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UNITED STATES

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 205494561

_ DIVISION OF
CORPORATION FINANCE

B (117111 [ —

11007349
RobertA Cantone - JUNTD 201
Proskauer Rose LLP ) QCT;-' 1q 34
Eleven Times Square | Washington, DC 064 ecrion:
New York, NY 10036-8799 20549 | Rule: Ja-¥
: , _ Public o
Re:  Celgene Corporation ~ Availability: b-1O-ll

Incoming letter dated June 6, 2011
Dear Mr. Cantone:

This is in response to your letters dated June 6, 2011 and June 10, 2011
concerning the shareholder proposal submitted to Celgene by John Chevedden. We also
have received letters from the proponent dated June 7, 2011, June 8, 2011, and
Tune 10, 2011. Our response is attached to the enclosed photocopy of your
correspondence. By doing this, we avoid having to recite or summarize the facts set forth
in the correspondence. Copies of all of the correspondence also will be provided to the

~ proponent.

In connection with this matter, your attention is directed to the enclosure, which
“sets forth a brief discussion of the Division’s informal procedures regarding shareholder

proposals.
Sincerely,
Gregory S. Beiliston
Special Counsel
Enclosures

cc: - John Chevedden

**FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***
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June 10, 2011

Response of the Office of Chief Counsel
Division of Corporation Finance

Re:.  Celgene Corporation
Incoming letter dated June 6, 2011

The proposal relates to special meetings.

There appears to be some basis for your view that Celgene may exclude the
proposal under rule 14a-8(e)(2) because Celgene received it after the deadline for
submitting proposals. We note in particular your representation that Celgene received the
proposal after this deadline. Accordingly, we will not recommend enforcement action to
the Commission if Celgene omits the proposal from its proxy materials in reliance on
rule 14a-8(e)(2).

| We note that Celgene did not file its statement of objections to including the

: proposal in its proxy materials at least 80 calendar days before the date on which it filed
definitive proxy materials as required by rule 14a-8(j)(1). Noting the circumstances of
the delay, we grant Celgene’s request that the 80-day requirement be waived.

Sinéerely,

Carmen Moncada- L'erry
Special Counsel
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DIVISION OF CORPORATION FINANCE
INFORMAL PROCEDURES REGARDING SHAREHOLDER PROPOSALS

The Division of Corbbration Finance believes that its responsibility 'with respect to
matters arising under Rule 14a-8 {17 CFR 240.14a-8], as with other matters under the proxy

 rules, is to aid those who must comply with the rule by offering informal advice and suggestions
. and to determine, initially, whether or not it may be appropriate in a particular matter to_
'recommend enforcement action to the Commission. In connection with a shareholder proposal

* under Rule 14a-8, the Division’s.staff considers the information furnished to it by the Coimpany

in support of its intention to exclude the proposals from the Company’s proxy materials, as well

. as any mformatlon ﬁmushed by the proponent or-the proponent’s representatlve

) Alth'ough Rule 14a-8(k) does not require any communications from shareholders to the
Commission’s staff, the staff will always consider information concerning alleged violations of
the statutes administered by the- Commission, including argument as to whether or not activities
proposed to be taken would be violative of the statute or rule involved. The receipt by the staff
of such information, however, should not be construed as changing the staff’s informat
procedures and proxy review into a formal or adversary procedure.

It is important to note that the staff’s and Commission’s no-action responses to -
Rule 14a-8(j) submissions reflect only informal views. The determinations reached in these no-
action letters do not and cannot adjudicate the merits of a company’s position with respect to the
proposal. Only a court such as a U.S. District Court can decide whether a company is obhgated

.. to include shareholder proposals in its proxy materials. Accordingly a discretionary
" determination not to recommend or take Commission enforcement action, does not preclude a .
" proponent, or any shareholder of a-company, from pursuing any rights he or she may have against

the company in court, should the management omit the proposal from the company’s proxy
matenal



JOBN CHEVEDDEN

**FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***

——

June 10, 2011, p.m.

Office of Chief Coumsel

Division of Corporation Finance
Securities and Exchange Commission
100 F Street, NE

‘Washington, DC 20549

#5 Rule 14a-8 Proposal
Celgene Corporation (CELG)
Special Shareowner Meetings
John Chevedden

Ladies ar_ld Gentlemen:

The company June 10, 2011 letter leaves a number of unanswered questions, especially given the
company touting of a “commitment to good corporate goverpance.”

Since the question of this rule 14a-8 proposal was raised weeks ago, the company has never
taken a position on whether the fax 908-673-9001 is located at “86 Morxis Avenue, Summit,
New Jersey 07901.” -

The company has never taken a position on whether the proposal was received by the fax 908-
673-9001. '

In regard to the below December 14, 2010 transmission of the proposal, the company has not
answered whether the proposal was also received by Robert J. Hugin (emphasis added):

—— Forwarded Message L

From_ *FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***

Date: Tue, 14 Dec 2010 19:26:48 -0700

To: "David W. Gryska" <dgryska@celgene.com>

Cc: "Robert J. Hugin" <rhugin@celgene.com>

Conversation: Rule 14a-8 Proposal (CELG)

Subject: Rule 14a-8 Proposal (CELG)

Mr. Gryska,

Please see the attached Rule 14a-8 Proposal.
Sincerely, '

John Chevedden

-—— End of Forwarded Message

The 2010 proposal was emailed to Robert J. Hugin (emphasis added):
—— Forwarded Message :

From: **FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16**

Date: Fri, 01 Jan 2010 22:30:20 -0700

To: "Robert J. Hugin" <rhugin@celgene.com>
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Conversation: Rule 14a-8 Proposal (CELG)
- Subject: Rule 14a-8 Proposal (CELG)

Mr. Hugin, '
Please see the attached Rule 14a-8 Proposal.
Sincerely,

" John Chevedden

-—- End of Forwarded Message

And Mr. Hugin was copied on this recent email (emphasis added):
——- Forwarded Message

From: *FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***

Date: Thu, 26 May 2011 17:55:23 -0700

To: Office of Chief Counsel <shareholderproposals@sec.gov>
Cc: Brian Gill <bgili@celgene.com>, <rhugin@celgene.com>
Conversation: Rule 14a-8 Proposal (CELG)

- Subject: Rule 14a-8 Proposal (CELG)

Office of Chief Counsel
Division of Corporation Finance
Securities and Exchange Commission

Ladies and Gentlemen:

The below company response indicates that the company does not take seriously that
the proponent inquiry is regarding the 2011 rule 14a-8 proposal

Sincerely, :

John Chevedden ...

The company did not disclose the email address that recewed the 2010 rule 14a-8 proposal €Oy,
which was received by email and was included by the company in'its 2010 no action request.

The company claims it is short on time. Yet the company stalled for time weeks ago through its
frivolous non-responsive “Kind regards!” email of May 26, 2011,

Accordmg to Staff Legal Bulletin No. 14, a rule 14a-8 proposal “must be received at the
company's principal executive offices,” specifically:

c. How does a shareholder know where to send his or her proposal?

The proposal must be received at the companys principal executive offices.
Shareholders can find this address in the company s proxy statement. If a shareholder
sends a proposal to any other location, even if it is to an agent of the company or to
another company location, this would not satisfy the requirement. :

Contrary to the company Jupe 6, 2011 and June 10, 2011 leiters, a company does not have
dictatorial power over the method of delivery to the “company’s principal executive offices” or
dictatorial power over the designation of a job title to address the proposal to. '



The company June 10, 2011 Jetter does not clarify whether the company even bas an employee
with Corporate Secretary in their job title. The June 10, 201 1 company letter does not address the
inadequacy of the company response in light of the Staff Legal Bulletin No. 14 text above.

This is to request that the Securities and Exchange Commission allow this resolution to stand and
be voted upon in the 2011 proxy. '

Sincerely,

ohn Chevedden

' cc: .
: Brian Gill <bgili@celgene.com>
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PrOSka uer>> Proskauer Rose LLP Elevén Times Square New York, NY 10036-5298
Robert A. Cantone
Member of the Firm

d212.969.3235
£212.969.2800

June 10, 2011 roankone@proskauer.com

By Email

U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission
Division of Corporation Finance

Office of Chief Counsel

100 F Sireet, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20549

Re:  Celgene Corporation — Supplemental Information regarding Notice of Intent to
Omit Stockholder Proposal fiom. Proxy Matetials Pursuant to-Rule 14a-8
Promulgated under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as Amended, and
Request for No-Action Ruling

Dear Ladies and Gentlemcn:

We refer to this firm’s letter of Juné 6, 2011 pursuant to Rule 14a-8(j) under the Securities and
‘Exchange Act of 1934, as-améended, submitted on behalf of our client Celgene Corporation, a
Delaware corporation (the “Company”) (our “June-6 Letter), in which we notified the Securities
and Exchange Commission (the “Commission’”) of the Company’s intention to. exclude a

stockholder proposal submitted by Mr. John Cheveddén. (the “Chevedden Proposal”) from the

proxy materials for the Company’s 2011 Annual Meeting of Stockholders to be held on June 15,
2011 (the “2011 Proxy Materials™).

In view:of Mr. Chevedden’s June 7, 2011 letter to the Office of Chief Counsel regarding his
proposal (attached hereto as Exhibit A), we-are writing to supplement our June 6 Letter with
information we believe is important tothe Staff’s consideration of this mattér. Specifically, we

‘wish to highlight the. Company’s commitrnent to goud corporate governanice practices and its

Tespornisiveness to the concetns of its stockholders, as well as, the unusual circumstances - under
‘which the Company must address the Chevedden Proposal only days before its annual mecting
of stockholders.

There have been two prior shareholder proposals submitted to the Comipany pursuant to Rule
142-8. In the proxy materials for the Company’s 2009 aritiual meeting of stockholders, the
Compatiy included a proposil made by the United Brotherhood of Carpenters Pension Fund with
réspect to implementing a majority rather than plurality voting standard for the election of
directors. In response to the shareholder vote that supported the Pension Fund’s proposal, the

- Company’s Board of Directors thereafter implemented a majority \__'otmg standard.

In addition, in 2009, Mr. Chevedden submitted a proposal regarding the elimination of
supermajority voting requirements under the Company’s charter and bylaws and, in response, the
Company’s hoard of directors eliminated the supermajority voting requm:ments thereby
obviating the need for a stockholder vote on the matter.

Boca Ratari | Bostori | Chicago |‘Hong Kong | Lofdon | Los-Angeles | New Orleans | New York | Newark | Paris | Sao Paulo.'Washington, .D.C.



]
B
T
:
1
<
1
i

Proskauer)

June 10, 2011
Page 2

As these prior events demonstrate, the Company has a record of acting responsibly and
appropriately with réspect to-shareholder proposals And, given that record, it should be evident
that the inability-of the Company to address and respond to Mr. Chevedden’s most recent
proposal stems frem unfortunate circutnstances, rather than any disregard for the shareholder
proposal process.

As meritioned it our June 6 Letter, the Chevedden Proposal was not submiitted in the manner

prescribed by the Company’s 2010 proxy statement. The prescribed method of submission as. set

forth in the Company’s.2010 proxy statement was intended to.safeguard against communication
mishaps by not providing for electronic means of delivery of'stockholder proposals, which can
be misdirected, as evidently occurred in this situation. Had the Chevedden Proposal been mailed
to the Company at its corporate- headquarters to the attention of the Corporate Secretary as
specified in the 2010 proxy statement, therc would have been a significantly reduced risk of

inadvertent misdirection-or non—dehvery to the appropriate personnel. Perhaps: recogmzmg the

tisk inherent in the manner in which he submitted the proposal, Mr. Chevedden tequested in the
letter that accompanied his proposal that the Company confirin teceipt of the proposal by email

to him. Importantly, Mt. Chevedden does not assert that the Company confirmed receipt of his

submission as he requested: . In fact, Mr. Chevedden received a notice of non-delivery. ofthe e-

mail submission to Mr. Gryska, the Company’s former CFO, as Mr. Gryska had resigned from
the Company .in September 2010.

