
UNITED STATES

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION
WASHINGTON D.C 20549-4561

Matthew Lepore

Vice President Chief Counsel-Corporate Governance

Assistant General Counsel

Pfizer Inc ct ______

235 East 42nd Street ectiOfl_
New York NY 100 17-5755 ______

ublic

Re .Pfizerlnc Washington DC 20549 vaiIabiIity
Ol-Z2-2O

Incoming letter dated January 29OTOT
Dear Mr Lepore

This is inresponse to your letters dated January 292010 and February 192010

concerning the shareholder proposal submitted to Pfizer by Ron Callander Sr Gretchen

Harrison Cynthia Kaplan Mary Ann Pattengale Linda Rawdin and Joseph Smith We

also have received letteron Cynthia Kaplans behalf dated February 162010 On

January 202010 we issued our response expressing our informal view that Pfizer could not

exclude Cynthia Kaplan as co-proponent of the proposal under rule 14aSf You have

asked us to reconsider our position

The Division grants the reconsideration request as there now appears to be some

basis for your view that Pfizer may exclude Cynthia Kaplan as co-proponent of the

proposal under rule 14a-8f We note that Cynthia Kaplan appears to have failed to supply

within 14 days of receipt of Pfizers request documentary support sufficiently evidencing

that she satisfied the minimumownership requirement for the one-year period as of the date

that she submitted the proposal as required by rule 14a-8b Accordingly we will not

recommend enforcement action to the Commission if Pfizer omits Cynthia Kaplan as

co-proponent of the proposal in reliance on rules 14a-8b and 14a-81

Sincerely

Heather Maples

Senior Special Counsel

cc Daniel Kinbum

General Counsel

Physicians Committee for Responsible Medicine

5100 Wisconsin Avenue NW
Suite 400

Washington DC 20016

A-N3

DIVISION OF

CORPORATION FINANCE 10010623

February 222010

Reccad

FEB 2010



Pfiw1n
235 East 42nd Sfreet

New YorkNY 10017-5755

Matthew Lepore

Vice PresidenI Chief Counsel-Corporate Governance

Assistant General Counsel

February 19 2010

VIA E-MAIL
Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Corporation Finance

Securities and Exchange Commission

100 Street NE
Washington DC 20549

Re Pfizer Inc

Supplemental Letter Regarding Request for Reconsideration

Shareholder Proposal of Cynthia Kaplan

ExchangeAct of 1934Rule I4a-8

Dear Ladies and Gentlemen

On December 22 2009 Pfizer Inc the Company submitted letter the No-Action

Request notifying the staff of the Division of Corporation Finance the Staff of the

Securities and Exchange Commission that the Company intended to omit from its proxy

statement and form of proxy for its 2010 Annual Meeting of Shareholders collectively the

2010 Proxy Materials shareholder proposal the Proposal and statements in support

thereof received from Daniel Kinbum General Counsel to the Physicians Committee for

Responsible Medicine as the representative of Cynthia Kaplan the Proponent and various

other proponents The No-Action Request indicated our belief that the Proposal could be

excluded from the 2010 Proxy Materials pursuant to Rule 14a-8b and Rule 14a-8iXl of the

Securities Exchange Act of 1934 as amended

After the Staff issued response that it was unable to concur in our view that the

Proponents Proposal could be excluded under Rule 14a-8b and Rule 14a-81l the Company

submitted letter dated January 292010 requesting that the Staff reconsider the No-Action

Request the Reconsideration Request The Reconsideration Request argued that the

Proponents Proposal was excludable because the Company never received verification of the

Proponents ownership of Company securities
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February 19 2010

VIA E-MAIL
Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Corporation Finance

Securities and Exchange Commission

100F Street NE
Washington DC 20549

Re Pfizer Inc

SupplementalLetter Regarding Request for Reconsid ration

Shareholder Proposal of Cynthia Kaplan

Exchange Act of 1934Rule Ila-S

Dear Ladies and Gentlemen

On December 222009 Pfizer Inc the Company submitted letter the No-Action

Request notifying the staff of the Division of Corporation Finance the Staff of the

Securities and Exchange Commission that the Company intended to omit from its proxy

statement and form of proxy for its 2010 Annual Meeting of Shareholders collectively the

2010 Proxy Materials shareholder proposal the Proposal and statements in support

thereof received from Daniel Kinbum General Counsel to the Physicians Committee for

Responsible Medicine as the representative of Cynthia Kaplan the Proponent and various

other proponents The No-Action Request indicated our belief that the Proposal could be

excluded from the 2010 Proxy Materials pursuant to Rule 14a-8b and Rule 14a-8f1 of the

Securities Exchange Act of 1934 as amended

AfLer the Staff issued response that it was unable to concur in our view that the

Proponents Proposal could be excluded under Rule 14a-8b and Rule 14a-8fXl the Company

submitted letter dated January29 2010 requesting that the Staff reconsider the No-Action

Request the Reconsideration Request The Reconsideration Request argued that the

Proponents Proposal was excludable because the Company never received verification of the

Proponents ownership of Company securities
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Subsequently on February 162010 Mr Kinburn submitted letter to the Staff

responding to the Reconsideration Request the Reconsideration Response Letter copy of

the Reconsideration Response Letter is attached hereto as Exhibit The Reconsideration

Response Letter argues
that the Proponents broker Vanguard Brokerage Vanguard mailed

proof of the Proponents eligibility to submit the Proposal to the Company on October 302009

We write supplenientally to address this assertion

The 1econsideration Response Letter argues that the Proponents Proposal is not

excludable because Vanguard has assured Proponent that its Processing Center directly

provided the necessary eligibility verification information to the Company on October30 2009

However even if Vanguard mailed such verification and it was received by the Company1 it

would not be sufficient to establish the Proponents eligibility to submit the Proposal under

Rule 14a-8b and Rule 14a-8f1 Specifically Rule 14a-8b requires that to be eligible to

submit shareholder proposal proponent must submit proof of continuous ownership of

companys shares for at least one year as of the date the shareholder proposal was submitted As

discussed in the Reconsideration Request Mr Kinbum submitted the Proposal to the Company

on behalf of the Proponent in letter dated November 2009 which the Company received on

November 2009 Mr Kinburn asserts in the Reconsideration Response Letter that Vanguard

submitted verification of the Proponents ownership on October 302009 seven days before the

Proponents Proposal was submitted Thus even if Vanguard mailed such verification to the

Company and the Company received it2 such verification would not be sufficient to establish the

Proponents ownership for one year as of the date the Proposal was submitted It is impossible to

verify the Proponents ownership of Company shares as of firnire date since the shares could be

sold in whole or in part See e.g Pfizer Inc avail Jan 202010 concurring with the

exclusion of co-proponent of the Proposal where the co-proponent submitted letter from his

broker purporting to establish the co-proponents eligibility to submit the Proposal but the letter

was dated prior to the date the co-proponent
submitted the Proposal See also General Electric

Co avail Jan 2009 International Business Machines Corp avail Dec 72007 Wal-Mart

Stores Inc avail Feb 2005 Gap inc avail Mar 2003 AutoNation Inc avail

Mar 142002 in each case concurring withthe exclusion of shareholder proposal where the

evidence of ownership submitted by proponent covers period of time that falls short of the

required one-year period prior to the submission of the proposal

Moreover as discussed in the No-Action Request and the Reconsideration Request the

Company transmitted in timely manner letter to Mr Kinbum as the designated

representative for the Proponent with copy to the Proponent seeking verification of the

As discussed in the Reconsideration Request the Company never received verification from

Vanguard of the Proponents ownership of Company shares

Id
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Proponents eligibility to submit the Proposal the Deficiency Notice The Deficiency Notice

stated that the Proponent needed to submit to the Company sufficient proof of ownership of

Company shares The Deficiency Notice also described how the Proponent could provide proof

of ownership Thus the Proponent received timely notice that she was required to provide proof

of ownership and failed to respond

Accordingly based upon the foregoing analysis and the arguments set forth in the No-

Action Request and tho Reconsideration Request we respecthilly request that the Staff concur

that it will take no action if the Company excludes the Proponents Proposal from its 2010 Proxy

Materials

If we can be of any assistance in this matter please do not hesitate to call me at

212 733-7513 or Amy Goodman of Gibson Dunn Crutcher LLP at 202 955-8653

Pursuant to Rule 14a-8j we have concurrently sent copy of this correspondence to the

Proponent

ely 1/
Enclosure

cc Daniel Kinburn

1OQ84925_2
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5100 WISCONSIN AVENUE NW SUITE 400

WASHINGTON DC 20016

S-P 202686-2210 FAX202686-2153

WWWPCRMORG

DANIEL KLNBURN
General Counsel

Writers Direct Number 202.686.2210 ext 380

Writers Direct Fax 202.527.7415

Writers E-MaiL DKinbumpcrm.org

February 162010

VIA E-MAU
Office of ChiefCounsel

Division of Corporation Finance

U.S Securities and Exchange Commission

100 St N.E

Washington D.C 20549

E-Mail shareholderproposalsseC.gOV

Ri Pfirhic

Request for Reconsideration

SbartholderPniposal of Cnthia 1a/an

Excbaizge Act of 1934-Ride 14a-8

Dear Ladies and Gentlemen

As General Counsel of the Physicians
Committee for Responsible Medidne PCRM am

the authorized representative for Ms Cynthia Kaplan the Proponent On her behalf am

submitting this letter in response
to Request

for Reconsideration Request that Pfizer Inc the

Company or Pfizer emailed to the US Securities and Exchange Commissions Division of

Corporation Finance Division on January 292010 attached In its Request
for

Reconsideration Pfizer intends to omit from its proxy statement and form of proxy for its 2010

Annual Meeting the shareholder proposal that was submitted by PCRM on behalf of the Proponent

For the reasons discussed below request
that the Division deny the Companys request

The Proponent has proven her requisite eligibility to submit the Proposal

On January 202010 the SEC issued response to Pfizers No-Action request stating it was

unable to concur that the Proponents proposal could be excluded under Rule 14a-8b and Rule

14a-8l On January 29 2010 Pfizer filed Request for Reconsideration again expressing its

intent to omit Proponents proposal despite the SECs conclusion to the contrary

On multiple occasions Proponents broker Vanguard has assured Proponent that its

Processing Center directly provided
the necessary eligibility verification information to Pfizers

Pagelof2



Secretary Amy Schulman In addition Proponent contacted Vanguard Customer Service

Associate Robert First on February 12010 regarding
Pfizers assertion that it did not receive

Proponents eligibility verification from Vanguard Mr First stated that Proponents file indicated

that Vanguards Processing Center mailed the Proponents eligibility requirements to Pfizers

