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eThe above-described material' was removed from ~4efile pursuant to the followin; ex.mptio~ provided ii~ ~*,
Freedom of Znformation &ct~ 5 U * S * C. Section 552 (b) s,

(1) Classified Information

Internal rules andpractices

~41fExempted by other
statute

(4) Trade secrets and
commercial or
financial information

U,

9

(6) Personet 14'..y

files

(8) Nanking
Information

(9) Well Information
(geographic or
geophysical)

(5) Internal Documents

dat~t~Z~~
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2. ?$n4 *~o pXw*~b)e o~u~e to beU.v. tMt
Pfizer, ?IO. vi*Z*to4 a u~.c. s 44

3. Close the fiL*.

Cormissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, McDonald, MoGarry

and Reiche voted affirmatively in this matter.

Attest:

4~-4d ~/
Date Marjorie V. ~ns

Secretary of the Coimuission

Received in Office of Commission Secretary:
Circulated on 48 hour tally basis:

4-23-84, 2:46
4-24-84, 11:00

U,

~q.

0



R: NOR 2524
~ an8 corn

Dar lEt.

has u~ow~ bw~~

ShQRZ)L4 yQ~2]
(202) 523~w4S~9.

J~on*, OQflt&Ct Jay The4tQ~f4 st

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

gy~

I.

4~m



Ws~~ 4~6'W

(R*rge~ and Company, ~

t tb~ ent~ir. UI* in tb~* ~

.~ome a part of tWo ~ub14~ ~~r4

ions, contact J~4y Tbe4fod at

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

c~z+~x

0

~qrn
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Dear RE.

(202) Sb;44
tonej contact

Sincezety,

Charles 14. PteeZe
Gner~ Counsel,,

Associate General Counsel

In.
(,arr

I.

L
A



Dear liz. Barkan:

This is to a4iise you that the enti*e file in ~W~*
has now been dowsE anE viii become a tart of the pt*bUo tMI~%4
within thirty days.

Should you have atty questions, contact Judy TheEtotE at

(202) 523'4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

~q.

a
'S



440 LLn~ ~ 7

a.: I~R 2$*4
Dear Mr. Orloski:

This i~ ij~ r4t*r.nc. to the cOmplaint you filed
Commission o~ Febru.ry 7, 1903, an~ the amefl4mnt youR ~$
October 21, 3$*), c0nce~nin@ tb* P~n ~itter for
Committee, Pfizer, Inc., Larry Serkan and Setget ~

LV~ Inc.
Based on zpur complaibt the Commission detqraine4 tbirq' vms

reason to believe tb~t Don Ritter for Congress C~mmittee~
Pfizer, Inc. wiolat*d 2 U.S.C. S 44l~, a pr*~is~ton o*t~r.qwral
Election Campaign Act of 1971, ac ameu~d~d~ (tbs Act~ atid
instituted an investigation of this matter. After an
investigation was conducted and briefs of the general Counsel
were considered, the Commission concluded on April 26 , 1904,

o that there was no probable cause to believe that Don Ritter forCongress Committee and Pfizer, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C S 441b. TheCommission previously determined that there was no reason to
believe that Larry Barkan and Berger and Company, Inc. violated

C the Act and no reason to believe the Don Ritter for Congress
violated 2 U.S.C. 5 434(b)(5)(A). Accordingly, the file in this
matter, numbered MUR 1524, has been closed. This matter will
become part of the public record within thirty days. Should you
wish to submit any factual or legal materials to apper on the
public record, please do so within 10 days. The Federal Election
Campaign Act allows a Complainant to seek judicial review of the
Commission's dismissal of this action. See 2 U.S.C.
S 437g(a) (8).

If you have any questions, please contact Judy Thedford at
(202) 523-4529.

Cha es N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report



This is in refereno~ ~ the *i~t ~OO f ~4 ~
Commission on ?*b~aary 7. Z**),
October21, 1983, oonce~p~h*
Inc.

Based on your complaint the ~ie~ion d.~z~± ~Z* w~
reason to believe lhat Dom *~t ~ I
Pfizer, inc. violated 2 ~ $ b, ~ ~ tq~el
Election Campaign Act of 1971, s ~bt~4ed (~tb ~ *a~4
instituted an investigation of tt4* *atter. Aft*r a
investigation was conducted and bt~i.*fs of the Gea~era1. Counsel
were considered, the Coumission obnc2uded on , 1984,

o that there was no probable cause to believe that Don Ritter for
Congress Committee and Pfizer, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C S 44lb. The
Commission previously determined that there was no reason to

c believe that Larry Barkan and Berger and Company, Inc. violated
the Act and no reason to believe the Don Ritter for Congress
violated 2 U.S.C. S 434(b)(5)(A). Accordingly, the file in this
matter, numbered Z4UR 1524, has been closed. This matter will
become part of the public record within thirty days. Should you
wish to submit any factual or legal materials to apper on the
public record, please do so within 10 days. The Federal Election
Campaign Act allows a Complainant to seek judicial review of the
Commission's dismissal of this action. See 2 U.S.C.
S 437g(a) (8).

If you have any questions, please contact Judy Thedford at

(202) 523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report



P0k 2534
(flizer, inc.)

~a,* that aster an iflY*St~~~~

*iqn conc3ude4 on ApwU *II1~
t~ be1J~ve that Pt iser, ~ *
&~tt).e in this matter, nUUb*~~$~r viii become a part #t

yotav to submit any £~t
4 th. public record, piea.. do ii 20

Tbedford atIf you have any questions,
(202) 523-4529.

General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report
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* K (Pt iser, Z~#4
~ ~

&PW4I~ L~. ~

?bis is tQ ad~ise ~ou that after an ir~wst4~tL~is was
con4ucted, the Cotimttsio* concluded on ls4. t~at thea

U is no probable cause t4Q t~elieve that Ptiser, Z*c, wL***ted the
Mt. Accordingly,. ~th~> 4~e in this Matter,, nu*~ 1324, hal
been closed. This u&tt~. vill become a prt at tbe ~MbUc reco'

in within 30 days. Shoul8 ~ou wish to submit any f*ati*Z or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please d6 so vitbift 14
days.

o If you have any questions, please contact Judy Thedford at
(202) 523-4529.

o Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report



Re: Z4UR1524
(Don Ritter for Conjr.ss
Committee)

Dearlir, EtQR:

This is to aCvis~ yu that after an investigation V*5
conducted, the Coiniisd~ concluded on April 26, 3)84. t~*t tb*~e
is mp pr~bab1~ cause to believe that the Don Ritter tot CQn#~*s~
Comittee violated th At, Accordingly, the file in ~tb~
matter, number NOR l52~, has been closed. This matteE vtll
become a part oE the p~ibZ$c record within 30 days. 8ho~aSA you

10 viRh to Submit-any tactu~1 or legal materials to appear on the
public record, please do so within 10 days.

(202) If you have any questions, please contact dy Thedford at523-4529.
'S

C

General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report

cc: The Honorable Donald Ritter
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Re: HUR 1524
(Don Ritter for Cong*ina

Committe*)

1~ E***4

*ts, is t~ a4viss *~ia that after an invest~igatto~'~ea
contwt*4, t~be C~m~issi~ concluded on 1984, that there
La t~# pr*~ab~et#uss t~ blieve that the Don Ritter tot CoS~grsss
Co~xttt*@ vLoi~t* the Act. Accordingly, the file i~ tbl#
Satt*r, tw~u~er blUR l524~, has been closed. This matter viXl

U? become a part of the public tecord within 30 days. Bhoul4 youvish to submit any factual ot legal materials to appear oui the
public record, please do so within 10 days.

0 If you have any questions, please contact Judy Thedford at
(202) 523-4529.

c Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report

cc: The Honorable Donald Ritter
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WR 1534 ~ ~' ~

I ~ I ~ M4~ Cl JJ~i

7~i~ ~
the attache is st*itted *8 a~ 4.o4 ~

fQr the Commission Meeting .e :~I1 ~

Open Ses*ion ______________________

Closed Session _____________________

CIRCULATIONS

48 Hour Tally Vote
Sensitive
Non-Sensitive

24 Hour No Objection
Sensitive
Non-Sensitive

Information
Sensitive
Non-Sensitive

[xl
[*1
[1

(I
[1
[1

[I
[I
[I

[I

DISTRZSUTIOU

Compliance

Audit Matters

Litigation

Closed MUR Letters

Status Sheets

Advisory Opinions

Other (see distribution
belov)

[xl

[)

[1

[I

[I

[1

(I

a,

Ift

q~.

0

C

Other



.~.

Cet #e~~~xy 24, ~ 4 V~

the u~*p~n8ents. The br i*ts stateE the t~neral Cowml'B

intention to recommend to the commission tbet a ii. pt4~bab1O ~

to be~1eve Getorsination be m*Ge apainat ~b; Don Ritter t*t

congress Coittee and Ptis5r, Zno. 'Nbc responOentS 4$ 5~t ~

submit reply briefs,

ix. zas~r aumiuxa:
in (See OOC Brief of February 24, 1984). Attached ~or the

Commission's reviev are tvo letters received from the responEats

0 on September 1, 1983 and September 22, 1983. The letters set

forth additional information vhich vas considered by the General
C

Counsel's office in making its no probable cause recommendation.

III. INCOSUIENDATION:

1. Find no probable cause to believe that the Don Ritter

for Congress Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b.

2. Find no probable cause to believe that Pfizer, Inc.

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b.

3. Close the file.
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It Dear Ils. Elliott:

FollC~Viflg receipt ~

met and have disc~sse4 thiR i~t~I~ With ~ dfO~& ~d
Mr. Johansen of the General ~iint.l'* *taU, *E~d ~QffiC@

V of the General Counsel has k4ft~ly .,~te1hde4 ~ Sept. ~er 2,
1983 our time for reply. We ~dsb to bring to yoI~r ~tt.ntion

o certain additional facts that establish that the employees
involved in the activities alleged in the complaint acted
without authority of the Company, and, therefore, did not

C act on its behalf.

The Commission is currently considering whether Pfizer

Inc. has violated 2 U.S.C. S44lb(a) of the Federal Election

Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"), because of ac-

tions taken by certain employees at Pfizer's Easton facility.
Pfizer maintains that the actions of those employees were~un-
authorized, beyond the scope of their employment and authority,

and contrary to Company policy and practice. Under general
agency principles, a corporation will be liable only for the

actions of a corporate officer undertaken in the scope of the

officer's employment. 19 Am. Jur. 2d Corporations 51256 (1965).
As the accompanying affidavits clearly demonstrate, Pfizer did
not authorize the conduct of either Dr. Barr or Mr. Sweet. They

both state that Pfizer management did not approve of, sanction,
or authorize their activities. Neither individual is a corpo-

rate officer or director. They further acknowledge that politi-

cal activities such as those involved in this complaint are not



corporation cannot be liable for tt~eir 5Ot2OflS~

As .tat~ ~n irny ~ur ~ weIIruad..,, ~ U w~r~
eec ~roposa to w~dertake political activities on. bet~4
the Company, they are expscted to check in advance with
t4ew York corporate headquarters to .insure that the it ~
ties are conducted in accordance with federal, state and
local law. No such check was made by Dr. Barr and Mr. ~Vet.
It i. also noted in my February 28th letter that, when fti*4~
management first learned of their activities upon rec.WiE~#
the complaint in this action, it sought reimbursement £ra~
Dr. Barr and Mr. Sweet for the cost of the stationery and
postage involved, and such reimbursement was rec6ivid7~

Lr
Although a corporation is permitted under the Act to

engage in partisan communications with its sto~ckholders,

w administrative and executive personnel and their familieS,
2 U.S.C. S44lb(b)(2)(A), Pfjzer has never in the pastohosen
to do so. It has been the long standing Pfizer policy not to
urge its employees, shareholders, or any other segment of

o the population to support any particular candidates for pub-

lic office, whether at the federal, state or local level.
This policy is based on the belief that it is often not in
the best interests of the Company or its employees to take
partisan positions as to candidates and political parties.
Employees might take offense and consider Company endorse-
mint as an intrusion upon their privacy, thereby creating
personnel relations problems. The Company has never, there-
fore, endorsed a. candidate in a political race.

On the other hand, the communication at issue, dated
September 20, 1982, is a strong and clear endorsement of
Congressman Ritter in his campaign for reelection. (Attached

*
Dr. James Barr has a Ph.D. in Physical Chemistry. His
duties and responsibilities are to superviseresearch in
small particle technology, which involves inorganic and
physical chemistry and chemical and electrical engin~ering.
Mr. Erick Sweet is the Research Personnel Manager at the
Easton facility. His duties and responsibilities include
supervision of employee recruiting, counseling, compensa-
tion administration and safety.



* Mthoug~ t~be Sept esber 20, 3982 3*tt*r may have purport~S4

to, ~epresOnt. tb. Coiij~any's views. aveb #tndi4at.e stipport wot44
hSV* been at 6i~eet ~d4s with the Campa~y policy against en
dorsement of specific candidates. Tbus,.th~ letter would not
have been pezuitted if the Company had been advised in advataE~*
of the intention by the Easton people to distribute it. No *f~
fort was made to contact anyone in the New York corporate head
quarters to even &dvise corporate headquarters of the proposed
mailing of this letter. It was done entirely at the local *t~e,

0 without knowledge - no less consent - of the ~ozRpany's mana~~
ment or legal advisors in New York.

On the other hand, the Company encourages its employees

to become, acquainted with, and actively work for candidates
of their' choice. Indeed, management feels that its employ-
ess can make a genuine contribution to good government by
actively participating in the election process. As he

states in his affidavit, Dr. Barr in particular has estab-
lished a personal relationship with Congressman Ritter. He

o has met him on several occasions socially, and at Dr. Barr's
request, Mr. Ritter addressed a New York city meeting of the
Association of Research Directors, of which Dr. Barr is a

member. Unfortunately, Dr. Barr's enthusiasm and support of
Mr. Ritter resulted in the unauthorized activities which are
the subject of this complaint. It is apparent, however,
that those activities were unauthorized by his employer,

* beyond the scope of his authority, and cannot be the basis
for a finding of violation of the Act by Pfizer.

Therefore, we believe that Pfizer Inc. did not violate

the prohibition against corporate contributions to candidates
for federal office because Dr. Barr and Mr. Sweet acted with-

out authority, beyond the scope of their employment, and
contrary to Company policy and practice. -

Very truly yours

William1/. Goebelbecker

WJG/avs

Attachments



In
2. My duties and responsibilitiea 1*clud the supervision of employ..

recruiting, counseling, canpensation ackniMstraticm, and safety.

3. I am not an officer or director of Pfizer Inc.
C

II. Co or about September 16, 1982, I was in the office of fr'. James

Barr when he received a telephone call from Congresaman Y~n Ritta.
Congressman flitter asked for 1~ * Barr's assistance in finding volunteers to
help canvass on behalf of his campaign. I am a Republican and a support.r~of
Congressman Ritter and agreed to help D. Barr locate volunteers.

5. I~ * Barr and I decided to seek volunteers among o~r fellow Pfizer

* .. . employees. I composed the letter cited in the complaint and arranged to mail
it to approximately 180 Pfizer employees and retired ezip~oyees in the Faston
area * The letter was typed and duplicated by my secretary i&o then placed
them in envelopes. A clerk ran the letters through the Company4 s postage

meter and mailed than.



I ~ -- -

- .~ ~UU~ j* E.. N E~ inA5Kin~U~inR N

act*vity or Ms a~t a p~tLs~n o smicetion to its stooI~o).4a~s or
.mpaoyes.. As fer I m~, Pfizer Ms ~rn endorsed my candid* *~W

political ~t'f$oe.

9. Congf~.ssmm ~ttr ~as not aware of nor involved in ~. ~r' a end
my decision to seek vo1w~teera by the methods described in this affidavit.

~jio

~J/447L
ERICK SIEFI

Subscribed and sworn to before me
'4 this~11.. ~day otA~j7~, 1983.

~ I.

1' ~ Notary P~ibiiC

- 'Q~Hy comriission expires:~Zb~.
'I. *' -

C



'''a

duties and rew~ow~bU~i.. ~ 2

small partic~te te ir~i)~c~y, vb4cb i*wo~v~s 5no~rganic at~d

physical chemistry a~4 4~)~ai#a1 at4 *1*ot~rioal erigin.ri~g.

3.~ I am ~ot ~ e~ic~r or director of ?f~:er Inc.

4. On or about September 16, 1982, I received a

telephone call from Congressman Don Ritter asking for my

assistance in finding volunteers to help canvass on behalf

of the campaign. I knew Congressman Ritter personally, having

been with him on several social occasions. I had previously

asked Congressman Ritter to speak to a meeting, at the Chem-

ists Club in New York City, of the Association of Research

Directors, an organization of which I am a member.

5. At the time Ireceived the phone call from

Congressman Ritter, Erick Sweet was in my office. Mr. Sweet

is a registered Republican and a supporter of £ongressman

Ritter, and agreed to help me locate volunteers. Mr. Sweet



who'then pla*~ t~hem in .41u.X4~s. A
~

through the C0*pany's postap. meter ~L~4 thqin~

6. The idea of ~n4ing out Qe ~*tt*r ~ ~fier

employees was solely mUse at~8 14r. Swet's. We 414 ii%

or receive permissich or authority to do sO from PE~zsr
management in. New York headquarters or from any ?fis.r

off icer or director.

7. Preparing and sending such a letter is not

part of my usual duties or responsibilities on behalf of the

corporation. It was beyond the scope of my employment and

authority.

8. I am not aware of any time when Pfizer has

authorized such activity or has sent a partisan communication

to its stockholders or employees. As far as I am aware,

Pfizer has never endorsed any candidate for political of-

f ice.

9. Upon receipt of the notice of complaint from

the Federal Election Commission, I offered and in fact paid

Pfizer the cost of the stationery, duplicating and postage.

e



My commission expires:___________

~RA PHYLUS P0S910
t0T1RY PIJ~LIC, $tat ~ ?~W tPk

~o. 41.4601111
jg~ Queens Cihtl

Ccrnm~SM~l~ E~TSS ~ ~

U,

0

C



* W5 * ~W~W~WmW

Congr.ssm~n J~ttr has ben S s~s~g $~3ppprter bolib oi Pfizer mG U
lsbQr in the Lah4h Valley. 1g.. vting tord inves n doubt
ooitti~gs~t to industries such as ~ts. Casgrssuap )tatt*s Will I
direct support inmwing that tb ~s~iu~i .p~M1ca~ vot* ti~ns out,
* ~bR?@ YOU CS~ HELSP~ S

3 ~ease fill out and return the attached form and join the
IPWinning Tm."

Ptiier/Ritt.v'

I

rrick W. Sweet
Research Personnel Manager

Please contact me conc&rnizig how I and my family might help as
the .P±hizer/.Ritter "Winning Team"

a member aT

.1

NAME:.

Phone:

Return to: Mr. Erick W. Sweet,
Research Personnel Manager
Pfizer, Inc.
6110 North 13th Street
Eastern, Pa 18W~2
215-253-6261, Ext. 3S0

"HO LkTER ti{AN ~DAY SEPTDi3~R 24, 1982"

In

0

~q.

C



Re: )IW~ 4

Y Deal? Mr~ Gr#ssz

The purpose of this letter ii t* se~ tQ~th #A&$~tLQna1 facts
relative to that portion of Fedqxal ~*ot±ou1 Coi*uittee )4UR 3~524
concerning the alleged "corporate contribution" of Pfizer, Inc. to

0 the Don Ritter for Congress Committee.

Violation of Section 441 (a) of the Federal Election Campaign

Act by a candidate or political committee requires such candidate
or committee "knowingly" to accept or receive any contribution

~ prohibited by that section. As was stated in the original response
by Jerome Kindrachuk, Treasurer of the Don Ritter for Congress

~ Committee, neither the committee nor the Congressmen requested the
mailing described nor was anyone on the committee aware of the
content of the mailing or that it in fact had taken place. We be-
lieve the following circumst#nces further demonstrate that neither
the congressmen nor the committee had any knowledge of the use of
any corporate assets to the benefit of his campaign.

First, telephone call by the Congressmen was to Dr. James-Barr,
the Director of Research for Pfizer's Easton plant. The contact
was made by the Congressmen to an old friend in an attempt to help
gather volunteers. Don Ritter has a Ph.D. in metallurgy from MIT,
taught at Lehigh University and was in the univers.ity's department
of administration prior to his election to Congress. Dr. Barr is
a scientist with Pfizer, but not part of the corporate structure that
deals with Congress.



Third, the process re#uWed in four namg~ being prov~t44 tothe Ritter committee and to the beat of our knoi4edqe s~O~these were ever contacted to Work on the CampR~gs~.

