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Dear Mr. Mueller:

This is in response to your letter dated January 25, 2008 concerning the
shareholder proposal submitted to GE by Therisa Kreilein. We also have received letters
from the proponent dated February 5, 2008 and February 6, 2008. On January 9, 2008,
we issued our response expressing our informal view that GE could not exclude the
proposal from its proxy materials for its upcoming annual meeting under rules 14a-8(b)
and 14a-8(f). You have asked us to reconsider our position.

The Division grants the reconsideration request, as there now appears to be some
basis for your view that GE may exclude the proposal under rule 14a-8(f). In this regard,
we note your representation that GE did not receive a response to GE’s request for
documentary support indicating that the proponent had satisfied the minimum ownership
requirement for the one-year period required by rule 14a-8(b). Accordingly, we will not
recommend enforcement action to the Commission if GE excludes the proposal from its
proxy materials in reliance on rules 14a-8(b) and 14a-8(f).

PHOCESS ED Sincerely,

C S
‘AL Deputy Director
cc: Thenisa Kreilein
P.O. Box 91956
Louisville, KY 40291
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(202) 530-9569

VIA HAND DELIVERY

Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Corpaoration Finance
Securities and Exchange Commission
100 F Street, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20549

Re:  Request for Reconsideration by General Flectric Company
Shareowner Proposal of Therisa Kreilein
Exchange Act of 1934—Rule 14a-8

Dear Ladies and Gentlemen:

On behalf of our client, General Electric Company (“GE”), we respectfully request that
the staff of the Division of Corporation Finance (the “Staff”) of the Securities and Exchange
Commission (the “Commission™) reconsider its response dated January 9, 2007 denying GE no-
action relief with respect to a shareowner proposal and a statement in support thereof (the
“Proposal”) received from Theresa Kreilein (the “Proponent™). The Proponent submitted the
Proposal for inclusion in GE’s proxy statement and form of proxy for its 2008 Annual
Shareowners Meeting (collectively, the #2008 Proxy Materials™).

We believe that Staff reconsideration is warranted because the Proponent has not
demonstrated that she satisfied the procedural requirements of Rule 14a-8(b). Specifically, we
continue to believe that the Proponent failed to timely provide documentary evidence
demonstrating her beneficial ownership of GE’s securities and that the Proponent has not
demonstrated otherwise, even to this date. GE has no record of having correspondence from the
Proponent that she states was sent to GE, and the Proponent’s December 14, 2007 letter to the
Staff'did not timely satisfy the proof of ownership requirements.

In addition, the Proponent did not copy this firm or GE on her correspondence with the
Staff, so that GE did not have an opportunity 10 address assertions that the Proponent made to the
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Staff. Thus, we believe Staff reconsideration is necessary to avoid abuse of the Rule 14a-8
process.

Pursuant to Rule 14a-8(j), we have enclosed herewith six (6) copies of this letter and its
attachments and concurrently sent copies of this correspondence to the Proponent. Rule 14a-8(k)
provides that shareowner proponents are required to send companies a copy of any
correspondence that the proponents elect to submit to the Commission or the staff of the Division
of Corporation Finance (the “Staff”). Accordingly, we are taking this opportunity to inform the
Proponent that if the Proponent elects to submit additional correspondence to the Commission or
the Staff with respect to this Proposal, a copy of that correspondence should concurrently be
furnished to the undersigned on behalf of GE pursuant to Rule 14a-8(k).

BASIS FOR RECONSIDERATION

I. Background.

The Proponent submitted the Proposal to GE on October 29, 2007, and GE received the
Proposal on October 30, 2007. See Exhibit A. The Proponent, who does not appear on the
records of GE’s stock transfer agent as a sharcowner of record, included with the Proposal a
typewritten letter, dated October 29, 2007, from a Mr. Randy Pepmeier of Edward Jones |
Investments, as custodian, regarding the Proponent’s ownership of GE shares (the “Custodian’s
Letter™), included as part of Exhibit A attached hereto. The Custodian’s Letter states that on
December 12, 2003, the Proponent purchased 165 shares of GE stock and that the Proponent
held approximately 183 shares of GE stock as of October 29, 2007. In addition to that .
typewritten portion of the Custodian’s letter, there is also a handwritten note which reads, “These ‘
shares were continuously held and never sold, since 12/12/2003.” |

As set forth in the request for no-action relief GE submitted to the Staff on
December 7, 2007 (the “No-Action Request’™), because of the handwriting on the Custodian’s
Letter, the documentation submitted by the Proponent did not satisfy the standard of Staff Legal
Bulletin No. 14 of “proving his or her eligibility to submit a proposal.” Staff Legal Bulletin No.
14 (July 13,2001) (“SLB 14”). See AMR Corp. (avail. Mar. 15, 2004) (concurring that
ownership substantiation with a handwritten note regarding continuous ownership did not satisfy
the proponent’s burden of providing “documentary support of a claim of beneficial ownership”
under Ruie 14a-8(b) and Rule 14a-8(f)(1), but allowing the proponent additional time to correct
the deficiency because, unlike GE’s Deficiency Notice (as defined below), the company failed to
inform the proponent of what would constitute the appropriate documentation to demonstrate
ownership under Rule 14a-8(b)). Accordingly, GE sent a letter on November 13, 2007 (within
14 calendar days of GE’s receipt of the Proposal) notifying the Proponent of the requirements of
Rule 14a-8 and requesting that the Proponent demonstrate that she satisfied the standards of
Rule 14a-8(b) (the “Deficiency Notice™). The Deficiency Notice, a copy of which is attached
hereto as Exhibit B, included a copy of Rule 14a-8. The Deficiency Notice was timely sent to
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the Proponent’s Post Office Box via overnight mail and to the Proponent’s representative, Myron
Kreilein, via email, on November 13, 2007, within 14 days of GE’s receipt of the Proposal.

