
UNITED STATES
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20549-3010

DIVISION OF
CORPORATION FINANCE

Februar 23,2009

James Earl Parsons
Senior Counsel
Exxon Mobil Corporation
5959 Las Colinas Boulevard
Iring, TX 75039-2298

Re: Exxon Mobil Corporation

Dear Mr. Parsons:

This is in regard to your letter dated February 20, 2009 concernng the shareholder
proposal submitted by the Domestic and Foreign Missionar Society of the Episcopal
Church and the Church Pension Fund for inclusion in ExxonMobil's proxy materials for
its upcoming annual meeting of securty holders. Your letter indicates that the
proponents have withdrawn the proposal, and that ExxonMobil therefore withdraws its
Januar 16, 2009 request for a no-action letter from the Division. Because the matter is
now moot, we wil have no further comment.

Sincerely,

 
 

Special Counsel

cc: Harr J. Van Buren II

Peace and Justice Ministres
The Episcopal Church
815 Second Avenue
New York, NY 10017-4503

Baron T. Jones
The Church Pension Fund
445 Fifth Avenue
New York, NY 10016



Euon Mobil Corporation ,James Earl Parsons 
5959 Las Colinas Boulev;:rt! Senior Counsel 
lrling. Texas 75039.:2298 
972444 1478 Telephone 
912 444 1488 l-?csimile 

E'fonMobii 
February 20, 2009 

VIA Email 

U. S. Securities and Exchange Commission
 
Division of Corporation finance
 
Of!ce of Chief 
 Counsel 
100 F Street, NE 
Washington, D.C. 20549 
sharchol derproposals(~sc.Ç.gov 

RE: Securitie..~;J;~xchange Act of 1934 -- Section 14( a): Rule 14a-R 
Omission of Shareholder Proposal Regarding Community Environmental Report 

Genth.:men and Ladies: 

The shareholder 
 proposal submined h)r ExxonMobil's upcoming annual meeting by The 
Episcopal Church and 
 a co-filer has been withdrawn (see Exhibit 1). Accordingly, r hereby 
withdraw the Rule 14a-8 no-actionrequest dated January i 6,2009 (as supplemented by further 
correspondence dated February 11,2(09) previously submitted to the statT on LxxonMobil's 
behalf. 

If you have any questions or require additional inh)rmation, please contact IIlC directly at 
972-444-1478. In my 
 absence, pkase contact Lisa K. Bork at 972-444-1473. 

Inaccordancc \vithStaffLegaUJulletin No. 14D (November 7, 2008),thisletter and 
enclosures are being submitted to the 
 staff by email. A copy of this letter and the enclosures is 
bcin" sent to the kadJiler and co-filerbv overnii:dll deliverv service, and to the fier's counselbvt: -... :.. -:-::... .... ..- ., _ .. .., ... .:. .. . .01

email. 

C/v'--~" ~.' /\ ~. ~__ 
James Earl Parsons)SinCC'e1Y' ( /)
 

JEP~jcp 
Enclosures 
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cc - \v/cnc;
Ms. Margarcth Cro:micr dc Bdluistrc
Director ofInvestment Management and Banking
The Episc.pal Church
815 Secqnd l\ VClllllt
New York. NY 10017-4503

Mr. Harry Van Buren
4938 Kokopelli Drive NE
Rio Rancho, NM R7144

Mr. Barton T Jones
The Church Pension Fund
445 Emil A venue

New York, NY 10016

 
 *** FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16 *** 
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February 20,2009
 

James Earl Parsons
 
Sen iorColJnsel
 

Exxon Mobil Corporatio n
 

S959las ColinasBou Jevard
 

Irving, TX 75039c2298 

Dear Mr. Parsons: 

On behalf of The Episcopal Church 
 and the Church Pension Fund, the shareholder proposal regarding
 
community ~nvironmental impact filed with Exxon Mobil for consJderation at its 2009 annual meeting is 
hereby withdrawn. 

B..e...:.Jt reg~fd S.'. . ~ .... .... ..'
 

11 . .U! . ·lVA r ~
 
lj__.~ i . J
i ~Lry J. Van ~uren fli, Ph.D. 

Peace and Justice Ministries 

cc: Barton Jones, ChurchPension Fund
 

Margareth. Crosnier de. Bellasitre 

THE EpISCOPAL CiIURCI'1 CL:N"f'i:R. :
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. 	 Euon MobilCørporation James Earl Parsons 
5959 La;: Co,inas Bouievard Senior Counsel 
Irving, 1exas 75039-229$ 
972444 1478 Telephone 
972444 1488 Facsimile 

E)jonMobH 
February 11, 2009 

VI A Email 

U. S. Securities and Exdiangc Commission
 
Division of CQrporation rinance
 
Offce of Chief Counsel
 

lOOE Street. NE 
Washington, D.C. 20549 
shareho Iderproposals1Yscc .gov 

RE: Securities Exchange Act of 193:4 --Section 14(a);Rule 14a-8 
Omission of Shareholder Proposal 
 Regarding Community Environmental Report 

GenHenicn and Ladits: 

I am wríting to supplemcnt my Jetter dated January 16,2009, regarding the sharcholdcr 
proposal submitted f()r ExxonMobil's upcoming annual meeting by The Episcopal Church and a 
co-nter. To the extent this letter raises legal issues, it is my opinion as counsel for ExxonMobil. 

In the January 16 letter, we argueû (hat the 
 proposal could be omitted From ExxonMobil's 
proxy materials unûer Rule 14a-8( l) because both the proponent and the co-proponent fai led to 
establish eligibility under Rule i 4a-8(b)(2). We 
 continue to believe the proposal may be omitted 
on these grounds. but the statement of niets in ourpi-or letter needs to be corrected. 

At the time of submitting the January 16 no-action request, we believed that The 
Episcopal Church 
 had not responded to our notice requesting appropriate proof of o\vncrship. 
Ilovv'cver, on February i 0,2009, Paiil M.Neuhauscr, counsel lbrthe proponent, Eixed liS 
material (see I~xhibit i to this letter) indicating tlmtin I~ict the lead.proponcnt had responded to 
oiir notice by letter dated December 22,2008, Aresu1ting search of our files discovered that we 
did receive 1110 enclosed letter from the proponent's record owner on December 24. 200S,within 
the 14 calendar day deadline. l.kcmisc the iniroductionto this letter references "The Domestic 
and Foreign Missionary Society of 
 the Protestant Church in the United Slates," our staff 
 did not
 
recognize that this letter rdated to The Episcopal Church's submission. We regret this error. 

Examiiiat ion of the Decemher 22 proof nevertheless shows that The Episcopal Church 
has still Failed to provide satisÚictory proof of ownership. and that thc proposal 
 may still be
omitteù from our proxy l1aterialunòer Rule 14a-8(f. 



U.S. Sccuriti.cs and Exchange Commission 
February i.i, 2009 
Page 2 

As noted in our January 16 letter, the 
 submission by The Episcopal Church was received 
in our olfce on December 10,2008, By letter 
 sent on December J J, 2008 (ìnduded in Exhibit I 
to our January 16 letter). we notified the proponent as required by Rule 14a-8(f) that the 
proponent must demonstrate çJjgibility uncleI' Rule 14a-8(b)(2). 

Our letter of December 1 I, 2008, specificully advised the proponent that, in order to be 
eligible to submit a proposal, the proponent must have continuously held at least $2,000 in 
market value of the company's securities entitled to vote at the meeting for at least one year asof 
the date the shareholder proposal was submitted. .We highlighted the fact that, since the 
proponent does not appear on ourrecords asa registered shareholder, the proponent needed to 
provide proof of ownership 1fomthcrecord holcJer(such asabank or broker) verifying that, as of 
tllt: date the proposal\vas submitted, the proponent continuously held 
 the requisite number of 
ExxonMobil shares l"orat least one year. 

The Dçcember 22 response 
 on behalfofTheEpiscopal Churchonlyvcrifies that the 
proponent has continuously owned 
 ExxonMobil shares lòr a twelve-mol1thperiod "starting 
December 1,2007 to November 30tI12008." This letlertherefore does notestablish th,it the 
proponent owned ExxonMobil sharcsas of 
 the date the proposal was submitted to us. avera 
week after November 30. See StalTl..egal BulletinNo. 14 atC.l.(c)(3) (date requirements for 
ownership documentation arc 
 strictly applied; a statement from the retord holder verifying 
ownership as of May 3 i does notsulfícicmly demonstrate ownership with respect to a proposal 
submitted on June I y. 

As discLlssed iii our Jumiary16 letter, the co-mer .also tìiiled properly to document its 
ownership within the time period required under Rule 14a-8(1), and the proposal may therefore 
be omitted from ExxonMobil$ proxy materials. 

If you have any questions orrcquirc additional information, please contact me directly at 
972-444-1478. In my absence, please contact Lisa K. ßork at 972-444-1473. 

In accordanccvvith StafLLegalBuHeiin No. 14D(Novcmbcr 7, 20(8), this letter and 
enclosures arc being submitted to the staff by einnir. A copy of this letter and the enclosures Is 
being sent to the lead filer and co-filer by ovemightd.ehvery service, and to the filer's counsclby 
f~lX. 

Sincerely, 
!l

)~~J !C~
 
James Earl Parsons 

.I EP/jcp 
Enclosures 
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cc - w/enc:
Ms. Margarcth Crosnier de HeHaistre
Director of Investment Management and Banking
The Episcopal Church
815 Second Avenue
New York, NY 10017-4503

Mr. Harry Van Buren
4938 Kokopelli Drive NE
Rio Rancho, 1'1"187144

Mr. Barton T. Jones
The Church Pension Fund
445 FiHhAvenue
New York, NY 10016

Paul ¡\it Neuhauser, Esq.
 *** FISMA & OMB Memorandum M-07-16 *** 



134:;1 9/200~ 06: 33  MARY PAUL NEUHAUSER

FAX TRSMISSION

To: Ms Saly Derkaz
Exxon Mobil Coraton
5959 Las Coli Bouevard
Irg, TX 75039

Fax Numbe: 972-41505

From: PaulM.Neuhauser
Tel and Fax:  

Dat: Febr 10, 200

Re: Shaeholder propsal submitted to Exxon Mobil Corporation

Numbe ofpages~ .includig th page == 3

Atthedísaooy of the delivery notification. 
from. UPS showig th the

Episcopal Church's proof of ownerhip was received by Exxon on
Deember 24, 2008, prior to thecut.off da of December 3 i wider the SEC
rues.. A coy of that proof of ownerhip from Ban.ofNew Yorellon is
alsatthed.Weageetht if Exxn did not receivetheproofof
ownerhip unti. Janua 2, thesubtsion by the Church.Pensíon Grou

faied to meet the requiements of the SEC's rues.

w
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04Z19/200~ 06: 33  MARY ~AUL N~UHAUo~~ l-AI.~ tI.j

-i..... ....... ........,
BNY MELLON
ASSET S£.VICING

.Dbe 22, 2008

DavidS.R.ør
ViccPridt,Inves Rc:laton
EnonMobi16Coon
S9S9 La CoIi Boular
ltTex .15039

.D. Mr. .R.
With re to Th Doesc an Foregu MiJonSoet of th PrestChuichin1b
United. St. we ar pléa to confrm thefollowì:

1. Th Ban of New York Mellon .5 the holde.ofrerd;

2. Por the pu twelve (12) mo. stDeerl. 2007 to Novembe 30lb 2008, Th
OoescanForgn MiWOQB Socetofthe Pr Epscopal Ch in the
Unite Sta ha own cot.nutWy arotû of 17t928sh of Exxon Mohile

(Ci 30101 (2)fo 
a mar vll of SlA36,929-20.

