.50 8.60 0.0 8.05
Smoke (0) 0) 0) (1 N 0) (2
Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 . 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
Totals 2.30 3.46 3.43 3.21 2.84 2.46
(4) (192) | (282) (223) (83) (13)

N-5



INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION ON COHb

Table N-6.

HOUSTON

ALL
AGE GROUPS 0-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60* AGES
Male 0.0 1.32 1.68 2.11 0.97 1.00 1.54
Non Smoke 0) (16) (12) (8) (3 (2) (41)
Comi Female | 0.70 0.95 0.95 2.10 0.0 0.0 1.24
from ) 2) (2) ) () () N
Home .
Male 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.50 0.0 0.0 3.50
Smoke (0) (0) (0) (2) (0) (0) (2)
Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
o) (0) (0) (0) (9] (0) (0)
Male 1.27 2,25 1.49 1.75 1.36 0.0 1.82
Non Smoke ) (33) _(12)' (23) (14) - (0) (86)
Coming Female | 0.63 2.06 1.63 9.60 1.35 0.0 2.30
from - (3) (16) (3) (2) (4) (0) (28)
Work . .
(White -
Male 0.70 2.62 4.93 5.50 0.0 0.0 3.70
C . .
olter) . a (%) (3) 2) " (0) (0) (10)
Female | 0,0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.20 0.0 2.20
(0) (0) (0) (0) @9 (0) (1)
Male '
0.97 1.21 1.40 | 1.38 2.05 0.0 1.30
Non Smoke 3) (21) (1) (6) (2) 0) (43)
Comi
from Female | ¢ ¢ 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Work () (0) (0) (0) () 0) (0)
(Blue . o »
Collar) Male 0.0 6.90 0.0 7.40 0.0 0.0 7.15
Smoke 0) (1) (0) (1) (0) (0) (2)
Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
Male 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Non Smoke ) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) 0)
Coming )
from Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Work (0) (0) (0) 0) () (0) o)
(Brown ’ ’ T
Collar) Male 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Smoke (0) (0) (0) (0) ) 0 ()}
Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (0) 0) (0) 0)
Totals 0.9 | 1.86 1.75 | 2.48 1.40 1.00
(12) (93) (43) (46) (2)

N-6

(24)




INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION ON COHb

Table N-7.

LOS ANGELES

N-7

ALL
AGE GROUPS 0-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60" AGES
Male 1.80 2.11 1.99 2.06 2.02 1.50 2.03
Non Smoke (6) (40) (55) (47) (27) (2) (177)
Comin Female | 1.74 1.90 1.98 2.07 2.00 0.0 1.95
from & ) (22 (12) (14) (10) (0) (65)
Home . )
Male: 5.93 6.68 6.77 6.68 6.98 0.0 6.74
Smoke (3) (28) (19) (19) (19) (0) (88)
Female | 7.30 6.69 6.46 7.80 4.06 0.0 6.52
(1) (10) 9) (8) (5 (1) (33)
Male 2.32 2.00 2.01 1.96 1.95 1.96 1.99
01 78 356 261 29 1368
Non Smoke (43) (301) | (378) | (356) | (261) | (29 (
Coming Female | 1.96 2.00 2.08 1.80 2.09 2.57 1.99
© from (58) (166) (54) (70) (564) (%) (406)
Work
e Male | 5.9 6.12 6.30 6.57 6.58 6.55 6.37
Smoke (18) (143) (135) (128) |  (110) (13) (547)
Female | 6.01 5.86 5.69 5.83 5.87 5.25 5.82
(13) (73) (49) (62) (42) (2 (241)
Male 1.51 2.03 2.14. 1.97 1.96 1.78 2.01
. 20) 12) 71
Non Smoke (14) (186) (124) (120) (112) (15) (571)
Coming Female | 0.99 1.42. 2,16 2.16 2.02. 1.95 1.77
from (8) (25) (7 (18) (21) (2) (81)
Work .
(Blue
Collar) Male 5.95 5.90 6,30 6.42. 6.29 5.92 6.17
Smoke (10) (159) (95) (105) (99) 17 (485)
Female | 7.20 5.82 5.37 6.69 6.78 0.0 6.20
¢ (15) (12) (14) (13) (0) (55)
Male 0.0 1.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.00
Non Smoke (0) (1) (0) ()] (0) €)) (1)
Coming ) .
from Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Work 0) (0) ) 0) (0) 0 (0)
(Brown
Collar) Male 0.0 6.60 0.0 6.40 0.0 0.0 6.50
Smoke 0) (D (0) n 0 (0) (2)
Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) 0) (0) 0) ()] (0)
Totals 2.98 3.47 3.44 3.52 3.61 3,32
(182) (1170) (949) (962) (773) (8%)



INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION ON COHb

Table N-8.

MIAMI

ALL
AGE GROUPS 0-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60t AGES
Male 0.0 1.92 1.66 1.50 1.43 1.10 1.66
Non Smoke (0) (34) (18) 27) (11) (4) (94)
. 0.0 0.50 1.45
Coming Female | 0.0 1.30 1.80 1.13 .
from (0) (1) (3) (3) (0) (1) (8)
Home
Male 7.16 4.93 5.78 5.21 5.31 0.0 J
Smoke (8) (85) (40) (49) (26) (0) ez,
Female | 2.10 2.30 5.25. | 4.40 5.75 0.0 3.93
(1) (3) (2) (D (2) (0) (9)
Male 2.09 1.09 1.41 1.39 1.47 1.80 1.36
Non Smoke (7) a7 (31) (16) (20) (2) (113)
Coming Female 0.0 1.04 1.32 1.16 0.85 0.0 1.07
from (0) (19) %) (15) (8 (0) (46)
Work
oonree Male | 4.59 4.19 5.16 | 5.13 5.32 | 6.19 4.86
Smoke 9) 7) (22) (23) (19) (7) (127)
Female | 1.40 5.41 5.48 5.39 3.05 | 0.0 4.79
(1) (s (12) (8) (12) 0) (51)
Male 0.90 1.46 1.12 1.01 1.36 1.25 1.24
Non Smoke (1) (21) (13) (16) (10) (2) (63)
21‘32‘;“8 Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
oo (0) (0) (0 (0) (0) (0 (0)
(Blue )
Collar) Male 4.82 4.66 5.99 5.42 6.40 5.87 5.49
Smoke (4) 4 (38) (26) 18) (3) (127)
Female | 0.0 0.0 5.85 6.25 0.0 0.0 6.05
(0) o (2) (2) w | () (4)
Male 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.u 0.0 0.0 0.0
Non Smoke 0) 0) 0 o 0) 0) €]
Coming
from Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 .0.0 0.0
Work (0) (0) (0) 0) - €] V) (0
(Brown :
Collar) Male 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.40 0.0 0.0 6.40
Smoke v) ¢\ (0) (1) (0) €)] (1)
Female 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0 O (e o (0) (0) (0)
Totals 4.42 3.48 4.10 3.64 3.71 3.84
(31) (303) (185) (187) (126) (19)

N-8




INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION ON COHb

Table N-9.

MILWAUKEE

N-9

ALL
AGE GROUPS 0-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60+ AGES
Male 0.70 0.92 1.48 1.28 1.45 0.0 1.30
Non Smoke (1) (6) (13) (14) (6) (0) (40)
Coming. Female | 0.0 1.16 0.87 0.70 1.10 0.0 1.02
f::mng 0) n 3) (2) (1) (0) (;3)
Home
Male 0.0 7.48 4.05 6.58 2.90 0.0 5.74
Smoke (0) (5) (6) (5) (1) (0) (17
Female 0.0 0.0 7.50 5.17 4.75 0.0 5.39
(0) (0) (L ) (2) (0) )
Male 0.0 1.07 1.46 1.35 0.97 0.0 1.26
Non Smoke ) %) (5) (6) (3 (0 (18)
- Coming Female | 0.0 0.87 0.60 0.85 0.0 0.0 0.82
from (0) (3) (1 (2) {0) (0) (6)
Work
e Male | 0.0 6.55 5.00 6.87 4.40 0.0 5.63
Smoke (0) (2) (5) (4) (3) (0) (14)
Female | 0.0 0.0 1.40 0.0 5.20 0.0 2.67
€ 0 (2) (0) (1 0 (3)
Male 0.0 0.0 1.80 1.37 0.0 0.0 1.56
Non Smoke €)) 0) (3 4) (0) (0) (7)
g:‘:;“g Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
i, (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
(Blue
Collar) Male 0.0 7.30 3.70 5.60 3.77 0.0 4.65
Smoke 0) (1) e (1) (3) (0 (6)
Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0 0) (0) 0 (0) (0) (0)
Male 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Non Smoke (0 0 (0) (0) 0) ) (0)
Coming
from Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Work (0) (0) 0) 0 (0) ()] (0)
(Brown
Collar) Male 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Smoke (0) 0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0 (0) 0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
Totals 0.70 2.80 2.46 2.89 2.74 0.0
(1) (28) (40) (42) - (20) 0)



INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION ON COHb

Table N-10.

