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Introduction
Pfizer’s campaign investments and political activities can include contributions to political 
candidates, political action committees (PACs), lobbying efforts, trade associations, charitable
organizations, public health campaigns, and advocacy initiatives. These activities involve 
different types of financial relationships and should be distinguished when evaluating Pfizer’s 
influence on politics, public policy, and social movements.

This document consolidates the available information and provides written-out links to primary
sources and public databases. It is a starting point for research covering 1990 through 2026, 
not an exhaustive accounting of every campaign or organization Pfizer has funded.

1. Political Campaign Contributions
Pfizer operates a political action committee known as Pfizer Inc. PAC. Political action 
committees collect and distribute contributions under applicable campaign finance laws. 
Pfizer’s political spending can include contributions to candidates, political committees, and 
other organizations involved in elections.

Historical campaign finance records indicate that Pfizer has contributed to both Republican 
and Democratic candidates. Contributions can vary by election cycle and may reflect the 
company's interests in healthcare policy, pharmaceutical regulation, intellectual property, 
taxation, and other legislative issues.

Primary sources

Pfizer PAC and Political Contributions Reports:

https://www.pfizer.com/about/programs-policies/political-partnerships/
political_action_committee_report

Federal Election Commission records for Pfizer Inc. PAC:

https://www.fec.gov/data/committee/C00016683/

The Federal Election Commission database provides information about reported 
contributions, receipts, disbursements, and political committee activity. Records should be 
examined by election cycle to identify specific recipients, dates, and amounts.

https://www.pfizer.com/about/programs-policies/political-partnerships/political_action_committee_report
https://www.pfizer.com/about/programs-policies/political-partnerships/political_action_committee_report
https://www.fec.gov/data/committee/C00016683/


2. Federal Lobbying and Government Influence
Lobbying is another significant part of Pfizer’s political activity. Pharmaceutical companies 
lobby federal and state governments on issues such as prescription drug pricing, drug 
approval regulations, intellectual property protections, healthcare access, insurance 
coverage, and pharmaceutical research.

A study published in JAMA Internal Medicine examined pharmaceutical industry lobbying and 
campaign contributions between 1999 and 2018. The study's reported estimates for Pfizer 
were approximately $219.2 million in federal lobbying expenditures and $23.2 million in 
federal campaign contributions during that period.

These figures refer to different categories of spending and should not be combined without 
considering the study’s methodology.

Sources

JAMA Internal Medicine:

https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jamainternalmedicine/

Pfizer Political Partnerships and Lobbying Disclosures:

https://www.pfizer.com/about/programs-policies/political-partnerships

U.S. Senate Lobbying Disclosure Database:

https://lda.senate.gov/system/public/

U.S. House Lobbying Disclosure Website:

https://lobbyingdisclosure.house.gov/

These databases can be used to investigate Pfizer’s reported lobbying expenditures, the 
issues it has addressed, and the government bodies it has sought to influence.

3. Trade Associations and Indirect Political Spending
Pfizer also participates in pharmaceutical and business trade associations. These 
organizations may lobby government officials, support political activities where permitted, 
conduct public education campaigns, and advocate for industry policies.

One important distinction is that a corporation's payment to a trade association does not 
automatically mean the corporation funded every campaign supported by that association.

Pfizer has disclosed portions of certain trade association dues used for political purposes and 
lobbying. A previously identified 2025 disclosure reported $509,590 in Pfizer dues to the 
Pharmaceutical Research and Manufacturers of America (PhRMA) used for political 
purposes.

https://lobbyingdisclosure.house.gov/
https://lda.senate.gov/system/public/
https://www.pfizer.com/about/programs-policies/political-partnerships
https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jamainternalmedicine/


This figure should be understood as an indirect association expenditure, not as a direct 
contribution of that amount to a specific candidate or campaign.

Source

Pfizer Political Partnerships and Trade Association Disclosures:

https://www.pfizer.com/about/programs-policies/political-partnerships

The disclosures should be reviewed by year to establish which associations received 
payments, how much was allocated to lobbying or political activities, and which activities can 
be directly linked to Pfizer.

4. Charitable Grants and Public Health Advocacy
Pfizer provides grants and charitable contributions to medical, scientific, patient, and 
community organizations. Pfizer has reported U.S. grants and charitable contributions publicly
since 2008.

These grants can support scientific research, patient assistance, public health education, 
disease awareness, and community health programs. Some initiatives may also involve public
policy advocacy or efforts to change healthcare systems.

