UNITED STATES

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20549-5553

" DIVISION OF
corroration Finance (N

John Jennings Crapo
P.O. Box 400151
Cambridge, MA 02140-0002

Re:

N B

06026810 | February 28, 2006

et axy

Section:

: A-X
Pfizer, Inc. ?Usj-‘ i
Incoming letter dated January 28, 2006 ublic
Availability: ﬂ% u// 220l

Dear Mr. Crapo:

This is in response to your letter dated January 28, 2006 concerning the

shareholder proposal you submitted to Pfizer. On January 23, 2006, we issued our
response expressing our informal view that Pfizer could exclude the proposal from its
proxy materials for its upcoming annual meeting. You have asked us to reconsider our
position.

After reviewing the information contained in your letter, we find no basis to

reconsider our position.

CcC:

Sincerely,

Martin P. Dunn

Deputy Director
Margaret M. Foran /‘ o
Senior Vice President-Corporate Governance,
Associate General Counsel & Corporate Secretary PROCESSED

Legal Division o
Pfizer, Inc. ' MAR 14

235 East 42nd Street : THOMSON
New York, NY 10017-5755 ‘ FINANCIAL

75 003

-
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COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS

SUFFOLK, ss BOARD OF REGISTRATION OF
SOCIAL WORKERS

IN THE MATTER OF
JOHN JENNINGS CRAPO

DOCKET NO. SW-05-003
LICENSE No..201201 ‘ :

BOARD'S FINAL D‘ECISION AND ORDER

Procedural Background

t

This matler-comes before the Board of Reglstratl of Social Workers

e “Motion”)

at dat%

Board mculed a copy of the decision along with a cover letter notifying

{(*Board”) on \Prosecut'mg Counsel's Motion for Sum De
filed on June 30, 2005. The Respond( nt did not file @
Motion and on July 12, 2005, the Board granted the Motion. On

Respondent that if he wanted a heanng on sanction’ he should return the
enclosed request form within fourteen (14) days of the date of the decision {July
28, 2005). Respondent did not request a hearing on .sanctions. Therefore, the
Board enters this {inal decision and order.

| The Board entered summary decision in favor of the prosecution based
on the fact that an evaluation by‘the U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs found
the Respondent 100-per cent disabled as a result of chronic paranoid
schizophrenia.

Exhibits

_ PI‘()SC(,utIOI’] s Exhibits submitted in support of the Motion and xchcd on
in th% fmal d( cmon are U’ltel ed into the Re( ord as }uxhlblts 1 5

177" Record of standmg of licensee.

2. Respondonts apphcdtlon for license renewal., dated JLIy 13, 2004




3. U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs Rating Dec.isi’on. dated .Jun'c
23, 2004. ' o
4. Complaint against Respondent submitted by the Board on August
11, 2004 and attachéd material sent'by Respondent to the Board,
dated August 3, 2004, ,
5. Matecrial sent by Respondent to the Division of Professional
| Licensure, dated January 28, 2005.

6. Board’s Ruling on Summary Decision and cover letter.
Findings of Fact,

We now find a5 facts established in the 1'ecor:i@preponderance of Lhe

evidence the‘folloMng:
1. Res‘po,ndent is licensed by the Board, License

@@V
Board Records of which the Board takes administrative_'n( ce) '

2. Réspondent has received notice of this disciplinary proceeding and the

charges against his license. (Exhibit 1 and 6)

3. On or about July 2004, the Board received R(:spondent‘s_application for
license renewal. (I'le'ﬁbit 2)

4., Along with his license renewal application, Respondgnt sent
documentation frofn the U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs evaluating

him as 100-percent disablcd by chronic paranoid schizophrenia as of

April 29, 2003. (Exhibit 3)

5. The U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs docur‘nent'statesb that “la]n

evaluation of 100 percent [disability by chronic paranoid schizophrenial
is assigned whenever there is evidence of total occupational and social
impairment, due to such Ssymptoms as: gross impairment in thought
processes or communication; persistent delusiqns or hallucinations:
grossly inappropriate behavior; persistent danger of hurting self or
others; intérmittem ability to perform activitics of daily living (including

maintenance of minimal personal hygiene): disorientation to time oy




10.

~ place; memory loss for names of close relatives, own occupation, or own
‘name.” (Exhibil 3)

In or about August 2004, the Board received additional material from the
Respondent, including photocopies of food wrappers, recelpts, and news
arlicles not relevant to his license renewal. (Exhibit 4)

The Board initiated a complaint against Respondent on the basis of the
material he sﬁbmitted. and docket No. S@ 03 was assigned Lo the

complaint. (Exhibit 4) @ @
Respondent has continued to submit irrelevant
material in an effort to respond to the complaint against hi Kxxdmg
material he submitted in or about January 2005. (Exhibit 5)

At all relevant times, M.G L., c. 112, section 61 has provided that the
Board may revoke a license to practice as a social worker if it appears to
the Board that the licensee “is incapacitated by reason of mental illness.”
In 2004 and at all relevant times, Board regula‘tions at 258 CMR 20.05
provided that “[a] social worker shall‘not perform, or offer to perform, any
professional function or service at any time while he or she is

impaired...as a result of incapacitation due to illness.”

Conclusions of Law

Based on Finding of Fact 1, the Board has jurisdiction to hear this

disciplinary matter.

- Based on Finding of Fact 2, Respondent has re(,ewod notice of this

disciplinary proceeding, the allegations, the Motion and his opporiunity
to request a sanctions hearing.
Based on Finding of Facts 4 through 10, Respondant viclated 258 CMRR
20.05.

Discussion

Here, the record conclusively demonstrates that the Respondent is 100

percent disabled as a result of chronic paranoid schizophrenia. His evaluation

by the U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs states that he is unable to establish



[

and maintain work and soclal relations. ReSpondeﬁt has offered nothing to
dispute this fact. Social workers may‘ not perfbnn any professional function of
service while irﬁpaired as a result of incapacitation due to illness. 258 CMR
20.05. The Board has the authority under M.G 1., ¢. 112, section 61 vto revoke
a license_fo practice social work if it appears (o the Board that the licensec is
incapacitated by reason of mental illness. The record before the Board

demonstrates that Respondent is in violation of R 20.05.

. Conclusion and Or @

As found above, Respondent is subject to discipl @
Accordingly, the Board Orders that Respondent’s license to practice 4 a ‘social
worker in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts be suspended for two {2) years.
At the end of the two year suspension period Respondent may apply to the
Board for re licensure so long as Respondent can provide evidence tﬁat he is
cufren@ with all liéensure requirements at the time he applies.

The Board voted in favor of a motion (o issue this Order on December 6,

2005 by a unanimous vote.

RIGHT TO APPEAL

This is a final decision of the Board. pursuant to M.G.L. ¢. 112, section
30A. Respondent is hercby notified of his right to appeal this Final Decision

and Order by filing a written petition for judicial review with the Supreme

Judicial Court within thirty days after the eniry of this Order, pursuant to
M.G.L. c. 112, seclions 64.

Board of Registration of Social”
Workers .
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