NEW ORLEANS

ALL
AGE GROUPS 0-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60* AGES
Male 1.49 2.09 2.21 1.62 2.45 0.0 1.98
Non Smoke (10) (33) (12) (13) (6) (0) (74)
Coming Female | 2.05 0.0 1.30 1.80 0.0 0.0 1.80
from (2) (0) (1) (1) (0) (0 (4)
Home
Male 4.69 5.47 5.99 5.69 6.51 0.0 5.52
Smoke (28) (64) (13) (41) (14) 0) (160)
Female | 4.10 5.70 0.0 1.90 5.20 0.0 4.86
(1) (4) (0) (1) (1) (0) (7
Male 1.55 1.37 1.85 1.70 0.0 0.0 1.57
Non Smoke (2) (%) (2) (2) (0) (0) (10)
Coming Female | 1.40 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.40
from (L) (2) (0) (0) (0) (0) (1)
Work :
(White .
Male 6.00 7.53 8.00 5.36 6.80 0.0 6.79
Collan) e ) ) 1) ) w | 1
Female | 6.30 5.80 0.0 4.00 0.0 0.0 5.37
(1) 1 (0) (1) (0) (0) 3)
Male 1.65 1.69 " 1.90 1.80 1.60 1.50 1.71
Non Smoke (2) (8) (2) (2) (1) (1) (16)
g::ing Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Work (0) (0) (0) 0) (0) (0) (0)
(Blue , ,
Collar) Male 4.80 5.66 5.20 5.90 0.0 4.30 5.53
Smoke (2) (19) %) (7) (0) (2) (34)
Female 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.30 0.0 0.0 9.30
(0 (0) (0) (1) 0) (0 (1)
Male 0,0 0.0 1.50 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.50
Non Smoke (0) (0) (1) (0) 0) (0) (1)
Coming
from Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Jork (0) (0) (0) (0) 0) (0) (0)
Brown
lollar) Male 5.95 0.0 8.50 6.20 0.0 0.0 6.65
Smoke (2) 0) (L (1) (0) (0) %)
Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
Totals 3.77 4,52 4,11 4.70 5.20 3.37
(52) (142) 37 (75) (23) (3)
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Table N-11.
NEW YORK CITY

INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION ON COHb

ALL
AGE GROUPS 0-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60+ AGES
Male 1.62 1.62 1.69. | 1.51 1.65 2.09 1.62
Non Smoke (4) 8 | (60) (78) | (50) (7 (247)
Coming Female | 1.40 2.19- | 1.11 1.23 1.25 2.00 1.45
from (1) (16). (11) (23) (18) (1) (70)
Home .
Male 5.70 5,73 5.33 5.32 5.87 6.10 5.58
Smoke (3). (54): (40) | (53) (39 (9) (198)
Female | 1.50 3.52 4.85 3.51 5.47 4.30 4.05
3y (6). (10). ¢16) (8) (1) (44)
Male. | '1.12 1.39° | 1.38 1.54 1.44 1.44 1.41
Non Smoke (59) (284) (261){  (211). (130)|  (23) (968)
Coming Female | 1.15 1.23 1.31 1.25 1.34 1.48 1.25
from (70) [ (200) (78) (124) (77) (10) (559)
Work
iees Male | 3.25 5.11 5.33 5.06 5.18 | 5.29 5.08
Smoke (26) ae7) | (126) (139 (85) (16) (589)
Female | 3.87 4.22 4.38 4.49 4.80 4.08 4.36
37 | aes) | (112) (121) (58) (11) (505)
Male 1.10 | 1.61 1.81 1.79 1.74 1.86 1.69
Non Smoke (14) 76) | - (45 59 | 2 | o) (256)
g::;“g Female | 4.200 | 1.50 .90 1.44 1.23 0.0 1.52
Lrom (1) (2) @ | aw| @ (0) (21)
(Blue : ’
Collar) Male 4.85 4.72 5.76 5.51 5.02 5.14 5.24
Smoke (20) (84). (83). (74): (49) (12) (322)
Female | 4.85 3.72 5.57 5.07 2.50 3.60 4.37
(2). (5) ' (7N (3) (4) (L (22)
Male 0.0 0.0 .90 0.0 2.40 0.0 1.65
Nom Smoke (0) (0) 1y (0) ) (0) (2)
Coming .
foom Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Work (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
B
éofﬁzz) Male | 0.0 0.0 4.50 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.50
’ Smoke (0) (0) 1) (0) () (0) (1)
Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) 7 0) (0) . (0) (0)
Totals 2.21 2.93 3.12 3.02 3.03 3.35
(240) (1138) (836) (915) (s74) | (101)
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INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION ON COHb

Table N-12.

PHOENIX

ALL
AGE GROUPS 0-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60t AGES
Male: | 1.25 1.58 1.30 1.14 1.53 0.0 1.37
Non Smoke 2 (13) (8) (10) 3 (0) (36)
Coming Female | 0.0 0.93 0.90 1.33 0.0 0.0 1.05
from (0) (6) (D (3) (0) (0) (10)
Home .
Male 0.0 4,83 4.70 5.23 4.02 5.03 4.79
Smoke 0) (6) (14) 9 ©(5) 3) (37)
Female | 0.0 - 2.55 6.20 7.60 0.0 0.0 5.30
) (2) (1 (2) (0) 0) (5)
Male 1.40 1.53 1.06 1.16 1.11 1.00 1.27
Non Smoke 2) (11) (5) (5) - (8) (1) (32)
Coming Female | 0.0 1.17 1.15 0.0 1.37 0.0 1.23
from 0) (%) (2) (0) (3) (0) (9)
Work
Whi .
éo11§:) Male | 0.80 4.82 4.31 3.05 5.27 | 6.40 4.46
Smoke (1) (16) N (%) (3) (1) (32)
Female | 0.0 3.60 4.60 1.00 0.0 3.75 3.19
(0 ¢)) (2) (2) (0 (2) )
Male 1.0 1.50 0.0 2.15 2.0 0.0 .57
Non Smoke (1) %) | ® (1) (0) (14)
23:;“8 Female | 2.10 .90 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.50
Work ¢ ¢9) (0) (0) (0) (0) (2)
(Blue A )
Collar) Male 0.0 5.47 4.9 4.05 4.40 0.0 4.75
Smoke (0 3) (5) (4) (1) (0) (13)
Female | 0.0 .60 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 .60
(0) ¢)) (0) 0) (0) (0) )
Male 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Non Smoke (0) () (0) (0) (V)] (0) 0)
Coming
from Female 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Work (0) (0) (0) 0 (0 0) (0
B ' A
ﬁﬁf?::\ Male 0.0 3.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.0
" Smoke (0) (1) 0) (0) (0) (0) (1)
Female 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
: . . ) 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
Totals 1.31 2.75 3.44 2.79 2.50 | 4.29
) - (69) ' (45) (47) (24) )
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INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION ON COHb

Table N-13.

