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Re:  Rite Aid Corporation Public

Incoming letter dated January 14, 2013 Avai!abili‘?yt gu [L{»—{ {5

Dear Mr. Gerber

This is in response to your letter dated January 14, 2013 concerning the
shareholder proposal submitted to Rite Aid by John Kornelakis and Angeline Kornelakis
on behalf of the John and Angeline Komnelakis Family Trust. Copies of all of the
correspondence on which this response is based will be made available on our website at

http://www.sec.gov/divisions/corpfin/cf-noaction/14a-8.shtml. For your reference, a
brief discussion of the Division’s informal procedures regarding shareholder proposals is

also available at the same website address.
Sincerely,

Ted Yu
Senior Special Counsel

Enclosure

cc:  John Komelakis
Angeline Kornelakis

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



February 14, 2013

Response of the Office of Chief Counsel
Division of Corporation Finance

Re:  Rite Aid Corporation
Incoming letter dated January 14, 2013

The submission relates to dividends.

We note that it is unclear whether the submission is a proposal made under
rule 14a-8 or a proposal to be presented directly at the annual meeting, a matter we do not
address. To the extent that the submission involves a rule 14a-8 issue, there appears to be
some basis for your view that Rite Aid may exclude the proposal under rule 14a-8(f). We
note that the proponent appears to have failed to supply, within 14 days of receipt of Rite
Aid’s request, documentary support sufficiently evidencing that it satisfied the minimum
ownership requirement for the one-year period as required by rule 14a-8(b).
Accordingly, we will not recommend enforcement action to the Commission if Rite Aid
omits the proposal from its proxy materials in reliance on rules 14a-8(b) and 14a-8(f).

Sincerely,

Erin E. Martin
Attorney-Advisor



DIVISION OF CORPORATION FINAN CE
INF ORMAL PROCEDURES REGARDING SHAREHOLDER PROPOSALS

The Division of Corporation 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 Company
in support of its intention to exclude the proposals from the Company’s proxy materials, as well
as any mformatlon furmshed by the proponent or-the proponent’s representatxvc

4 Allhough Ru[e 14a-8(k) does not require any commumcatlons 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 coustrued as changing the staff’s mformal
procedurcs and proxy review into a formal or adversary procedure.

Itis Important to note that the staff’s and. Commission’s no-action responses to-
Rule 142-8(j) submissions reflect only informal views. The determmatxons reached in these no-
action letters do not and cannot adjudicate the merits of a company’s position with respect to the
proposal Only 4 court such as a U.S. District Court can decide whether a company is obligated
. 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

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

Office of Chief Counsel

100 F Street, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20549

Re:  Rite Aid Corporation — 2013 Annual Meeting
Omission of Shareholder Proposal Submitted
by John Kornelakis and Angeline Kornelakis

Ladies and Gentlemen:

Pursuant to Rule 14a-8(j) promulgated under the Securities Exchange Act of
1934, as amended, we are writing on behalf of our client, Rite Aid Corporation, a
Delaware corporation (“Rite Aid” or the “Company”), to request that the Staff of the
Division of Corporation Finance (the “Staff”) of the Securities and Exchange
Commission (the “Commission”) concur with Rite Aid’s view that, for the reasons
stated below, it may exclude the shareholder proposal (the “Proposal”) submitted by
John Kornelakis and Angeline Komelakis, as trustees of The John and Angeline
Kornelakis Family Trust (the “Proponents™), from the proxy materials to be
distributed by Rite Aid in connection with its 2013 annual meeting of shareholders
(the “2013 proxy materials™).

In accordance with Section C of Staff Legal Bulletin No. 14D (Nov. 7, 2008)
(“SLB 14D”), we are emailing this letter and its attachments to the Staff at
shareholderproposals@sec.gov. In accordance with Rule 14a-8(j), we are
simultaneously sending a copy of this letter and its attachments to the Proponents as
notice of Rite Aid’s intent to omit the Proposal from the 2013 proxy materials.

Rule 14a-8(k) and Section E of SLB 14D provide that shareholder proponents
are required to send companies a copy of any correspondence that the shareholder
proponents elect to submit to the Commission or the Staff. Accordingly, we are
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taking this opportunity to remind the Proponents that if the Proponents submit
correspondence to the Commission or the Staff with respect to the Proposal, a copy
of that correspondence should concurrently be furnished to the Company.