Fourth, there La no pattern in this ca~pig~~ of att~4~it* to employ corporate resources to assist the cax~ps4ui ~The Don Ritter CaMpaign ColTunittee enlisted the suj~%~ozt ot *~SerQiaa
~". individuals associated with corporations, banks *d l~bo~ wii~ns

during the campaign. Frequently these individuals were ~e4~uest.8to try to garner volunteer support for Congressmen Ritte~~'s rt~q election from other individual, associated with the same org~tiizatio
Never, did the Committee or the Congressmen suggest that th*Ill resources of such organizations, themselves, be used in or contri-
buted to the campaign.

We realize that it is difficult to "prove a negative", but
0 it appears that all the facts demonstrate that neither Don Ritter
~ nor his campaign committee knew anything of the mailing in question.
C If there is any further information which you believe would be
~ pertinent to this matter please call me. The information in thisletter has been provided by Congressmen Ritter and members of his
~ Congressional campaign staff.

SinQerely,

NE

JJE, III: lmd

cc: Jerome Kindrachuk

Honorable Don Ritter

*C:)



(

JROME K UK1 btn% 4~4y *vo~n according to lay, 4epoe*~
* and i~ya tk~at h4~ ~t ~ ?we~*ww of The Don flitter for CQngr*sa

Committee, and that as such, he is authorized to make this affidavit
on its , az~d that ttie facts set forth in the foregoing lett*r
from J. Jackson eaton, U! (attorney for The Don Ritter for Con~r.a#

* Committee) t~ Kenneth A. Gross are true and correct, partly on his
personal knowledge and partly on his information and belief.

~q.

U)

o / Jerome Kindrachuk

C SWORN TO AND SUBSCRIBED
before me, this &3,dday

~ of LSdjo/' ~ 1983.

jNo ary PublicI ~XV WJlUAMS. I~O~ARY PUBLIC
:,ILCNIOWN. LEK:CN cou~rv

I MT COLIWSSWN CJIRES DEC. 30. RIU
M~iber. Penasyvania Association @1 NotarIes



If you have any questions, please contact Judy Tbedford at
(202) 523-4529.

Sincerely, -

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report



I ~

~ou tMt the entire tile ~ p *~ter
~kk~ ~*~4 wi*1 bcome a part of tt~.

W Sb~U14 ~QU ~ questions, contact Judy ?he4~*r4 at
(202) 523-'4329,~

U) Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

0

C By: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



Re: 14t3R 1524
(Don Ritte~ for CongreSS
Committee)

after an investigation yam

~4s is to advise YQ~& that
conduot~d, the Com~is*i*i~ ~ot~cluded on 1984, that there
S. no pwebab)* cause t~o bZieve that the Don Ritter fOr CongresS
Cou~Sttee V1Q3ated tb~~Aot. Accordingly, the tile in thiS
m~ttc, nw~br MUft 1%t4.~ ~aR been closed. This matter vLU
becQme a part of the p~tko record within 30 days. Should you
wish to submit any ~a~tual or legal materials to appear on the
public record, pleaSe do so within 10 days.

o If you have any questions, please contact Judy Thedford at
(202) 523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report

cc: The Honorable Donald Ritter

a



U, Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel0

By: Kenneth A. GrossAssociate General Counsel



This is in reference to th
Vopmission on February 7, ~ ~4
October 21, 1983, concerning tbe '0~
Committee, Pfizer, Inc., Larry ~arkw~

U Based on your complaint the Commt~sL*n 4**cmine4 the:e was
reason to believe that DQD ~tit~er ~Qt OE~p~#~ ~S~tt** Sad
Pfizer, Inc. violated 2 UJ.C. s 44lb~ ~ of ttae tederal
Election Campaign Act of ~71, as a~eM$ (wtt~e Act) and
instituted an investigatioa of this matter. After an
investigation was conducted and briefs o~ the General Counsel
were considered, the Commission concluded on , 1984,0 that there was no probable cause to believe that Don Ritter for
Congress Committee and Pfizer, Inc. violated 2 U8.C S 441b. The
Commission previously determined that there was no reason to

c believe that Larry Barkan and Berger and Company, Inc. violatedthe Act and no reason to believe the Don Ritter for Congress
'7' violated 2 U.S.C. S 434(b)(5)(A). Accordingly, the file in this

matter, numbered MUR 1524, has been closed. This matter will
become part of the public record within thirty days. Should you
wish to submit any factual or legal materials to apper on the
public record, please do so within 10 days. The Federal Election
Campaign Act allows a Complainant to seek judicial review of the
Commission's dismissal of this action. See 2 U.S.C.
S 437g(a) (8).

If you have any questions, please contact Judy Thedford at
(202) 523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report



'~Y* -~ -
~

Charles N. ~*q4~e ~
4

tEl

fle: WIU 35*4.
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Thank~ y~u fo~ * Z4i~te~ 0~ 24, ~
that the Off 18* *k 4.*~waZ. C $.~W tQ r~~& that

the Couusissioai fi~4 ii. ptQbeble oatxs t~ btiM. tMt a yioiation
of the Federal ElectIon Campaign Mt has ~

0 This viii serve to advise you that we do not plan to file

a brief with the Cousission prior to its vote on this matter.
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~tuted

Att*r considegi
Commission, the Of*i
recommend that the C
that a violation hal

0 approve the General

the evi4enoe avaklabe to~ *J~e
G.neral Counsel is prQ~re4 to
ion find no probable cause to believe
red. The Commission may or may not
l's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the position of
the General Counsel on the legal and factual issues of the case.Within fifteen days of your receipt of this notice, you may file
with the Secretary of the Commission a brief (10 copies if
possible) stating your client's position on the issues and
replying to the brief of the General Counsel. Three copies of
such brief should also be forwarded to the Office of General
Counsel, if possible. The General Counsel's brief and any brief
which you submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probablecause to believe a violation
has occurred.

Should you have any questions, please contact Judy Thedford,
at (202) 523-4529.

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief

and
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Da~ Mr. Goeb.Zbeck*~

Raedoa*

tbet there was ~M*~
2 U.S.C. S 44lb~ a ~E
of 1971, as amended]
of this matter.)

After considerim
Commission, the Of fi~
recommend that the C~
that a violation has
approve the General C

t~i~ evidenpe ava'ilal~Ze to tbq
.*e~a1 Counsel is pw~pred to
~n find no probable cause to believe
18. 1~'he Commission may or may not
'S flecommendation.

Submitted foz~ your review is a brief stating the position of
the General Counsel on the legal and factual issues of the case.
Within fifteen days of your receipt of this notice, you may file
with the Secretary of the Commission a brief (10 copies if
possible) stating your client's position on the issues and
replying to the brief of the General Counsel. Three C92ies of
such brief should also be forwarded to the Office of Gene~ral
Counsel, if possible. The General Counsel's brief and any brief
which you submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no pkobable cause to believe a violation
has occurred.

Should you have any questions, please contact Judy Thedford,
at (202) 523-4529.

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief
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*t~b4~r4 Owl@ekt fU a s~1M~t vLtb tbe cc~i.~ ~s
February 7, l~3, a1l~gLng that Wfi3er, Inc., at the reiluest 0*

the Don litter for Congress Citt.. (the litter Committ#~)~

mailed £ flier soliciting campaign volunteers for the ltttE~

- Committee in violation of 2 ~J.8.C. * 441b(a). The comp3.aintaZso

alleged that the litter Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 434(b) by
reporting disbursements to Berger and Company. Inc., an

advertising and public relations firm, when the litter Comitee
'ft

should have reported disbursements to vendors used by Berger and
q~.

Company, Inc. Pfizer, Inc., the litter Committee and Berger and

Company, Inc., each responded to the complaint.

c On July 19, 1983, the Commission found reason to believe

that Pfizer, Inc. (Pfizer) and the Don litter for Congress

Commitee (litter Committee) violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) and no

reason to believe that the Ritter Committee violated 2 U.S.C.

S 434(b) or that Berger and Company, Inc., violated the Act.

On July 21, 1983, the Ritter Committee and Pfizer were

notified of the Commission's reason to believe determination.

During the month of August 1983, counsel for Pfizer and Counsel

for the Ritter Committee met with staff members of the General

Counsel's Office. Both the Ritter Committee and Pfizer indicated



On *ataber 2~, l~*), P~bSE~4 Q~1~ki t1 ~ amendMent to

his co~p)*M~t. *~* ~u nd*.t aU~g~ tE~at the Z$~ttet Committe*
used a mole to Snfiltwst* the Ouloski oa~pai~n @@ittee and

that the mole was paid by 3er~eu and Company, Inc., to keep the

operation covert. The complaint alleged that the litter

c'a Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 434(b) by not reporting the
payments to the mole. Copies of the amendment were sent to the

Ritter Committee and Serger and Company, Inc. Responses were

filed by the Ritter Committee on November 25, 1983, and by lerger
U,

Company, Inc., on November 29, 1983. On February 9, 1984, the

Commission found no reason to believe that the Ritter Committee

violated 2 U.S.C. S 434(b) or that Berger and Company, Inc.,

violated the Act.

II. Factual and Legal Analysis
cc

In Mid-September 1982, Congressman Ritter phoned

Dr. James Barr, Director of Research at the Easton facility,

asking for volunteers to canvass the Congressman's district.

Dr. Barr enlisted the assistance of Erick Sweet, the Research

Personnel manager at the Easton facility.

Erick Sweet drafted a letter and had the letter typed,

duplicated and placed in envelopes by his secretary. The letter

solicited volunteers to join the "Pfizer/Ritter 'Winning Team'"

and contained a reply form to return to Mr. Sweet. A Clerk ran



at the *asta~ ~4)~g. ~ A~ndtv~ds~Z. who Vre ~
4,.".

letter consiste ~ I ~etireee, 100 staff p~onnel, a~i ~*
research and 1~*~bq tabtit~aus.

Zn response to the solicitation for volunteers, f@ut

affirmative resS~onses were received. The nameS and te1eph9~ae
numbers of these individ~ialsvere given b~y phone to

Congressman Ritter's campaign office. The Litter Coinitt.a

'~ e~ claims that it never contacted the four individuals.
~ IPV~ The issue to be addressed in this matter is whether the

communication prepared and circulated by Dr. Barr and Mr. S~~eet
U,

constitutes a contribution by Pfizer to tbe Litter Committee in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b or Vhether the activity performed by

these individuals was independent from Pfizer and was individual

volunteer activity.

Section 44lb(a) of Title 2, United States Code, prohibits

any corporation from making a contribution or expenditure in

connection with any election for Federal office, and prohibits

any officer or director of the corporation from consenting to any

contribution or expenditure by the corporation in connection with

any Federal election. The term contribution or expenditure is

defined to include any direct or indirect payment ... or gift of

money, or any services, or anything of value ... to any candidate

in connection with any [Federal electionj. 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(b)(2).
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?OiUbte~S tO ~ OS~ ~ttt~* * Q~pRJgU ~R5 3)@t Rn ROt WbSII
be attttbi~4 t ~ w ~tely in4q~neent aot$*L*y
engaged i*i by tw ot its ~

If is*t states that the a@tions of Barr and Sweet ~we
unauthorised, be~o*id tbe Scope of their employment aed

authority, and contrary to ooa~any policy and practl@e. fliseE
Y

cities 19 Am Jut. 2d £2L~i.e~.&.eM S 1256 (1968) vhicb states that
under general agency principles, a corporation viii be 2ible f~r

W the actions of a corporate officer only if those actions ate
U,

undertaken in the scope of the officer's employment.

Additionally, Pfizer notes that its policy is to require
employees to check in advance vith the Mew York corporate
headquarters before engaging in any political activity. Pfizer

E~b states that no such check was made by Barr or Sweet. Pfizer

further states that it has never engaged in partisan political
communications and that it i~ company policy not to urge its
employees and stockholders, or for that matter any segment of the
population, to support any particular candidate.

In support of Pfizer's position, Dr. Barr and Mr. Sweet

submitted affidavits which state that neither is an officer or
director of Pfizer, that the preparation of the letter was solely
their own idea, and that they did not seek or receive permission



The ~p.nss Chqw tt~st the ~ coawersatioa b.tweea~ 3m
and ~itt*~ i,~ *iai~ *it~ z~a.et. heZp from Barr in obtabA* '

VOlunteers Wee of ~ personnel E~Rtti@. littet and Bait share a
similar educational background and bad met previously on ociel
occasions, litter further states that be did not Suggest the us~
of co~porate facilities nor was he aware that Barr would use the

c,,. facilities of Pfizer in soliciting volunteers.
ffJh Pfizer further states that even if Barr and Sweet bad

Vq' permission to prepare and circulate the communication such

30 activity would have been allowed as individual volunteer

activity pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 114.9(a).
0

Section 114.9(a) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal

Regulations permits employees of a corporation to make
occasional, isolated, or incidental use of the facilites of the
corporation for individual volunteer activity in connection with

a Federal election and requires that the corporation be
reimbursed to the extent. that the overhead or operating costs of
the corporation are increased. The term occasional, isolated or
incidental use' generally means an amount of activity during any
particular work period which does nOt prevent the employee from
completing the normal amount of work which that employee usually
carries out during such work period. The Commission Regulations

at 11 C.F.R. S 114.9(a)(l)(iii) further states that any activity



N *

inoideat4 ~. it t~ potat fa~Lt~*~.
4 ise: the activity Of D~. ~

the two otbew mp).oyea 414 n@t interfer* w1t*~ t~e1x job
performance. Pf last further asserts that tb sOre than fou? E~*~

hours over a pt loG of two ~e.ks was spent oa the mailing by the
four employees. This would break down to less than One bout e~0h

week for each employee, clearly falling vithia the time frau~ tcr

occasional isolated and incidental use as defined in 11 C.?.fl.

it S 114.9(a).

Section 114.9(a) also requires that £he corporation be

W reimbursed to the extent that the overhead or operating costs are
increased. Pfizer states that Dr. Barr reimbursed the

0
corporation for the cost of stationary and postage as soon as

Pfizer became aware that the activity had taken place which was

when Orloski filed his complaint.

The evidence is that Pfizer did not authorize or suggest

that a communication be distributed soliciting volunteers to

Ritter's campaign. Barr and Sweet have sworn in affidavits that

the idea of sending the letters was solely their own and was done

in response to a request from Congressman Ritter for volunteers.

The use of Pfizer's facilities was occasional, isolated and

incidental. Pfizer was reimbursed for any costs incurred.
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I. Baokgvuai

lich~*d Orloski f~2ed # oosp~aiat with the Camissios o5
February 7, l~SS, alleging that 1tis~r, Inc., at the request *.

the Don litter for Congress Committee (the 'litter committee'),

mailed a flier soliciting aampaign volunt~ers for the litter

Cinittee in violation of 2.U.S.C. S 44lb(a). Tbe complaint also

alleged that the litter Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 434(b) ~y

reporting disbursements to Berger and Company, Inc., an

advertising and public relations firm, vhen the litter Coitee

should have reported disbursements to vendors used by lerger ad

Company, Inc. Pfizer, Inc., the litter Committee and Berger and

Company, Inc., each responded to the complaint.

On July 19, 1983, the Commission found reason to believe

that Pfizer, Inc. (Pfizer) and the Don litter for Congress

Commitee (litter Committee) violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) and no

reason to believe that the Ritter Committee violated 2 U.S.C.

S 434(b) or that Berger and Company, Inc., violated the Act.

On July 21, 1983, the Ritter Committee and Pfizer were

notified of the Commission's reason to believe determination.

During the month of August 1983, counsel for Pfizer and Counsel

for the Ritter Committee met with staff members of the General

Counsel's Office. Both the Ritter Committee and Pfizer indicated



On Oot~o~* 24 ~)R3, Z44~Ihss~d Or1oaI~i 2 $2L.d an amendment to

hia coepl~t. ?t~ m.nda~nt a~*g4E tMt ~tie~ Ritter Committee

used a moles to infiltrate the Orloski @ampaign committee and

that the "mole was paid by lerger and Compny, Inc., to keep the

operation covert. The complaint alleged that the litter

Coinmittee violated 2 U.S.C. S 434(b) by nct reporting the

payments to the mole." Copies of the amendment were sent to the

litter Committee and Berger and Company, Inc. Responses were

filed by the litter Committee on November 25, 1983, and by Berger

Company, Inc., on November 29, 1983. On February 9, 1984, the

Commission found no reason to believe that the Ritter Committee

violated 2 U.s.c. S 434(b) or that Berger and Company, Inc.,

violated the Act.

II. Factual and Legal Analysis

In Mid-September 1982, Congressman Ritter phoned

Dr. James Barr, Director of Research at the Easton facility,

asking for volunteers to canvass the Congressman's district.

Dr. Barr enlisted the assistance of Erick Sweet, the Research

Personnel manager at the Easton facility.

Erick Sweet drafted a letter and had the letter typed,

duplicated and placed in envelopes by his secretary. The letter

solicited volunteers to join the "Pt izer/Ritter 'Winning Team'"

and contained a reply form to return to Mr. Sweet. A Clerk ran
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le~t*r oos4*t~4 of ~? we~twe~s~ l~ Rtaff

perstiel, and 7~$
Etwearob Cii 1*~t@S7 t@~4Siaa5.

I~ respotise ~ the tilicitetiou for ~olus~ers, fost
affirmative responses were received. The asses and telephosie
numbers of these individuals ~.ere given by phone to

COngressman Rittert s osmpaign office Thelitter CaSttee

claims that it never cQntacted the four individuals.

The issue to be addressed in this matter is vbetber the
communication prepared and circulated by Dr. Barr and Mr. Sweet

Ifl constitutes a contribution by Pfizer to the litter Committee in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 44lb or whether the activity performed by
0 these individuals was independent from Pfizer and was 'individual

volunteer activity.'

Section 441b(a) of Title 2, United States Code, prohibits

any corporation from making a contribution or expenditure in

connection with any election for Federal office, and prohibits

any officer or director of the corporation from consenting to any

contribution or expenditure by the corporation in connection with
* any Federal election. The term 'contribution or expenditure' is

defined to include 'any direct or iiidirect payment ... or gift of
money, or any services, or anything of value ... to any candidate

in connection with any [Federal electionJ.' 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(b) (2).
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be attributed to P~ser, *~t ~ merely independent acti*~%p
engaged in by two ot its e~1q~is.

Pfizer states that the sotions of Barr and Sweet were
unauthori.ed, beyond the scope of their employment and

authority, and contrary to company policy and practice.' Jj~
cities 19 La Jur. 2d ~ S 1256 (1968) which Statee tb~

C. under general agency principles, a corporation will be ifeble f~r
the actions of a corporate officer only if those actions are

in undertaken in the scope of the officer's employment.
Additionally, Pfizer notes that its policy is to require

o employees to check in advance with the New York corporate

headquarters before engaging in any political activity. Pfizer
C

states that no such check vas made by Barr or Sweet. Pfizer
further states that it has never engaged in partisan political

comunications and that it is company policy not to urge its
employees and stockholders, or for that matter any segment of the
population, to support any particular candidate.

In support of Pfizer's position, Dr. Barr and Mr. Sweet
submitted affidavits which state that neither is an officer or
director of Pfizer, that the preparation of the letter was solely
their own idea, and.that they did not seek or receive permission



TI~s seqosses s~v t~ba~ the te *ii. ooswersatios b.tve~ )*~
'4 ~ttw i~ ~ titter teqssed help from Zarr in .bt*A~%tw~

~o1agi~eers was 0g * ~iersoapasl nattare. litter and Barr share a
similar educational background and bad met previously on sooil
occasions, litter further states that be did not suggest the u~
of corp6rate fcilities nor w&s be aware that Barr would ue the
facilities of Pfizer in soliciting volunteers.

Pfizer further states that even if Barr and Sweet had
permission to prepar* and circulate the communication such
activity would have been allowed as individual volunteer

activity pursuant to 11 COlOR. S 114.9(a).

Section 114.9(a) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal

Regulations permits employees of a corporation to make

occasional, isolated, or incidental use of the facilites of the
corporation for individual volunteer activity in connection with
a Federal election and requires that the corpQration be

reimbursed to the extent that the overhead or operating costs of

the corporation are increased. The term occasional, isolated or
incidental use generally means an amount of activity during any

particular work period which does n0t prevent the employee from

completing the normal amount of work which that employee usually
carries out during such work period. The Commission Regulations

at 11 C.F.R. S 114.9(a)(l)(iii) further states that any activity



flSset ##at.e that th ct~Mt~bE ~ parr, Rr. $we~t a
the twp o~ber ~l*~es 414 a 1tt4~r~ with their ~ob
perftmae~. ~tZ*#r turthet a~*w*ts th&t no more than four asia
bouts over a period of two weeks was spent on the mailing by the
f our employees. ?his would br#~k dowa to less than one hour each
week for each employee, olearly *al)iag within the time f tame tot
occasional, isolated and inci4eatal use' as defined in 11 C.I.a.

S 114.9(a).

Section 114.9(a) also requires that the corporation be
reimbursed to the extent that the overhead or operating costs are
increased. Pfizer states that Dr. Barr reimbursed the

corporation for the cost of stationary and postage as soon as

Pfizer became aware that the activity had taken place which was

when Orloski filed his complaint.