If you ha\'atY quons repg th infoon plea conta meat (3 i 5) 414-303S.

Sinly.~ -k.n. ~
Clien Serce

1t SaiM' ci P~rI. EM SyH, N'f l30

"

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



BNY MELLON 
ASSET SERVICING 

December 22, 2008 

David S. Rosenthal 
Vice. President, Investor Rc1aíÌons
 

Exxon Mobile Corporation 
5959 Las Colinas Boulevard 
Irving, Texas 75039 

Dear Mr. Rosenthal, 

thethe Protestant Church in 

With respect to 'rhc Domestic and Foreign Missionary Socicty of 


to confirm the following:United States, we arc pleased 


I. The Bank of New York Mellon is the holder of record; 
December 1,2007 to November 30th 2008, Themonths, starting
2. V'orthcpast twelve (12) 

Society of the Protestant Episcopal Churchinthc 
Exxol1 Mobile 

Domestic and Foreign Missionary 


has owned continuously a minimum of17,928 shares of
United States 


(Cusip 30231GI02)for a market value of$1,436,929.20.
 

If you have any questions regarding this int()nnation, please contact mc at (315) 414-3035. 

Sincerely, 

( ~;

\\~~L_S:':~G'\_\./L-(. \. 

Rachel Tighe 
Client Services 

111 Sande::~ (reek P~Mkw¿"tY. Eas.t Syracuse. NY '!305ì 
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Exxon Mobil Corporation James Earl Parsons 
5959 Las Colinas Boulevard Senior Counsel 
Irving. Texas 75039-('298 
972 444 1478 TeleptiOrl'. 
972 444 1488 Facsimile 

EJfonMobil 
January 16, 2009 

VIA Email 

u. S. Securities and Exchange Commission 
Division of Corporation Finance
 
Office of Chief Counsel
 
100 F Street, NE
 
Washington, D.C. 20549
 
shareholderproposals§sec.gov
 

RE: Securties Exchange Act of 1934 -- Section 14(a); Rule 14a-8 
Omission of Shareholder Proposal Regarding Community Environmenta Report 

Gentlemen and Ladies: 

Enclosed as Exhibit 1 are copies of correspondence between The Episcopal Church and 
Exxon Mobil Corporation regarding a shareholder proposal for ExxonMobil's upcoming annual 
meeting. Enclosed as Exhibit 2 are copies of correspondence between the Church Pension 
Group and ExxonMobil regarding the same proposal. According to the correspondence, The 
Episcopal Church is intended to be the lead proponent and the Church Pension Group is intended 
to be a co-filer. 

We intend to omit the proposal from our proxy material for the meeting for the reasons 
explained below. To the extent this letter raises legal issues, it is my opinion as counsel for 
ExxonMobil. 

Proponents failed to establish eligibiltv. 

The Episcopal Church. The submission by The Episcopal Church was received in our 
offce on December 10,2008. By letter sent on December 11,2008 (included in Exhibit 1), we 
notified the proponent as required by Rule 14a-8(f) that the proponent must demonstrate 
eligibility under Rule 14a-8(b )(2). 

Our letter of December i 1, 2008, specifically advised the proponent that, in order to be 
eligible to submit a proposal, the proponent must have continuously held at least $2,000 in 
market value of the company's securities entitled to vote at the meeting for at least one year as of 
the date the shareholder proposal was submitted. We highlighted the fact that, since the 



'. \ 

u.s. Securties and Exchange Commission 
Januar 16, 2009
 

Page 2 

proponent does not appear on our records as a registered shareholder, the proponent needed to 
provide proof of ownership from the record holder (such as a ban or broker) verifying that, as of 
the date the proposal was submitted, the proponent continuously held the requisite number of 
ExxonMobil shares for at least one year. 

As required by Rule 14a-8(f), we advised the proponent that any response addressing our 
letter must be postmarked or transmitted electronically to us no later than 14 calendar days from 
the date the proponent received our notification. As a courtesy, we also enclosed a copy of Rule 
14a-8 for the proponent's reference. 

Our tracking information (included in Exhibit 1) indicates that our letter requesting proof 
of ownership from the proponent was delivered to the proponent's address on December 15, 
2008. The 14th day afer that date was December 29, 2008. 

As of Januar 16,2009 (nearly three weeks afer the deadline), we have received no 
response to our letter from The Episcopal Church. 

The Church Pension Group. The co-filing submitted by the Church Pension Group was 
received in our office on December 8, 2008. By letter sent on December 16, 2008 (included in 
Exhibit 2), we notified the co-filer as required by Rule 14a-8(f) that the co-fier must 
demonstrate eligibility under Rule 14a-8(b)(2). 

Our letter of 
 December 16,2008, specifically advised the co-fier that, in order to be 
eligible to submit a proposal, the co-filer must have continuously held at least $2,000 in market 
value of the company's securities entitled to vote at the meeting for at least one year as of the 
date the shareholder proposal was submitted. We higWighted the fact that, since the co-fier does 
not appear on our records as a registered shareholder, the co-fier needed to provide proof of 
ownership from the record holder (such as a ban or broker) verifying that, as of the date the 
proposal was submitted, the co-fier continuously held the requisite number of ExxonMobil 
shares for at least one year. 

As required by Rule 14a-8(í), we advised the co-fier 
 that any response addressing our 
letter must be postmarked or transmitted electronically to us no later than 14 calendar days from 
the date the co-filer received our notification. As a courtesy, we also enclosed a copy of Rule 
14a-8 for the co-filer's reference. 

Our tracking information (included in Exhibit 2) indicates that our letter requesting proof 
of ownership from the co-fier was delivered to the co-fier's address on December 17,2008. 
The 14th day afer that date was December 31, 2008. 

By letter dated December 31, 2008, but not transmitted electronically to us until January 
2, 2009 (included in Exhibit 2), The Nortern Trust Company provided a statement of co-fier's 
ownership. * 

. As of January 16,2009. the fax trnsmission of January 2, 2009, is the only copy of this letter we have received. 



U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission
 
January 16,2009
 
Page 3
 

Since both the proponent and the co-fier failed to provide proof of ownership within the 
'meaning of Rule 14a-8(b), within the time period required by Rule. 
 i 4a-8(f), the proposal may be 
omitted from our proxy material in reliance on Rule 14a-8(f). As noted, the proponent itself did 
not respond to our request for proof of ownership, and the response from the co-fier was faxed 
to us after the 14-day deadline for electronically transmitting such response had expired. See 
Exxon Mobil Corporation (available Februry 25,2004) (proposal omitted under Rule 14a-8(f) 
where proponent appears not to have responded to company's request for documenta evidence 
of ownership); and Exxon Mobil Corporation (available December 13,2007) (proposal omitted 
under Rule 14a-8(f) where evidence of ownership was received three days after expiration of the 
14-day deadline). 

If you have any questions or require additional infonnation, please contact me directly at 
972-444-1478. In my absence, please contact Lisa K. Bork at 972-444-1473. 

In accordance with Staff 
 Legal Bulletin No. 14D (November 7,2008), this letter and
 
enclosures are being submitted to the staITby email. A copy ofthis letter and the enclosures is
 
being sent to the lead fier and to the co-filer by overnight delivery service.
 

Sincerely,

)~~~(t~
James Earl Parsons 

JEP /jep
 

Enclosures 

cc - w/enc: 
Ms. Margareth Crosnier de BeUaistre
 
Director of Investment Management and Banking
 
The Episcopal Church
 
815 Second Avenue
 
New York, NY 10017-4503
 

Mr. Harr VanBuren
 
4938 KokopeHi Drive NE
 
Rio Rancho, NM 87 i 44
 

Mr. Baron T. Jones
 
The Church Pension Fund
 
445 Fifth Avenue
 
New York, NY 10016
 



EXBIT 1
 

i 
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RECEIV BY
VIA FEDERA EXPRESS TH CBOmCE OFSHAREHOLDER PROPOSAL 
December 6, 2008 

DEe 1 0 2008 DEe 0 9 2008 

Rex W. Tilerson
 NO OF SHARES . Ro For Acton to~~
Chief Executive Offcer _ to:DISTRIBUTION: DSR: REG: T JG. 
Exxon Mobil Corpration LKB: JEP: DGH: SMD 
5959 Las Colinas Boulevard 
(rving, TX 75039-2298 

Dear Mr. Tilerson:
 

The Domestic and Foreign Missionary Society of 
 the Episcopal Church ("Episcopal Church") is the 
beneficial owner of20,028 shares of ExxonMobil common stock (held for the Episcopal Church by Bank 
of America and BNY Mellon). 

The Episcopal Church has long been concerned not only with the financial return on its investments, but
 
also (along with many other churches and socially concerned investors) with the moral and ethical
 
implications of its investments. We are especially concerned about issues related to environmental
 
justice; we believe that corprations have particular ethical responsibilities to the communities that host 
their facilities. 

To this end, the Episcopal Church hereby fies the attached shareholder proposal and supporting 
statement, which requests that the company's board of 
 directors report on how the corporation ensures 
that it is accountable for its environmental impacts in all of 
 the communities where it operates, for 
consideration at Exxon Mobil's 2009 Annual Meeting. This resolution is being submitted in accordance 
with Rule i 4a-8 of the General Rules and Regulations under the Securities and Exchange Act of 1934. 
The Church has held at least $2,000 in Exxon Mobil shares for the past year, and will hold at $2,000 in 
such shares through the 2009 annual meeting. We hope that you will find this request both reasonable 
and easy to fulfill, so that an agreement might be reached-allowing the Episcopal Church to withdraw 
the proposaL. We would be most interested in dialogue with the company on this important issue. 

Har Van Buren, Staff Consultant of 
 the Episcopal Church's Social Responsibilty in Investments 
Program, can be contacted regarding this resolution at 505.867 .0641 (telephone), 505.277.7108 

(facsimile), or 4938 Kokopelli Drive NE, Rio Rancho, NM 87144. 

Very truly yours,~~t.~ 
Margareth Crosnier de Bellaistre 
Director of Investment Management and Banking 

813 Second Avenue New 
 York, NY 10017-4503 USA, 212,716,6000 800.334,7626 \Nw,episcopalchurch.org 
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RESOLUTION ON CORPORATE ENVIRONMENTAL ACCOUNTABILITY TO COMMUNITIES 

Resolved: 

Shareholders request that the Board of Directors report, at reasonable cost and omitting proprietary 
information, on how the corporation ensures that it is accountable for its environmental impacts in all of 
the communities where it operates. The report should contain the following information: 

1. how the corporation makes available report regarding its emissions and environmental
 

impacts on land, water, and soil-both within its permits and emergency emissions-to 
members of the communites where it operates; 

2. how the corporation integrates community environmental accuntability into its current
 

code of conduct and ongoing business practices; and 
3. the extent to which the corporation's activities have negative health 	 effecs on individuals 

living in economically-poor communities. 