As disclosed in the Company’s 2012 proxy statement, shareholders can
submit proposals for inclusion in the Company’s proxy materials by complying with
Rule 14a-8. The other method for submitting shareholder proposals that is discussed
in the Company’s 2012 proxy statement is set forth in the Company’s By-laws and
pertains only to whether the matter can otherwise be properly presented for
consideration at the 2013 annual meeting even though not included in the proxy
materials. We note that it is unclear from the Proposal whether the Proponents
intended to submit the Proposal under Rule 14a-8 or pursuant to the provisions set
forth in the Company’s By-laws (although we note that the Proponents have not
satisfied the requirements to properly present a proposal pursuant to the Company’s
By-laws). The Staff has found that where it is unclear whether a proposal was made
under Rule 14a-8, the Staff will consider a no-action request regarding the proposal
to the extent it involves Rule 14a-8. See, e.g., CES Bancorp, Inc. (Oct. 5, 2012)
(permitting exclusion when it was unclear whether the proposal was made under
Rule 14a-8 or was a proposal to be presented directly at the annual meeting);
International Business Machines Corp. (Jan. 30, 2012) (same); CNB Corp. (Feb. 16,
2011) (same); and Electromed, Inc. (Oct. 2, 2012) (permitting exclusion when it was
unclear whether the proposal was made under Rule 14a-8 or was a question
regarding the company’s nomination procedures); Vicon Industries, Inc. (Feb. 14,
2012) (same). Thus, to the extent that the Proposal was submitted under Rule 14a-8,
we hereby respectfully request that the Staff concur that it is excludable under the
bases set forth below.

I. The Proposal
The Proposal is set forth below:

The John and Angeline Kornelakis Family Trust propose that the
Dividends be reinstated to the Stockholders.

1I. Bases for Exclusion

We hereby respectfully request that the Staff concur in Rite Aid’s view that it
may exclude the Proposal from the 2013 proxy materials pursuant to:

e Rule 14a-8(b)(1) and Rule 14a-8(f)(1) because the Proponents failed to
provide proof of the requisite stock ownership after receiving notice of
such deficiency; and
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e Rule 14a-8(b)(2) and Rule 14a-8(f)(1) because the Proponents failed to
provide a statement of intent to hold the requisite shares through the date
of the 2013 annual meeting.

III. Background

The Company received a cover letter including a version of the Proposal on
October 30, 2012. A copy of the cover letter, including the original Proposal, is
attached hereto as Exhibit A. After confirming that the Proponents were not
shareholders of record, in accordance with Rule 14a-8(f)(1), on November 2, 2012,
the Company sent a letter to the Proponents (the “Deficiency Letter”) requesting a
written statement from the record owner of the Proponents’ shares and a participant
in the Depository Trust Company (DTC) verifying that the Proponents had
beneficially owned the requisite number of shares of the Company’s stock
continuously for at least one year as of the date of submission of the Proposal and a
written statement that the Proponents would hold the shares through the date of the
2013 annual meeting. The Deficiency Letter also notified the Proponents of the
Company’s belief that the submission contained more than one shareholder proposal
in violation of Rule 14a-8(c) and the Proponents’ obligation to reduce the submission
to a single proposal. As suggested in Section G.3 of Staff Legal Bulletin No. 14
(July 13, 2001) (“SLB 14”) relating to eligibility and procedural issues, the
Deficiency Letter included a copy of Rule 14a-8. A copy of the Deficiency Letter is
attached hereto as Exhibit B.

On November 13, 2012, the Company received a letter from the Proponents
with a revised Proposal and an account workbook statement dated November 7, 2012
from RBC Correspondent Services (the “Account Statement”). The Proponents’
letter did not include a statement confirming their intent to hold the shares through
the date of the annual meeting and, as of the date of this letter, the Proponents have
not provided such a statement. Copies of the cover letter, the revised Proposal and
the Account Statement are attached hereto as Exhibit C.

IV.  The Proposal May be Excluded Pursuant to Rule 14a-8(f)(1) Because the
Proponents Failed to Provide Sufficient Documentary Support to Satisfy
the Ownership Requirement under Rule 14a-8(b)(1).