Secretary Amy Schulinan Pfizer Inc 235 42 St New York NY 10017-5755 on October

302009 Further Vanguard has agreed to execute an affidavit stating that its Processing Center

mailed eligibility verification requirements to Pfizer on October 30 2009 On information and

belief Pfizer should have received this information directly from Vanguard

CONCLUSION

For the reasons stated above Pfizer has failed in its attempt to justi exclusion of

Proponents proposal under rules 14a-8b and 14a-8f1 of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934

respectfully request
the Division to advise Pfizer that it will take enforcement action if Pfizer fails

to include the Proposal in its 2010 proxy materials Please contact me if you have any questions or

requests for further information at dkinburnpcrm.org or 202.686.2210 ext 380

Very truly yours

Daniel Kinbum

PCRM General Counsel

DK/Ir

Cc Matthew Lepore Vice President and Assistant General Counsel of Pfizer Inc

Ms Cynthia Kaplan

Page of
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SIOOWCONSINAVENUE.NW SUrrE400

WASI-FWGTOR DC 20016

202 686-2210 FAX 202 686-2155

WWW.PCRM.ORG

DANIEL KINBURN
General Counsel

Writers Direct Number 202.686.2210 ext 380

Writers Direct Fax 202.527.7415

Writers E-Mail DKinbumpcrm.org

February 16 2010

WA E-MAIL

Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Corporation Finance

U.S Securities and Exchange Commission

100 St N.E

Washington D.C 20549

E-Mail shareholderproposals@sec.gov

Re Pfizerlnc

Requestfor Reconsideration

Shareholder Proposal of Cynthia KilpIan

Exthange Act of 1934-Ride 14a-8

Dear Ladies and Gentlemen

As General Counsel of the Physicians Committee for Responsible Medicine PCRM am

the authorized representative for Ms Cynthia Kaplan the Proponent On her behalf am

submitting this letter in response to Request for Reconsideration Request that Pfizer Inc the

Company or Pfizer emailed to the U.S Securities and Exchange Commissions Division of

Corporation Finance Division on January 292010 attached In its Request for

Reconsideration Pfizer intends to omit from its proxy statement and form of proxy for its 2010

Annual Meeting the shareholder proposal that was submitted by PCRM on behalf of the Proponent

For the reasons discussed below request
that the Division deny the Companys request

The Proponent has proven her requisite eligibility to submit the Proposal

On January 20 2010 the SEC issued response to Pfizers No-Action
request stating it was

unable to concur that the Proponents proposal could be excluded under Rule 14a-8b and Rule

14a-8fl On January 29 2010 Pfizer filed Request for Reconsideration again expressing its

intent to omit Proponents proposal despite the SECs conclusion to the contrary

On multiple occasions Proponents broker Vanguard has assured Proponent that its

Processing Center directly provided the necessary eligibility verification infonnation to Pfizers

Page of



Secretary Amy Schulinan In addition Proponent contacted Vanguard Customer Service

Associate Robert First on February 12010 regarding Pfizers assertion that it did not receive

Proponents eligibility verification from Vanguard Mr First stated that Proponents file indicated

that Vanguards Processing Center mailed the Proponents eligibility requirements to Pfizers

Secretary Amy Schulman Pfizer Inc 235 42 St New York NY 10017-5755 on October

30 2009 Further Vanguard has agreed to execute an affidavit stating that its Processing Center

mailed eligibility
verification requirements to Pfizer on October 30 2009 On information and

belief Pfizer should have received this information directly from Vanguard

CONCLUSION

For the reasons stated above Pfizer has failed in its attempt to justify exclusion of

Proponents proposal under rules 14a-8b and 14a-8f1 of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934

respectfully request
the Division to advise Pfizer that it will take enforcement action if Pfizer fails

to include the Proposal in its 2010 proxy materials Please contact me if you have any questions or

requests for further information at dkinbum@pcrm.org or 202.686.2210 ext 380

Very truly yours

Daniel Kinburn

PCRM General Counsel

DK/Ir

Cc Matthew Lepore Vice President and Assistant General Counsel of Pfizer Inc

Ms Cynthia Kaplan

Page of



Pfizer Inc

235 East 42nd Street

New York NY 10017-5755

Matthew Lepore

Vice President Chief Counsel-Corporate Governance

Assistant General Counsel

January 29 2010

VIA E-MAIL

Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Corporation Finance

Securities and Exchange Commission

100 Street NE

Washington DC 20549

Re Pfizer Inc

Request for Reconsideration

Shareholder Proposal of Cynthia Kaplan

Exchange Act of 1934Rule 14a-8

Dear Ladies and Gentlemen

On December 22 2009 Pfizer Inc the Company submitted letter the No-Action

Request notifing the staff of the Division of Corporation Finance the Staff of the

Securities and Exchange Commission that the Company intended to omit from its proxy

statement and form of proxy for its 2010 Annual Meeting of Shareholders collectively the

2010 Proxy Materials shareholder proposal the Proposal and statements in support

thereof received from Daniel Kinbum General Counsel to the Physicians Committee for

Responsible Medicine as the representative of Cynthia Kaplan the Proponent and various

other proponents The No-Action Request indicated our belief that the Proposal could be

excluded from the 2010 Proxy Materials pursuant to Rule 14a-8b and Rule 14a-8f1 of the

Securities Exchange Act of 1934 as amended

On January 202010 the Staff issued response to the No-Action Request stating that

there was some basis for the exclusion of Ron Callander Sr Gretchen Harrison Mary Ann

Pattengale Linda Rawdin and Joseph Smith as co-proponents of the Proposal under

Rule 14a-Sf but that it was unable to concur in our view that the Proponents Proposal could be

excluded under Rule 14a-8b and Rule 14a-8f1 The Staffs response stated In this regard

we note that Pfizer has not addressed the claim that Cynthia Kaplans broker provided directly

to Pfizer verification of her eligibility to submit proposal For the reasons addressed below
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we respectfully request that the Staff reconsider this matter as we continue to be of the view that

the Proponent failed to establish the requisite eligibility to submit the Proposal

Mr Kinburn submitted the Proposal to the Company on behalf ofthe Proponent with

letter dated November 2009 the Cover Letter copy of the Cover Letter is attached

hereto as Exhibit The Cover Letter indicated that the Proponents broker Vanguard

Brokerage Vanguard sent verification of her account information directly to Pfizer

Included with the Cover Letter was an initial letter submitted by the Proponent dated

November 2009 the Initial Letter in conjunction with the Proposal copy of the Initial

Letter is attached hereto as Exhibit Contrary to what the Cover Letter stated the Initial Letter

indicated that verification of ownership was included Specifically the Initial Letter stated

Also enclosed is letter from Vanguard Brokerage that verifies my ownership of at least $2000

worth of Companys stock However the verification from Vanguard was not included

with the Initial Letter nor was it received by the Company separately
from the Initial Letter

Thus the Company sought verification from Mr Kinbum as the designated

representative for the Proponent with copy to the Proponent of the Proponents eligibility to

submit the Proposal Specifically the Company sent via Federal Express on

November 19 2009 which was within 14 calendar days of the Companys receipt of the

Proposal letter notifying Mi K.inbum of the requirements of Rule 14a-8 and how the

Proponent could cure the procedural deficiencies the Deficiency Notice copy of the

Deficiency Notice is attached hereto as Exhibit Since the Proponent failed to submit

documentary evidence of her ownership the Deficiency Notice stated that sufficient proof of

ownership of Company shares must be submitted and described the necessary information for the

Proponent to prpvide sufficient proof of ownership The Proponent failed to respond to the

Deficiency Notice Rule 14a-8f provides that company may exclude shareholder proposal

if the proponent fails to provide evidence of eligibility under Rule 14a-8 provided that the

company timelynotifies the proponent of the problem and the proponent fails to correct the

deficiency within 14 days discussed in the No-Action Request the Company satisfied its

obligation under Rule 14a-8 by transmitting the Deficiency Notice to the Proponent in timely

manner

On January 2010 Mr Kinbum submitted letter to the Staff responding to the

No-Action Request the Response Letter copy of the Response Letter is attached hereto as

Exhibit The Response Letter argues with respect to the Proponent that the Company should

be required to include the Proposal in the Companys 2010 Proxy Materials because among

other things the Proponent provided written statement from the record holder of her securities

sufficient to comply with Rule 14a-8b Specifically the Response Letter indicates that the

Proponents broker Vanguard assured Proponent that the necessary verification

information was directly provided to Companys Secretary and that information and

belief Company should have received this information directly from Vanguard
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We seek reconsideration of the StafPs response to the No-Action Request because the

Company never received any verification from Vanguard the Vanguard Letter of the

Proponents ownership of Company securities The Response Letter indicates that the Vanguard

Letter was mailed to the attention of Amy Sehulman at the Company Ms Schulxnans office

logs all incoming mail including facsimiles and Ms Schulmans office has confirmed that it

has no record of ever receiving the Vanguard Letter Moreover after conducting search the

Company has no record of ever having received the Vanguard Letter or any other documentary

evidence of ownership of Company Shares from or on behalf of the Proponent Furthermore

the Proponent has produced no evidence that the Vanguard Letter was sent to the Companyor

that the Companyreceived it

On numerous occasions in the past the Staff has concurred in the exclusion of

shareholder proposals where the company never received information that shareholder

proponent claims to have submitted See e.g Schering-Plough Corp avail Mar 27 2009

concuning in the exclusion of proposal under Rule 14a-8f because the company stated that it

never received letter that the proponent claimed to have sent in response to the companys

notice of deficient proof of ownership and the proponent was unable to offer proof of receipt by

the company Omnicom Group Inc avail Mar 16 2009 concurring in the exclusion of

proposal under Rule 14a-8f when the company stated that it never received facsimile that the

propOnent claimed to have sent and the proponent offered no evidence that the company

received the facsimile Similar to the proponents in Schering-Plough and Omnicom Group the

Proponent has been unable to offer any evidence that the Company received the Vanguard

Letter In fact the Proponent first stated in the Initial Letter that the Vanguard Letter was

enclosed and in the Cover Letter and Response Letter that the Vanguard Letter had been

separately sent to the Company Moreover the Proponent had actual knowledge after receipt of

the Deficiency Notice that the Company had not received the Vanguard Letter yet the Proponent

failed to respond to the Deficiency Notice to provide proof of ownership

In Staff Legal Bulletin No 14 July 132001 SLB 14 at questions and answers G.4

the Staff states

Rule 14a-8f provides that shareholders response to companys notice of

defects must be postmarked or transmitted electronically no later than 14 days

from the date the shareholder received the notice of defects Therefore

shareholder should respond to the companys notice of defects by means that

allows the shareholder to demonstrate when he or she responded to the notice

The above statement indicates that the burden of demonstrating that the Proponent submitted the

Vanguard Letter falls upon the Proponent In this case the Proponent has been unable to

document that she or Vanguard on her behalf responded to the Deficiency Notice by means

that allow the to demonstrate when he or she responded to the

Notice As such the Proponent has failed to submit documentary evidence of her ownership

or any evidence that the Companyreceived the Vanguard Letter and therefore the Proposal may
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be excluded pursuant to Rules 14a-8b and 14a-8f Accordingly based upon the foregoing

analysis and our arguments set forth in the No-Action Request we repectfiully request that the

