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March 19, 2004

James Earl Parsons

Counsel . ‘ Act: jqw

Exxon Mobil Corporation Section:
5959 LLas Colinas Boulevard R lc .lon. TS
Irving, TX 75039-2298 ule: =
Public P / /
Re:  Exxon Mobil Corporation Availability: __2 . { @, J 00y

Incoming letter dated January 22, 2004
Dear Mr. Parsons:

This is in response to your letters dated January 22, 2004, February 3,2004 and
March 11, 2004 concerning the shareholder proposal submitted to ExxonMobil by the
Christian Brothers Investment Services. We also have received a letter on the
proponent’s behalf dated March 5, 2004. Our response is attached to the enclosed
photocopy of your correspondence. By doing this, we avoid having to recite or
summarize the facts set forth in the correspondence. Copies ofall of the correspondence
also will be provided to the proponent.

In connection with this matter, your attention is directed to the enclosure, which

sets forth a brief discussion of the Division’s informal procedures regarding shareholder
proposals.

WOCESSES / Wfincerely% /m

9 00
AR ¢ Martin P. Dunn
MN Deputy Director

Enclosures

cce: John K.S. Wilson
Assistant Director for Socially Responsible Investing
Christian Brothers Investment Services, Inc.
90 Park Avenue, 29th Floor
New York, NY 10016-1301




Exxon Mobhil Corporation . James Earl Parsons
5959 Las Colinas Boulevard Counsel

Irving, Texas 75039-2298

972 444 1478 Telephone

972 444 1432 [Facsimile

james.e.parsoris @ exxonmobil.com

January 22, 2004

VIA Network Courier

U. S. Securities and Exchange Commission &
Division of Corporation Finance R
Office of Chief Counsel R
450 Fifth Street, NW. T Ik
Washington, DC 20549 e D

RE:  Securities Exchange Act of 1934 -- Section 14(a); Rule 14a-8
Omission of Shareholder Proposal Regarding Climate Change Data

Gentlemen and Ladies:

Enclosed as Exhibit 1 are copies of correspondence between the Christian Brothers
Investment Services, Inc. and Exxon Mobil Corporation regarding a shareholder proposal for
ExxonMobil's upcoming annual meeting. Exhibit 1 also includes copies of correspondence
between a number of "co-sponsors” of the proposal and ExxonMobil. 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.

Proposal has been substantially implemented.

The proposal requests that the Board of Directors make available to shareholders all
research data relevant to ExxonMobil's stated position on the science of climate change.

As discussed elsewhere in this letter, the specific wording of the proposal is inappropriate
and would in fact be impossible to carry out. However, the underlying concern of this proposal -
- a request for more information on the company's views, actions, and plans regarding climate
change -- is similar to other proposals ExxonMobil has received, in particular the proposal
regarding a climate change report submitted by the Sisters of St. Dominic of Caldwell, New
Jersey (the "Sisters of St. Dominic Proposal"). Like the Sisters of St. Dominic proposal, this
proposal has (to the extent it makes a legitimate request of the company) been substantially
implemenred.
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Opver the past years, we have communicated with shareholders on the topic of climate
change through a number of venues, including our Corporate Citizenship Report, Summary
Annual Report, proxy statement, executive speeches, Op-Eds, and presentations at the annual
shareholders' meeting. However, communication is an ongoing process. We are currently
finalizing a new Report on Energy Trends, Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Alternative Energy.
The Report will provide a comprehensive update to our shareholders and to the general public on
several related issues including the topic of the proposal.

Climate change and climate change science are addressed primarily in a section of the
report entitled "Addressing Greenhouse Gas Emissions." The Report includes a clear statement
of the company's position on climate science:

"ExxonMobil recognizes that although scientific evidence remains inconclusive, the
potential impacts of greenhouse gas emissions on society and ecosystems may prove to
be significant. To address these risks, we have for many years taken actions to improve
efficiency and reduce emissions in our operations and in customer use of our products.
We are also working with the scientific and business communities to undertake research
to create economically competitive and affordable future options to reduce long-term
global emissions."

The Report includes discussion of the scientific complexity of understanding climate and a page
of references, including references to scientific literature, for readers who wish to explore these
topics further. The Report also explains in detail the purposes of the Global Climate Energy
Project to which the company has committed to contribute $100 million and other climate-
related research sponsored by the company.

The Board's Public Issues Committee, which consists solely of independent directors, is
scheduled to conduct a final review and approval of the Report at the Committee's meeting on
January 27, 2004. Because our Board did not meet in December the January 27 meeting is the
earliest opportunity for the Report to be finalized. Based on the expected filing date of the
definitive proxy material for our 2004 annual meeting, the Rule 14a-8(j) deadline is January 25.
In order to meet that deadline, we are filing this letter prior to finalization of the Report. We will
supplement this letter with a copy of the Report as approved by the Public Issues Committee as
promptly as possible after the Committee's meeting on January 27, and will at the same time
provide copies of the Report to the proponent and each co-sponsor. The final Report will also be
posted on our website at www.exxonmobil.com and will be available to any shareholder free of
charge on request.

This particular proposal is worded as a request for scientific data beyond the level of
detail that could be included in the Report. However, like the separate Sisters of St. Dominic
proposal discussed in a separate letter to the staff also being filed today, the proposal is
fundamentally a request for more information on the subject of climate change as it relates to
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ExxonMobil'.. The Report, which will be published well in advance of the 2005 annual meeting
deadline specified in the proposal, substantially implements that request and the proposal may
therefore be omitted from the proxy material for our 2004 annual meeting under Rule 14a-

8(1)(10).

Proposal relates to ExxonMobil's ordinary business operations.

We recognize that climate change is an important public policy issue. In the words of our
Report, ""[w]e are fully aware of the broad public and official interest in this topic ...." As such,
shareholders are entitled to know ExxonMobil's views on the issue and to have those views
explained. The Report does so. In particular, the Report clearly articulates the Board's position
on climate change science and provides shareholders with such additional supporting
information as the company deems appropriate.

To the extent the proposal requests not a statement of the Board's views and rationale on
a significant policy question but a specific level of backup data, the proposal deals not with a
public policy question on which a shareholder proposal may properly be made but with ordinary
business decisions (i.e., the amount of research data to be provided in connection with statements
of the company's position on a current issue). Determining the amount of research data that is
appropriate to provide in support of company statements is a decision to be made by
management in developing those communications and is not a proper subject for a shareholder
proposal. $ee Dominion Resources, Inc. (available October 7, 1997) (permitting omission of a
proposal relating to presentation of disclosure in reports to shareholders). The proposal can
therefore bz omitted under Rule 14a-8(i)(7).?

ExxonMobil lacks the power to implement the proposal.

As discussed above, what we understand to be the underlying concern of the proposal has
been addressed. However, the specific wording of the proposal calling for ExxonMobil to make
available to shareholders "all research data relevant to ExxonMobil's stated position on the
science of climate change" would be impossible to implement. ExxonMobil's stated position,
quoted above from the Report, is that the scientific evidence remains inconclusive (although, as
we also state, we do not view lack of certainty as a basis for inaction). To make available to
shareholders "all research data relevant" to a statement that the scientific evidence remains
inconclusive would amount to making available to shareholders all research data in a major field
of science.

! Of relevance to this analysis is the recent staff letter to General Motors Corporation (available April 4, 2002). In
that letter the staff concluded that, in the context of Rule 14a-8(i)(12), a proposal focusing on detailed scientific
measurements related to climate change was substantially the same as an earlier proposal requesting a report on the
impact of climate change on company operations.

? Even where a proposal raises significant policy issues, where a portion of the proposal also relates to ordinary
business the zntire proposal may be excluded. See Wal-Mart Stores, Inc. (available March 15, 1999) and Associated
Estates Realty Corporation (available March 23, 2000).
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All relevant data would include vast numbers of books, articles, reports, presentations,
website postings, speeches, and interviews issued by universities, think tanks, national
laboratories, individual scientists, and other private, governmental, and intergovernmental
institutions around the world.> New material is issued daily. Over the past several years, the
U.S. Federal government alone has spent roughly two billion dollars per year supporting
scientific research on climate change. Moreover, the proposal goes beyond an already
impossible request for all research results by requesting "all research data." All research data
relevant to climate science would include, at a minimum, every reading from every weather
station in the world.

In short, the scope of the proposal as written is far beyond the practical power of the
company to carry out and we therefore believe the proposal may be omitted under Rule 14a-

8()(6)."