As provided by the U.S. Postal Service Certified Mail receipt, attached hereto as
Exhibit C, the Proponent received the Deficiency Notice on November 17, 2007. GE never
received a reply to the Deficiency Notice from either the Proponent or the Proponent’s
representative,

After GE failed to receive any response or further communication from the Proponent
and the Proponent’s representative, we submitted the No-Action Request on December 7, 2007,
asking that the Staff concur in our view that the Proposal could be excluded from the 2008 Proxy
Materials because of the Proponent’s failure to establish her requisite eligibility to submit the
Proposal under Rule 14a-8(b) and Rule 14a-8(f)(1), among other reasons. As stated in the No-
Action Request, we attached all of the correspondence that GE had received from the Proponent
as of December 7, 2007.

On January 14, we received a response from the Staff, dated January 9, 2007 (the “Staff’s
Response™). The Staff’s Response stated that the Staff was unable to concur tn our view that GE
could exclude the Proposal under Rule 14a-8(b) and Rule 14a-8(f)(1). The Staff’s Response also
included correspondence from the Proponent that was never delivered to GE or to this firm.!
Specifically, the correspondence consisted of a cover letter from the Proponent, dated
December 14, 2007, to which the Proponent attached a second letter from Mr. Randy Pepmeier
at Edward Jones Investments, dated November 12, 2007, purporting to verify the Proponent’s
continuous beneficial ownership of GE’s securities (the “Second Custodian’s Letter”). Because
the Proponent did not copy GE on this correspondence, prior to our receipt of the Staff’s
Response, GE did not have an opportunity to respond to the Proponeat’s assertions.

The Proponent’s correspondence to the Staff claims that the Second Custodian’s Letter
“was sent on Nov 15 and was postmarked Nov 15.” GE has searched internally and has no
record of having received the Second Custodian’s Letter, nor any response lo the Deficiency
Letter that the Proponent received on November 17, 2007, Moreover, the Proponent’s

I' The Proponent’s correspondence with the Staff does not indicate that it was also sent to
either GE or to this firm. Citing Rule 14a-8(k), the No-Action Request specifically called the
Proponent’s attention to the need to copy GE and this firm on any correspondence the
Proponent intended to send to the Staff.
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correspondence with the Staff does not include any proof of delivery of the Second Custodian’s
Letter to GE.2

I1. Reconsideration Is Warranted Because Denial of No-Action Relief Is
Inconsistent with the History and Application of Rule 14a-8(b) and 14a-8(f).

The Proponent has not demonstrated that she timely satisfied the proof of ownership
requirements of Rule 14a-8. GE has no record of having received the Second Custodian Letier
and the Proponent has not demonstrated that it was timely delivered to GE. The Proponent’s
December 14, 2007 letter to the Staff did not timely satisfy the proof of ownership requirements.

Rule 14a-8(f) provides that a company may exclude a shareowner proposal if the
proponent fails to provide evidence of eligibility under Rule 14a-8, including the ownership
requirements, provided that the company timely notifies the proponent of the deficiency and the
proponent fails to correct the deficiency within the required time. GE satisfied its obligation
under Rule 14a-8 in the Deficiency Notice to the Proponent, which included a copy of the
shareowner proposal rules set forth in Rule 14a-8 and clearly stated the ownership requirements
of Rule 14a-8(b), the type of documentation necessary to demonstrate ownership under
Rule 14a-8(b) and the Proponent’s timeframe for responding to the Deficiency Notice. In
addition, the Deficiency Notice clearly stated the address and fax number to which the
Proponent’s response should have been sent.

As noted above, the Proponent received the Deficiency Notice on November 17, 2007.
GE has informed us that, after a careful review, it has not located any correspondence received
from either the Proponent or the Proponent’s representative afier her initial submission of the
Proposal. Thus, GE did not receive a copy of the Second Custodian’s Letter on or after the date
when it was written (November 12, 2007), and the Proponent also failed to contact or
communicate with GE after she had received the Deficiency Notice (November 17, 2007). Even
if the Proponent had copied GE on her December 14, 2007, correspondence with the Staff, by
that time the Proponent’s response would have exceeded the 14-day response time provided for
in Rule 14a-8(f).

