UNITED STATES
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20549-3010

CORPORATION FINANCE

February 15, 2008

Ronald O. Mueller

Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher LLP
1050 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20036-5306

Re:  General Electric Company
Incoming letter dated January 25, 2008

Dear Mr. Mueller:

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

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

Sincerely,

T Bria@ V. Breheny~
Deputy Director

cc: Therisa Kreilein

**EISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16***
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GIBSON, DUNN & CRUTCHER LLP

LAWYERS

A REGISTERED LIMITED LIABILITY PARTNERSHIP
INCLUDING PROFESSIONAL CORPORATIONS

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

rmueller@gibsondunn.com

January 25, 2008

Direct Dial 4 Client No.
(202) 955-8671 C 32016-00092
Fax No.

(202) 530-9569

VidA HAND DELIVERY

Office of Chief Counsel

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

Washington, D.C. 20549

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

Dear Ladies and Gentlemen:

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

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

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

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

BASIS FOR RECONSIDERATION
I. Background.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

As reflected in the AMR Corp. letter cited above, the proof of ownership originally
submitted to GE was not satisfactory to prove the Proponent’s eligibility under Rule 14a-8. The
Staff has on numerous occasions taken no-action positions concerning a company’s omission of
a sharcowner proposal based on a proponent’s failure to provide satisfactory evidence of its
cligibility within 14 days of receiving a deficiency notice from the company. See, e. g., Verizon
Communications Inc. (avail. Jan. 15, 2008); Boeing Co. (avail. Jan. 9, 2008); General Motors
Corp. (avail. Apr. 5, 2007); Motorola, Inc. (avail. Jan. 10, 2005); Johnson & Johnson (avail.
Jan. 3, 2005). More specifically, the Staff consistently has granted no-action relief when a
shareowner proponent “appears not to have responded” to a company’s “request for documentary
support indicating that [the proponent] has satisfied” Rule 14a-8(b)’s ownership requirements.
See, e.g., AGL Resources Inc. (avail. Jan. 11, 2008); Ford Motor Co. (Jan. 8, 2008); Bank of
America Corp. (avail. Dec. 31, 2007); Occidental Petroleum Corp. (avail. Nov. 21, 2007); Int’l
Paper Co. (avail. Feb. 28, 2007); Int’l Business Machines Corp. (avail. Dec. 5, 2006).

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

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

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

Sincerely,

D e,

Ronald O. Mueller

ROM/pah/jlk
Attachments

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

100375243 _4.N0C
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last decade however; GE experienced 5 temporary unsustainable surge in performance
followed by a drastic performance decline “free fall™. GE’s valuation followed this
- performancs cycle enabling key exscutives to earp buge profits from this performance
. swing, and then reposition theruselves favorably after GE’s performance free 311,
‘The temporary unsustainable performance surge included a 19% per share net carnings.
growth in 2000 or 27% improvement over the 15% in 1999. Dividend increases where
17% in 1999 and again in 2000, Some shareholders believed that GE could consistently
double per share net earnings approximately every four years. Hundreds of key
exccutives eamed hundreds of millions of dollars, justified by GE’s valuation. CEQ
compensation was compared to company valuation increases in GE Proxy materials, M.
Welch eamed 125 million in one year in part to company valuation. Mr. Immejt sold
85,000 GE shares, many with a price of over $57 near the all time high price of around
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Edward Jones Rondy Pepmeler

17 North Side OF Public Squnee  Invaaiment Repreacalative
Snlem, IN 47167 :

1812) £83-4757

Edward]bués’

Octobar 29, 2007

Bdwaxrd D. Jones 'k Co. Custodian
“FBO Therisa Xreilein

Amrﬁ: Myron Krailein

on 12/12/2003 Therisa Kreilein purchasad 165 sharas of

Ganeral Electric Common, S ck. T cse 5Aa/?5 Raeere
and acwver solcl, SvH @ / A‘ 4/ Cm/ﬂﬂd’!//
Moday hex Gene:ﬂl Elec CDmman Stock is sgual to

183.44089 shares which are being held in her IRA account

at Edwaxd Jones.

Pleass accept this letter as ¢on£irmatiun of her General
Electrie holdings as we have been requasted by the
aceount owner ‘to furnish this infoxmation toc you.