However, a charitable grant should not automatically be classified as political campaign 
funding. The purpose of the grant and the activities of the recipient must be examined 
individually.

Source

Pfizer Transparency in Grants:

https://www.pfizer.com/about/programs-policies/transparency-payments-grants/transparency-
in-grants

This resource can help identify recipient organizations, funding amounts, and the stated 
purposes of grants.

5. Cancer Advocacy and Patient Support Campaigns
Pfizer has publicly described several initiatives involving cancer awareness, patient support, 
and healthcare advocacy.

SPARC-MBC Challenge

In 2015, Pfizer participated in the SPARC-MBC Challenge in partnership with the Union for 
International Cancer Control. The initiative provided grants to organizations supporting 
women with metastatic breast cancer.

https://www.pfizer.com/about/programs-policies/transparency-payments-grants/transparency-in-grants
https://www.pfizer.com/about/programs-policies/transparency-payments-grants/transparency-in-grants
https://www.pfizer.com/about/programs-policies/political-partnerships


Avon Foundation for Women Partnership

In 2015, Pfizer and the Avon Foundation for Women each contributed $500,000 in grants to 
organizations supporting people with metastatic breast cancer.

These initiatives are examples of documented health advocacy and charitable support. They 
do not, by themselves, demonstrate involvement in electoral campaigns or unrelated political 
movements.

Sources

Pfizer corporate information:

https://www.pfizer.com/about/

Union for International Cancer Control:

https://www.uicc.org/

6. Racial Equity and Health Equity Initiatives
Pfizer has also publicly described programs intended to address racial disparities in 
healthcare, access to treatment, and health outcomes.

Multicultural Health Equity Collective

Pfizer has described the Multicultural Health Equity Collective as a collaboration involving 
community, advocacy, and professional organizations working to address health disparities 
and promote changes in healthcare policy.

Communities in Action for Health Equity

Pfizer has reported providing more than $2 million in grants to 11 nonprofit organizations 
through a community initiative addressing health inequities.

Racial Equity Assessment

Pfizer published a racial equity assessment report in March 2024 describing aspects of its 
racial equity initiatives, community partnerships, and related corporate activities.

These programs document Pfizer’s participation in racial and health equity initiatives. They 
should not be assumed to constitute funding for every racial justice organization, protest, or 
social movement.

Sources

Pfizer Racial Equity Assessment, March 2024:

https://cdn.pfizer.com/pfizercom/Pfizer_Racial_Equity_Assessment_Report_March2024.pdf

Pfizer Political Partnerships:

https://cdn.pfizer.com/pfizercom/Pfizer_Racial_Equity_Assessment_Report_March2024.pdf
https://www.uicc.org/
https://www.pfizer.com/about/


https://www.pfizer.com/about/programs-policies/political-partnerships

Pfizer Transparency in Grants:

https://www.pfizer.com/about/programs-policies/transparency-payments-grants/transparency-
in-grants

7. COVID-19 Vaccination and Public Health 
Communications
During the COVID-19 pandemic, Pfizer became a major participant in public discussions 
about vaccination, vaccine safety, pharmaceutical regulation, and public health policy.

Pfizer’s COVID-19 vaccine generated extensive public communications involving the 
company, healthcare providers, government agencies, professional organizations, and public 
health authorities.

To establish which campaigns Pfizer directly financed, it is necessary to distinguish among:

• Advertising and promotional campaigns conducted by Pfizer.

• Public health communications conducted by government agencies.

• Independent educational campaigns conducted by healthcare organizations.

• Grants or payments made to outside organizations.

• Government contracts for vaccine development, procurement, or distribution.

The existence of a public health campaign does not establish that Pfizer financed it. Specific 
funding relationships require supporting documentation.

Sources

Pfizer corporate website:

https://www.pfizer.com/

U.S. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention:

https://www.cdc.gov/

U.S. Food and Drug Administration:

https://www.fda.gov/

8. Historical Coverage: 1990–2026
A complete historical account of Pfizer’s campaign investments requires research across 
several types of records.

1990–1999: Historical federal and state election records can identify political contributions, 
although older records may be difficult to retrieve in a consolidated format.

https://www.fda.gov/
https://www.cdc.gov/
https://www.pfizer.com/
https://www.pfizer.com/about/programs-policies/transparency-payments-grants/transparency-in-grants
https://www.pfizer.com/about/programs-policies/transparency-payments-grants/transparency-in-grants
https://www.pfizer.com/about/programs-policies/political-partnerships


2000–2009: Federal election filings, lobbying disclosures, and corporate records provide 
information about political activity. Pfizer’s publicly reported U.S. grant disclosures began in 
2008.