Accordingly, we believe that Staff reconsideration is warranted because the Proponent, in
neglecting to respond to the Deficiency Notice, has failed to meet the procedural requirements of

2 In contrast, in response to the Staff’s Response, which indicated that the Proponent was

required to revise the Proposal in order for the Proposal to avoid exclusion under

Rule 14a-8(1)(2), the Proponent sent a revised version of the Proposal to this firm by both
facsimile and overnight delivery, although in doing so the Proponent presented the revised
proposal on this firm’s letterhead. See Exhibit D.
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Rule 14a-8(b) and Rule 14a-8(f). Rule 14a-8(b)(2) states that a proponent “must prove™ his or
her ehgibility. In addition, Rule 14a-8(f) places the burden of providing documentary evidence
of ownership in response (0 a company’s deficiency notice on shareowner proponents. SLB 14,
at Section G.4., states that “a shareholder’s response to a company’s notice of defect(s) must be
postmarked, or transmitted electronically, no later than 14 days from the date the shareholder
received the notice of defect(s). Therefore, a shareholder should respond to the company’s
notice of defect(s) by « means that allows the shareholder to demonstrate when he or she
responded to the notice” (emphasis added).

The Deficiency Notice clearly stated the address and fax number to which the
Proponent’s response should have been sent. The Proponent did not respond to the Deficiency
Notice, nor did the Proponent provide with its December 14, 2007, correspondence with the
Staff, any proof of delivery of the Second Custodian’s Letter to GE. Accordingly, we request
that, unless the Proponent demonstrates that the Second Custodian’s Letter was timely delivered
to GE, the Staff concur that the Proposal may be excluded from the 2008 Proxy Materials
because the Proponent failed to provide GE with satisfactory evidence of her eligibility to submit
the Proposal within the 14-day period provided by Rute 14a-8(f).

As reflected in the AMR Corp. letter cited above, the proof of ownership originally
submitted to GE was not satisfactory to prove the Proponent’s eligibility under Rule 14a-8. The
Staff has on numerous occasions taken no-action positions concerning a company’s omission of
a shareowner proposal based on a proponent’s failure to provide satisfactory evidence of its
eligibility within 14 days of receiving a deficiency notice from the company. See, e.g., Verizon
Communications Inc. (avail. Jan. 15, 2008); Boeing Co. (avail. Jan. 9, 2008); General Motors
Corp. (avail. Apr. 5, 2007}, Motorola, Inc. (avail. Jan. 10, 2005); Johnson & Johnson (avail.
Jan. 3, 2005). More specifically, the Staff conststently has granted no-action relief when a
shareowner proponent “appears not to have responded” to a company’s “request for documentary
support indicating that [the proponent] has satisfied” Rule 14a-8(b)’s ownership requirements.
See, e.g., AGL Resources Inc. (avail. Jan. 11, 2008); Ford Motor Co. (Jan. 8, 2008); Bank of
America Corp. (avail, Dec. 31, 2007);, Occidental Petroleum Corp. (avail. Nov. 21, 2007); Int']
Paper Co. (avail. Feb. 28, 2007); Int’l Business Machines Corp. (avail. Dec. 5, 20006).

Similarly here, the Proponent did not timely respond to GE’s Deficiency Notice nor did
the Proponent provide any proof of delivery attempts to submit the Second Custodian’s Letter to
GE. Moreover, even if the Proponent had copied GE on her December 14, 2007, correspondence
with the Staff, the Proponent’s response would have fallen outside of the 14-day window
provided by Rule 14a-8(f). Despite the instructions provided in the Deficiency Notice, the
Proponent failed to provide GE with satisfactory evidence of her eligibility to submit the
proposal as required by Rule 14a-8(b) and Rule 14a-8(N(1). Thus, we ask that the Staff
reconsider its position in the Staff’s Response and concur that GE may exclude the Proposal.
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CONCLUSION

Based upon the foregoing analysis, we respectfully request that the Staff reconsider its
position set forth in the Staff’s Response and concur that it will take no action if GE excludes the
Proposal from its 2008 Proxy Materials.

[f we can provide additional correspondence to address any questions that the Staff may
have with respect to this no-action request, please do not hesitate to call me at (202) 955-8671,
my colleague Elizabeth A. Ising at (202) 955-8287 or David M. Stuart, GE’s Senior Counsel, at
(203) 373-2243.

Sincerely,
H220
Ronald O. Mueller

ROM/pal/jlk
Attachments

cc: David M. Swart, General Electric Company
Theresa Kreilein

(00375243_4.DOC
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Whereas from 1892 to 2007, GE sheres have appreciated on average neady 7%. - Inthe
last decade however, GE experienced 8 temporary unsustzinzble surge in performance
followed by a drastic performance decline *“free fall™. GE’s valuation followed this

_ performance cycle cnabling key executives to cam tuge profits from this performance

. swing, and then reposition themselves favorably after GE’s performance free fall,

‘The temparary ussustainable performance surge included a 19% per share pet earnings.
‘growth in 2000 or 27% improvement over the 15% in 1999. Dividend increases wheye
17% in 1999 and again in 2000. Some shareholders believed that GE could consistently.
double per share net camings approxjmately every four years. Huudreds of key
executfives earned hundreds of miltions of dollars, justified by GE’s valvation. CEO
compcensation was compared to company valuation increases in GE proxy materials. Mr.
Weich camed 125 million in one year in part to company valuation. Mr. Immelt sold
85,000 GE shares, many with & price of over $57 near the all time high price of around
360_ . .