The evidence is that Pfizer did not authorize or suggest

that a comunication be distributed soliciting volunteers to

9
Ritter's campaign. Barr and Sweet have sworn in affidavits that
the idea of sending the letters was solely their own and was done

in response to a request from Congressman Ritter for volunteers.

The use of Pfizer's facilities was occasional, isolated and

incidental. Pfizer was reimbursed for any costs incurred.
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If you h&ve *urtkier ques~4O~R, ~ ~OI~t~Ct ~
1* Tti~4ford at (aO*) ~ *4329.

Sizw.rely,

0 Charles N. Steele
General Coun~1

'p

C

BYf~et h A.
Associate General Counsel
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Enclosure:
Letter
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Dear Kr.

The purp0*
relative to that prti

~ concerning th~a 41e~e6 ~4b *~ ~ £~ tO
the Don Ritter for Con%~ C~t*.

0 $

Violation of Sect4O~ 44~ (e) of tha F.4%$l ct4on CaRapaign

Act by a candidate or poUtic4 ecwiniitte* req~ie5 s~1c)b candidate
C or committee "knowingly" to accept or receive ~y coi~tributiOn

prohibited by that section. As was stated in the original response

by Jerome Kindrachuk, Treasurer of the Don Ritter for Congress

c\ Col!unittee, neither the conunittee nor the Congressmen requested 
the

mailing described nor was anyone on the comitt** aware of the

content of the mailing or that it in fact had taken place. 
We be-

lieve the following circumst9nces further demonstrate that neither

the congressmen nor the committee had any knowledge of the use 
of

any corporate assets to the benefit of his campaign.

First, telephone call by the Congressmen was to Dr. Jazues Barr,

* the Director of Research for Pfizer's Easton plant. The contact
was m&de by the Congressmen to an old friend in an attempt to 

help

* gather volunteers. Don Ritter has a Ph~D. in metallurgy from NIT,.

taught at Lehigh Univers±ty and was in the university's department

of administration prior to his election to Congress. Dr. Barr is

a scientist with Pfizer, but not part of the corporate structure 
that

deals with Congress.

V.



is

the Ritter
these were

Fourth, there is ~O ~tter31 in this .*~pa42~c~ ~
to employ ooxpo, ~ to £$$IISt I~h~~4W~

~ The Don Xitte CU~p4~ CoLtte euiU*ted t~ ~~po*t~
individuals asboci*te~ '4th c poratioz*~ basks nd

C turing the caapaia. fteque~tly th*se f*6ividuals ve~'i ti
to try to garuer volunteer support for Congressmen Ritter1
election from other individuals associat~8 with the s~i* t

q' Never, did the Conu4ttee or the Congressmen ~uqgest thr&t I
resources of such brganizations, themselves, be used in o~
buted to the campaign.

g~ni~at1ora.

contri-

We realize that it is 81ff icult to "prove a negative", but
o it appears that all the facts demonstrate that neither Don Ritter

nor his campaign committee knew anything of the mailing in question.
~q.

If there is any further information which you believe would bepertinent to this matter please call me. The information in this
'~ letter has been provided by Congressmen Ritter and members of his

Congressional campaign staff.

Sin;erely,

III

JJEIII:lxnd

cc: Jerome Kindrachuk
Honorable Don Ritter

to oa
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aa~ that aa sueb, ~ t *a~* th~IS

on it* behalf, and that t?* ~ cot fe~th $2~ tbe for*~oiag *~*1

~rom .7. Jackson Eaton, U? (att~ney Low w6. D~a Zittr for ~

Coumitt..~ to Kenneth ~ Gross are t~e ~ ~ partly O~

e personal knowledge and partly on h2.a ~nforaat±o aM belief.

~q. 
/110 

* / *~' ,~~
* ,7jerome Kindrachuk

o /

SWORN TO AND SUESCRI3ED

C before me, this t3,~dday

of , 1983.

~KV U'ILUASS. h'OTART PU3LIC
ALLENTOWN. LE'ICH COUNTY

MT COUMJSSI3N C~IRES DEC. 30. IMS
V~bv. Peonylvasia Aswcbtsm .1 NotarIes
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Allentown, P~w Wania **IO~2

Dea Rt. ~a3~e~s:

On November 9. lSflg tb.
am.ndmenttoaaom~laint4t.~gthsty0w

Campaign Act of 1971, as emaa~4*d.

The Commisston, Q~1 ?.br~i*ry 9, 19R4, 4*t ~th&t@n the
1* basis of the infermat$on i* the complaint, aa& ~z~~on

provided by Berger and company, Inc., there is be r*aon to
believe that a violation of any statute within it; jurisdiction
has been committed by your client. Accordingly. tbe Commission

0 closed its file in this matter as it pertains to your client.
This matter viii become a part of the public record within 30
days after the file has been closed with respect to all

C respondents. The Commission reminds you that the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (3) and 437g(a) (12) (A) remain
in effect until the entire matter is closed. The Commission will
notify you when the entire file has been closed.

Sincerely,
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the Federal Election Cam p.A~i )~ *~ *11, aS a*~*d.

Ifl The Commission, on Feb~wu*y ~, ~9S4, d*termined that on the
basis of the information in th co~pUint, and in~otmatiQn

'q provided by you,' there is flQ weasos~ t* believe that a violation
of any statute within its juridiction has been committed by theDon Ritter for Congress Com*it~ee with regard t~ the alleged 2

qm  U.S.C. S 434(b) (5) (A) violation. .The matter still remains opened
as it pertains to the Ritter Committee's violation of S 441b(a).

C
If you have any questions, please contact Judy Thedford at

(202) 523-4529.

Sincerely,

Char s N. Steele

Associate Ge eral Counsel
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Dear Mr * MelI~asuwt

Oia I~o.~'9, 1.983, the commission n tit~4 you o~ at~
amendment to a c0pplint alleging that your 4$eRt, ).rgt
Company, Inc., v1o~ate4 o~rtaiu sctions of th~ tedmkal Zlectioa
Campaign Act of 1*73.. as amended.

The Commissi0n, on 1984, det#riniuied that oa~ the
basis of the i*Qrm~ion in the co~plaint, ap4 information
provided by Berger and Company, Inc., there is no reason tobelieve that a violation of any statute within its jurisdiction
has been committed by your client. Accordingly, the Commission

0 closed its file in this matter as it pertains to your client.
This matter will become a part of the public record within 30
days after the file has been closed with respect to allC respondents. The Commission reminds you that the confidentiality

__ provisions of 2 U.S.C. SS 437g (a) (4) (3) and 437g(a) (12) (A) remain
in effect until the entire matter is closed. The Commission will
notify you when the entire file has been closed.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

By Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



Mt aSR2*4

Dear E* ~ A

On November P Z$). ~ti Cowaissionamend~nt to a * 419ing that ~)P~UZ ~ R~
Company, Inc., ~~4oett~bi~1 sections of ~ ta*ra 3Z~tIon
Campaign Act of 1111., a~ a~.4e4.

The Commission,~ on , 1984, dat *i~*~ ~hat Oft the
1.0 basis of the information in the complaint, *~4' 1O*Z~4Oft

provided by Berger m ~mpany, Inc., there ii n M~@n to
7 believe that a violation of any statute within its frrisdiction

has been committee by your client. Accordingly, the Commissionclosed its file in this matter as it pertains to your client.
This matter will become a part of the public record within 30
days after the file has been closed with respect to all

C respondents. The Commission reminds you that the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (5) and 437g(a) (12) (A) remain
in effect until the entire matter is closed. The Commission will
notify you when the entire file has been closed.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

By Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



7. Jackson, VBat..., :z21:
But:, Hudders & ?alt~n
740 Hamilton Mall
Allentown, Pennsyl~at.ia

R 4W69

0 Dear Mr. Baton:

On November 9, 1983, tbe Q~sm$s4~. ~tif Led p~ as
amendment to a complaint allew$~9 ~t~*osr ~ t)~&
Don Ritter for Congg~est ~ommi~t~ ~s6 oer~ii~ ma~ptions Qf
the Federal Election caspaiga M~ I, ~

U,
The Commission, on l#64, trmis that on the

basis of the information i~ the complaint aed informat~ton
provided by you, there is no roason to beii0ve that a violation

0 of any statute within its ~urisdictios has been committed by the
Don Ritter for Congress committee with regard to the alleged 2
U.S.C. S 434(b) (5) (A) violation. The matter still remains opened
as it pertains to the Ritter Committee's violation of S 441b(a).

If you have any questions, please contact Judy Thedford at
(202) 523m4529.

Sincerely,

* Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



4, 4 4,-3hZ
- 4 ~

7. Jackson, 3atol U!
But:, Hudders & Taliman
740 Hamilton Nll
Allentovn, Pennsylvania 18101

~
* '4

Dear Kr. Eaton:

On November 9, 1983, the Coinsission nottfie4 JQt* Of 531
amendment to a complaint alleging that your @U*, the
Don litter f or Congress Ccsmitte*, v$A~1ated ~ttMU sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act 0g ~p7i, 5$. mned.

The Commission, on , ~9S4, determined that on the
basis of the information in the complaint, and information
provided by you, there is no reason to believe that a violation

0 of any statute vithin its jurisdiction has been committed by the
Don Ritter for Congress Committee with regard to the alleged 2
U.S.C. S 434(b) (5) (A) violation. The matter still remains opened
as it pertains to the litter Committee's violation of S 441b(a).

If you have any questions, please contact Judy Thedford at
(202) 523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

By Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



1984, the Cossl*sLon d~oi4~4 by a V~t* of 6~O to tk th*

following a~tios* in 361k ~324i

l~ Find no ~aon to belt*
Don Ritter for CongraO ~
violatd 2 U.S.C. S 4$4(b)(~) (A)

2. Find x~o ~eon to beli@V tht
3ez~ger and Cwmpany, mo. ~J~olatad
the Act.

3. Send the letters as attached to
the General Counsel' s Report
signed February 6, 1984.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, McDonald, McGarry

and Reiche voted affirmatively in this matter.

Attest:

C,Date

Received in Office of Conimiss ion Secret
Circulated on 48 hour tally basis:

Marjorie W. Emaons
Secretary of the Commission

:ary: 2-7-84, 9:37
2-7-84, 4:00

N



office og t~ On ~~s#I.n
Office of 6~~aL co~,nsei(~AT

?ebrua~y 7, 1984

MU~ 1524 General Co~ise1'S Pa~io~t .

The attached is submitted as an Agenda document

for the Commission Meeting of _______________________________

Open Session _______________________

Closed Session _____________________
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Uo#a~~r tS * - -- U ~W V '~ W~ W ~ ~ "

It is alleg@ that a violation of 2 U.EC. S 4~4(b) f~) (A)
has been committed by the Ritter Committee in that Serg*r made

paymnts in excess of $100 to a mole to infiltrate the Orloski

campaign cOmmittee and that these expenditures were not item*sed

by the Ritter Committee on disclosure reports.

!/ The original complaint was filed on February 7, 1983. It
alleged violations of 2 U.S.C. S 434(b) and S 441b(a). On
July 19, 1983, the Commission found reason to believe the
Don Ritter for Congress Committee and Pfizer, Inc. violated 2
U.S.C. S 441b(a) and no reason to believe the Don RitteE for
Congress Committee and Berger and Company, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C.
S 434(b). A General Counsel's Brief addressing the 441b(a) ias~ae
will follow.

0
'S

C



0

paymeRt t~ ~.tw*w *& 4~t. a~ u~rspti*te tport t* tb.
comi..iQn.

As stated Sn th ?irst Gneral Counsel's Report on this

matter, 2 U.S.C. S 434(b) (5) (A) and 11 C.I.a. S 104.3(b)(4)(i)
describe the requirements for itemizing disbursements by

authQrJzed committees. Specifically, the reporting committee is

required to report the name and address of each person to whom an

expenditure is made in an aggregate amount of $200 within a



VOtL1~ ~1R~ De

The Qftio *t oeneraZ OaaRsql ~ £~

to believe Ber and Company vi6lata the Act and eQ z~0*as to
believe the Don litter For Congress Committee violated 2 U.S.C.

S 434(b)(S)(A).

1110 RUCWU~TIO

1. Find no reason to believe that Don Ritter for Congress
Coittee violated 2 U.S.C. S 434(b) (5) (A).

2. Find no reason to believe that Berger and Company, Inc.

violated the Act.

C
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1325 E S t. W~W~ 22. ~

SW,

Dear 155. ?hedf~?8:
This letter '~U ~ t$f~*4 ~amp)aA*t
in the abo~cap 4t~.r 4#t$ $1. )~P.

In addition to ~$ *0~iaS4~s ~ ~ tb*0 correspondenc, I h~e ~eceive6 ~~Wt~i that the Don
J~itter For Congress Cow*$tt.e vas ~ a ~aA.4 ~ to
infiltrate our campa$z~ ~rt~i:atio~, and tt~t the ~le was

0 paid by checks in excess @f $100.00 by Serger and Cosipany.
The failure to itemige thiC expenditure is iii violation o~ 2
U.S.C. Section 434(b)(9) and (10).

C
According to my information, the modus used in the
mole infiltration was the same as used z.n the Larry Sarkan
"dirty tricks" operation outlined in my correspondence of
January 31, 1983. Specifically, the Ritter campaign people
solicited a person to act as a volunteer to our organization
to gather confidential campaign information from our group.
This person was then paid for these covert operations, and
the amounts collected were in excess of $100.00. Hence,
they were required to be itemized. Zn order to conceal this
campaign expenditure for personal services and salary, the
monies paid came from a checking account at Berger and
Company, 546 Hamilton 14a11, Allentown, Pennsylvania, 18102
[(215) 435'-96873 rather than from the Don Ritter For
Congress Committee, even though they were expenses for
personal services and salaries of the campaign. The reason

0
P.I~ 9o, by tb. Oum~a rer Coagr..s commIu.s. Swa,~ 7. Sba..&)er. ZSq.. Trn.unr



1~qb

~ *

4~~&to )q~ep thSs #pRrat±on ~e~et, a~4i~
by nas~i @~ p ~d data i* th~tr teport, we wo~12A
this co~w*t p.zation
At t)4 ju*wtu*~ * X ~ *6 t~ ~, ~*
the ptson who w~ oprati*9 as a paid mole for th&~

: a~; however, eaclosing a 'list of all'pe
our campaign ~vho had access to confiEw~tial cau~4~
information. You can confirm the al1e~ations
compla~.nt by asking the ~an Ritter For Congtess Cc~mitt~
and larger and Company if they paid any of the persons ~
the list monies in 1982. An affirmative answer to amy *t
the persons on the list would eonfirm my information.

V7 ytrul~ yours,

Richard J*L Orloski
ID RJO:ldj

en C.

o COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA )
) SS:

COUNTY OF LEHIGH, )

C I, Richard J. Orloski, being duly sworn according to law,
depose and say that the foregoing facts are true and
correct, accord4ng to my best knowledge, information and

belief. 7~Y
Richard J. Orloski

SWORN TO and Subscriped
before me this ~j~day

* of October, 1983.

~I0~)d9~

Notary Puk~c
LDRETT& ~I~flSON. !~3TARY PUBLIC&~L~W~.~Nw LEHIGH COUNTY

~y r~v.~: $~. E.~~:RLs MAR. 11. 1985

MemW,. t'e~ns7I~ane Msocaat.on of Nolauies
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l~$~Z B ~

Waehiuigt~#~ P.C. 20463 -

Re: RURiS~4

4
4

C--

-V

q Dear Hr. St~.Z~>-> ~

* I am in re~tptot your letter of Uovs~ber 9, 3.983 and the
enclosed 'Supplewzt" to the cou~aint of Richard J. Orloski in
the matter bearinq your caption MK~R 1524. Attache4 is the affidavit

o of Jerome K dr~chuk, Treasurer of the Don Ritter for Congress
Committee which affidavit responds to the specific allegation

W which has been made.

I must, at this point, raise some serious questions about the
nature of these proceedings. We have tried to be forthcoming to
all the many inquiries made of us by the FEC in response to the

C~ Orloski charges raised over the course of the last year. The com-
mittee has, with great effort, attempted to respond point by point
to Mr. Orloski's allegations, providing, where possible, documentary
evidence to support our posit~on.

We are confronted now not only with a new allegation, but one
in which Mr. Orloski is withholding alleged evidence. Mr. Orloski
states that he is "not prepared to reveal the name of the person
who is operating as a paid mole" and then proceeded to offer a
multiple choice exhibit. If Mr. Orloski has evidence as to vio-
lation of the Federal Election Code, let him state the same. He
is, instead, dealing in speculation and innuendo.



JJtiZZdj

Zaclosute

U,

0

C

0
0~-

Thy

N t

4



/ ~,

Z. Jera~* R~4~4i~k~ ~ tI* DQR aitter f~

During the 2jIR .ss$o*a4 C~a%.gs, ~be (~oinsAt~ee er~v*gO

Berger and CQmpany, 546 hamilton NaIl, Allz~tovn, PennsylvaaiC, fOR?

ad~vertising and piablic relations purposes. The COsUmitte did not,

either directly or through Rerger and Ccspsuiy9 pay anyone ~tQ bee

"mole" as alleged in Mr. Orloski's letter of October 21, l*S3.

Each payment made to Berger and Company was indicated on appro-

~. priate reports to the Federal Election Commission. The Don Ritter

u~ for Congress Committee at no time hired or made payments to any of

~ the persons listed on the attachment headed "Volunteers" to Mr.

o Orloski's October 21, 1983 letter.

~q.

C k

Jerome 'Xindrachuk

SWORN TO and Subscra~bed
before me this~ " 1 day
O~ -1k~c?~z~tA.~ 1983.

/ Notary Public

Kwn E. Swr.u, Notary Public
Allentown, Lehigh County. Fenmylvanis
My Commission E~lrms Asguot 9.1886 (~)
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~

Federal 2.eqtiop~ ~~ws*os ~' a -

Wa*hington, DC 2O4~ .~'

Attentions Judith ~hed~erd s MR ).P4

'this lqttox '~41l ~etve to akimovlsdgS the 7ed~al
Election Commission stnieation directed to our Oceasal, W~3M~
Malkames, Esq., 509 Linden Street, Allentown, PA 10101, under
of Movember 9, 1903, noting that on October 26, 190) the Oo~*Sion
~e~.ived an additi@nal Lett*r frm one Itichard 7. Orloski.

Your ~0vering letter to Atty. Malkemem, with enalos~e~,
has been noted.

Expenditures made ~or advertising end professi@n&l *~YLOS
provided by Serger and Company, Inc., with respect to the Don Atttr
for Congress Coumittee account were itemi:ed categozy by ci~tegomy aM
line by line in detailed Serger and Company invoices deLivered to the
Treasurer of the Committee, Jerome Kindrachuk, CPA, in accordance with
accepted accounting procedures prescribed by our own Certified PubLic
Accounting counsel.

Services to the Committee were rendered in a manner that
o would apply to any client, whether institutional, corporate,

charitable, or individual, who may engage our firm for professional
services including advertising, public relations, market research,

media evaluations and recommendations, media placument, art andproduction, et al. Berger and Company did not function as a political
action committee, as alleged.

CC Complainant' s allegation that Berger and Company participated
in any "modus operandi" or paid for services to gather what the
complainant recklessly describes as "confidendal campaign information
and covert operations" are totally without foundation.

Indeed, we would suggest that if the complainant is aware
of the name of the person whom he describes as a "paid mole for
the Ritter campaign," he should so identify "the person." The
"volunteers" listed as an enclosure to his letter are not known to
Berger and Company and it can be stated categorically that none of the
persons appearing on the complainants' "list of all people in our
campaign who had access to confidential campaign information" was

paid or employed by us.

MCK:sr 3
Executive Vice PresidentB & B Building * 546 Hamilton Street * Post Office Box 1111 * Allentown, PennsylvanIa 18105 * 215-4359687



.7. Jackson, Eaton, ZZZ
But:, Hudders & YaJipan .

740 Hamilton N11 -

Allentovn, Pennsylvania 3*101
* j ~

0 Dear Kr. Eaton:

On November 9, 1983, the CCIE31RSIOR iioti~4 Y~ pf fl

amendment to a complaint al1eg~ng that ~6tat c34a~, the
Don Ritter for C0ng~ess Cosmitt*, v1@14~~*d c#l4ii eOti~b3 of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of l*fl~,~a~ ~

The Commission, on , 19*4, deteraii*d that on the
basis of the information in the complaint. ai~d information
provided by you, there is no reason to beli.,. that a violation

o of any statute within its jurisdiction has been committed by the
Don Ritter for Congress Committee with regard to the alleged 2
U.S.C. S 434(b) (5) (A) violation. The matter still remains opened
as it pertains to the Ritter Committee's violation of S 441b(a).