Supporting statement 

ExxonMobil ranks 6th on a list of worst U.S. corporate polluters in terms of the amount and toxicity of 
pollution, and the numbers of people exposed to it (based on 2002 toxics data). 
htto://ww.peri.umass.edufToxic-100-Table.265.0.html 

Most of this pollution is from ExxonMobils refinery operations. ExxonMobils refinery in Baton Rouge, LA, 
is the second largest emitter of toxic pollutants among all U.S. EPA regulated refineries. Its Joliet, IL, 
refinery is the largest source of toxic air and water emissions in that state. 

ExonMobil has come under scrutiny for a January 2006 release of process gas from its Baytown, TX, 
refinery (Houston Chronicle 3/26/06) and for lax security at its Chalmette, LA, refinery where enough 
hydrofluoric acid is stored to put the population of New Orleans at risk. (NY Times 5/22/05) 

In October 2005, ExxonMobil agreed to pay $571 milion to install poUution control technologies at seven 
of its refineries in settlement of EPA claims of federal Clean Air Act violations. ExxonMobil was also 
required to pay $8.7 in fines and $9.7 millon on supplemental environmental projects. 

Refineries account for 5 percnt of the countr's dangerous air pollution. As a former EPA offcial 
explained, refinery pollution afects local communities more than power plants because it is released from 
short smokestacks and does not dissipate readily_ "People are living cheek by jowl with refinery 
pollution." (Washington Post 1/28/05) http://ww.washlngtonpost.com/wp-dyn/artcles/ A43014
005Jan27. html?referrer=email 

Corporations have a moral responsibility to be accountable for their environmental impacts-not just 
effects on the entire ecosystem, but also direct effects on the communities that host their facilities. 
Communities are often the forgotten stakeholders in terms of corporate activities and impact. No 
corporation can operate without the resources that local communities provide, but it is often these 
communities that bear the brunt of corporate activities. 

Also of concern to proponents are the effcts of corporate activities on low-income areas and
 

communities of color. Several of the "fence-line communities' near ExxonMobil's refineries are African 
American. One study has found that facifties like oil refineries operated in largely African-American 
counties may "pose greater risk of accident and injury than those in counties with fewer African-
Americans." Environmental Justice: Frequency and Severity of U. S. Chemical Industry Accidents and 
the Socia-economic Status of Surrunding Communities, 58 Joumal of Epidemiology and Community 
Health, 24-30 (2004). 
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December 11 , 2008 

VIA UPS - OVERNIGHT DELIVERY 

Ms. Margareth Crosnier de Bellaistre
 
Director of investment Management and Banking
 
The Episcopal Church
 
815 Second Avenue
 
New York, NY 10017-4503 

Dear Ms. de Bellaistre: 

This wil acknowledge receipt of the proposal concerning community environmental 
impact, which you have submitted on behalf of The Episcopal Church (the "Proponent") 
in connection with ExxonMobil's 2009 annual meeting of shareholders. However, proof 
of share ownership was not included with your submission. 

In addition, in order to be eligible to submit a shareholder proposal, Rule 14a-8 (copy 
enclosed) requires a proponent to submit suffcient proof that he or she has 
continuously held at least $2,000 in market value, or 1 %, of the company's securities
 
entitled to vote on the proposal for at least one year as of the date the shareholder
 
proposal was submitted. The Proponent does not appear on our records as a 
registered shareholder. Moreover, to date we have not received proof that the 
Proponent has satisfied these ownership requirements. To remedy this defect, the 
Proponent must submit suffcient proof that these eligibility requirements are met. As 
explained in Rule 14a-8(b), suffcient proof may be in the form of (1) a written statement 
from the "record" holder of the Proponent's shares (usually a broker or a bank) verifying 
that, as of the date the proposal was submitted (December 9, 2008, the date the 
proposal was received in our offce), the Proponent continuously held the requisite 
number of ExxonMobil shares for at least one year; or (2) if the Proponent has filed with 
the SEe a Schedule 13D, Schedule 13G, Form 3, Form 4 or Form 5, or amendments to 
those documents or updated forms, reflecting the Proponent's ownership of the 
requisite number of ExxonMobil shares as of or before the date on which the one-year 



Ms. Margareth de Bellaistre
 
December 11, 2008
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eligibilty period begins, a copy of the schedule and/or form, and any subsequent 
amendments reporting a change in the ownership level and a written statement that the 
Proponent continuously held the requisite number of ExxonMobil shares for the one
year period. 

The SEC's rules require that 
 any response to this letter must be postmarked or 
transmitted electronically to us no later than 14 calendar days from the date this letter is 
received. Please mail any response to me at Exon Mobil at the address shown above. 
Alternatively, you may send your response to me via facsimile at 972-44-1199. 

You should note that, if your proposal is not withdrawn or excluded, you or your 
representative, who is qualified under New Jersey law to present the proposal on your 
behalf, must attend the annual meeting in person to present the proposaL. 

If you intend for a representative to present your proposal, you must provide 
documentation .signed by you that specifically identifes your intended representative by 
name and specifcally authorizes the representative to present the shareholder proposal 
on your behalf at the annual meeting. A copy of this authorization meeting state law 
requirements should be sent to my attention in advance of the meeting. Your 
authorized representative should also bring an original signed copy of the authorization 
to the meeting and present it at the admissions desk, together with photo identification jf 
requested, so that our counsel may verify the representative's authority to act on your 
behalf prior to the start of the meeting. 

In the event there are co-filers for this proposal and in light of the SEC staff legal bulletin 
14C dealing with co-filers of shareholder proposals, we will be requesting each co-filer 
to provide us with clear documentation confirming your designation to act as lead filer 
and granting you authority to agree to modifications and/or withdrawal of the proposal 
on the co-filets behalf. We think obtaining this documentation wil be in both your 
interest and ours. Without clear documentation from all co-filers confirming and 
delineating your authority as representative of the filing group, and considering the 
recent SEC staff guidance, it wil be difcult for us to engage in productive dialogue 
concerning this proposaL. 

Sincerely, 

j);i ~-
Enclosure 

c: Mr. Harry Van Buren 



UNITED STATES
 
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION
 

Washington, D.C. 20549
 

SHAREHOLDER PROPOSALS 

RULE 14a-8 

Rule §240.14a-8. Shareholder Proposals 

This section addresses when a company must include a shareholder's proposal 
in its proxy statement and identify the proposal in its form of proxy when the company 
holds an annual or special meeting of shareholders. In summary, in order to have your 
shareholder proposal included on a company's proxy card, and included along with any 
supporting statement in its proxy statement, you must be eligible and follow certain 
procedures. Under a few specific circumstances, the company is permitted to exclude 
your proposal, but only after submitting its reasons to the Commission. We structured 
this section in a question~and-answer format so that it is easier to understand. The 
references to "you" are to a shareholder seeking to submit the proposaL. 

(a) Question 1: What is a proposal? 

A shareholder proposal is your recommendation or requirement that the 
company and/or its board of directors take action, which you intend to present at a 
meeting of the company's shareholders. Your proposal should state as clearly as 
possible the course of action that you believe the company should follow. If your 
proposal is placed on the company's proxy card, the company must also provide in the 
form of proxy means for shareholders to specify by boxes a choice between approval or 
disapproval, or abstention. Unless otherwise indicated, the word "proposal" as used in 
this section refers both to your proposal, and to your corresponding statement in
 

support of your proposal (if any). 

(b) Question 2: Who is eligible to submit a proposal, and how do I
demonstrate to the company that I am eligible? 

(1) In order to be eligible to submit a proposal, you 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 at the meeting for at least one year by the date you submit the 
proposaL. You must continue to hold those securities through the date of the meeting. 



(m) Question 13: What can I do if the company includes in its proxy 
statement reasons why it believes shareholders should 
 not vote in favor of my 
proposal, and I disagree with some of its statements? 

(1) The company may elect to include in its proxy statement reasons why it
believes shareholders should vote against your proposaL. The company is allowed to 
make arguments reflecting its own point of view, just as you may express your own 
point of view in your proposal's supporting statement. 

(2) However, if you believe that the company's opposition to your proposal
 
contains materially false or misleading statements that may violate our anti-fraud rule, 
§240.14a-9, you should promptly send to the Commission staff and the company a 
letter explaining 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 factual information demonstrating the inaccuracy of the company's claims. Time 
permitting, you may wish to try to work out your differences with the company by 
yourself before contacting the Commission staff. 

(3) We require the company to send you a copy of its statements opposing your
proposal before it mails its proxy materials, so that you may bring to our attention any 
materially false or misleading statements, under the following timeframes: 

(i) If our no-action response requires that you make revisions to your proposal or
supporting statement as a condition to requiring the company to include it in its proxy 
materials, then the company must provide you with a copy of its opposition statements 
no later than 5 calendar days after the company receives a copy of your revised
 

proposal; or
 

(ii) In all other cases, the company must provide you with a copy of its opposition
statements no later than 30 calendar days before its files definitive copies of its proxy 
statement and form of proxy under §240.14a-6. 



(2) If you are the registered holder of your secunties, which means that your 
name appears in the company's records as a shareholder, the company can verify your 
eligibilty on its own, although you wil stil have to provide the company with a written 
statement that you intend to continue to hold the securities through the date of the 
meeting of shareholders. However, if like many shareholders you are not a registered 
holder, the company likely does not know that you are a shareholder, or how many 
shares you own. In this case, at the time you submit your proposal, you must prove your 
eligibility to the company in one of two ways: 

(i) The first way is to submit to the company a written statement from the "record"
holder of your securities (usually a broker or bank) verifying that,at the time you 
submitted your proposal, you continuously held the securities for at least one year. You 
must also include your own wrien statement that you intend to continue to hold the 
securities through the date of the meeting of shareholders; or 

(ii) The second way to prove ownership applies only if you have filed a Schedule 
130 (§240.13d-101), Schedule 13G (§240.13d-102), Form 3 (§249.103 of 
 this chapter),
Form 4 (§249.104 of this chapter) and/or Form 5 (§249.105 of this chapter), or 
amendments to those documents or updated forms, reflecting your ownership of the 
shares as of or before the date on which the one-year eligibilty period begins. If you 
have filed one of these documents with the SEC, you may demonstrate your eligibility 
by submiting to the company: 

(A) A copy of the schedule and/or form, and any subsequent amendments
reporting a change in your ownership level; 

(8) Your written statement that you continuously held the required number of
shares for the one-year period as of the date of the statement; and 

(C) Your written statement that you intend to continue ownership of the shares 
through the date of the company's annual or special meeting. 

(c) Question 3: How many proposals may I submit?
Each shareholder may submit no more than one proposal to a company for a 
particular shareholders' meeting. 

(d) Question 4: How long can my proposal be? 

The proposal, including any accompanying supporting statement, may not 
exceed 500 words. 