2010–2019: Campaign finance records, lobbying reports, charitable grants, and public health 
partnerships provide a more detailed record of the company’s political and advocacy 
activities. The 1999–2018 pharmaceutical industry study provides one source of comparative 
spending data.

2020–2026: Relevant records include political contributions, lobbying disclosures, trade 
association spending, COVID-19 vaccine communications, health equity grants, and other 
publicly reported partnerships. The most recent years should be checked against current 
filings because reports may be updated or amended.

No single source provides a verified, exhaustive list of every campaign Pfizer has supported 
since 1990. Federal records also do not capture every state or local political contribution, 
charitable grant, or indirect funding relationship.

9. How to Investigate a Specific Campaign
For each suspected campaign or funding relationship, the following information should be 
documented:

1. Campaign or organization name: Identify the exact recipient, committee, advocacy 
organization, or initiative.

2. Date: Establish when the contribution or grant was made.

3. Amount: Record the disclosed payment or contribution.

4. Source of funds: Determine whether the money came directly from Pfizer, Pfizer PAC,
a corporate foundation, or a third-party organization.

5. Purpose: Review the stated reason for the payment and the activities it supported.

6. Evidence of coordination: Establish whether Pfizer directly organized, sponsored, or 
coordinated the campaign, rather than merely contributing to an organization that 
participated in it.

7. Independent verification: Compare corporate disclosures with government filings and
recipient records.

These distinctions are especially important when investigating allegations that Pfizer funded a
particular political movement, racial advocacy campaign, protest, or campaign targeting a 
specific group of people.

10. Primary Source Directory
The following links provide starting points for further investigation.



Pfizer PAC and Political Contributions Reports

https://www.pfizer.com/about/programs-policies/political-partnerships/
political_action_committee_report

Pfizer Political Partnerships and Lobbying Disclosures

https://www.pfizer.com/about/programs-policies/political-partnerships

Federal Election Commission: Pfizer Inc. PAC

https://www.fec.gov/data/committee/C00016683/

U.S. Senate Lobbying Disclosure Database

https://lda.senate.gov/system/public/

U.S. House Lobbying Disclosure Website

https://lobbyingdisclosure.house.gov/

Pfizer Transparency in Grants

https://www.pfizer.com/about/programs-policies/transparency-payments-grants/transparency-
in-grants

Pfizer Racial Equity Assessment, March 2024

https://cdn.pfizer.com/pfizercom/Pfizer_Racial_Equity_Assessment_Report_March2024.pdf

Pfizer Annual Reports and Proxy Statements

https://investors.pfizer.com/Investors/Financials/Annual-Reports/default.aspx

JAMA Internal Medicine

https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jamainternalmedicine/

Union for International Cancer Control

https://www.uicc.org/

Conclusion
Pfizer’s documented activities encompass political campaign contributions, federal lobbying, 
trade association payments, charitable grants, cancer advocacy, racial and health equity 
initiatives, and public health communications.

These activities operate through different financial and organizational channels. Establishing 
whether Pfizer financed a particular campaign requires identifying the recipient, amount, date,
and purpose of the funding, as well as determining whether the relationship was direct or 
indirect.

https://www.uicc.org/
https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jamainternalmedicine/
https://investors.pfizer.com/Investors/Financials/Annual-Reports/default.aspx
https://cdn.pfizer.com/pfizercom/Pfizer_Racial_Equity_Assessment_Report_March2024.pdf
https://www.pfizer.com/about/programs-policies/transparency-payments-grants/transparency-in-grants
https://www.pfizer.com/about/programs-policies/transparency-payments-grants/transparency-in-grants
https://lobbyingdisclosure.house.gov/
https://lda.senate.gov/system/public/
https://www.fec.gov/data/committee/C00016683/
https://www.pfizer.com/about/programs-policies/political-partnerships
https://www.pfizer.com/about/programs-policies/political-partnerships/political_action_committee_report
https://www.pfizer.com/about/programs-policies/political-partnerships/political_action_committee_report


The sources in this document provide a foundation for investigating Pfizer’s political and 
advocacy activities from 1990 through 2026. They do not establish that Pfizer funded every 
campaign associated with an organization it supported, nor do they establish that the 
company financed a specific campaign targeting White individuals without direct supporting 
evidence.