For the staff's information, a total of 18 shareholder proposals were submitted to
ExxonMobil this year. Depending on the outcome of ongoing dialogue with various proponents,
we expect to submit between eight and 10 no-action letter requests. ExxonMobil will only
submit letters where we believe good grounds for omission of the proposal in its entirety exist.
Accordingly, we have elected not to submit letters this year seeking edits or deletion of particular
false or misleading statements that may be contained in the supporting statements for shareholder
proposals. We will instead address those issues to the extent necessary in our proxy statement
responses.

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

Please file-stamp the enclosed copy of this letter and return it to me in the enclosed self-
addressed postage-paid envelope. In accordance with SEC rules, I also enclose five additional
copies of this letter and the enclosures. A copy of this letter and the enclosures is being sent to
the proposal sponsor and to each co-sponsor.

Sincerely,

J ames Earl Parsons

JEP/dl
Enclosures

* A recent Google search under the terms "climate science" and "climate change" yielded approximately four million
references for each.

* Note also that much of the information called for by the proposal would constitute intellectual property which the
company would have no legal right to re-publish without the agreement of each data owner.
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cc w/enc:

Mr. John K. S. Wilson

Assistant Director for Socially Responsible Investing
Christian Brothers Investment Services, Inc.

90 Park Avenue, 29" Floor

New York, NY 10016-1301

Sister Dolores Bourquin, H.M.
Sisters of the Humility of Mary
Villa Maria Community Center
Villa Maria, PA 16155

Ms. Valerie Heinonen, 0.s.u.

Consultant, Corporate Social Responsibility
Mercy Investment Program

205 Avenue C, #10E

New York, NY 10009

Reverend Joseph P. La Mar, MM
Assistant Treasurer

Maryknoll Fathers and Brothers
55 Ryder Road

Ossining, NY 10562

Sister Madonna Sangalli (withdrew)
Trustee

Providence Trust

515 Southwest 24" Street

San Antonio, TX 78207-4619

Sister Mary Ann Tiemey, SC

Chief Financial Officer

The Passionists Province Pastoral Center
526 Monastery Place

Union City, NY 07087




C B I S Christian Brothers
Investment Services, Inc.

90 Park Avenue
29th Floor

New York, NY
10016-1301

Tel: 212-490-0800
Fax: 212-490-6092
(800) 592-8890

+ 1200 Jorie Boulevard
' Suite 210

[ Oak Brook, 1L
60523-2262

) Tel: 630-571-2182
Fax: 630-571-2723
{800) 321-7194

2000 Powell Street
Suite 1200

Emeryville, CA 94608
Tel: 510-644-2247
Fax: 510-644-2121
(300) 754-8177

EXHIBIT 1

RECEIVED BY
OFFICE OF THE CHAIRMAN

DEC 0 8 2003

s
Routed for Action to: P/f ‘ ]
Informational Copy to:

DEC 0 9 2003

December 4, 2003

Mr. Lee R. Raymond r nﬂ/’/?
Chairman of the Board

ExxonMobil

5959 Las Colinas Boulevard

Irving, TX 75039-2298

RE:  Agenda Item for 2004 Anpual Shareholder Meeting
Dear Mr. Raymond:

Please include the enclosed proposal in the Company's Proxy Statement and Form of
Proxy relating to the 2004 Annual Meeting of Stockholders of ExxonMobil. A
representative of Christian Brothers Investment Services, Inc. (CBIS) will present this
resolution to the assembled stockholders.

Also enclosed is certification from our Custodian, Mellon Bank, of our long position of
324,774 shares and the fulfillment of the market value amount and time requirements of
SEC Rule 14a-8. CBIS intends to fulfill all requirements of Rule 14a-8, including holding
the requisite amount of equity through the date of the 2004 Meeting.

It is our understanding that this resolution may also be filed by the Sisters of the Humility
of Mary, Maryknoll Fathers & Brothers and possibly by others. Therefore, we are not
submitting a separate proposal but are co-sponsoring this resolution with these groups.
The undersigned representative of CBIS has been designated the lead filer and primary
contact on this matter.

Sincerely yours,

John K.S. Wilson
Assistant Director for Socially Responsible Investing

cc: Patrick T. Mulva, Secretary, Exxon Mobil
Pat Daly, Sisters of Saint Dominic of Caldwell

Mike Crosby, Midwest Capuchins SHAREHOLDER RELATIONS

DEC 6 9 2003
NO. OF SHARES___ O —

Web site: www.chisonline.com ~ DISTRIBUTION: PTiv; WyW; DGH:

The offering and sales of
securities is made exclusively
through CBIS Financial Services,
Inc. a subsidiary of CBIS. @

SMD; FLR; REG; JEP; LKB.




Exxon Mobil — Disclosure of Climate Change Data

Whereas:

Corporations have a social responsibility to create value for shareholders and benefits for
society. However, companies acting to maximize shareholder value may in the course of
business impose costs on the public, including environmental degradation and climate
change. It is in the long-term interest of society to minimize these “externalities,” partly
because they may hamper economic growth.

Government 1s responsible for creating standards for business conduct that will ensure
respect for the environment and the public welfare. It is in the interest of shareholders for
companies to act within a legal and regulatory framework that is consistent, predictable
and effective.

Effective policymaking requires the best possible information. Without the cooperation
of business, policymakers may lack crucial information that may impact the quality of
regulation. Companies have a responsibility to be as transparent as possible in providing
information to the public and the government.

Whereas:

The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), the international body of

experts charged with climate change research, stated in its 2001 Third Assessment

Report: _
“There is new and stronger evidence that most of the warming observed over the
last 50 years is attributable to human activity...Human influences will continue to
change atmospheric composition throughout the 21% century.”

The study describes climate impacts, such as higher global temperatures and increased
precipitation, as “very likely.”

The National Academy of Sciences (NAS) concurs:
“The degree of confidence in the IPCC assessment is higher today than it was 10,
or even five years ago...there is general agreement that the observed warming is
real and particularly strong within the past 20 years.”

Exxon Mobil has funded scientific studies and made public statements regarding the
science of climate change that appear to conflict with these conclusions. According to
the June 2002 edition of Exxon Mobil Perspectives:
“There continue to be substantial and well-documented gaps in climate science.
These gaps hmit scientists’ ability to assess the extent of any human influence on
climate...” '




Whereas:

A worldwide movement towards greater regulation to mitigate climate change has
resulted from IPCC reports. Consistent with its own position, Exxon Mobil opposes most
such regulation. Yet, it has not released primary research or an analysis of data
supporting its conclusions. The lack of such information prevents shareholders,
policymakers, and the public from being able to make decisions based on the facts the
company claims to have.

Resolved: That, by the 2005 annual shareholder meeting, the Board of Directors make
available to sharcholders all research data relevant to ExxonMobil’s stated position on the
science of climate change, omitting proprietary information and at reasonable cost.

Supporting Statement:
These data should:

1. Explain the specific differences between the company’s position and that of the
JPCC and NAS.

2. Describe company claims about ‘gaps in climate science.’

3. Project the estimated costs of mitigating climate change compared to the costs of
failing to do so.

4. Discuss all relevant peer reviewed research data leading to the company’s
conclusions, including data that do not support the company’s position.




@ Melion Mellon Global Securities Services

November 10, 2003

ExxonMobil Corporation
5959 Las Colinas Blvd.
Irving, TX 75039

To Whom It May Concern:

As of the date of this letter, Mellon Bank, N. A, is custodian of 324,774 shares of ExxonMobil
Corporation for Christian Brothers Investment Services, Inc. Christian Brothers Investment
Services, Inc., is a beneficial owner, as defined in Rule 13d-3 of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934, of at least $2,000.00 of market value of ExxonMobil Corporation and has held this position
for at least twelve months prior to the date of this letter.

Sincerely,
Sharyn R. McGill

Assistant Vice President
Mellon Bank, N. A.

500 Grant Street * Pittsburgh, PA 15258-0001

A Mellon Financial Company.””

EE—————————— T




86TC-6£05L XL ‘Sutayg

pleas|nog seurjor) sery 56¢

[IQOJAJUOX XY
pleoq ay) Jo uewwreyn)
@COE%NM A9 AN

2T0T b<4hS SO00 DEOZ 2002

[

1l

10€1-91001
AN 104 MBN

10014 Yl6{
SNUBAY I8 06

UL 'SINAIRG JUAWISIAU]
s1ay101g UTHsLUYD) mHmU




Exxon Mobil Corporation Patrick T. Mulva
5959 Las Colinas Boulevard ] Vice President, Investor Relations
Irving, Texas 75039-2298 and Secretary

Ex¢onMobil

December 11, 2003

VIA UP'5 - OVERNIGHT DELIVERY

Mr. John K. S. Wilson

Assistant Director for Socially Responsible Investing
Christian Brothers Investment Services, Inc.