J it
Randy er

Edwaxd Jones Investments
P.0, Box 372
Balem, IN 47167
'512-883~4757
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David M. Stuart
Senior Counsel
Investigations/Regulatory

GE

3135 Eoston Turnpike
Foirfield, CT 06828
USA

November 13, 2007 - o T+12033732243

VIA EMAIL {myron@rplcorp.com) AND OVERNIGHT MAIL

F+12033732523 -
dovid mstuamt®ge.com

Ms. Therisa Kreilein ,

*E|SMA-& OMB Memorandum M-07-16***

Re: Shareowner Proposal

Dear Ms. Kreilein:

lam wﬁting on behalf -of General Electric Company {the “Company*), which received on

October 30, 2007, your shareowner proposal relating to stock ownership and holding
requirements of our executives for consideration at the Company’s 2008 Annual Meeting of
Shareowners {the "Proposal”). Your Proposal contains certain procedural deficiencies, as set
forth below, which Securities and Exchange Commission (*SEC*) regulations require us to bring
to your dttention. ' E

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

7. or1%, of the:

o - - handwritten note indicating that you have continuously held at least $2,000in market value, = .
- ompany’s shares for at legst one year as of the'dgte the Propasalwas. - ' -

o '*‘subrhit;e’dtd:%h;ei’(ﬁbm'pdhy';’dm&é-'ffbfh‘ihé’béfébh who signed the letter..

_ Toremedy this defect, you must submit sufficient proof of your ownership of Conipdhy
shares. As explained in Rule 140-8{b), sufficient proof may be in the formof: .

a written statement from the "record” holder of your shares lUsually abroker or o
--abank] verifying that, as of the date the proposal was submitted, you '

continuously held the requisite number of Company shares for at least one

- YEQr; or

Gonesd Eecic Cowzorm)

if you have filed with the SAE(}Z a Schedule 13D, Schedule 13G, Form 3, Form & or
Form 5, or amendments to those documents or updated forms, reflecting your
ownership of Company shares as of or before the date on which the one-year

CFOCC-00033773



eligibility period begins, a copy of the schedule and/or form, and any
subsequent amendments reporting a change in the ownership level anda
written statement that you continuously held the required number of shares for -
the one-year period. . - '
The SEC’s rules require that your response to this letter be postmarked or transmitted ¢
- electronically no later than 14 calendar days from the date you receive this letter. Please
- oddress any response to me at the address or fax number as provided cbove. For your

information, | enclose a copy of Rule 140-8. N

[ have sent a copy of this letter to'your Post Office Box via ovemighi mail and o the
~ fepresentative appointed in the Proposal’s cover letter, Myron Kreilein, vig his email address.
If you hove any-questions with respect to the foregoing, please contact me at (203} 373-2243,

Sincerely yours,
David M. Stuart % -
DMs/jlk
 Enclosure -
100337152_1.00C
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Shareholder Proposals - Rule 146-8

§200.140-8..

This section oddresses when a company must include a shareholder's proposol in its praxy statement and identify the
o proposal in its form of prosy when the company holds an annual or.speciol meeting of shareholders. in summary; in order to
hove your shoreholder proposal included on o company’s proxy cord, and included along with ony supporting stotement in i
P its proxy statement, you must be eligible and follow certoin procedures. Under a few specific circumstances, the compony is
- permitted to exclude your proposal, but only after submitting its reasons to the Commission. We structured this section in a-
* question-and-onswer format so that it Is.esier to understand. The references 1o "you” are to o shareholder seeking to

submit the propoesal. :

. {a) Question 1: What is o proposal? ) i
Ashareholder proposal is your recommendotion or requirement that the company ond/or its board of directors
take action, which youintend to present at o meeting of the company’s shareholders. Your proposal should state
0s cleorly as possible the course of action that you believe the company should foliow. If your proposal is placed on
the company’s proxy card, the company must also provide.in the form of proxy meons for shareholders to specify
by boxes a choice between opproval or disapproval, or abstention, Unless otherwise indicoted, the word *proposol®
0s used in this section refers both to your proposal, and to your corresponding statement in support of your
proposal [if ony). : '

{t) . Question 2: Who is eligible to submit a proposal, and how do | demonstrate to the company that | am efigible? E