(e) Question 5: What is the deadline for SUbmitting a proposal? 



(1) If you are submitting your proposal for the company's annual meeting, you 
can in most cases find the deadline in last year's proxy statement. However, jf the 
company did not hold an annual meeting last year, or has changed the date of its 
meeting for this year more than 30 days from last year's meeting, you can usually find 
the deadline in one of the company's quarterly reports on Form 10-Q (§249.308a of this 
chapter) or 10-QSS (§249.308b of this chapter), or in shareholder reports of investment 
companies under §270.30d-1 of this chapter of the Investment Company Act of 1940. In 
order to avoid controversy, shareholders should submit their proposals by means, 
including electronic means, that permit them to prove the date of delivery. 

(2) The deadline is calculated in the following manner if the proposal is submitted
for a regularly scheduled annual meeting. The proposal must be received at the 
company's principal executive offces not less than 120 calendar days before the date of 
the company's proxy statement released to shareholders in connection with the 
previous year's annual meeting. However, if the company did not hold an annual 
meeting the previous year, or if the date of this year's annual meeting has been 
changed by more than 30 days from the date of the previous year's meeting, then the 
deadline is a reasonable time before the company begins to print and mail its proxy 
materials. 

(3) If you, are submitting your proposal for a meeting of shareholders other than a
regularly scheduled annual meeting, the deadline is a reasonable time before the 
company begins to print and mail its proxy materials. 

(f) Question 6: What if r fail to follow one of the eligibilty or procedural
requirements explained in answers to Questions 1 through 4 of this section? 

(1) The company may exclude your proposal, but only after it has notified you of
the problem, and you have failed adequately to correct it. Within 14 calendar days of 
receiving your proposal, the company must notify you in writing of any procedural or 
eligibilty deficiencies, as well as of the time frame for your response. Your response 
must be postmarked, or transmitted electronically, no later than 14 days from the date 
you received the company's notification. A company need not provide you such notice 
of a deficiency jf the deficiency cannot be remedied, such as if you fail to submit a 
proposal by the company's properly determined deadline. If the company intends to 
exclude the proposal, it will later have to make a submission under §240.14a-8 and 
provide you with a copy under Question 10 below, §240.14a-8(j. 

(2) If you fail in 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 proposals from its proxy materials for any meeting held in the following two 
calendar years. 

(g) Question 7: Who has the burden of persuading the Commission or its
staff that my proposal can be excluded? 



Except as otherwise noted, the burden is on the company to demonstrate that it 
is entitled to exclude a proposaL. 

(h) Question 8: Must I appear personally at the shareholders' meeting to
present the proposal? 

(1) Either you, or your representative who is qualif.ied under state law to present 
the proposal on your behalf, must attend the meeting to present the proposal. Whether 
you attend the meeting yourself or send a qualified representative to the meeting in your 
place, you should make sure that you, or your representative, follow the proper state 
law procedures for attending the meeting and/or presenting your proposal. 

(2) If the company holds its shareholder meeting in whole or in part via electronic
media, and the company permits you or your representative to present your proposal 
via such media, then you may appear through electronic media rather than traveling to 
the meeting to appear in person. 

(3) If you or your qualified representative fail to appear and present the proposal, 
without good cause, the company wil be permitted to exclude all of your proposals from 
its proxy materials for any meetings held in the following two calendar years. 

(i) Question 9: If I have complied with the procedural requirements, on
what other bases may a company rely to exclude my proposal? 

(1) Improper Under State Law. If the proposal is not a proper subject for action 
by shareholders under the laws of the jurisdiction of the company's organization; 

Note to paragraph (i)(1): Depending on the subject matter, some proposals are 
not considered proper under state Jaw if they would be binding on the company if 
approved by shareholders. In our experience, most proposals that are cast as 
recommendations or requests that the board of directors take specified action are 
proper under state law. Accordingly, we wil assume that a proposal drafted as a 
recommendation or suggestion is proper unless the company demonstrates otherwise. 

(2) Violation of Law: If the proposal would, if implemented, cause the company 
to violate any state, federal, or foreign law to which it is subject; 
Note to paragraph (i)(2): We wil not apply this basis for exclusion to permit exclusion of 
a proposal on grounds that it would violate foreign law if compliance with the foreign law 
would result in a violation of any state or federal law. 

(3) Violation of Proxy Rules: If the proposal or supporting statement is contrary 
to any of the Commission's proxy rules, including §240.14a-9, which prohibits materially 
false or misleading statements in proxy soliciting materials; 



Interest: If the proposal relates to the redress of 
a personal claim or grievance against the company or any other person, or if it is 

(4) Personal Grievance; Special 


designed to result in a benefit to you, or to further a personal interest. which is not 
shared by the other shareholders at large; 

(5) Relevance: If the proposal relates to operations which account for less than 5 
percent of the company's total assets at the end of its most recent fiscal year, and for 
less than 5 percent of its net earnings and gross sales for its most recent fiscal year, 
and is not otherwise significantly related to the company's business; 

(6) Absence of Power/Authority: If the company would lack the power or
authority to implement the proposal; 

(7) Management Functions: If the proposal deals with a matter relating to the 
company's ordinary business operations; 

(8) Relates to Election: If the proposal relates to an election for membership on 
the company's board of directors or analogous governing body; 

(9) Conflcts with Company's Proposal: If the proposal directly conflcts with one 
of the company's own proposals to be submitted to shareholders at the same meeting; 
Note to paragraph (i)(9): A company's submission to the Commission under this section 
should specify the poirits of conflict with the company's proposaL. 

(10) Substantially Implemented: If the company has already substantially
implemented the proposal; 

(11) Duplication: If the proposal substantially duplicates another proposal
 
previously submitted to the company by another proponent that will be included in the 
company's proxy materials for the same meeting; 

(12) Resubmissions: If the proposal deals with substantially the same SUbject
matter as another proposal or proposals that has or have been previously included in 
the company's proxy materials within the preceding 5 calendar years, a company may 
exclude it from its proxy materials for any meeting held within 3 calendar years of the 
last time it was included if the proposal received: 

(i) Less than 3% of the vote if proposed once within the preceding 5 calendar 
years; 

(ii) Less than 6% of the vote on its last submission to shareholders if proposed
twice previously within the preceding 5 calendar years; or 

(iii) Less than 10% of the vote on its last submission to shareholders if proposed 
three times or more previously within the preceding 5 calendar years; and 



(13) Specifc amount of dividends: If the proposal relates to specific amounts of 
cash or stock dividends. 

u) Question 10: What procedures must the company follow if it intends to
exclude my proposal? 

(1) If the company intends to exclude a proposal from its proxy materials, it must
file its reasons with the Commission no later than 80 calendar days before it files its 
definitive proxy statement and form of proxy with the Commission. The company must 
simultaneously provide you with a copy of its submission. The Commission staff may 
permit the company to make its submission later than 80 days before the company files 
its definitive proxy statement and form of proxy, if the company demonstrates good 
cause for missing the deadline. 

(2) The company must file six paper copies of the following: 

(i) The proposal; 

(ii) An explanation of why the company believes that it may exclude the proposal,
which should, if possible, refer to the most recent applicable authority, such as prior 
Division letters issued under the rule; and 

(Hi) A supporting opinion of counsel when such reasons are based on matters of 
state or foreign law. 

(k)Question 11: May I submit my own statement to the Commission

responding to the company's arguments? 

Yes, you may submit a response, but it is not required. You should try to submit 
any response to us, with a copy to the company, as soon as possible after 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 paper copies of 
your response. 

(I) Question 12: If the company includes my shareholder proposal in its
proxy materials, what information about me must it include along with the 
proposal itself? 

(1) The company's proxy statement must include your name and address, as well
as the number of the companys voting securities that you hold. However, instead of 
providing that information, the company may instead include a statement that it will 
provide the information to shareholders promptly upon receiving an oral or written 
request. 

(2) The company is not responsible for the contents of your proposal or
supporting statement. 
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ojones~cpg,orgVIA EXPRESS MAIL (telephone 972-444-1000) 

December 5, 2008 

Rex W. Tilerson 
Chief Executive Offcer 
Exxon Mobil Corpration
 

5959 Las Colinas Boulevard 
frYing, TX 75039-2298 

Dear Mr. Tilersn:
 

The Church Pension Fund ("Fund") is the beneficial owner of at least 500,000 shares of Exxon Mobil 
Corporation ("Company") common stock (held for the Fund by Nortern Trust Company). The Fund is 
an offcial agency of the Episcpal Church. 

Each of 
 the Fund and the Episcopal Church ha long been concerned not only with the financial retum on 
its inýestments, but also (along with many other churches and socially concerned investors) with the 
moral and ethica implications of 
 its investments. We ar espeially concerned about issues related to 
environmental justice; we believe that corporations have partcular ethical responsibilities to the
 
communities that host their facilties.
 

To this end, the Fund hereby co-fies with the Episcopal Church the attched shareholder proposal and 
supporting statement. which requests that the Company's board of diretors report on how the corporation 
ensures that it is accountable for its environmental impacts in all of 
 the communities where it operates, for 
consideration at Exxon Mobils 2009 Anual Meeting. This resolution is being submitted in accordnce 
with Rule i 4a-8 of the General Rules and Regulations under the Securties and Exchange Act of 1934. 
The Fund has held at least $2,000 in the Company's shares for the past year, and wil hold at $2,000 in 
such shaes through the 2009 annual meeting. We hope that you wil find ths request both reasnable
 

and easy to fulfil, so that an ageement might be reched-allowing the Fund and the Episcopal Church 
to withdraw the proposal. We would be most interested in dialogue with the company on this importnt 
issue. 

Har Van Buren, Staff Consultant of 
 the Fund's Social and Fiduciar Responsibilty in Investments 
Committ, can be contated regaring this resolution at 505.867.0641 (telephone), 505.277.7108 

(facsimile), or 4938 KokopeJl Drve NE, Rio Racho, NM 87144. 

~1ìly yours, _ ;~..../'!.:- ...\ æ;" if' ... "., '\,.(/ AU ,!, l.;J ( ,~Jf 1./ ,~ii' ,r..,l', . ; v' ~ .~". ~-._.,_fr l' ..~.- . ~ \. BàI0n T. Jones " 
". ,,_J 

Cc Har Van Buren
 

Margareth Crosnier de Bellaistre 



RESOLUTION ON CORPORATE ENVIRONMENTAL ACCOUNTABILIT TO COMMUNITES 

Resolved: 

Shareholders request that the Board of Directors report, at reasonable cost and omittng proprietary 
information, on how the corporation ensures that it is accuntable for its environmental impacts in all of 
the communities where it operates. The report should contain the following information: 

1. how the corporation makes available reports regarding its emissions and environmental
 

impacts on land, water, and soil-bth within its permits and emergency emissions-o 
members of the communities where it operates; 

2. how the corpration integrates community environmental accuntability into its current
 

coe of conduct and ongoing business practices; and 
3. the extent to which the corporation's activities have negative health effects on individuals
 

Jiving in ecnomically-por comunities. 