90 Park Avenue, 29" Floor

New York, NY 10016-1301

Dear Mr. Wilson:

This will acknowledge receipt of the proposal concerning a climate science report, which
you have submitted on behalf of the Christian Brothers Investment Services, Inc. in
connection with ExxonMobil's 2004 annual meeting of shareholders.

Rule 14a-8(b)(1) (copy enclosed) requires that, in order to be eligible to submit a
proposal, you must have continuously held at least $2,000 in market value of the
compary's securities entitled to vote at the meeting for at least one year by the date you
submit a proposal. Your proposal was received in our office on December 8, 2003. The
letter you enclosed from Mellon Global Securities Services is dated November 10 and
therefore fails to demonstrate your eligibility as required by Rule 14a-8(b)(2)(i). Also,
the verification of ownership must be submitted by the record holder of the securities.
The letter enclosed with your submission only states that Mellon Bank is the custodian
of your shares. Your response adequately correcting these problems must be
postmarked, or transmitted electronically, to us no later than 14 days from the
date you receive this notification.

You should note that, if your proposat is not withdrawn or excluded, you or a
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.

Sincerely,

T e DA

Enclosure




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 |
demonstrate to the company that | 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.




(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
eligibility on its own, although you will still have to provide the company with a written
statement that you intend to continue to hold the securities through the 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:

(iy 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

(iiy The second way to prove ownership applies only if you have filed a Schedule
13D (§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 eligibility

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,

(B) 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 | submit?
Each shareholder may submit no more than one proposal to a company for a
particular shareholders' meeting.

(d) Question 4: How fong 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 year's meeting, you can usually find
the deadlline in one of the company's quarterly reports on Form 10-Q (§249.308a of this
chapter) or 10-QSB (§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 offices 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.

(1) Question 6: What if | fail to follow one of the eligibility 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 proposat, 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 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) i 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 exciude
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 | 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 will 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 | have complied with the procedural requirements, on
what other bases may a company rely to excilude 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 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: 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;




(4) Personal Grievance; Special 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
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 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;

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

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




(13) Specific amount of dividends: If the proposal relates to specific 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:
() The proposal;

(i) 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

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

(k) Question 11: May | 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 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.




() Question 13: What can | do if the company includes in its proxy
statement reasons why it believes shareholders should not vote in favor of my
proposal, and | 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

(i) 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.
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JAN ¢ 8 200

C B I S Christan Brothers
Investment Services. Inc. pé (L/
January 7, 2004

Patrick Mulva

Vice President, Investor Relations
& Secretary

Exxon Mobil Corporation

5959 Las Colinas Boulevard
Irving, TX 75039

Dear Mr. Mulva:

The attached letter clarifies previous submissions from CBIS as to our status as
shareholders of Exxon Mobil and eligibility to file a shareholder proposal.

Upon further review of your December 12 letter, it appears that you would prefer that we
call Mellon Bank our “holder of record” rather than our “custodian” for purposes of
compliance with rule 14 a-8. The attachment clarifies this relationship. Moreover, we
have changed the date of our hold verification memo to address your request that we
prove ownership on the date you received our submission. I have also asked the co-filers
to take steps to comply with your various requests of them.

I am confident that both the original submission dated December 4 and the updated
December 12 letter are sufficient to comply with SEC rules regarding these matters. The

90 Park Avenue format of the submission does not differ from that accepted by Exxon Mobil and other
29th Floor companies, as well as the SEC, over the years.

New York, NY

10016-1301 We continue to urge management to seek a negotiated resolution of its differences with

Tel: 212-490-0800
Fax: 212-490-6092
(800) 592-8890

its shareholders. If your goal is to limit the shareholder resolutions on your ballot, this
approach would maximize the likelihood of the withdrawal of our proposals. While the
company’s recent willingness to engage in dialogue and provide written answers to

1200 Jorle Boulevard  quiestions has been encouraging, your current approach to receiving shareholder

Suite 210 ~ resolutions appears to be a retreat from these improvements.
Oak Brook, IL

60523-2262
Tel: 630-571-2182
fax: 630-571-2723

Please contact me with any additional questions.

(800) 321-7194 Sincerely,
\('

2000 Powell Street L}

Suite 1200

i
Emeryville, CA 94608 .
Tel: 5106442247 J0hn K.S. Wilson

fax: 5106442121 Director — Socially Responsible Investing

(800) 754-8177 JAN 0 9 2004

Web site: www.cbisonline.com

SHAREHOLDER RELATIONS

The offering and sales of NO. OF SHARES
s:curil;esciss made ex_cIlusively DISTRI BUTION: PTM; WYW;DGH;
:n?:gsubsilisgail\,/nz';ggiSs.eg'ceSl SMD; FLR; REG; JEP;LKB' .




@ Mellon Mellon Globa! Securities Services

Deacember 8, 2003

ExxonMobil Corporation
5959 Las Colinas Blvd.
Irving, TX 75039

To Whom It May Concern:

As of the date of this letter, Mellon Bank, N. A., is custodian and holder of record of 324,774
shares of ExxonMobil Corporation for Christian Brothers Investment Services, Inc. Christian
Brothers Investment Services, Inc., is a beneficial owner, as defined in Rule 13d-3 of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934, of at least $2,000.00 of market value of ExxonMobil
Corporation and has held this position for at least twelve months prior to the date of this letter.

Sincerely,

Sharyn R W¥cGill
Assistant Vice President
Mellon Bank, N. A.

500 Grant Street » Pittsburgh, PA 15258-0001

A Mellon Financial Company.™




90 Park Avenue
29th Floor

New York, NY
10016-1301

Tel: 212-490-0800
Fax: 212-490-6092
(800) 592-8890

1200 Jorie Boulevard
Suite 210

QOak Brook, IL
60523-2262

Tel: 630-571-2182
Fax: 630-571-2723
{800) 321-7194

2000 Powell Street
Suite 1200

Emeryville, CA 94608

Tel: 510-644-2247
Fax: 510-644-2121
(800) 754-8177

Christian Brothers
Investment Services, Inc.

DEC 1 6 2003

R T MU\_\IP\
December 12, 2003

Patrick T. Mulva

Vice President, Investor Relations
& Secretary

Exxon Mobil Corporation

5959 Las Colinas Boulevard
Irving, Texas 75039-2298

Dear Mr. Mulva:

I received your letter dated December 11, 2003 regarding our submission of a
shareholder resolution regarding a climate science report. You requested that we
provide a verification of holdings as of December 8th, the date of our submission.
In our original submission we provided verification of holdings as of November
10, 2003 and indicated our intention to maintain a sufficient level of holdings
through the annual meeting date. In common practice, this is considered sufficient
to comply with rule 14a-8. I will refer your request to our attorney for further

review.

In the meantime, as a good faith effort, I have enclosed an updated letter from our
custodian verifying our holdings as of the date of submission.

We look forward to the opportunity to discuss the substance of the proposal.

Sincerely,

John K.S. Wilson

SHAREHOLDER RELATIONS

Web site: www.cbisonline.com

The offering and sales of
securities is made exclusively
through CBIS Financial Services,
Inc. a subsidiary of CBIS. &

BEC 1 6 2003

NO. OF SHARES
DISTRIBUTION: PTM; WYW; DGH;
SMD; FLR; REG; JEP; LKB.




@ Mellon Mellon Global Securities Services

December 4, 2003

ExxonMobil Corporation
5959 Las Colinas Blvd.
Irving, TX 75039

To Whom It May Concern:

As of the date of this letter, Mellon Bank, N. A., is custodian of 324,774 shares of ExxonMobil
Corporation for Christian Brothers Investment Services, Inc. Christian Brothers Investment
Services, Inc., is a beneficial owner, as defined in Rule 13d-3 of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934, of at least $2,000.00 of market value of ExxonMobil Corporation and has held this position
for at least twelve months prior to the date of this letter.

Sl ncerely,

Sharyn . McGill
Assistant Vice President
Melion Bank, N. A.