Rule 14a-8(b)(1) provides that, in order to be eligible to submit a proposal, a
shareholder must have continuously held at least $2,000 in market value, or 1%, of
the company’s securities entitled to be voted on the proposal for at least one year by
the date the proposal is submitted and must continue to hold those securities through
the date of the meeting. If the proponent is not a registered holder, he or she must
provide proof of beneficial ownership of the securities. Under Rule 14a-8(f)(1), a
company may exclude a shareholder proposal if the proponent fails to provide
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evidence that it meets the eligibility requirements of Rule 14a-8(b), provided that the
company timely notifies the proponent of the deficiency and the proponent fails to
correct the deficiency within the required time.

The Account Statement does not satisfy the requirements of Rule 14a-8(b)(1)
because it fails to demonstrate one-year continuous ownership of the Company’s
securities. In Section C.1.c (2) of SLB 14, the Staff addressed whether periodic
investment statements, like the Account Statement, could satisfy the continuous
ownership requirements of Rule 14a-8(b):

(2) Do a shareholder’s monthly, quarterly or other periodic
investment statements demonstrate sufficiently continuous
ownership of the securities?

No. A shareholder must submit an affirmative written statement from
the record holder of his or her securities that specifically verifies that
the shareholder owned the securities continuously for a period of one
year as of the time of submitting the proposal.

(Emphasis in original.)

Consistent with the foregoing, the Staff has on numerous occasions permitted
exclusion of proposals on the grounds that the brokerage statement or account
statement submitted in support of a proponent’s ownership was insufficient proof of
such ownership under Rule 14a-8(b). See, e.g., E.I. du Pont de Nemours and Co.
(Jan. 13, 2012) (one-page excerpt from proponent’s monthly brokerage statement
was insufficient proof of ownership); Verizon Communications Inc. (Jan. 25, 2008)
(broker’s letter which provided current ownership of shares and original date of
purchase was insufficient proof of ownership); General Motors Corp. (Apr. 5, 2007)
(account summary was insufficient verification of continuous ownership); Yahoo!
Inc. (Mar. 29, 2007) (account statements, trade confirmations, email correspondence,
webpage printouts and other selected account information was insufficient to
specifically verify continuous ownership); General Electric Co. (Jan. 16, 2007)
(brokerage statement was insufficient to prove continuous ownership); Sky Financial
Group (Dec. 20, 2004, recon. denied Jan. 13, 2005) (monthly brokerage account
statement was insufficient proof of ownership); International Business Machines
Corp. (Jan. 11, 2005) (pages from quarterly 401(k) plan account statements was
insufficient proof of ownership); Bank of America Corp. (Feb. 25, 2004) (monthly
brokerage account statement was insufficient proof of ownership); and RT1
International Metals, Inc. (Jan. 13, 2004) (monthly account statement was
insufficient proof of ownership).
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The Account Statement, which verifies ownership of securities as of
November 7, 2012 fails to evidence the Proponents’ continuous ownership of the
Company’s securities for one year prior to submission of the Proposal.

If the Proponents fail to follow Rule 14a-8(b), Rule 14a-8(f)(1) provides that
the Company may exclude the Proposal, but only after it has notified the Proponents
in writing of the procedural or eligibility deficiencies, as well as of the time frame
for the Proponents’ response thereto within 14 calendar days of receiving the
Proposal, and the Proponents fail adequately to correct it. The Company has
satisfied the notice requirement by sending the Deficiency Letter and did not receive
the requisite proof of ownership from the Proponents. Any further verification the
Proponents might now submit would be untimely under the Commission’s rules.

V. The Proposal May be Excluded Pursuant to Rule 14a-8(f)(1) Because the
Proponents Failed to Provide a Written Statement of Intent to Hold the
Requisite Shares through the Date of the 2013 Annual Meeting.

Rule 14a-8(b)(2)(1) provides that, in order to be eligible to submit a proposal,
a shareholder must submit a written statement that the shareholder intends to
continue to hold the securities through the date of the annual meeting. Under Rule
14a-8(f)(1), a company may exclude a shareholder proposal if the proponent fails to
provide evidence that it meets the eligibility requirements of Rule 14a-8(b), provided
that the company timely notifies the proponent of the deficiency and the proponent
fails to correct the deficiency within the required time.