If you have any questions, please contact Judy Thedford at
(202) 523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

By Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



~ww

AUORtOVUR, ~SE~t1YRiS 1*~oz
RB: IW~1*~4

Dar Mr. M*lk~ms, . <.*

On Mov.~b~9, 2**). t~ n#t4* ~V @f ~R
amendment to ~ O~*~II1Rt .u~.y*w that yott *~ ~ ~r9*r an
cap, Inc., vio ted o.w~a ~ sctioas of the ?~S.ra1 Zicotion
Campaign Act of 3*71, as a*0i494.

The Commission, on 1964, detE~94 that on the
1* basis of the inforsation in the oop3aint, aw~d ~**~rmation

provided by Berger and Compa*iy, Inc., there is u~o reason to
believe that a violation of any statute within its jurisdiction

has been committed by your client. Accordingly, the Commissionclosed its file in this matter as it pertains to your client.
q. This matter will become a part of the public record within 30

days after the file has been closed with respect to all
C respondents. The Commission reminds you that the confidentiality

provisions of 2 U.S.C. SS '437g (a) (4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (A) remain
in effect until the entire matter is closed. The Commission will
notify you when the entire file has been closed.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



VShL~0PD ~P

Mteiitisi ?uditb Uo~d ~. *6*

?W.s lettew W~EL1 verve to e4Ge the ~*
Coinissioua ~eaaiatLom dizote ~ e~t cou~4

Malkamem Warn. - ~flO TAnAan *t~mt. Allan~r PA 1*101 ~
of November 9, l%3, noting that on Oo~mb.r 26, 19S3 the ~isSinb
*i.~sved ai~ additional Letter from ouw E~obard I. Qw~shi.

Toar covering letter to Atty Nalkemon, with ~
has beau noted.

~ -'tv

Expenditures mada for advertising and prof*~q~4
Co~eny, 130., with respect to the i~'

for Congress committee account were itemised category by
line by line in detailed larger and ~any invoices daUv~tW *~
?reasurer of the Coittee, Jerome Kiuiuobuk, ~A, in ~
accepted accounting procedures prescribed by our own Csrt.if~LM b~~ltc
Accounting counsel.

Services to the Committee were rendered in a manner that
would apply to any client, whether institutional, corporate,
charitable, or individual, who may engage our firm for professional
services including advertising, public relations, market remeareb,
media evaluation. and recommendation., media plaomment, art and
production, at al. Berger and Company did not function as a political
action committee, as alleged.

Complainant' * allegation that larger and Company participated
in any "modus oparandi" or paid for services to gather what the
comjila.Lnani. £eckiesM~.y describes as "confidanr.ia± campaign ~.nformation
and covert operations" are totally without foundation.

Indeed, we would suggest that if the complainant is aware
of the name of the parson whom ha describes as a "paid mole for
the flitter campaign," he should so identify "the person.' The
"volunteers" listed as an enclosure to his letter are not known to
Berger and Company and it can be stated categorically that none of the
persons appearing on the complainants' "list of all people in our
campaign who had access to confidential campaign information" was
paid or employed by us.

MCK:sr Michael C. Keenan
Executive Vice President

B & B Building * 546 Hamilton Street * Post Office Box 1111 0 Allentown, PennsylvanIa 18105 * 215-4359657
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~~D~IL
RETUm~ 1~ECEIPT REQUESTED

te 3~g11I1

Federal Election Couiui~siOfl
Washington, DC 20463

Attention: Judith Thedford

1? 22



Washington, p.C, ~

Re: MUR 1524
Dear Mr. steel:

0 I am in rec~pt Qf your 14%tr of~ Nouber 9. 19R~ and the
enclosed "Supp1eman*~ to the oompRa$nt of 1ti~hard .7. OrLoski in

W the matter bearing yotaz~ caption Rt1~ 1524. Attached is the affidavit
of Jerome Kindrachuk, Treasurer ~f the Don Ritter for Congress

~ Committee whioh a~f~IAavit responds to the specific allegation
which has been made.

o I must, at this point, raise some serious questions about the
nature of these proceedings. We have tried to be forthcoming to
all the many inquiries made of us by the FEC in response to the
Orloski charges raised over the course of the last year. The com-
mittee has, with great effort, attempted to respond point by point
to Mr. Orloski's allegations, providing, where possible, documentary
evidence to support our position.

We are confronted now not only with a new allegation, but one
in which Mr. Orloski is withholding alleged evidence. Mr. Orloski
states that he is "not prepared to reveal the name of the person
who is operating as a paid mole" and then proceeded to offer a
multiple choice exhibit. If Mr. Orloski has evidence as to vio-
lation of the Federal Election Code, let him state the same. He
is, instead, dealing in speculation and innuendo.
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~*kv4w% t~ I~82 C q*~*a~tape1 CAim~4pg the ~ouitt*.

3.'g*r auid C0mpany, 546 Hamilton N13, Allentown, P.nnsylvaaA~, tqr
advertising ead piblic relati~nu purpose.. The coimittas did ~Pt~

either directW or throiagh Uer9.x~ and Company, pay anyone to I~ a
mole" as alleged in Mr. O4osk.i's letter of October 23, 196$.

Each payment made to 8erger and Company was indicatd Oft a%~E~ro-
priate reports to the Federal Election Conmaission. The Don I4tter

ta for Congress Committee at no time hired or made payments to any of
~. the persons listed on the attachment headed "Volunteers" to Mr.

0 Orloski's October 21, 1983 letter.

~q.

C

SWORN TO and SubscrAbed
before me this~" '4day
o~ b~e~J 1983.

/
bw~3! A~r~-m/ Notar~Pub1ic

Karen L kw.uinr~, Smy Pubis
Allentown. Lutd~h ~ fthmng~1qmnls
My Commission Ekss~g, 1U6



TO:

F-s

8U5.mC?~

m~o~rz w.. c.
NOV3S~R 23,, 198$

NUR 1524 -~ Cou~~b~u~eiv* ~watiqat~LY hpo~t
*2 signed ~ ~1F I*1

Th. above~-naaed domnt we a±rculate4 to the

coimuission on a 24 hour no-ob~ecti0n basis at 11:00,

November 22, 1983.

There were no objections to the Comprehensive

Investigative Report at the time of the deadline.

p~.

U,
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tU~OK. Office of ~neia*

November ai~. ~

RU~3C~: ama l52~ CO~Z~.beR4~ ~zi~v~

The attached is subuitted as aa Agenda 400ePt

for the C~umission Meeting of _____________________________

Open Bess1~o~ _____________________

Closed SessiQft _____________________
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a1~d'PfiR4I~t# ~c. c1~±s.~) ~ ~ U.EC S

further in~ot~t rt~ the Co~sis~on.

*Qn ~ 2~~Xfl, Pti~~r t~3*4 $~t~ r.pQM.. PU:er

argues that Dr~5atr ~as riot auth~ri~ed k~y the cotporation to do

the mailings and that Pfizer's policy is x~ot to urge employees or

shareholders to support any candidate for public office.

On September 22, 1983, the Ritter Committee filed its

response. In its response, the Committee argues that the contact

between Dr. Barr of Pfizer and Congressman Ritter was a personal

contact between old friends and not an attempt to elicit the

assistance of the Pfizer corporation. The Committee also states

that the Congressman did not suggests or request that corporate

resources be used to enlist volunteers.



QO~tte# *n tit tie "u~*" tNI~ ~ ~ ui ~

keep the t~atAoa~ ~

CoIie. 0 f the amendment vere s.*t ~* th *ittec COMiBItI

and lerger and Company. Tbe respon.nts were given fifteen

to reply to the new allegation.

a

Date

U,

Charles N. Steele

5Y~
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1nfonmtL0t~.

Tots w%~U b~ #~pt4~tS*d a* $~a
action on ~otaw oasj~ia1nt.

8 incet.1~,

C
R~VhnOtWA. Gtoss
Associate General Counsel

tU&4



~ar Mr.

* *~Pc, viol
ACt of 197

OnOp
letter f to
complaint.

Under the ~
writing, that m

0 Company, Inc. I
receipt of this

at~ opportunity to
d be taken .gainst
your repon.e with

sonstrate, in
~rger and
fifteen days of

c If you have any questions, please contact Judy Thedford at
(202) 523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

Gener~CoI~~Ra.~

By: enneth A. G 085
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Orloski Letter



In addition to ~ ~ m4 ~ ~
*** correspondence, I ~ mi tt~ ~ ~e ~on

Ritter For Con gre.~~i VRS u&i4 "mae' to
infiltrate our caapa~p i~#4sation, a~8 tM~ th~ ~o~e yes

0 paid by checks in e*~ess ~f $100.00 by ~ *~ Co~apany.
The failure to itemite t~hi~ezpen6~tiare ~ ~vio1atAon of 2
U.S.C. Section 434Cb)(9) an4 (10).

C
According to my information, the modus ~ used in the
mole infiltration was the amine as used in the Larry Barkan
"dirty tricks" operation outlined in my correspondence of
January 31, 1983. Specifically, the Ritter campaign people
solicited a person to act as a volunteer to our organization
to gather confidential campaign information from our group.
This person' was then paid for these covert operations, and
the amounts collected were in excess of $100.00. Hence,
they were required to be itemized. In order to conceal this
campaign expenditure for personal services and salary, the
monies paid came from a checking account at Berger and
Company, 546 Hamilton Hall, Allentown, Pennsylvania, 18102
[(215) 435-9687] rather than from the Don Ritter For
Congress Committee, even though they were expenses for
personal services and salaries of the campaign. The reason

POIG ie~ by lb. Ofl.s~ For C.~um. C.mi~ilm.e, Swan 7. Sbm..JI. £aq.. immunor



At ~h*i ~unctia~e, am not~ p~~ps~ed to revebl the ~
who was operating &~ a paid mole for
I am, bawdier, eno3o~ing a list of aW

our campaign who had acceas to cant idential csm~at#
information. You can conf±~m the allegations o~ 4)*
complaint by asking the Don Ritter For Congress C@m~±tt**
and 5erger and Company if they paid any of the pers~ns on
the list monies in 1982. An ..ttirmative answer to ai~y of
the persons on ~the list would confirm my information.

Very'2truly yours,

~ichard J..brlosk±
10 RJO:ldj

enc.

o COW4ONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA )
) SS:

COUNTY OF LEHIGH, )

C I, Richard 3. Orloski, being duly sworn according to law,

depose and say that the foregoing facts are true and
correct, according to my best knowledge, information and
belief. /

/ /

~xchard 3. Or~.oski
SWORN TO and Subscri~ed
bef ore me this ~,2/'~day

* of October, 1983.

Notary Pu~4c
LORETT~ ~I~1~ON'. !4~TARY PUBLIC

(NIGH COUNTY
MY rcv":: ~ E3':R!.S MAR. 11. 1985

Membet. 1'e~nsyIvani, A.~soc,,ton 01 Nolatees



'V. 3obn

.7±aC2.
~L.

Linda Nie~4~
Steve KacM~E1~t~.

S

0

C



On OctobeE~ 21, 19*), the C~iasion received an ad4it*osal
letter from tbe complainant pertaini1 to the allegations in the
complaint. We are enclosing a copy is letter.

0 Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate, in
vriting, that no action should be taken against your client.
Please submit your response vithin fifteen days of receipt of

c this letter.

If you have any questions, please contact Judy Thedford at

(202) 523-4529.
Sincerely,

Charles 14. Steele

By: enneth A. Gr S
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Orloski Letter



Dear )is. Thedford:

This letter will Si~pp~

in the abovecap~$Qno4 ~
In addition to the ~ ~
correspondence, I have ~o~t~M ±~tt&~ tMt ~be ton
Ritter For Congress Co1sd.~eR was t1~4 ~ ~4E 5191e" to
infiltrate our campaign org~nS~ ion, *u~ ~t t.bez~o1e was

0 paid by checks in excess o~ $200.00 by ~exw and Company.
The failure to itemize this 'expenditue ±~ in violation of 2
U.S.C. Section 434(b)(9) and (10).

C
According to my information, the modus onerandi used in the
mole infiltration was the sa.me as used in the Larry Barkan
"dirty tricks" operation outlined in my correspondence of
January 31, 1983. Specifically, the Ritter ca.mpaign people
solicited a person to act as a volunteer to our organization
to gather confidential campaign information from our group.
This person was then paid for these covert operations, and
the amounts collected were in excess of $100.00. Hence,
they were required to be itemized. In order to conceal this
campaign expenditure for personal services and salary, the
monies paid caine from a checking account at Berger and
Company, 546 Hamilton Mall, Allentown, Pennsylvania, 18102
[(215) 435-9687] rather than from the Don Ritter For
Congress Committee, even though they were expenses for
personal services and salaries of the campaign. The reason



At this jiar~ct~re, am not prepared to reva~. the name
the person who was operating as a paA~d mole for the R$t~
campaign. I am, however, enclosing a list of allp.~.ploU~
our campaign who had access to confidential ca*pel#5
information. You can confirm th. allegations of %~ae
complaint by asking the Don Ritter For Congress Coitt*
and lerger and Company if they paid any of the persons *n
the list monies in 1982. An affirmative answer to any ~t

* the persons on the list would confirm my information.

Ver~y truly yours,

9! ~4~6 ~4Z~
~ichard J.LOrloskiIA) RJO:ldj

enc.

o COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA )
) 55:

COUNTY OF LEHIGH )
C I, Richard J. Orloski, being duly sworn according to law,

depose and say that the foregoing facts are true andcorrect, accord&n~ to my best knowledge, information and
belief. / /

R~.chard J. Ozioski
SWORN TO and S ubscriked
bef ore me this _____day

* of October, 1983.

Notary Pu~c
IORETT& :~9~?~ON. !~TARY PUBLIC

AW~?A'N. LEHLGH COUNTY
MY ~'~:: ~ ~):~R~ MAR 11. 1935

Membe,. ,'enns7i~an~a A~socaaI.on of Nclaraes





DATI:

SEIUbUC~ *~ RUL~I4
#1 a

,y,,~: kg

The ~bQWY~n.4 docunt was to t)~

comiSsioR @a a 24 houw no-objectiQ~i bq~is 4 U~;OO,

Tuesday, 8ept~ss~z' 6, 1983.

There ver no objections to the Comprehensive

Investigative Report at the ti.. of the deadline.



Ms. Judy lthedford
Federal Ileotion ~o~teb
1325 K Street, N.V.
Washington, D.C. 2046)

Re: MUR 1524

Dear Ms. Thedford:

This letter will supplI~~t ~ ra1g~ns1 ~ifi~& e~laiat
in the abovemoaptioned mtt*r atd Jaauat~ ~

In addition to the oo~Z4*~t. wade Sn *~
* p0, I have r~*iu~w~ informatiei that 't)w Don

Ritter For Congress CoSttee was using a paiG mole to
infiltrate our campaign organisation, and that the mole was

o paid by checks in excess of $100.00 by Berger and Company.The failure to itemise thia expenditure is in violation of 2
U.S.C. Section 434(b)(9) and (10).

C According to my information, the modus ~ used in the
mole infiltration was the same as used in the Larry Barkan
dirty tricks" operation outlined in my correspondence of

January 31, 1983. Specifically, the Ritter campaign people
solicited a person to act as a volunteer to our organization
to gather confidential campaign information from our group.
This person was then paid for these covert operations, and
the amounts collected were in excess of $100.00. Hence,
they were required to be itemized. In order to conceal this
campaign expenditure for personal services and salary, the
monies paid came from a checking account at Derger and
Company, 546 Hamilton Mall, Allentown, Pennsylvania, 18102
[(215) 435.-9687J rather than from the Don Ritter For
Congress Committee, even though they were expenses for
personal services and salaries of the campaign. The reason

Paid for by the Orloski For Congress Committee. Stuart T. Bbmooliler, Esq., ?muurer



w w

Ms. ~u4 Th.&~p~4 o~tbez 21, 2RSJ3

this was done was to keep tbis operation secret, and ~
Ritter organization knew that, if they reported this expenee
by name of payee and date in their report, we would uac@1V~t
this covert operation.

At this juncture, I am not prepared to reveal the name of
the person who was operating as a paid mole for the Ritt*r
campaign. i am, however, enclosing a list of all people in
our campaign who had access to confidential campaign
information. You can confirm the allegations of the
complaint by asking the Don Ritter For Congress Committee
and Berger and Company if they paid any of the persons on
the list monies in 1982. An affirmative answer to any of
the persons on the list would confirm my information.

V7~ 2truly yours,

Richard J.4rloski
RJO:ldj
enc.

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA )
o ) SS:

COUNTY OF LEHIGH )

I, Richard J. Orloski, being duly sworn according to law,
depose and say that the foregoing facts are true and
correct, according to my best know ge, information and
belief.

SWORN TO and Subscri)ed
before me thi day
of October, 1983.

Notary Pu
LORETTA JOHNSON. NOTARY PUBLIC

ALLENTOWN, LEHIGH COUNTY
MY C'W"y !3N EX~~RES MAR. 11, 1985

Member. 1'ennsyivanga Association of Notaries



John LSt~I~
David G~VU~k
Loretta
Ron Savao@~~l
Carol ca1n~n
Barbara SoEa*ett
Nancy Long
Jim Clemmer
Rick Cengeri
Scott B.y.r
Jan ReinO~
Bonnie Strunk
Chris Gibba5
Chris Russell
Mickey Dionile
Robin Lochner
George BiliciP
Ben Saganovich
Linda Nicholas
Steve Nachaorl*tti.



*~;~ .w~,.

He. J~*4y~ Tbedfowd
F.der*1 Election Coiniss ion
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463
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Ret *0* 1514 . 1.1< j..i:; .~; ...

I. ,

q Dear Mw. GrO##~ ~. . . ."...

fl~e pur~os~ of ~hia latter is. ~o et forth ad4ti~E~a1 facts
relativ, to that ~ of P~d*r4 Rlection Cgmtttee *%VR 1514
concerning the sUe9~4 cowj~~ate o~tribution" of Pfi~ir, Inc * to
the Don Ritter for Congress Coiu~±ttee.

Violation of Section 441 (a) of the Federal Election Campaign
Act by a candidate or political coimaittee requires such candidate

C or coimittee knowingly" to accept or receive any contribution
prohibited by that section. As was stated in the original response
by Jerome Kindrachuk, Treasurer of the Don Ritter for Congress
Committee, neither the committee nor the Congressmen requested the
mailing described nor was anyone on the committee aware of the
content of the mailing or that it in fact had taken place. We be-
lieve the following circumstances further demonstrate that neither
the congressmen nor the committee had any knowledge of the use of
any corporate assets to the benefit of his campaign.

First, telephone call by the Congressmen was to Dr. James Barr,
the Director of Research for Pfizer's Easton plant. The contact
was made by the Congressmen to an old friend in an attempt to help
gather volunteers. Don Ritter has a Ph.D. in metallurgy from MIT,
taught at Lehigh University and was in the university's department
of administration prior to his election to Congress. Dr. Barr is
a scientist with Pfizer, but not part of the corporate structure that
deals with Congress.



Third, t~w prooesu re4t4 IR four names ~tt9 J~PQ~
t~e Ritter coumittee a~4 t~ thi beet of our kao~4.d~e ~
these Vu~re evex contacted to ~etI~ on the camp~i~. ~

employ corporat 0*0 ~ ~*~st tbe~p4*i
* to Wmlrth, ~b.re~s.z~att4IrR ~ this *~

The Don Bitter Cam~±wp C~muitt~ p4isted
irL4~ials assc#$at4 VAth c~rp~tatioz~e, bamk#
during the campaiqn. Wreq~#x~tly tMine indivA4~a1e ~
to try to garz*~ vo3~untC~ s~1ppQrt for CongrM~fl Rit 's~
election from oth*r in4ivi8i~3# ARsQoiated wi*i~ t~ie
~Iever,. did the CQmitt. ow th~ VQEzg~essmen suq~q5t %Mt

Rh resources of such o*~g&uisations, themselves, be used in Qt ~Rtri-
buted to the campaign.

We realize that it is difficult to *prove a negatives but0 it appears that all the facts demonstrate that neither Owi Bitter
nor his campaign committee knew anything of the mailinq in question.

If there is any further information which you believe would be
pertinent to this matter please call me. The information in this
letter has been provided by Congressmen Ritter and members of his
Congressional campaign staff.

Sincerely,

J. J CKS N EA ON, III

JJE, III: lmd

cc: Jerome Kindrachuk
Honorable Don Ritter



lUTZ, HUDDERS & TALLMAN

j'%740 HAMILTON MALL

LLENTOWN. PENNSYLVANIA 16101 Z.eS

c~A~r~

2~2I~59

L-

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
Federal Election Conunission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20463



~ A 'I

~ ~,j >~

$ ~4~# ~ .o~t0*~ to 1~4,
~ ~ 1~ 7~z*.r of~b Do~ R~tt.r for

Comttt~ M that as S~J*b, he ±5 a~ithor±z4 ~o sake this aff±4a~t
on Lts b.ba1f~ x~d tba~ th facts set forth in the for*~oing ~ett*r
ftos ~ ~ackeo* ~B.t*nj~z (*ttozaey for ?h~~~n litter for ~z~we~
Coiuitt~.) to ~nnetk~ A. Qr0ss are true and correct, partW on his

~ personal kna~O*dq. and partly on big Lnforu~ation and belief.