In light of the unfortunate circumistances surronnding the. Chevcdden Proposal, the Conpany is
currently evaluating its procedures for receiving shareholder proposals {(which were- designed to
receive hard-copy correspondence by mail or courier) with the goal of establishing more
effective procedures for capturing such-proposals, including those proposals that are submitted to
the Company outside.of prescribed methods of delivery. As the Companys record

. demonstiates, it takes very seriously its obligations concerning communi¢ations with its

shateholdeis, and it wishes to assute that in the future each. shareholder proposal will be
appropriately addressed by the. Company. ' :

In the unfortunate circumstances thathave arisen, the Company has no practical way to include
the Chevedden Proposal in'the 2011 Proxy Materials which wete mailéd tothe Company’s
stockholders begmnmg on or aboutMay 2, 2011. And as we noted in our June 6 Letter, the
annual meeting of stockholders will be held in person at the Company’” s:corporate headquarters
on June 15, 2011, fivedays from now. Any change in those plans would not only be enormously
expensive and inconvenience scores of stockholders who are expecied to attend the meeting, but
would distupt the process of shareholdéts voting oh other irportant matters, including the votes
on the Company’s exécitive compensation and frequency of shareholder votes on executive.
compensation. We believe that postponing the annual meeting in order to inchude the Chevedden
Proposal is not a viable alternative as it would result in extraordinary cost, confusion and
inconvenience 1o stockholders and the-Company.
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For the fotegoing reasons, the Cc)_m

Ny resp 'ctfull -rexterates ﬁs Tequest that the Staff oonﬁnm
that it will not racommen enfo ' ¢

.t; should the: Staﬂ' desxré further dlalogue' w1th the
_Vedden Proposal should he propose to mcludc itin

ce: My, John Chevedden
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EXHIBIT A

"[Sée attached]
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From: ***FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***

Sent: Tueésday, June 07, 2011 11:58 PM

To: Office of Chief Counsel

Cc: Brian Gill

Subject # 3 Rule 14a-8 Proposal Celgene Corporation (CELG)

JOHN CHEVEDDEN

**FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***

Tune 7, 2011

Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Corporation Finance
Securities and Exchange Commission
100 F Street, NE

Washington, DC 20549

# 3 Rule 14a-8 Proposal
Celgene Corporation (CELG)
Special Shareowner Meetings
John Chevedden

Ladies and Gentlemen:

Attachéd are two confirmations of the December 14, 2010 fax of my 2011 proposal to
the company. One-confirmation is from the fax machine and the second confirmation
is from the telephone bill.

The company does not contest the evidence of the December 14, 2010 fax
transmission of the rule 14a-8 proposal which the company included in its no action
request exhibits.

In addition to the fax delivery, there was an email message to the company with the
proposal attached, specifically to David W. Gryska, Semor Vice President and Chief
Financial Officer:

-—- Forwarded Message

From: “~+FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***

Date: Tue, 14 Dec 2010 19:26:48 -0700

To: "David W. Gryska” <dgryska@celgene.com>
Cc: "Robert J. Hugin" <rhugin@ecelgene.com>
Conversation: Rule 14a-8 Proposal (CELG)



Subject: Rule 14a-8 Proposal (CELG)

Mr. Gryska, ,

Please see the attached Rule 14a-8 Proposal.
Sincerely,
_John Chevedden

—— End of Forwarded Message

The above email address was the same email addresses used to forward the 2010 rule
14a-8 proposal. The company did not complain of any untimeliness for the 2010 rule
14a-8 propesal in its 2010 no action request, Celgene Corporation (April 5,2010). In
fact the company apparently submitted a copy of the 2010 rule 14a-8 proposal that
was received by email because there was no fax transmission identification on the
2010 proposal exhibit in the company 2010 no action request (exhibit attached).

--—- Forwarded Message

From ***FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***

Date: Wed, 16 Dec 2009 09:23:01 -0700

To: "David W. Gryska" <david.gryska@celgene.com>
Conversation: Rule 14a-8 Proposal (CELG)

Subject: Rule 14a-8 Proposal (CELG)

Mr. Gryska,

Please see the attached Rule 14a-8 Proposal.
Sincerely,

John Chevedden

- End of Forwarded Message

Immediately after émailing this ne action response letter, I will forward the above.
emails with their attachéd rule 14a-8 proposals to the Staff and to-the company as
exhibits. :

The company needlessly delayed its no action request and instead made a frivolous
hor-responsive reply addressing the 2010 proposal on May 26, 2011:

-—--- Forwarded Méssage

From: Brian Gill <bgili@celgene.com>

Date: Thu, 26 May 2011 20:09:38 -0400
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To: **FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***
Conversation: Rule 14a-8 Proposal (CELG)
Subject: RE:'Rule 14a-8 Proposal (CELG)
Dear Mr. Chevedden,

In response to your e-mail of earlier today in which you attached

corfespondence relating to-a shareholder proposal request dated December
2009 [merely as an example of the format of the December 2010 proposal],

we note that your request was submitted in 2009 and responded to in

" accordance with Rule 14a-8(j) by letter to the SEC dated February 22, 2010

on which you were copsed

Since we had voluntarily lmplemented the requiested action of cur own accord,
your proposal of 2009 was properly omitted from our proxy statement of last
year and, accordingly, there is no need to include it in this year’s proxy '
statement.

Kind regards!

According to Staff Legal Bulletin No. 14 arule 14a-8 proposal “must be received at
the company's principal executive offices; ” specifically:

c. How does a shareholder know where to send his or her proposal?

Thé proposal must be received at the company’s principal executive offices.
Shareholders canfind this address in the company's proxy statement. If a
shareholder sends. a proposal to any other location, even if it is to an agent of
the company or to another company location, this would not satisfy the
reguirement. :

Coritrary to the company June 6, 2011 letter, a company does not have dietatorial
power over the method of delivery to the “company's principal executive offices” o
dictatorial power over the designation of a job title to address the propesal to. It is not
clear whether the company even has an employee with Corporate Secretary in their

job title.

Attached is also an example of a company issuing additional definitive proxy
materials of only 6-pages for a rule 14a-8 proposal. '



This is to request that the Securities and Exchange Commission allow this resolution
to:stand and be voted-upon in the- 2011 proxy.

Sincerely,

John Chevedden
ce: .
Brian Gﬂl <t @ ]gen com>
' ¥ 3 7 *w****-}***x*—}&*i******i**#tii*

Bo3c) in error, please reply to the

‘*'\"h**** }***i#*?&*i *k*ﬂl#******‘b******w****i*ir*#'t*****'k***:k
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JOHN CHEVEDDEN
*EISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***

June 7, 2011

Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Corporation Finance
Securities and Exchange Commission
100.F Street, NE

‘Washington, DC 20549

# 3 Rule 1428 Proposal
Celgene Corperation (CELG)
Special Shareowner Meetings
John Chevedden

Ladies and Gentlemen:

Attached are two confirmations. of the Deceniber 14; 2010 fax of my 2011 proposal to the
company. Orie confirmation is frorn the fax mackine and the second corfinmation is from the
telephone bill.

The conipany does not contest the evidence of the December 14, 2010 fax transmissiofi of the
rile 14a-§ proposal which the.company included in its no action request exhibits.

Tn addition to the fax delivery, there was.an crnail message to the company with the proposal
attached, specifically to David W. Gryska, Senior Vice President and: Chief Financial Officer:

———— Forwarded-Messaae

From: **FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***
Date: Tue, 14 Dec 2010 19:26:48 -0700

To: "David W. Gryska” <dgryska@celgene.com>
Cc: "Rabert J. Hugin” <rhugin@celgene;com>
Conversation: Rule 14a-8 Proposal (CELG).
Subject: Rule 14a-8 Proposal (CELG)

Mr. Gryska,

Please see the attached Rule 14a-8 Proposal.
Sincerely,

John Chevedden

-—- End'of Forwarded Message

The abovc email address was the same emaﬂ addressesused to forward the 2010 rule 14a-8
proposal The company did not cotnplain of any untimeliness for the 2010 rule 14a-8 proposal in
11§ 2010 no action request, Celgene Corporation {April 5, 2010). Tn fact the company apparently
submitted a copy of the 2010 rule 14a-8 proposal that was received by cmail because there was
no fax transmission identification on the 2010 proposal exhibit in the company 2010 no actien

request (exhibit attached)



-—-- Forwarded Message

From:  *“FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16"*

Date: Wed, 16 Dec 2009 09:23:01 -0700

To: "David W, Gryska" <david.gryska@oelgene.com>
Conversation: Rule 14a-8 Proposal (CELG) :
Subject: Rule 14a-8 Proposal (CELG)

Mr. Gryska,

Please see the attiched Rule 14a-8 Proposal.
Sincerely, .

John Chevedden

- End of Forwarded Message

Immediately-after emailing this no- action response letter, I will forward the above emails with
their attached ruel 14a-8 proposals to-the. Staff and to the company as exhibits.

The company: needléssly delayed its:no action request and instead made a frivolous non-
responsive reply.addressing ‘the 2010 proposal on May 26, 2011:

-—- Forwarded Message

From: Biian Gill <bgill@celgene.com>

Date: Thu. 26 Mav 2011 20:09:38.-0400

To: ***FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***

Conversation: Rule 14a-8 Proposal {(CELG)

Subject: RE: Rule 14a-8 Proposal (CELG)

Dear Mr. Chevedden,

In response to your e<mail of earlier today in which you attached correspondence
relating to:a shareholder propesa[ request dated December 2009 [merely asan
example of the format of the December 2010 proposal], we note that your request was
subrnitted i 2009:and résponded to in accordance with Rule 14a-8() by letter o the
SEC dated February 22,2010 .on which you were copied.

Since we had voluntarily implemented the requested action of our-own accord, your
proposal’ of 2009 was properly omitted from our proxy statement of last year and
accordingly, there is no need to include it in this year’s proxy statement.

Kind regards!

Accordmg ’to Staff Legal Bullétin Ne. ‘14 a role 14a-8 proposal “must be received at the
company’s principal executive offices,” speclﬁcally

¢. How does a shareholder know where to send his or her proposal?

The proposal. must be rteceived at the company‘s principal executive offices.
Shareholders can find this address in the company 's proxy statement. If a shareholder
sends a proposal to-any other location; even if it is to an agent of the company or o
another company location, this would not satisfy the reqmrement
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Contrary to the company June 6, 2011 letter, 2 company does not have dictatorial power over the

‘method of delivery to the “company's principal executive offices” or dictatorial power over the

designation of a job title to address the proposal to. It is not clear whether the company even has
an employee with Corporate Secretaty in theix job title.

Attached is also an-example of a oompany issuing edditional definitive proxy materials of only

6-pag& forarile 14a-8 proposal.

This is to request that the Secutities and Exchange Commission allow this resolution to stand and

‘be voted upen in the 2011 proxy.

Sincerely,

Brian Gill <bgili@celgene.com>
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JORN CHEVEDDEN
***FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***

Mr. Sol J. Barer
Chairman of the Board
Celgene Corporation (CELG)
86 Morris Ave

Summit NJ 07901 P
PH: 908 6739000 it
Fax: 908-673-9001

Dear Mr. Barer,

This Rule 14a-8 proposal is mywtﬁ;ﬂy submitted in support of the long-term performance of
our company. This proposal is submitted for the next annual shareholder meeting. Rule 14a-8
fequirements are intended to be met including the ¢ontimious ownership of the required stock
value until after the date of the respective shareholder meeting and presenitation of the proposal
at the avmual meeting, This submitted format, with the shareholder-supplied emphasis, is
intended 1o be used for definitive proxy publication.

In the interést of company cost savings and improving the efficiency of the rule 14a-8 process
please commmiic'-ate via email to***FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***

Your consideration and the consideration of the Board of Directors is appreciated in support of
the long:tém performance of Gur company. Please acknowledge receipt of this proposal

- promptly by email 10*FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16**

Sincerely;

Aohi Chevedden

cc: David W. Gryska <dgryska@celgene.com>
Chief Financial Officer
Robert J. Hugin <rhugin@celgene.com>



[CELG: Rule 14a-8 Proposal, Pecember 14, 2010}
3* — Special Shareowner Meelings

RESOLVED, Shareowners ask out board to take the steps necessary unilaterally (to the fuflest
extent permitted by law) to amend our bylaws and each appropriate governing decument to give
holders of 10% of our outstanding common stock (or the lowest percentage pemntted by law
above 10%) the power to-call a special shareowner meeting, i

§
This includes that such bylaw and/or cherer text will not have any exelusionary of probibitive
language in regard to celling & special meeting that apply only to shareowners but pot to
management and/or the board (to the fullest extent permitizd by law). :
Special meetings allow shareowners to vote:.an impottant matters, such as. electmg' new directots
that can arise between dnnval meetings. I sharcowners cannot call special meetings,
management may becori¢ jnsulated and investor returns may. suffer: Shareowner input on the
timing of shareowner. meetings is especially imporiant during a major restructuring— when
events unfold qmckly tnd issués may becotie moot by the next annual meeting: ’I‘hls proposal
does ot impact our board's curtent iower to call'a special mesting. :

“This proposal topic won 1moie than 60% support at CV R} Caremark Sprint;. Safcwaly and
Motorola. ‘
The mcrit of this Special Sharcowner Meetmg proposal should also be considered nthe context
of the need for additional improvement in our company’s 2010 reported corporate govemanoe
status: !