Supporting statement 

ExxonMobil ranks 6th on a list of worst U.S. corporate pol/uters in terms of the amount and toxicity of 
pollution, and the numbers of people exposed to it (based on 2002 toxies data). 
".~2:l~.:(.!.~ ~í:. :_JJìJ.933. -3~~~~¡! T~JX-ii;.- "1':0- T~c:~. 255. .~: :~::!i:i 

Most of this poHution is from ExxonMobis refinery operations. ExxonMobiJ's refinery in Baton Rouge, LA, 
is the second largest emitter of toxic pollutants among all U.S. EPA regulated refineries. Its Joliet, IL, 
refinery is the largest source of toxic air and water emissions in that state. 

ExxonMobil has come under scrutiny for a January 2006 release of process gas frm its Baytown, TX, 
refinery (Houston Chronicle 3/26/06) and for lax security at its Chalmette, LA, refinery where enough 
hydrofluoric acid is stored to put the population of New Orleans at risk. (NY Times 5/22/05) 

In October 2005, ExonMobil agreed to pay $571 milion to install pollution control technologies at seven 
of its refineries in settlement of EPA claims of federal Clean Air Act violations. ExxonMobil was also 
required to pay $8.7 in fines and $9.7 milion on supplemental environmental projects. 

Refineries account for 5 percent of the countr's dangerous air pollution. As a former EPA offcial 
explained, refinery pollution affects local communities more than power plants because it is released from 
short smokestacks and does not dissipate readily. "People are living cheek by jowl with refinery 
pollution." (Washington Post 1/28/05) :::t~:,'.~!'!.!L::_::x~_:;~::~:)(~2~,:~:):~".vP_-:jj'Di~i;:G;~s!,).AJ)~_:! 
~~;_?).3I~:f ~.2~ni.?r =fê.~r2;p= ~f-:3:i 

Corprations have a moral responsibility to be accountable for their environmental impacts-not just 
effects on the entire ecosystem, but als direc effecs on the communities that host their facilties. 
Communities are often the forgotten stakeholders in terms of corprate activities and impact No 
corporation can operate without the resourcs that local communities provide, but it is often these 
communities that bear the brunt of corporate activities. 

Also of concern to proponents are the effects of corporate activities on low-income areas and 
communities of color. Several of the "fence-line communities" near ExonMobil's refineries are African 
American. One study has found that facilties like oil refineries operated in largely African-American 
counties may "pose greater risk of accident and injury than those in counties with fewer African. 
Americans," Environmental Justice: Freuency and Severity of U.S. ChemicallndusU Accidents and 
the Socio-onomic Status of Surrunding Communities, 58 Journal of Epidemiology and Community 

Health, 24-30 (2004). 
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December 16,2008
 

VIA UPS - OVERNIGHT DELIVERY 

Mr. Barton T. Jones 
Church Pension Group 
445 Fifth Avenue 
New York, NY 10016 

Dear Mr. Jones: 

This wil acknowledge receipt of your letter indicating that you wish to co-file on behalf of 
the Church Pension Fund (the "co-filer") the proposal previously submitted by The 
Episcopal Church concerning community environmental impact in connection with 
ExxonMobil's 2009 annual meeting of shareholders. However, as noted in your letter, 
proof of share ownership was not included with your submission. 

In addition, in order to be eligible to submit a shareholder proposal, Rule 14a-8 (copy 
enclosed) requires a co-filer to submit sufficient proof that he or she has continuously 
held at least $2,000 in market value, or 1 %, of the company's securities entitled to vote 
on the proposal for at least one year as of the date the shareholder proposal was 
submitted. The co-filer does not appear on our records as a registered shareholder. 
Moreover, to date we have not received proof that the co-filer has satisfied these 
ownership requirements. To remedy this defect, the co-filer must submit suffcient proof 
that these eligibilty requirements are met. As explained in Rule 14a-8(b), sufficient 
proof may be in the form of (1) a written statement from the "record" holder of the co
filer's shares (usually a broker or a bank) verifying that, as of the date the proposal was 
submitted (December 8,2008, the date the proposal was received in our offce), the co
filer continuously held the requisite number of ExxonMobil shares for at least one year; 
or (2) if the co-filer has filed with the SEe a Schedule 130, Schedule 13G, Form 3, 
Form 4 or Form 5, or amendments to those documents or updated forms, reflecting the 
co-filer's ownership of the requisite number of ExxonMobil shares as of or before the 
date on which the one-year eligibilty period begins, a copy of the schedule and/or form, 



Mr. Barton T. Jones 
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and any subsequent amendments reporting a change in the ownership level and a 
written statement that the co-filer continuously held the requisite number of ExxonMobil 
shares for the one-year period. 

The SEC's rules require that any response to this letter must be postmarked or 
transmitted electronically to us no later than 14 calendar days from the date this letter is 
received. Please mail any response to me at ExonMobil at the address shown above. 
Alternatively, you may send your response to me via facsimile at 972-444-1505. 

In accordance with SEC staff legal bulletins dealing with "cofilers" of shareholder 
proposals, we ask that you complete and return the enclosed form so that we may have, 
and be able to provide the SEC staff, clear documentation indicating which filer is 
designated to act as lead filer and granting the lead filer authority to agree to 
modifications and/or a withdrawal of the proposal on your behalf. Without this 
documentation clarifying the role of the lead filer as representative of the filing group, it 
will be difcult for us to engage in productive dialogue concerning this proposal. 

r 
David G. Henry 
Section Head, Shareholder Relations 

Enclosures 

c: Ms. Margareth de Bellaistre
 

Mr. Harry Van Buren 



VIA FACSIMILE: 972-4-1505
 

Mr. David G. Henry 
Section Head, Shareholder Relations 
Exxon Mobil Corporation 
5959 Las Colin 
 as Blvd.
 
Irving, TX 75039
 

Dear Mr. Henry: 

Regarding the proposal concerning community environmental impact, which i have co
filed on behalf of the Church Pension Fund for the 2009 Exxon Mobil Corporation 
Annual Meeting of Shareholders, I designate Ms. Margareth de Bellaistre as the lead 
filer to act on my behalf for all purposes in connection with this proposaL. The lead filer 
is specifically authorized to engage in discussions with the company concerning the 
proposal and to agree on modifications or a withdrawal of the proposal on my behalf. In 
addition, i authorize Exon 
 Mobil and the Securities and Exchange Commission to 
communicate solely with the above named lead filer as representative of the filer group 
in connection with any no-action letteror other correspondence. 

Sincerely, 

Barton T. Jones 



UNITED STATES
 
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION
 

Washington, D.C. 20549
 

SHAREHOLDER PROPOSALS 

RULE 14a-8 

Rule §240.14a-8. Shareholder Proposals 

This section addresses when a company must include a shareholder's proposal 
in its proxy statement and identify the proposal in its form of proxy when the company 
holds an annual or special meeting of shareholders. In summary, in order to have your 
shareholder proposal included on a company's proxy card, and included along with any 
supporting statement in its proxy statement, you must be eligible and follow certain 
procedures. Under a few specific circumstances, the company is permitted to exclude 
your proposal, but only after submiting its reasons to the Commission. We structured 
this section in a question-and-answer format so that it is easier to understand. The 
references to "you" are to a shareholder seeking to submit the proposaL. 

(a) Question 1: What is a proposal? 

A shareholder proposal is your recommendation or requirement that the 
company and/or its board of directors take action, which you intend to present at a 
meeting of the company's shareholders. Your proposal should state as clearly as 
possible the course of action that you believe the company should follow. If your 
proposal is placed on the company's proxy card, the company must also provide in the 
form of proxy means for shareholders to specify by boxes a choice between approval or 
disapproval, or abstention. Unless otherwise indicated, the word "proposal" as used in 
this section refers both to your proposal, and to your corresponding statement in
 

support of your proposal (if any). 

(b) Question 2: Who is eligible to submit a proposal, and how do I
demonstrate to the company that I am eligible? 

(1) In order to be eligible to submit a proposal, you 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 at the meeting for at least one year by the date you submit the 
proposal. You must continue to hold those securities through the date of the meeting. 



(m) Question 13: What can I do if the company includes in its proxy
statement reasons why it believes shareholders should not vote in favor of my 
proposal, and I disagree with some of its statements? 

(1) The company may elect to include in its proxy statement reasons why it
believes shareholders should vote against your proposaL. The company is allowed to 
make arguments reflecting its own point of view, just as you may express your own 
point of view in your proposal's supporting statement. 

(2) However, if you believe that the company's opposition to your proposal
 
contains materially false or misleading statements that may violate our anti-fraud rule, 
§240.14a-9, you should promptly send to the Commission staff and the company a 
letter explaining 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 factual information demonstrating the inaccuracy of the company's claims. Time 
permitting, you may wish to try to work out your differences with the company by 
yourself before contacting the Commission staff. 

(3) We require the company to send you a copy of its statements opposing your
proposal before it mails its proxy materials, so that you may bring to our attention any 
materially false or misleading statements, under the following timeframes: 

(i) If our no-action response requires that you make revisions to your proposal or 
supporting statement as a condition to requiring the company to include it in its proxy 
materials, then the company must provide you with a copy of its opposition statements 
no later than 5 calendar days after the company receives a copy of your revised
 

proposal; or
 

(ii) In all other cases, the company must provide you with a copy of its opposition 
statements no later than 30 calendar days before its files definitive copies of its proxy 
statement and form of proxy under §240.14a-6. 



(2) If you are the registered holder of your securities, which means that your
name appears in the company's records as a shareholder, the company can verify your 
eligibilty on its own, although you wil stil have to provide the company with a written 
statement that you intend to continue to hold the securities through the date of the 
meeting of shareholders. However, if like many shareholders you are not a registered 
holder, the company likely does not know that you are a shareholder, or how many 
shares you own. In this case, at the time you submit your proposal, you must prove your 
eligibilty to the company in ~ne of two ways: 

(i) The first way is to submit to the company a written statement from the "record"
holder of your securities (usually a broker or bank) verifying that, at the time you 
submitted your proposal, you continuously held the securities for at 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 

(ii) The second way to prove ownership applies only if you have filed a Schedule 
130 (§240.13d-101), Schedule 13G (§240.13d-102), Form 3 (§249.103 of 
 this chapter),
Form 4 (§249.104 of this chapter) and/or Form 5 (§249.105 of this chapter), or 
amendments to those documents or updated forms, reflecting your ownership of the 
shares as of or before the date on which the one-year eligibilty period begins. If you 
have filed one of these documents with the SEC, you may demonstrate your eligibility 
by submiting to the company: 

(A) A copy of the schedule and/or form, and any subsequent amendments
reporting a change in your ownership level; 

(8) Your written statement that you continuously held the required number of 
shares for the one-year period as of the date of the statement; and 

(C) Your written statement that you intend to continue ownership of the shares 
through the date of the company's annual or special meeting. 

(c) Question 3: How many proposals may I submit?
Each shareholder may submit no more than one proposal to a company for a 
particular shareholders' meeting. 

(d) Question 4: How long can my proposal be? 

The proposal, including any accompanying supporting statement, may not 
exceed 500 words. 

(e) Question 5: What is the deadline for submitting a proposal? 