{1} * Inorder to be eligible to submit o proposal, you must have Continuously held at lecst $2,000 in market
volue, or 1%, of the company’s securities entitled to be voted on the proposal at the meeting for at feast one R
year by the date you submit the proposal. You must continue to hold those securities through the dote of
the meeting. i

(2}  ifyouare the registered holder of your securities, which means that your name appears in the company’s
. records os a shareholder, the compony con verify your eligibility on its own, although you will still have to
provide the company with a written statement that you intend to continue to hold the securities through
the dote of the meeting of shareholders. However, if fike many shoreholders you are not a registered hokder,
- the compdny likely does not know thot you are a shareholder, or how many shores you own. In this case, at
the time you submit your proposol, you must prove your eligibility to the company in one of two ways:

/ il Thefirstway is to submit to the company a written statement from the *record” holder of your
- securities usually a broker or bank) verifying thot, at the time you submitted your proposal, you
continuously held the securities for ot least one year. You must also include your own written
statement that you intend to continue to hold the securities through the date of the meeting of
shareholders; or .

fi) The second way to prove ownership applies only if you have filed a Schedule 13D 15240.13d-101)
Schedule 13G (§240.13d-102), Form 3 (§249.103 of this chapter], Form 4 (§249.104 of this chapten)
and/for Form 5 [§249.105 of this chopter), or amendments to those documents or updoted forms,
reflecting your ownership of the shares as of or before the date on which the one-year eligibility
period begins. If you have filed one of these documents with the SEC, youmay demonstrate your
eligibitity by submitting to the company:
. 4A)  Acopy-of the schedule ond/or form, end any subsequent amendments reporting a change in
B~ Youir Wiitten stétément thit you conbnuouély held the required number of shares for the one- L
- yeorperiod os of the date of the statement: and = - :
" {C Your written statement thot you Intend to continue ownership of the shores through the date of
;hecompany‘s annual or special meeting. .

A ————

1
H
§
8

h : C or
{d  Question 3: How mony proposals may 1 submit?  °.-
Each shareholder moy submit no more than one proposal to'a company for a porticular shareholders* meeting.

" ld Question 4 How long can my proposal be?
The proposal, including any.accompanying supporting statement, moy not exceed 500 words.

el Question 5: What is the deadline for submitting a proposal?
11} tfyou are submitting your proposol for the compony’s annual meeting, you canin most coses find the

o deadiine in lost year's proxy statement. However, if the company did nat hold an annuol meeting last year, o
§ ) -or hos changed the dote of its meeting for this year more thon 30 doys from fast year's meeting, you con E
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usually find the deadfine in one of the company’s quarterly reports on Form 10-Q (§2419.3084a of this chapter}
or 10-QSB {§249.308b of this chapter), or in shoreholder reports of investment companies under §270.30d-1
of this chapter of the Investment Company Act of 1940. In order to ovoid controversy, shareholders should

submit their proposals by means, indluding electronic means, that permit them to prove the dote of delivery.

121 - The deadiine is colculated in the following manner if the proposal is submitted for o regulorly scheduled
annuol meeting. The proposal must be received ot the company’s principal executive offices not less than ] i
120 colendor days before the date of the company's proxy stotement released to shareholders in
connection with the previous yeor's annuol meeting. However, if the company did not hold on annuat
meeting the previous year, or if the dale of this year's annual meeting hos been changed by more thon 30
days from the date of the previous year's meeting, then the deadline is a reasonable fime before the
company begins to print and moil its proxy materials, . -

B3} if you ore submitting your proposal for o méeting of shareholders oiher than o regularly scheduled onnual
meeting, the deodline s a reasonable time before the company begins to print and muil its proxy materiols.

-} Question 6: What if I fall to fallow one of the eligibllity or procedurol requirements e:;p!arned In onswers to
Questions 1 through 4 of this section? .

{1} The company may exclude your proposol, but only ofter it has notified you of the problem, and you have
- failed adequotely to correct it. Within 14 colendor days of receiving your proposcl, the compony must notify

youin writing of ony procedural or efigibility deficiencies, os well as of the time frome for your response,
‘Your response must be postmorked , or transmitted electronically, no later than 14 days from the dote you
received the compony's notificotion, A company need not provide you such notice of a deficiency if the
deficiency connot be remedied, such os if you fail to submit a proposdl by the company's properly
determined deadline. if the company intends to exclude the proposal, it will loter have to make a
submission under §240.140-8 and provide you with a copy under Question 10 below, §240.140-8j.