1
The Corporate Library. wiw.thecorpgratelibrary.com, an mdependentmvw@mtresearchﬁtm
afed ovt company “D™ with “Hig Vel
Pay — CEO Sol Barerrealized on on the exercise of 600,000 stock opuons C.. Robert
Hugin smnlaﬂy réalized $19 million onthe exercise of 420,000 stock options. Market priced
stock optionsare.s tisk of: prov{dmg rewidtds due to 2 rising market alone, rcva.rdless of
individual performatice.

of| hxs sexvice on the board of the bank:upr Apex Silver Mines. Nonetheless Mr. ] .
allowed to'be:33% of both our Executive Pay and Nomination. Committess. :

itd, 4 sighificant la > dlirs ; ]
the final member of our Audit Committes; Cartie Cox, owied no stcck —yet was' pmd $484 000.;

Please encourage.gur bodrd to respond positively to this proposal to help: mmaround the above
« ‘typepractices, Speclal Shareowner Meetings — Yes on 3,5 :
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Notes: . :
John Cheyedden, **E|SMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16*** sponsored this
proposal. '

Pléase notc that the titlé of the proposal is part of thié proposal.

FNumber to be assigned by the company.

This proposal is belisved to conform with Staff Legal Bulletin No. 14B (CF), Septcmbar 15,

“2004 bichiding (cmphiasis added):

Accordingly, going forward, we befieve that it would notbe appropnate for
companies 16 exclude- supporhng siatement language and/or an-entire proposal in
reliance on rule14a-8(1)(3) in the following circumstances:
s the compainy objects to factual asserions because they are not supported ‘
~ +the company objects to factual assertions that, while not matenally false or
misleading, may: be disputed or countered;
« the company objects to factual assertions because those assertuons may be-
interpreted by shargholders i & nmanner that is unfavorable to the company; its
directors, or its officers; and/or
» the:company objects to statements because they represent the opinion of the
shareholder proponent or a referenced source, but the statements are not
identified specifically as such.
We believe thatitis appmpnate under rute 14a2-8 for companies fo address
these objections in their statemerits of opposition.

Seealso: Sun Microsystems, Ine. (July 21, 2005)
Stock 'will be held until after the anmial ;meeting and the proposal will be presented at the annual
meefing. Please acknowledge this proposal promptly by ematkFISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***



RAM TRUST SERVICES
December ;4.'21116 :
John Chavesiden

“*FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07:16***

To Whom it May Conceth,

Rain Trust Servicoy is-a Maine chartered nori-depository trust’ wmpamv. Thirough s, M. John
Chevitdery has contimiousty held no less than 60 shares of Ceigenecorporatton (Cﬂ.ﬁ)
conwnon stock, CUSTP #151020108, since at least Novembar 7,,2008. We in turn hold those
shares theough The Northern Trust.Company th an account under the name Ram Trust
Seyvices. :

Sincerely;
Michael P Waisd
Sr. Portfolic: Manager .
1
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Celgene Corporation ) Company profile from Hoover's 5/26/11 7:53 At

HGQ\JERS We make it easiar, . o

& DEB conpany

. Home l Solutions | Products f ‘Resources | AboutUs ' Blogs i
| i :

S »

Celgene Corporatlon . Summit, NI United States(NASDAQ
{GS): CELG)

_Comﬁp et

a:u"’"u-,“-'* *s':;zt

- - - lphone: 908-673-9000
.‘Stlmmﬁ‘., NJ S Fax. 908-673'-9001
A Unlted Statés o

86 Morrls Ave, o

. NMap This Company

For a Hoover's

Free Trial, Calt
Try Hoover's Unlimited Subscription Site " (B66) 541-3773 | L
Sign Up for A Free Trial or § N

Chat Now .
chgena cOrporatlon Ranldngs ) _ . o )
>#266In FTGlobal 500 - s&p 50_? ' M IR ' i

More Compann&s in Summnt, Ne.w Jersay

» More Companies in. Th%e Related Industnes Pharmaceut!ca! Preparatton Mfg

- e VIO
Company Description

Without cells and genes there would be no us, and without. Celgene there would probably be fewer of e

us. The drug development company's lead product.is Reviimid approved in the US and Europe 25 a ‘[ k6

1 treatment for multiple myeloma {bone martow cancer). Reviimid also is used to treat a malignant blood : AL

http:f fwww.hoovers com/company/Celoene Corpuration/stsryi-1.btm) Page 1 of 4
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formdefalda.htm . S 727 AM

: UNITED STATES
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION
’ Washington, D.C. 20549

SCHEDULE 14A
(Rute 142-107)
INFORMATION REQUIRED iN PROXY STATEMENT

SCHEDULE i4A INFORMATION
Proxy Statement Pursuant to Section 14(s) of the

Seeurifies Excliange Act of 1934

Flled by the Registrant T

Filed by o Party:other than the Registrant £

Check: the appropriate box:

£ Praliminary Proxy Statenient £ ‘Confidential, for Use of the Commission.
. , Only (as. permitted by Rule 14a-6(c)(2))
£Definitive Proxy Statement

T Dafipitive Additional Materials
£ Soliciting Materfal Pursuant to S¢.240.14a-12

99¢ Only Stores

(Name of Regishant a3 Specitied ( 1t Chntter)

~Reme of Person(s) Flng Prosy Siatemert, F Other Than the Resiraa)
Payment of Filing Fee (Check the approjitiate box);
T No feerequired.
£ Feecomputedon table below per Exchange. Act Rules 14a-6(i)(1 ) and 011,
(1) Tile of cach class. of sgcurities to which transaction applies;

(2) Aggrogato thunber of ssouriies 10 Which Gansastion AppiEs:

(3) Per vt price or othier undeflying value of' tmnsactmn computed puwuam to ‘FExchange Act Riile 0-11 (sst i‘nﬂh the amount
oy which thie ﬁlmg fee is calculated and stalé how'it was détermined):

@ Pmpose& ——— apprepate vahe of transaction:

(5) “Total fee paid:”

-

£ Feeo pmd previously with. pxellmmaxy fnaterials. ' .
£ Chock box if'any pact afthe fee is offset as provided by Drichange Act Rule 0-13(a)(2) and identify the filing for whiclithe

bup:llwm.sec.golemhw:;ledg;rldm}-muzsnfnqu 114036107016729/formdefal $2.um ) Pags 1415
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offsetting fee was pid previously. Identify the previous filing by registration staterment rumber, or the form or schedule and tha
date of its filing, i
{1) Amount Previously Paid:

1 (2) Focm, Sehedule or Registration Staternent No.:
(3) Filng Party:
4) Date Flied:

E
4
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99¢ Only Stores
Dear Shareholders:

The following shareholder proposal will be considered with the other matiers to be considered at our Avmal Meeting of
Sharsholders on September 17, 2007, if propesly presented at the Annual Meeting, Approval of this shareholder proposal will require
the affirmativs vote ofamajority of the shares-of common stock present orrepresefited and voting at the Anmuel Meeting. The Board
of Directors fccommends voting against this shareholder proposal.

Siancerely,

Eric Schiffer
Chief Exscutive OFF icer

ITEM 2: SHAREHOLDER PROPOSAL: ——SUBJECTANY FUTURE POISON PILL T0-A SHAREHOLDER VOTE

RESOLVED, Shareholders request that our Board: adopt.a bylaw or charter amendment that any fiture or cuerent poison pill be
subject to.a shiareholder vote at a anparate ballot item, to be held as soon as possible. A poison pill is such 2 drastic stép that a
requited shareliolder vote ot & poison pill is importanit encugh to be a permianent part of our bylaws or charter zather. thin a fleeting
shoit-lived pnhcy

‘The Corporate Librsiy; hittps/fwy pratelibrary.conif, en independent investment research firm said: We support the adoption
of policies requlring; shamwlder appmval ofpmon pxlls, eitherhefore adoption ot within 2 short time thereafler. Six-months is
sufficient time, we think, for & board o explore altcmatives in the event of a hostile bid, bot not so long that sharéholders are
completely disempoivercd,

Thi3 proposal topic received the majority-vate support of the 99¢ Only Stores non-family stock for at least two years.

nsored a number of preposals on this topic, said the advantage for adopting this
company's overall.corporaté povemange. For instance in 2007 the following
Al 'cerblm comx:ms aresioted):

i ry.comt an Independent rescarch firm rated our compiny:

-.'folmCheveddan,RednndoBeach Cari' wHiospi
aliinte

“High Conczm”rcgnrding our Board’s, stmcwre.
““High Conceen™ regarding our; accounting.

=~ AtourMay 2007 annual meeting our CEO said he talked fo 10 director candidates. This led me fo believe that be was the most
important:person in selecting directors.

-~ Three divect6rs were age 720 76 — Sticcession. planming concern,

- Three difectors lind 16-years tenure — Tndependence concern.

-+ $OX 404 violations D to materis) wesknessas, our mansgément concluded that our Company’s Intermal control ver financejal
reporting was-riot éfftotive on Maich 3 1 2007.

* Wehadno Indcpcndent Chairman nos cveti 4 Lead Director.

- Three of our 9 directors Were ifisiders ofinsider-related, _

: Outside ditectors should own stack md two of otr outside dirsctors owned no stock.

- No Cumulative voting right.

- 'Na shareholder right to act by written consent:

- We live not yet graduated to a majosity-vote election standard.

http:/jwawr.sec. gov/Aschivesfedgar/data/ 1011250/0001149361 02036729/ formdefaldahim Page30f6
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s Inthe 2007 definitive proxy our managemént said it will disclose the date for submitting shareholder proposals for the next
annual meeting in the earliest possible Quarterly. Report on Form 10-Q and then failed to doso.

The above deficiencies shows there Is room for improveiment and serves asan opporfunify fur ofher shareholders, who own at least

32000 of stock, 1o submit proposals similar to this regarding some of the above topics. These deficiencies also reinforce the reason to

take one step forward now aixd vots

yes:

Subject Any Future Poison Pill 1o a Sharehiolder Vote Yes on 2

THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS RECOMMENDS THAT THE SHAREHOLDERS VOTE AGAINST THE ABOVE
PROPOSAL FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

The Company does noi have a shaveholder rights pian, or ‘pmson pill,” in place and therefore bas no poison pill fo submit to
a shareholder vate,

Further, the Board of Directors beheves that it is.in the best mterests of the Company and jts sharsholders that we retain the
flexibility to adopt and maintdin such an antl-takeover provlsmn if and when necessary, without obmmmg shareholder approval. The
purpose of a shareholder righits plan i5 to foree a potential acquirer to negatiate directly with the corporation’s board of directors.' A
corporation’s board:of directors g in the best position to negotiate on behalf of'all shareholders, evaliiate the adéquacy of sny-potential
oﬁ'er and see.k A higber pﬁwlfﬁmmsto baasdle nfﬂpoorporahon. Astndy byomwonsmmm-.mnmmzmlom Ing.

e Y - vilth i sived sigoifiantly higher vabie s
Shargholder- Cannmmimhanslnc “Metgers & Aequ:s;twns‘ Paison Pills and
Shareholder Velue!1992- 1996 » 1997). To the extent that this proposa) is Intended to limit our Aexibility to ‘adopt and maintsina
 shereholder fights plan in the fitiire, we believe any such limitation could prevent us from appropriately respomdmgto 2 takeover
. atternpt, which could Jeopardiz¢ ou ability to negotiate effectively, protcet shareholders® interests and maximize shareholder valus,

We ate commitied io acting in the best: mtemsls of the Comprny -and its shareholders iii all matters of. corpomtc govemance,
includmg any decision to-adoptand mainhhl»ashamholdernghts plan, Jn response to-statements:included in the above proposal,
sharcholders should also regognize that a majority of the Coinpany’s directors e independerit in accordance with the standards of the
New Yotk Stock Exchangs, and that; as deseribed efsewhers in the Proxy Statement, the Comparty has adopted corporate govemnance
guidelines to promdie the éffective governance of the Company.