The Proponents have not provided a written statement of intent to continue to
hold the securities through the date of the annual meeting and have therefore failed
to satisfy the requirements of Rule 14a-8(b)(2)(i). In Section C.1.d of SLB 14, the
Staff addressed the written statement requirement as follows:

Should a shareholder provide the company with a written
statement that he or she intends to continue holding the securities
through the date of the shareholder meeting?

Yes. The shareholder must provide this written statement regardless
of the method the shareholder uses to prove that he or she
continuously owned the securities for a period of one year as of the
time the shareholder submits the proposal.

The Staff has consistently permitted the exclusion of shareholder proposals
submitted by proponents who, as here, have failed to provide the requisite written
statement of intent to continue holding the requisite amount of shares through the
date of the shareholders meeting in response to the company’s deficiency notice. See,
e.g., The Cheesecake Factory Inc. (Mar. 27, 2012) (permitting exclusion of proposal
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where the proponent failed to provide a written statement of intent to hold its
company stock through the date of the shareholder meeting); General Electric Co.
(Jan. 30, 2012) (same); Johnson & Johnson (Jan. 9, 2012) (same); Energen Corp.
(Feb. 22, 2011) (same); International Business Machines Corp. (Dec. 28, 2010)
(same); Rite did Corp. (Mar. 26, 2009) (same); Washington Mutual, Inc. (Dec. 31,
2007) (same).

As with the foregoing examples, the Proponents have failed to provide the
Company with a written statement of intent to hold the requisite amount of Rite Aid
shares through the date of the annual meeting as required by Rule 14a-8(b) despite
the Company’s timely Deficiency Letter.

V1. Conclusion

For the foregoing reasons, Rite Aid respectfully requests the concurrence of
the Staff that the Proposal may be excluded from the 2013 proxy materials pursuant
to Rule 14a-8(b) and Rule 14a-8(f)(1).

If we can be of any further assistance, or if the Staff should have any
questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at the telephone number or email
address appearing on the first page of this letter.

Very truly yours,

Attachments

cc:  Marc A. Strassler, Esq.
Rite Aid Corporation

John Komelakis
Angeline Komelakis
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* MAILING ADDRESS
P.O. Box 3165

Hanisburg, PA 17105

» GENERAL OFFICE
30 Hunter Lane
Camp Hill, PA 17011

*717.978.5833
»717.760.7687 Fax
November 2, 2012 e-mail: mstrassier@riteaild.com

John and Angeline Komelakis

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

RE: Notice of Deficiency
Dear Mr. and Mrs. Kornelakis:

1 am writing to acknowledge receipt, on October 30, 2012, of your letter,
dated October 26, 2012, giving notice of your request to present a shareholder
proposal (the “Proposal”) at Rite Aid’s next annual meeting (the “Annual Meeting”).
It is unclear from your letter whether you were providing this notice pursuant to Rule
14a-8 under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as amended (the “Exchange Act”),
or pursuant to the advance notice provisions of Rite Aid’s By-laws.

If you were providing the notice pursuant to Rule 14a-8, please note that the
Proposal contains certain deficiencies, described below.

Proof of Ownership/Intention to Hold Shares

Pursuant to Rule 14a-8(b) under the Exchange Act, in order to be eligible to
submit a proposal for the Annual Meeting, a proponent must have continuously held
at least $2,000 in market value of Rite Aid's common stock for at least one year prior
to, and including, the date that the proposal is submitted. In addition, the proponent
must continue to hold at least this amount of stock through the date of the Annual
Meeting and must provide us with a written statement that the proponent intends to
do so. For your reference, a copy of Rule 14a-8 is attached to this letter as
Exhibit A.

Our records indicate that you are not a registered holder of Rite Aid common
stock. Please provide a written statement from the record holder of your shares and a
participant in the Depository Trust Company (DTC) verifying that, at the time you
submitted the Proposal, October 26, 2012, you had beneficially held the requisite
number of shares of Rite Aid common stock continuously for at least one year

Kornelakis Leser



John and Angeline Komelakis
November 2, 2012
Page 2

preceding and including October 26, 2012. Please also provide a written statement
that you intend to continue to hold the securities through the date of the Annual
Meeting.