Staff reconsider this matter and concur that it will take no action if the Company excludes the

Proponents Proposal from its 2010 Proxy Materials

If we can be of any assistance in this matter please do not hesitate to call me at

212 733-7513 or Amy Goodman of Gibson Dunn Crutcher LLP at 202 955-8653

Pursuant to E.uie 14a-8j we have concurrently sent copy of this correspondence to the

Proponent

Sincerely

MaUewIpore
Enclosure

cc Daniel Kinburn

007%914_7.DOC
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5100WScONSINAVENUF.NW S1JITE400

wASHINGTON DC 20016

200 686-2210 Fc202686-2r55

WWWPCRMORG

DANIEL KINBURN Amy Schulman

General Qunsel

WritefsDirectNuxriber.202.686.22lOext.380 NtY .2009

Writers Direct Fax 2025277450

Writers E-Malb DKinbum@pcnmoig

November 2009

BY.OYERNLG1 DEUVERY

Pfizer Inc

Attre ArnyW Schulman Secxeraiyof the Gmpany
235 E.42St
New York NY 10017-5755

Re tockholderPmposal forlnclusion in the 2010 PmxyMaterials

Dear SecretaiySchulrnare

As the authorized representative for six stockholders Proponents am submitting the

attached Stockholder Proposal Proposal on behalf of the Proponents for inclusion in the proxy

materials for the 2010 PfIzer Inc annual meeting The Proposal seeks report that will increase the

transparency
around Pfizers use of animals in reseaith and product testing

Pursuant to 17 CPLR 240.14a-8b there are letters enclosed fmxnMr Bori Callander Sr

Ms Gretchen Harrison Ms Cynthia Kaplan Ms Mary Ann Pattengale Ms Linda Bgwdin and

Mr Joseph Smith the six Proponents Additionally where applicable the respective record

holders of their securities have provided account verification of the Proponents ownership of Pfizer

stock and satisfaction of the $2000 minimum threshold Merrill Lynch for Mr Callander Raymond

James Associates for Ms Harrison Morgan Stanley Smith Barney for Ms Rawdin and Vanguard

Brokerage Services for Mr Smith However please note the following Ms Kaplans brokerage

Vanguard sent verification of her account infonnation directly to Pfizer and Ms Pattengale is

the record holder of her securities and therefore does not requite separate
verification from

brokerage Under 17 GRIt 240.14a.8b all six proponents are entitled to file this stockholder

prvposalasofthedateofthisletterNov.62009

If you need any further information please do not hesitate to contact me If Pfizer will

attempt to exclude any portion of the proposal under Rule 14a-8 please notify me within 14 da of

THIS MESSAGE IS PRCYrECIED BY THE AUOREY.QXENr.AND/ORATrORNEYWORKPRODUCrDOCraINE
XF YOU HAVE BECEIVED THIS MESSAGE BT ERROR PLEASE DONCREAD1T PLEASE REPLY TO THE

SENDER 1HATIT HAS BEEN SENT INERBOR AND DISCARD THE MESSAGE THANK YOU
Page1of2



zceipt of the proposal Ifyouhaveanyquestions orcomxnents please do not hesitate to call

202.686.2210 ext 380 or email DKinbunpcrni.org me

Veiy truly yours

Daniel Kinhurn

DK/k1

Enc1osuis 11

Page2of2
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Pfizer In
Alto Secretary of the Cosnpony AmyW Scinilman

235 42nd St

New York 10017-5755

Re Prpi$1 rcps

Attached to this letter Ira Shareholder Proposal submitted for inclusion in the

definitive proxy materials for the 2010 annual mectin of Pfizer Inc Also caclosed is

letter from Vanguard rokcrage that verifies my owntship of at least $Z000 worth of

Pfizer Inc stock have held these shares continuously for snore than one year and intend

to hold theni throu8h and indudin the daIs of the 2010 annual meeting of shareholders

Please communicate with my resontalivc Daniel Kinbum Esq if you need

any fluther in aion If Pfizer will attempt to exclud any portion of my proposal

under Rule 14a4 please advise my representative of this intention witbm 14 days of

your receipt of this proposal Mr lUnbum may be reached at the Physicians Conunice

for Responsible Medichte 5100 Wisconsin Avcnus N.W Sulte 400 Washinton D.C

20016 by telephone at 202486.2210 ext 315 or by e-mil at DKbUmpCTIn.OTg

Very truly yours
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Legal

Plizej Inc

235 East 42nd Street 235/19/4

New York NY 10011-5155

Tel 212 73S 5356 Fax 212 513 1853

Ezuall auzanne.y.rolonpfizer.COm

Suzanne Rolon

Senior Manager Communications

Corporate Governance

Via FedEx

November 19 2009

Mr Daniel Kinburn

General Counsel

PCRM
5100 Wisconsin Avenue NW Suite 400

Washington DC 20016

Re Shareholder Proposal for 2010 Annual Meeting of Shareholders

Proponent Cynthia Kaplan

Resolved Shareholders encourage Pfizer to increase its corporate
social

responsibility and transparency around the use of animals in research and

product testing by including infonnation on animal use in the annual

Corporate Responsibility Report

Dear Mr Kinburn

This letter will acknowledge receipt on November 2009 of your letter dated

November 2009 giving notice that Cynthia Kaplan in addition to five other

proponents intends to sponsor the above proposal at our 2010 Annual Meeting

of Shareholders

Rule 14a8b under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 as amended

provides that the proponent must submit sufficient proof that she has

continuously held at least $2000 in market value or 1% of the companys

common stock that would be entitled to be voted on the proposal for at least

one year as of the date you submitted the proposal to the company on her

behalf The Companys stock records do not indicate that the proponent is

record owner of company shares To remedy this defect the proponent must

provide sufficient proof of ownership of the requisite number of companY

shares



Page

Mr Daniel Kinburn

November 19 2009

Under Rule 14a-8b the amount of such shares for which the proponent

provides sufficient proof of ownership together with shares owned by any co

filers who provide sufficient proof of ownership must have market value of

$2000 or 1% of the companys shares entitled to vote on the proposal

Sufficient proof may be in the form of

written statement from the record holder of her sharesUSUaJ1Y broker

or bank verifying that at the time you submitted the proposal on her

behalf she continuously held the requisite number of shares for at least one

year or

if you have filed with the SEC Schedule 13D Schedule 13G Form Form

or Form or amendments to those documents or updated forms

reflecting her ownership of the requisite number of company shares as of or

before the date on which the one-year eligibility period begin copy of the

schedule and/or form and any subsequent amendments reporting change

in the ownership level and written statement that she continuoUslY held

the requisite number of company shares for the one-year period

The rules of the Securities and Exchange Commission require that any

response to this letter be postmarked or transmitted electronicallY no later

than 14 days from the date you receive this letter Please send any response to

me at the address or facsimile number provided above For your reference

please find enclosed copy of Rule 14a-8

If you have any questions with respect to the foregoing please feel free to

contact me directly

Sincerely

uzRolon

cc Cynthia Kaplan

Matthew Lepore Vice President Chief Counse1CorpOrate Governance

Attachment



Rue 14a-8 -- Proposals of Security Holders

This section addresses when company must include shareholders proposal in its proxy

statement and identify the proposal in its form of proxy
when the company holds an annual or

special meeting of shareholders In summary In order to have your shareholder proposal

included on companys proxy card and included along with any supporting statement in its

proxy statement you must be eligible and follow certain procedures Under few specific

circumstances the company is permitted to exclude your proposal but only after submitting

its reasons to the Commission We structured this section In questloriafld-
answer format so

that It is easier to understand The references to you are to shareholder seeking to submit

the proposal

Question What Is proposal shareholder proposal is your recommendation or

requirement that the company and/or its board of directors take action which you

intend to present at meeting of the companys shareholders Your proposal
should

state as clearly as possible the course of action that you believe the company should

follow If your proposal is placed on the companys proxy card the company must also

provide In the form of proxy means fbr shareholders to specify by boxes choice

between approval or disapproval or abstention Unless otherwise indicated the word

proposal as used In this section refers both to your proposal and to your

corresponding statement In support of your proposal if any

Question Who Is eligible to submit proposal and how do demonstrate

to the company that am eligible

In order to be eligible to submit proposal you
must have cntinuUsIV held

at least $2000 In market value or 1% of the companys securities entitled to

be voted on the proposal at the meeting for at least one year by the date you

submit the proposal You must continue to hold those securities through the

date of the meeting

If you are the registered holder of your securitIes which means that your

name appears in the companys records as shareholder the company can

verify your eligibility on its own although you will still have to provide the

company with written statement that you intend to continue to hold the

securities through the date of the meeting of shareholders However if like

many shareholders you are not registered holder the company likely does

not know that you are shareholder or how many shares you own In this

case at the time you
submit your proposal you must prove your eligibility to

the company in one of two ways

The first way Is to submit to the company

written statement from the record holder of your securities usually

broker or bank verifying that at the time you submitted your

proposal you cOfltiflUOUSlY held the securIties for at least one year

You must also Include your own written statement that you intend to

continue to hold the securities through the date of the meeting of

shareholders or

Ii The second way to prove ownership applies

only If you have filed ghul3D çe13G Form FormA

and or gria5 or amendments to those documents or updated forms

reflecting your ownership of the shares as of or before the date on



which the one-year eligibility period begins If you have filed one of

these documents with the SEC you may demonstrate your eligibility

by submitting to the company

copy of the schedule and/or form and any subsequent

amendments reporting change in your ownership level

Your written statement that you continuously held the

required number of shares for the one-year period as of the

date of the statement and

Your written statement that you intend to continue ownership

of the shares through the date of the companys annual or

special meeting

Question I-low many proposals may submit Each shareholder may subttit no

more than one proposal to company for particular shareholders meeting

Question How long can my proposal be The proposal including any accompanying

supporting statement may not exceed 500 words

QuestIon What is the deadline for submitting proposal

If you are submitting your proposal for the companys annual meeting you

can in most cases find the deadline In last years proxy statement However if

the company did not hold an annual meeting last year or has changed the

date of its meeting for this year more than 30 days from last years meeting

you can usually find the deadline In one of the companys quarterly reports on

Form jQQ or or in shareholder reports of investment companies

under Rule 30d-1 of the Investment Company Act of 1940 EditorS note This

section was redesignated as Rule 3e1 See 66 FR 3734 3759 3an 16

2001.1 In order to avoid controversy shareholders should submit their

proposals by means Including electronic means that permit them to prove the

date of delivery

The deadline is calculated in the following manner if the proposai Is submitted

for regularly
scheduled annual meeting The proposal must be received at

the companys principal
executive offices not less than 120 calendar days

before the date of the companys proxy statement released to shareholders in

connection with the previoUS years annual meeting However if the company

did not hold an annual meeting the previous year or if the date of this years

annual meeting has been changed by more than 30 days from the date of the

previous years meeting then the deadline is reasonable time before the

company begins to print and mail its proxy materials

If you are submitting your proposal for meeting of shareholders other than

regularly scheduled annual meeting the deadline Is reasonable time before

the company begins to print and mail its proxy
materials

Question What if fall to follow one of the eligibility or procedural requirements