500 Grant Street » Pittsburgh, PA 15258-0001

A Mellon Financial Company.™
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December7,2003 Sisters of the Humility of Mary

DEC 1 1 2003

4

AT muwR

Mr. .Le:e R. Raymond RECEIVED BY
Chairman qf the Board OFFICE OF THE CHAIRMAN
ExxonMobil :
5959 Las Colinas Boulevard DEC 11 7003
Irving, TX 75039-2298 -

Routed for Action to:__}‘_}.j_ﬁ:’__—
RE: agenda item for 2004 Annual Shareholder Meeting Informational Copy to:

Dear Mr. Raymond:

Please include the enclosed proposal in the Company’s Proxy Statement of ExxonMobil.
A representative of Christian Brothers Investment Services, Inc (CBIS) will present this
“resolution to the assembled stockholders.

We, The Sisters of the Humility of Mary of Villa Maria, Pa, are joining with others,
especially with the Christian Brothers and the Maryknoll Fathers and Brothers in
presenting this proposal. We are also very concerned about the problem of climate
change and its harmful results to the environment.

You will find a letter enclosed to our Chief Financial Officer, Mr. Peter Lauer, from
Alliance Capital verifying our investment in Exxon Mobil shares. We intend to continue
to hold our shares for the present '

Sincerely yours,

Sister Dolores Bourquin,H.M.
2831 Morewood Rd. #103
Fairlawn, Ohio 44333
Sister Dolores Bourquin, H-M.
Sisters of the Humility of Mary

Cc:Patrick T. Mulva, Secretary, ExxonMobil

John K. S. Wilson, Christian Brothers SHARE
Pat Daly, Sisters of Saint Dominic of Caldwell HOLDER RELATIONS
DEC 11 2003
NO. OF SHARE

DISTRIBUTION: PTH
: ; WYW: DGH:
SMD; FLR; REG; JEP; LKg

Villa Maria Community Center ~ Villa Maria, Pennsylvania 16155
pbone 724 964 8861 fax 724 964 8082




Exxon Mobil —- Disclosure of Climate Change Data
Whereas:

Corporations have a social responsibility to create value for shareholders and benefits for
society. However, companies acting to maximize shareholder value may in the course of
business impose costs on the public, including environmental degradation and climate
change. It is in the long-term interest of society to minimize these “externalities,” partly
because they may hamper economic growth.

Government is responsible for creating standards for business conduct that will ensure
respect for the environment and the public welfare. It is in the interest of shareholders for
companies to act within a legal and regulatory framework that is consistent, predictable
and efiective.

Effective policymaking requires the best possible information. Without the cooperation
of business, policymakers may lack crucial information that may impact the quality of
regulation. Companies have a responsibility to be as transparent as possible in providing
information to the public and the government.

Whereas:

The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), the international body of
experts charged with climate change research, stated in its 2001 Third Assessment
Report:
“There is new and stronger evidence that most of the warming observed over the
last 50 years is attributable to human activity... Human influences will continue to
change atmospheric composition throughout the 21% century.”

The study describes climate impacts, such as higher global temperatures and increased
precipitation, as “very likely.”

The National Academy of Sciences (NAS) concurs:
“The degree of confidence in the IPCC assessment is higher today than it was 10,
or even five years ago...there is general agreement that the observed warming is
- real and particularly strong within the past 20 years.”

Exxon Mobil has funded scientific studies and made public statements regarding the
science of climate change that appear to conflict with these conclusions. According to
the June 2002 edition of Exxon Mobil Perspectives:
“There continue to be substantial and well-documented gaps in climate science.
These gaps limit scientists’ ability to assess the extent of any human influence on
climate...”




Whereas:

A worldwide movement towards greater regulation to mitigate climate change has
resulted from IPCC reports. Consistent with its own position, Exxon Mobil opposes most
such regulation. Yet, it has not released primary research or an analysis of data
supporting its conclusions. The lack of such information prevents shareholders,
policymakers, and the public from being able to make decisions based on the facts the
company claims to have.

Resolved: That, by the 2005 annual shareholder meeting, the Board of Directors make
available to shareholders all research data relevant to ExxonMobil’s stated position on the
science of climate change, omitting proprietary information and at reasonable cost.

Supporting Statement:
These data should:

1. Explain the specific differences between the company’s position and that of the
IPCC and NAS.

2. Describe company claims about ‘gaps in climate science.’

Project the estimated costs of mitigating climate change compared to the costs of

failing to do so.

4. Discuss all relevant peer reviewed research data leading to the company’s
conclusions, including data that do not support the company’s position.

w




Alliance Capital
Management Corporation
. 3201 Enterprise Pkwy, Suite 240
Cleveland, OH 44122
Tel: (216) 831-6330

AllianceCapital

November 3, 2003

Mr. Peter Lauer

Sisters of the Humility of Mary
Villa Maria Community Center
Villa Maria, PA 16155

Dear Peter:

This letter is in response to your request for information of stock ownership for
Exxon Mobil. The Sisters of the Humility of Mary Shareholders Resolution account
currently holds 110 shares of Exxon Mobil. Below is the information requested:

Stock Shares Date of Acquisition Total Market Value*
Exxon Mobil 100 10/26/99 $3658.00
Exxon Mobil 10 12/01/99 365.80

110 $4023.80

* Price as of October 31, 2003.
Thank you and please let me know if you need any further information.

Sincerely,

Michelle Cooper

Assistant to Sarah M. Dimling

/mlc




EXXON WOl vorporation
Investor Relations

5959 Las Colinas Boulevard
Irving, Texas 75039

Ex¢onMobil

December 12, 2003

Sister Dolores Bourguin, H.M.
Sisters of the Humility of Mary
Villa Maria Community Center
Villa Maria, PA 16155

Dear Sister Dolores Bourquin:

This will acknowledge receipt of your letter indicating that you wish to co-file on behalf of
the Sisters of the Humility of Mary of Villa Maria, Pennsylvania the proposal submitted
by Mr. John K. S. Wilson for Christian Brothers Investment Services, Inc. concerning a
climate science report in connection with ExxonMobil's 2004 annual meeting of
shareholders. By copy of a letter from Alliance Capital, share ownership has been
verified.

Since the proxy rules do not address co-filing of proposals, we will assume that
Christian Brothers Investment Services, Inc. will be the sponsor of this proposal.
Attached is a copy of our letter to Mr. John K. S. Wilson acknowledging receipt of this

proposal.
Sincerely,

Y

David G. Henry
Section Head
Shareholder Relations

c: Mr. John K. S. Wilson
Christian Brothers Investment Services, Inc.

Attachment




exxon Mobil Corporation
Investor Relations

5859 Las Colinas Boulevard
Irving, Texas 75039

ExxonMobil

December 19, 2003

VIA UPS - OVERNIGHT DELIVERY

Sister Dolores Bourquin, H.M.
Sisters of the Humility of Mary
Villa Maria Community Center
Villa Maria, PA 16155

Dear Sister Dolores Bourquin:

Since sending our letter of acknowledgment dated December 12, 2003, it has come to our attention
that, in fact, you have not adequately verified your eI|g|b|hty to act as co-filer of the proposal
concerning climate science.

Rule 14a-8 (copy enclosed) provides that, in order to be eligible to submit a shareholder proposal,
you must have continuously held at least $2,000 in market value of the company's securities
entitled to be voted on the proposal for at least one year by the date you submit the proposal. In
the case of beneficial ownership, eligibility can be verified by a statement from the record holder of
your securities (usually a broker or bank). See generally Rule 14a-8(b) (Question 2).

There are a number of deficiencies in the proof of eligibility you have submitted. First, the letter
from Alliance Capital is dated November 3, 2003, and therefore does not establish your ownership
of a qualifying amount of securities as of the date you submitted your proposal (which we received
on December 11, 2003). Second, the letter from Alliance Capital indicates the dates you acquired
ExxonMcbil shares, but does not state that you have continuously owned such shares through the
date of your submission. Third, the proof of ownership must be submitted by the record holder of
your shares. The records of our transfer agent do not indicate that Alliance Capital Management
Corporation is a record holder of ExxonMobil stock. Finally, you must provide the company with a
written statement that you intend to continue to hold the securities through the date of the meeting
of shareholders. Your letter only states that you intend to continue to hold shares "for the present.”

Your“respo‘nse adequately correcting all of the above noted problems must be postmarked
or transmitted electronically to us no later than 14 days from the date you receive this letter.
We apologize for any confusion caused by our prior correspondence on this topic.

Sincerely,

=
David G. Henry
Section Head
Shareholder Relations

c: Mr. John K. S. Wilson
Christian Brothers Investment Services, Inc.

Enclosurs




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 |
demonstrate to the company that | 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.