(1) If you are submitting your proposal for the company's annual meeting, you
can in most cases find the deadline in last year's proxy statement. However, if the 
company did not hold an annual meeting last year, or has changed the date of its 
meeting for this year more than 30 days from last yeats meeting, you can usually find 
the deadline in one of the company's quarterly reports on Form 10-Q (§249.30Ba of this 
chapter) or 10-QSB (§249.30Bb of this chapter), or in shareholder reports of investment 
companies under §270.30d-1 of this chapter of the Investment Company Act of 1940. In 
order to avoid controversy, shareholders should submit their proposals by means, 
including electronic means, that permit them to prove the date of delivery. 

(2) The deadline is calculated in the following manner if the proposal is submitted
for a regularly scheduled annual meeting. The proposal must be received at the 
company's principal executive offces not less than 120 calendar days before the date of 
the company's proxy statement released to shareholders in connection with the 
previous year's annual meeting. However, if the company did not hold an annual 
meeting the previous year, or if the date of this year's annual meeting has been 
changed by more than 30 days from the date of the previous year's meeting, then the 
deadline is a reasonable time before the company begins to print and mail its proxy 
materials. 

(3) If you are submitting your proposal for a meeting of shareholders other than a
regularly scheduled annual meeting, the deadline is a reasonable time before the 
company begins to print and mail its proxy materials. 

(f) Question 6: What if I faU to follow one of the eligibilty or procedural
requirements explained in answers to Questions 1 through 4 of this section? 

(1) The company may exclude your proposal, but only after it has notified you of
the problem, and you have failed adequately to correct it. Within 14 calendar days of 
receiving your proposal, the company must notify you in writing of any procedural or 
eligibilty deficiencies, as well as of the time frame for your response. Your response 
must be postmarked, or transmitted electronically, no later than 14 days from the date 
you received the company's notification. A company need not provide you such notice 
of a deficiency if the deficiency cannot be remedied, such as if you fail to submit a 
proposal by the company's properly determined deadline. If the company intends to 
exclude the proposal, it wil later have to make a submission under §240.14a-B and 
provide you with a copy under Question 10 below, §240.14a-B(j). 

(2) If you fail in your promise to hold the required number of securities through
the date of the meeting of shareholders, then the company wil be permitted to exclude 
all of your proposals from its proxy materials for 
 any meeting held in the following two 
calendar years. 

(g) Question 7: Who has the burden of persuading the Commission or its
staff that my proposal can be excluded? 



Except as otherwise noted, the burden is on the company to demonstrate that it 
is entitled to exclude a proposal. 

(h) Question 8: Must I appear personally at the shareholders' meeting to
present the proposal? 

(1) Either you, or your representative who is qualified under state law to present
the proposal on your behalf, must attend the meeting to present the proposaL. Whether 
you attend the meeting yourself or send a qualified representative to the meeting in your 
place, you should make sure that you, or your representative, follow the proper state 
law procedures for attending the meeting and/or presenting your proposaL.
 

(2) If the company holds its shareholder meeting in whole or in part via electronic
media, and the company permits you or your representative to present your proposal 
via such media, then you may appear through electronic media rather than traveling to 
the meeting to appear in person. 

(3) If you or your qualified representative fail to appear and present the proposal,
without good cause, the company wil be permitted to exclude all of your proposals from 
its proxy materials for any meetings held in the following two calendar years. 

(i) Question 9: If I have complied with the procedural requirements, on
what other bases may a company rely to exclude my proposal? 

(1) Improper Under State Law: If the proposal is not a proper subject for action 
by shareholders under the laws of the jurisdiction of the company's organization; 

Note to paragraph (i)(1): Depending on the subject matter, some proposals are 
not considered proper under state law if they would be binding on the company if 
approved by shareholders. In our experience, most proposals that are cast as 
recommendations or requests that the board of directors take specified action are 
proper under state law. Accordingly, we will assume that a proposal drafted as a 
recommendation or suggestion is proper unless the company demonstrates otherwise. 

(2) Violation of Law: If the proposal would, if implemented, cause the company
to violate any state, federal, or foreign Jaw to which it is subject; 
Note to paragraph (i)(2): We wil not apply this basis for exclusion to permit exclusion of 
a proposal on grounds that it would violate foreign law if compliance with the foreign law 
would result in a violation of any state or federal law. 

(3) Violation of Proxy Rules: If the proposal or supporting statement is contrary 
to any of the Commission's proxy rules, including §240.14a-9, which prohibits materially 
false or misleading statements in proxy soliciting materials; 



Interest: If the proposal relates to the redress of 
a personal claim or grievance against the company or any other person, or if it is 
designed to result in a benefit to you, or to further a personal interest, which is not 

(4) Personal Grievance; Special 


shared by the other shareholders at large; 

(5) Relevance: If the proposal relates to operations which account for less than 5
percent of the company's total assets at the end of its most recent fiscal year, and for 
less than 5 percent of its net earnings and gross sales for its most recent fiscal year, 
and is not otherwise significantly related to the company's business; 

(6) Absence of Power/Authority: If the company would lack the power or
authority to implement the proposal; 

(7) Management Functions: If the proposal deals with a matter relating to the
company's ordinary business operations; 

(8) Relates to Election: If the proposal relates to an election for membership on
the company's board of directors or analogous governing body; 

(9) Conflcts with Company's Proposal: If the proposal directly conflicts with one 
of the company's own proposals to be submitted to shareholders at the same meeting; 
Note to paragraph (i)(9): A company's submission to the Commission under this section 
should specify the points of conflict with the company's proposaL. 

(10) Substantially Implemented: If the company has already substantially
implemented the proposal; 

(11) Duplication: If the proposal substantially duplicates another proposal
 
previously submitted to the company by another proponent that wil be included in the 
company's proxy materials for the same meeting; 

(12) Resubmissions: If the proposal deals with substantially the same subject
matter as another proposal or proposals that has or have been previously included in 
the company's proxy materials within the preceding 5 calendar years, a company may 
exclude it from its proxy materials for any meeting held within 3 calendar years of the 
last time it was included if the proposal received: 

(i) Less than 3% of the vote if proposed once within the preceding 5 calendar 
years; 

(ii) Less than 6% of the vote on its last submission to shareholders if proposed
twice previously within the preceding 5 calendar years; or 

(iii) Less than 10% of the vote on its last submission to shareholders if proposed 
three times or more previously within the preceding 5 calendar years; and 



(13) Specifc amount of dividends: If the proposal relates to specifc amounts of 
cash or stock dividends. 

(j Question 10: What procedures must the company follow if it intends to
exclude my proposal? 

(1) If the company intends to exclude a proposal from its proxy materials, it must 
file its reasons with the Commission no later than 80 calendar days before it files its 
definitive proxy statement and form of proxy with the Commission. The company must 
simultaneously provide you with a copy of its submission. The Commission staff may 
permit the company to make its submission later than 80 days before the company files 
its definitive proxy statement and form of proxy, if the company demonstrates good 
cause for missing the deadline. 

(2) The company must file six paper copies of the following: 

(i) The proposal; 

(ii) An explanation of why the company believes that it may exclude the proposal,
which should, if possible, refer to the most recent applicable authority, such as prior 
Division letters issued under the rule; and 

(ii) A supporting opinion of counsel when such reasons are based on matters of 
state or foreign law.
 

(k) Question 11: May I submit my own statement to the Commission

responding to the company's arguments? 

Yes, you may submit a response, but it is not required. You should try to submit 
any response to us, with a copy to the company, as soon as possible after the company 
makes its submission. This way, the Commission staff wil have time to consider fully 
your submission before it issues its response. You should submit six paper copies of 
your response. 

proposal in its
proxy materials, what information about me must it include along with the 
proposal itself? 

(i) Question 12: If the company includes my shareholder 


(1) The company's proxy statement must include your name and address, as well 
as the number of the company's voting securities that you hold. However, instead of 
providing that information, the company may instead include a statement that it will 
provide the information to shareholders promptly upon receiving an oral or wntten 

request. 

(2) The company is not responsible for the contents of your proposal or
supporting statement. 
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RECEIVED 

DEe 2 2 2008
 

S.M. OERKACZ 

VIA FACSIMILE: 972-4-1505
 

Mr. David G. Henry 
Section Head, Shareholder Relations 
Exxon Mobil Corporation 
5959 Las Collnas Blvd. 
lMng, TX 75039 

Dear Mr. Henry: 

Regarding the proposal concerning community environmental impact, which I have co 
filed on behalf of the Church Pension Fund for the 2009 Exxon Mobil Corporation 
Annual Meeting of Shareholders, I designate Ms. Margareth de Bellaistre as the lead 
filer to act on my behalf for all purposes in connection with this proposal. The lead filer 
is specifically authorized to engage in discussions with the company concerning the 
proposal and to agree on modifcations or a withdrawal of the proposal on my behalf. In 
addition,' authorize ExonMobii and the Securities and EXchange Commission to 
communicate solely with the above named lead filer as representative of the firer group 
in connection with any no-acton letter'or other correspondence. 

Sincerely, 
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50 Soulh I.a~alle Sltect 
Chicagii, Ilinois 6003 

~ Nortern 1h
 

December 3 I, 2008 

Re: Exxon Mobil Corp 

To Whom It May Concern 

As custodiai fòr The Church Pension Fund, The Northern Trut Company veries that 
The Church Pension Fund as of 
 December 8,2008, owns, and has continuously held, at 
leat $2,00 in maet value of Exxon Mobil common stock for at lea one yea from
 

suh dae. 

If you have any questions concernng Uus maer, pleas do not hesita to contat me at
 

312-630-8091. 

Sincerely, 

~4J 
Robert T. Johnson 
Senior Vice Prdent 
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ojones~cpg,orgVIA EXPRESS MAIL (telephone 972-444-1000) 

December 5, 2008 

Rex W. Tillerson 
Chief Executi ve Offcer 
Exxon Mobil Corpration
 

5959 Las Colinas Boulevard 
frving, TX 75039-2298 

Dear Mr. Tilersn:
 

The Church Pension Fund ("Fund") is the beneficial owner of at least 500,000 shares of Exxon Mobil 
Corporation ("Company") common stock (held for the Fund by Nortern Trust Company). The Fund is 
an offcial agency of the Episcpal Church. 

Each of the Fund and the Episcopal Church ha long been concerned not only with the financial return on 
its investments, but also (along with many other churches and socially concerned investors) with the 
moral and etica implications of its investments. We ar especially concerned abut issues related to 
environmenta justice; we believe that corprations have partcular ethical responsibilities to the 
communities that host their facilities. 

To this end, the Fund hereby co-fies with the Episcopal Church the attched shareholder proposal and 
supportg statement. which requests that the Company's board of directors report on how the corpration 
ensures that it is accountable for its environmental impacts in all of 
 the communities where it operates, for 
consideration at Exxon Mobils 2009 Anual Meeting; This resolution is being submitted in accordnce 
with Rule 14a-8 of 
 the General Rules and Regulations under the Securities and Exchange Act of 1934. 
The Fund has held at least $2,000 in the Company's shares for the past year, and wil hold at $2,000 in 
such shars through the 2009 annual meeting. We hope that you wil find ths request both reasonable 
and easy to fulfill, so that an ageement might be reached-allowing the Fund and the Episcopal Church 
to withdraw the proposal. We would be most interested in dialogue with the company on this importnt 
issue. 