ST. LOUIS

ALL
AGE GROUPS 0-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60% AGES
Male 1.64 1.62 1.72 1.65 1.50 1.63 1.65
Non Smoke (9 (28) (30) 37 9) (3) (116)
Coming Female | 1.51 1.54 1.20 1.46 1.67 1.50 1.52
from (N (14) 09 5 3) 3) (33)
Home
Male 5.97 5.41 6.13 5.21 5.12 4.22 5.51
Smoke (3) (14) (24) (26) (5) (4) (76)
Female | 5.00 4.34 4.57 4.23 2.30 0.0 4.25
(1) (8) (8) (6) (2) ) (25)
Male 0.90 | 1.41 1.37 1.40 1.33 1.40 1.39
Non Smoke () (59) B0y | (65 (15) ) (222)
222;“3 Female | 49 1.23 1.34 1.38 1.09 1.63 1.28
o (1 (39) (14) a7 (12) 3 (86)
éw?;te) Male 5.93 5.48 5.47 5.48 6.70 2.80 5.59
oltar (3) (29) (21) (29) (12) (2) (96)
Smoke
Female 0.0 3.97 4,64 6.30 4.87 0.0 4,64
(0) (16) (13) (6) (3) 0 (38)
Male 0.0 2.15 1.46 1.57 1.49 0.0 1.65
Non Smoke (0) an (23) 27) (11) 0) (78)
Coming Female
from 1.40 0.0 0.0 1.53 1.20 0.0 1.40
Jork €Y 0) ()} 3) (2) (0) (6)
(Blue
Collar) Male 0.0 5.53 5.77 5.94 5.48 0.0 5.67
Smoke 0) (21) N (17) (12) (0) (57)
Female 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
() () ) (0) (0) 0) 0
Male 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.40 0.0 0.0 1.40
Non Smoke (0) 0) 0 (D 0) 0) )
Joming
from Female 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Tork (0) ) 0) (D)) (0) 0) 0)
(Brown
Zollar) Male 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Smoke (0) () (0) 0 0) (0) 0)
Female 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) ) (0) (0) j 0)
Totals 2.62 2.79 2.78 2.89 3.04 239
(27) (245) (221) (239) (86) (16)
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Table N-14.
SALT LAKE CITY

INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION ON COHbh

AGE GROUPS 0-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60t
Male 2.40 1.78 1.36 1.26 1.41 1.05
Non Smoke 3) (13) (28) (14) (20) (4)

. Female | 0.0 0.94 0.92 0.90 0.88 1.50
coming (0) (8) (5) (9) (5) (1)
Home ] 0.0

Male 0.0 0.0 4.70 6.80 .38 .
Smoke 0) (0) (5) (1 (6) (0
3.80
Female | 2.30 0.0 0.0 5.30 6.85
(1) (0) (0) (1) (2) ¢))
Male 1.63 1.44 1.25 1.24 1.76 1.07
Non Smoke (13) (60) (41) (32) (10) )
Coming Female 1.36 1.26 1.16 1.00 1.59 0.0
fxom (32) (26) (7 (16) (8) 0)
Work )
Iice Male | 3.87 3.94 4.99 | 4.82 6.96 | 3.75
Cotan) e @ w | an | @ o | @
Female | 2.60 4,95 3.67 5.67 2.80 0.0
(1) (6) (3 3) (2) (0)
Male 3.10 1.66 1 1.88 1.50 1.29 1.40
3 2 26)- 26 14 2
Non Smoke (3) (22) (26) (26) (14) (2)
Coming Female | 0.0 1.45 1.57 1.10 1.90 0.0
from (0) (2) (3) (2) (3) (0)
Work
Bl N '
éo1¥§r) Male 0.0 5.11 4.82 7.37 5.77 6.20
Smoke (0) (11) (18) (7) (6) (D
Female | 0.0 6.90 0.0 0.0 I c.0 c.0
(0) (3) {0) | () | €9)) l (®
Male 1.50 1.15 0.65 1.15 1.25 0.0
Non Smoke (1) (2) (2) (2) (2) (0)
Comi i
f::;ng Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 ,
Work _ (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) !i
(Brown Mal 6.0 5.5 ‘ o o - o.n i
Collar) e . v, V.V v.yv v - !
Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 |
(0) (0) (0) (0 0 | (0)
Totals 1.78 2.07 2.34 2.02 2,71 2.02
(58) - (163) (155) (121) (85) (15)




Table N-15.

SAN FRANCISCO

INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION ON COHb

: ALL
AGE GROUPS 0-19 20-29 36-39 40-49 50-59 60t AGES
60 1.60
Male 1.55 1.53 1.81 1.64 1.43 1.
Non Smoke (2) (32) (15) (22) (10) 2 (83)
: 0 1.41
i Female 1.34 1.43 1.53 1.22 1.55 1.1
iiii“g' (5) (14) (6) (4) (4) ¢)) (34)
Home 0 5.45 4.80 5 86
Male 7.90 5.63 5.64 6.09 . . .
Smoke ¢D) (15) 7 (14) 4) (1) (42)
Femal 0.0 4.38 4,17 6.43 0.0 4,30 4.65
e (0) (10) (4) (3 (0) (2) (19
|
Male 1.75 1.76 1.85 1.91 1.83 1.56 1.83
Non Smoke (2) (53) (65). (60) (40) (5) (225)
. 2
Coming Female 1.70 1.69 1.33 1.64 1.51 2.06 1.6
Work
(White 5.55 2.17 5.86
Male 6.90 6.37 5.57 5.94 .
Collar) Suoke (1) (45) (26) (24) (25) 3 (124)
Female 7.30 4.92 6.16 4.73 5.03 3.57 5.16
(2) (48) (24) (20) (26) (3) (123)
Male 1.70 2.06 1.93 1.96 1.92 1.80 1.97
(1) (21) (18) 17 (15) (1) (73)
Non Smoke
g:ming Female 1.60 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.60
om
tork (1) (0) (0) 0) (0) (0) ¢H)
(Blue .
Collar) Male 5.00 5.89 5.11 5.87 5.52 5.05 5.64
Smoke ¢H) (24) (9 (9 (13) (2) (58)
Female 0.0 1.75 6.50 0.0 7.30 5.40 5.00
(0) (2) (L 0 (2) (1) (6)
Male 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Non Smoke (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
Joming :
from Female 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Jork ) (0) (0) (®) ') (0) 0)
B
gofizz) Male 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 11.30 0.0 11.30
Smoke (0 (0) (0) (0) (1) 0) (1)
Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
Totals 2.73 3.33 3.17 3.25 3.40 2.70
(23) (339) (196) (186) (159) (26)
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Table N-16.
SEATTLE

INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION ON COHb
ALL

AGE GROUPS 0-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60% AGES
Male 1.15 1.90 1.56 1.85 1.60 0.0 1.72
Non Smoke (4) (23) (16) (13) (9) (0) (65)
2
Comin Female { 1.10 1.60 0.92 1.67 1.30 0.0 1.4
from 8 (2) (14) (6) (7N _ (6) (0) (35)
Home '
Male 4.10 4.69 5.62 4.47 6.70 7.00 5.20
Smoke (1) 9 (9 (10) (5) (1) (35)
Female { 0.0 3.10 4.22 3.53 6.07 0.0 4. .41
(0) (2) (6) (7) (6) (0) (21)
Male 1.80 1.59 1.77 1.63 1.79 1.75 1.70
‘ 47 (23 6 180
Non Smoke (%) (37) (63) (47) (23) (6) (180)
Coming Female 1.52 1.62 1.59 1.54 1.42 2.45 1.58
from (5) (72) (20) (26) (19) (2) (144)
Work
éw?ite Male 6.30 7.16 5.84 5.87 6.56 5.10 6.32
ollar) (1) (26) (18) (25) (14) (3) (85)
Smoke
Female | 6.90 4.82 5.71 4.02 5.50 0.0 5.10
n (30) (17) (9) (14) ()] (7L)
Male 2.00 1.88 2.19 1.84 1.58 1.67 1.88
Non Smoke (2) (19) (22) (25) (16) 4 (88)
coming Female | 0.0 1.10 0.0 1.77 1.70 0.0 1.64
Work (0) (1) (0) (3) (3) (0) (7
(Blue
Collar) Male 4.40 6.42 6.32 6.60 5.43 4,40 6.20 -
Smoke (1) (24) (28) (22) (18) ¢9) (94)
Tawale y 0.0 A= 5.5 5.8 2.5 5.0 5.50
(0) (3) (2) 0) (1 o (6)
Male 0.0 0.80 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.80
Non Smoke (0) (L (0) (0) 0) 0) (L)
Coming
from Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 . 0.0 0.0 0.0
Work 0) (0) (0) 0) . 0 (0) (0)
(Brown :
Collar) Male 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.70 0.0 0.0 5.70
Smoke 0) (0) (0) (D (0) (0) (1)
Female 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
Totals 2.25 3.14 3.33 3,11 3.43 2.87
(21) (259) (207) (195) ©(134) (17)
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Table N-17.