Following 2000 GE realizes ten billion in losses, more losses than the entire et income
in 1998. The fantastic performance ralated to the temporary unsustainable eamings surge
is criticized by Wail Strect jounalist Kafhryn Kranhold: GE per share net camimgs
. growth experiences a fiee fall and declines by 4% in 2005. -

. A comparison of the returns of the long term investor to that of Mr, Tmmeit highlights the
opportunity to align management to that of the long term investor. The long term
investor who purchases the GE shares that Mr. fmmelt sold on Oct 17, 2000, for 57.75

- would in seven years on Oct 16, 2007 at a share price of $41.00 experience 4 decline of
25%. Mz. Tmelt however can take comfort in that when he sold his 40,000 shares at
57.75, he was able to buy them at 6.67 earning him a handsome 766%. Afterthe
company’s perforrmance freefall, Mr. Immelt buys at $34. The rise from-$34 to 841 on

Oct 16, 2007 eamns hit an additional 17% yielding e total handsome gain of 897%. In
the book ““The Watren Buffet Way™ Warren is “quite conteat to hold securities
indefinitely so long a3 the progpective return {n equity capital of the underlying business

- iy satisfactory, management is competent and honest, and the market does not overvatue

the business”™. Byremovmgﬂmcumnmppommtytopmﬁxhandsomelyﬁumemcme

performance swings and the sccompanying valuation swings, management can be more
ahgmdtothatoftl‘telongtern‘lmvestor,asﬂlecompatwbascommmdmteunnonehalf
ofﬂaaeammgs bothesbareholdmmmc fonnofdlvidmds

,page 7 of the GE 2007 proatymaxmalbeampmved. ‘ihcmlprovamenhsthatme

: T 5hokhngpmodlsmwvedﬂ'mnoneyearto the lifs of the cxecutive. Theexecuhvemas;
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f812) 8B3-4757

Edward]bnés’

_QOctobax 29, 2007

| o . .pdward D, Jones & Co. Custodian
’ . ‘FBO Therisa Xreilein

ammﬁ: Myron Xrailein

on 12/12/2003 Therisa Kreilain g?ﬁfhasad 165 aharejéc:%/ f’
Ganeral Blactric Common Stock. cse s K.ere .

and hever Solol, Sin ce /z(/f_' o3, e sld con ”“m//’
‘Roday her Genexal Blectr mmon Stock is sgual to

183.44089 shares which are being held in her IRA account

-at:gdward Jones,

Please accept this letter as gonfirmation of her Genexal

Electric holdings as ve hava been reguasted by the
account owner ‘to furmish this information to you.

Randy er _
Edward Jones Investments
P.Q. Box 372

.'Balem, IN 47167
-B12~883-47537 ’
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s - David M. Stuort

’ Senior Counsel
Investigations/Regulatory
GE

3135 Easton Tumnpike
Foirfield, CT 06828

LSA

November 13, 2007 - , T+12033732243

o F+1203373 2523 -
VIA EMAIL {myron@rpicorp.com} AND OVERNIGHT MAIL

davidmstuort @ge.com
Ms, Therisa Kreilein
‘Post Office Box 91956
Louisville, KY 40291

Re: Shareowner Proposal

Dear Ms. Kreilein;

tam u)riting on beholf of General Electric Company {the “Company™}, which received on

October 30, 2007, your shareowner proposal reloting to stock ownership and holding
requirements of our executives for consideration at the Company’s 2008 Annual Meeting of
Shareowners [the “Proposal’). Your Proposal contains certain procedural deficiencies, as set
farth below, which Securities and Exchange Commission [*SEC?) regulations require us to bring
to your attention. ' .

Rule 140-8{b} under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as amended {"Exchange Act”,
provides that each shareowner proponent must submit sufficient proof that it has
- continuously held ot Jeast $2,000 in morket value, or 1%, of a company’s shares entitled to
vote on the proposal for at least one year os of the date the shareowner propesal was -
- submitted. The Company’s stock records do not indicate that you ore the record owner of
sufficient shares to satisfy this requirement. In oddition, it is riot dear from the ownership
verification submitted by Edward Jones Investments, dated October 29, 2007, whether the

LT -handwritten note indicating that you have continuously held at least $2,000in market valye,

Sp s on1%, of the Company's shores for Gt legst one yedr ds of the'date the Propasolwas. © -~ - &
' - submitted tothe Comipuny cam from the person who sigied the letter. - + - - s

Toremedy this defect, you must submit sufficient proof of your ownership ofCorﬁpdﬁy
~ ‘shares. As explained in Rule 140-8(b), sufficient proof may be inthe foomof: .

* _awritten statement from the *record” holder of your shares (usually a brokeror -

.-abank] verifying that, as of the date the proposal was subritted, you
continuously held the requisite number of Company shores for at least one

“yeor; or '

» ifyou hove filed with the SEC o Schedule 130, Schedule 136, Form 3, Formn 4 or
Form 5, or amendments to those documents or updoted forms, reflecting your
ownership of Company shdres as of or before the dote on which the one-year

Soreng? Becw: Careourn;




eligibility period begins, a copy of the schedule and/or form, and ory
subsequent omendments reporting o change in the ownership level anda
written statement that you continuously held the required number of shares for -

the one-year period. .