Har Van Buren, Staff 
 Consultant ofthe Fund's Social and Fiduciar Responsibilty in Investments 
Committee, can be contated regaring this reolution at 505.867.0641 (telephone), 505.277.7108 
(facsimile), or 4938 Kokope1l Drive NE, Rio Racho, NM 87144. 

~1ìly your, _ ~~_'_/;
".~ ) ,¡;, r-'''- "., '\,.1 ~iii~/"/, (~ ,~,ri/,~

Îi~ ~ . . _i.'U' ~ v. r J ~ ii' ~~..__...
f" ...~ . ~ ,, BàI0n T. Jones ", 
....-.J 

Cc Harr Van Buren
 

Margareth Crosnier de Bellaistr
 



RESOLUTION ON CORPORATE ENVIRONMENTAL ACCOUNTABILIT TO COMMUNITES 

Resolved: 

Shareholders request that the Board of Directors report, at reasonable cost and omittng proprietary 
information, on how the corporation ensures that it is accountable for its environmental impacts in all of 
the communities where it operates. The report should contain the following information: 

1. how the corporation makes available reports regarding its emissions 
 and environmental 
impacts on land, water, and soil-both within its permits and emergency emissions-to 
members of the communities where it operates; 

2. how the corpration integrates community environmental accuntabilit into its current
 

coe of conduct and ongoing business practices; and 
3. the extent to which the corporation's activities have negative health effects on individuals
 

living in economically-por comunities. 

Supporting statement 

ExxonMobil ranks 6th on a list of worst U.S. corporate polluters in terms of the amount and toxicity of
 
pollution, and the numbers of people exposed to it (based on 2002 taxies data).
 
'I.~2:_:~L,~("'I'.'J.~ ~í:. :j:ìJ.?53. ::-;~l/T'J;'(IÇ.- "1':0- T~c;-3. 2S:J.'J :~::;ì~l 

Most of this pollution is from Exon Mobils refinery operations. ExxonMobil's refinery in Baton Rouge, LA, 
is the second largest emitter of toxic pollutants among all U.S. EPA regulated refineries. Its Joliet, IL. 
refinery is the largest source of toxic air and water emissions in that state. 

ExxonMobil has come under scrutiny for a January 2006 release of process gas frm its Baytown, TX,
 
refinery (Houston Chronicle 3/26/06) and for lax security at its Chalmett, LA, refiner where enough
 
hydrofluoric acid is stored to put the population of New Orleans at risk. (NY Times 5/22/05)
 

In October 2005. ExonMobil agreed to pay $571 milion to install pollution control technologies at seven 
of its refineries in settlement of EPA claims of federal Clean Air Act violations. ExxonMobil was also 
required to pay $8.7 in fines and $9.7 millon on supplemental environmental projects. 

Refineries account for 5 percent of the country's dangerous air pollution. As a former EPA offcial 
explained. refinery pollution affects local communities more than power plants because it is released from 
short smokestacks and does not dissipate readily. "peopie are living cheek by jowl with refinery 
pollution." (Washington Post 1/28/05) :: :~ê :,,'.~I'!!L '.'1. ê.~,~.~;;?~:)(~2~,:~:)::ì2:~M)_-:!'!D¡,~~',:ci ~s! ,:lAJ:J~..:

~~:_?)3j ~~ ~.-~n¡.?r=r~.:~r=~=~~i13ii 

Corprations have a moral responsibility to be accountable for their environmental impacts-ot just 
effects on the entire ecosystem, but also direct effecs on the communities that host their facilities. 
Communities are often the forgotten stakeholders in terms of corprate activities and impact No 
corporation can operate without the resources that local communities provide. but it is often these 
communities that bear the brunt of corporate activities. 

Also of concern to proponents are the effects of corporate activities on low-income areas and 
communities of color. Several of the "fence-line communities" near ExonMobils refineries are African 
American. One study has found that facilities like oil refineries operated in largely African-American 
counties may "pose greater risk of accident and injury than those in counties with fewer African-
Americans." Environmental Justice: Frequency and Severiy of U.S. Chemical 
 Industr Accidents and
 
the Socia-economic Status of Surrounding Communites, 58 Journal of Epidemiology and Community 
Health. 24.30 (2004).
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December 16, 2008 

VIA UPS - OVERNIGHT DELIVERY 

Mr. Barton T. Jones
 
Church Pension Group
 
445 Fifth Avenue
 
New York, NY 10016 

Dear Mr. Jones: 

This wil acknowledge receipt of your letter indicating that you wish to co-file on behalf of 
the Church Pension Fund (the "co-filer") the proposal previously submitted by The 
Episcopal Church concerning community environmental impact in connection with 
ExxonMobil's 2009 annual meeting of shareholders. However, as noted in your letter, 
proof of share ownership was not included with your submission. 

In addition, in order to be eligible to submit a shareholder proposal, Rule 14a-8 (copy
 
enclosed) requires a co-filer to submit suffcient proof that he or she has continuously
 
held at least $2,000 in market value, or 1 %, of the company's securities entitled to vote
 
on the proposal for at least one year as of the date the shareholder proposal was
 
submitted. The co-filer does not appear on our records as a registered shareholder.
 
Moreover, to date we have not received proof that the co-filer has satisfied these 
ownership requirements. To remedy this defect, the co-filer must submit suffcient proof 
that these eligibilty requirements are met. As explained in Rule 14a-8(b), suffcient 
proof may be in the form of (1) a written statement from the "record" holder of the co
filets shares (usually a broker or a bank) verifying that, as of the date the proposal was 
submitted (December 8, 2008, the date the proposal was received in our offce), the co
filer continuously held the requisite number of ExxonMobil shares for at least one year; 
or (2) if the co-filer has filed with the SEe a Schedule 130, Schedule 13G, Form 3, 
Form 4 or Form 5, or amendments to those documents or updated forms, reflecting the 
co-filer's ownership of the requisite number of ExxonMobif shares as of or before the 
date on which the one-year eligibilty period begins, a copy of the schedule and/or form, 



Mr. Baron T. Jones 
December 16.2008 
Page two
 

and any subsequent amendments reporting a change in the ownership level and a 
written statement that the co-filer continuously held the requisite number of ExxonMobil 
shares for the one-year period. 

The SEC's rules require that any response to this letter must be postmarked or 
transmitted electronically to us no later than 14 calendar days from the date this letter is 
received. Please mail any response to me at Exon Mobil at the address shown above. 
Alternatively, you may send your response to me via facsimile at 972-444-1505. 

In accordance with SEe staff legal bulletins dealing with "cofilers" of shareholder 
proposals, we ask that you complete and return the enclosed form so that we may have, 
and be able to provide the SEC staff, clear documentation indicating which firer is 
designated to act as lead filer and granting the lead filer authority to agree to 
modifications and/or a withdrawal of the proposal on your behalf. Without this 
documentation clarifying the role of the lead filer as representative of the filing group, it 
will be diffcult for us to engage in productive dialogue concerning this proposaL. 

L 
David G. Henry 
Section Head. Shareholder Relations 

Enclosures 

c: Ms. Margareth de Bellaistre
 

Mr. Harry Van Buren 



VIA FACSIMILE: 972-4-1505
 

Mr. David G. Henry 
Section Head, Shareholder Relations 
Exxon Mobil Corporation 
5959 Las Colinas Blvd. 
living, TX 75039 

Dear Mr. Henry: 

Regarding the proposal concerning community environmental impact, which I have co
filed on behalf of the Church Pension Fund for the 2009 Exxon Mobil Corporation 
Annual Meeting of Shareholders, i designate Ms. Margareth de Bellaistre as the lead 
filer to act on my behalf for all purposes in connection with this proposaL. The lead filer 
is specifically authorized to engage in discussions with the company concerning the 
proposal and to agree on modifications or a withdrawal of the proposal on my behalf. In 
addition, I authonze ExonMobíl and the Securities and Exchange Commission to 
communicate solely with the above named lead filer as representative of the filer group 
in connection with any no-action letter 
 or other correspondence. 

Sincerely, 

Barton T. Jones 



UNITED STATES
 
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION
 

Washington, D.C. 20549
 

SHAREHOLDER PROPOSALS 

RULE 14a-8 

Rule §240.14a-8. Shareholder Proposals 

This section addresses when a company must include a shareholder's proposal 
in its proxy statement and identify the proposal in its form of proxy when the company 
holds an annual or special meeting of shareholders. In summary, in order to have your 
shareholder proposal included on a company's proxy card, and included along with any 
supporting statement in its proxy statement, you must be eligible and follow certain 
procedures. Under a few specific circumstances, the company is permitted to exclude 
your proposal, but only after submiting its reasons to the Commission. We structured 
this section in a question-and-answer format so that it is easier to understand. The 
references to "you" are to a shareholder seeking to submit the proposal. 

(a) Question 1: What is a proposal? 

A shareholder proposal is your recommendation or requirement that the 
company and/or its board of directors take action, which you intend to present at a 
meeting of the company's shareholders. Your proposal should state as clearly as 
possible the course of action that you believe the company should follow. If your 
proposal is placed on the company's proxy card, the company must also provide in the 
form of proxy means for shareholders to specify by boxes a choice between approval or 
disapproval, or abstention. Unless otherwise indicated, the word "proposal" as used in 
this section refers both to your proposal, and to your corresponding statement in
 

support of your proposal (if any). 

(b) Question 2: Who is eligible to submit a proposal, and how do I
demonstrate to the company that J am eligible? 

(1) In order to be eligible to submit a proposal, you 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 at the meeting for at least one year by the date you submit the 
proposaL. You must continue to hold those securities through the date of the meeting. 



(m) Question 13: What can I do if the company includes in its proxy
statement reasons why it believes shareholders should not vote in favor of my 
proposal, and I disagree with some of its statements? 

(1) The company may elect to include in its proxy statement reasons why it
believes shareholders should vote against your proposal. The company is allowed to 
make arguments reflecting its own point of view, just as you may express your own 
point of view in your proposal's supporting statement. 

(2) However, if you believe that the company's opposition to your proposal
 
contains materially false or misleading statements that may violate our anti-fraud rule, 
§240.14a-9, you should promptly send to the Commission staff and the company a 
letter explaining 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 factual information demonstrating the inaccuracy of the company's claims. Time 
permitting, you may wish to try to work out your differences with the company by 
yourself before contacting the Commission staff. 

(3) We require the company to send you a copy of its statements opposing your
proposal before it mails its proxy materials, so that you may bring to our attention any 
materially false or misleading statements, under the following timeframes: 

(i) If our no-action response requires that you make revisions to your proposal or 
supporting statement as a condition to requiring the company to include it in its proxy 
materials, then the company must provide you with a copy of its opposition statements 
no later than 5 calendar days after the company receives a copy of your revised 
proposal; or 

(ii) In all other cases, the company must provide you with a copy of its opposition
statements no later than 30 calendar days before its files definitive copies of its proxy 
statement and form of proxy under §240.14a-6. 