explained in answers to QuestiOns through of this section

The company may exclude your proposal but only after It has notified you of

the problem and you have failed adequately to correct It Within 14 calendar

days of receiving your proposal
the company must notify you in writing of any

procedural or eligibility
deficiencies as well as of the time frame for your



response Your response must be postmarked or transmitted electronically no

later than 14 days from the date you received the companys notification

company need not provide you such notice of deficiency if the deficiency

cannot be remedied such as if you fall to submit proposal by the companys

properly determined deadline If the company intends to exclude the proposal

it will later have to make submission under Rule 14a-8 and provide you with

copy under Question 10 below Rule 14a-8j

If you fall In your promise to hoki the required number of securities through

the date of the meeting of shareholders then the company Will be permitted

to exclude all of your proposals from its proxy materials for any meeting held

in the following two calendar years

Question Who has the burden of persuading the Commission or its staff that my

proposal can be excluded Except as otherwise noted the burden is on the company

to demonstrate thatit is entitled to exclude proposal

QuestIon Must appear personally at the shareholderst meeting to present the

proposal

Either you or your representative
who is qualified under state law to present

the proposal on your behalf must attend the meeting to present the proposal

Whether you attend the meeting yourself or send qualified representative to

the meeting in your place you should make sure that you or your

representative follow the proper state law procedures for attending the

meeting and/or presenting your proposal

If the company holds it shareholder meeting in whole or in part via electronic

media and the company permIts you or your representative
to present your

proposal via such media then you may appear through electronic media

rather than traveling to the meeting to appear In person

if you or your qualified representative fall to appear and present the proposal

without good cause the company will be permitted to exclude all of your

proposals from its proxy
materials for any meetings held in the following two

calendar years

Question If have complied with the procedural requirements
on what other bases

may company rely to exclude my proposal

Improper under state law If the proposal is not proper subject for action by

shareholders under the laws of the jurisdiction of the companYs organlzatiofl

Not to paragraph i1
Depending on the subject matter some proposals are not considered proper

under state law if they would be binding on the company if approved by

shareholders In our experience most proposals
that are cast as

recommendations or requests that the board of directors take specified
action

are proper under state law Accordingly we will assume that proposal

drafted as recommendation or suggestion is proper unless the company

demonstrates otherwise



VIolation of law If the proposal would if implemented cause the company to

violate any state federal or foreign law to which it is subject

Not to paragraph fl2

Note to paragraph I2 We will not apply this basis for exclusion to permit

exclusion of proposal on grounds that it would violate foreign law if

compliance with the foreign law could result In violation of any state or

federal law

ViolatIon of proxy rules If the proposal or supporting statement Is contrary to

any of the Commissions proxy rules including ft 14a9 which prohibits

materially false or rnsleading statements in proxy soliciting materials

personal grievance special
interest If the proposal relates to the redress of

personal claim or grievance against the company or any other person or if it is

designed to result in benefit to you or to further personal Interest which

is not shared by the other shareholders at large

Relevance If the proposal relates to operations whIch account for less than .5

percent of the companys total assets at the end of Its most recent fIscal year

and for less than percent of its net earning sand gross sales for its most

recent fiscal year and is not otherwise significantly
related to the companys

business

Absence of power/authority
If the company would lack the power or authority

to implement the proposal

Management functions If the proposal deals with matter relating to the

companys ordinary business operations

Relates to election If the proposal relates to an election for membership on

the companys board of directors or analogous governing body

Conflicts with companys proposal If the proposal directly conflicts with one of

the companys own proposals to be submitted to shareholders at the same

meeting

Note to paragraph I9
Note to paragraph 1X9 companys submission to the Commission under

this section should specify the points of conflict with the companys proposal



10 Substantially implemented If the company has already substantiallY

implemented the proposal

11 Duplication lithe proposal substantially duplicates another proposal

previously submitted to the company by another proponent that will be

included in the companys proxy materIals or the same meeting

12 ResubmIssiOflS If the proposal deals with substantially the same subject

matter as another proposal or proposals that has or have been previously

included in the companys proxy materials within the preceding calendar

years company may exclude it from its proxy materials for any meeting held

within calendar years of the last time It was included if the proposal

received

Less than 3% of the vote if proposed once

within the preceding
calendar years

II Less than 6% of the vote on its last submission

to shareholders if proposed twice previously within the preceding

calendar years or

ill Less than 10% of the vote on its last

submission to shareholders if proposed three times or more previously

within the preceding
calendar years and

13 SpecIfic amount of dividends If the proposal relates to specific amounts of

cash or stock dividends

Question 10 What procedures must the company follow if it intends to exclude my

proposal

If the company Intends to exclude proposal from its proxy
materials it must

file its reasons with the Commission no later than 80 calendar days before it

files its definitive proxy
statement and form of proxy

with the Commission

The company must simultaneously provide you with copy of its submission

The Commission staff may permit the company to make its submission later

than 80 days before the company files its definitive proxy statement and form

of proxy If the company demonstrates good cause for missing the deadline

The company must file six paper copies of the foliowing

The proposal

ii An explanation of why the company believes

that it may exdude the proposal which should If possible refer to the

most recent applicable authority such as prior Division letters issued

under the rule and

lii supporting opinion of counsel when such

reasons are based on matters of state or foreign law

Question 11 May submit my own statement to the Commission responding to the

companys arguments



Yes you may submit response but it is not required You should try to submit any

response to us with copy to the company as soon as possible after the company

makes its submission This way the Commission staff will have time to consider fully

your submission before it issues Its response You should submit six paper copies of

your response

QuestIon 12 If the company includes my shareholder proposal in its proxy materials

what information about me must It Include along with the proposal
Itself

The companys proxy
statement must indude your name and address as well

as the number of the companys voting securities that you hold However

instead of providing that Information the company may Instead include

statement that it will provide the Information to shareholders promptly upon

receiving an oral or written request

The company Is not responsible for the contents of your proposal or

supporting statement

Question 13 What can do If the company Includes In Its proxy statement reasons

why It believes shareholders should not vote In favor of my proposal
and disagree

with some of Its statements

The company may elect to Include in Its proxy
statement reasons why It

believes shareholders should vote against your proposal The company is

allowed to make arguments reflecting its own point of view just as you may

express your own point of view In your proposals supporting statement

However If you believe that the companys opposition to your proposal

contains materially false or misleading statements that may vIolate our anti-

fraud rule Rule 14a you should promptly send to the Commission staff and

the company letter explaining the reasons for your view along with copy

of the companys statements opposing your proposal To the extent possible

your letter should Include specific factual InfOrmation demonstrating the

inaccuracy of the companys claims Time permitting you may wish to try to

work out your differences with the company by yourself
before contacting the

commIssion staff-

We require the company to send you copy of Its statements opposIng your

proposal before it mails its proxy materIals so that you may bring to our

attention any materially false or misleading statements under the following

timeframes

if our no-action response requires that you

make revisions to your proposal or supporting statement as

condition to requiring the company to Indude it in its proxy materials

then the company must provIde you with copy
of its opposItion

statements no later than calendar days after the company receives

copy of your revised proposal or

ii In all other cases the company mUst provide

you
with copy of its opposition statements no later than 30 calendar

days before its flies definitive copies of its proxy statement and form of

proxy under Rui 14afi
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DANIEL KINBIJRN

Cenciul Counsel

Writers Direct Nuixiber 202.686.2210 ext 380

Writefs Direct Fax 2023277415

Writers B-Mail DKinbunpcrntoi

January62010

VIA E-MŒIL
Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Corporation Finance

U.S Securities and Exchange Conmiission

100 St N.E

Washington DC 20549

E-Mail shaieholderpmposaIs@sec.gov

Dear Ladies and Glemem

As General Counsel of the Physicians Committee for Responsible Medicine PCBIvI am

the authorized representative for Mr Ron Callander Sr Ms Gxetchen Harrison Ms Cynthia

Kaplan Mrs MaryArm Partengale Ms Linda Rawdin and Mr Joseph Smith the Proponents

On their behalf am submitting this letter in
response

to no-action request Request that Pfizer

Inc theCcmpanf or Pfizer emailed to the U.S Securities and Exchange Commissions

Division of Corporation Finance Division on Dec.22 2009 attached In the Request Pfizer

asked the Division to concur with its intention to omit the Proposal submitted by the Proponents

on Nov 62009 SpecifIcally Pfizer improperly contends that

the Proposal maybe excluded from the 2010 ProxyMaterials pursuant to Rule 14a-

8b and Rule 14a-8f1 because each of the Proponents failed to provide
the

requisite proof of continuous stock ownership in response to the Companys proper

request
for that information

Pfizer attempts to finagle the plain meaning of the Proponents broker letters in orrier to exclude the

Proponents from expressing their opinions and to prevent
its shareholders from voting on the

ProposaL For the reasons discussed below request
that the Division deny the Companys request
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ANALYSIS

Proof of eligibllityrequires
shareholder letter and record holder letter

Under Rule 14a.8b shareholder must have continuously held at least $2000 in market

value or 1% of the companys securities entitled to be voted on the proposal at the meeting for at

least one year bythe date of submitting the proposaL
As noted in Staff Legal Bufletin No.14 July

312001 most shazeholdeis indirectly
hold securities through theirbroken The most common

proof of owneihip is theiefoie submitting two items written statement from the record holder

of the securities verifying that the shareholder has owned the securities continuouslyfor one year as

of the time the shareholder submits the proposal and written statement that the sharehokler

intends to continue holding the securities through the date of the shareholder meting If this proof

of eligibility is not ptovidcd nile 14a-8f1 allows exclusion of the proposal for the alleged

pivcedutal deficiency

Under rule 14a8b the Proponents have provided
written statements from their respective

record holders of their securities and from themselves As discussed below Pfizer cannot invoke

either 14a-8b or 14-8f1 as reason to exclude the Proposal

Rtqs 14a4 id148f ar boac11yinteipretcd to favor inclusion çf shxebolder

pro
Recent Division responses to companyno-action requests

have favored the inclusion of

shareholder proposals through broad interpretation of rule 14a-8b and 14a-8f In AT TJnc

Feb 19 2008 and AT inc Tan 22008 the Division did not concur with the companys

intent to omitproposals based on an alleged failure to prove continuous holding under rules t4a-