VERMONT - NEW HAMPSHIRE

INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION ON COllb

ALL
AGE GROUPS 0-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60t AGES
Male 1.53 1.40 1.21 1.97 1.39 1.50 1.54
Non Smoke (3 (10) %) (12) (9 (1) (42)
Comin Female [ 1.20 1.13 1.29 1.12 1.10 1.60 1.19
from ) (9) (9) (6) (%) (1) (1)
Home
Male 1.30 3.80 3.97 3.96 3.74 0.0 3.76
Smoke ¢5) (1) (7N (5) (5) (0) (19)
Female | 3.30 4.00 TANAA 0.0 8.85 2.50 4.55
¢ (5) (5 0 (2) (2) (15)
Male 1.15 1.21 1.44 1.50 1.60 1.43 1.27
Non Smoke (159) (191) (54) (48) (29) (3) (484)
Coming Female | 1.22 1.39 1.34 1.28 1.55 1.16 1.36
from (18) (45) (19) (20) (24) (5) (131)
Work
é”?;“e Male 3.13 4.54 4.92 6.16 4.79 1.90 4.60
ollar) (33) (61) (22) (28) (17) 1) (162)
Smoke
Female 3.28 4,55 5.26 4.56 5.06 0.0 4.71
(5 (24) (13) (13) (16) 0 (71)
Male 4,10 1.47 1.65 1.66 1.88 0.0 1.67
Non Smoke (1) (25) (22) (22) (18) (0) (88)
g::;“g Female { 0.0 1.30 1.02 1.30 1.28 5.90 1.48
Work (0) (2) (4) @) (5) (1 (19)
(Blue
Collar) Male 2.93 5.76 5.85 5.53 6.26 7.63 5.83
Smoke €)) (26) (15) (14) (20) (3) (81)
Female { 0.0 2.60 6.43 2.95 5.50 4.80 4,91
(0) (1) (3) (2) (3) (1) (10)
Male 0.0 0.0 4.60 0.0 1.15 0.0 2.30
Non Smoke (0) (0) (1) (0) (2) (0) (3)
Coming .
from Female 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Work (0) (0) (0) (0) (0 (0) (0)
(Brown
Collar) Male 1.00 6.50 5.35 0.0 .80 0.0 3,80
Smoke (1) (1) (2) (0) (1) (0) (5)
Female 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
. . . 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
Totals 1.54 2.31 2.80 2.87 3.13 2.98
(227) (401) (183) (177) (155) (18)

N-17




WASIIINGTON D.

C.

INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION OT COIlIb

ALL
AGE GROUPS 0-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60t AGES
Male 1.80 1.72 4,68 2.37 1.82 1.90 2.47
Non Smoke (1) (9) (5) D) (4) (1) (24)
0.99
Comin Female 0.81 0.97 1,05 1.00 1.37 0.0 .
from s (8) (9 (2) (2) (4) (0) (25)
Home
Male 0.0 7.55 0.0 4.00 6.80 0.0 6.51 -
Smoke (0) %) (0) (2) (3) (0) (9)
Female'| 5.60 1.83 0.0 6.60 1.50 0.0 3.03
(2) (6) (0) (1) (1) (0) (10)
Male 1.75 1.40 1.46 1.51 1.51 1.47 1.46
Non Smoke (&) (107) (103) (75) (29) (3) (321)
Coming Female | 87 1.07 1.27 1.21 1.38 2.30 1.08
from (71) (92) (16) (26) (25) (1) (231)
Work
éﬁ?izs) Male 4.25 5.18 4.97 5.16 5.16 0.0 5.12
Smoke (2) (61) (32) (45) (19) (0) (159)
Female | 2,51 4.38 4.33 4,74 5.22 0.0 3.95
(40) (49) (23) (21) (8) (0) (141)
Male 2.20 1.99 1.87 1.94 1.66 1.50 1.92
Non Smoke (1) (58) (23), (19) (12) (1) (114)
gi:;“g Female | 0.0 1.24 1.70 .40 1.20 0.0 1.20
Work (0) (8) (1) ¢)) (2) (0) (12)
(Blue :
Collar) Male 3.57 5.76 5.13 5.25 5.42 0.0 5.41
Smoke (6) (61) (18) (28) (6) (0) (119)
Female | 1.20 5.55 2.40 2.10 0.0 0.0 3.64
(2) 4) (1) (1) (0) (0) (8)
Male 0.0 1.10 1.30 1.05 1.10 1.30 1.19
Non Smoke (0) (2) (3) (2) (1) (2) (10)
Coming
from Female | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Work (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
{(Brown
Collar) Male 0.0 0.0 5.45 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.45
Smoke (0) (0) (2) (0) (0) (0) (2)
Female 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
Totals 1.63 2,86 2.66 3.04 2.71 1.59
(137) (470) (229) (227) (114 (8)
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APPENDIX O,

Table O-1.

ANCHORAGE

INFLUENCE OF WIND SPEED, SEX, AND RACE ON COHb

Wind White  Nonwhite White  Nonwhite Both
Speed Males Males Females Females Males Females Sexes
1-5 mph 1.94 1.27 1.75 0.77 1.90 1.38 1.77
(46) (3) (10) (6) (49) (16) (65)
6-9 mph 2.14 3.30 - 1.95 1.77 2.36 1.82 2.11
(26) (6) (8) (20) (32) (28) (60)
10-12 mph 1.62 1.35 1.00 1.73 1.49 1.55 1.51
(8) (8) (2) (6) (16) (8) (24)
>12 mph 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0). () £0) (0} £0) {0} — (D)
Table 0-2.
CHICAGO.
INFLUENCE OF WIND SPEED, SEX, AND RACE ON COHb
Wind White No;'lwhite White Nonwhite Both
Speed Males Males Females Females Males Females Sexes
1-5 mph 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
) () (n) (0) (0) (0) (0)
6-9 mph 2.12 2.44 1.88 2.60 2.15 1.91 2.08
(153) (20) (74) (3) (175) (77) (252)
10-12 mph 1.91 2.45 2.16 1.70 2.09 2.14 2.06
(27) (13) (18) (1) (41) (19) (51)
~>12 mph | 1.82 1.90 1.99 1.90 1.82 1.98 1.92
(57) (4) (29) (2) (62) (3 __ (102)




TaBle 0-3.

DENVER

INFLUENCE OF WIND SPEED, SEX, AND RACE ON COHb

Wind White Nonwhite White Nonwhite Both
Speed Males Males Females Females Males Females Sexes
1-5 wmph 1.94 2.19 1.87 2.07 1.97  1.88 1.95
(95) (15) (40) (3 (110) . (43) (153)
6-9 mph 2.06 2.31 1.86 1.79 2.10 1.85 2.02
(79) (15 (37) (7 , (95) (44) (139)
10-i2 mph 2.30 2.41 1.80 2.63 2.32 1.96 2.05
(83) (24) (31) (7) (107) (38) (74)
>12 mph | 2.34 2.90 1.77 1.94 2.42 1.79 2.27
(158) (28) (71) (7) (187) (78) (336)
Table 0-4.
DETROIT
INFLUENCE OF WIND SPEED, SEX, AND RACE ON COHb
Wind White Nonwhite White Nonwhite Both
Speed Males Males Females Females Males Females Sexes
1-5 mph 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0
| | (@ (G) (D) (0 () €] (o)
6-9 mph 1.76 1.70 0.0 0.0 1.76 0.0 1.76
(72) (3) (0) (0) (75) (0) (75)
10-12 mph | 1.56 1.87 1.50 1.47 1.57 1.50 1.62
(478) (12) (124) 4) (490) (128) (467>
>12 mph | 1.74 1.95 1.08 1.17 1.75 1.08 1.53
— | (344) Lev) (113) (€)) {209 L+a0y CEEV I




Table O-5.