1*

0

C SWORN TO AND SUBSCRIBED

before me, this t3vWday

No ary Public
SKI WIWIES, IPAIT PUBLIC

ALWIUWU, LEVISI 056611
Mv cmusuu wins ui~ z am
mbz. P.ueblsgsdsels. SmUdge



Poliowiog~r.o.~pI~~w
met and have GisouesO4 t~~~tt~& ~

1.0 Kr * Johanei~ Of the ~ ~
of the Genera)~ Counsel M* k14~4)~) %t*W~04 to B*~theE~ 2,

W 1983 our time for reply We vieb to b~~g to ~ ~ttsntion
certain additional facts tt~et~ *.t.bli#h t~h.t the p~Qy@95

0 involved in the activitl*s a~leged i,~ the complal*t acted
qm without authority of the Copany, aud, therefore, did not

act on its behalf.
C

The Commission is currently considering whether Pfizer
Inc. has violated 2 u.s.c. S44lb(a) of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"), because of ac-
tions taken by certain employees at Pfizer's Easton facility.
Pfizer maintains that the actions of those employees wore un-
authorized, beyond the scope of their employment and authority,
and contrary to Company policy and practice. Under general
agency principles, a corporation will be liable only for the
actions of a corporate officer undertaken in the scope of the
officer's employment. 19 Am. Jur. 2d Corporations S1256 (1965).
As the accompanying affidavits clearly demonstrate, Pfizer did
not authorize the conduct of either Dr. Barr or Mr. Sweet. They
both state that Pfizer management did not approve of, sanction,
or authorize their activities. Neither individual is a corpo-
rate officer or director. They further acknowledge that politi-
cal activities such as those involved in this complaint are not



A stated in *~ Z4itt*' 4,t ~*t~tta*ty 3~. )~RR), t% ~

propose to un4q#te~~ ~ ~ottwities on
the Company, they ate ~p.et~ed to ~hik in advanee vL~
14ev York corporate 1~ea4qiaatters to ins~we that the it
ties are conducted in accordance with federal, state
local law. No such check was made by Dr. Barr and Mr. ~*t.
It 1. also noted in my Febwt~ry 28th letter that, **
management first learned at their activities upon ra~44w~4
the complaint in this actian, it sought refmburs.mm~t tt&
Dr. Barr and Mr. Sveet for the cost at the stationery ~mt
postage involved, and such reimbursement was received.

Although a corporation is permitted under the Act to
engage in partisan communications with its stockholdets,
administrative and executive personnel and their f.mil**s.
2 U.S.C. S44lb(b)C2)(A), ?fiser has never in the past chesen
to do so. It has been the long standing Pfizer policy n~t to
urge its employees, shareholders, or any other segment of
the population to support any particular candidates for Pub-'

o lic office, whether at the federal, state or local level.
This policy is based on the belief that it is often not in
the best interests of the Company or its employees to take

C partisan positions as to candidates and political parties.
Employees might take offense and consider Company endorse-
ment as an intrusion upon their privacy, thereby creating
personnel relations problems. The Company has never, there-
fore, endorsed a candidate in a political race.

On the other hand, the communication at issue, dated
September 20, 1982, is a strong and clear endorsement of
Congressman Ritter in his campaign for reelection. (Attached

* Dr. James Barr has a Ph.D. in Physical Chemistry. His

duties and responsibilities are to supervise research in
small particle technology, which involves inorganic and
physical chemistry and chemical and electrical engineering.
Mr. Erick Sweet is the Research Personnel Manager at the
Easton facility. His duties and responsibilities include
supervision of employee recruiting, counseling, compensa-
tion administration and safety.



Al though the Sqp~ 20, 3962 3ett~t ~7 bRYt
to r.pw~s.Rt the Co~p~4 ~ vLV. s~e0~ c0~4~#~
have been ~t ~iwect *i the C~~A ~%3 toy I~i~ 3&
dorsement of specific oandi8~tes. ~t~us, the letter w~4 ~
have been permitted if the Company had beii advised in a4~~*ii
of the intention by the laston people to distribute it. ~
fort vas made to contact anyone in the New York corporat* be4"
quarters to even advise corporate headquarters of the pwop05~4
sailing of this letter. It was done eatirely at the local *~l4e,
without knowledge - no less consent - of the Company's mane~~
ment or legal advisors in Key York.

On the other band, the Company encourages its employees
to become acquainted with, and actively work for candidates

r of their choice. Indeed, management feels that its employ'
ees can make a genuine contribution to good government t~
actively participating in the election process. As he
states in his affidavit, Dr. Barr in particular has estab"'
lished a personal relationship with Congressman Ritter. Be
has met him on several occasions socially, and at Dr. Barr's
request, Mr. Ritter addressed a New York City meeting of the
Association of Research Directors, of which Dr. Barr is a
member. Unfortunately, Dr. Barr's enthusiasm and support of
Mr. Ritter resulted in the unauthorized activities which are
the subject of this complaint. It is apparent, however,
that those activities were unauthorized by his employer,
beyond the scope of his authority, and cannot be the basis
for a finding of violation of the Act by Pfizer.

Therefore, we believe that Pfizer Inc. did not violate
the prohibition against corporate contributions to candidates
for federal office because Dr. Barr and Mr. Sweet acted with-
out authority, beyond the scope of their employment, and
contrary to Company policy and practice.

ery truly yours

William * Goebelbecker

WJG/avs

Attachments



-w A

2. j$4.~ mi rpomsibilitS tha uspervision of plo~S.

,w'taltingt, owaIrs34t~, compensation abiaisttat4a, mad afety.
o

3. I ma not - officer or director of Pfizer Inc.

C
4. QaoroutSspte.~er16,1982,I~sintheofficeof~'.JeS

BuT when be received a telephone call fr Congrosman 1~n Ritter.
Congressmen Ritter asked for 1~' * Barr' a asalatuace in finding voluateera to

help cwavm on behalf of his cmpaiua. I - a Republican end a supporter of

Congressmen Ritter wad agreed to help i~ * Bur locate voiwateera.

5. I~. Bur end I decided to seek voluateera mong ow' fellow Pfizer

employees. I composed the letter cited in the cuplaint and arranged to mail
it to approximately 180 Pfizer employees and retired employees in the baton

area. The letter ims typed and duplicated by my secretary who then placed

them in envelopes. A clerk ran the letters through the Company's postage

meter and mailed thua.



1~t0

*4 ~ aas~. M -v t3U ~S IflUSW 155 W~W1U

Mt~uZmw'w, ~
V.

~L~A WA&u'~..
U

~. Conrumui Utter wa n~t awe of z~ 1~wo1V~ In I~. ~t

m 'ds~isios to egek vaa~atews by tim metimi~ 4earibed Sn this .tf~dinw

*3

o EU~K WT

C &ibacr±bed and sworn to before me
this~3i. day oi~jd~*it., 1983.

~Iotary Rablic

~ My couaission exPires: k~ASL~.L) ~



Pigmnts ~

Penn#ylva~1

-V - - - ~ - '~-~ ~ ~ 4

iuti*s and wespenss~u~~ *~ -

V.

small part idle teobnology, vhi~ I4V4W*% $40~94~'Lc

physical chemistry and chesical and *~*ctr~w~a) ~ngt*~t~4g.

3. 1 as not an off icer * 4ir*cto~ ~* *U#w ~
4. On or about S.pte*br i6, 1982, z r@c.i*ed a

telephone call from Congressman Don Ritter asking for my

assistance in finding volunteers to help canvass on behalf

of the campaign. I knew Congressman Ritter per~sonally, having

been with him on several social occasions. I had previously

asked Congressman Ritter to speak to a meeting, at the Chem-

ists Club in New York City, of the Association of Research

Directors, an organization of which I am a member.

5. At the time I received the phone call from

Congressman Ritter, crick Sweet was in my office. Mr. Sweet

is a registered Republican and a supporter of Congressman

Ritter, and agreed to help me locate volunteers. Mr. Sweet

w

'C

In

0

'S

C



through the Company' s postage ~ete~ a~4 mailed them.

6. 'Ihe idea of ..w4Aiiig out the letter tO Pt jier

employees was solely mine and )#~. Sweet's. We did not se*k

or receive permission or a~att~Qrity to do ~o from Pt iser

maflagmuent in New York headquarters or from any Pt iser

officer or director.

7. Preparing and sending such a letter is not

part of my usual duties or responsibilities on behalf of the

corporation. It was beyond the scope of my employment and

authority.

8. I am not aware of any time when Pfizer has

authorized such activity or has sent a partisan communication

to its stockholders or employees. As far as I am aware,

Pfizer has never endorsed any candidate for political of-

f ice.

9. Upon receipt of the notice of complaint from

the Federal Election Commission, I offered and in fact paid

Pfizer the cost of the stationery, duplicating and postage.



'C~iIVD1WW V

t4y commission expires:___________

FLORA PtiYLUS roeso
HOTARY Pt3~iC~ SM. of NOW Yoik

No. 4i46O1UrI1
Uualifloi' I. @gsoss Cotu~t1

CertificatO filed in NoW York CaME',
CISSIOB f~ImO Mmih 3S~ 19S

£ft

~qrn

0



CocVes~Bu mZter h~ bwU a 5t~~U1 ~appv~ew ~ of
lahot' in tha L.b*gI~ ~ Us woti*
oa.rnait~tmsnt to in4~a*'~t liach a~ @sr..
direct aupport ineuring tbt the u~iu~ R~~i

~is where y~a can I~tI

%r Please fill out and return the attached t~*'a and
~ Wmnni1~5 Tam.'

Erick W. Sbbeet
Ilesearch Personnel Manager

Please, contact me concerning how I
the iPfizer/*Ritter "Winning Team'

and in~ family might help as a mumber of

Thon

Return to: Mr. Erick W. Sweet,
Research Personnel Manager
Pfizer, Inc.
640 North 13th Street
Easton, Pa 180142
215..253-6261, Ext. 380

"HO LATER. tHAN FRIDAY SEPTEMBER 24. 1982"



If you ha~ 4
at (2O2)523-4529~

0

* please ca

S±~cere1y,
'S.

Counsel



rAugust 16, 1663 ~~

~ :A~~-
JA. ~

M~. Judy 2bdford ~'~' ~'

Federal Risc tion ~
Washington, D.C. 204$

Re: NUR 1$24

*'*1

Dear Us "1hedford: .~., ~.

This will confirm V tM'4'~'*H~*~i
'C which I asked that ~ b~. 4~***U~i4~4 ~ ~

until September 2, 166) ~ ~ ~~t*n~ ~
tic. of July 21.

Our General Counsel r*tiWt~ to tt* O~C. ~ Mgt~.t U a*tot
a two week absence, ai~d I now find I tait~ b**ut Of the @t~
f ice August 22 through Aug~ast 24. Under th.5 QircLmstances,

0 it would be extremely difficult to review our position and
have our response reach you by August 26.

Your cooperation in granting this extension will be very much
appreciated.

Sincerel
K

Goebel becker

WJG/rg



Ms. Judy Thedford
Federal ~1ection
Washington, D.C.

o
ER &~. 235 EAST 42nd STREET. NEW YORK. N.Y 10017

I~ECEvEb

Corn isa ion
20463

In
q-w.

C

q~m



qran~s y~u ~ tiu. mer.:&te your
by Frid&y, &i~tast ~6, X~*3.

If you have any questionu, please contact Judy ?hdf0rd at
a (202) 523-4529.

Sincerely,

Ga%~sen
Assistant General Counsel



~A.W~I@

Lee An* R~U~t*r

Vio~ ~

1125 #~ 8t~4*t, *

Washt*~to~, ~* C. 2O44~

RE: 140R 1524

.4

4~. ;~tJ ~

Dear Ms. Elliott:

I am in receipt of yo~r letter of July 21, 1983. I

trust that your office has reviewed the affidavit of Jerome
Kindrachuk, Treasurer of the Don Ritter for Congress Coimuittee,

which was forwarded to the Federal Election Co~ission by my
letter of February 28, 1983.

As indicated in that affidavit, a request for assistance

in recruiting volunteers was made by Congressman Ritter to an

individual who was an employee of Pfizer. It was similiar to

many other requests made to numerous individuals during the

course of the campaign for assistance in recruiting volunteers.
It contained no suggestion whatsoever that corporate postage
or other resources be used. The committee was completely
unaware that any corporate resources were employed for the

benefit of the campaign until such time as we received a copy
of the complaint. The Don Ritter for Congress Committee
never "accepted" any corporate contributions. The committee
was completely unaware of, and took no action to accept any,
corporate contributions.

0

C



I III

JJE, III:ekp

cc: The Honorable Don
Mr. Jerome Kindra



*UTZ, HUODERS & TALLMAN
740 I4AMILTON MALL

ALLENTOWN, PENNSYLVANIA 18101 8480

'0

Lee Ann Elliott
Vice Chairman
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 "K" Street

0 Washington, D. C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED



William G. Kakame., Iaq.
509 Linden Stret

own, P.nn.y~1#~Wa ~8Zi1.'

Ps KOal$34
*

Dear Mr. Malkames:

On February 15, l9#$, tb* commAtsion nQti4ied yotwoUent,
Berger and Company; ~n~' *a Qop2*int 4i~eging that it bad
violated certain sectiot~a ~E the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended.

The Commission, on July 19, 1983, determined that on the
o basis of the information in the complaii~t and information

provided by you, there is no reason to believe that a violation
of any statute within its jurisdiction has been committed by
Berger and Company, Inc. Accordingly, the Commission closed its

C file in this matter as it pertains to your client. This matter
will become a part of the public record within 30 days after the
file has been closed with respect to all respondents. The

cc Commission reminds you that the confidentiality provisions of
2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (3) and 437g(a)(12) (A) remain in effect
until the entire matter is closed. The Commission will notify
you when the entire file has been closed.

Sincerely,

Associate General Counsel

~q.
U,



William G. Ra3.ka~s, RRq.
309 Linden 8tr~et~>2'
Allentown, ?enneyW.ni~ ~*3.*~.

~.t Vi~4
Dear Mr. I4alkames:

On February 3.5, 1$#), the Coimud.sion notifi*d y.tur client,
Berger and Cox~pany, U~c, ot a oouplaint *l3*g$ng that ~t bad
violated certain sections Qf tb~ Federal Election cemp~iqn Act of
1971, as amended.

The Commission, on , 1983, determined that on the

basis of the information in the complaint and informationprovided by you, there is no reason to believe that a violation
of any statute within its jurisdiction has been committed by
Berger and Company, Inc. Accordingly, the Commission closed its

C file in this matter as it pertains to your client. This matter
will become a part of the public record within 30 days after the
file has been closed with respect to all respondents. The
Commission reminds you that the confidentiality provisions of
2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect
until the entire matter is closed. The Commission will notify
you when the entire file has been closed.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By* Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

I~.

U,



Larry larkan I
47 South Fourteenth Stret
Allentown, PenuisyWauia 1PP$

Dear Mr. Barkan:

On February 15, ~ the Commission z tifie~I yQ~*E a
complaint alleging that ~ps~ violated ~t~a$~ *qcti~si of the
Federal Election Ci~paig~Aet of 1971, a. W~4d.

10 The Commission, on Jt4y 19, 1983. deterzined th&t on the
basis of the information ift the complaint and information
provided by you there is no reason to believe that a violation of

0 any statute within its jurisdiction has been committed.
Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter as it
pertains to you. This matter will become a part of the public
record within 30 days after the file has been closed with respect
to all respondents. The Commission reminds you that the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (5) and
43tg(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire matter is
closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

Genq~k~j~l Counsel

By Kenne A. Gr S
Associate General Counsel



Larry Barkan
47 South Four teentb Rtree~
Allentown, Pennsylvania 181*2

Mt
0 *

Dear Mr. Barkan:

On February 15, l9~3, the ~ s.Aos~~tieiR4 you of a
complaint alleging that ~fQ~ ha vi~.te8 ~~aArk sections of the
Federal Election Campaigz~i&0t of ~flI. is.Mn4.d.

10 The Commission, on ~ 1983, dt*rained that on the
basis of the information in the complaint and information
provided by you there is no reason to believe that a violation of

o any statute within its jurisdiction has been committed.
Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter as it
pertains to you. This matter will become a part of the public
record within 30 days after the file has been closed with respect

e to all respondents. The Commission reminds you that the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and
437g (a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire matter is
closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

By Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



- - *( ~ ~%!~7~A 4. ;-~L ~A4~

J. Jackson 3aton, ZZZ

740 Hamilton Mall
?J1lentovn, Pennsylv*wda 1W*~44*~

&

p Al'> *~R~$~4
~. Dear Kr. Eaton:

on February 16, 1983, th .Ln n*UU~ ~
the Don Ritter For Congres*C~~t*$, ~f ~ o@~I&$~t a24.#ibg
that it had violated certain *~cti~wm ~f the Fe~~ra1 Electi0n
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

0 The Commission, on July19, 1983, determined that on the
basis of the information in tbe complaint and information
provided by you, there is no reason to believe that a violation
of the S 434(b) (5) (A) has been committed and reason to believe
the Don Ritter For Congress Committee violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441b(a). Specifically, it appears that the Don Ritter For
Congress Committee may have accepted a corporate contribution
from Pfizer, Inc. in connection with the Committee's request to
Pfizer, Inc. for volunteers to canvass Congressman Ritter's
district.

You may submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
Please file any such response. within ten days of your receipt of

* this notification.



pvbllc& &

~f you bv~ ~
(202) 52$-4529.

-

~#t Judy Eot4, tt

XII±ott, 7.

Enclosures
Procedures
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lqb L;ampaign AC~ 01 A~R?~, R~ 5~flG@@.

0 The Commissio, on , 1983, determined tb~ on the
basis of the infotmtion in the compZaint and infoz~mati*n
provided by you, theta is no reason to belie#e that a violation
of the 5 434(b) (5) (A) bas been committed and reason to believethe Don Ritter For Congress Committee violated 2 U.s .C.
S 44lb(a). Specifically, it appears that the Don Ritter For
Congress Committee may have accepted a corporate contribution

CC from Pfizer, Inc. in connection with the Committee's request to
Pfizer, Inc. for volunteers to canvass Congressman Ritter's
district.

You may submit any factual or legal materials vhich you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
Please file any such response, within ten days of your receipt of
this notification.



~f yot* bv. ax~~ qt~est ions. pl*ae ooRtaot Judy Tbe4t~*4. at
(202) 523w4$*9.

0I

~q.
In

Enclosures
0 Procedures

C



William 3~ Ooebelbeo~q~ ~
Senior Trade ~egu2*tI@ti C~ta#~*1
Pfizer, Inc.
235 East 4~nd Stret,
New York, New YoEk

S~; ~UR 1524

Dear Mr. Goebelbecker:

On February 14, 1983, the Commission Eiotifid yoisr elients,
IA Brick Sweet and Pfizer, mc., of a complaint alleging that they

had violated certain section of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended ('the Act'). A copy of the complaint was
forwarded to you at that time.

Upon further review of the allegations contained in the
complaint and information supplied by you, the Commission, on

C July 19, 1983, determined that there is reason to believe that
Pfizer, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Act.
Specifically, it appears that if the letter prepared by Mr. Sweet
is viewed as a partisan communication, it may have been sent to
employees who do not qualify as stockholders, administrative and
executive personnel and families. Furthermore, the Commission
has concluded that for activity to be considered 'individual
volunteer activity' defined by 11 C.F.R. S 114.9, the impetus for
the activity must originate with the employees involved. In this
matter, it appears that the impetus for the activity was
suggested by Pfizer, Inc. through the direction of Dr. Barr.

You may submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
Please file any such response within ten days of your receipt of
this notification.



~ota hay, any qu.;tlons, please coRtact Judy ?liedfor4, at
(202) 514~9.

SL#cerely,

lqb

in
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William J. Goebelbecker
Senior Trade Regulatton C*u*.l
Pfizer, Inc.
235 East 42nd Street

rn New York, New York 10017

Re: NUR 1524

C Dear Mr. Goebelbecker:

On February 14, 1983, the Commission notified yout clients,
Erick Sweet and Pfizer, mc., of a complaint *lleging that they
had violated certain section of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint was
forwarded to you at that time.

0
Upon further review of the allegations contained in the

complaint and information supplied by you, the Commission, on
o 1983, determined that there is reason to believe that

Pfizer, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Act.
Specifically, it appears that if the letter prepared by Mr. Sweet
is viewed as a partisan communication, it may have been sent to
employees who do not qualify as stockholders, administrative and
executive personnel and families. Furthermore, the Commission
has concluded that for activity to be considered "individual
volunteer activity" defined by 11 C.F.R. S 114.9, the impetus for
the activity must originate with the employees involved. In this
matter, it appears that the impetus for the activity was
suggested by Pfizer, Inc. through the direction of Dr. Barr.

You may submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
Please file any such response within ten days of your receipt of
this notification.