8b and 14a.8f In 4T Inc Feb 19 2008 the company unsuccessfully argued that the

verification information was vague and ambiguous in regaitis to when the 1-year period began

The company believed that the record bolder letter did not prove the shaieholdefs eligibility for

continuous holding The letter allegedly did not clearly indicate that shareholder has

continuously
held shares for the required one year period thesubnrsskrnke emphasis

added However the record holder letter did indicate that the shareholder condnuou$y held the

shares forat least one yearas
of the date of the brokerletter Despite the companys attempts to

exclude the proposal
based on an exercise in semantics the Division did not concur with the

companys interpretation The record holder letter that noted continuous one-year holding
with

date different from that of the submission date was sufficient to prove eligibilitc

In AT cT Iqc Jan 22008 the company unsuccessfully argued that the continuous

holding for at least one year as of the date the proposal was submitted was not satisfied bythe

broker letters remis which only indicated the Number of Shares and Shares Held Years

The company contended that absent language stating continuous holding the broker letter could

mean that the shares were sold and repuivhased arid only held for an aggregate of one year or more

However the companys stained interpretation of the letter was found bythe SEC not to overcome

the plain meaning of the letter Because the broker letter clearly indicated continuous holding for at

least one year the Division did not concur with the companys intent to omit the proposaL

In The IONY Group Inc Feb 18 2003 the Division did not concur with the companys

intent to omit proposal under rule 14a-8b The company unsuccessfully argued that it could only
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determine that the shareholders held the shares as of one year
after the date stated in the letter

January31 2001 or ten months before the date of the proposals
submission December 22002

The broker letter did not state that the shares had been continuously held for one year With

liberal construction of rule 14a-8b the plain meaning of the letter satisfied the proof of ownership

for at least one continuous
year

It was sufficient to state that the proponents have been beneficial

owners as of the settlement date of January31 2002 The Division did not concur with the

compan/s belief that the letter failed to prove continuous holding for at least one year

In hopes of detracting from the truth of the recort bolder and shareholder letters Pfizer

would have the Division incorrectly apply any of 13 different no-action letters None of these 13

letters axe applicable to the current situation Based on the following distinguishing explanations

the Division should not apply any of the cited no-action letters See Th Warner Ini Feb 19

2009 Eligibilitynot met because the letter indicated one-year
continuous ownership as of date

after the submission of the pmposaL Alcoalne Feb 182009 EligIbility not met because the

letter indicated one-year
continuous ownership as of date after the submission of the proposaL

Qwst Inc Feb 28 2008 Eligibility not met because the

proponent never provided written certification from the record holder QcdenaiRenolcum

cptp Nov.21 2007 EligIbility not met because the proponent never provided written

certification from the record holder epçial orCApril52007 Eligibilitynot met

because the proponent only provided an account statement instead of the necessarywritten

certification from the record holder Yal ooL Inc Mardi 292007 Eligibility not met because the

proponent only provided trade confirmations instead of the necessaiywritten certification from the

record holder çSK Aut9 C9rp Jan 292007 Eligibility not met because the written certification

expxesslystated the shares had not been held for one yean ooJaJnc Jan 10 2005

Eligibilitynot met because the written certification did not Identfy forwbom the shares were held

and the additional emalled information front an unidentified sourve was unacceptable JQbnson

Johnson Jan 29 2004 Eligibility not met because the proponent never provided written

certification from the record holder AglIeit TecnpleJes Nov 19 2004 Eligibility not suet

because the proponent failed to certify intent to continue holding the shares through the annual

rneeting Intel Corporation Jan 292004 Eliglbilitynot met because the written certification only

confirmed the holding after the proposal was submittecL rather than indicating the holding before

the proposal was submitted Mcodvs oox Mardi 72002 EligIbility not met because the

record holder did not meet the
one-year

continuous period until over month after the proposal

was submitted IDACOBP Inc Nfareh 52008 Proposal excludable because one proponent only

provided an account statement and the other proponent held shares below the threshold market

value Qçst mp Jpc Feb 292008 Proposal excludable because one

proponent could not prove ownership in individual capacity and the other proponent did not

provide any record holder certification PGE Corporation Feb 182003 Companycould not

exclude proposal under nile 14a-8b since only out of proponents did not prove eligibility via

threshold market value written record holder certification and/or shareholder certification

statement

Pfizer also attempts to cite five other inapplicable no-action letters Like the 13 letters cited

and easilydistinguished above four of these five letters fall to the same fate Based on the

distinguishing explanations noted the Division should not give weight to Pfizers arguments relying

on these letters See eial Ekctric Co Jan 92009 Eliglbilitynot met because the continuous

holding period for the Nov 102008 proposal could not be determined from two record holder
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letreis certifying continuous holding onlyfrom Dec 2003 through Nov 2007 and from April2008

through November 2008 International Business Machines Cnroration Dec 2007 EligIbility

not met because the proponent did not file written statements from herself or the record holder

when the proposal was submitted and did not directly respond to the companys deficiency notice

regarding the record holder certification The Gap Inc Maith 32003 EligIbility not met

because record holder letter did not indicate continuous holding AutoNation Inc Mareh 14

2002 Eligibility not met because record holder letter specifically indicated continuous holding was

less than one year as of the date the proposal was submitted WalMatt Stomsjnc Feb

2005 Eligibility not met because the record holder letter responsive to the deficiency notice was

dated prior to the date the proposal was submitted.

In TInç. Jan 2.2008 AT TJnc Feb 192008 and The MONYGnup Jrc

Feb 182003 all of the proponents provided the necessary
certification and verification of their

continuous holdings of at least one year Although the choice of language may differ the plain

meaning of each tecord holder letter could not be ignoind As long as reasonable person can

understand the language of letter to mean that the shareholder has continuou4y held his or her

shares for at least one year before the proposals submission the proof of eligibility is sufficient

The majority of Division no-action responses
favor inclusion of the Proposal

1le Proppnent have proven their eligi1iliytç submit the PiçposaL

Each of the broker letters forMt C11nder Ms Harrison Ms Rawdin and Mt Smith

specifically state that the respective proponent has continuously held his or her shares for at least

one.year Lile.inATTJrn Feb 192008 eligIbility is.adequatelyveiifled froma broker letter

that indicates the continuous one-year period has been met The language does not need to

specificallysrate that the period applies as of the submission date Under Inc lan 22008

and The MONYGroupnc Feb 182003 as long as the broker letter indicates the number of

shares and holding for one or more years
niles 14a-8b is satisfied and exclusion under nile 14a-

8f1 is precluded

Each of the six Proponents provided the necessary statement that he or she intended to

continue holding his or her securities thxrrngh the date of Pfizers annual meeting
in 2010

Additionally verification information from four of the six Pmponents brokers was included with

the Proposal Ms Kaplans broker Vanguard assured her that the necessaryverification

information was directly provided to Pfizefs Secretary AmyW Schulman at 235 42nd St New

Yorlç NY 10017-5755 On information and belief Pfizer should have received this information

directly from Vanguard but
sepatate

from the other Proponents verification information On

behalf of Ms Pattengale broker material was pxuvided.to
Pfizer Dec and 72009 after PCRM

received notice from Pfizer Nov 202009 and Ms Pattengale herself that Ms Pattengale was not

record holder

The Aug 21 2009 letter provided byMr Calianders broker Merrill Lynch specifically

states that his 650 shares have been continuously held and continue to be held byMr Callander

such that prior to the date on which the shareholder proposal is being submitted the shares will

have been continuously held for period of more than one year The plain meaning of the Merrill

Lynch letter indicates that Mr Caflander not only has continuously held his shares for more than

year but continues to hold them Additionally Mt Caflanders own letter certified his ownership of

Pfizer securities and his intent to continue holding them through the annual meeting When the
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Merrill Lynch letter is considered along with Mr Callandefs letter only one meaning can be drawn

Mr Callander has continuously held Pfizer securities for at least one year continues to and will

continue to hold the securities until at least the date of the upcoming Pfizer annual meeting This

satisfies the requirement of rules 14a- and precludes Pfizers effort under rule 14a-8f1 to

exclude Mr Callandefs filing of the PrnposaL

The Aug 262009 letter piuvided byMs Harrisons bmker Rayrnondjanies Associates

Inc specifically states that her 200 shares continue to be and have been continuouslyhelcl by our

client for period of more than one year The plain meaning of the Raymond James letter

indicates that Ms Harrison not onlyhas continuously held his shares for more than yeax but

continues to hold them Mditionall Ms Harrisons own letter certified her ownership of Pfizer

securities and her intent to continue holding them through the annual meeting When the Raymond

James letter is considered along with Ms Harrisons letter only one meaning can be drawn Ms

Harrison has continuously held Pfizer securities for at least one year continues to and will continue

to hold the securities until at least the date of the upcoming Pfizer annual meeting This satisfies the

requirement of rules 14a-8b and precludes Pfizers effort under rule 14a-8f1 to exclude Ms

Harrisons filing of the Proposal

The Aug 272009 letter provided byMs Rawdins broker Morgan Stanley Smith Barney

LLC specifically states that her 500 shares continue to be and have been continuously held by our

client for period of more than one year The plain meaning of the Morgan Stanley Smith Barney

letter indicates that Ms Rawdin not onlyhas continuously held her shares for more than year but

continues to hold therm Additionally Ms Rawdins own letter certified her ownership of Pfizer

securities and her intent to continue holding them through the annual meeting When the Morgan

Stanley Smith Barney letter is considered along with Ms Bawdins letter only one meaning can be

dnwre Ms Rawdin has continuously held Pfizer securities for at least one year continues to and will

continue to hold the securities until at least the date of the upcoming Pfizer annual meeting This

satisfies the requirement of rules 14-8b and precludes
Pfizers effort under rule 14a-8f1 to

exclude Ms Rawdins filing of the ProposaL

The Sept 112009 letter provided byMr Smiths broker Vanguath Brokerage Services

specifically states that his 325 shares continue to be and have been continuously held by our client

for period of mote than one yean The plain meaning of the Vanguard letter indicates that Mr

Smith not only has continuously held his shares for morn than year but continues to hold them

Mditionally Mr Smiths own letter certified his ownership of Pfizer securities and his intent to

continue holding them through the annual meeting When the Vanguard letter is considered along

with Mr SmitWs letter onlyone meaning can be drawn Mr Smith has continuously held Pfizer

securities for at least one year continues to and will continue to hold the securities until at least the

date of the upcoming Pfizer annual meeting This satisfies the requirement of rules 14a-8b and

14a-8f

The Dec 42009 letter provided byMs Pattengales broker First Florida Investment

Services LPL Financial specifically states that her 500 shares continue to be and have been

continuously held by our client for period
of more than one year The plain meaning of the LPL

Financial Letter indicates that Ms Pattengale not onlyhas continuously held his shares for mote than

year but continues to hold theim This satisfies the requirement of rules 14a-8b and precludes