(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
eligibility on its own, although you will still have to provide the company with a written
statement that you intend to continue to hold the securities through the 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 cf 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

(il The second way to prove ownership applies only if you have filed a Schedule
13D (§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 eligibility
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;

(B) 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 | submit?
Each shareholder may submit no more than one proposal to a company for a
particular shareholders' meeting.

(cl) 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 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-QSB (§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 offices 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 | fail to follow one of the eligibility 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 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 | 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 will 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 | 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 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: 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;




(4) Personal Grievance; Special 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
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;

(V) 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 will be included in the
company's proxy materials for the same meeting;

(12) Resubmissions: |f 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;

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

(i) 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
simultanesously 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;

(i) 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

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

(k) Question 11: May | submit my own statement to the Commission
responcling 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 rnaterials, 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 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.




(m) Question 13: What can | do if the company includes in its proxy
statement reasons why it believes shareholders should not vote in favor of my
proposal, and | 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
materiaily 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.
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Valerie Heinonen, o.s.u., Consultant, Corporate Social Responsibility
205 Avenue C, #10E ~ New York, NY 10009
Telephone and Fax 212-674-2542 ~ E-mail heinonenv@juno.com

FCEVEDBY |
OFFICE OF THE CH ATRMAN

DEC 0 9 2003

December 3, 2003

Lee Raymond, CEO ”M
ExxonMobil Corporation Routed for ACtion o BT
5959 Las Colinas Boulevard Informational Copy 10} —————

Irving, T 75039-2298
Dear Mr. Raymond:

On behalf of the Mercy Investment Program, I am authorized to submit the following resolution,
which asks that the Board of Directors make available to shareholders all research data relevant to
ExxonMobil’s stated position on the science of climate change, for inclusion in the 2004 proxy
statement under Rule 14 a-8 of the General Rules and Regulations of the Securities Exchange Act
of 1934. The Mercy Investment Program is cosponsoring this resolution with the Christian Brothers
Investmerit Service and others associated with the Interfaith Center on Corporate Responsibility.

Many of MIP’s participants are engaged in a variety of activities related to the environment.
Because they are institutions of Sisters of Mercy or sponsored ministries of the Sisters, they have
been encouraged to examine their personal and institutional uses of energy, to practice conservation
of resources and to promote good stewardship of the earth’s resources. We believe all of these
actions are critical for future generations and the good of our earth. We urge ExxonMobil to
embrace the initiative called for in our resolution.

Mercy Investment Program is the beneficial owner of 26,800 shares of ExxonMobil stock.
Verification of ownership is being sent to you. We plan to hold the stock at least until the time of
the annual meeting and will be present in person or by proxy at that meeting.

’—thruly, SHAREHOLDER RELATIONS
Valerie Heinonen, o.s.u. QAQ"""%M&V. UEL 0 9 2003 _
NO. OF SHARES ___ D

&—v\,.« DISTRIBUTION: PTM; WYW; DGH;
SMD: FLR: REG: JEP; LKB.




“Exxon Mobil - Disclosure of Climate Change Data

Whereas:

Corporations have a social responsibility to create value for shareholders and benefits for society. However, companies
acting to maximize shareholder value may in the course of business impose costs on the public, including environmental
degradation and climate change. It is in the long-term interest of soctety to minimize these “externalities,” partly
because they may hamper economic growth.

Government is responsible for creating standards for business conduct that will ensure respect for the environment and
the public welfare. It is in the interest of shareholders for companies to act within a legal and regulatory framework that
is consistens, predictable and effective.

Effective policymaking requires the best possible information. Without the cooperation of business, policymakers may
lack crucial information that may impact the quality of regulation. Companies have a responsibility to be as transparent
as possible in providing information to the public and the government.

Whereas:

The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), the international body of experts charged with climate change
research, stated in its 2001 Third Assessment Report:
“There is new and stronger evidence that most of the warming observed over the last SO years is attributable to
human activity... Human influences will continue to change atmospheric composition throughout the 21*
century.”

The study describes climate impacts, such as higher global temperatures and increased precipitation, as “very likely.”

The National Academy of Sciences (NAS) concurs:
“The degre: of confidence in the IPCC assessment is higher today than it was 10, or even five years ago...there is
general agreement that the observed warming is real and particularly strong within the past 20 years.”

Exxon Mobil has funded scientific studies and made public statements regarding the science of climate change that

appear to conflict with these conclusions. According to the June 2002 edition of Exxon Mobil Perspectives:

“There continue to be substantial and well-documented gaps in climate science. These gaps limit scientists’ ability to
assess the extent of any human influence on climate..”

Whereas:

A worldwide movement towards greater regulation to mitigate climate change has resulted from IPCC reports.
Consistent with its own position, Exxon Mobil opposes most such regulation. Yet, it has not released primary research
or an analysis of data supporting its conclusions. The lack of such information prevents shareholders, policymakers,
and the-public from being able to make decisions based on the facts the company claims to have.

_ Resolved: That, by the 2005 annual shareholder meeting, the Board of Directors make available to shareholders all
research data relevant to ExxonMobil’s stated position on the science of climate change, omitting proprietary
information and at reasonable cost.

Supporting Statement:
These data shoukd:

Explain the specific differences between the company’s position and that of the IPCC and NAS.

Describe company claims about ‘gaps in climate science.’

Project the estimated costs of mitigating climate change compared to the costs of failing to do so.

Discuss all relevant peer reviewed research data leading to the company’s conclusions, including data that do
not. support the company’s position.

B




Chicago. Ulinois 60675

{312 630-6000
@iﬁ} Northern Trust

November 21,2003

Lee Raymond, CEO
ExxonMobit Corporation
5959 Las Colinas Boulevard
Irving, TX 75039

Dear Mr. Raymond:

Mercy Investment Program, Inc. is beneficial owner of ExxonMobil common stock. These
shares have been held for more than one year. Mercy Investment Program, Inc. will be
shareholder at least until the next annual meeting.

The Northern Trust Company is currently the appointed Master Custodian for Mercy Investment
Program, Inc.

Sincerely,

fosa M Mwﬂm%ﬂ
Lisa M. McDougal

Second Vice President
Northern Trust Company
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November 21, 2003

Lee Raymond, CEO
ExxonMobil Corporation
5959 Las Colinas Boulevard
Irving, TX 75039

Dear Mr. Raymond:

Mercy Investment Program, Inc. is beneficial owner of ExxonMobil common stock. These
shares have been held for more than one year. Mercy Investment Program, Inc. will be
shareholcler at least until the next annual meeting.

The Northern Trust Company is currently the appointed Master Custodian for Mercy Investment
Program, Inc.

Sincerely,

Kua M- Mollge/

Lisa M. McDougal
Second Vice President
Northern Trust Company




EARON MOD LOFrporaiion
Investor Relations

5959 Las Colinas Boulevard
Irving, Texas 75039

Ex¢onMobil

December 12, 2003

VIA UP$5 - OVERNIGHT DELIVERY

Ms. Valerie Heinonen, o.s.u.

Consultant, Corporate Social Responsibility
Mercy Investment Program

205 Avenue C, #10E

New York, NY 10009

Dear Ms. Heinonen:

This will acknowledge receipt of your letter indicating that you wish to co-file on behalf of
the Mercy Investment Program the proposal submitted by Mr. John K. S. Wilson for
Christian Brothers Investment Services, Inc. concerning a climate science report in
connection with ExxonMobil's 2004 annual meeting of shareholders. By copy of a letter
from Ncrthern Trust, share ownership has been verified.

Since the proxy rules do not address co-filing of proposals, we will assume that
Christian Brothers Investment Services, Inc. will be the sponsor of this proposal.
Attached is a copy of our letter to Mr. John K. S. Wilson acknowledging receipt of this

proposal.
Sincerely,

Mlave

David G. Henry
Section Head
Shareholder Relations

c: Mr. John K. S. Wilson
Christian Brothers Investment Services, Inc.

Attachment




Exxon Mobil Corporation
Investor Relations

5959 Las Colinas Boulevard
frving, Texas 75039

Ex¢onMobil

December 19, 2003

VIA UPS - OVERNIGHT DELIVERY

Ms. Valerie Heinonen, o.s.u.

Consultant, Corporate Social Responsibility
Mercy Investment Program

205 Averue C, #10E

New York, NY 10009

Dear Ms. Heinonen:

Since sending our letter of acknowledgment dated December 12, 2003, it has come to our
attention that, in fact, you have not adequately verified your eligibility to act as co-filer of the
proposal concerning climate science.