If you have any questions, please contact Judy Thed~ord, at
(202) 523-4529.

4 Sincerely,

~q.

U,

Enclosures
o Procedures

~qrn
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~9~R W

e~ ~muittes violated 2 U.S.C. 4340) (5) (A).

2. FIM z~ reason to believe urger and Cos~~spy, rr~.
violated *he Act.

3. FInd w rmon to believe Lsxry Barkan violat~ tkm
C Act.

4. FInd reason to believe Pfizer, Inc. violated 2 U.s.c.
S44lb (a).

5. Find reason to believe t1~ !~n Ritter for Congress
Crmuuittee violated 2 U.S.C. S44Th(a).

6. Send tbe letter attad~d to tt~ General Cc~msel' s

report dated July 8, 1983.

Cczmd.ssicners Harris, ~nald, ~arry, and I~eid~e voted affizinatively

for tlu decision; Ocumnissioners AiJcens and Elliott dissented.

Attest:

7-17- d'~9
Date



~uJ~1 ~

* *a~.~t ~*s

July 11, i9u~ at 1~p~u.

bgn rece±v4 ~

aam(s) checkuas

Coissioner Aikens

Coissioner Elliott

Commissioner Harris

Coumuissioner McDonald

Commissioner McGarry

Commissioner Reiche

This matter viii be placed on

agenda for Tuesday, July 19, 1983.

x
I

the Executive Session



BUSTICT: OBJECTIOB - *IUS 1524 Gn*~1 d~
Rport si~ Jiy 8, 1913

The eb .Ii.Im~4 document was c±r~*3ated to the

Co~ssion Wi *mday, July 11, 1983 et 11:00.

Ob~ecti~ Mv. been received from the CwmissIoners

as indicate4 ~ the n Cs) checked:

CQiss ioner Aikens

cc±ssioner Elliott

Coumissioner Harris

Commissioner McDonald

Conuiss ioner McGarry

Commissioner Reiche

This matter will be placed on

agenda for Tuesday, July 19, 1983.

x

the Executive Session

U)

0

~qrn

C

q



WI~II# Off 10* o~ ~n.r4 Couw~*
J~4~t S. 3~3

zurn 1534 ~ COwis

?h*~ attached is submitt4 a ~n 4

for tb Commission Meeting of

Op.~I 8sa ion

Closed Session

CIRCULATIONS

48 Hour Tally Vote
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Non-Sensitive

24 Hour No Objection
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DISTRIBUTION

Compliance

Audit Matters

Lit ig at ion

Closed MUR Letters

Status Sheets

Advisory Opinions

Other (see distribution
below)
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GENERAL COUNSEL' S flEPORt

I. hI~R? OF ALLEGATIONS

On February 7, 1983, Richard Orloski ti)*4 ~~lait~t with
the Caission alleging that the Don Ritter Po~ ~Q*b#r.S&

Committee (Ritter Coumittee) violated 2 U.LC~ $ 4)4(b) mud

S 441b(a).

The alleged 2 U.S.C. S 434(b) violation enters around

C expenditures made by the Ritter Committee to Rerger and Company,

Inc. (Derger). In performing campaign services for the Ritter
C

Committee, Berger hired and paid various vendors. None of the

expenditures to the vendors were itemized by the Ritter Committee

on its disclosure reports. Instead, the Ritter Committee just

reported the expenditures made to Berger. Orloski states that

this action bypasses the requirements of the Act and does not

allow the public the opportunity to see how a campaign committee

is spending its money. Orloski also claims that the bulk

payments to Berger were used to hide a dirty tricks operation.

This operation involved Larry Barkan, who supposedly was hired by



-w ~&

meter and mater is]s vt.i~h were *se~ in ~il~ng * t2~Y4~ to
individuals in thq ]*t~ c0Ww0.eiona3 4A*t~z~ict. ~ *bo

received the 2Iye~ veto saked to *~~*t ~n Rittet'* ~

Orloski also alleges that a Pfizer eap24~e*, U;i0k ~teet~ v*S
authorized to spend o~rporate time on tbis~ project *4 that the

project vas in coorilnation with the Ritt~rCommitt~.

W Letters were sent to the individuals named in the Complaint

notifying them of the filing of the compleint. Responses have

0 been received from the Ritter Committee, Berger, Larry Darkan,

Pfizer, Inc., and Brick W. Sweet.

II. LEGAL AND FACTUAL ANALYSIS

Reporting Violation

The reporting violation deals with payments made by a

political committee to an advertising and public relations firm.

The political committee, the Ritter Committee, reported its

payments to the public relations firm, Berger and Company, Inc.,

on its disclosure reports. The complainant alleges that such

reporting is inadequate as it does not disclose how the money was

ultimately spent or who ultimately provided the service. The



is made ii~ an agg~eg~

*hs dete, amount a~d

aLso be reported. i:

purpose" as a:

so of each p~on to whom an exp.ndI~vr4

~ount of $200 within a calendar year.

ose of tbe oper~btng expenditure mast

.R. S 104.3{bN4) (1) (A) defines

brief statement or description *.~ why the
disbursement was made. ~xampl9 *t
statements or descriptions which meet the
requirements of 11 C.I.a. S 104.3(b) (4)
include the following: dinner expenses,
media, salary, polling, travel, party fees,
phone banks, travel expenses, travel expense
reimbursement and catering costs. However,
statements or descriptions such as "advance",
election day expenses", "other expenses",

"expenses", "expense reimbursement",
"miscellaneous" "outside services", "get-out-
the-vote", and "voter registration would not
meet the requirements....

In reply to its receipt of the complaint, Berger and

Company, Inc. states that all advertising and professional

services provided to the Ritter Committee account were itemized

category by category and line by line in detailed invoices

delivered to the treasurer of the Ritter Committee. Berger also

states that services provided to the Ritter Committee were

performed in a manner that would apply to any client.



~ittee w*te not
~ ~.

~$e wadewstsRding :44?,

~aMbook, the Ii tt~ tv.. t** ~* ~* ~b pep~t~ ~o
merger as they were as4~.

The litter Co~tt~ repotta dAe~oa. pys.u~ta to Rezge~ and

Company. Inc. totaUin~~,4~7.68. tI* ~~u~t% #t* ~p@~t*4

for media consulting, mla CupeMee, meS serVio~w. and rad~o.

These description stateinents met the rquir.m.nts set forth in

11 C.F.R. S 104.3(b)(4)41)(A). A t~e ev~8enoe ieRd~Icstes,

10 payments were made by the litter ~oinittee to Berger, flat to the

individual media vendors identified in the complaint. Neither
0

the Act nor the Regulations require further break down in the

reporting of expenditures. Therefore, the Office of General

Counsel recommends finding no reason to believe that the Ritter

Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 434(b) (5) (A).

The complainant also alleges that the bulk payments" made

by the Ritter Committee to Berger and Company were used to fund a

*dirty tricks operation." Specifically, Mr. Orloski claims that

Larry Barkan was hired by the Ritter Committee to take

unflattering photographs of Mr. Orloski and that no

expenditures were reported as being made to him. Mr. Barkan

filed a response in reply to the filing of the complaint. He



IqJgt &U4 c~up~~ ~ ~ ~I~*0W ~*4~i
N

any ditty tricks opet~~@w~,

As previously not4 t~k Mt~ ~*~tt~ *~Qtt4 ~t*

payments (including th wm~y ~ubtch 4t~4~ ~t t0 ~m
5arIcz~ for photographic ervioeB) tQ Rr~* ~t~d 4?~~any ~h1ch w~s
in compliance with the Act

Illecal Cor~.orate ~1~93~

Richard Orloski's second allegation concerns a mailing made

by Pfizer, Inc. Enclosed with the complaint was a copy of a
0

letter and an envelope. The letter signed by trick Sweet

requested volunteers to join the Pfizer/Ritter 'Winning Team.'

The envelope was enclosed as proof of the use of corporate

materials and a postage meter. Orloski states that trick Sweet

spent corporate time to prepare and gather the mailing list names

and that the mailing was done in coordination with the Ritter

Committee. It is alleged that this activity constitutes an

illegal corporate in-kind contribution prohibited by 2 U.S.C.

S 441b.

Both Pfizer and Erick Sweet responded to the allegation.

The Pfizer response raises two defenses. The first defense is

that the activity is a legal partisan communication defined in



~' ~'~' ~4~ti.an C

11 C.V.l. 5 114.3(a) statess

A corpQtation ma~ in~ie partisan
communications in connection with a Federal
election to its stockhlders and executive or
administrative personnel and their families.

11 C.I.R. S 114.3(b) requires that expenditures for p~t5*ai~

4 communications which expressly advocate the election of a o)*&E~W
identified candidate be reported to the Commission if the cotta

C exceed $2,000 per election.

11 C.F.R. S 114.3(c) further describes the manner in which

partisan communications may be made. Printed material may be
~qrn

distributed to corporate stockholders and executive or
0

administrative personnel and their families provided:

c 1) that the material is produced at the expense of the

corporation or the separate segregated fund; and,

2) that the material constitutes a communication of the

corporation and is not a reproduction, in whole or part, of any

campaign materials of the candidate.

Pfizer's response indicates that the mailing was done in

response to a request from Congressman Ritter for volunteers.

Specifically, Congressman Ritter phoned Dr. James Barr, Director

of Research at the Easton facility, asking for volunteers to

canvass the Congressman's district. Dr. Barr subsequently



- sail it *~ .m~uat.fr ~*I~ s~eoE~* t tb* biton

t*tit@@* (~~1~4 ~ O@k~.4#tS tt this tt~e of maiU~)~ tO

staff p.rsnne~. (claime4 to be ezempt emplOyees under the VR1~

Labor Standat4s Act ~asd fall within the efinition of executive

and administrative pe*~n#l) and 73 t.sa~@h and laboratoW~
N

technicians (c4imed to ~*ll within the definition of executive

and administrative personnel). Wfiser also states that mOSt if

not all of these iu~ividuals are stockholders. Also, Pfiser

Ian states that the nailing expenses vere veil below the $2,000

threshold for reporting such activity to the Commission.

0 The primary issue is whether the partisan communication was

sent to a class of people outside the corporation's stockholders
C

and executive or administrative personnel and families (See 11

C.F.R. S 114.3(a). Pfizer claims that further investigation

would show that, at the very least, a vast majority of the

employees were stockholders ... when the letters were sent out.

In support of the argument Pfizer notes its company program (i.e.

stock option plans, investment plans, employee stock ownership

plan) through which employees would be stockholders. However,

the Commission has not reached a decision as to whether employees

under ESOP's are stockholders for purposes of the Act and

Regulations. See Separate Opinion to A.O. 1977-49.



iMicates that tb

the o*st of ~tatio~~
~iie 1e~ter and a. $~L4 ~t ~s 1~4~ ~

part, of any Ritter caa~&ign mat~r*ga.
Volunteer ~Q~jyJJ~

Alternately, Pt is*r argues tb~t ~~**~*ER9 ~ou34~&L~0 be

considered volunteea~ activity 1~ CJ.~

S 114.9(a). 11 C.I.a. S 114.9(a) a11owi~ #tQckhQlders a~

corporate up, ... to mali. coca *i~a*, Isolatad, or

incidential use of the corporate faciliti*s for individual

volunteer activity in connection with a Federal election provided

the corporation is reimbursed to the extent that the overhead or

operating costs of the corporation are increased. Sections (i)

and (iii) of this same regulation define 'occasional, isolated

and incidential Use' as follows:

(i) When used by employees during working
hours, an amount of activity during any
particular work period which does not prevent
the employee from completing the normal
amount of work which that employee usually
carries out during such work periods or

(iii) Any such activity which does not
exceed one hour per week or four hours per
month, regardless of whether the activity is
undertaken during or after normal working
hours, shall be considered as occasional,
isolated, or incidential use of the corporate
facilities.



sbmtt~~4 an ~t*Wavtt ~4testtng to 4h. t~te L~Red

Zn other mttei~s t~*ote the Coission (MUM 1314 an PM ~V,

the commission has rew*wd certain activity to 4etersine i~ this

aotiwity a.nstitute4 'individual v*lunteet aot~ivity under

11 C.V.R. S 114.9. Zn those matters the Comt.#i~ta adopted thiC

standard that in order for activity to constitute individual

volunteer activity~' the Impetus for the acti~ity muSt originate

with the employees. As the facts show, Congressman Ritter

contacted Dr. Barr, Director of Research at the Easton facility

0 of Pfizer, Inc., who then contacted Brick Sweet, who is the

Research Personnel Manager at the Easton facility, who then
C

performed the activity. This calls into question whether the

activity of Mr. Sweet was really "individual volunteer activity

or was suggested by Pfizer, Inc. through the direction of Dr.

Barr.

Conclusion

The Office of General Counsel recommends finding reason to

believe that Pfizer, Inc. and Don Ritter for Congress violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). The recommendation of reason to believe is

being made in order to further investigate to whom the letter was

sent and whether these individuals qualify as "stockholders,

administrators, or executive personnel and families". Further,



VWLG~WU the Act. <>7 ~ .

3) Find no raema tO b~1iv~ Z~ry Park~n vioI*ted the A

4) Find reason to believe P*iser, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a).

5) Find reason to belive the Don Ritter For Congress

Coimittee violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

6) Send the attached letter.

Charles N.Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross /
Associate General Counsel

Attachments

I.
II.
III.
Iv.
V.

Eaton Response
Berger Response
Barhan Response
Pfizer Response
Letters



I

hi*ar ~1r. Gr9s:

Pleas# )* a4i
~Congress Committee ai

10, 1983, a~.ong with
~? !*~~r8Or

Enclosed is t~ vo~n afiidavit ~f Je~m Kindz~achuk,
Treasurer of the t~on R~tter ~ox~ ~opp~ess ~omuittee which responds
to the allegations of Kr. Orloski. The cMrges of violations of
law are unfounded as the response will show.

If there is any further information you require, please
advise us.

III

JJEIII:plp
enclosure

FEDERAL EXPRESS

.,~Ft4k~*e~7r ~



zirm w~g'e to ~ r*p~w:eu to tue ~S thU ~
baa 4021e 80.

'*be~ Do~i ~ttt4~z i*X CQn~t.sR ~ at no time
or M54~* ~iiy p~yw~ts ~* *I~ ~ ~ in6~4at.d izi tb~

CW Orloski 1~ttr. It is m~ U 4e~#~aMi~q t4~at Ii. yes UgRy$ *
~ Berger and ~Qspany, w~4i ~ was ret i~4bi. for pr*viO~

media services to the Coinitte.
N

With regard to the Pti:er Company matter, neither the
I' Committee or 'the Conqt.ssman re~aest~4 the Miling describ4

was anyone o1~ the Committee swat. of the content of the maili~ig
or that it in fact had taken place. By telephOne conversation.

~ Congressman Ritter did request an individual who as an employee
of Pfizer to assist in the campaign in recruiting volunteers.

0 There was no suggestion of a mailing and there was never any
request by the Committee or offer by any person that corporate

~ postage or other resources be used in this matter. We specifically

~ deny that this mailing was used for or resulted in any fund-raising.
q~,.

The Committee sincerely regrets the Pfizer incindent.
~ But it was one over which the -Committee had no control and did

not request.

Ritter for Congress Committee

Jerome Kindrachuk, being duly sworn according to law, deposes
and says that he is Treasurer of the Don Ritter for Congress Cotmuittee
and that as such is authorized to make this affidavit in its behalf
and that the facts set forth above are true and correct to the best
of his knowledge, information and belief.

Sworn to an subscribed before
of Febr

A!!ertown, Leh>h C'*' .2?
W~ Commis~:on E~i~.a i~r~ 2. ~9Z4 ________________________



F"i~icb~4 C. Keenan
Executive Vice President
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P~w4 R.etlO Wini55~Afl

1huMaS~Sa, ~ .~463

Ms ER l52I~

This letter will serve to acIo~G.edgO notification of a i

received PWbriaary 7, 1983 by the Fedora ELection Co~ssion fra
~.chard J. 0rlosld~ whi@h alleges that merger and ~qq may haw~
violated certain sections of the Federal ELection Cinp4gn Act o~
1971, as muended. Your letter to us dated Febr~iary 10, with .s~
is noted.

~enditiwe5 made for advertising and professional servi~S

provided by urger and Company, Inc., with respect to the 1~n Mtt,~r
for Conpess Comnittee account were itemised category by categoz7 amul
line by line in detailed Derger and Company invoices delivered to the
Treasurer of the Coimuittee, Jerome KSndrachuk, CPA, in accci4ancV with

accepted accounting procedures prescribed by our ow~ Certified Fuba.io
~ Accounting counsel.

Services to the Ooaittee were rendered in a manner that

would a~ly to any client, whether institutional, corporate,
charitab~Le, or individual, who may engage our firm for professional
services including advertising, pubLic relations, market research,
media evaluations and recomendations, media placement, art and
production, at al. urger and Company did not function as a political
action committee, as alleged.

Comp~Lainant s allegation that Derger and Company employed
"the mechar4um' ... "to lawder these expenditures" ... "for -the

dirty kicks operation" constitutes a defamatory and unwarranted
reflection on the intepity and reputation of our firm.

Michael C. Kewlan
kecutive Vice President

B & 5 BuildIng * 546Hamllton Street * Post Office Box 1111 * Allentown, Pennsylvania 18105 * 215-4354667
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Dear Rz~ *r*st ,*~.j*

9,...~.

) 
,.,

!his is a r.~0i~ ~I~* W.

and the 3.et~0r o~ 2t~*x~ Qi~)*.~4~ ~
4.

I am a prof*s.i~Z t~i~ ~ *b* ~

from time to time by Re~gr & O*y t~ ~*tE p~ofe~*ial

services related to their va~Aous accounts. Xn this fashion

during the past year I performed photographic Services f or

Berger & Company with regard ta its client, the Don Ritter

for Congress committee and his family. This work involved

photographing aitter. volunteers,; senior citiineflS., and

public events at which ~my candidates appeared.

All my services were invoiced to Berger & Company and ali

payments were make to by check of Berger and Company.
qv~

Your truly .~

Larry rkan

/
I.



This letter is in r~i~t~ ~Ot~~WO J*~~
1983, one addressed ~ ~ ~o*p~nj tn4 ~b t~ ~ 3~1ck V.
Sweet at our Easton, N~uaylvania l~catioS,~ . Sv.4~t b~s
authorized me to rept*~nt him in thit mat1bet. as b.&PUSer

0 Inc., and enclosed are ptatementa of Desi.9*at4on of Counsel
executed by both partieS. Also enclosed is an'affidWit
executed by Mr. Sweet.

C
Richard Orloski was the candidate who unsuccessfully attempted
in November, 1982 to unseat the incumbent congressman, Donald
litter, in the Fifteenth District of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Orloski's allegations as to Pfizer's role in that election,
which begin on the third page of ibis letter to the~ Comission
dated January 31, 1963, are inaccurate in a number of respects,
and his conclusion that the corporation made illegal in-kind
contributions is not supported by the facts.

The ventae they occurred are set forth below for your con-
sideration. In mid-September, 1962, Dr. Jars Barr, Director
of a.search at our Keaton location, received a telephone call
from Congressman litter asking vhther any Pfizer white collar
employees or their families might wish to volunteer to help
canvass the district on Mr. litter's behalf... Because the
number of persons to be contacted vas so high, direct personal

/
/

41h~fe~~r-~ I V

~4~d

L#t4~d~ -
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company's postage wr wu~ ~w~www4w~ ~45W *5' ~

A total of four affirmative responses were received a&.a
result of this mailing. The names and tel~phOne nwaheEt of
the volunte*r5 wer. given by ph~i~e to Coflp~5SS3PI Jtit~'5
campaign office, but to our kn6*le4ge none of the p~OU~*
ever coi~tacted or asked to asaL~t l~n any manher. AtA~Q ~
did any of the pfizer personnel involved in this ~IGUt
these volunteers, or any of the other persons to wbo~, t~ie~ ~t-
ter was mailed, to contribute funds to Mr. Ritter's ~

It is the corporation's policy to keep its employees ~fttQ?#*d
on legislative and political matters, and to encoura~4 tbas~~

Ia participate in the political process by voting and a~si.tix~g
in the election of candidates that they favor. It goes without
saying, of course, that the Company makes every effort to as-

o sure its activities are conducted in accordance with federal,
state and local laws, and our employees similarly intend to
comply with all legal requirements. If employees propose to
undertake any activities on behalf of the Company, as opposed

C to individual volunteer work, we expect them to check in
advance with our New York headquarters. The several employees
who participated in this mailing regarded it as a volunteer
effort on their part, not requiring any corporate approval or
guidance.

Our review indicates that these activities did not represent
a violation of the federal election laws. The mailing de-
scribed above can be regarded as a partisan communication
permitted under 2 USC 441b.(b) (2) (A) or, in the alternative,
it can be considered employee volunteer activities allowed
under 11 CFR 114.9(a).