" {2 Hyoufoilin your promise to hold the required number of securities through the date of the meeting of
shareholders, then the company will be permitted to exclude all of your proposols from its proxy moterials
for any meeting held in the following two calendor years,

: -(g) . duesﬁon 7:Who has the burden of persuading the Commission or its staff that my pfoposul can be excluded?
Except os otherwise noted, the burden is on the company to demenstrote that it s entitled to exclude.o proposal.

! Question 8: Must | appear personally at the shareholders' meeting to present the proposal?

{1} Either you, or your representative whois qualified under state law to present the proposol on your behoif,
must attend the meeting to present the propbsol. Whether you ottend the meeting yourself or send o
quolified representative to the meeting in your ploce, you should make sure that you, or your -
representative, follow the proper state low procedures for attending the meeting and/or presenting your
proposal, ’ .

: {2} M the company holds its shareholder meeting in whole or in port via electronic media, and the comporty
permits you of your representative to present your proposal vio such media, then you may appear through
electronic media rother than traveling to the meeting to appeor in person.
{3} Ifyou or your qualified representative foil toappear and present the proposal, without good couse, the
compony will be permitted to exclude alf of your propasals from its proxy materials for any meetings held in
. the following two.calendor years, T U }
fon ¢ 1 v coiplied ith th procedurol reclcemants, on what other bases théy o compon rilyto * <

of the jurisdiction of the compony’s organization; .
Note to paragroph ({1 Depending on the subject matter, some proposals are not considered proper under
state low if they would be binding on the company if approved by shareholders. In'our experience, most
proposals thot are cast as recommendotions or requests that the board of directors take specified action
- are proper under state-low. Accordingly, we will assume that a proposal drafted ¢s a recommendation or
" suggestion is propér unless the company demonstrates otherwise. S ' :

A2} Violation of law:. If the proposol would., if implemented, cause the company to violote ony state, federol, or
foreign low to whichitis subject; = : :
Note ta paragroph [Jf2): We will not apply this basis for exclusion to permit exclusion of a proposol on’
grounds thot it would violate foreign-low if compliance with the fareign fow would resultin a violatign of ony
state or federal faw. e

(3 Vtoloiion of proxy rules: If the p}oposol or supporting statement is controry to any of the Commission's proxy ﬁ

{i) ' Improper under state low: If the proposal is nota propes subject for action by shareholders under the laws

v
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rules, including §240.14a-9, which prohibits materially folse or misleading stotements in proxy soliciting
materiols; ' )

{4} Personal grievance; special interest: If the proposal relates to the redress of o personal claim or grievonce
against the company or any other person, or if itis designed to result in a benefit to you, or to further a
personalinterest, which is not shored by the other shoreholders ot lorge; - S

. ‘ {5} Refevonce: If the proposol relotes to operutions which account for fess than 5 percent of the company's
total'assets at the end of its most recent fiscal year, ond for less thon 5 percent of its net eomings and gross
sales for its most recent fiscal yeor, and is not atherwise significantly related to the compony’s business;

(61 Absence of power/authority. 1f the compony would kck the power or outhority to implement the proposat;

171 Management functions: If the proposol decls with o matter reloting to the company's ordinary business
pperations;
{8} Relates to efection: If the proposoi relates to an election for membership on the company's board of directors
.. oranclogous governing body; ’ . :
{9)  Conflicts with company’s proposot. if the proposal directly conflicts with one of the company's own

proposals to be submitted 1o shoreholders ot the some meeting;
Note to paragroph [i{9): A company’s submission to the Commission under this section should specify the

i . points of conflict with the company’s proposaf:. _
) f 100 Substantiolly implemented: if the company hos already substentiolly implemented the proposal;