Rule 14a-8 (copy enclosed) provides that, in order to be eligible to submit a shareholder
proposal, you must have continuously held at least $2,000 in market value of the company's
securities entitled to be voted on the proposal for at least one year by the date you submit the
proposal. Inthe case of beneficial ownership, eligibility can be verified by a statement from the
record holder of your securities (usually a broker or bank). See generally Rule 14a-8(b)
(Question 2).

There are several deficiencies in the proof of eligibility you have submitted. First, the letter from
Northern Trust is dated November 21, 2003, and therefore does not establish your ownership of
a qualifying amount of securities as of the date you submitted your proposal (which we received
on December 1, 2003). Second, the proof of ownership must be submitted by the record holder
of your shares. The records of our transfer agent do not indicate that Northern Trust is a record
holder of ExxonMobil stock.

Your response adequately correcting all of the above noted problems must be
postmarked or transmitted electronically to us no later than 14 days from the date you
receive this letter. We apologize for any confusion caused by our prior correspondence on this

topic.
Sincerely,

Lo

David G. Henry
Section Head
Shareholder Relations

c. Mr. John K. S. Wiison
Christian Brothers Investment Services, Inc.

Enclosure




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 |
demonstrate to the company that | 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.




(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
eligibility on its own, although you will still have to provide the company with a written
statement that you intend to continue to hold the securities through the 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 written statement that you intend to continue to hold the
securities through the date of the meeting of shareholders; or

(it) The second way to prove ownership applies only if you have filed a Schedule
13D (§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 eligibility
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;

(B) 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.

- {¢) Question 3: How many proposals may | 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 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-QSB (§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 offices 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 | fail to follow one of the eligibility or procedural
requirernents 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 proklem, 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 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.

(9) 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 | 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 will 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 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: 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;




(4) Personal Grievance; Special 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
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: [f the company has already substantially
implemented the proposal;

(11) Duplication: 1If 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;

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

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

(1) 1f 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;

(if) 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

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

(k) Question 11: May | submit my own statement to the Commission
responcling 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 rmaterials, what information about me must it include along with the
proposal itself?

(1) The company's proxy statement must include your nhame 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 written
request.

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




(m) Question 13: What can | do if the company includes in its proxy
statement reasons why it believes shareholders should not vote in favor of my
proposal, and | 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
proposai 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

(il) 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.
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6!13 Northern Trust

&

Via Facsimile: 972.444.1505

December 31, 2003

David G. Henry

Section Head Shareholder Relations
ExxonMobil Corporation

5959 Las Colinas Boulevard

Irving, TX. 75039

Dear Mr. Henry:

Mercy Investment Program, Inc. is beneficial owner of ExxonMobil common stock. These
shares have been held for more than one year. Mercy Investment Program, Inc. will be
shareholder at least until the next annual meeting.

The Northern Trust Company is currently the appointed Master Custodian for Mercy Investment
Program, Inc. The Northern Trust street name is Howe & Co.

Sincerely,

%ML\M g

Lisa M. McDougai
Second Vice President
Northern Trust Company

SHAREHOLDER RELATIONS

JAN 0 5 2004

NO. OF SHARES
DISTRIBUTION: PTM; wyw: Dar:
SMD; FLR; REG; JEP: LKg




MARYKNOLL FATHERS AND BROTHERS

DEC 09 2003

~—

R i SR
RECEIVED BY
Corporate Social Responsibility OFFICE OF THE CHAIRMAN

DEC 6 9 2003
PT M December 4, 2003
Routed for Actiontor . '

Mr. Lee R. Raymond Informational Cop, 10:
Chairman and CEO
ExxonMobil Corporation
5959 Las Colinas Boulevard
Irving, TX 75039-2298

2T mund

Dear Mr. Raymond,

The Maryknoli Fathers and Brothers, whose legal title is the Catholic Foreign Mission Society of America,
Inc. are the beneficial owners of 332 shares of ExxonMobil Corporation common stock and will maintain
the required number of shares through the scheduled shareholders’ meeting in accordance with SEC
standards. Verification of ownership is enclosed.

We share a concern for the continued pollution of our atmosphere and thus we ask that our company join
with others in significantly reducing carbon dioxide and other greenhouse gas emissions. Since you have
presented an entirely different set of analysis concerning this issue, in the interest of resolving our
differences, we ask that our company share its research data so that we can all work from the same
ground of knowledge.

Through this letter we are now notifying the company of our intention to co-file the enclosed resolution
with the Christian Brothers Investment Services, Inc. {CBIS). We present it for inclusion in the proxy
statement for consideration and action by the shareholders at the next stockholders meeting in accordance
with Security and Exchange Commission regulations. A representative of the filers will attend the
stockholders’ meeting to move the resolution as required by the SEC Rules.

It is our tradition, as religious investors, to seek dialogue with companies to discuss the issues involved
with the hope that the resolution might be withdrawn. We trust that our on-going dialogue will continue.
Please feel free to call our primary filer, Mr. John K. S. Wilson, (212) 490-0800 ext 118 if you have any
questions about this resolution.

Sincerely,

(& fo

. Joseph P. La Mar, MM
ssistant Treasurer

SHAREHOLDER RELATIONS

cec: CBIS )
ICCR DEC 0 9 2003
Encl. Resolution ey —
. NO. OF SHARES 0
Proof of Ownership DISTRIBUTION: PTM; WYW; DGH;

SMD; FLR; REG; JEP; LKB.

Legal Title: Catholic Foreign Mission Society of America, Inc.

£\ Printed on recvcled paper.
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Disclosure of Climate Change Data

Whereas:

Corporations have a social responsibility to create value for shareholders and benefits for society. However, companies
acting to maximize shareholder value may in the course of business impose costs on the public, including environmental
degradation and climate change. It is in the long-term interest of society to minimize these “externalities,” partly because
they may hamper economic growth.

Government is tesponsible for creating standards for business conduct that will ensure respect for the environment and
the public welfare. it is in the interest of shareholders for companies to act within a legal and regulatory framework that
is consistent, predictable and effective.

Effective policymaking requires the best possible information. Without the cooperation of business, policymakers may
lack crucial information that may impact the quality of regulation. Companies have a responsibility to be as transparent
as possible in providing information to the public and the government.

The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change {IPCC), the international body of experts charged with climate change
research, stated in its 2001 Third Assessment Report:
“There is new and stronger evidence that most of the warming observed over the last 50 years is attributable to
human activity...Human influences will continue to change atmospheric composition throughout the 21%
century.”

The study describes climate impacts, such as higher global temperatures and increased precipitation, as “very likely.”

The National Academy of Sciences {(NAS) concurs:
“The dagree of confidence in the IPCC assessment is higher today than it was 10, or even five years ago...there
is general agreement that the observed warming is real and particularly strong within the past 20 years.”

Exxon Mobil has funded scientific studies and made public statements regarding the science of climate change that
appear to conflict with these conciusions. According to the June 2002 edition of Exxon Mobil Perspectives:
“There continue to be substantial and well-documented gaps in climate science. These gaps limit scientists’
ability to assess the extent of any human influence on climate...”

A worldwide movement towards greater regulation to mitigate climate change has resulted from IPCC reports. Consistent
with its own position, Exxon Mobil opposes most such regulation. Yet, it has not released primary research or an
analysis of data supporting its conclusions. The lack of such information prevents shareholders, policymakers, and the
public from being able to make decisions based on the facts the company claims to have.

Resolved: That, by the 2005 annual shareholder meeting, the Board of Directors make available to shareholders all
research data relevant to ExxonMobil’s stated position on the science of climate change, omitting. proprietary information
and at reasonable cost.

Supporting Statement:
These data should:

Explain the specific differences between the company’s position and that of the IPCC and NAS.

Descrilye company claims about ‘gaps in climate science.’

Project the estimated costs of mitigating climate change compared to the costs of failing to do so.

Discuss all relevant peer reviewed research data leading to the company’s conclusions, including data that do not
support the company’s position.

bl B

@ Printed on recycled paper.




Michael E. Gray, CFM
Vice President
Senior Financiatl Advisor

Elena Desarden
Client Associate

Global Private Client CGroup

110 Sourh Bedford Road
Mount Kisca. New York 10549
914 241 6461 Direct

800 234 9241 Toll Free

FAX 914 241 6459
michael_gray@ml.com
bttp:/f{a.ml.cam/michael_gray

December 2, 2003

To Whom It May Concern:

The Catholic Foreign Mission Society of America, Inc. (CFMSA), also known
as the Maryknoll Fathers and Brothers, are beneficial owners of 332 shares of
Exxon Mol. These shares have been consistently held since 10/20/99.