Pfizers effort under rule 14a-8k1 to exclude Ms Pattengales filing
of the ProposaL
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CONCLUSION

For the reasons stated above Pfizer has failed in its attempt to finagle the woiding of the

Proponents broker letters to justify exclusion under rules 14ar8b and 14a-8f1 In light of recent

Division no-action letters the plain meaning of the broker letters i5 sufficient to prove
the

Proponents continuous holding and their eligibility to submit the Proposal respectfully iquest

the Division to advise Pfizer that it will take enforeement action if Pfizer falls to include the

Proposal inks 2010 proxy materials Please contact me if ou have any questions or requests
for

further information at dkiuzrp og or 202.686.2210 ext 380

Verytrulyyours

Daniel Kinbum

FRM Gnil

DKJk1

Enclosures

Cc Matthew Lepore Vice President and Assistant General lunsel of Pfizer Inc

Mr Ron Callander Sr

Ms Gretchen Harrison

Ms Cynthia Kaplan

Ms MaxyAnn Pattengale

Ms linda Rawdin

Mr Joseph Smith
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P5w thc

235 Esd 42nd Strcct

New Ycd NY 100174755

wL
Vice President Chief Counsel-Corpoente Governance

Msistant General Counsel

December 222009

.VIEM4lL
ifi1cc ot Chief Counsel

DOfCurathBrFinanee
Securities and Exchange Commission

100 Street NE

Washington DC 20549

Re Pfizer Inc

harehoIrkr Pmposal ofRon Cailander Sr at aL

Exchange Act of 1934Rule 14a-8

Dear Ladies and Gentlemen

This letter is to inform you that Pfizer Inc the Company intends to omit from its

proxy statement and form of proxy for its 2010 Annual Meeting of Shareholders collectively

the 2010 Proxy Materials shareholder prcposai the Proposal and statements in support

thereof received from Daniel Kinburn General Counsel to the Physicians Committee for

Responsible Medicine as the reprceenttive of Ron CaUandei Sr Gretchen Harrison

Cynthia Kaplan Mary Ann PMtengaIe Linda Rawdin and Joseph Smith each Proponent

and collectively the Proponents

Pursuant to Rule 144j we have

filed this letter with th Securities and Exchange Commission the Commission no

later thair eighty 80 calendar days balbee the Company intends to file its definitive

2010 Proxy Matetials with the Connnission and

concurrently sent copies of this correspondence to the Proponents

Ride 144k and Staff Legal Bulletin No 141 Nov 72008 SLB 141Y provide that

shareholder proponents are required to send companies copy of any correspondence that the

proponents elect to submit to the Commission or thestaff of the Division of Corporation Finance

the Staff Accordingly we are taking this opportunity to inform the Proponents
that if any



Office of ChiefCounsel

Division of Corporation Finance

December 222009

Page

Proponent elects to submit additional correspondence to the Conunission or the Staff with

respect to this Proposal copy of that correspondence should be furnished concurrently to the

undersigned on behalf of the Company pursuant to Rule 14a-8k and SLR 141

THE PROPOSAL

The Proposal states

RESOLVED shareholders encourage Pfizer Inc fizerto Increase

its corporate social responsibility and transparency around the use of

animals in research and product testing by including information on

animal USC in the annual Corporate Responsibility Report Report We

encourage the Report to include ncn.prcprictary infoniiation as follows

specinumbersami u1 ufesdiUt2tCht
development efficacy testing or toxicity testing arid Pfizers efforts

in the preceding year and fitture goals towards reducing and replacing

animal use

copy of the Proposal as well as related correspondence is attached to this letter as Exhibit

BASIS FOR LXCLIJSION

We hereby respectfully request that the Stiff concur in our view that the Proposal may be

excluded from the 2010 Proxy Materials pursunt to Rule 14a-8b and Rule 14e-8fXl because

each of the Proponents failed to provide the requisite proofof continuous stock ownershipin

response to the Companys proper request for that information

ANALYSIS

Thi Proposal May Be Excluded Under Rule 4a..8Q And Rule 14a4O1 Bscais

The Proponents Failed To Establish Th Requisite Eligibility To Submit The

Ff0
Back8round

Mr Kinbum submitted the Proposal to the Company via overnight mail on behalf of the

Proponents with letter dated November 2009 which the Company received on

November 92409 See Bxhlbt1 Mr Kinbwvm acknowledges the date that the Proposal was

submitted by stating inbin letter that the Proponents are entitled to file this stockholder proposal

as of the date of this letter November 62009 The Company reviewed its stock records which

did not indicate that any of the Proponents ware the record owners of Company shares Two of

the ProponentsMs Pattengalo and Ms Kaplandid not include with the Proposal any

documentary evidence of their ownership of Company shares In addition as discussed in more

detail below the remaining four ProponentsMr Callander Ms Harrison Ms Raw6in and



Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Coiporation Finance

December 222009

Page

Mr Smithsubmitted documentary evidence of their ownership of Company shares that was

insufficient to satisfy the ownership requirements of Rule 14a-8b

Accordingly the Company sought verification from Mr Kinburn as the d.siated

representative for each of the PToponents with copies to each of the Proponàte of the eligibility

of each Proponent to submit the Proposal Specifically the Company sent via Federal Express

six letters one for each of the Proponents on November 192009 which was within 14 calendar

days of the Companys receipt of the Proposal notifying Mr Kinbum of the requirements of

Rule 14a-8 and how each Proponent could owe the procedural deficiencies each Deficiency

Notice and together the Deficiency Notice Copies of the Deficiency Notices are attached

hereto as xhibit With respect to the Proponents that submitted documentary evidence of

their ownership each Deficiency Noticc lso stated that the proof of ownership submitted by

the proponent does not satisfy Rule 14a4s ownership requirements as of the date that the_
propoäl was subntted IiIh1C .dt each of the Deficiency Notiecs stated that

sufficient proofof ownership of Company shares must be submitted and further state

Sufficient proof may be in the form of

written statement from the record holder of Proponents shares

usuallyabrokcrorabankvcrifyingthat atthe time you submitted the

poposaI on the Proponents behalf Proponent continuously held the

requisite number of shares for at least one year or

if the Proponent has filed with the SEC Schedule 13D Schedule 130
Porm Form or Form or amendments to those documents or updated

forms reflecting Proponents ownership of the shares as of or before the

nate on which the one year eligibility period begins1 copy of the schedule

and/or form and any subsequent amendments reporting change in the

ownership level and written statement that Proponent continuously

held the requisite number of shares for the one-year period

The Deficiency Notices for each of the Proponents were sent in one pacaga via FodEx to Mr
Kinburn on November 192009 and FedEx records coufirm delivery of the Deficiency Notices

to Mr Kinburn at 924 am on November 20 2009 See 4itC

Mr Kinbum responded on bebaWof one of the Proponents Ms Pattengale by submitting

to the Company letters dated December 42009 the December 4th Response and

Deceteber 72009 the December 7th Bespone The December 4th Response included

Portfolio Appraisal from LPL Finnclal showing Ma Pattengales ownership of Company stock

as ofNovember20 2009 as well as an investment statement from Smith Barney showing

Ms Pattengales individual retirement account holdings for the period from December 12007 to

December 312007 The December 7thBcsponsc included Letter from First Florida Investment

Services staling that Ms Pattengale owned Company abates for one year as of
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December 32009 copy of the December 4th Response and the December 7th Response are

attached hereto as ExhibilD As of the dat of this letter the Company has not received

response to the Deficiency Notices from or on behalf of tile remaining Proponents

Analysis

The Company may exclude the Proposal under Rule 14a-8fXl because each of the

Proponents failed to substantiate his or her eligibility to submit the Proposal under Rule 14a-

8b Rule 14a4b1 provides in part that order to be eligible to submit proposal Ea

sbarcholdcr must have continuously held at least S2000 in market value or 1% of the

companys securities entitled to be voted on the proposal at the meeting for at least one year by

the date shareholder submits the proposaL Staff Legal Bulletin No.14 specifIes that

when the shareholder is not the registered holder the shareholder is reaponaibic for proving his

.--
lratlglbilltyto bmltäjii ottflhlUo yWhuihlhITharc

the two ways provided in Rule 14a.8bX2 See Section C.l.c Staff Legal Bulletin No.14

July 132001 SLB 14

As discussed in detail below each of the Proponents
failed to supply sufficient proof of

ownership of Company shares under Rule 14a-8b

Mr Callander

Mr Callander included with the Proposal letter from Merrill Lynch the Merrill Lynch

Letter indicath that Mr Callander hcldCozflpany shares for at least one year as of

August 21 2009 the date of the Mertill Lynch Letter See ExItibiA However the Merrill

Lynch Letter is insufficient to establish Mr Callandcrs ownership under Rule 14a-8b

Specifically the Merrill Lynch Letter doss not establish that Mr Callander owned the requisite

amount of Company shars for the one-year period as of the date thc Proposal was submitted

because it does not establish ownership of the Company shares for the period between

August21 2009 the date of the Merrill Lynch Letter and November 62009 the dat the

Proposal was submitted We note also that while the Merrill Lynch Letter staled that prior to

thc date on which the shareholder proposal is being submitted Callanders3 sharca will

have bean continuously held for period of mote than one year this statcment is inuIfleienI to

establish Mr Callanders ownership for one year as of the date the Proposal was submitted

bccause the Merrill Lynch Letter cannot possibly verify the Proponents ownership of Company

shares as of future date

The Company has not received any other documentary evidence of Mr Calianders

ownership of Company shares in response to the Deficiency Notice

Ms Harrison

Ms Harrison included with the Proposal letter from Raymond James Associates Inc

the Raymond James Letter indicating that Ms Harrison held Company shares for at least one
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year as of August26 2009 the date of the Raymond James Letter See Exblbit.A However the

Raymond James Letter is insuflicient to establish MS Harzisons ownership under Rule 14e-8b

Specifically the Raymond James Letter does not establish that Ms Barrison owned the requisite

amount of Company shares for the one-year period as of the date the Proposal was submitted

because it does not establish ownership of the Company ahare for the period between

August 26.2009 the date of the Raymond James Letter and November 42009 the date the

Proposal was submitted

The Company has not received any other documentary evidence of Ms Harrisons

ownership of Company shares in response to the Deficiency Notice

1cavau

ownership of Company shares The Cómpan has not received any documentary evidence of

Mr Callanders ownership of Company shares in response to the Deficiency Notice

attensale

Ms Pattengale did not include with the Proposal any documentary evidence of her

ownership of Company shares Mr Kinbian responded to the Deficiency Notice on Ms

Pattengales behalf by submitting the December 4th Response and December 7th Response See

Exhibit However these responses are insufficient to establish Ms Pattengales owncrship

under Rule 14s-8b As noted above the December 4th Response merely included aPoxt1io

Appraisal from LPL Financial showing Ms Pattengales ownership of Company stock as of