- : {12) Duplication: if the praposol subsiqnﬁoﬂy duplicates another proposal previcusly submitted to the compony
. - by another proponent thot will be included in the company’s proxy materials for the same meeting;

oo

{12 Resubmissions: If the proposcl deals with substantiolly the some subject matter as onother proposal or
propasols that has or have been previously incduded in the company’s proxy moterials within the preceding
} 5 calendar years, o company may exclude it from its proxy materials for any meeting held within 3 colendar
‘ yeors of the lost time it was included if the proposal received:

£} Less than 3% of the vote if proposed once within the preceding 5 calendor yeors;

fil  Lessthan 6% of the vote on its last submission to shareholders if proposed twice previously within the
preceding 5 calendor years; or . :

{iii}  Less thon 10% of the vote on its last submission to shareholders if proposed three times or more
previously within the preceding § calendat yeors; and . ’

(131 Specific amount of dividends: If the proposal relates to specific amounts of cash or stock dividends,
)  Question 10: What procedures must the company follow if it intends to exclude my propesal?
{1} fthe. compony intends toexclude proposal fromits proxy materlals, it must file its reasons with the
: < beforé it s ts de

s - Commission nojater 4han80 colendr days befor it filss definifive proxy slatementbnd formef prowy .
o The compiny ide el with o copy-of its submission. The - -7~

i
13
3

=

_ T Piominlssion staff miay permit the com 'ytomke‘its'stniaterttm&Oduysbeforemecdmpony
: ST ﬁlesilsdeﬁrﬁﬁveproxyswtememondformofproxy.‘ifthecompaw demonstrates good couse for missing .
- the deodline. . :
{2 The company must file six paper copies of the following:
‘ )  The proposal; '

il An explanation 6f why the comipany befieves thot it may exclude the proposal, which should, if
possible, refer to the most recent applicable authority, such as prior Division letters issved under the
fule; and :

) B 1) A suppbrﬁng opinion of counsel when such reasons are based on matters of stote or foreign law.
ki Questlon 11: May | submit my own statement to the Commission responding to the company's arquments?

o : - - Yes,you may submit o response, but itis not required. You should try to submit ory resgonse to us, with a copy to )
1 . the company, os soon as possible ofter the company makes its submission. This way, the Commission staff will |
’ . have time to consider fully your submission before it issues its response. You should submit six poper copies of your
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response. _ ] ’
) Question 12:1fthe company includes my shareholder praposal in its proxy moterials, whot informotion about -
me must it include clong with the proposal itself? .

{1} The compony's proxy statement must include your nome ond address, os well as the number of the
- company’s voting securities that you hold, However, instead of providing thot information, the company
may instead include o stotement that it will provide the information to shareholders prempily upon
receiving an oral or written request.

"2} The company is not responsible for the contents of your proposal o supporting statement.

fm)  Question 13:What con | do if the company includes in its praxy statement reasons why it believes
shareholders should not vots in favor of my proposul, ond | disogree with some of its stotements?

(1) The company may elect to include in its proxy statement reasons why it befieves shareholders should vote
*ogainst your proposal. The compony is allowed to make arguments reflecting its own point of view, just os
- youmoy express your own point of view in your proposal's supporting statement. -

{2} However, if you befieve that the company's opposition to your proposat caritains materiolly folse or
misleading statements thot may violote our anti-fraud nuie, §240.140-9, you should promptly send to the
Commission staff ond the company o letter exploining the reasons for your view, along with a copy of the
company’s statements opposing your proposal. To the extent possible, your letter should include specific
factuot information demonstrating the inoccuracy of the company’s cloims. Time permitting, you may wish
1o try to work out your differences with the company by yourself before contacting the Commission stoff,

(3} We require the compony to send you a copy of its statements opposing your proposol before it mails its
. proxy materials, so that you may bring to our ottention any materially false or misleading statements, under
the following timeframes: -

. B four no-oction response requires that you make revisions to your proposal or.supporting stotement
- ©sacondition to requiring the company to include it in its proxy matericts, then the compony must
provide you with a copy of its opposition statements no loter than 5 calendar days after the company
receives a copy of your revised proposal; or .