HONOLULU

INFLUENCE OF WIND SPEED, SEX, AND RACE ON COHb

Wind White  Nonwhite White  Nonwhite Both
Speed Males Males Females Females Males Females Sexes
1-5 mph 1.37 1.97 0.70 0.0 1.73 0.70 1.56
’ () (6) (2) (0) (10) (2) (12)
6-9 mph 2.22 1.86 2.30 0.0 1.97 2.30 1.99
’ (4) (9 @) (0 (13) (1) (14)
10-12 mph 1.65 1.54 1.30 1.32 1.58 1.31 1.53
(46) (75) (7N (4) (121) (11) (73)
> 12 mph 1.48 1.53 1.30 1.88 1.51 1.57 1.53
(109) (206) (16) (14) (315) (30) (404)
Table 0-6.
HOUSTON
INFLUENCE OF WIND SPEED, SEX, AND RACE ON COHb
Wind White Nonwhite White Nonwhite Both
Speced Males Males Females Females Males Females Sexes
1-5 mph 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
o €)) (0 (0) 1) (0) )
6-9 mph 1.53 1.50 1.34 1.10 1.53 1.33 1.43
(35) (3 (33) (2) (38) (35) (73)
10-12 mph 1.56 1.41 1.48 1.25 1.53 1.44 1.79
(59) (14) (10) (2) (73) (12) (55)
> 12 mph 1.90 1.22 4.14 0.0 1.86 4.14 1.93
(67) (4) (15) (0) (71) (15) (117)

0-3




Table O-7.

LOS ANGELES

INFLUENCE OF WIND SPEED, SEX, AND RACE ON COHb

(41)

Wind White  Nonwhite White  Nonwhite Both
Speed Males Males Females Females Males Females Sexes
1-5 mwph 2.40 2.50 2.27 2.16 2.42 2.26 2.38
(467) (60) (133) (14) (527) (147) (674) -
6-9 mph 2.21 2.29 2.07 1.93 2.22 2.06 2.17
(525) (59) (239) (18) (585) (257) (842)
10-12 mph 1.68 1.85 1.52 1.43 1.69 1.51 1.64
(520) (63) (169) (10) (583) (179) (701)
>12 mph | 1.59 1.86 1.84 2.16 1.65 1.92 1.70
(294) a7 (42) (7 (372) (60) (493)
Table O-8.
MIAMI
INFLUENCE OF WIND SPEED, SEX, AND RACE ON COHb
Wind White  Nonwhite White Nonwhite Both
Speed Males Males Females Females Males Females Sexes
1-5 mph | 1.10 2.44 1.13 6.90 2.06 2.57 2.25
(2) (5) (3) (D N (4) (11)
]
6-9 mph 1.35 1.39 1.03 1.43 1.35 1.0/ 1.31
(131) (28) (28) (3) (159) (31) (190)
10-12 mph 1.41 1.35 0.80 0.0 1.40 0.80 1.37
(17) (2) (1) (0) (19) (1) (20)
> 12 mph 1.48 1.80 1.05 1.50 1.56 1.10 1.45
13 (33 (36 (5) (136) (177)

0-4




Table 0-9.

MILWAUKEE

INFLUENCE OF WIND SPEED, SEX, AND RACE ON COHb

Wind White  Nonwhite White  Nonwhite Both
Speed Males Males ‘Females Females Malcs Females Sexes
1-5 mph 1.29 1.33 1.23 1.43 1.29 1.31 1.30
(84) (6) (86) (51) (9D (140) (232)
6-9 mph 1.43 1.58 1.22 1.37 1.46 1.28 1.34
(224) (56) (302) (210) (282) (516) (800)
10-12 mph 1.60 1.18 1.26 1.19 1.54 1.23 1.43
(226) (43) (321) (215) (270) (541) (555)
>12 mph | 1.41 1.40 1.32 1.30 1.41 1.31 1.29
(204) (60) (296) (215) (270) (515) (1044)
Table 0-10.
NEW ORLEANS
INFLUENCE OF WIND SPEED, SEX, AND RACE ON COHb
Wind White Nohwhit_;e White Nonwhite Both
Speced Males Males Females Females Males Females Sexes
1-5 mph 2.05 1.86 1.85 0.0 1.91 1.85 1.91
(6) 17) (2) (0) (23) (2) (25)
6-9 mph 1.50 2.18 1.50 1.80 1.90 1.60 1.85
(16) (23) (6) (3) (39) (9) (48)
10-12 mph 1.80 1.87 2.10 1.40 1.85 1.69 1.89
(25) (46) (5) (N (69) (12) (69)
> 12 mph 1.70 1.60 1.60 0.0 1.65 1.60 1.52
(2) (2) (1) (0 (4 (L an

—_

L -




Table 0-11.

NEW YORK CITY

INFLUENCE OF WIND SPEED, SEX, AND RACE ON COHb

Wind White " Nonwhite White Nonwhite Both
Speed Malecs Males Females Females Males Females Sexes
1-5 mph 1.71 1.60  1.66 1.65 1.7 1.66 1.70
(166) (10) (33) (6) (178) (39) (217) -
6-9 mph 1.55 1.42 1.22 1.34 1.55 1.24 1.45
(585) (41) (254) (28) (628) (282) (910) .
10-12 mph 1.26 1.38 1.15 0.98 1.27 1.14 1.30
(222) 9) (93) (9 (231)° (102) (146)
(483) (25) (284) (41) (509) (326) " (1022)
Table 0-12.
PHOENIX
INFLUENCE OF WIND SPEED, SEx; AND RACE ON COHb
Wind White Nonﬁhite White Nonwhite Both
Speed Males Males Females Females Males Females Sexes
1-5 mph 1.20 1.98 1.27 1.70 1.43 1.32 1.39
' (12) (5) (8) (L (17) (9 (26)
6-9 mph 1.66 1.62 1.29 0.55 1.65 1.20 L.5>
(46) 17) (15) (2) (63) (17) (80)
10-12 mph 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 - 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0 (0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
> 12 mph 1.21 1.34 1.20 1.05 1.25 1.17 1.23
— (19) (];O) (10) (2) ) (29) (12) (41)

TTY

-




Table

0-13.

ST. LOUIS

INFLUENCE OF WIND SPEED, SEX, AND RACE ON COHb

Wind White  Nonwhite  White  Nonwhite Both
Speed Males Males Females Females Males Females Sexes
1-Smph | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) ” (0) (0) (0) (%) (0)
6-9 mph 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0 (0) Q) (0) (0)
10-12 mph 1.73 1.57 1.52 1.80 1.72 1.52 1.70
(209) (3 (113) (1) (212) (115) (215)
>12 mph 1.33 1.17 1.25 0.95 1.33 1.24 1.36
(230) (8) (105) (2) (238) (108) (458)
Table 0-14.
SALT LAKE CITY
INFLUENCE OF WIND SPEED, SEX, AND RACE ON COHb
Wind White Nonwhite White Nonwhite Both
Speed Males Males Females Females Males Females Sexes
1-5 mph 1.38 1.70. 1.33 1.10 1.39 1.33 1.36
(101) (1) (70) (1) (102) (71) (173)
6-9 mph 1.25 1.35 0.96 0.80 1.26 0.96 1.14
(49) (2) (31) (1) (51) (32) (83)
10-12 mph 1.53 1.25 1.39 2.15 1.49 1.54 1.51
(12) (2) (8) (2) . (14) (10) (24)
> 12 mph 1.55 1.38 1.18 1.27 1.54 1.18 1.45
(188) (5) (68) (3) (193) (71) (264)

0-7




Table 0O-15.