'WI



e mailieg took pLa#~ ~ ~t#z: ~vw -~
ploy*~W W~dew ~ aM ~a
t~. Co~sion~S or a~it~iWtt*~*V4
personnel~ and t~* fl ~%*#arch ~b~#t~C~ tech
lec ted because ~ tw se tent i,4c'~r1 ~niQl stC~%~
believe this $~tter ~0~*9 45* ~*tm ~ 9 Sssi*A~ ~ iS'

tion of executive or Ahd~ifli*t~d~Ve p~t*nflbl The *c~~tifiC
knowledge requ1red't~y the scientifiC and technical pe~soi~nel
is of an advanctd type beyond the high school level in ~he

0 field of the physical or biological sciences: appr~xim*t*ly
two-thirds have associate or bachelor of science degrees, and
a number of others are working toward such degrees. They

o perform various routine and non-routine chemical and physical
evaluations of new processes~ materials and finished products.
This requires a variety of calculations, interpretations of
data, and a knowledge of both testing and calculating equip-
ment. These research and laboratory technicians are paid on a
salary basis, with pay ranging between $330 and $637 per week.

Seyond this, we believe that virtually all employees to who's
the mailing was sent are Pfizer. stockholders as the result of

their participation 'in one or more programs offered by the
:7he corporation has a stock option plan under which

options ~ purchase Pf iser stock are offered to all employees.
Our Company also provides a Savings Plan 'i~hich is available to

all employees as soon as they join the Company. There are

three investment choices for the individual, one of which is



V. ~ 4~vwr7W

tts wer#~ .w~

In s~mry, tbe~ ~ i~ t1~It~ t~ *~)ie ~
considered a p~tis~n ~a sn%.~tt*~W '4 I**c~*G
hold*rS and their £~i1 its (inclu4tE~ retirees and ~teeO*~ ~
p~loyee*), or to r.tire* stockhol4*r* and to exec~x~ive OC
istrative emp3Q~es. iLs such, the ma$ling was co~p1ete~ t~

* accordance wi~b 2 USC 441b.(b)(2)(M' and 1,1 Cfl 1~4.3.

VOJ~JR~US~ AV~V~1W5K
In the alternate, however, the mailing and surrounding V4M~

N can be considered volunteer activities permitted under XI ~Z
114.9(a). Under this provision an employee of a corpQrat$~'#~
is allowed to make occasional, isolated at incidental use *f
his employer's facilities for his tndi~idual volunteeraOb4Y$tV
in connection with a federal election. He is required t~

reimburse the corporation to the extent that the overhead ~r
operating costs of the corporation are increased. "Occasional,

C isolated or incidental use" is defined generally to mean an
amount of activity during any particular work period which does
not prevent the employee from completing the normal amount of

c work he would usually carry out during the work period, but in
any event activity which does not exceed one hour per week or
four hours per month is considered as occasional, isolated or
incidental. An employee who makes more than occasional, iso
lated or incidental use of a corporation's facilities is re-
quired to reimburse the corporation for the normal and usual
charge.

In the instant case, the individuals' volunteer activities in
no way interfered with their performing their normal assign-
ments. The four employees involved in the drafting, typing,
duplicating and mailing of the letter, and the subsequent
receipt of responses, spent no more than 'four man-hours over
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emp2@y*es involved have hee~ made avare of the iuport&S*4 #1
obtaining prioz review of such activities by our corpotCt
h.a4quartez3, a~d we plan to remind our employees at all l*'
cation. of the necessity of their scrupulouS .tt@~tiOfl t* tMr
l.g~2 requirements of all campaign-related endeavors. 1~

o certain3y see no reason for any additional action by the

Please let us know if you have questions concerning thi.

matter.

Very truly yours,

belbecker

WJG/rg

Enclosures



1. ??#R Rar~b, 3911 to ~1

~egeowi~*l 3t.*a%#? a~ th~ Imeton, Peaa*~

2. In mid-September, 1982, 1 v
~K~earch at the same location, if I

Ocanvass the Easton area on behalf

~'Ritter.

Court, ~ 14 18064

:44- ~
~4:~

date I heve beca Iesearch

4~ ~Q*Uty of Pfizer ~

a~ked by 1~r. James Iarr, ~irector of

oglE help enlist Pfizer volunteers to

of the incumbent Congressman, Donald

3. I drafted a letter, dated September 20, 1982, to be mailed to a

~number of employees and retired employees of the Easton facility. I asked my

secretary to type and duplicate the letter and place the copies in envelopes.

The letters were brought to a clerk at the same facility who fed them through

the Pfizer postage meter and placed them in the U.S. mail.

4. I selected the persons to whom the 3etter was to be mailed. To

the best of my knowledge the letter was mailed to approximately 173 employees

regarded as executive and administrative and professional ~ersonnel, and to

seven retired employees. No record was maintaii~ed as to which persons vere

sent the letter.
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Notary Public
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William J. Goebe3.becker
Senior Trade Regulation Counsel
Pfizer, Inc.
235 East 42nd Street
New York, Nov York 1'O~7

~

Dear Mr. Goebelbecker:

On February 14, 1983, the Coew*i*sion i~~4yo~*x c~ex~ts,
Erick Sweet and Pfizer, Inc., of a~coi~1aint ~Ueg$z~g th&t they
had violated certain section of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint was
forwarded to you at that time.

0
Upon further review of the allegations contained in the

complaint and information supplied by you, the Commission, on
1983, determined that there is reason to believe that

Pfizer, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Act.
Specifically, it appears that if the letter prepared by Mr. Sweet
is viewed as a partisan communication, it may have been sent to
employees who do not qualify as stockholders, administrative and
executive personnel and families. Furthermore, the Commission
has concluded that for activity to be considered "individual
volunteer activity" defined by 11 C.F.R. S 114.9, the impetus for
the activity must originate with the employees involved. In this
matter, it appears that the impetus for the activity was
suggested by Pfizer, Inc. through the direction of Dr. Barr.

You may submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
Please file any such response within ten days of your receipt of
this notification.

5)
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LaE~ry Barkan
47 South Fourteenth Bt~eet
Allentown, Pennsylvania lS1O~

R: WR 15*4

Dear Mr. Barkan:

On February 15, 1963, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had ~ioWt*C ~ert~.n sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of l~7l, as amended.

In The Commissian, on , 1963, determined that on the
basis of the information in the complaint and information
provided by you there is no reason to believe that a violation of
any statute within its jurisdiction has been committed.0 Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter as it
pertains to you. This matter will become a part of the public
record within 30 days after the file has been closed with respect
to all respondents. The Commission reminds you that the

__ confidentiality provisions of 2 U.s.c. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and
437g (a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire matter is
closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

By Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



William G. Ma2~me*, Z#t}~
509 Linden St~*t
Allentown, PennSylva~4~ 4~0l

R~ ~U*~Z2~

Dear Mr. Malkames:

On February 15, ~R8)~ the Co~i4sioi~ 1~Qti~*e4 yo~r client,
Berger and Coup YrZP~# o~ a corn U**~<t allegi4 th&t it had
violated certai*i iecttos% of the td~raX Zl.ctioa~ Campaign Act of
1971, as amended.

The Commission, on , 1983, determined that on the
basis of the information in the complaint and information
provided by you, there is no reason to believe that a violation
of any statute within its jurisdiction has been committed by
Berger and Company, Inc. Accordingly, the Commission closed its

C file in this matter as it pertains to your client. This matter
will become a part of the public record within 30 days after the
file has been closed with respect to all respondents. The
Commission reminds you that the confidentiality provisions of
2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect
until the entire matter is closed. The Commission will notify
you when the entire file has been closed.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

.5-

'0

U,



On February 16, 19*~~ ~* ~,tz ~fJ~1*Pte
the Don litter For congt.4~a~,
that it had violated cert~J~ ~ wia ok ~be 1 4 *J*etion
Campaign Act of 1971, as

a The Commission, on . ~9*), detezained tbat on the
basis of the information in the complaint and information
provided by you, there is no reason to believe that a violation
of the 5 434(b) (5) (A) has been committed and reason to believethe Don Ritter For Congress Committee violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441b(a). Specifically, it appears that the Don litter For
Congress Committee may have accepted a corporate contribution
from Pfizer, Inc. in connection with the Committee's request to
Pfizer, Inc. for volunteers to canvass Congressman litter's
district.

You may submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
Please file any such response within ten days of your receipt of
this notification.

7
0
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IS~NPOaM TO: 0WW
F~Ki HARTOflZ W. 3*UO3#jj~ 8AVAG~4~S

NIu~cH 30, 1983

8U5~7ZCT: iW~ 1524 ?i~ Q*~al counsel's

Repo~t 4t.4 March *8, 1983

Th above~naaed doc~nt was circulated to the

Couin±stion on a 24 hour no-objection basis at U;0(~,
U,

March 29, 1983.

o There were no objections to the First General

Counsel's Report at the time of the deadline.

e



Mar@h 2~j I1R3

Mm L~24 -1st GC*pt

The attached i* subsitted as an Agea~a ~

for the Commission Meeting of _______________________________

Open Session _____________________

Closed Session _____________________

CIRCULATIONS

48 Hour Tally Vote
Sensitive
Non-Sensitive

24 Hour No Objection
Sensitive
Non-Sensitive

Information
Sensitive
Non-Sensitive

[I
[1
[1

('1~
[I

Other [J

DISTRIBUTION

Compliance

Audit Matters

Litigation

Closed MUR Letters

Status Sheets

Advisory Opinions

Other (see distribution
belov)
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CCSIPLAINT~S WANE: Richard J. Orisoki

- DESPONDENT'S WANE: Don litter For %~onqr.s~, 3e~%~ AA4
Company, mo, Larr~ RatI~an, ~ Inc.
Erick Sweet

RELEVANT STATUTE: 2 U.S.C. 55 434(b), 44l~(a)

ly 11 C.F.I. S 1*44(b) (4) (1),

Ph INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: Don litter For Coiigress

4~m

o FEDERAL AGENIES CHECKED: N/A

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS
C

On February 7, 1983, Richard Orloski filed a complaint with

the Commission alleging that the Don litter For Congress

Committee (Ritter Couuittee) violated 2 U.S.C. S 434(b) and

S 441b(a).

The alleged 2 U.S.C. S 434(b) violation centers around

expenditures made by the litter Comittee to Berger and Company,

Inc. (Berger). In performing campaign services for the litter

Committee, Berger hired and paid various vendors. None of the

expenditures to the vendors were itemized by the litter Committee



this O~~#ttQI~ iR~POlV4 ~ar:y b~*~h~ iwbo

~h. Rttt.t ~ #p take 2tttnw' Ph ~graI*Is Qt

~he aui~.~I * UJ.~ S 44$~a) ,i4~tioat ~ ,r*~a.
mailing *ade b~ Wfi~.t lao. w*4@b 16 aU.g.d t tAtu~. at~

illegal oorpok4~W **a'mIti#4 ~t~i6iztioa to the M~ta# 0s±ttee.

Specifically, Orloski olai~e that If iaer furnished a postage
meter and materials whiob were used in mailing a flyer to

individuals in the 15th congressional district. Those who

received the flyer vere asked to assist in Ritter's re-election.

Orloski also alleges that a Pfizer employee, Brick Sweet, was

authorized to spend corporate time on this project and that the

project was in coordination with the Ritter Committee.

Letters were sent to the individuals named in the complaint

notifying them of the filing of the complaint. Responses have

been received from the Ritter Committee, Berger, Larry Barkan,

Pfizer, and Brick W. Sweet.

~qrn
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B a I Building * 546 Hamilton Streete Post Office lox 1131 S Allentown, Pennsylvania 18105 * 215-4359687



1' 25, 1W~

I~.rel Nection ~esin
Iksbingbeu, ~O 20463

Mi DIR l5~4

This lettez' will serve to ackno~G.edgO not4.ficat&on of
received bbI~iaz7 7, l%3 by the ?4.ral Zection ~ssi@n ~
~.chard J. Orlosid. which alleges that brger a~ ~q'u~ sq h
violated certain secticue at the Jederal ELection ~.iW' At
1971, as meMed. !~ letter to us dated 7eb~'~zwy 10, with a
La noted.

3q~.nd±tiwes uple for advertising aM ofessianal SerYicS
provided by hrgu' eM ~q'e'w, Inc., with respect to the ~a
for Wapess ~ttee aceount were itmised catago~y by oateM
line by line In detailed Bwger aM ~q~sxW invoices delivered W
Treamarer of the OoeMtt.e, Jerame Kiudrachuk, CPA, in accotde*~~ ~*b
accepted accounting procedures prescribed by our am Certified N~I4.
Accounting counsel.

0 Services to the Ceinittee were rerxlered in a mariner that
would apply to arq client, whether institutional, corporate,
charitabLe, or individual, who may engage our fiz'm for professional
services including advertising, public relations, market research,
media evaluations aM recamendations, media placmnt, art and
production, et al. urger and Celypany did riot function as a political
action committee, as alleged.

a,
Oomplairiant s allegation that Berger and Cz~mpany employed

"the mechanimia" ... "to launder these expenditures" ... "for the
dirty tricks operation" constitutes a defamatory and unwarranted
reflection on the integrity and reputation of our firm.

yours,

14.chael C. Keenan
Executive Vice President

B & B Building * 546 HamIlton Street * Post Office Box 1111 * Allentown. Pennsylvania 18105 * 215*4359657

'~ ~
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i~tii~ ~ ~t~atvsav~ t~ ~ eeLtaated as a~

oouns*l and Is autborialed to rcqlve any notIfIcatIOnS and
our

couinw4oatlons from the Co *%~e~ a~4 to act on a~' behalf b.fot*

the Com*Is.Ion.

February 23, 1983

Date ignature

NAZ4E:

ADDRESS:

u2V~IW uur~~ZUi

Michael C. Keenan

546 Hamilton Street
P. 0. Box 1111
Allentown, PA 18105

215/820-9280
aa~wa~ ~

BUSINESS PHONE: 215/435-9687

Michael C. Keenan
Executive Vice President
Berger and Company, Inc.

w
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ERGER aid CONMN'W mc..

Advertising * Public Relations * Marketing
5&Bluildlng * 54flamhltonstreet * DozUU
AliStown. ~fas$vaasa 18105

S

Federal Election Couunission

~c376 696 88. Washington, DC 20463

A

Attn: Judith Thedford

CERTIFIED MAIL
~~EST~



CURTX~I~D~L~

Kenneth A. 0rqss,
Associate Gelwt
Federal ElectLoa~
1325 K Street, R.V.
Washington, D.C. 104*)

Re: Nfl 1524

This letter is in t~pone to
1983, one addressed to *~at CO~p~y ' the ~ther to ~r * U~KV.
Sweet at our saston. W ylva*S* 1e~tio,~, Mr. w*t has
authorized me to represent him in this matter, as has Pfizer
Inc., and enclosed are 5tate~euts of 0esignation of Counsel
executed by both parties. Also enclosed Is an affidavit
executed by Mr. Sweet.

Richard Orloski vas the candidate who unsuccessfully attempted
in November, 1982 to unseat the incumbent Congressman, Donald
Ritter, in the Fifteenth District of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Orloski's allegations as to Pfizer's role in that election,
which begin on the third page of his letter to the Comission
dated January 31, 1983, are inaccurate in a number of respects,
and his conclusion that the corporation made illegal in-kind
contributions is not supported by the facts.

The events as they occurred are set forth below for your con-
sideration. in mid-September, 1982, Dr. James Barr, Director
of Research at our Easton location, received a telephone call
from Congressman Ritter asking whether any Pfizer white collar
employees or their families might wish to volunteer to help
canvass the district on Mr. Ritter's behalf. Because the
number of persons to be contacted was so high, direct personal



A total of f~tr atf$x*&tiVe re#po*a wr* @@~W4
res~a1t at this uatU*~ !h* ns and tel*pho*e a
the volvatoers w.W~iY.n by %b*UW to Co~t9~* ,

cs~patg* oflto., ~ut to ~r kRI~4C won. of tb
e'r#r oou~taoted ow a~ke4 to .*#tst iWa *37 manner * At ~s ~
41S.6 any of the Pt *sr peronnei involved in this tu~e%~0t 14
these woltanteers, or any of the other persons to wh~ th9 3~*~
ter was mailed to contribute funds to Kr. litter's ~p~iin4

It is the corporatSons policy to keep it. emploN*6 iSt~E.*
on legislative and political matters, and to encOVt* the to
participate in the political process by voting and a*SiStP#
in the election of candidates that they favor. It ~O* ~ith0~5
saying, of course, that the Company makes every effort to as-

o sure its activities are conducted in accordance with federal,
state and local laws, and our employees similarly intend to
comply with all legal requirements. If employees propose to
undertake any activities on behalf of the Company, as opposed

C to individual volunteer work, we expect them to check in
advance with our New York headquarters. The several employees
who participated in this mailing regarded it as a volunteer
effort on their part, not requiring any corporate approval or
guidance.

Our review indicates that these activities did not represent
a violation of the federal election laws. The mailing de-
scribed above can be regarded as a partisan communication
permitted under 2 USC 441b.(b)(2)(A) or, in the alternative,
it can be considered employee volunteer activities allowed
under 11 CFR 114.9(a).



~i.auw ~ ~wa~~*w w~ ~

collar wrK*~ ~ 4s4*UR V~ $~R~ tQ U
0 seven reti~e~ ~1 ~

mailing t~0k pZto.~ ZOO et*ft wO0~ I ~
ployees ia6~ 1~ tair Lbor Stan4a*t Mt ;sA tall
the Coinissi*n~s detiwiltion of ex~~uti~* OW ~
personnelv and t~ 73 r*seawoh and labowetow1 te@~m*#i~ ~,

lected bectuse ~ theiw scieRt~Uc ~r t
believe this lattt group alto meats tha OOtSSZR5~U,4~F'
tion of executive or administrative personnel. 11~* 5O~5*R~*UO
knowledge requited by the scientific and technical perS#t~**l
is of an advanced type beyond the high school level uk the

a field of the physical or biological scienceap approximately
two-thirds have associate or bachelor of science degroes, and
a number of others are working toward such degrees. !hey
perform various routine and non-routine chemical and physical

o evaluations of new processes, materials and finished products.
This requires a variety of calculations, interpretations of
data, and a knowledge of both testing and calculating equip-
ment. These research and laboratory technicians are paid on a
salary basis, with pay ranging between $330 and $637 per week.

Beyond this, we believe that virtually all employees to whom
the mailing was sent are Pfizer stockholders as the result of
their participation in one or more programs offered by the
Company. The corporation has a stock option plan under which
options to purchase Pfizer stock are offered to all employees.
Our Company also provides a Savings Plan which is available to
all employees as soon as they join the Company. There are
three investment choices for the individual, one of which is



Za *~P*ry, the mailing, it attributpd to the COp#~?,
considered a partisan communication directed solely to
holders and their families (inclu~ag retirees and prese*t a
ploye.s), or to retiree stockholders end to executive at ~
istrative employees. As such, the mailing was completeZi In
accerdance vith 2 USC 441b.(b)(2)(A) and 11 CPR 1144.

- Volunteer Activities

In the alternate, however, the mailing and surrounding *vemte
1% can be considered volunteer activities permitted under 11 CVZ

114.9(a). Under this provision an employee of a corpor&ti~n
is allowed to make occasional, isolated or incidental use ~E
his employer's facilities for his individual volunteer activity
in connection with a federal election. He is required to
reimburse the corporation to the extent that the overhead or
operating costs of the corporation are increased. Occasional,

o isolated or incidental use is defined generally to mean an
amount of activity during any particular work period which does
not prevent the employee from completing the normal amount of

work he would usually carry out during the work period, but in
any event activity which does not exceed one hour per week or
four hours per month is considered as occasional, isolated or
incidental. An employee who makes more than occasional, iso-
lated or incidental use of a corporation's facilities is re-
quired to reimburse the corporation for the normal and usual
charge.

In the instant case, the individuals' volunteer activities in
no way interfered with their performing their normal assign-
ments. The four employees involved in the drafting, typing,
duplicating and mailing of the letter, and the subsequent
receipt of responses, spent no more than four man-hours over
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ZR 0*OW*tOB, V* ~~*V* tt&~ *~IBU~4 alhi,~g *8*

fled ~s ei~ber. 2t4 ~ttt0a* oc~SR$*Rtt0Rv *t ~

bursuent to the Co*~aEay of tbe ptt~l c~st*ift@Utt*4
employees involved have been made aware of the impOt~
obtaining prior review of such activities by our ooti
heads~warters, and ye plan tQ remind our employeeS at 4
cations of the necessity of their scrupulous attenti@i
legal requirements of all campaigin-m*lated esdeaw@t5.
certainly see no reason for any additional action by I
ComissiOft.
Please let u~ know if you have questions concerning this

matter.

very truly yours,

WJG/rg

Enclosures
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Recetreb at the *a~* ~
O canv#s. the Laston ewe
y litter.