The SEC's rules require that your response to this letter be postmarked or transmitted
- electronically no later than 14 calendar days from the date you receive this letter. Plecse
- oddress any response to me at the address or fax number as provided obove. Foryour
information, I enclose a copy of Rule 140-8. .

| have sent a copy of this letter to your Post Office Box via overmghf mail and to the
* representative appointed in the Proposal's cover letter, Myron Kreilein, via his email address.
if you hove any questions with respect to the foregoing, please contoct me ot l203} J73-2243,

Sincerely yours,
David M, Stuart 5
DMs/jlk
. Enclosure -
0337152 1.00C
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Shareholder Proposals - Rule 140-8
5230.140-8. .
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proposal in its form of proxy when theoompuvmldsmummlorspedoimelmgofsruelnldersmgmory in order to
have vour shareholder proposal included on a company's proxy cord, ond included along with any supporting statement in -
its prosy statement, you must be efigible and fotlow certoin procedures. Under o few specific circumstances, the compony is
permitted to exclude your proposol, but only ofter submitting its reasons to the Commission. We structured this section in o-

" question-ond-answe
submit the proposol.

rtmm!somumls eosler to understand, Therefemestone toaslmmrnlderseehngto

fo} Question 1: What is a proposal?

Aghareholder propesal is your recommengation of requirement that the company ondforns board of directors
take oction, which you infend to present at o meeting of the company’s shareholders. Your proposal should stote
o5 cleorty as possible the course of oction thot you befieve the compony should follow. If your proposal is ploced on
the compony's proxy cord, the compony must oiso provide in the form of prosy means for shoreholders to spectfy
by baxes o choice between approvat or disapproval, or obstention, Unless atherwise indicoted, the word “proposol
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(1} - morder to be efigible to submit o propasol, you must hove continuousty held ot least $2,000 in market
volue, or 19, of the company’s securities entitied to be voted an the proposat ot the meeting for ot least one
yeurbymedateyousubnﬁtmep'oposolvoumwtwnmtohddunseseaximdrw@thedoteof

‘the meeting.

{2} [f you ore the registered holder of your securities, which means that your nome appears in the company's
. records as o shareholdzr, the compony con vedly your eligibility on its own, aithough you will still hove to
provide the comparny with o written statement that you intend to continue to hold the securities through
the date of the meeting of shareholdess. However, if ke mony shoreholders you ore not a registered holdes,
- the company likely does not know that you are o shareholder, or how many shares you own. bn this cose, at
the time you submit your proposal, you must prove your efigibility to the company it one of bwo woys:

ﬁ! The first way is to submit to the company o written statement from the "record” holdes of your
securities fusually a broker of honld verifying thot, of the time you submitted your proposot, you
continuously held the securities for ot least one year. You must olso include your own writlen
sl};{tememthutywintmdmmnmtnhddﬂusemnﬂesﬂmughmedmeoﬂhemﬁngof
shareholders; or

i} The second way to prove ownership pﬂsodyifyouhuveﬁedasdteddeumgzmwmn
Schedule 13G (§240.13d-102), Form 3 {§249.103 of this chapterl, Form 4 (§249.104 of this chopten)
ondlfor Form $ (§249.105 of this chopierk. or amengments to those documents of updated fomms,
reflecting your ownership of the shares as of or before the dote on which the one-yeor eligibility
period begins. If you have filed one of these documents with the SEC. you moy demonstrate your
eﬁgibﬁtybyswnﬂtﬁngloﬂwcompmv
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yeurperiodcsofmeduteofmesmtemnt
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Question 3: Howmyproposals may 1 submit?

_ Bochsfmehddernwszmmtmmoreﬂmnneprop;:soltoucompomfora pamndm'stnremlders‘meeﬁng

Qunthn&-ﬂwlangounmypmposuibe?
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Question 5: What s the deatliine for submitting o proposai?

t) !fyouarembm:tﬁngyowpmposa!formeomnpow‘sannun!meetugyuucunmmostcosesﬁndﬂw
deodline in ost year's proxy statement. However, f the company did not hold an ennual meeting last yeor,
or hos changed the date of its meeting for this year more than 30 doys from last yeor's meeting. you con
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usually find the deodfine in one of the company’s quortery reports on Farm 10-Q [5249.3080 of this chopter)
or 10-Q58 {§249.308b of this chapter), or in shareholder reports of ivesiment companies under §270.30d-1
of this chapter of the Investment Compony Act of 1940. In order to avoid controversy, sharehotders should

submit their propasals by means, Induding electronic meons, that permit them to prova the dote of delivery,

The deadiine is calculoted in the following monner i the proposat is submitted for a regularly scheduled
annuc! meeting. The proposol must be recelved ot the company’s principal executive offices not less than
120 culendor days before the date of the company's prosy statement relsosed to shareholders in
connection with the previous year's annual meeting. However, if the company did not hold on annudl
meeting the previous yeor, or if the date of this yeor's annual meeting has been changed by more than 30
days from the dote of the previous year's meeting, then the deadiine is a recsonalie time before the
company begins to print and mafl its prosy moterials.

kuommﬁrﬁl&tgymrpwwdﬁoméeﬁngddmdﬂdaﬁﬁh&dmomgﬂr&xh@ﬁedmw
meeting.queudimisareasmableﬁmebeforetheoomparwbegimtopﬂntandnﬁlnsprmymmerio{s

-1 Question & What f fail to follow one of the efigibllity or procedural requirements explalned in answers to
Quastions llhmughnofﬂlbsecﬂon? :

]

"

Themmmmuymudeyowpmpomtbinonlyoﬂahhusmuﬁedymownpmhhmwywhwe

'wbdodeqmtdymcmmn%nmmdmhhgmmwﬂﬂ.ﬂEmmmmmﬁfy

wuhmﬁhgofunymmedmdueighﬁyddﬁmdes.mweﬂmdﬂuﬂm&mmbrwmm
-ertmmmbepnﬂnuhd.aumntdemm.mbw&mlawysmIhedoteyou
received the Compony’s notificotion. A company need not provide you such notice of a deficiency !f the
deficiency cannot be remedied, such asif you fofl to submit o proposal by the compony’s

determined deadline, if the company intends to exclude the proposal, it will kater hove to make a
submission under 5240.140-8 ond provide you with @ copy under Quastion 10 below., §240.140-8f).