SAN FRANCISCO

INFLUENCE OF WIND SPEED, SEX, AND RACE ON COHb

Wind White Nonwhite White Nonwhite ' Both
Speced Males Malcs Females Females Males Females Sexes
1-5 mph 1.94 1.90 1.66 1.85 1.94 1.68 1.86
(44) (1) (20) (2) (45) (22) (67)
6-9 mph 1.62 1.82 1.38 1.60 1.63 1.40 1.54
(60) (5 (41) (4) (65) (45) (110)
10-12 mph 1.70 1.79 1.54 1.52 1.71 1.54 1.61
(183) (17 (7D) (5 (202) (76) (188)
>12 mph | 1.92 1.45 1.64 1.31 1.89 1.61 1.78
(124) (6) (70) (7) (130) (77) (297)
Table 0O-16.
SEATTLE
INFLUENCE OF WIND SPEED, SEX', AND RACE ON COHb
Wind White Nonwhite White Nonwhite Both
I Speed Males Males Females Fomales Malcs Females Sexes y
1-5 mph 1.88 2.06 1.63 0.0 " 1.89 1.63 1.80
(98) (5 (55) (0) (103) (55) (158)
6-9 mph 1.62 1.04 1.21 1.55 1.61 1.22 1.49
(191) (5) (86) (2) (196) (88) (284)
10-12 mph 1.97 1.50 1.71 1.40 ©1.95 1.70 1.83
(40) (23 (29) (1) (19N rans rens
8 ~ 4 - s N~
> 12 mph 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.94
{O) o () (0) (0) (0) (13)




Table 0-17.

VERMONT - NEW HAMPSHIRE

INFLUENCE OF WIND SPEED, SEX, AND RACE ON COHb

Wind White  Nonwhite White  Nonwhite Both
Speed Males Males Females Females Males Females Sexes
1-5 mph | 1.55 0.0 1.17 0.0 1.55 1.17 1.38.
(53) (0) (61 (0) (53) (41) 98
6-9 mph 1.43 1.30 1.31 0.0 1.43 1.31 1.39
(267) (3) (112) (0) (270) (112) (382)
10-12 mph 1.32 0.79 1.37 2.30 1.30 1.38 1.66
(335) (11) (136) (1) (346) (137) (83)
>12 mph 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.25
() (0) (0) (0) () (0 (400)
Table 0-18.
WASHINGTON D. C.
INFLUENCE OF WIND SPEED, SEX, AND RACE ON COHb
Wind White Nonwhite White Nonwhite Both
Speed Males Males Females Females Males Females Sexes
1-5 mph 2.23 1.50 1.36 2.00 2.22 1.48 1.04
(62) (1) (16) (4) (63) (20) (83)
6-9 mph 1.74 1.50 0.93 0.80 1.73 0.93 1.20
(77) (3) (153) (4) (80) (157) (237)
10-12 mph 1.30 1.72 1.52 1.70 1.36 1.54 0.0
(105) (16) (20) (2) (123) (22) (0)
>12 mph 1.57 1.71 1.13 1.25 1.58 1.14 1.44
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Table P-1.
ANCHORAGE

INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION (NONSMOKERS),
WIND SPEED, AND LOCATION ON COHb

Location and Wind Speed

Alrports Urban Suburban Rural

1-5 mph >5 mph. 1-5 mph >5 mph | 1-5 mph > 5 mph 1-5 mph > 5 mph

Professional, Clerical 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 1l.64 1.92 2.09 1.88
and Service Occupations 0) (0) 1 (0) 0) (21) (13) (7) 9)
Occupations in Factories{ 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.70 2.20 1.60 2.35
()] 0) (0) (0) (1) a) 1) )

Occupations near High 0.0 0.0 2,60 0.0 1,77 1.15 2.07 1.57
Levels of CO (0) (0) ¢9) (0) (6) (2) (7) (6)
| students | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 1.60 1.10 1.65
(0) (0) (0) 0) (0) (1) 2) (22)

Housewives 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.80 0.0 0.0 0.74 1.20
1 ©® 0) (0) (1) (0) (0) (5) (8)

Other Occupations 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.00 3.44 1.42 3.22
(0) 0 (0) (0 €] (5) (4) (8)

*d XIANdddv
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Table P-2.

CHICAGO

INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION (NONSMOKERS),
WIND SPEED, AND LOCATION ON COHb

Location and Wind Speed

Rural

Alrports Urban Suburban

1-5 mph >5 mph. 1-5 mph  >5 mph 1-5 mph > 5 mph 1-5 mph > 5 mph
Professiimal, Clerical 0.0 2.35 0.0 2.48 0.0 2.04 0.0 0.0
and Serv.ce Occupations (0) (17) (0) (45) (0) (73) (0) (0)
Occupatinns in Factories| 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.40 0.0 2,09 0.0 0.0

(0) (0) (0) (2) () (18) (0) (0)
Occupatins near High 0.0 2.46 0.0 2.34 | 0.0 1.90 0.0 0.0
Levels o7 CO (0) (10) (0) (8) (0) (6) (0) (0)
Students 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.74 0.0 1.00 0.0 0.0

(0) (0) (0) (133) (0) (2) (0) (0)
Housewivas 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.85 0.0 1.59 0.0 0.0

(0) (0) (0) (2) (0) (15) (0) (0)
Other Oc:upations 0.0 2,72 0.0 2.68 0.0 2.07 0.0 0.0

(0) (5) (0) (18) (0) (23) (0) (0)
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Table P-3.

DENVER

INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION (NONSMOKERS),
WIND SPEED, AND LOCATION ON COHb

Location and Wind Speed

bl

Airports . Urban Suburban Rural
1-5 mph >5 mph 1-5 mph >5 mph 1-5 mph > 5 mph 1-5 mph > 5 mph
Professional, Clerical 1.27 0.40 2.10 2.17 1.79 2,23 2.20 1.97
and Service Occupations (3) 1) (31) (104) (8) (38) (1) (3)
Occupations in Factories| 0,0 0.0 3.15 2.56 1.90 1.62 0.0 1.50
(0) (0) (4) (16) (1) (5) (0) (1)
Occupations near High 1.69 1.68 1.99 2.27 1.80 1.74 3.20 1,55
Levels of CO (33) (3) (14) (38) (1) (41) (1) (4)
Students 0.0 0.0 2.34 2.23 2.70 1,52 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (5) (35) (1) (41) (0 (0)
Housewives 0.0 0.0 1.75 2,15 1.33 1.86 0.0 2,22
(0) (0) (13) (35) (3) (29) (0) (6)
Other Occupations 0.0 0.0 1.85 2.47 2.32 2.03 1.97 2,04
(0) (0) (12) (93) (&) (11) (3) (9)
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Table P-4.

DETROIT

INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION (NONSMOKERS),
WIND SPEED, AND LOCATION ON COHb

Location and Wind Speed

[- Airports Urban Suburban Rural’
| 1-5 mph >5 mph 1-5 mph  >5 mph 1-5 mph > 5 mph 1-5 mph > 5 mph
-
Professicnal, Clerical 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.76 0.0 1.45 0.0 0.80
and Service Occupations {0) (0)- (0) (250) (0) (415) (0) (1)
Occupaticns in Factories| 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.66 0.0 1.57 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (100) (0) (76) (0) (0)
Occupaticns near High ' 0.0 0.0 0.0 2,04 0.0 1,62 0.0 0.0
Levels of CO £0) (0) (0) (30) (0) (33) (0) ©(0)
Students 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.25 0.0 0.98 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (2) (0) (83) (0) (0)
Housewives 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1,66 0.0 0.92
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (49) (0) (4)
Other Occupations 0.0 0.0 0.0 1,70 0.0 1.82 0.0 1.45
(0) (9) (0) (31) (0) (53) (0) (2)
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Table P-5.
HONOQLULU

INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION (NONSMOKERS),
WIND SPEED, AND LOCATION ON COHb

Location and Wind Speed

de

Airports
1-5 mph >5 mph

Urban
1-5 mph  >5 mph

Suburban
1-5 mph > 5 mph

Rural

1-5 mph > 5 mph

Professional, Clerical
and Service Occupations

Occupations in Factories

Occupations near High
Levels of CO
Students

Housewives

Other Occupations

0.0 0.0
(0) (0)
0.0 0.0
(0) (0)
0.0 0.0
(0) (0)
0.0 0.0
(0) (0)
0.0 0.0
(0) (0)
0.0 0.0
() (0)

1.50 1.57
(4) (99)
0.0 1.07
(0) (10)
1.43 1.67
(3) (90)
0.0 1.47
(0) (21)
0.0 1.24
(0) (5)

1.95 1.88
(2) (48)

1.00 1.48
(1) (42)
0.0 1.22
(0) (5)

1.70 1.35
1) (32)
0.0 1.32
(0) (4)

0.0 1.30
(0) (4)

0.0 1.44
(0) (31)

0.0 1.26
(0) (13)
0.0 1.42
(0) (4)
0.0 1.69
(0) (15)
0.0 0.0
(0) (0)
0.0 1.43
(0) (3)
0.0 1.56

(0) (16)
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Table

HOUS

P-6.