* 1#62, I ~a. a.h.4 by Rt~
attOR, if I voist'4 help .tl~at I

*a behalf .f the inc~*~uit

', PLr*CtGr of

?Qlumteere to

seman, Donald

C
3. I drafted a letter, dated September 20, 1982, to be mailed to a

number of employees and retired employees of the laston facility. I asked my
secretary to type and duplicate the letter and place the copies in envelopes.

The letters were brought to a clerk at the same facility who fed them through

the Pfizer postage meter and placed them in the U.S. mail.

4. I selected the persons to whom the letter was to be mailed. To
the best of my knowledge the letter was mailed to approximately 173 employees

regarded as executive and administrative and professional personnel, and to

seven retired employees. No record was maintained as to which persons were

sent the letter.
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b~ **. Rarr, m~S.lf. my
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total Lt of tim d~~s

mail C1#r~ vs.

A

t# tb$. pwoj.

tot Re tba~ fo

Irick ~I. Sweet

Subscribed amd sworn to befog. ue this 25th day of February, 1983.

Notary Public

~ Mb. bUsH. - -
Up CumrniUAOA ExpIres August 15. vSI ~

~'i f
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The above-named in4tvtul is h4by .signat.d as my

counSel and is a~athor±sied to zceive a~y notifIcatiOnS and other

cOStRfliQ&tiOEl from the Cossit*Ion aw~d to act on my behalf be~@re

the comis.i~n.

Date

NAME: Erick W. Sweet

MPH DivisiOn
ADDRESS: Pfizer Inc.

640 North 13th Strei
Easton, Penna. 180

HOME PHOND~ (215) 759-6288

BUSINESS PHONE: (215) 253-6261

Signature

et
42



nameG ~ je j~t~by 4~t~gi*t.d .~
autbo~~L.4 *0 tQOiV* Rfl7 t~ot iQatiOU bAd

from tW Coiss~on and to a#t on Ry WkaU ~

2/24/8 3

signature istant Sec: ary

NAME:

ADDRESS:

I

HOME PHOND

BUSINESS PHONE:

rerence J. Gallagher

Pfizer Inc.
235 East 42nd Street
~Iew York, N.Y. 10017

(212) 573-3273

0
~q. Date
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Dear Mr. 0~'ossi

this is a p4g. t&Ip~#u~ ~I*~* * *rtat~ ~L 141)
and the letter @t ~~Ed 0r~ikt which you **C~*~4.

I am a profeet~a&t pboto~.~*w. t~*e be~ .E~Oa9.C
from time to tts. by Bw~ & Coupaa~y ~o perform professional
services related to their various accounts. In this fashion
during the past year z performed photograplac services for
Berger & Company vith regard to its client, the Don Ritter
for Congress committee and his family. This work involved
Photographing Ritter. volunteers, senior citizens, and
public events at which many candidate. appeared.

ALL my services were invoiced to Berger & Company and all
payments were make to mm by check of Burger and Company.

Your

.rkan

~LR~WI~ft~, PENNSYLVAI

215437-505



Kenneth A.-Grosu
Associate General Counsel
Federal Election Conuission

Washington. D.C. 20463

44
cLARRY BARKAN
PHOTOGRAPHER
47 SOUTH FOURTEENTH STREET
ALLENTOWN, PENNSYLVANIA 18102



C

Der Mr.

Ploar)
Congress Coamit~

~ 10, 1983, along

Rittr for
r ~of Webruary
~hard Orlosid.

Enclosed is the sworn affi4avit of .1e~~s Kin4rachuk,
Treasurer of the Don aA.tt.r for Congress Coi~ttte. which responds
to the allegations of Mr. Orloski. The charges o~ violations of
law are unfounded as the response will shov.

If there is any further inforiuation you require, please
advise us.

, III

JJEIII :plp
enclosure

FEDERAL EXPRESS



Th D~ Ritter fqw Cot~q~~s Comittee at no time ht*4p~
or made k~Y payments tQ Er. Larry Rarkan as ind*~ated in t~

- Orloski 2*tter. It is QU? 11E4*?~~fl4~flg that ~ie was engageit by
Berger ax~4 Company, which company was respom4tLe for providiflq
media services to the Co*dttee.

With regard to the Pfizer Company matter. neither the
Committe or the Cohgressipn requested the mailitig described ~r
was anyone on the Cosmittee aware of the content of the mailing

10 or that it in fact had taken place. By telephone conversation,
Congressman Ritter did request an individual who as an employee
of Pfizer to assist in the campaign in recruiting volunteers.
There was no suggestion of a mailing and there was never any

0 request by the Couuuittee or offer by any person that corporate
postage or other resources be used in this matter. We specifically
deny that this mailing was used for or resulted* in any fund-

C raising.

The Committee sincerely regrets the Pfizer incindent.
But it was one over which the Committee had no control and did
not request.

J ome Kindrachuk, Treasurer
Ritter for Congress Committee

Jerome Kindrachuk, being duly sworn according to law, deposea
and says that he is Treasurer of the Don Ritter for Congress Committee
and that as such is authorized to make this affidavit in its behalf
and that the facts set forth above are true and correct to the best
of his knowledge, information and belief.

Sworn to an subscribed before
me this~ da of February,.198

Allentown, Lehigh Counly, ~zi.

/ My Commission Expires A~JI11 2. 1984
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Living 

ton

Allntovn, PA l8lO~

Dear Mr. Kindrachulu

This letter ie ~
Pe~eral Election A
that your comitt
Federal Election C
copy of the complaint is 4 ~* u~~rE this matterMUI .1524. Please refer to *- n~usber i~ 41 future
correspondence.

0
Under the Act, yoia bavt the op ortiu4t~y to demonstrate, inwriting, that no action should ~be taken ag~i~st YOUr Committee in

connection with this matter Tour response must be submittedwithin 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response isreceived within 15 days, the Commission may take further action
based on the available information.

C
Please submit any factual or legal materials vhicb youbelieve are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.

Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter viii remain confidential in accordance with 2
U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(3) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify theCommission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by counsel ~in this matterplease advise the Commission by completing the enclosed formstating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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Dear Hr. Ian

?bi~s 1*1

Please refer to this n~ *~ ~ ~

Under the Act, you 'b*~itb opportonity
vriting, that no actioft .he~4 be take* ~s~aii
vi th this matte: * Your r e *is*t be sU~
of receipt of this letter.' it no response is
days, the Commission Ray take further action
available information.

noftetrate. in
in connection

ritb~n 15 days
~ed within 15
on the

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
Ilbere appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter viii remain confidential in accordance with 2
U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (3) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify the
Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented b~y counsel in this matter
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

I0

0

C
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Desr Sir/EaGam:
~ t~3~

This lettt i*~
PederI lectioR

cot respondence.
0 Under the Act, ~ have the opportrndty to ~emonatrate, in

writing, that no acti@u~ tbo~xl4 be taken against yasir company in
connection vi th this matter * Xour rospouse must be submitted

o within 15 days of receipt of this letter:. If no response isreceived within 15 days, the Commission may take further action
based on the available information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
3, believe ar* relevant to the commission's analysis of this matter.Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify the
Cmission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter
please advise the commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other Communications from the Commission.
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corresponoence.

Under the Act, you I~v the ci tus4~y to dmonstxate, in
writing, that no action ebould be tahe*a 9ainst your company in
connection vith this matter. Your reapeawe oust be submitted
within 15 days of receipt of this letter. U no response is
received within 15 days, the commission may take further action
based on the available information.

Please submit any factual or l~gal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Coission's analysis of this matter.Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2
U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify the
Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing sucb counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

I
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Please refer to this ~ in all iu~tw~ @pr*~~On6~ce.
0

Under the Act, you have the opportwdty to ~u~nstrate, in
writing, that no action ~bould be taken aainst you in connection
with this matter. Your response must be ~ubsitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. U no response is received within 15
days, the Commission may take further action based on the
available information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe -are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should he submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2
U.S.C. S 437q(a)(4) (B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify the
Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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office. II
manner as
attaQbed a
handling a
Steven Sar

__ I
4 tbat ~
9 ~ to i~tie Mw
I.s~z ~~1 t4~EIOE the Commissions s proceute for

Ye ~bY questions, please contact
at (202) 523-4073.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel_

Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
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Federal Election C~*eLoR.
1325 K Street, W.V. ~ ft.>
Washington, D.C. 2044$

V. Gentlemen:
p. This is a formal. compiMut a9ainat the Do5~ R$tter Fo~ O.~4tess

Committee.

Under 2 U.S.C. S~ct~ou434(b)(9), ap~Uti~a1 ooini~team~a.titemize expendit*ree by mmmt, d~t~ and purpoe of each
expenditure. Under 2 U.8.C.Section 434(b)(10), the citt~ee ust
identify each person to whom an expenditure for personal servlOes,

o salaries and reimbursed expenses in excess of $100.00 has been
made and which is not otherwise reported.
After reviewing the report filed by Don Ritter For Congress

C Committee, it is obvious that the committee has not itemized
expenditures as required by 2 U.S.C. Section 434(b)C9), and has
not identified expenditures for personal services, salaries and

CC reimbursed expenses in excess of $100.00 as required by 2 U.S.C.
Section 434(b)(l0).

The Committee has expended thousands of dollars for billboard
advertising to Creative Displays, Inc. This expenditure is not
reported. The Committee has expended thousands of dollars on
radio advertising with WAUB, WKAP, WSAN, WEST, WEEX, WLEV, and
WFMZ. These expenditures are not reported. The committee has
employed various persons in a clandestine dirty tricks
operation, specifically and not limited to Larry Barkan, 47 S.
15th Street, Allentown, Pennsylvania 18102, (215) 437-5050, who
has received in excess of $100.00 for personal services, salaries
and reimbursed expenses. See, copy of newspaper articles
confirming such expenditures. These expenditures are not

Paid for by the Orleaki For Congress Committon. Stuart T. Sbmooklor, Eaq.. Tawaaurel
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in order
dirty t:

'I expenditti
& Compan

in ((215) 43

May )~ l9#~
Jua~ ~3 , 1962
Augiast 5, 11962
Sept. 20, l~62
October 6, 1962
October 11, 1982
October 20, 1982
October 27, 1982
Octqber 29, 1982
Nov. 1, 1982

$6, 346.71
4,219.75
7, 856, 3$
7,200.00
5,757.37
4,800.00
6,800.00
6, 000. 00
2,000.00
4,000.00

$54,982.19

In other words, the Committee used Berger & Company as a
subsidiary political campaign committee by giving it monies in
excess of its fee for services rendered and then having Berger &
Company pay for the billboards, radio spots, photographs and
personnel for the dirty tricks operation. In this manner, the
itemization requirements of 2 U.S.C. Section 434 (b)(9) and (10)
are by-passed, and the public is never given the opportunity to
learn what is really being done with its campaign contributions.

0
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C



It seems to as that one ~ ~p ~lt~R*tiVe soltattons *
in order to ~mply vttt~ ~* ~#4C. 85*t~Ou 4)4(~)(%)
require the Don R$~ttw ~ ~UP~# O~emittse ~o
itemize all exendittt*#s tu*4~ Rerqr a Company 41
behalf, including all. sUri~a and reimbursed expenses *~ *XO
of $100.00 as required bp 2IJ.8.C. Section 434(b)( 9
2) require Berge:aCam~sn~ to register ~s a subsid1ar~

~o itemise all expenditures t*~ &
the principal camp#~ez~ #~sittee, including expndit~**
personal services, ~t%*~, and reimbtarsed expenses ilk *2S05~
$100.00. In this u~ss~x, the expenditures for the ~U
advertising, radio 4ttising and personnel for dirty tw$
operation 'fill be repo~ted and subject to public scruti~ky.

In addition to the abov complaint, I have learned that ~tA~*~
Minerals, Pigments a bietala D~vision of 640 North 13th Stre#~.,~
0. Box 548, Zaston~ Pa iS042, [(2l5)253-~626l) has made iliie~.) ~

3.0 kind contributions to the Don Ritter for Congress Coitt~.~
Specifically, Pfizer at corporate expense using corporM~e
materials with corporate personnel mailed out under its

o corporate postage meter (P.S. Meter #9748821 a mass mailing toall employees residing in the 15th District requesting them to
assist in the effort to re-elect Don Ritter. In addition to
supplying the postage for this mailing, Mr. Erick W. Sweet,

C Research Personnel Manager was placed in charge of this effort,
__ and was authorized to spend corporate time on the project. This

would appear to be a direct commitment of substantial corporate
resources to the re-election of Congressman Ritter in violation of
the Act.

Enclosed find a Pfizer envelope with Pfizer's postage metex
af fixed, and a flier that was enclosed directing interested~
persons to contact Mr. Erick W. Sweet, Research Personnal Manager.
Please note that, inasmuch as my source has requested
confidentiality, I have removed the corporate mailing label
indicating that specific person to whom this letter was addressed.
Since this was a Company-wide mailing, however, I doubt that
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I, RIchard 7. Orloski, being duly svo~ accordiia# t~c law,
depose and say that the foregoing facts are true an~ co3~rect,

C according to my best knowledge, informat on and belief.

SWORN TO and Subscribed before
me this~4~~day of , 1983.

LORETTA JOHNSON, NOTARY PUBLIC
ALLENTOWN. LEHIGH COUNTY

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES MAR. 11, 1985
Member, Penasylvarna Association of Notaries



k~,

La you lomow, this A# a~. eleot~n i.ar wad ow C0,V.s.1, I~n Hit~r~~
faoing amotbe' chs1l~ is ~$* ~d *~ re..2.ett@i. Tb. i 9OS'tefl4S ~
a very oboe m mad it ~ ~s ~ d~ that Cosap'eSSSEI Hittet' 4W~~
our pport, w '@44 amk~ and 3~W family become inv~1ve4 *s
o~aipa torn" re-election.

Congr.sa.mn Hitter has been a stiong mapporter both of Pfiw' and waorguhi$sd
Ldaigb TaZ3*y. u.s voting record leavs no doubt as to 14R

oaittmnt to indust~i aaoh a. urs. Congressmen Hitter wifl be nwdt*
direct support iutmwing that the maxima Republican vote turns Out, U~ that
is ~*aere you oan USWII

Please fill out and turn the attached form and join the Pfizer/Ritter
"Winning Tm.'

Erick 14 ~ueet
Research Personnel Manager

Please contact me concerning how I and my family might help as a member of

the Pfizer/Hitter "Winning Team"

NAME:

Phone:

Return to: Mr. Erick W. Sweet,
Research Personr~el Manager
Pfizer, Inc.
640 North 13th Street
Easton, Pa 18042
215-253-6261, Ext. 380

"NO LATER THAN FRIDAY SEPTEMBER 24, 1982"

In
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student claims
Cadillac is "the wildest thing lever heard."
Barkan said the woman in the Cadillac was
another client of his who has nothing to do
with the Ritter campaign.

Barkan further questioned Kremer's
credibility. Contradicting Ritter, Barkan said
the pictures Kremer took were for his own
files. Barkan said Kremer was painting and
and cleaning his studio and taking a few
pictures in exchange for spending money and
a place to stay. Kremer said ~rkan owes him
$300. Barkan denied this.

Kremer, who recently moved to the area
from Montana, said he decided to tell his story
to Orloski and the press because his family Is
active in Democratic politics, and he felt
obliged to counter claims by Ritter that
Orloski has used deceptive campaign tactics.

Responding to a challenge issued Tuesday
by Hitter. Orloski handed out copies of a

newspaper in which a story ran that be has
been using in his campaign literature. Rltte~
had charged the reproduced news clipping.
was phony. In fact, it ran in the Oct. 13 edition.
of The Press, a free tabloid distributed in the..
Slate Belt.

But, as Ritter pointed out, the headline in
the paper and the headline in Orloski's reprb.
duction of the story are slightly different. The
original headline reads: "Orloski claims Rit-
ter favors cutting Social Security benefits."
In the Orloski version, the words "Orloski.
claims" were cut from the headline.

Asked if he would apologize for the
charges he made about the flyer, Ritter mId:
"If he apologizes for doctorinj the headlines
on the Social Security stories an The Morning
Call and in The Press, then I'll apologize,
referring to a similiar complaint made about
a reproduced Call story.

V~DDAWSON
Of Mornlng CaN

~j~ctureshe~3uld of Uth District
candidate RichardOrleski. He mid the Pictures were paid for byU.S. Rep. Don Ritter's re.election committee.

Ru7 Kramer said in a press conference atOrloskis that, while
working ~ ~Lographer
laurence flarkan, hewn assigned tocover
candidates' appearances at two events Oct.
19. The first was attbe Allentown Woman's
Club, the second was a rally at 7th and
Hamilton streets, Allentown.

Kremer said his Instructions were to get
"shots of Mr. Orloski in a bad light. The worst

I could possibly get of him."
He said he was repeatedly told the shots

were for Ritter, and not to tell anyone what he
was doing. He said he was asked to take the
pictures because Orloski knew Barkan and
would recogni~e ham. He said as he was
leaving the Woman's Club, Ritter called him
over to a car he was sitting in. He said that,
when Ritter learned he was working for
Barkan, Ritter said to him, "You're doing
some work for us today," and asked what
Orloski had said at the meeting and what
kinds of pictures he took. Kremer said Ritter
wanted pictures of Orloski gesturing.

Kremer described the one Barkan liked
best as "really awful." He said the pictures
were given by him and Barkan to a woman In
~ green Cadillac in a Bethlehem parking lot.
He called the transfer "James Bond-like."

In response to the claims Kremer made
v,>terda~'. Hitter said liarkan was paid to get

pictures of Orloski for a newspaper aithat he
decided not to run. Barkan called the ,hole
story "absurd and ridiculous." He sai
Kremer is looking for revenge and lying
because he was fired last Saturday.

Ritter said the photos were contr~ed for
because one of his staffers wanted topt
together an ad to respond to Orloski'sam.'
paign, which has attacked Bitter co.~.ntly.
He declined to name the staffer. "Thy put it
together and showed it to me and I u~hed
it." Ritter said. He said his entire cuupaign
has been a positive one, and hedldn'timnt to
run a negative newspaper ad.

"I am disappointed in the direi"tw of tie
campaign. We've had so much mud tizown at
us. When the decision came (on the' puiposed
ad), at the bottom line I said no go.' wid
stopped it in Its tracks."

Hitter said the story about u~'

signed to take 'awful' photos of Orloski,

I
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Orloski Accuses Ritter
In 'Unflatterm g' Photos

0

~~bAVID IDMORE atheAlho~aowtWamua'g Oet4
i~.Ghbs-T1uea Staff Writer esad alab~' raI~v atOcitw Madam.
,~ ~1~
I(bmg~Ionalcandid~ite Richard Oripiki at

mug~odootdacg~
was Mmd iS take

Doma~I flItter's campuip to take uaAatt.rlq~
~icbrsotOrloekl.

RoeyKmw. who lduiIBu~thhuusdtesaU bPS *
"~ -~ ~

bhMmtotul~es.tOck*~bpss~t '

'Unflattering'
Continued From Page A-I

Ritter said he was advised by his
staff to use the pictures In an ad-
vertisement detailing what he calls
Orloski's negative campaign.

Ritter said. The pictures will not be
mad, Ritter said. "I woulduot Indulge
in that kind of thing."

Ritter's story directly contradicts
Barkan's. When called this morning,
Barkan said Kremer neverworked for
him, hot later called back to say that
he had and that the Orloqkl photo-
graphs were taken "for research put-
porn."

"I malitain Mock file. at political
candidates. 2~ ihot~ werq arni for
sale. That is my official Matameit,"
he said.

At the comfereape hold at Or~aak1
cunpalpbsudpa*twskaA1luiswa~~
Kremera~Mbe aaiIgdk~duIIve~wd
four pbiaos Oct. UeOct*t.a

m urn m

In ~ 3di~ I

After takin
woman's club
walked Outal
Rifler tohIsc~

"He asked I
for. I said IAU
'Oh, you're do
He said, 'Oh,
one.. 'Krem

Kremer said
Montana and
fourdays hefoi
Crest term. U
through a mat

Atthedmel
kw tornerari

Photographer
g the pictures at the his law office, a half hour before dab
Oct. ig, Kreun.rsald he lire.. conference.
Ic and was called by DarkmdesirlbedKrenaer"asadis-
at. honest ~mag - who I blpsd out
~s who I was working ~adpwaj~1metoiay." Darkamuald
moe Barkan. lie said, iCiuwraa away from bisho~measar
lug shots for us today.' lUmp, Mhit~, tet beiu~d~Iuguasr-
did you get my good ably discharged from the Ceest
er said.
be wasorlglnaflyfrom '"My family dlin't.like him and
arrived In Alleotm .~Wi.lMm end wmudme toteR

re the starlet the Cedar tehaw ~tbwI~~be'smak~
~ said he nut Darkest biqulk Ildo - hiustaut," Bar
mal frhn~

r~keWR~ ~d ~urnIIb

wast~4mm~Uiinsi~in'u~&W.i Uds to au~om,' "Kre.wumli.

.1
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