@il Inall other cases, the company must providé you with a-copy of its opposition statements no loter
than 30 calendar doys before its files definitive copies of its proxy statement ond form of proxy under
§240.140-6. o
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GIBSON, DUNN & CRUTCHER LLP

LAWYERS

A REGISVERED LIMITED LIABILETY PARTNERSHIP
INCLUNG SROFESEIOMNAL CORPORATIONS

—

1050 Connccticut Averdue, N.W. Washington, D.G. 20036-5304
(202) 955-8500
www.gibsondunn.con

rmueliet@gibrondunn.com

dax 202~ 530-95¢q

I'Therisa Kreilein or my cepresentative Myron Kreilein would tike lo cure the below
proposal according the response received by the Securilies and Exchan ge Commission
postimarked Jan 11, 2008, and received Jan 16, 2008.

Please replace the proposal:

“This proposal recommends the stock ownership and holding requirements as described
on page [3 of the GE 2007 proxy material be improved. The improvement is that the
holding period is improved from one year to the life of the exeeutive. The executjve may

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

With the proposal below containing the curc recomniended by the Securities and
Exchange Commission.

The proposal recommends that GE imiprove its stock ownership and holdin g requiretnents
50 thal senior executives hold auy shares they receive in connection with the exercise of
stock options, currently unexercised, for the life of the executive.

All remaining supporting statements are to remain intact.

Thanks and best regards

Therisa Kreilein

Thoicie Fohis b
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GIBSON, DUNN & CRUTCHER [ Lp |

LAWYERS

A REGISTERED LIMITED LIABILITY

PARTNERSH {p 3
INCLUDING p

ROFESSIONAL CORIMORATIONS

1050 Connecticut Aveaue, N.W. Washington, D.C. 20036-5306
(202) 955-8500

www.gibsondunn.com
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GIBSON, DUNN & CRUTCHER LLP

LAWYERS

A REGISTERED LIMITED LIABILITY PARTNERSHIP
INCLUDING PROFESSIONAL CORPORATIONS

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

rmueller@gibsondunn.com

ﬂ(’ax 202~ 530-95¢9

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

Please replace the proposal:

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

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

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

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

All remaining supporting statements are to remain intact.

Thanks and best regards

Therisa Kreilein

Tl Pl
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Feb 0% 08 02:26p **+ Redacted - FISMA *** p.1
Yahoo! Mail - **FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16*+* Page 1 of 1

rﬁ'ﬁﬂ@@? MAIL TECF ey § Close Window

Cassic " : H
13 T~
Date: Tue, € Feb 2008 12:07:27 -0800 (PST)
Froam: "Myron Kreilein® **FISMA & OMB-Memorandum M-07-16***

Subject: appesl response

To: myron@rplcorp.corm

Dear Mr. Will Heins

This fax is a basic response to GE's appeal to the Kreilein proposal. A substantial amount of text in the appeal
is dedicated to a claim that of the two brokers statements submitted, GE never received the second completely

typewritten statement.

The completely typewritten brokers statement is identical to the brokers statement GE acknowledged receiving
only completely typewritten. It was postmarked before the date required by GE's letter and sent to Mr. David
Stuart at GE. This letter was never returned and was in all likelihood received by someone at GE.

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

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

feb-p5-2008

CC fonrd Staar (at &;f) 203-323-2523

http://us.f558.mail.yahoo.com/ym/Showl etter ?box=Sent&Msgld=2047 893727 45775 60... 2/5/2008
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Feb 07 08 10:21a #+EISMA-& OMB-Memorandum M-07-16% p.1

. -Edward Joney Randy Pepmeier
© F7 Nosth Side OF Public Square  Investiaent Representative
Salcm, IN 47167
(312 881-4757

- Mr Heins | Edward Jones
/D/c'ase JhC /u;c/{ s H 14 C’S7[f""7/f’,'/f 7[;>( ’Qk |
[0"’5'"5‘/""“' 7[’/’0”7 _ { /(}’6/’/61,14 /)/apaj¢/> /:56—05‘2005

November 12, 2007 FQX /_‘202'.772—?20/

tdward D. Jones & Cao. Custodian
FBO Therisa Kreilein

ATTN: Myron Kreillein

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

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

Please accept this letter as confirmation of her General
Electric holdings as we have been regquested by the
acgqunt owner to furnish this information to you.

Randy ngme er

Edwaxrd Jones Investments
P.0. Box 372

Salem, IN- 47167
812-883-47%57

CC Jayrd 5711457/% /4 / géj) 203‘_37J“2523
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