TON

INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION (NONSMOKERS),
WIND SPEED, AND LOCATION ON COHb

Location and Wind Speed

L

Airports Urban Suburban Rural
1-5 mph >5 mph 1-5 mph  >5 mph 1-5 mph > 5 mph 1-5 mph > 5 mph
Professicnal, Clerical 9.0 0.0 0.0 1,70 0.0 1,76 0.0 0.86
and Service Occupations 20) (0) (0) (81) (0) (1) (0) (9)
Occupaticns in Factories| 9,0 0.0 0.0 1.56 0.0 1.40 0.0 0.70
(0) (0) (0) (9) (0) 1) (0) (1)
Occupaticns near High 2.0 © 0.95 0.0 1.68 0.0 1.20 0.0 1.20
Levels of CO (0) (15) (0) (18) - (0) (1) (0) (D)
Students 3.0 0.0 0.0 1,12 0.0 0.78 0.0 1.65
(0) (0) (0) (4) (0) (15) (0) (10)
Housewives 2.0 0.0 0.0 1,01 0.0 1,25 0.0 0.0
(0 (0) (0) (7 (0) 17 (0) (0)
Other Occupations 2.0 0.0 0.0 2,23 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.93
(0 (0) (0) - (20) (0) (0) (0) (7)




A

Table P-7.

LOS ANGELES

INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION (NONSMOKERS),
WIND SPEED, AND LOCATION ON COHb

Location and Wind Speed

Airports Urban Suburban Rural
1-5 mph >5 mph 1-5 mph >5 mph 1-5 mph - > 5 wph 1-5 mph > 5 mph
Professional, Clerical 0.0 1.57 2.43 1.85 2.05 1.87 0.0 1.80
and Service Occupations | (0) (184) (364) (478) (53) (434) (0) (4
Occupations in Factories| 0.0 1.64 2.85 1.83 2.03 1.79 0.0 0.0
(0) a1y - (66) (146) .1 (11) (49) (0) 0
Occupations near High 0.0 1.70 2.11 2.09 1.91 2,13 0.0 3.00
Levels of CO (0) @) (58) (63) (15) (27) (0) (27)
Students 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.12 2.10 2,01 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (16) (3) (150) (0) 0)
Housewives 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.91 2.25 1.78 0.0 0.0
(0) (0 (0 (40) (6) (56) (0) (0)
Other Occupations 0.0 1.41 2,31 1.82 2.60 2,02 2.90 0.0
(0) (11) (68) (173) (21) (113) (1) (0)




Table P-8. °

MIAMI

INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION (NONSMOKERS),
WIND SPEED, AND LOCATION ON COHb

Location and Wind Speed

.

Airports Urban Suburban Rural
~=5 mph >5 mph 1-5 mph >S5 mph 1-5 mph > 5 mph 1-5 mph > 5 mph
Professional, Clerical c.0 1.30 3.07 1.35 0.0 1.45 0.0 0.0
and Service Occupations (0) (2) (3) (107) (0) (26) (0) (0)
Occupatioiis in Factories| C.0 0.0 0.0 1.63 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
: (0) (0) (0) (6) (0) (0) (0) (0)
Occupatiols near High c.0 0.83. 1.40 1.65 0.0 1.19 0.0 0.85
Levels of CO (0) (15) (2) (67) (0) (10) (0) - (2)
Students c.0 0.0 0.0 1.51 0.0 1.20 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (15) (0) (22) (0) (0)
Housewive c.0 0.0 0.0 1.08 0.80 0.84 0.0 0.90
(0) (0) (0) (5) (1) (9 (0) (1)
Other Occipations c.0 0.0 3.30 1.36 0.40 1.14 0.0 0.0
‘ (0) (0) (3) - (45) (1) (13) (0) (0)
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Table P-9. -

MILWAUKEE

INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION (NONSMOKERS),
WIND SPEED, AND LOCATION ON COHb

Location and Wind Speed

Alirports Urban Suburban Rural
1-5 mph >5 mph 1-5 mph  >5 mph 1-5 mph > 5 mph 1-5 mph > 5 mph
Professional, Clerical 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
and Service Occupations (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) 0) 0) (0)
Occupations in Factories| 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
Occupations near High 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Levels of CO (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
Students 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0) 0) (0) (0)
Housewives 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
Other Occupations 0.0 0.0 1.45 1.41 0.93 1.31 2.00 1,50
(0) (0) (51) (603) (43) (255) (1) (24)
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Table P-10.

NEW ORLEANS

INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION (NONSMOKERS),
WIND SPEED, AND LOCATION ON COHb

Location and Wind Speed

Airports
1-5 mph >5 mph

Urban
1-5 mph >5 mph

Suburban
1-5 mph > 5 mph

Rural
1-5 mph > 5 mph

Profess'.onal, Clerical
and Ser rice Occupations

Occupat .ons in Factories

Occupati.ons near High
Levels of CO
Student:.

Housewives

Other O«cupations

0.0 0.0

(0) (0)
0.0 0.0
(O (0)
0.0 0.0
(0) (0)
0.0 0.0
(0) (0)
0.0 0.0
(0) (0)
0.0 0.0
(0) (0)

2.05 1.68
(2) (6)
1.40 1.82
(1) (&)
2.20 1.54
(1) (16)-
0.0 1.76
(0) (9)
1.85 1.75
(2) (%)
1.99 1.92
N (20)

2.00 1.70
(L (4)
1.60 1.57
(1) (4)
2.00 1.75
(2) (2)
0.0 1.55
(0) (2)
0.0 1.43
(0) - (3
1.95 1.87
(2) (12)

0.0 3.05
(0) (4)
0.0 1.37
(0) (4)
0.0 1.37
(0) (4)
0.0 0.60
(0 (1)
0.0 1.97
(0) (3)
1.90 2.06

(2) (14)
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Table P-11.

NEW YORK CITY

INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION (NONSMOKERS),
WIND SPEED, AND LOCATION ON COHb

Location and Wind Speed

1-5 mph >5 mph

Airports

Urban

1-5 mph  >5 mph

Suburban
1-5 mph > 5 mph

Rural

1-5 mph > 5 oph

Professional, Clerical
and Service Occupations

Occupations in Factories
Occupations near High
Levels of CO

Students

Housewives

Other Occupations

0.0
)

0.0
(0)
0.0
(0)

0.0
(0)

0.0
(0)

0.0
(0)

2.35
(11)

2.10

(1)

2.40
(23)

0.0
(0)

0.0
(0)

1.90
(3)

1.70 1.39
(156) (628)
1.40 1.75
(1) (56)
1.68 1.36
(16) (102)
3.00 1.22
(L) (5

1.40 1.60
€¢)) (3)

1.66 1.87
(13) (196)

1.61 1.27
(17) (576)
1.70 1.66
(1) (10)
0.0 1.22
(0) (62)
0.0 1.18
(0) (146)
0.0 1.12
(0) (83)
1.80 1.27
(8) (135)

0.0
(0) (0)
0.0 0.0
(0) (0)
. 0.0
(0) (0
0.0 0.0
(0) (0)
0.0 0.0
(0) (0)
0.0 0.0

(0) (0)
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Table P-12.

PHOENIX

INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION (NONSMOKERS),
WIND SPEED, AND LOCATION ON COHb

Location and Wind Speed

P

Airports Urban Suburban Rural

1-5 mph >5 mph 1-5 mph  >5 mph 1-5 mph > 5 mph 1-5 mph > 5 mph
Professicnal, Clerical | 0,0 0.0 1.11 1.18 0.0 1.17 0.80 0.0
and Service Occupations (0) (0) (8) (22) (0) (3) (1) (0)
Occupaticns in Factories 0,0 0.0 1.00 2.04 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
- (0) (0) (1) (5) (0) (0) (0) (0)

Occupaticns near High 0.0 0.0 1.20 1.39 0.0 0.0 0.70 0.80
Levels of CO (0) (0) (1) (15) (0) (0) (1) ¢D)
Students 0.0 0.0 3.25 1.40 0.0 1.23 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (2) (8) (0) (7) (0) (0)

Housewives 0.0 0.0 1.47 1,15 1,70 0.0 0.0 0.70
(0) (0) (3) (8) 1) (0) (0) (1)

Other Occuipations 0.0 0.0 1.40 2.07 1,50 0.90 1.10 1.64
(0) (0) (2) (25) (2) 1) (1) (5)
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Table P-13.

ST. LOUIS

INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION (NONSMOKERS),
WIND SPEED, AND LOCATION ON COHb

Location and Wind Speed

Airports Urban Suburban

1-5 mph  >5 mph }-5 mph  >5 mph 1-5 mph > 5 mph 1-5 mph > 5 mph
Professional, Clerical 0.0 1.49 0.0 1,37 0.0 1.33 0.0 0.0
and Service Occupations ()] (22) (0) (154%) (D)) (119) 1§4)) 0)
Occupations in Factories| 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.45 | 0.0 1.81 0.0 0.0

(0) (0) (0) (10) (0) (10) (0) (0)
Occupations near High 0.0 1.67 0.0 1.61 0.0 2.46 0.0 1.25
Levels of CO (0) (34) (0) (26) (0) (12) (0) (2)
Students 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.54 0.0 1.45 0.0 0.0

(0) (0) (0) (18) (0) (18) (0) (0)
Housewives 0.0 0.0 0.0 1,83 0.0 1.45 0.0 1.35

(0) )] 0) (3) (0) (84) (0) (8)
Other Occupations 0.0 1.66 0.0 1,49 0.0 1.42 0.0 1.00

(0) (27) (0) (40) 0 (24) (0) (2)
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Table P-14,
SALT LAKE CITY
INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION (NONSMOKERS),
WIND SPEED, AND LOCATION ON COHb

Location and Wind Speed

Rural

Airports Urban Suburban

1-5 mph >5 mph 1-5 mph  >5 mph 1-5 mph > 5 mph 1-5 mph > 5 mph
Professional, Clerical 0.0 0.0 1.59 1.33 0.94 1.69 1.36 1.14
and Service Occupations (0) (0) (10) (33) (17) (13) (9) (98)
Occupations in Factories] 0.0 0.0 1.35 1.70 0.0 1.20 0.75 2.05

(0) (0) (2) 6) | (0 1) (2) (13)
Occupations near High 0.0 0.0 - 3,20 2.00 | 1.45 2.80 1.51 1.89
Levels of CO (0) (0) (2) (8) (2) (1) (10) (37) .
Students 0.0 0.0 1.37 1.15 0.0 1,75 0.0 0.63

(0) (0) (71) (6) (0) (26) (0) (3)
Housewives 0.0 0.0 2.10 1.55 1.00 ) 1.60 1.50 1.05

(0) (0) (1) (4) (5) (2) (12) (27)
Other Occupations 0.0 0.0 0.85 1.44 1.07  1.70 1.50 1.17

(0) (0) (2) (5) (8) (3) (18) (72)
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INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION (NONSMOKERS),

Table P-15.

SAN FRANCIS

Co

WIND SPEED, AND LOCATION ON COHb

Location and Wind Speed

Rural

Airports Urban Suburban

1-5 mph >5 mph 1-5 mph  >5 mph 1-5 mph > 5 mph 1-5 mph > 5 wph
Professional, Clerical 0.0 0.0 1.77 1.66 1.70 1.71 0.0 0.0
and Service Occupations (0) (0) (30) (345) (2) (7) 0) 0)
Occupations in Factories] 0,0 0.0‘ 0.0 1.99 1.50 1.10 0.0 0.0

(0) (0) (0) (23) (1) (1) (0) (0)
Occupations near High 0.0 0.0 1.91 1.69 1.00 1.11 0.0 0.0
Levels of CO (0) (0) (14) (74) (1) (12) (0) (0)
Students 0.0 0.0 1.96 2.15 0.0 1.37 0.0 0.0

(0) (0) (8) (19) (0) (4) (0) (%)
Housewives 0.0 0.0 1.90 1.29 1.70 1.93 0.0 0.0

(0) (0) (3) (23) 1 (3) (0) 0)
Other Occupations 0.0 0.0 2.25 1.86 0.0 1.30 0.0 1.40

(0 (0) (4) (64) (0) (3) (0) 1)
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Table P-16.

SEATTLE

INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION (NONSMOKERS),
WIND SPEED, AND LOCATION ON COHb

Location and Wind Speed

2

Airports Urban Suburban Rural

1-5 mph >5 mph 1-5 mph  >5 mph 1-5 mph > 5 mph 1-5 mph > 5 mph
Professional, Clerical 0.0 1.70 1.84 1.62 1.50 1.24 1.80 0.0
and Service Occupations (0) (9) (58) (119) (16) (35) (1) (0)
Occupations in Factories| 0.0 1.20 1.55 1.62 0.60 1.44 0.0 0.0

(0) 1) (4) (8) (1) (5) (0) (09
Occupations near High 0.0 1.47 2.09 1.67. 1.80 1.63 0.0 - 1.80
Levels of CO (0) (32) (14) (35) (1) (7) (0) (2)
Students 0.0 0.0 1.95 1.48 0.0 1.30 0.0 0.60

(0) (0) (6) (23) (0 (2) (0) (1)
Housewives 0.0 0.0 1.59 1.48 1.30 1.20 0.0 0.0

(0) (0) (16) (13) (2) (4) €] (0)
Other Occupations 0.0 1.10 1.97 1.35 1.93 2,07 0.0 0.0

(0) (1) (26) - (20) (3) (21) (0) (0)




Table P-17.
VERMONT - NEW HAMPSHIRE

INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION (NONSMOKERS),
WIND SPEED, AND LOCATION ON COHb

Location and Wind Speed

A

Ll-d

Airports Urban : Suburban Rural
1-5 mph >5 mph 1-5 mph  >5 mph 1-5 mph > 5 wmph 1-5 mph > 5 mph
Professional, Clerical 0.0 0.0 1.17 1.65 1.25 1.27 1.38 1.32
and Service Occupations (0) 0) (26) (74) (2) (100) (13) (58)
Occupations in Factories| 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.94 - 0.0 1.27 1.52 1.42
(0) (0) (0) (11) 0) (6) (4) (14)
Occupations near High 0.0 0.0 2.19 1.54 0.0 1.55 1.75 2,06
Levels of CO - 0) ()} 9 (7) (0) (13) (4) (5
Students 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.12 1.00 1.17 1.25 1.72
' (0) (0) (0) (11) (1) (341) (2) (%)
Housewives 0.0 0.0 1.00 1.26 1.02 1.23 1.27 1.44
(0) (0) (3) (13) (4) (34) (6) (46)
Other Occupations 0.0 0.0 1.47 1,57 1.50 1.49 1.36 1.82
(0) (0) (11) (13) (1) (30) (5) (30)
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INFLUENCE OF OCCUPATION (NONSMOKERS),
WIND SPEED, AND LOCATION ON COHb

Table P-18.

WASHINGTON D. C.

Location and Wind Speed

Airports Urban Suburban Rural '
=5 mph >5 mph 1-5 mph >5 mph 1-5 mph > 5 mph 1-5 mph > 5 mph
Professioral, Clerical 0.0 0.0 1.93 1.41 1.39 l1.44 0.0 0.90
and Service Occupations (0) (0) (11) (183) (14) (283) (0) (2)
Occupatiors in Factories| 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.20 0.90 1.66 0.0 1.10
Y] (0) (0) (1) 1) (12) (0) (1)
Occupations near High c.0 0.0 3.00 2.11 1.50 1.60 0.0 1.70
Levels of 2O (0) (0) (2) (13) (1) (36) (0) (1)
Students ¢.o0 0.0 0.0 1.80 0.0 0.89 0.0 0.0
(0) (0) (0) (1) (0) (130) (0) (0)
Housewives 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.90 1.50 1,00 0.0 0.98
(09) (0) (0) (1) (2) (23) (0) (5)
Other Occupations 0.0 0.0 2.12 ©1.49 2.30 1.37 | 0.0 1.56
(9) (0) (6) (14) (42) (44) (0) (10)