H you fail in your promise to hokd the required number of securities through the date of the meeting of
simrelnlders.menmempmywlbepemmwwexdudeulofyowpmpom!sfmmltspmmoteriuls
for ony meeting heid in the following two calendor yaars,

g dmﬁmvgmmmwmapmmmwmwtsmﬂmmmdnum
Except os otherwise noted, the burden is on the company to demonstrote that it is entitled to exciude o proposad.

- Qmsﬂonmuustlcppeurpemndyutmes!wahddm‘mnthgtopresmtﬂm proposal?

m

m

e

B

.. the ollowing two calendor yeor.

Etherymoryourrepresenmvewhoisqm_ﬁﬁedwderstmehwmpresentu)epmposo!onymubmﬂf.
muslnttendthemeethgmpmsentﬂwproﬁﬁsnLWhemefyoumendmemeeﬁngmsdrmseMG
qmﬂﬁedmprammmmmmhwwplm.ywshoddmdnemmyouwm-
fepresentative, foflow the proper state low procedures for ottending the meeting and/or presenting your

if the company haids its shareholder meeting in whole of in port via electronic media, and the compony -
pennluwuormmmmmmpmmmmmmmmmmmmyappmﬂmngh
electronic media rother than troveling to the meeting to appeor in person.

Ifwuwmmmmhlmmmmhpw.mmmm
componyudﬂbepemﬁnedmexdudenﬂofmmoMfmqhsmmstwmymﬁngdiq

)

memmummdrsm:umwmum by shorehalders under the laws
of the jurisdiction of the compony’s organization; )

Note to parogroph UL Depending on the subject matter, some propasols are not considered proper under
smeluwlttheywddbebindngmﬂ\gmmpuwirupprmedbyshorefbldemln'wapeﬁenoe.mqst
MMMmtmmmmumBMhMmmmmem

-, are proper under state law, Accordingly, we will assume that a proposal drofied as o fecomntendation or
" suggestionis propér unless the company demonstrates otherwise. S ’ :

Viofation of fow:. If the propesol would, if implemented, cause the company to viclote ony siate, federol, or
foreign low o whichitis subject; : :
Note-topomgmphﬁl?tWeuﬂlnmupplyu&basisformonlopemitexdl.sbnofuproposdoni
gmundsmﬂﬂmddvhmmmhwimnﬂmoeﬁm&whdgnldemnho\doluli@of'uny
state or federol low. o

V‘u!ob‘onafpro)grru!es Hﬂkpioposdwsuppmﬁngsiomemisconmytpnnyoiﬂmmnﬁsbn'smoxy

3




rules, including §240.140-9, which prohibits materially folse or mislending stotements in prowy soliciting
moteriols: ‘ _ :
{0 Personal grievonce; speciol interest: If the proposal relotes 10 the redress of o personal claim or grisvonce
aguainst the company or any other person, or if It is designed to result In o benefit to you, or to further a
Personal interest, which is not shored by the other shareholders ot large; - S
1 {51 Refevonce; If the proposal relotes to operations which account for fess than § percent of the company's
tnbulnssetsotmeerﬂofhsmostmcemeyew.mdbrleﬁﬂmSpamntdﬁsnaMngst
snlesfumsmostmcentﬁscolyeor.aﬂisnﬂoﬂxemisesigdﬁmnﬂymmdmmemmwbtdnss

Absence of power/cuthority. If the company would Jack the power or autharity to implement the proposa:
Management functians. if the proposal decks with  matter relating 1o the company's ordinary business
operations:

Relotes to efection: if the proposal rekates to an efection for membership on the company’s board of directors
or anclogous governing body; ' .

Mﬂswﬂhmmm%pmmﬁﬁﬂmmpwd&ecﬂymﬂk&uﬂmmdmemﬂmm
proposols to be sulimitted 1o shareholders ot the some meeting; :

Note to parogroph (5t A comparny's subemission to the Commission under this section should specify the
points of conflict with the company’s proposal..

o Smmmmmmanmdrmmmmmmﬂnpw

: . (12} Dupfication: i the proposol substontiolly dupicates onother proposal previously submited to the compary
- .byamﬂerpmpwwnlmmwinbetndudedmmemmmspwmmeﬁdsfwﬂammmeeﬂng:

8.8 33

-t ray

{13 Resubmissions: if the propasal deals with substartiofly the some subject matter os another proposdl o
pWMiMuMMMMhIMWmmMWMQ
! Scdaﬂmyem;bwnmymyedﬁeﬁﬁomhpmnmmﬂslawme&ghemem
’ ’ mmdmmmnwpsmmummwm

i) Lessmon.’mowlewtei[proposedo;n:euﬁllinlheprecedingSou!endaryeurs:
i} menmammmmmmwmmmammmuﬁmm
preceding 5 calendor yeors; ar ’ ) ;
iy Less thon 10% of the vote on its kst submission to shareholders if propased three times or more
previously within the preceding 5 colendor years; and . ’
13} Specific omount of dividends. Hf the proposal relates to specilic amounts of cash or stock dividends.
[} Quesﬁonl&%atpmcedu;smustﬂnmponyfoﬁowﬂuhwmmmdudamyprw
w -"ﬂwwmmmmé#w%mwmm&wm&ﬂmﬁbébteqsomwﬁhﬂve.-. '
o, e - Commission no later ton 80 coleiidar days befort It fles Bs definitive proxy stitementand ool prowy 1.
L1 with the Commissien: . The comgion) riisst simuftaneously provide yau pas with 6 copy of its submission The - - =7 7
.msmmmmwmnummdm.ﬂhmmmmmmwwm )
IS B . @ The company must e six poper coples of the following:
' @  The proposal; ' :
"l Anexplanation 6f why the company befieves thot it may exclude the proposol, which should, if
‘N%M'mmwmwuemw.mmmmmmmmm
rule; o - ’

&) 'Asuppbrlingopirionolcousdwhmsudueumprebasedcnmnersofsmteorforeignluw.

1, Question 12: May | submit my own stotement to the Commisslon responding to the company's orguménts?
. 'fes.youmuysuhmiwrespmse,hnlzlsnotreqared.\’ous!m!dnymsubmnowrspomemus.udmucopyto E

ﬂ\eccmpmy.ossoonosposs‘ﬂeo&ermewnpmvmahﬁssuhmissiourhismy.thecmonsmﬂwﬂl
hweﬁmetoco@erhﬂymsuhn‘mﬁmbeheﬂiémbm?wshonldsubinitsbtpopa'coplesofyow

-




response.

! Question 12:1F uw company includes my dwreholder prnposal In its proxy materiols, whnt informaticn about

mamust it indude clang with the proposad itself? -
{1}  The company's proxy statement must include your nome and address, as wel] os the number of the

L

- company's voting securities that you hold. However, insteod of providing thot information, the compony

moy Insteod include a stotement that it will provide the information to shoreholders prompily upon
receiving an oral or written request.

The company ks not responsible for the contents of your preposal or supporting statement.

#m)  Question 13: What can t do If the company includes In its praxy statement reasons why It belleves -
sl‘mreholder:shmﬂdmtvotdm!uwrdnwprnpomtmdlcﬁscgmwiﬂssomndm:tcmm?

lll

Thecompanynnyelectmlndudehmpwmmlrmwabeﬁmwmmmum
ogainst your proposal. The compony is oflowed tomaheurgment;reﬂecﬂmitsmpoimdview,mstus

- " you may express your own paint of view in your praposal's supporting statement.

fl-lowwai.ifywbelleve MWmesoppwum ww&mposamntdmmmduaytnbem
misteading statements thot may viclote our onti-froud rude, §240.140-9, you shoukd promptly send to the

Commission stoff and the company o letter explaining the reasons for your view, olong with a copy of the

‘tompony's sioternents opposing your proposok. Tothe stent possible, you ketter should Indude specific

factuol nformation demonstrating the inoccuracy of the compony's daims. Time permitting, you may wish
mlrytoworkomwurdm'erencesﬁm the compoy by yourself before Contacting the Commission stoff,

We require the compony to send you a copy of its statements opposing your proposal before It mails its
pf‘oxynwteﬁuls.mﬂ\otyounmybdngmoufatbentionurymamfhl!}'fubeoruﬁs!eodfrlgsmtﬂnents.unw
the foflowing timeframes:

.m lfourno-acﬂonrspmuereqwlsﬂmwumckerewslmsmyourpmposdormpporﬁwgsmtemem
+ s 0 condition to requiring the compony to include tin s prosy materiols, then the company must
memuwﬁmmmmMmmmsmmmumm
receives a copy of your revised proposator

0  Inoit other cases, the company must pmvideyoumﬂ\uoopy ofnsoppcsmonstotementsnohler
msocdmdarduysbefurens ﬁles definitive copies of s proxy stotement ond form of proxy under
524044&&
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The UPS Store #2799
8407 Bardstown Road
Louisville, KY 40291
502.231.0952 Tel

502.231,0868 Fax @ .
Fax Cover The UPS Store

ro: fonald ) Myeller Faxtt: [~ 202-530-9569
Date: / -/ 7 ~ 200 g # of Pages (Inciuding cover sheet): 2-

From: MZ/’D" /é"’fc’.y‘ - Phone #:
Subject: %" j/’gﬁo.‘k?/ .//Viffl'/t"lh)

P .
yau are ol the Intanded rocipient, do not disclase, copy, distribine s i i 7
srange retorm of the docutren of ;m 1o ey s or use this information. I you feceived Ihis transmission In error piease call immediately to



GIBSON, DUNN & CRUTCHERLLP

LAWYERS

A RBGISTHRED LEMITED LIADILUTY ARTHERSHIE
INCLUDING PROFESSIONAL CORNTORATIONS

1050 Connceticut Avence, N.W. Waslington, D.C. 20036-5306
{202) 955-8500
wivw.gibsondunn.com

rrucllerflgibvandunn . com

fax  202- 5309564

I Therisa Kreilein or my representative Myron Kreilein would like lo cure the below
proposal according the response received by the Secutities and Exchange Conumission
postmarked Jan 11, 2008, and received lap 16, 2008.