(2) If you are the registered holder of your securities, which means that your
name appears in the company's records as a shareholder, the company can verify your 
eligibilty on its own, although you will stil have to provide the company with a written 
statement that you intend to continue to hold the securities through the date of the 
meeting of shareholders. However, if like many shareholders you are not a registered 
holder, the company likely does not know that you are a shareholder, or how many 
shares you own. In this case, at the time you submit your proposal, you must prove your 
eligibilty to the company in one of two ways: 

(i) The first way is to submit to the company a written statement from the "record"
holder of your securities (usually a broker or bank) verifying that, at the time you 
submitted your proposal, you continuously held the securities for at 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 

(ii) The second way to prove ownership applies only if you have filed a Schedule 
130 (§240.13d-101), Schedule 13G (§240.13d-102), Form 3 (§249.103 of this chapter), 
Form 4 (§249.104 of this chapter) and/or Form 5 (§249.105 of this chapter), or 
amendments to those documents or updated 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, you may demonstrate your eligibilty 
by submitting to the company: 

(A) A copy of the schedule and/or form, and any subsequent amendments
reporting a change in your ownership level; 

(8) Your written statement that you continuously held the required number of
shares for the one-year period as of the date of the statement; and 

(C) Your written statement that you intend to continue ownership of the shares 
through the date of the company's annual or special meeting. 

(c) Question 3: How many proposals may J submit?
Each shareholder may submit no more than one proposal to a company for a 
particular shareholders' meeting. 

(d) Question 4: How long can my proposal be? 

The proposal, including any accompanying supporting statement, may not 
exceed 500 words. 

(e) Question 5: What is the deadline for submitting a proposal? 



(1) If you are submitting your proposal for the company's annual meeting, you
can in most cases find the deadline in last year's proxy statement. However, if the 
company did not hold an annual meeting last year, or has changed the date of its 
meeting for this year more than 30 days from last yeats meeting, you can usually find 
the deadline in one of the company's quarterly reports on Form 10-Q (§249.308a of this 
chapter) or 10-Q58 (§249.308b of 
 this chapter), or in shareholder reports of investment 
companies under §270.30d-1 of this chapter of the Investment Company Act of 1940. In 
order to avoid controversy, shareholders should submit their proposals by means, 
including electronic means, that permit them to prove the date of delivery. 

(2) The deadline is calculated in the following manner if the proposal is submitted
for a regularly scheduled annual meeting. The proposal must be received at the 
company's prinCipal executive offces not less than 120 calendar days before the date of 
the company's proxy statement released to shareholders in connection with the 
previous year's annual meeting. However, if the company did not hold an annual 
meeting the previous year, or if the date of this year's annual meeting has been 
changed by more than 30 days from the date of the previous year's meeting, then the 
deadline is a reasonable time before the company begins to print and mail its proxy 
materials. 

(3) If you are submitting your proposal for a meeting of shareholders other than a
regularly scheduled annual meeting, the deadline is a reasonable time before the 
company begins to print and mail its proxy materials. 

(f) Question 6: What if I fail to follow one of the eligibilty or procedural
requirements explained in answers to Questions 1 through 4 of this section? 

(1) The company may exclude your proposal, but only after it has notified you of
the problem, and you have failed adequately to correct it. Within 14 calendar days of 
receiving your proposal, the company must notify you in writing of any procedural or 
eligibility deficiencies, as well as of the time frame for your response. Your response 
must be postmarked, or transmitted electronically, no later than 14 days from the date 
you received the company's notification. A company need not provide you such notice 
of a deficiency if the deficiency cannot be remedied, such as if you fail to submit a 
proposal by the company's properly determined deadline. If the company intends to 
exclude the proposal, it wil later have to make a submission under §240.14a-8 and 
provide you with a copy under Question 10 below, §240.14a-8(j). 

(2) If you fail in your promise to hold the required number of securities through
the date of the meeting of shareholders, then the company wil be permitted to exclude 
all of your proposals from its proxy materials for any meeting held in the following two 
calendar years. 

(g) Question 7: Who has the burden of persuading the Commission or its
staff that my proposal can be excluded? 



Except as otherwise noted, the burden is on the company to demonstrate that it 
is entitled to exclude a proposal. 

(h) Question 8: Must I appear personally at the shareholders. meeting to
present the proposal? 

(1) Either you, or your representative who is quali~ed under state law to present 
the proposal on your behalf, must attend the meeting to present the proposaL. Whether 
you attend the meeting yourself or send a qualified representative to the meeting in your 
place, you should make sure that you, or your representative, follow the proper state 
law procedures for attending the meeting and/or presenting your proposaL.
 

(2) If the company holds its shareholder meeting in whole or in part via electronic
media, and the company permits you or your representative to present your proposal 
via such media, then you may appear through electronic media rather than traveling to 
the meeting to appear in person. 

(3) If you or your qualified representative fail to appear and present the proposal, 
without good cause, the company wil be permitted to exclude all of your proposals from 
its proxy materials for any meetings held in the following two calendar years. 

(i) Question 9: If l have complied with the procedural requirements, on
what other bases may a company rely to exclude my proposal? 

(1) Improper Under State Law: If the proposal is not a proper subject for action 
by shareholders under the laws of the jurisdiction of the company's Qrganization; 

Note to paragraph (i)(1): Depending on the subject matter, some proposals are 
not considered proper under state law if they would be binding on the company if 
approved by shareholders. In our experience, most proposals that are cast as 
recommendations or requests that the board of directors take specified action are 
proper under state law. Accordingly, we will assume that a proposal drafted as a 
recommendation or suggestion is proper unless the company demonstrates otherwise. 

(2) Violation of Law: If the proposal would, if implemented, cause the company
to violate any state, federal, or foreign law to which it is subject; 
Note to paragraph (i)(2): We will not apply this basis for exclusion to permit exclusion of 
a proposal on grounds that it would violate foreign law if compliance with the foreign law 
would result in a violation of any state or federal law. 

(3) Violation of Proxy Rules: Itthe proposal or supporting statement is contrary 
to any of the Commission's proxy rules, including §240.14a-9, which prohibits materially 
false or misleading statements in proxy soliciting materials; 



Interest: If the proposal relates to the redress of 
a personal claim or grievance against the company or any other person, or if it is 
designed to result in a benefit to you, or to further a personal interest, which is not 

(4) Personal Grievance; Special 


shared by the other shareholders at large; 

(5) Relevance: If the proposal relates to operations which account for less than 5
percent of the company's total assets at the end of its most recent fiscal year, and for 
less than 5 percent of its net earnings and gross sales for its most recent fiscal year, 
and is not otherwise significantly related to the company's business; 

(6) Absence of Power/Authority: If the company would lack the power or
authority to implement the proposal; 

(7) Management Functions: If the proposal deals with a matter relating to the 
company's ordinary business operations; 

(8) Relates to Election: If the proposal relates to an election for memberShip on
the company's board of directors or analogous governing body; 

(9) Conflicts with Company's Proposal: If the proposal directly conflicts with one 
of the company's own proposals to be submitted to shareholders at the same meeting; 
Note to paragraph (i)(9): A company's submission to the Commission under this section 
should specify the points of conflict with the company's proposaL. 

(10) Substantially Implemented: If the company has already substantially 
implemented the proposal; 

(11) Duplication: If the proposal substantially duplicates another proposal
 
previously submitted to the company by another proponent that wil be included in the 
company's proxy materials for the same meeting; 

(12) Resubmissions: If the proposal deals with substantially the same subject
matter as another proposal or proposals that has or have been previously included in 
the company's proxy materials within the preceding 5 calendar years, a company may 
exclude it from its proxy materials for any meeting held within 3 calendar years of the 
last time it was included if the proposal received: 

(i) Less than 3% of the vote if proposed once within the preceding 5 calendar 
years; 

(ii) Less than 6% of the vote on its last submission to shareholders if proposed
twice previously within the preceding 5 calendar years; or 

(ii) Less than 10% of the vote on its last submission to shareholders jf proposed
three times or more previously within the preceding 5 calendar years; and 



(13) Specifc amount of dividends: If the proposal relates to specifc amounts of 
cash or stock dividends. 

ü) Question 10: What procedures must the company follow if it intends to
exclude my proposal? 

(1) If the company intends to exclude a proposal from its proxy materials, it must 
file its reasons with the Commission no later than 80 calendar days before it files its 
definitive proxy statement and form of proxy with the Commission. The company must 
simultaneously provide you with a copy of its submission. The Commission staff may 
permit the company to make its submission later than 80 days before the company files 
its definitive proxy statement and form of proxy, if the company demonstrates good 
cause for missing the deadline. 

(2) The company must file six paper copies of the following: 

(i) The proposal; 

(ii) An explanation of why the company believes that it may exclude the proposal,
which should, if possible, refer to the most recent applicable authority, such as prior 
Division letters issued under the rule; and 

(ii) A supporting opinion of counsel when such reasons are based on matters of 
state or foreign law. 

(k) Question 11: May i submit my own statement to the Commission

responding to the company's arguments? 

Yes, you may submit a response, but it is not required. You should try to submit 
any response to us, with a copy to the company, as soon as possible after 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 paper copies of 
your response. 

(I) Question 12: If the company includes my shareholder proposal in its
proxy materials, what information about me must it include along with the 
proposal itself? 

(1) The company's proxy statement must include your name and address, as well 
as the number of the company's voting securities that you hold. However, instead of 
providing that information, the company may instead include a statement that it wil 
provide the information to shareholders promptly upon receiving an oral or written 
request. 

(2) The company is not responsible for the contents of your proposal or 
supporting statement. 
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RECEIVED 

DEe 2 2 2008
 

S.M.DERKCZ 

VIA FACSIMILE: 972-4-1505
 

Mr. David G. Henry 
Section Head, Shareholder Relations 
Exxon Mobil Corporation 
5959 Las Carinas Blvd. 
lMng, TX 75039
 

Dear Mr. Henry: 

Regarding the proposal concerning community environmental impact, which i have co
filed on behalf of the Church Pension Fund for the 2009 Exon Mobil Corporation 
Annual Meeting of Shareholders, I designate Ms. Margareth de Bellaistre as the lead 
filer to act on my behalf for all purposes in connection with this proposal. The lead filer 
is specificalJy authorized to engage in discussions with the company concerning the 
proposal and to agree on modifcations or a withdrawal of the proposal on my behalf. rn 
addition, I authorize ExonMobii and the Securities and Exchange Commission to 
communicate solely with the above named lead filer as representative of the filer group 
in connection wíth any no-acton letter' 
 or other correspondence. 

Sincerely, 
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December 31, 2008 

Re: Exxon Mobil Corp 

To Whom It May Concern 

As custodian for The Church Pension Fund, The Northern Trust Company veries tht 
The Church Pension Fund as of 
 Deember 8,2008, own, and has continuously held, at 
least $2,00 in maet value of Exxon Mobil common stock for at lea one ye from 
suh dae. 

If you have any questions concernng th maer, pleas do not hestate to contat me at
 

312-630-8091. 

Sincerely. 

~4J 
Robert T. Johnson 
Senior Vice Preident 