The CFMSA will maintain the appropriate number of shares in accordance with
Security and Exchange Commission regulations at least until the next annual

meeting. If you have any questions, call me at 800-234-9241.

Sincerely,

JH.£

Michael E. Gray, CFM
Sentor Financial Advisor

Dl ttdestatic e et Gt v seas ob Lo el e
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@ Printed on recycled paper.




cxxXxon vionn vorporaton
Investor Relations

5959 Las Colinas Boulevard
Irving, Texas 75039

Ex¢onMobil

December 12, 2003

Reverend Joseph P. La Mar, MM
Assistant Treasurer

Maryknoll Fathers and Brothers
55 Ryder Road

Ossining, NY 10562

Dear Reverend La Mar:

This will acknowledge receipt of your letter indicating that you wish to co-file on behalf of
the Maryknoll Fathers and Brothers the proposal submitted by Mr. John K. S. Wilson for
Christian Brothers Investment Services, Inc. concerning a climate science report in
connection with ExxonMobil's 2004 annual meeting of shareholders. By copy of a letter
from Merrill Lynch, your share ownership has been verified.

Since the proxy rules do not address co-filing of proposals, we will assume that
Christian Brothers Investment Services, Inc. will be the sponsor of this proposal.
Aftached is a copy of our letter to Mr. John K. S. Wilson acknowledging receipt of this

proposal.

Sincerely,

M

Dav‘i;i GHenry |
Section Head
Shareholder Relations

c: Mr. John K. S. Wilson
Christian Brothers Investment Services, Inc.

Attachment




cxxon wiobil Corporation
Investor Relations

5959 Las Colinas Boulevard
Irving, Texas 75039

Ex¢onMobil

December 19, 2003

VIA UPS - OVERNIGHT DELIVERY

Reverend Joseph P. La Mar, MM
Assistant Treasurer

Maryknoll Fathers and Brothers
55 Ryder Road

Ossining, NY 10562

Dear Reverend La Mar:

Since sending our letter of acknowledgment dated December 12, 2003, it has come to our attention
that, in fact, you have not adequately verified your eligibility to act as co-filer of the proposal concerning
climate science.

Rule 14a-8 (copy enclosed) provides that, in order to be eligible to submit a shareholder proposal, you
must have continuously held at least $2,000 in market value of the company's securities entitled to be
voted on the proposal for at least one year by the date you submit the proposal. In the case of
beneficial ownership, eligibility can be verified by a statement from the record holder of your securities
(usually a broker or bank). See generally Rule 14a-8(b) (Question 2).

There arz a number of deficiencies in the proof of eligibility you have submitted. First, the letter from
Merrill Lynch is dated December 2, 2003, and therefore does not establish your ownership of a
qualifying amount of securities as of the date you submitted your proposal (which we received on
December 9, 2003). Second, the letter from Merrill Lynch states that you have "consistently” held your
shares since 10/20/1999. Consistent holding does not necessarily mean that you have held your
shares continuously as required by Rule 14a-8. Third, the proof of ownership must be submitted by the
record holder of your shares. The records of our transfer agent do not indicate that Merrill Lynch is a
record holder of ExxonMobil stock. Finally, you must provide the company with a written statement that
you intend to continue to hold the securities through the date of the meeting of shareholders. This
statement must be made by you, not the record holder of your shares since you as beneficial owner
presumably control the decision whether or not to hold or sell your shares.

Your response adequately correcting all of the above noted problems must be postmarked or
transmitted electronically to us no later than 14 days from the date you receive this letter. We
apologize for any confusion caused by our prior correspondence on this topic.

Sincerely,

Z
avid G. Henry
Section Head
Shareholder Relations

¢. Mr. John K. S. Wilson
Christian Brothers Investment Services, Inc.

Enclosure




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
proposazl 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 |
demonstrate to the company that | am eligible?

(1) in order to be eligible to submit a proposal, you must have continuously heid
at least $2,000 in market value, or 1%, of the company's securities entitied 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.




(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
eligibility on its own, although you will still have to provide the company with a written
statement that you intend to continue to hold the securities through the 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 written statement that you intend to continue to hoid the
securities through the date of the meeting of shareholders; or

(il) The second way to prove ownership applies only if you have filed a Schedule
13D (§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 eligibility
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;

(B) 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 | 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 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-QSB (§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 offices 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 | fail to follow one of the eligibility 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
proposzl 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 | 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 will 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 | 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 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: 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;




(4) Personal Grievance; Special 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
shared by the other shareholders at large;

(6) 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 ccmpany’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 will be included in the
company’s proxy materiais 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;

(i) 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) Specific amount of dividends: If the proposal relates to specific 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;

(i) 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

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

(k) Question 11: May | 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.

(1) 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 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.




(m) Question 13: What can | do if the company includes in its proxy
statement reasons why it believes shareholders should not vote in favor of my
proposal, and | 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 proposai’'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

(if) 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.
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MARYKNOLL FATHERS AND BROTHERS

PO Box 305 ¢ Maryknoli, New York 10545-0305 ¢ Tel. (914) 941-7636 ext 2516
b dHodad s Rbbdtx b Rke R IBEexaRE i xx

Fax. (914) 944 - 3601 « E-mail. Jlamar@maryknoll.org

Corporate Social Responsibility

December 29, 2003

Mr. David G. Henry

Exxon Mobil Corporation
Investor Relations

5959 Las Colinas Boulevard
Irving TX 75039

Dear Dave,

Reference your overnight delivery dated December 19, 2003 concerning
verification of our shares of Exxon Mobil securities (attached).

Please receive the attached document from Merrill Lynch, custodian of our
securities, verifying ownership of 332 shares of Exxon Mobil which have been
continuously held since 10/20/99.

The Catholic Foreign Mission Society of America, Inc. also known as the
Maryknoll Fathers and Brothers intends to continue holding these securities
through the date of the shareholder meeting and then some.

Sincerely,

D Zoe

. Joseph P. La Mar, M.M.
sistant Treasurer

SHAREHOLDER RTL.ATIONS

JAN 0 2 2004

NO. OF SHARES -
DISTRIBUTION: PTM; Vo ivy; DGH;
SMD; FLR; REC; JLP; LKB.

Legal Title: Catholic Foreign Mission Society of America, Inc.

£\ Printed on recveled paper.

 E—



Micbael E. Gray, CFM
Vice President
Senior Financial Advisor

Elena Desarden
Client Assoclate

Global Private Client Group

110 South Bedford Road
Mount Kisco, New York 10549
514 241 6461 Direclt
12/29/03 800 234 9241 Toll Free

FAX 914 241 6459
michael_gray&ml.com
http://fa.ml.com/inichael_gray

The Catholic Foreign Mission Society of America, Inc.
AKA Maryknoll Fathers and Brothers

PO Box 309
Maryknoli, NY. 10545-0309

Re: Merrill Lynch Account # 779-04114

To Whom it May Concern,
The Catholic Foreign Mission Society of America, Inc. (CFMSA), also known, as the
Maryknoll Fathers and Brothers are beneficial owners af 332 shares of Exxon Mobil.

These shares have been continuously held since 10/20/99.

If vou have any questions, please call Mike Gray at 1-800-234-9241.

Sincerely,

Ann M. Avesato
For Elena Desarden
Client Associate

@ Printed on recycled paper.




Th€ pPASSIONISTS

PROVINCE PASTORAL CENTER

526 Monastery Place ¢ Union City, New Jersey 07087 * (201) 867-6400 * Fax: (201) 867-0357

Office of the Treasurer @EC E' VEO matierney@cpprov.org

December 15, 2003

DEC 1 8 2003
RECEIVED BY
PT. muw® OFFICE OF THE CHAIRMAN
Mr. Lee R. Raymond, CEQ DEC 1 8 203%
Exxon Mobil Corporation , Routed for Action to: N ut/Lu I
fr9VS.9 L?FSXC;;%?; ];glgléevard | :‘ ‘T%;,\ | Informational Copy 10? ————
e ) /iy

Dear Mr. Raymond:

As owners of 7,370 shares of Exxon Mobil stock, St. Paul’s Benevolent, Educational and
Missionary Institute, Inc. (St. Paul’s) has authorized me to notify you of their intention to file a
shareholder resolution with Exxon Mobil. The resolution requests the Board of Directors to prepare
a report to be made available to shareholders by the 2005 annual shareholder meeting. Attached
please find the resolution to be included with the proxy, in accordance with Rule 14-1-8 of the
General Rules and Regulations of the Securities and Exchange Act of 1934. The primary filer for
this resolution is Christian Brothers Investment Services.