Please replace the proposal:

“This proposal recomnmmends the stock vwnership and holding requircments as deseribed
on page [3 of the GE 2007 proxy material be improved. T'he improvement is that the
holding period is improved from onc year to the life of the executlive. The execilive may

earn the dividends and bequesth their shares as they chose.”

With the proposal below containing the cure recommended by the Securilies and
Exchange Commission,

The proposal recommends that GE tuprove its stock ownership and holding requirements
so thal senior executives hold any shares they reccive in cotinection with the exercise of
slock optious, currently unexercised, for the life of the executive.

All remaining supporting statements are to remain intact,

Thanks and best regards

Therisa Kreilein

Thoicie~ Fisboe
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GIBSON, DUNN & CRUTCHER LLP i

LAWYERS
A REGISTERED LIMITED LIABILITY PARTHNERSIH P
INCLUDING PROFESSIONAL CORI‘OIU\TJONS

1050 Connecticut Aveoue, NW. Washington, D.C. 20036-5306 if
(202) 955.8500
www.gibsondunn.com




GIBSON,DUNN & CRUTCHERLLP

LAWYERS

A REGISTERED LIMITED LIABILITY PARTNERSHIP
INCLUDING FROFESSIONAL CORTORATIONS

1050 Connecticut Avenue, N.W, Washington, D.C. 20036-5306
(202) 955-8500
www.gibsondunn.com

rrmueller@gibsondunn.com
fax  no2-530-95¢9

I Therisa Kreilein or my representative Myron Kreilein would Jike to cure the below
proposal according the response received by the Securities and Exchange Commission
postmarked Jan 11, 2008, and received Jan 16, 2008.

Please replace the proposal:

“This proposal recommends the stock ownership and holding requirements as described
on page 13 of the GE 2007 proxy material be improved. The improvement is that the
holding period is improved from one year to the life of the executive. The executive may

earn the dividends and bequeath their shares as they chose.”

With the proposal below containing the cure recommended by the Securities and
Exchange Commission.

The proposal recommends that GE improve its stock ownership and holding requirements
so that senior executives hold any shares they receive in connection with the exercise of
stock options, currently unexercised, for the life of the executive.

All remaining supporting statements are to remain intact.

Thanks and best regards

Therisa Kreilein

Thowin. Frsblin
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Feb Q5 08 Q2:26p SU-4Uy-001<4 pA
Yahoo! Mail - myron_kreilein@yahoo.com Page 1 of 1

_@H’OO’ MA' L P CE/?JPU Close Window

Classic Zg
Date: Tue. £ Feb 2008 12:07:27 -0B0O (PST) UBFEB
- o . - "-5 Pﬁ
From: "Myron Kreilgin® <myron_kreilein@yahoo.com> 3 Ul‘

J
Subject: appeal response n Af{p; UU/_, -,
A
To; myron@rplcorp.com Fy’x # 202 ij/ 323(%
Dear Mr. Will Heins
This fax is a basic response to GE's appeal to the Kreilein proposal. A substantial amount of text in the appeal
is dedicated to a claim that of the two brokers statements submitted, GE never received the second completely
typewritten statement.
The completely typewritten brokers statement is identical! to the brokers statement GE acknowledged receiving
only completely typewritten, it was postmarked before the date required by GE's letter and sent to Mr. David
Stuart at GE. This letter was never returned and was in al! likelihood received by someone at GE.

The existence of this second brokers statement with a date well within the guidelines of GE's [etter indicates a
brokers statement was produced to respond to GE's letter.

Please uphold your decision to present the proposal.
Thanks and best regards
Therisa Kreilein

feb-p5-2008

CC lond Shyt (af GE) 263-323-2523

http://us.f558.matl.yahoo.com/ynm/ShowLetter?box=Sent&Msgld=2047 893727 45775 60... 2/5/2008
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' -Edward Joney ) Rundy Pepmeier

7 Nnrth Side OF Public Squarc - Investmen! Repreaeatative
Salem, IN 47167 -
{317) 3A3-4757

- Mr Hems - | Edward Jones
/D/Cascz JAC /uc/{j 7 H- }/"57{”(?/'&7"“ @X "Qk .
(onsa"c'{(m ILf'Om . ( /(re/’/efh /)/apasc/) /Tcé-o-’f‘ Joes

November 12, 2007 Fax /-202-772-?20/

Bdward D. Jones A Co. Custodian
FBO Therisa Kreilein

ATTN: Myron Krellein

On 12/12/2003 Therisa Kreilein purchased 165 shares of
General Electric Common Stock. These shares were held
continuously and never sold since 12/12/2003.

Today her General Electric Common Stock is equal to
.183.44089 shares which are being held in her IRA account
at Edward Jones.

Please accept this letter as confirmation of her General
Electric holdings as we have been requested by the
acgQunt owner t¢ furnish this information to you.

Randy P pmeger
Edwaxrd Jone Investments

P.0. Box 372
Salem, IN- A7167
812-883-4757

CC bapd S Fuart (a? 55) 203375-2523

A%