In order to determine if the bank or broker holding your shares is a DTC
participant, you can check the DTC’s participant list, which is currently available on
the Internet at http-//www.dtcc.com/downloads/membership/directories/
dtc/alpha.pdf. If the bank or broker holding your shares is not a DTC participant,
you will also need to obtain proof of ownership from the DTC participant through
which the securities are held. You should be able to find out who this DTC
participant is by asking your broker or bank. If the DTC participant knows your
broker or bank’s holdings, but does not know your holdings, you can satisfy Rule
14a-8 by obtaining and submitting two proof of ownership statements verifying that,
at the time the Proposal was submitted, the required amount of securities were
continuously held for at least one year — one from your broker or bank confirming

your ownership, and the other from the DTC participant confirming the broker or
bank’s ownership.

Multiple Proposals

Rule 14a-8(c) states that cach shareholder may submit no more than one
proposal to a company for a particular shareholders’ meeting. We believe that your
Proposal contains more than one shareholder proposal. As such, the Proposal is
required by Rule 14a-8 to be reduced to a single proposal.

Conclusion

Ifyoumpmvidingwﬁwwmmﬂnadvmnoﬁcepmvisiomof
Rite Aid’s By-laws, and do not intend that your Proposal be included in Rite Aid’s
proxy materials, please note that you are required to comply with Article I, Section
4 of our By-laws. A copy of our By-laws is available on our website at
www_riteaid. com/company/governance/.

Pursuant to Rule 14a-8(f)(1) under the Exchange Act, any response to this
letter must be postmarked or transmitted electronically to us no later than 14 calendar
days from the date you receive this letter.
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Once we receive your response, we will be in a position to determine whether
the Proposal is eligible for inclusion in the proxy materials for the Annual Meeting.
Rite Aid reserves the right to seek relief from the Securities and Exchange
Commission as appropriate.

Very truly yours,

Jhg S

Executive Vice President,
General Counsel and Secretary

Enclosure
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§ 240.140-8 Shzreholder proposale.

This section addresses when a company must inciude & sharehoider's proposal in s proxy statement and identity the proposal in its
form of proxy when the company hoids an snnual or special meeting of sharehoiders. In summary. in order Io have your
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foreign law ¥ compliance with the forsign law would resull In 8 viciation of any siste or federal lew,

{3) Viaiation of proxy ries: nmmummumnwdm%‘:mmm
§240.143-9, which prohibits marterially false or mistesding statacrunts in prosty soliciting meseriels;

{4) Personal grievance; specisl interest: Y the proposal relates 1o the redress of 2 personal ciim of grievance agsinat the company

or arty other Derson, or If & is Sesigned 1o result in @ beneft to you, or 10 further 8 personal intarest, which is not shared by the other
sharshoiders st large;

(5) Relevance: If the proposal felatis £ operations which sccount for less than 3 percent of the company's total sseets et the snd of
tn most recer? fiscel yeur, mummsmu&mmmmmh»mmmm ond is not
otharwies sigrificantly related to the company’s business;

{8) Abssnce of powerfauthority: if the comparry would lack the power or suthority % implement the proposal;



{7) Manegement functions: I tha proposal deals with a matter releting to the companm/s ordinary business operstions;
{8) Direcior slections: if the proposal:

(1) Would disquaily 8 nominee who Ja standing for slection;

{3) Would remove a director from office befors his or her tarm expired;

{1) Questions the competence, business judgment, or character of ONB OF MOe NOMiness or Girecion;

{iv) Seslks 1o include & spedific individual in the company’s proxy materiale for slection o the board of directors; or
(v) Othrwden could affect the outcom of the upcorring slsction of directors.

{9) Conflicts with company's proposel: i the proposal directly confiicia with one of the company's own proposals io be submitted 1
sharehoiders at the same mesting:

Note 10 paragreph (IX9): A company’s submisaion to the Commizalon under this section shouki spectfy the points of confiica with the
compeny’s propossd.