THE BOARD OF DIRT.CTORS RECOMMENDS A VOTE AGAINST THE ADOPTION OF THIS PROPOSAL. PROXIES'
SOLICITED BY THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS WILL BE VOTED AGAINST THIS PROPOSAL UNLESS OYHERWISE
. SPECIFIED BY THE SHAREHOLDER IN THE PROXY.,

j
]
!

hitp:} furww.ser.gov/Archivesfedgar/daraf102 1200/000119036107016720/ formdefa 14a.him Page 4 of'6
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»

ANNUAL MEETING OF SHAREHOLDERS OF
93¢ ONLY STORES

September ¥7, 2007

PROXY
89¢ ONLY STORES .
4000 UNION PACIFIC AVENUE
CITY OF COMMERCE, CALIFORNIA 90023

THIS PROXY 75 SOLICITED ON BEHALF OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF
99¢ ONLY STORES

The nndersigned, » sharcholder:of. 99;! ONLY STORES, a California eorparation {the' "Company"), hmby appoiuts David
Gold and Erle Schiffex, and each of them; the proxy of the undersigned;with full power of: substity nd; vofé ind act
for the undersigued at the Company's 2007 Annual Meeting of ‘Sharcholders (iho ¥ Axinual Mecting™), fo-be held on-September
17,2007, and at any postponements or. adjournmenfs. o vote and represent all of the shares of the Company which the
undersigned woulil be entitled fo vote, ss followss

(PLEASE SIGN, Ny DATE, AR AED nn'runn PR@MP’ILY IN'THE ENCLOSED: ENVELOPE)

"FLEASK MARK YOUR Y YOTEIN BLUE OR BLACK INK AS SHOWN HERE T.

Ttom 1. ELECTION OF DIRECTORS, The Board ormmzm] Tfem 2. SHAREHOLDER rnorosm.-sumxcr ANY
secommends a volo FOR the election of the following ‘FUTURE POISON PILL TO A SHAREHOLDER VOTE.
gggmlr;ees. L
_ _ NOMINEES: The Board of Directors  FOR  AGAINST ABSTAIN
£ FOR ALL NOMINEES recommends 8 vofe 2 £ x
O EricSchiffer AGAINST the mloption
£ WITYHOLD AUTHORITY FOR of this proposal, Proxies
ALL NOMINEES QO Lawrenee solicited by the Board of _
Glascatt * Directors will be voted
£ FOR ALLEXCEPT o  agalnst this proposal
(See instructiow below) O PaviaGolg | Unless otharwise
. specified.
,0 chfGold
Q Marvin Holen :
Q Howsrd Gold
| O Erica.
- Flamholtz
Q Jennifer Holden
Dunbsgr
. O Peter Woo ) .
lNSTRUC‘I'IONS To withhold: amhonty to vole for any The nndersigned hereby revokes any viher proxy 6 vote

hitpe} ferww.sec:gouJArchives feddgar/dataj1011290;000113036107016729] formdefak4a.htm ' Page 5 0f6



i
i
i

formdefal4a.itm

individual nomines(s), merk “FOR ALL EXCEPT” and ill in

the circle next o each xomines yon wish to withhold, as shown

here: ®

" Signature(s) ofSharehﬁ]ﬂar(s) {See Tostroctions Below)

Sighature(s) of Shareholder(s) (See Instrncfions Below)

6/1]1 7:27 AM

at the Annpal Meeting, and hereby ratifies angd confirms

- all that the proxy hofder vnay lawfully do by virtue hereof.

As to uny buyjiness that may properly come bhefore the
Annunl Meeting and any of its postponements or
adjournments, the proxy holder is authorized to vote in
accordnnce with bis best judgment.

This Proxy will be voted in accordance with the .
insieuctions sct forth above. This Proxy will be treated an
a GRANT OF AUTHORITY TO YOTE FOR the election
of the direciors mamed Shove and AGAINST the
shareholder propesal and as the proxy kelder shalt deem
advisable on such other business us riaay come before the
Anpual Mceling, unless otherwise directed,

‘The undersigned acknowledges receupt ofa eopy ol‘ﬂ:e )
Notice of Annual Meeting and aceompanying Proxy
Stafement dated July 27, 2007 relating the Annual
Meeting.

Date:

The signatire(s) heréon should correspond: mctly with the nane(s) of the shareholdox(s) appesring on the Stock
Certificate. I stock Is jeinfly.- held, all joint owners should sign. When siguinig as attorney; executor, administrator, trustee.

signing officer.

or gunrdian, plense give full ditle as-such. If signer Is a corporation; please sign the full corporation name and give title of

hitp:wwrvsec.qouf Archives fedgardata/ 1011290/ 000114036 1070167 29 Formdafal 4a.hm  Pagebol$



s m%w i;;lg gmrmpom,]nmber 16, 2009
[Nonber ass conapmy] -- Adopt Stmple Majority Vete.
RESOLVED, Mmmmmamwmdmksmee@smmmgorﬂﬁm
slmreholdervoﬁngmquimmentmomclmmmbths that ealls for 2 greater then sirple
2, be < to amejority of fhe-votes éast for and against the proposel fo-the -
%stgtﬁmpmmadbym This includes each. G’J%mmnmonw;mvxs!onmemc}mm:
'or bylaws;

‘m@“mwmrmmmbﬁwdbyi i

“Thiis proposal topic-won fom 74% to 88% suppostat these companies: mmw Weye:haeusu
(WY)AIcoa( asba.Managam.mt(WM),GoldxnmSacbs{Gs),_,f gy (FR),
GraweHill (MR amd Mary®s-(M): ‘The proponents incfrded Nick Rossi, William Stesicr,
JammMcmMIedeayT Chavedden,
m:,ofﬂmSnnpleMmoﬁtyVotaproposalshou]dalsobecohzﬁea:edmthomntextoﬂbs

veganice Riak eayHish
mgmgmsnmnﬁonmm@umeofm@mmmos
355 pillion on the exarcise of stock options,

:M-mmmm Om'umpany sshckomem{:mgﬁdﬂmwmadam@()bm

Directors who: omedmsmkmchxdedmw}luye,% mndMeICase,aneaaneomr

- b Tess,. Walter Robb recelved oitr siost withhald votes and » pasi‘.ageSl -succession.
phnnhgcohcm. “Dixectors Hays und Robbwere 50% of our aadit o H

.-Olmbmdwastﬁzonly igdificant directotship for four of our directors: Avthur Heys; 75, Walter
Robb, 81, Gilla Keplan and Jataes Loughtin. This could fndicate s significant lick of cnzzent
txansfcrableds‘recforexpenmforﬂwmmajonty of ovr direztors.

Wehadno shareholde.tnghttomte on anrpoisonpﬂ], onouraxeeuhm ‘pays to call aspécial
wlathe voting,. Each of our-direstors eonldbe’

veelect s vote 450 willion ahave qﬁe_agamst hertn. Shmreliolder proposnla to-address all
of these topiearecelvedmajoﬁtyvatas orsigniﬁm votosa:oxhez:mmpamzsand wonld be
axcellent tapies for out xiext antimial vieét]

The abiove concerns shows thereis need for improvemant, Please cncoumge: ot board 1o
respond posifively to this proposal: AdeptSireple Majority Vot — -Yes:on 3. [Mhuabisr i e
‘assigned by the company]

CONPRNY St BT AP 200 PROYDS
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From: **EISMA & OMB Memarandum M-07-16**"

Sent: Wednesday, June 08, 2011 12:01 AM’

To: shareholderproposals

Cc: ’ Brian Gill

Subject: FW: Rule 14a-8 Proposal (CELG) Exhibit 1 of 2

Attachments: CCEO00001.pdf .

EEEEE Forwarded Message

From: **FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***

Date: Wed, 16 Dec 2009 09:23:01 -0700

To: "David W. Gryska™ <david.gryska@celgene.com>
Conversation: Rule 14a-8 Proposal (CELG)

. Subject: Rule 14a-8 Proposal (CELG)

Mr. Gryska, .
Please see the attached Rule 14a-8 Proposal.
Sincerely,

- John Chevedden

------ End of Forwarded Message



JOHN CHEVEDDEN

***FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***

M. Sol J. Barer

Chairman of the Board
Celgene Corporation (CELG)
86 Morris Ave

Summit NJ 07901

. Rule 14a-8 Proposal
Dear Mr. Barer,

This Rule 14a-8 proposal is respectfully submitted in support of the long-term performance of
our company. This proposal is submitted for the next annual shareholder meeting. Rule 14a-8
requirements are intended to be met including the continuous ownership of the required stock
value until after the date of the respective shareholder meeting and presentation of the proposal
at the annual meeting. This submitted format, with the shareholder-supplied emphasis, is
intended to be used for definitive proxy publication. .

In the interest of company cost savings and improving the efficiency of the rule 14a-8 process
please communicate via email 10 spa & OMB Memorandum M-07-16++

“Your consideration and the consideration of the Board of Directors is appreciated in support of

the long-term performance of our company. Please émknowk_zdge receipt of this proposal
promptly by email to +risma & OMB Memorandum M-07-16+* .

Sincefely,

AP e i - DQCMVCI ,(,2“7
“John Chevedden Date
Rule 14a-8 Proposal Proponent since 1996 '

cc: David W. Gryska
i Chief Financial Officer
‘ PH: 908 673-9000

PRI LA 1A LT VARSI SO SR PR Wiar
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[CELG: Rule 14a-8 Proposal, December 16, 2009]

3 [Number to be assigned by the company] — Adept Simple Majority Vote
RESOLVED, Shareholders request that our board take the steps necessary so that each
shareholder voting requirement in our charter and bylaws, that calls for a greater than simple
majority vote, be changed to a majority of the votes cast for and against the proposal to the
fullest extent permitted by law. This includes each 67% supermajority provision in our charter
and/or bylaws. :

Caurrently a 1%-minority can frustrate our 66%-shareholder majority.- Also our supermajority

. vote requirements can be almost impossible to obtain when one considers abstentions and broker

non-votes. Supermajority requirements are arguably most often used to block initiatives
supported by most shareowners but opposed by management

This proposat topic won from 74% to 88% support at these companies in 2009 Weyerhacuser
(WY), Alcoa (AA), Waste Management (WM), Goldman Sachs (GS), FirstEnergy (FE),
McGraw-Hill (MHP) and Macy’s (M). The proponents included Nick Rossi, William Steiner,
James McRitchie and Ray T. Chevedden.

The merit of this Simple Mﬁjoﬁty Vote proposal should also b considered in the context of the
need for improvement in our company’s 2009 reported corporate governance status:

The Corporate Library www.thecorporatelibrary.com, an independent investment research firm,
rated our company “D” with “High Governance Risk” and “Very High Concern” in executive

~ pay with our COO, Robert Hugin getting $72 million on the exercise of stock options in 2008.

And our CEO Sol Barer got $55 million on the exercise of stock-options.

Our company targeted market levels in its peer group at the 75th percentile to determine pay for
Robert Hugin — sefting executive pay standards above median levels, regardless of performance.
Our company did not disclose goals or targets for-its-annual executive incentive plan.
Shareholders would be best served with a candid discussion of performance metrics, targeted
goals, and actual results. Our company’s stock ownership guidelines required our CEO to own
only 3-times base salary compared to 2 recommended 10-times,

Directors who owned zero stock included Arthur Hays, 75 and Michael Case, our Lead Director
no less. Walter Robb received our most withheld votes and was past age 81 — succession
plamning concern. Directors Hays and Robb were 50% of our audit committee.

Our board was the only significant directorship for four of our directors: Arthur Hays, 75, Walter
Robb, 81, Gilla Kaplan and James Loughlin. This could indicate a significant lack of current
transferable director experience for the near majority of our directors.

We had no shareholder right to vote on our poison pill, on our executives’ pay, to call a special
meeting, an independent chairman or cumulative voting. Each of our directors counld be
reelected if we vote 450 million shares to one against them. Shareholder proposals to address all
of these topics received majority votes or significant votes at other companies and would be
excellent topics for our next annual meeting, '

The above concerns shows there is need for improvement. Please encourage our board to

respond positively to this proposal: Adopt Simple Majority Vote — Yes on 3. [Number to be
assigned by the company]




j
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Notes:
Jobn Chevedden, “*F|SMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16*** sponsored this
proposal. : :

The above format is requested for publication without re-editing, re—formatting or elimination of
text, including beginning and concluding text, unless prior agreement is reached. Itis
respectfully requested that the final definitive proxy formatting of this proposal be professionally
proofread before it is published to ensure that the integrity and readability of the original
submitted format is replicated in the proxy materials. Please advise in advance if the company
thinks there is any typographical questlon

Please note that the title of the proposal 1s part of the proposal In the interest of clanty and to
avoid confusion the title of this and each other ballot item is requested to be consistent
throughout all the proxy materials.