November20 2009 as well as an investment statement from Smith Barney of Ms Pattengaics

individual tetirement account holdings for the period from December 12007 to

December 31 2007 These flxcd.date account records do not provide sufthient evidence to

establish that the Proponent has met the ownership requwements of Rule 14a-8b See SLB 14

clarit4ng that shareholders monthly quarterly or other periodic investment statements Ido

not demonstrate sufficiently continuous ownership of the securities See also e.g IDACORP

Inc avaiL Mar 52008 concurring with the exclusion of shareholder proposai and noting

that despite the proponents submission of monthly account statements the proponents
had

failed to supply documentary support sufficiently evidencing that they satisfied the

IXUn3nUUn Ownership reqUiNlrICnt for the cue-year period required by mis 14a-8b In

addition the December 7th kespouse included letter from First Florida Investment Services

stating only that Ms Pattengsl owned Company shares for at least one year as of

December 32009 Thus the December 7th Response also does not establish that Ms Pattengale

owned the requisite amount of Company shares for the one-year pined as of th date the

Proposal was submitted because it does not establish oncrabip of the Company shares for the

period between November 6.2008 one year prior to the date the Proposal was submitted and

December 32008 the earliest date of ownership established by the December 7th Notice
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Ms Rawdin

Ms Rawdin included with the Proposal letter from Morgan Stanley Smith Barney LW
the Morgan Stanley Letter indicating that Ms Rawdin held Company shares for at least one

year as of August 27 2009 the date of the Morgan Stanley Letter See Eit Mowever the

Morgan Stanley Letter is insufficient to establish Ms Rawdins ownership under Rule 14a..8b

Specifically the Morgan Stanley Letter does not establish that Ms Rawdin owned the requisite

amount of Company shares for the one-year period as of the date the Proposal was submitted

because it does not establish ownership of the Company shares for the period between

August 212009 the date of the Morgan Stanley Letter and November 2009 the date the

Proposal was submitted

The Company has not received any documentary evidence of Ms Rawdins ownership of

Mr rnith

Mr Smith included with the Proposal letter fioni Vanguard Brokerage Services the

Vanguard Letter indicating that Mr Smith held Company shares for at least one year as of

September 112009 the date of the Vanguard Letter owever the Vanguard Letter is

insufficient to establish Mr Smiths ownership under Rule 14a.8b Specifically the Vanguard

Letter does not establish that Mr Smith owned the requisite amount of Company shares for the

one-year period as ofthe date the Proposal was submitted because it does not establish

ownership of the Company shares for the period between September 112009 the date of the

Vanguard Letter and November 2009 the date the Proposal was subntitte4

The Company has not received any documentary evidence of Mr Smiths ownership of

Company shares in response to the Deficiency Notice

Rule 14a-Sf provides that company may exclude shareholder proposal lithe

proponent thus to provide evidence of eligibility under Rule 14a-8 including the beneficial

ownership requirements of Rule 14a.Sb provided that the company timely notifies the

proponent of the problem and the proponent fhils to coinct the deficiency within the required

time The Company satisfied its obligation under Rule 14a-8 by transmitting to Mr ICinbum in

timely manner the Deficiency Notices for each of the Proponents which stated

the ownership requirements of Rule 14a-8b

that according to the Companys stock records the Proponents were not record

owners of sufficient shares
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the type of statement or documentation necessary to demonstrate beneficial

ownersiupunderRule 14a-8b and

that any response had to be postmarked or transmitted eLectnuically no later than 14

calendar 4ays from the date the Proponents received the Deficiency Notice

On numerous occasions the Staff has taken no-action position concerning companys

omission of shareholder proposals based on proponents failure to provide satisfactory

evidence of eligibility under Rule 14a-8b and Rule 14a-8fXl See Tune Waner Inc avaiL

Feb 19 2009 concumng with the exclusion of shareholder proposal under Rule 14a4b and

Rule 14a-8i and noting that the proponent appears to have fWied to supply within 14 days of

receipt of Tinie Warners request documentary support sufficiently evidencing that be satisfied

the minimum ownership requirement for the one-ypriod requir2d by Rule 14a-8bY Alçp..
JnäÆiE12009 Qwes Communicatkms Internet a4 Inc avail Feb 282008

Occidental Petroleum Corp avail Nov 212007 JeneraiMotoes Corp avail Apt 52007
Yahoa Inc avail Mar 292007 CSKAuto Corp avail Jan 29 2007 Motorola Inc avaiL

Jan 10 2005 Johnson Johnson avail Jan 32005 4gilent Technologies avail

Nov 19 2004 Intel Corp avaiL Jan 292004 Muo4v Corp avail Mar 72002
Moreover the Staff has concutrcd with the exclusion of shareholder proposal where all ofthe

proponents in group of proponents failed to provide satisfactory evidence of bility under

Rule 14a-8b and Rule 14a-8t1 See e.g IDA COM Inc avaiL Mar 52008 Qwest

Communicaions hternetionaj Inc avail Feb.29 2008 PGE Cop avail Feb 182003

in each case concurring with the exclusion of shareholderproposal under Rule 14a.8b and

Rule 14a4f and noting that the proponents appear to have tailed to supply within 14 days of

receipt of companys request documentary support sufficiently evidencing that they

satisuied the minimum ownership requirement for the one-year period required by

rule l4a-8b

As discussed above SLR 14 places the burden of proving the ownership requirements on

the proponent the shareholder is responsible fur proving his or her eligibility to submit

proposal to the company In addition the Staff has previously made clear the need for precision

in the context oU monstratiug shareholders eligibility under Rule 14a.8b to submit

shareholder proposal SLB 14 provides the following

If shercholder submits his or her proposal to the company on June does

statement from the record holder verifying that the shareholder owned the

securities continuously for one year as ofMay 30 of the same year demonstrate

sufficiently continuous ownership of the securities as of the time be or she

submitted the proposal

No shareholder must submit proof from the record bolder that the shareholder

continuously owned the securities for period of one year as of the time the

shareholder submits the propossi
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Accordingly the Stallhas consistently pcnnitted companies to omit shareholder

proposals pursuant to Rules 14a.8f and 14a-8b when the evidence of ownership submitted by

proponent covers period of time that falls short of the required one-year period prior to the

submission of the proposal See GeneralElectric Co avail Jan 92009 concurring with the

cxclusion of shareholder proposal where the proposal was submitted November 10.2008 and

the documentary evidence demonstrating ownetahip of the companys securities covered

continuous period ceding November 2003 1nternatinal Business Machines Corp avail

Dec 2007 concurring with the exclusion of shareholder proposal where the proponent

submitted broker letter dated four days before the proponent
submitted its proposal to the

company Wal-Man ares Inc avail Feb 22005 concurring with the exclusion of

shareholder proposal where the proposal was submitted December 62004 and the documentary

evidence demonstrating ownership of the companys securities covered continuous period

___ ending November 22 2004ç Gap Inc avail Mar 2003 onewtinwith the ettclusion.a ________-
i1iiiàholder proposal where the date of submission was November21 2002 but the documentary

evidence of the proponents ownership of the companys securities covered two-year period

ending November 252002 AutoNation Inc avail Mar 142002 concurring with the

exclusion of shareholder proposal where the proponent had held shares for two days less than

the required one-year period

Similarly in this instance Mr Callander Ms Harrison Ms Pattengals Ms Rawdin and

Mr Smith each submitted proof of ownership with date gap and thus failed to provide

sufficient doewneutwy support of their continuous ownership for at least one year of the

requisite number of Company shares as required by Rule 14fr8b In addition Ms Kaplan did

not incldc either with the Proposal or in response to the Deficiency Nctic any documentary

evidence of her ownership of Company shares Accordingly the Company may exclude the

Proposal under Rule 14a.8b and Rule 14a-8IXI because none of the Proponents has

sufficiently demonstrated his or her continuous ownctship of the requisite number of Company

shares for the one-year period prior to the date the Proposal was submittedto the Company as

required by Rule 14a-8b

CONCLVSION

Based upon the foregoing analysis we respectfully request that the Staff concur that it

will take no action if the Company excludes the Proposal from its 2008 Proxy Materials We

would be happy to provide you with any additional information and answer any questions that

you may have regarding this subject In addition the Company agrees topyforward to

the Proponents any response from the Staff to this no-action request that the Staff transmits by

facsimile to the Company only
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If we can be of any fuziher assistance in this matter please do not hesitate to call meat

212 733-7513 orAiny Goodman of Gibson Dunn Crutcher LiP at 22 955-8653

Sincerely

Matthew Lepore

MUtes

Enclosures

cc Daniel Kinbuni

OO778U..5.DCc
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PVIffPEUYX
PfizeIn
Attn AmyW Schulinan Secretaryof the Company

235 42St
New York NY 10017-5755

Re 2010 yMtaI

Dear SecretatySchubnan

As the authoæzed representatxvt
for stocldioklcn Pzoponents am submitting the

attached Sto derPnposal Proposa on behalf of the Piponeuts for inchsio in the prony

ntateriah for the 2010 Pflzer Inc atmual macring The PruposI seehe report that wlicrease the

tnmspatencyarcundPfixefs use of animab in rcseatth and pmduct resting

Puretrant to 17 CPL 24 4a.8 frrcis ncloscd froni rtder Sr

Mr Gretchen Harrison Ms Cynthia Kaplan 14 ir Paucugale 14 Lbxb EaIin and

Mr Joseph Smith the six Proponents Mditioxially where applicable the respective record

hokiers of their ccurities hve videdaccowaverification of the Pmponenrs ownenbipofer

stod and satisfaction of the $2000 zwthreshcld uill Lystch for Ms Callander Raytnond

jemas Associates forMs lbniaonMoepn Stanley Smith Barney for Ms Bawsilo and Vanpiard

Brokerage Seiices forMs Smith fbwevsr please nose the cllowingC 114 Kaplans brokerage

Vanguard sent veriticadori of her accont information decr to Puiaex and Ms Pateesgale is

the record holder of her securities and therefore does not rvcpre separate
verilicaüon from

brokerage Under 17 GL 240.148b all six proponents
ar entitled to file this stockholder

proposal as of the date of this letter Nov 62009

If vu need any further infoanntion please do not hesitat to contact me If Pfiaer

attempt to exehade anypomon of the proposal under Rule 148 please notify rue wids 14 dyof

Tins MESSA EISPRtYXZCEDBY1E

IOU E.WIZThS AIN ERROR FiEME PON1 A1IT PLEASE REPLY WTi
SENDWIIIATIT HAS BEEN SENTINE RAND ThSCADfl MESSAGE THANK YCL

Pa5elof2



receipt of the pioposaL If you have any questions or corusuents please do not hesitate to cafl

202.686.2210 ext 380 oreinail DXinbuipcrm.urg

VaruIyvun

OIKinbwn

Endo11

PaV2 d2



RESOLVED shareholdtrs encourage Pfizer Inc rPflzcf to increase its corporate

social responsibility and transporency aronrd the use of animals in research and pioduct testinL

by including information on animal use in tht annual Cor orate Responsibility Report eRcposV

We encourage the Report to include noo-psopnetary information as follows specits

numbers and geiteral purpose of nich use eg research and development efficacy testing or

toxicity tcstingJ and Pfizers cffints In the preceding year and fidure goals towards reducing

and replacing
animal

SUPPORTING STATIMnNT

Compeies using animals for product development and testing hay an ethical imperative

to address animal use given that 43% of Americans pose the use of simale for resear In

response to societal concerns several phammceatiCal coinperuss now diseloac information

regarding animal use as well an 4vefopmant and implementation of methods that replace

reduce or refine animal use To 1dckcas the concerns of the publie Pfizer should mak this

information available in itS annual Corporate RspoeslbilityRcpert

The Report is an ideal place to provide the requested animal information because it

outlines Pfizers social priorities and progress
from eavirnmentsl inWsas to philanthropy to

community eprojects This aeme level of commitment and azep cy demonstrated for

those areas can be entendsdtoouimi use

In addition to the ethical imperative there is also scisntifl and financial imperative for

moving away flora animal use Astonishingly 92% of drugs deemed saf and effective in

animals fail when tested in humans.2 Out of the 8% of FDA-approved drugs half are later

relabeled or withdrawn due to enandcipnte4 severe adverse cftºcta 96% failure rate not only

challenges the reliability of animal periments to predict human safety and efficacy it creates

enormous risks of litigation adverse publicity and wasted resources Primary reasons for this

98% fhilum rate are the anatomical and physiological differences between humans and other

species To deliver safer more offcctive products pharmaceutical companies need to focus on

cnperimenlal models with greater human relvance As highlighted by 2007 ripest from the

Natiererl Academy of Sainces3 advances in many areas of screnee toxicogenornics

biobformaics systems biology epigenctics and computational toxicology- are making it

pcsiWc to replace animal toxicity teats with non.anlmal methods Thea humanbased mcthods

confer munerous advantages lnçhrdiug psicker and more economical product development and

approval rcduccd incidcnsc of adverse effects improved efficacy and reduced animal usc and

suffering

Given the ethical and scientific jcatjoas of animal use for researib and testing we

urge shareholders to vote in favor of this proposal for Pfizers consideration to racresse

transparency about its animal use and replacement flbrta in the Report

1Piiiblic Praises Scienee Scientists Fault Pidiuic Media Few Rescarh Center for the People the Press

Survey 2009

IDA T.lcconf.reac Steps to advance the Earliest Phases of Clinical Rsacarsh in the Development of

Innovative Medical Treatmcnts Andre von Escheabect 2006

Toxicity Tenins laths 21st Cenay AVision anda Sasegy National Isseereb Council 2007



Pfizer 1n
Attn Secretary of the Company Amy Sebubnan

233 42nd St

New York NY 100174755

2010 Px Matenals

Dear Secretary Schulman

Attached to this letter is Shareholder Proposal submitted for inclusion in the

definitive proxy materials for the 2010 annual meeting of Pfizer Inc Also enclosed is

totter fiom my bzokemge finn Meirill Lynch which verifies my ownership of at Least

$2000 worth of Pfizer Inc stock have held these shares continuously for more than

one year and intend to hold them th.rougb nd including the date of the 2010 annual

meeting of shareholders

Please communicate with my representative Daniel Xiebwn Esq if you need

any further information If Pfizer will attempt to exclude any portion of my proposal

under Rule 14a-8 please advise my representative of this intention within 14 days of

your receipt of this proposal vfr Xinburn may be reached at the Physicians Committee

for Responsible Medieine 5100 Wisconsin Avenue KW Suite 400 Washington D.C

20016 by telephone at 202.686.2210 ext 315 orby e-mail at Dxinburnpam.org

Very truly yours

$igatUrco1l 1andr



Pfizer Inc

Attu Secretary of the Company Amy Sebubnan

235 E.42nd St

NewYorlcNY 10017.5755

Ret Shp1 Pronosa for 1ncipsso tç 2010 ProxyMateriah

Dear Secretary Schulman

Attached to this letter is Shareholder Proposal submitted for inclusion in the

definitive proxy matetials for the 2010 annual meeting of Pfizer Inc Also enclosed is

lettc from my brokerage firm Raymond James Assocites Inc which verifies my

ownership of at least $2000 worth of Pfizer Inc stod have held these shares

continuously for more than one year and intend to bold them through and including the

date of th 2010 annual meeting of shcholders

Please communicate with my representative Daniel KinInan Esq if you need

any further If wifl attempt to exclude any portion of my proposal

under Rule 14a.8 please advise my representative of this intention within 14 days of

yous receipt of this proposal Mr Kinbiun may be reached at the Physicians Committee

for Responsible Medicine 5100 WisconsIn Avenue N.W Suite 400w Washington D.C

20O16 by telephone at 202.686.2210 ext 315 orby e-mail at DKiubnrn@pCflrLOt

Very thily yours
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Siyofthe AatyW Sdrnlmee

233 42nd St

NWYONY 10017-5755

bc ebaren if Pfizer be ___ Waif of ier
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held bycvcUa fr spiod.f mces tIcsySer



Pflz
At1n Secretary of the Company Amy Seludman

2355.42nd St

New York NY 10017.5755

Atlachid to this letter Ia Shareholder Propoeal smitt.d fbr inchslon in the

daflaltive oxy metstWs thi the 2010 annt matting of Pfizer leo Also .nelcatd is

letter from Vaspard Brolwa that verifies my ownur$1p of at hart $200 worth of

Pfizer Tm atoc they held these thares contimanmly for meer thee oneyser and letsod

to hold thom th and including the data of the 2010 IAsIUII meeting of sharsholdem

Plcaeó omanicats with my rsprsseetstive Daniel Kinbwn Eaq if you need

any fl2rth.r infnnaden If Pfizer will attimps to acluds any portion of my proposal

utelor Rule 14a4 pIcas advis my IItiSit1i$1VS of this idaeton within 14 Łys of

yow receipt of this proposal Mi ICinbtnn may be machid at the IhysIclaas COmmittee

1b Responsible Mclic1nc 3100 WIsconsin Avisrot N.W Suits 400 Wesh3ugton DC
200l6 by telephon at 202386.221Gb ext 315 crb ..analI DKiqsbPclnLQfI

Vsryb.yom

I.

Siaite onta KapTan



Pfizer Inc

Attn Serretaiy of the Company Amy Schulman

235 42nd St

New York NY 10017-5753

Re O1iorFo1os4 for nct%iioh e20Prox MtCk

Attached to this letter is Shareholder Proposal submitted for mebision in the

definitive prciy materials for the 2010 annual meeting of Pfizer Inc This letter certifies

that own shares of Pfizer Inc stock whiCh has znkct value of at least

$2000 have held these shares continuously for more than one year and hitsad 1o hOld

them through and including th date of the 2010 annual meeting of shareholders

Please commusicat with my cscntntive Daniel Kinbuin Eaq if you need

any further in nation If Pfizer wifl attempt to exclude any portion of my proposal

wider Ru 14a4 please advise my representative of this intention within 14 days of

your receipt this proposal Mr Kinbuin may be rescbd at the Physicians Committee

for R.sposib1e Mcdiclncj 5100 Wiseomin Avenue N.W Suite 400 Washington D.C

20016 by telephon at 202486.2210 ext 315 orby e4nall at DKinbmn@PCfln.Or

Very truly yours



Pfi
Attn Secretary of the Company Amy Schuhnan

235 42nd St

New York NY 10017-5755

Re for 1i1sion 201 xVtoYi15

Dear Secretary Sthulman

This finn holds _____ shares of Pfizer Inc common stock on bbaW of our

client Ms Linda Rawdin These shares continue to be and have bean continuously held

by our client for pesiod of more than one year

If you have any tbrther questions please do not hesitate to contact me

Thank yo

hi baliallof Mogn aaley 3mM

Dame LW

7.



Pfizer ln
Attn Secretary of the Company Amy Schulman

235 42nd St

New York NY 10017-5755

Re $hercoider Prcp tsicAin te29 Pfa1jat%

Dear Secretary Schulmn

Macbed to this letter is Shareholder Proposal submitted for inclusion in the

definitive proxy materials for the 2010 annual meeting of Pfizer Inc Also enclosed is

Letter from my brokerag firm Morgan Stanley Smith Barney LLC which verifies my

ownership of at least $2000 worth of Pfizer Inc stock have held thee rhares

continuously for more than one year and intend to hold them tbrough and including the

date of th 2010 annual meeting of aharthoklers

Please communicate with my representative ante1 Kinburn Esq if you need

any further infonuation If Pfizer will attenspt to exclude any portion of my proposal

under Rule 14a4 pleas advise my representative of this intention withIn 14 days of

your receipt of this proposal Mr Kinbure may be reached at the Physicians Conmilttee

for Responsible Medicine 5100 Wisconsin Avenue N.W Suite 400 WashIngton DC

20016 by telephone at 202.686.2210 ext 315 orby c-mail at DXnbpcrm0rg

Very truly yows



Pfizerlnc

Attn Secretary of the Company AmyW Schulman

235 42nd St

New York NY 100174755

Re bnirthe2010 Proxy Meia1

Dear Secretary Schulman

Attached to this letter is Shareholder Proposal submitted for inclusion in the

definitive proxy materials for the 2010 annual meeting of Pfizer Inc. Also enclosed is

letter from my brokerage finn1 Vangeard Brokerage Serviccs which verifies my

ownership of at least $2000 woith of Pfizer Inc stock have held these shares

contasuously for more than one year ud intend to bold them through and including the

date of the 2010 annual meeting of shareholders

Please communicate with my representativel
Daniel Kinburn aq if you need

any further information If Pfizer will attempt to exclude any portion of my proposal

under Rule 14a$ please advise my representative
of this intention withIn 14 days of

your receipt of this proposal Mr Kinbum may be reached at the Physicians Committee

for Responsible Mcdivine 5100 Wisconsin Avcue N.W Suite 400 Washington D.C

20016 by telephone at 202.686.2210 ext 315 orby s-mall atDKinburnpcrm.Org

Very truly yours

.1

of Joseph Vrancis Smith



Mzsr Inc

Also Secretary of the Company AmyW Schulman

235 L42ndSt
New YorkNY 10017.S7SS

Re hQIOPrnxyais
Dear Smretory Scbman

This firm holds shares of Pfizer Inc common stock on behalf of our

client Mv Joseph Francis Smith the shares continue to be and have been

continuously held by our cHeat fbr period of more than on year

If you have any further questions plies do not hesilsi to cOntact me

Thank you

On Vo/1onwdBoksug.rkts
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