{10) Substantially implemented: i the company has sirsady substantially implemented the proposal;

NmnmﬁxwammwuomeWMmmuuu&km
advisory voles 1 RpErove the compensetion of sxecutives s dieciossd pursusnt 1o em 402 of Regulstion S-K (§220.402 of ihis
M)ummmmbmm«wmjammunmdwmmum-
mout recent sharsholder vote reguined by §240. 14a--21(b) of this chapter & singde yeur { Le., one, two, or $wes yaurs) received

spprovel of 8 mejority of votss cast on the malier snd the company has sdopled & policy on the frequancy of say-an-pay voles that
Mmmnmaumamumummmmmwmimm)am

m)w ¥ the proposal substantially duplicetes ancther propossl previously submitted 1 1he company by ancther
proponant thst ﬂuWhhMmmﬂMNmm

(12) Resubmissiona: i the proposal dedle with substantinlly the seme subject matier as ancther propossi or proposals that hee o
have been previously included in the comEeny's praxy materals within the precaciing S calendar yeers, 8 company may sxclude &
mummummmmsmmdummnmmlmmm

(i) Lass than 3% of the vole If proposed once within the preceding 3 calendar years;

() Lees than 6% of the vobe on its last submission io sharshokdens If propossd iwice previously within the preceding 5 calendar
yoaurs; or

(i) Lass than 10% of the voie on its iast submission 1o shamholders I proposed three times o mors previously within the preceding
5 celender years; and

{13) Specific amount of dividerds: if tw propossl relates o speciic amounts of cash or stock dividends,

{1} Question mmmmme«mmnmummmpwmuumm»
sxclute & proposal from its proxy meterials, # must file its resecns with the Commission no ister than 30 calendar days befors | les
mmmmwwammmmm must simultanecusly provide you with & copy of
s subrission. The Commission staff mmmumumwmwmmmwu
mmmwwmam 1 the company demonsirales good cause for missing e desdiine.

{2) The company must fiie six peper coples of the following:
(1) The peopossl;

{) An sxplanation of why hmmulmmhmmwulm refer to the most recent
spplicable suthority, Mammmmmnm.



(i) A supporting opinion of counsel when such ressons sre based on meiters of state or foreign law.
(k) Question 11: May | submit my own statement to the Commission responding to the company’s srguments?

Yee, you may submit & response, but 1t is not required. You should try o submit any response 10 us, with & copy 1o the company, a8
scon as possidie after the compeny makas ia subrmisaion. This way, the Commission sta?t will have time 1o consider Aully your
submission befors &t issuss its response. You shoukd submit six paper coples of Yous reeponee.

) Question 12 if the company includes my shareholder proposal in its proxy materials, what information sbout me must it include
slong with the proposal Reelf?

{1) The company’s proxy statement rmust INCude Yur name and address, 83 well 23 the nurber of the company's voting securities
ummm mummmhwmmmamuawmu
irdormation ¥ sharsholders prompily Upon receiving 8n orsl or wiktten request.

{2) The compainy (s not reaponsidie for the contents of your proposal of supporting ststement.

(m) Question 13 What can | do i the companty Inciudes in its proiy statement reaore why R belleves sharehoiders should not vots
in favor of my propossl, and | disegres with some of ks statementa?

(1) The company may elect 10 includy in its proiy stetement ressons why i believes sharsholders should vols against your propossl,
The compeny i aliowed 10 make arguments refiecting its own point of View, Jist B8 YOu Mty SXpress your own point of view in your
proposal’s supporting sistement,

(2) However, # you Delieve that the company’s pposiion 10 yOur proposal containg materially false or mislesding stetemants thet
mMMWnﬂMtﬂ.mMMMhmmﬂwmmamm
Nm&mm.mmnmdmmmm propossl. To the sxtent poselble, your letter
should inciude specific factul informetion demonsinting the WthMﬁanmﬂb
iry 10 work ot your differences with the company by yoursell befors contacting the Commission stalf.

(S)WQMUNMG)“M-M(’IIWMmMWl“hmMuM
you mey dring to our atlention arry meterially falee or misiesding stalements, under the following imefremes:

() ¥ our no-aciion response requires that you make revieions 10 Your proposal or SUpROring stalement 88 a condiion 10 reguiring
mwhwahhmmmmhmmmwwmumdbmmmw
than 8 celendar deys after the company receives 4 copy of yoxr revised proposal:

(W) i 0l cthar cases, the company must provide you with & copy of its opposiion statements no futer than 30 celendar days belors
its tlos definitive coples of its praxy statement snd form of proxty under §240.149-8.
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