This proposal is believed to conform with Staff Legal Bulletin No. 14B (CF), September 15,
2004 including (emphasis added):
Accordingly, going forward, we believe that it would not be appropriate for
companies to exclude supporting statement language and/or an entire proposal in
reliance on rule 14a-8(1)(3) in the following circumstances:
- the company objects to factual assertions because they are not supported;
« the company objects to factual assertions that, while not materially false or
misleading, may be disputed or countered;
- the company objects to factual assertions because those assertions may be -
interpreted by shareholders in a manner that i is unfavorable to the company, its
directors, or its officers; and/or
« the company objects to statements because they represent the opinion of the
shareholder proponent or a referenced source, but the statements are not
identified specifically as such.
We believe that it is appropriate under rule 14a-8 for compames to address
these objections in their statements of opposition.

~ See also: Sun Microsystems, Inc. (July 21, 2005).

Stock will be held until after the-annual meeting and the proposal will be presented at the annual
meeting. Pleasc acknowledge this proposal promptly by email  «gisMA 8 OMB Memorandum M-07-16*



‘From: ' **FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***

Sent: Wednesday, June 08, 2011 12:03 AM

To: ) shareholderproposals

Cc: Brian Gili

Subject: FW: Rule 14a-8 Proposal (CELG) Exhibit 2 of 2
Attachments: CCE00020.pdf

e Forwarded Message

From: ***FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***

Date: Tue, 14 Dec 2010 19:26:48 -0700
To: "David W. Gryska" <dgryska@celgene.com>

~Ce: "Robert J. Hugin" <rhugin@celgene.com>

Conversation: Rule 14a-8 Proposal (CELG)
Subject: Rule 14a-8 Proposal (CELG)

Mr. Gryska, '
" Please see the attached Rule 14a-8 Proposal.

Sincerely,
John Chevedden-
--—--End of Forwarded Message
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JOHN CHEVEDDEN

**FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***

M. Sol J. Barer

Chairman of the Board
Celgene Corporation (CELG)
86 Motris Ave

Summit NJ 07901

PH: 908 673-9000

Fax: 908-673-9001

Dear Mr. Barer,.

This Rule 14a-8 proposal is respectfully submitted in support of the long-term performance of
our company. This proposal is submitted for the next annual shareholder meeting. Rule 14a-8
requirements are intended to be met including the continuous ownership of the required stock
value until after the date of the respective shareholder meeting and presentation of the proposal
at the annual meeting. This submitted format, with the shareholder-supphed emphasis, is
intended to be used for definitive proxy publlcauon

In the interest of company cost savings and improving thé efficiency of the rule 14a-8 process
please communicate via email t0*~*FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***

Your-consideration and the consxderanon of the Board of Directors is appreclatcd in support of

the long-term performance of our company. Please acknowledge receipt of this proposal
promptly by emaﬂ_to “*FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***

Smcerely,

M——pA— pgcca—{w /72()/0

ohn Chevedden - Date

cc: David W. 'Gryska <dgryska@celgene.com>
Chief Financial Officer
Robert J. Hugin <rhugin@celgene.com™>



[CELG Rule 14a-8 Proposal, December 14, 2010]
— Special Shareowner Meetings
RESOLVED, Shareowners ask our board to take the steps necessary umlaterally (to the fullest
extent permttted by law) to amend our bylaws and each appropriate governing document to give
holders of 10% of our outstanding common stock (or the lowest percentage permitted by law
above 10%) the power to call a special shareowner meeting.

This includes that such bylaw and/or charter text will not have any exclusionary or prohibiﬁve
language in'regard to calling a special meeting that apply only to shareowners but not to
management and/or the board (to the fullest extent permitted by law).

Special meetings allow shareowners to vote on important matters, such as electing new directors
that can arise between annual meetings. If shareowners cannot call special meetings,
management may become insulated and investor returns may suffer. Shareowner input on the
timing of shareowner meetings is especially important during a major restructuring — when
events unfold quickly and issues may become moot by the next annual meeting. This proposal
does not impact our hoard’s current power to call a spec1a1 meetmg

This propoml topic won more than 60% support at CVS Caremark, Sprint,’ Safeway and
Motorola. ,

The merit of this Special Shareowner Meetmg .proposal should also be considered in the context
of the need for additional improvement in our company >s 2010 reported corporate governance
status:

_ The Corporate Library www.thecorporatelibrary.com, an-independent investment research firm
rated our company “D” with “High Governance Risk” and “Very High Concern” in Executive .
Pay — CEO Sol Barer realized $27 million on the exercise of 600,000 stock options. COO Robert
Hugin similarly realized $19 million on the exercise of 420,000 stock options. Market priced
stock options are a risk of prowdmg rewards due to a rising market alone, regardless of
individual performance ' :

Rodman Drake was marked a “Flagged (Problem) Director” by The Corporate Library because
of his service on the board of the bankrupt Apex Silver Mines. Nonetheless Mr. Drake was
allowed to be 33% of both our Executive Pay and Nomination Committees.

Our 4-member Aundit Committee included two members with 12 to 18 years long-tenure ~
“independence concern. This included Walter Robb, age 82. Mr. Robb received our highest
negative votes. Our board was also the only significant directorship for 3 Audit Committee
members. This could indicate a significant lack of current transferable director experience. And
the final member of our Audit Committee, Carrie Cox, owned no stock — yet was paid $484,000.

- Please encourage our board to respond positively to this proposal to help turnaround the above
type practices. Special Shareowner Meetings — Yes on 3. '
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Notes:
John Chevedden, **FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16*** sponsored this
proposal.

Please note that the title of the proposal is part of the proposal.
*Number to be assigned by the company.

This proposal is believed to conform with Staff Legal Bulletin No. 14B (CF), September 15,
2004 including (emphams added):
Accordmgly going forward, we believe that it would not be appropriate for
companies o exclude supporhng statement language and/or an entire proposal in
reliance on rule 14a-8(1)3) in the following circumstances: ‘
« the company objects to factual assertions because they are not supporied;
- the company objects to factual assertions that, while not materially false or
misleading, may be disputed or countered;
» the company objects to factual assertions because those assertions may. be
interpreted by shareholders in a manner that is unfavorable to the company, its
directors, or its officers;-and/or
« the company objects to statements because they represent the opinion of the
shareholder proponent or a referenced source, but the statements-are not
identified specnflcally as such.
We believe that it is appropriate under rule 14a-8 for companies to address
these objections in their statements of opposition.

See also: Sun Microsystems, Inc. (July 21, 2005). ' :
Stock will be held until after the annual meeting and the proposal wﬂl be presented at the annual
meeting. Please acknowledge this proposal promptly by email **FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***



RAM TRUST SERVICES

December 14, 2010

John Chevedden

**FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16**

To Whom It May Concern,

Ram Trust Services Is a Maine chartered non-depository trust company. Through us, Mr. John
Chevedden has continuously held no less than 60 shares of Celgene Corporation {CELG)
common stock, CUSIP #151020104, since at least November 7,-2008. We in turn hold those
shares through The Northern Trust Company in an account under the name Ram Trust
Services. ) :

Sincerely, .
/M'ﬁ. Wood
Sr. Portfolio Manager

45 ExCHANGE STREEF PoRTLAND MAINE 04101 TrisrHoNE 207 775 2354 Facsnauws 207 775 4289
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JOHN CHEVEDDEN
***FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***

June 7, 2011

Office of Chief Counsel
Division of Corporation Finance

" Securities and Exchange Commission
100 F Street, NE . )
Washington, DC 20549

# 3 Rule 14a-8 Proposal
Celgene Corporation (CELG)
Special Shareowner Meetings
John Chevedden

Ladies and Gentlemen:

Attached are two confirmations of the December 14, 2010 fax of my 2011 proposal to the
company. One confirmation is from the fax machine and the second confirmation is from the
telephone bill. :

The company does not contest the evidence of the December 14, 2010 fax transmission of the
rule 14a-8 proposal which the company included in its no action request exhibits.

In addition to the fax delivery, there was an email message to the company with the proposal
attached, specifically to David W. Gryska, Senior Vice President and Chief Financial Officer:

-—- Forwarded Message

From: **FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***

Date: Tue, 14 Dec 2010 19:26:48 -0700 -

To: "David W. Gryska” <dgryska@celgene.com>
Cc: "Robert J. Hugin” <rhugin@celgene.com>
Conversation: Rule 14a-8 Proposal (CELG)
Subject: Rule 14a-8 Proposal (CELG)

Mr. Gryska,

Please see the attached Rule 14a-8 Proposal.
Sincerely,

John Chevedden

——- End of Forwarded Message

The above email addréss was the same email addresses used to forward the 2010 rule 14a-8

. proposal. The company did not complain of any untimeliness for the 2010 rule 14a-8 proposal in
its 2010 no action request, Celgene Corporation (April 5, 2010). In fact the company apparently
submitted a copy of the 2010 rule 14a-8 proposal that was received by email because there was
no fax transmission identification on the 2010 proposal exhibit in the company 2010 no action
request (exhibit attached). : '
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-—— Forwarded Message

From: ***FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16"**

Date: Wed, 16 Dec 2009 09:23:01 -0700

To: "David W. Gryska” <david.gryska@celgene.com>
Conversation: Rule 14a-8 Proposal (CELG)

Subject: Rule 14a-8 Proposal (CELG)

Mr. Gryska, ..
Please see the attached Rule 14a-8 Proposal.

 Sincerely,

John Chevedden

~——- End of Forwarded Message

. Immediately after emailing this no action response letter, I will forward the above emails with

their attached ruel 14a-8 proposals to the Staff and to the company as exhibits.

The company needlessly delayed its no action request and instead made a frivolous non-
responsive reply addressing the 2010 proposal on May 26, 2011:

-—- Forwarded Message

From: Brian Gill <bgill@celgene.com>

Date: Thu, 26 Mav 2011 20:09:38 -0400

To: *“**FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***

Conversation: Rule 14a-8 Proposal (CELG)

Subject: RE: Rule 14a-8 Proposal (CELG)

Dear Mr. Chevedden,

~ In response to your-e-mail of earlier today in which you attached correspondence

relating to a shareholder proposal request’ dated December 2009 [merely as an _
exampie of the format of the December 2010.proposal], we note that your request was
submitted in 2009 and responded to in accordance with Rule 14a-8(j) by letter to the’
SEC dated-February 22, 2010 on which you were copied.

* Since we had voluntarily implemented the requested action of our own accord, your
-proposal of 2009 was properly omitted from our proxy statement of last year and,
_accordingly, there is no need to include it in this year's proxy statement.

Kind regards!

According to Staff Legal Bulletin No. 14 a rule 14a-8 proposal “must be received at the

- company's principal executive offices,” specifically:

¢. How does a shareholder know where to send his or her proposal?

The proposal must be received at the company’s principal executive offices.
Shareholders can find this address in the company's proxy statement. If a shareholder
sends a proposal to any other location, even if it is to an agent of the company or to
another company location, this would not satisfy the requirement. -



ot dareifmtcada - - .

Contrary to the company June 6, 2011 letter, a company does not have dictatorial power over the
method of delivery to the “company’s prncipal executive offices” or dictatorial power over the
designation of a job title to address the proposal to. It is not clear whether the company even has

_ an employee with Corporate Secretary in their jobftitle.

Attached is also an example of a company issuing additional definitive pfoxy materials of only
6-pages for a rule 14a-8 proposal.

_ This is to request that the Securities and Exchange Commission allow this resolution to stand and

be voted upon in the 2011 proxy.

Sincereiy,

ﬂ/ ohn Chevedden : ’

cc:
Brian Gill <bgill@celgene.com>
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JOBN CHEVEDDEN
***FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***

M. Sol J. Barer

Chairman of the Board
Celgene Corporation (CELG)
86 Morris Ave

Summit N¥ 07901

PH: 908 673-9000 '
~ Fax: 908-673-9001 ‘Z

Dear Mr. Barer,

This Rule 14a-8 proposal is respectfully submitted in support of the long-term performance of
our company. Thls proposal is submitted for the next annual shareholder meeting. Rule 14a-8

requirements are intended to be met including the continuous ownership of the required stock - -

value until after the date of the respective shareholder meeting and presentation of the proposal
at the annual meeting. This submitted format, with the shareholder-supplied emphasis, is
intended to be used for definitive proxy publication.