St. Paul’s has been the owner of Exxon Mobil stock since 1995. The current value of their
shares is $204,363.57. Attached please find letters from Citigroup, C.A. and Merrill Lynch stating
St. Paul’s proof of ownership.

St. Paul’s welcomes dialogue with the corporation prior to the stockholders’ meeting. The
person listed below represents all who are co-filers.

Sincerely,

Sister Mary Ann Tiemey, SC

Chief Financial Officer

Mr. John K. S. Wilson
Christian Brothers Investment Services
90 Park Avenue SHAREHOLDER RELATIONS
29" Floor o
New York, NY 10016 DEC 1 8 2003
212-490-0800 Ext.118 NO. OF SHARES

DISTRIBUTION: PTM: wyw: .
Enclosure SMD; FLR; REG; JEF;;?.GKgT

LEGAL TITLE - St. Paul’s Benevolent, Educational and Missionary Institute, Inc.




Exxon Mobil — Disclosure of Climate Change Data
Whereas:

Corporations have a social responsibility to create value for shareholders and benefits for
society. However, companies acting to maximize shareholder value may in the course of
business impose costs on the public, including environmental degradation and climate
change. It is in the long-term interest of society to minimize these “externalities,” partly
because they may hamper economic growth.

Government is responsible for creating standards for business conduct that will ensure
respect for the environment and the public welfare. It is in the interest of shareholders for
companies to act within a legal and regulatory framework that is consistent, predictable
and effective.

Effective policymaking requires the best possible information. Without the cooperation
of business, policymakers may lack crucial information that may impact the quality of
regulation. Companies have a responsibility to be as transparent as possible in providing
information to the public and the government.

Whereas:

The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), the international body of
experts charged with climate change research, stated in its 2001 Third Assessment
Report:
“There 1s new and stronger evidence that most of the warming observed over the
last 50 years is attributable to human activity...Human influences will continue to
change atmospheric composition throughout the 21% century.”

The study describes climate impacts, such as higher global temperatures and increased
precipitation, as “very likely.”

The National Academy of Sciences (NAS) concurs:
“The degree of confidence in the IPCC assessment is higher today than it was 10,
or even five years ago...there is general agreement that the observed warming is
real and particularly strong within the past 20 years.”

Exxon Mobil has funded scientific studies and made public statements regarding the
science of climate change that appear to conflict with these conclusions. According to
the June 2002 edition of Exxon Mobil Perspectives:
“There continue to be substantial and well-documented gaps in climate science.
These gaps limit scientists’ ability to assess the extent of any human influence on
climate...”




Whereas:

A worldwide movement towards greater regulation to mitigate climate change has
resulted from IPCC reports. Consistent with its own position, Exxon Mobil opposes most
such regulation. Yet, it has not released primary research or an analysis of data
supporting its conclusions. The lack of such information prevents shareholders,
policymakers, and the public from being able to make decisions based on the facts the
company claims to have.

Resolved: That, by the 2005 annual shareholder meeting, the Board of Directors make
available to shareholders all research data relevant to ExxonMobil’s stated position on the
science of climate change, omitting proprietary information and at reasonable cost.

Supporting Statement:
These data should:

1. Explain the specific differences between the company’s position and that of the
IPCC and NAS.

2. Describe company claims about ‘gaps in climate science.’

3. Project the estimated costs of mitigating climate change compared to the costs of
failing to do so.

4. Discuss all relevant peer reviewed research data leading to the company’s
conclusions, including data that do not support the company’s position.




t J‘ Citibank, N.A,
CI ‘q rou': 100 First Stamford Place

asset management Stamford, CT 06902

Michaei Minsch

Directoi/Senior Portfolio Manager
michael minsch@citigroup.com
Tel: 203-961-4816

Fax: 203-961-4996

December 12, 2003

Sister Mary Ann Tierney
St. Paul’s Benevolent
526 Monastery Place
Union City, NJ 07087
Dear Sister Mary Ann,

Please be advised that the following security was purchased as follows:

Exxon Mobil Corp.

Trade Date Cost

09/14/1995 3,400 $ 64,439.02
07/24/2002 1,000 $ 33,137.20
09/09/2002 700 $ 23,831.99
09/12/2002 800 $ 27.227.36

Total $148,635.57

The current value in your account of this security was $223,669.00 as of 12/11/03.

Best Regards,

o
27

Mike W.J. Minsch HII
Senior Portfolio Manager

Investment advisory services provided by Salomon Brothers Asset Management Inc, Smith Barney Asset Management
(a division of Citigroup Global Markets Inc.), Citibank Global Asset Management (a unit of Citibank, N.A.) and affiliated advisory entities.
Securities offered through Citigroup Global Markets Inc.




martin G. Lutschaunig
Vice President
Senior Financial Consultant

Private Client Group

5 T 7 Roszel Road

6 ) 4th Floor

)} e‘,\ ﬁg@gggg% &yﬁ@g‘g Princeton, New Jersey 08540
609 243 7963 Direct

800 777 5985 Toll Free

FAX 609 243 0263

marty_lutschaunig@ml.com

December 12, 2003

Sister Mary Ann Tierney

The Passsionists

526 Monastery Place

Union City, New Jersey 07087

RE: St. Paul’s Benevolent Educational and Missionary Institute, Inc.
Sponsored Institutions Account 876-04E00 - Exxon Mobil Corp.

Dear Sister Mary Ann:
As we discussed, on August 28, 2002 you purchased 2,500 shares of Exxon Mobil at a
total cost of $90,375. Of those 2,500 shares you currently own 1,470 shares for a total
value of $55,728 as of the close of business on December 11, 2003.
Please call if you have any questions.
Respectfully,

Searten B St

Martin G. Lutschaunig
Vice President

“

The information included herein was obtained from
sources that we believe are reliable. However, your
monthly statements of account and trade confirmations
should be your primary source of information regarding
your portfolio.




" Exxon Mobil Corporation
Investor Relations

5959 Las Colinas Boulevard
lrving, Texas 75039

ExconMobil

December 19, 2003

VIA UPS - OVERNIGHT DELIVERY

Sister Mary Ann Tierney, SC

Chief Financial Officer

The Passionists Province Pastoral Center
526 Monastery Place

Union City, NY 07087

Dear Sister Mary Ann Tierney:

This will acknowledge receipt of your letter indicating that you wish to co-file on behalf of St. Paul's
Benevolent, Educational and Missionary Institute, Inc. the proposal submitted by

Mr. John K. S. Wilson for Christian Brothers Investment Services, Inc. concerning a climate science
report in connection with ExxonMobil's 2004 annual meeting of shareholders.

Since the proxy rules do not address co-filing of proposals, we will assume that Christian Brothers
Investment Services, Inc. will be the sponsor of this proposal. Enclosed is a copy of our letter to Mr.
John K. 3. Wilson acknowledging receipt of this proposal.

Rule 14z-8(b)(1) (copy enclosed) requires that, in order to be eligible to submit a proposal, you
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 by the date you submit a proposal. Your proposal was
received in our office on December 18, 2003. The letters you enclosed from Merrill Lynch and
Citigroup are dated December 12 and therefore fail to demonstrate your eligibility as required by
Rule 14a-8(b)(2)(i). Also, the verification of ownership must be submitted by the record holder of
the securities. We are not able to verify from our transfer agent’s records that either Merrill Lynch or
Citigroup is a record holder of securities for the benefit of St. Paul's Benevolent, Educational and
Missionzry Institute, Inc. Therefore, your response should include evidence documenting that
Merrill Lynch and/or Citigroup are in fact the record holder of your securities or appropriate
documentation from the actual holder of record. Your response adequately correcting these
problems must be postmarked, or transmitted electronically, to us no later than 14 days from
the date you receive this notification.

Sincerely,

/{QJ/M?
David G. Henry

Section Head
Shareholder Relations

c: Mr. John K. S. Wilson
Christian Brothers Investment Services, Inc.

Enclosures
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ThE pPASSIONISTS

PROVINCE PASTORAL CENTER

526 Monastery Place * Union City, New Jersey 07087 * (201) 867-6400 ¢ Fax: (201) 867-0357

Office of the Treasurer matierney@cpprov.org

December 31, 2003

Mr. David G. