
Drafts of Second-Hand Smoke Pamphlet
 
The documents in R010D are Bates #2063794261 (May 21, 1996) and #2060578203 
(1996).  They are draft and final versions of a pamphlet prepared by Philip Morris 
to address the question of second-hand smoke. 
 
Author:  H. Brassreardon (draft) and S. Murray (final).  Both were PM employees.  
Audience:  Uncertain, but possibly physicians, pro-tobacco legislators and organizations 
and the general public. 
 
 
The decades of the 1990’s saw ever-increasing litigation against the tobacco industry, 
with claims that cigarette smoking caused serious and often fatal health problems for 
smokers.  By this time, the tobacco companies had begun to acknowledge that smoking 
was a risk factor in some diseases.  However, they argued, smoking was a voluntary act, 
a choice, and they were therefore not responsible.  
 
During this same period the Environmental Protection Agency classified second-hand 
smoke as a “known human carcinogen”, a fact that received ever-increasing media 
coverage and generated rising concern among the public.  This was especially troubling 
because exposure to second-hand smoke was involuntary, not a choice made by 
individuals.   
 
The tobacco companies responded with a public relations campaign to counter claims that 
second-hand smoke was injurious to non-smokers.  The documents in this case are a draft 
and final version of a pamphlet written and widely distributed by Philip Morris in 1996.  
Titled “Second-hand Smoke in Perspective”, they take on the science of epidemiology 
and the question of relative risk.  The pamphlet claims that “…epidemiology alone cannot 
establish causation, particularly when low level relative risks are involved.”  The authors 
criticize the EPA and government regulation in general and the press in particular, 
suggesting that “Science reporting, like crime reporting and political reporting, seeks out the 
negative side of stories.”  They ask readers to put “…risk in perspective…” and 
remind them that margarine and apples were also the subjects of public health 
investigations.  The pamphlet ends with a call for policies that accommodate smokers 
and non-smokers alike, because science, in their veiw, has not demonstrated that exposure
to second-hand smoke was “…a meaningful health risk….” 
 
  
 