In the interest of company cost savings and improving the efficiency of the rule 14a-8 process
please communicate via email o *+FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16**

Your consideration and the consideration of the Board of Directors is appreciated in support of

the long-term performanece of our company. Please acknowledge receipt of this proposal
_promptly by emailte **FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16*** ;

Sincerely,

m pe.c;a—{w /72@/0

ohn Chevedden Date

ce: David W. Gryska <dgryska@celgene.coﬁ>
Chief Financial Officer -
Robert J. Hugin <rhugin@celgene.com>
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- type practices. Special Shareowner Meetings — Yes on 3.%

[CELG: Rule 14a-8 Proposal, December 14, 20107
3% — Special Shareowner Meetings
RESOLVED, Shm-eowners ask our board to take the steps necessary unilaterally (to the fullest
extent permitied by law) to amend our bylaws and each appropriate governing document to give
holdezs of 10% of our outstanding common stock (or the lowest percentage permitted by law
above 10%) the power to call a special shareowner meeting.

This mcludcs that such bylaw and/or charter text will not have any exclusionary o:r prohibitive
language in regard to calling a special meeting that apply onty to shareowners but; pot o
raanagement aud/or the board (to the fullest extent permitted by law).

Speclal meetings allow sharcowners to vote on Important matters, such as elecnng new dxrectors
that can arise between annal mestings. If sharcowners cammot call special meetings,
management may become insulated and investor returns may suffer. Shareowner input on the
tirning of shareowner meetings is especially important during a major restructlmng when
events unfold guickly and issues may become moot by the next annual meeting. Fhis proposal
does not impact our board’s current power to call a special meeting. ;

This proposal topic won more than 60% support at CVS Caremark, Sprint; Safewa;y and
Motorola. . i

. The merit of this Special Shareowner Meeting proposal should also be considered j m the countext

of the need for additional improvement in our company’s 2010 reported corporate govemance
status: ' !

- i

The Corporate Library ww.thwomgratelibm.ggg, an independent investment r{esearch firm
rated our company “D” with “High Governance Risk” and “Very High Concern” ih Exccutive
Pay — CEQ Sol Barer realized $27 million on the exercise of 600,000 stock options. COO Robett
Hugin similarly realized $19 million on the exercise of 420,000 stock options. Market priced
stock options are a risk of providing rewards due to a rising market alone, regardless of
individual performance :
Rodman Drake was marked a “Flagged {Problem) Director” by The Corporate Libjary because
of his sexvice on the board of the bankrupt Apex Silver Mines. Nonetheless Mr. Drigke was
allowed to be 33% of both our Executive Pay and Nomination Committees.

Our 4-member Audit Committee included two members with 12 to 18 yeats long-ténure —
independence concern. This included Walter Robb, age 82, Mr, Robb xeceived onrihighest
negative votes. Our board was also the only significant directorship for 3 Audit Commaittee
members. This conld indicate a significant lack of cuarent transferable director experience. And
the final member of our Andit Committee, Carrie Cox, owned no stock — yet was paid $484,000.

Please encourage our board to respond positively to this proposal to help tumaround the above




Notes:

John Chevedden, *+EISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16* sponsdred this
proposal. ' !

Please note that the title of the proposal is part of the proposal. ;
*Number 1o be assigned by the company. ' i

This proposal is believed to conform with Staff Legal Bulletin No 14B-(CP), September 15,
2004 inchuding (emphasxs added): .
Accordmgly, going forward, we believe that it would not be appropriate for
companies 1o exclude supportmg statement language and/or an entire proposal in
reliance on rule 14a-8(1)(3) in the following circumstances:
* the company objects to factual assertions because they are not supported
~ the company objects fo factual assertions that, while not matenally false or
" misleading, may be disputed or countered;
= the company objects to factual assertions because those assertuons may be
interpreted by shareholders in a mahner that is unfavorabie to the company, its
- directors, or its officers; and/or
- the company objects to statements because: they represent the opinion of the
shareholder proponent or a referenced source, but the statements are not
identified specifically as such.
We believe that it is appropriate under rule 14a-8 for compam&s fo address
these objections in the:rstatements of oppos:tlon.

See also: Sun Mcrosystems Inc. (Iuly 21, 2005)
Stock will be held until after the annual meeting and the proposal will be prmented at the annual
‘aeeting.. Please acknowledge this proposal promptly by email vrisMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16**
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December 14, 2010

John Chevadden

**FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***

To Whom it May Concern,

Ram Trust Services is 3 Maine chartered non-depository trust i:mi'ipany. Through us, Mr. John
Chevedden has continuously held no less than 60 shares of Celgene Corporation {CELG)
common stock, CUSIP #151020104, since at least November 7,-2008. We in turn hold those

shares through The Northern Trust Company in an account under the name Ram Trust
Services. .

ﬁdép.w’boa L
Sr. Partfolio Manager

45 Excatanus Sireey Portrans Maing 04104 Teizrione 207 775 2354 Facsmnz 207 775 4289
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[

B
3
d
g

htep:/ fenwh comfcompany/Cel _Cofporatlonlnswi—l.html ’ Page 1of4




FAX JOURNAL REPORT

TIME  12/14/72010 19:32
NAME :

P wuvfISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16"*
SER.# : KaN451114

. NO. | DATE | TIME | FAX ND./NAME : DURATION | PAGE(S) | RESULT | COMMENT
i #284 | 11/38 0K ™ ECM
; 8285 | 12/81 oK T ECM
3208 | 12/891 oK T ECM
#2089 | 12/91 oK 2P ECM.
8213 | 12/81 oK ™
#214 | 12701 oK T
12/82 oK RX ECH
8215 | 12/p2 0K X ECM
‘ #217 | 12763 T ECM
| #218 | 12793 0K 3 ECM
#218 | 12/93 oK T® ECM
12/83 oK RX ECM
#228 | 12/83 K T ECM
#221 | 12783 oK T £CM
j #222 | 12/06 oK X ECM
; #223 | 12/87 oK ™
#224 | 12/87 oK gr ECM
12/87 oK RX ECM
#4225 | 12787 OK T ECM
#2725 | 12/97 oK T ECM
#4297 | 12787 DK X ECM
¥229 | 12787 0K X ECM
#2298 | 12/87 — BUSY ™
#2300 | 12787 oK = ECM
#231 | 127m7 o X ECM.
4232 | 12/a7 BlsY ™ -
#233 | 12/p8 0K T ECM
#2349 12788 KES
$235 | 12/88 0K T ECM .
15798 oK ™ ECM
#237 | 12783 oK X ECM
12783 oK RX ECM
3241 | 12789 oK TX ECM
#242 | 12789 oK TX  .ECM
: #2 19788 0K = ECM
#2 12/63 0K 0 ECM
; #2465 | 12/39 0K TX ECM |
#247 | 12718 31%¢ T ECM
#9253 | 12713 K TX E£CM
#254 | 12713 . oK TX . ECM
i #9855 | 12713 oK TX ECM
#256 | 12/13 oK T ECM
#2957 | 12714 - oK T ECM
#259 | 12/14 , . oK 0y ECM
#268 | 12/14 A oK X ECH
#261 | 12/14 : 1 e T ECM
#263 12714 . . 274 T ECM
#2864 | 12/14 : oK T ECM
4965 | 12714 o moa oK by ECM
4256 | 12/14 | 19:39 | 14685735381 |  @2:18 | ba oK T ECM
g BUSY 3 BUSY/NO RESPONSE
i NG : POOR LINE CONDITION /7 OUT OF MEMORY -
g CV  : COVERPAGE
POL  * POLLING
%T : RETRIEVAL

| _ PC-FAX



e TELECOM NORTH AMERICA (formerly called 3U TELEGOM)
e ‘ n a 2654 W. Horizon Ridge Pkwy
o > Suite B5-143 .
, Telecom North America _pjenderson, NV 8052
~__For questions please call customer service 1-800-872-7538, Mon-F1i, 6 AM to 5 PM PST. of email info@telna.com.

- ° CALLDETAIL™ - PAGE 111

Calls placedﬂ'ﬁ’rSMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-1 6***
Calls placed using account cod

383
=
8

O Ty e B S
=
N
-]

qEae™

.
IR,

SR RRORARERIRETIREER

x 57 075 .

gy foe ;/ ot
121472510 07.27'35PM G728 0118

100154 30001 \\

w0125 .$0.088
9114 30059

R R A R RN R R AR R e
o
R EEgERErEEE RSN
g
prx
[
)




formdefal4a him . &f 1Y 7:27 AM

M 99 CENTS ONLY DEFA 14-A 9.17.2007
UNITED STATES

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION
Washington, D.C. 20549

SCHEDULE 14A

(Rule 14a-101)

INFORMATION REQUIRED IN PROXY STATEMENT
SCHEDULE 14A INFORMATION
Proxy Statement Pursuant to Section 14(a) of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934

Filed by the Registrant T -
Filed by a Party other than the Registrant £
Check the appropriaie box:
£ Preliminary Proxy Statement _ £ Confidential, for Use of the Commission
Only (as permitted by Rule 14a-6(e)(2))
. £Definitive Proxy Statement

T Definitive Additionl Materials S
£ Soliciting Material Pursuant to Sec.240.14a-12

99¢ Only Stores

(Name of Registrant as Specified Iu Its Charter)

(Name of Berson(s) Fillng Proxy Statement, 3f Other Than the Registrant)
Payment of Filing Fee (Check the appropriate box);
T Nofee néqu_ired.
£ Pee mhpumd on tablc;, bglow per Exchange ActRules 14a-6(i)(1) and 0-11.

(1) Title of each class of securities to which transaction applies:

(2) Aggregate number of securities to which h‘ansaqtion applies:

. (3) Per unit price or other underlying value of transaction cumputed pursuant to Exchange Act Rule 0—1 1 (set forth the amount
on which the filing fee is calculated and siate how it was determined):

(4) Proposed maximum aggregate value of transaction:

. (5) Total fee paid:

£ Fee paid previously with preltmmary materials.
£ Check box if any part of the fee is offset as provided by Exchange Act Rule 0-1 1(3)(2) and identify the filing for which the

hitpz/ jeww.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data) 101129070001 14036107016729/ formdefalda. htm ’ Page 1 6§ 6
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offsetting fee was paid previously. Identify the previous filing by registration staternent mumber, or the form or schedule and the
date of its filing. .

(1) Amount Previously Paid:

(2) - Form, Schedule or Registration Statement No.:

{3) Filng Pasty: *

(4) DateFiled: _ '
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99¢ Only Stores
Dear Shareholders:

The following shareholder proposal will be considered with the other matters to be considered at our Annual Meeting of
Sharcholders on September 17, 2007, if propesly presented at the Annual Meeting. Approval of this shareholder proposal will tequire
the affirmative vote of 2 majority of the shares of common stock present or represented and voting at the Anmual Meeting. The Board
of Directors recommends voting against this shareholder proposal. -

Sincerely,

" Eric Schiffer
Chief Executive Officer

ITEM 2: .S?HAREHOi.DER PROPOSAL - — SUBJECT ANY FUTURE POISON PILL T0O A SHAREHOLDER VOTE

RESOLVED, Shareholders request that our Board adopt & bylaw or charter améndment that any future or current poison pill be -
subject to a sharcholder vote as a separate ballot item, to be held as soon as possible. A poison pill Is such adrastic step that a
requited shareholder vote on a poison pill is important enough to be a permanent part of our bylaws or charter rather than a flecting
short-lived policy. v ‘ ' :

The Corporate Library, hitp//www.thecorporatelibrary.com/, an independent investment research firm said: We support the adoption
of policies requiring shareholder approval of poison pills, either before adoption or within  short time thereafter. Six months'is
sufficient time, we think, for a board to explore alternatives in the event of a hostile bid, but not so long that shareholders are
-completely disempowered. ’

This proposal topic received the majority-vote support of the 99¢ Only Stores non-family stock for at least two years.

John Chevedden, Redondo Beach, Calif., who sponsored a number of proposals on this fopic, said the advantage for adopting this
proposal shonid be evalvated in the context of our company’s overall corporate governance. For instance in 2007 the following
governance status was reported for our company (and cerfain concerns are noted):
- The Corporate Library (TCL) hitp://www thecorporatelibrary.com/ an independent research fism rated our company:
“High Concem” regarding our Board’s sfructure. : L
“High Concern” regarding our accounting. .
- Atour May 2007 annual meeting our CEO said he talked to 10 director candidates, This led me to believe that he was the most
important person in selecting directors.
- Three directors were age 72 to 76 —Succession planning concern.
‘Three directors had 16-years fenuce — Independence concern. .
- SOX 404 violation: Dug io materis} weaknesses, our management concluded that our Company’s internal control over financial
_reporting was not effective on March 31, 2007. :
We had no Independent Chairman nor even a Lead Director.
- Three of our 9 directors were insiders or insider-related.
- OQutside directors should own stock and two of our outside directors owned no sfock.
- No Cumulative voting right.
- No sharsholder right to act by written consent.
- We have not yet graduated to a majority-vote election standard.

httpf[[www.sec.gov/Arcthesledgarldata} 1011290[000114036107016729]formdefa14a.hlm ' Page 3 of &
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Tn the 2007 definitive proxy our management said it will disclose the date for submitting shareholder proposals for the next
annual meeting in the eatliest possible Quartesly Report on Form 10-Q and then failed to do so.
The above deficiencies shows there is room for jmprovement and serves 8s an opporiunity for other shareholders, who own at Jeast
$2000 of stock, to submit proposals similar to this regarding some of the above topics. These deficiencies also reinforce the reason to
take one step forward now and vote
yes:

\ Subject Any Future Poison Pill to a Shareholder Vote Yeson2

"THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS RECOMMENDS THAT THE SHAREHOLDERS VOTE AGAINST THE ABOVE
PROPOSAL FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

The Company does not have a shareholder rights plan, or “poison pil),” in place and therefore bas no poison pill to submit to
a sharcholder vote. : ’ S

Further, the Board of Directors believes that it is in the best interests of the Company and its shareholders that we retain the
flexibility to adopt and maintain such an anti-takeover provision if and when necessary, without obtaining sharcholder approval. The '
purpose of a shareholder rights plan is to-force a potential acquirer to negotiate directly with the corporation’s board of directors, A
corporation’s board of directors is in the best position io negotiate on behalf of all shareholders, evaluate the adequacy of any potential
offer and seek a higher price if there is to be a sale of the corporation. A study by Georgeson Shareholder Communications Inc.
showed fhat between 1992 and 1996, stockholders of companies with shareholder rights pans received significantly higher value in
acquisitions than companies without them. (Georgeson Sharcholder Communications Inc., “Mergers & Acquisitions: Poison Pills and
Sharcholder Value/1992-1996,” 1997). To the extent that this proposal is intended to limit our flexibility to adopt and maintain 2
shareholder rights plan in the fature, we believe any such limitation could prevent us from appropriately responding to a takeover
attempt, which could jeopardize our ability to negotiate effectively, protect shareholders® interests and maximize shareholder value.

- We are committed o acting in the best interests of the Compapy and its shareholders in all matters of corporate governance,
including any decision to adopt and maintain a shareholder rights plan. Inresponse to statements included in the above proposal,
shareholders should also recognize that 2 majority of the Company’s directors are independent in accordance with the standards of the
New York Stock Exchange, and that, as described elsewhere in the Proxy Statement, the Company has adopted corporate governance.
guidelines to promote the effective govemarice of the Company.

THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS RECOMMENi)S A VOTE AGAINST THE ADOPTION OF THIS PROPOSAL. PROXIES
SOLICITED BY THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS WILL BE VOTED AGAINST THIS PROPOSAL UNLESS OTHERWISE
_ SPECIFIED BY THE SHAREHOLDER IN THE PROXY.

hitp:] furerw.ses.goviArchives Jedgar/data/1011290/000114036107016729/ formdefalda.htn . Pagedof6 -



B 3 T s

formdefal4a.htm ' 6/1111 7:27 AM

ANNUAL MEETING OF SHAREHOLDERS OF
99¢ ONLY STORES

September 17,2007

PROXY
99¢ ONLY STORES
4000 UNION PACIFIC AVENUE
CITY OF COMMERCE, CALIFORNIA 90023

THIS PROXY IS SOLICITED ON BEHALF OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF
" 99¢ ONLY STORES

The undersigned, a shareholder of 99¢ ONLY STORES, a California corporation (the "Company"), hereby appeinis PDavid
Gold and Erjc Schiffer, and each of them, the proxy of the andersigned, with full power of substitution, to attend, vote and act
. for the undersigned at the Company's 2007 Annual Meeting of Sharcholders (the "Annual Mecting™), fo be held on September
17, 2007, and at any postponements or adjournments, to vote and represent all of the shares of the Company which the

undersigned wonld be entitled to vote, as follows:

 (PLEASE SIGN, DATE, AND RETURN PROMPTLY IN THE ENCLOSEDENYELOPE) ... .. .

B e i le e ARARSORDDEBPEANPR AP R e b oe D »enunn SPeRes s SRR RERDEBED ] BIVRISNUAFR S ANTETARGREFEAIRION DR NINI S

PLEASE MARK YOUR VOTE IN BLUE OR BLACK INK AS SHOWN HERET.

"Item 1. ELECTION OF DIRECTORS. The Board of Dire'ctors’ lﬁ'elﬁ 2. SHAREHOLDER PROPOSAL-SUBJECT ANY

recommends a vote FOR the ebcﬁo:i of the followin ' FUTURE POISONPILL TO A SHAREHOLDER VOTE.
nominegs: . . : .
: NOMINEES: The Board of Directors FOR AGAINST ABSTAIN
£ FOR ALL NOMINEES recommends 3 vofe £ £ x
/ "1 O Eric Schiffier. AGAINST the adoption
£ WITHOLD AUTHORITY FOR of this proposal, Proxies
ALL NOMINEES O Lawrence .| solicited by the Board of
' Glascoft : Directors will be voted
£ FOR ALL EXCEPT agalnst this proposal
(See instruction below) - O David Gold ‘unless otherwise
) specified.
O Jeff Gold '

O Marvin Holen -
O Howard Gold

O EricG.
Flamholiz

Q JSennifer Holden
Dunbar

. 0O Peter Woo
. INSTRUCTIONS: To withhold avthority te voie for any The undersigeed hereby revokes any other proxy to vote

http:) Jeww.sec.gov/Archives fedgardata/ 1011290/ 000114036 107016729/ formdefal4ahtm Page 50f &
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individual nominee(s), mark “FOR ALL EXCEPT” and filtin | at the Annnal Meeting, and hereby ratifies and confirms
the circle next to each nominee yeu wish to withhold, as shown | . all that the proxy holder may lawfully do by virtue hereof.
here: ® As to any business that may propexly come before the
Annual Meeting and any of its posiponements or .
adjournments, the proxy holder is authorized to vote in
_accordnnce with his best judgment.

This Proxy will be voted in accordance with the
instructions set forth above. This Proxy will be treated as
a GRANT OF AUTHORITY TO VOYE FOR the clection
of the directors pamed above and AGAINST the
shareholder propesal and as the proxy holder shall deem
advisable on such other business as may come before the
Anpual Meeting, unless otherwise direcied.

"The undersigned acknowledges receipt of a copy of the
Nofice of Anpual Meeting and accompanying Proxy -
Statement dated July 27, 2007 relating the Ansual

1 Meeting.
~Signature(s) of Shareholdor(s) (Sce Instructions Below) Dates

|

: Signature(s) of Shareholder(s) (Sce Instructions Befow) | Dates

The signature(s) hereon should correspond exactly with the name(s) of the shareholdex(s) appearing on the Steck

Certificate. Xf stock is jointly held, all joint owners shonld sign, When signing as atiorney, executor, administrator, trustee
or guardian, please give full title as such. If signer is a corporation, please sign the full corporation name and give title of

signing ofiicer.

htip:}jwww.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1011250/000114036107016729 formdefalda.htim Page 6 of6 .



Bon-votes. Supermajority requirements are arguably most often used o block nifiatives
supported by most shareowmers but oppozed by management

Tids proposal topic won from 749 o 88% support at these companies in 2009: Weyerhneuser
{WY), Alcoa (AA), Wasts Management (W), Goldman Sachs {GS), FirstRrergy (FE),
MeGraw-Hill (MEP) and Macy’s (M), The Proponénts incleded Nick Rossi, William Steiner,
James McRitchie and Ray T. Chevedden, - -

The merit of fiis Simple Majority Vote proposal should also be considexed in the context of fhe
need for improvement t onr company’s 2069 Teported corporste governamee statns:

The Corporate Library www.thecorporatelibrary.com an independent investment research firm,
rated our eompany “D” with “High Governance Rigk® and “Very High Concern” in exeentive
pey with our COO, Roberr Hngin getting $72 million on the exercise of stock options in 2008,
Azd our CEO Sol Barer got $55 milfion on the exercise of stock options,

Our company targeted market levels in its peer group at the 75tk percentile to determine pay for
Robert Bugin - selting executive pay standards above medlan levels, regardless of performance,
Our company did not disclose goals or targets for its annusl exeentive incentive plan,
Shareholders would be best served with 2 candid diseussion of performance metrics, targeted
oals, and actual resulty, Owr company”s stock ownership guidelines required our CRO to own
only3-ﬁmesbasesalarycomparedtoareconnncnded 10-times, ’

Our board was the only signifoant directorship for four of our directors: Arthur Hays, 75, Walter
Robb, 81, Gitta Raplan and James Loughlin. This could indicate a significant lack of curzent
transferable direetor experience for the near mejority of onr directors. _

We had no shareholder right to vote on our poison pill, on our executives” PaY, to call a special
mezting, an independent chairman or cunylative yoting. Each of owr directors eould be
reelected if' we vote 450 million shares o one against them. Sharcholder proposels to address all
of theze topies received majority votes or significant votes at other companies and would be
excellent topics for owr next annmal meeting. '

The above concerns ghows there is need for improvement, Please enrowrage our board to

respond positively to this proposal: Adopt Simple Majority Vote — Yes on 3. [Numbez 1o be

assigned by the company] : .
COMPAENY EvHIBIT A 010 PRoVDS AL ACPPRLLNTLY REZETUED
BY &MAIL — ND FAK TRANMISSION EVIDEN CE :




Pr OSkauel">> Proskauer Rose LLP Eleven Times Square New York, NY 10036-8200

Robert A. Cantone
Member of the Finn
4.212.969.3235
f212.969,2900

‘ ) manbone@proskauer com
June 6, 2011 ' ‘wiww.proskauer.com

By Email

U:8. Securities and Exchange Commission
Division of Corporation Finance

Office of Chief Counsel

100 F Street, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20549

Re:  Celpene Corporation -- Notice of Intent to Omit Stockholder Proposal from Proxy
Materials Pursuant to Rule 14a-8 Promulgated under the Securitics Exchange Act
of 1934, as Amended, and Request for- No-Action Ruling

Dear Ladies and Gentlemen:

This firm represents Celgene Corporation, a Delaware corporation (the “Company ™), and on
behalf of the Company, we are filing this letter under Rule 142-8() under the Securities and
Exchange Act of 1934, as amended (the “Exchange Act™), to notify the Securities and Exchange
Commission (the “Commission™) of the Company’s intention to exclude a stockholder proposal
submitted by Mr. John Chevedden (the “Chevedden Proposal”) from the proxy materials for the
Compaiiy’s 2011 Annual Meeting of Stockholdets to be held on June 15, 2011 (the “2011 Proxy
Materials™).

The Company asks that the Commission’s Division of Corporation Finance staff (the “Staff”) not
recommend that enforcement action be taken by the Commission against the Company if the
Company excludes the Chevedden Proposal from the Company’s 2011 Proxy Materials under
Rule 14a-8(¢)(2). The Proposal is properly excluded under Rule 14a—8(e)(2) because the
Proposdl has not been timely made.

Pursnant to Staff Legal Bulletin 14D (November 7, 2008), we are transmitting this letter by
electronic mail to:the Staff at shareholderproposals@sec.gov. We are also sending a copy of this
letter to Mr. Chevedden at the e-mail address he has provided.

The Chevedden Proposal is the subject of a May 31, 2011 communication (a copy of whichis
attached) sent.by email from Mr. Chevedden to the Office of Chief Counsel Division of
Corporation Finance (the “Chevedden Emaﬂ”) That commumication was also emailed to Brian
P. Gill, the.Company s Vice President, Corporate Communications, on May 31_, 2011.

Given the Company’s reccipt of the Chevedden Email on May 31, 2011, it is not possible for the
Company to comply with the requirement of Rule 14a-8(j) that it subxmt this letter at least 80-
days prior to the filing of the definitive 2011 Proxy Materials which were, it fact, filed with the
Commission on May 2, 2011, Accordingly, the Company hereby requests that the Staff permit
the submission of the Company’s reasons for excluding the Propesal on the basis of good reason,
which is the receipt of the Chevedden Email on May 31, 2011.

Boca Raton | Boston | Chicago | Hong Kong | London | Los Angeles | New Orleans | New York | Newark | Paris | S50 Paula | Washington, D.C.
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THE PROPOSAL

The Proposal rcqucsts that the Companty Board of Directors “take the steps necessary um]aterally
(to the fullest extent penmtted by law) to amend our bylaws and each appropriate governing

document to give holders of 10% of our outstanding common stock (or the lowest percentage

permitted by law above 10%) the-power to call a special shareowner meeting.” A copy of the
Proposal and supporting statement, as well as related correspondence from Mr. Chevedden, is
attached to this letter as Exhibit A.

GROUNDS FOR EXCLUSION

The Proposal may be excluded under Rule ]4a-8(e)(2) because the Chevedden Email, which was
received by the Company on May 31, 2011, should have been teceived by the Company at its
principal executive offices addressed to the Corporate Secretary not less than 120 calendar days
before the date of the Company’s proxy statement released to stockholders in connection the
prévious year’s annual meeting. The date of the Company proxy statement released to A
stockholders in connection with the previous.year’s annual meeting was May 3, 2010.. Rule 14a-
8(e)(2) indicates that the deadline for Rule 14a-8 shareowner proposals is no less than 120 days
before the release date of last year's proxy statement, unless the date of the current year's annual -
mecting has been changed by more than 30'days from the date of the prior year's meeting. The
Company’s 2010 Annual Meeting of Stockholders was held on June 16, 201 0. The Company's
2011 annual meeting is scheduled to be held on June 15, 2011. Accordingly, the meeting is not
being moved by more than 30 days, and thus, the deadline for stockholder proposals is-that
which is disclosed in the Company’s 2010 proxy statement—Jahuary 3, 2011. As required by
Rule 14a—5(e)(1), the Company included in its proxy statement for the Company’s 2010 Annual
Meeting of" Stockholders under the heading “Stockholder Proposals,” the following disclosure:

“Stockholders wishing to include proposals in the proxy material in
_ relation to-our Annual Meeting to beheld on or about June 15, 2011 must submit
the saine in writing to Celgene Corporation, 86 Morris Avenue, Summiit, New
iersey 07901, Attention: Corporate Secretary, so as to be received at our
executive office on or before Ji anuary 3, 201 1. Such proposals must also meet the
other requirements and procedures prescribed by Rule 14a-8 under the Exchange .
Act relating to stockholders’ proposals.”

The Staff has. concutred with the éxclusion of numerous ‘proposals pursuant to Rule 14a-
8(e)(2) on the basis that they were submitted to companies on an untimely basis. See, €:g-
g General Electric Company (avail. Feb. 10, 2005); Crane Co. (avail. Dec. 27, 2004);
Verizon Communications Inc. (avail. January 19, 2004); Bank of America Corp. (avail.
Fcb. 27, 2001); CNS, Ine. (Mar. 09, 2000).

We are not addressing here deficiencies of the Chevedden Proposal with respect to the
manner of delivery to the Company or the proof of share ownership for the continuous
one-year period prior to the date of submission of the Chevedden Proposal; as the:
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untimeliness of the Proposal under Rule 14a-8(e)(2) is, we believe; dispositive-of this
matter. We note, hiowever, that the Chevedden Proposal was submitted by email, a
manner of submission-that is not authorized by the above directions that were included 1 in
the Company 2010 de_ﬁmtlve_proxy Moreover, the Chevedden Email included a letter
from RAM Trust Services, a Maine chartered non-depository trust company, indicating
that RAM held the securities on behalf of Mr. Chevedden through The Northern Trust
Company. Accordingly, The Northern Trust Company is the holder of record that needed
to submit the letter of compliance with Rule 14a-8(b), which letter did not accompany
the Chevedden Proposal.

CONCLUSION

Based upon the foregoing analysis, we hereby respectfully request, on behalf of the Company,
that the Staff conifirm that it will not recommend enforcement action if the Chevedden Proposal
is excluded from the Company’s 2011 Proxy Materials. We would be pleased to provide any
additional information and answer any questions that the Staff may have regarding this matter. I
can be reached by phone at (212) 969-3235 and by eémail at rcantone@proskauer com.

Kindly acknowledge receipt of this letter by return electronic mail. Thank you for your
consideration of this matter.

cc:  Mr. John Chevedden
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EXHIBIT A

[See attached]
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From: **FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***
Sent: Tuesday, May 31,2011 1:15 PM
Ta: Office of Chief Counsel

"Ce: Brian Gill

Subject: # 1 Rule 14a-8 Proposal - Celgene Corporation (CELG)

JOHN CHEVEDDEN

***FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***

May 31, 2011

Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Corporation Finance
Securities and Exchange Commission
100 F Strcet, NE

Washington, DC 20549

# 1 Rule 14a-8 Proposal
Celgene Corporation (CELG)
Special Shareowner Meetings
John Chevedden

Ladies and Gentlemen:

The company should give sharcholders the usual opportunity to vote on the attached rule 14a-8
proposal af its June 15, 2011 annual meeting.

Attached are also two confirmations of the December 14, 2010 fax of my 2011 proposal to the
company. One confirmation is from the fax machine and the second confirmation is from the

telephone bill.

This is to request that the Securities and Exchange Commnission allow this resolution to stand and
be voted upon in the 2011 proxy.

Singerely,

John Chevedden

ce: .

Brian Gill <bgill@celgene.com>
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JOHN CHEVEDDEN
***FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***

M. Sol J. Barer

Chairman of the Board
Celgene Corporation (CELG)
86 Morris Ave

Summit NJ 07901

PH: 908 673-9000
Fax: 908-673-9001

Dear Mr. Barer,

This Rule 14a-8 proposal is zespectﬁ:lly submitted in support of the long-term performance of
our company. This proposal is submitted for the next annual shareholder meeting. Rule 14a-8
requirements are intended to be met including the continuous. ownership of the required stock
value until after the date of the respective shareholder meeting and presentation of the proposal
at the annual mceting. This submitted format, with the shareholder-supplied cmphasis, is
interided to be used for definitive proxy pubhca.tmn

In the intérest of company cost savings and improving the efficiency of the rile 14a-8 process
please communicate via email to**FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***

Your consideration and the consideration of the Board of Directors is appreciated in support of
the long-term performance of our corapany: Please acknowledge receipt of this proposal
5 promptly by email to “*FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***

Sincerely,

e. ceabe— /7 2 9/0'

Date

+Aohin Chevedden

cc: David W. Gryska <dgryska@ce1gene com>
Chief Financial Officer
Robert J. Hugin <rhugm@celgene;com>

]
i
&
E
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‘hegative votes. Our board was also the only. exgmﬁcan! directorship for 3 Audit Cor

- ‘type.practices. Speclal Sharcowner Meetings — Yes on 3.*

JCELG: Rule 14a-8 Proposal, December 14, 2010]
3* —Speeial Shareowner Mcctings

RESOLVED, Shareowners ask our board to take the steps necessary umlaterally (to the fullest
extent permitted by law) to amend our bylavs and each appropriate governing document to give
holders of 10% of our outstanding common stock (or the lowest percentage pcrrmtted by law
above 10%) the power to call aspecial shareowner meeting, i
This includes that such bylaw and/or charter text will not have any exclusionary or pro}n'bltlve
language in regard to calling a special meeting that apply only to shereowners but not to
‘management and/or the board (to the fallest exteni permitted by law). ,
Special meetings allow shareowneg_s, to-vote on important matters, such as electing new directors:
that ¢an arisc betweéen annual meetings. ‘If shateowners cannot call special meetinigs,
‘management may becorne insulated and investor returns may suffer. Shareowner input on the
timirig of shareowner meetings is.especially important during a major rcstructunng -when
events nofold quickly and issues may become moot by the next anounal meeting. This proposal -
does not impact our board’s currerit power to call a special meeting, ;

I
This proposal fopic won morc than 60% support at Cvs Caremmk, Sprmt, Safeway and
Motorola.

The merit of this Special Sharcowner Meeting proposal should also be considered lm the context
of the need for additional improvement in onr company’s 2010 reported corporate governanec:
status: . i

t
The Corporate Library www.thect gporatehbrgg com, an independent investment research firm
rated our-company “D” with “High Govethance Risk? and “Very High Concern” in Executive
Pay — CEQ Sol Barer realized $27 million on the exercise of 600,000 stock oplions. €OO-Robert
Hugin similarly realized $19 million on the exercise of 420,000 stoc.k options, Market priced
stock options are a tisk of providing rewards due to a rising market-alone, revardlepb of
individual performance. :
Rodman Drake was marked a “Flagged (Problem) Director” by The Corporate Library because
of his service on the board of the bankrpt Apex Silver Mines. Nonetheless Mr. Drake was
allowed to be 33% of both our Executive Pay and Nomination Committccs. '

Our 4-member Audit Committee included two members with 12to 18 years long-tenure—
independence concern. This included Walter Robb,:age 82; M. Robb received ourihighest

members, This could indicate a significant lack. of current transferable director exp'

the final member of our Audit Committee, Carrie Cox, owned no stock — yet was paid $4 7

Please encourage our board to respond positively to th.lS proposal to help tmaround the above
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Notes: i i
Johtt Chevedden, ***FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16** sponsored this
proposal. | i

Please note that the title of the proposal is part of the proposal.

*Number to be assigned by the company.

Thiis proposal is believed to conforin with Staff Legal Bulletin No. 14B (CF) September 15,
2004 including (emphasis added):
Accordmgly going forward, we believe that it would not be appropriate for
compariies to exclude supportirig statement Ianguage and/or an entire proposal in
reliance on rule 14a-8(1)(3) in the following circumstarices:
» the company objects to factual assertions because they are not supported
. » the company objects to factual assertions that, while not matenally false or
- misleading, may be.disputed or countered;
» the company objects fo factiual assertions because those assertlons may be
interpreted by shareholders in a mariner thatis unfavorable to the company, its
directors, or its officers; and/or
» the company objects to statements because they represent the opinion of the
shareholder proponent or a referenced source, but the statements are not
identified specifically as such.
We believe that it is appropriate under rule 142-8 for companies to address
these objections in their statements of opposjtion.

‘See also: Sun Microsystems, Inc. (July 21, 2005).

Stock will be held until after the annual mesting and the propésal will be presented at the annual
meeting. Please acknowledge this proposal promptly by email ++FisSMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16*
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December 14,2010

John Chevedden

% | **FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***
2

To Whom It May Concern,

Ram Trust Services Is a Maine chartered non-depository trust company. Through us, Nir. John
Chevedden has continuously held no less than 60 shares of Celgene Corporation {CELG)
common stock, CUSIP#151020104, since at least November 7,.2008: W in turn hold those
shares through The Northern Trust Company'in an account under the name Ram Trust
Seyvices, : :

Sincerely,

el | “Michael P. Wood
¥ é Sy. Portfolio Manager
2B
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Celgene €6rporatlon } Company profile from Hoover’s $/26)11 7:53 AM

HGQVERS We make it easier.) o

A DSB Sompany B ' R

Blogs

.

i ) 1 ‘
i Home ; Solutions | Products ! Resources | AboutUs
i : | i i

| Celgene Corporation. summit, ns united States(NASDAQ

(6S): CELG)

QOverview

86 M°"'SA"° e Phone- 908-673—9{}00

For a Hoover's ,
B Free Trial, Call oo
Try Hoover's Unlimited Subscription Site (866) 541-3773 = |

- v - or i
Sign Up for A Free Trial R :
Chat Now '

A

Celgene cﬂrporatlon Rankmgs . .
» #266 in FT Glohal 500 ‘ 58P 500

More Companies in Summit, New Jersey I Koo

# More Companies in These Related Industries: Pharmaceutical Preparation Mfg

Company Description

§
3
i
!

Without cells and genes there would be no us, and without Celgene there would probably be fewer of
us, The drug development company's lead product is Revlimid approved In the US and Europe as a
treatment for multiple myeloma (bone marrow cancer), Revlimid also Is used to treat a malignant blood

http:/ fwww.hoovers.com/fcompany/Celgene_Corporationstsryi~1.htm} ) Page 1 of 4
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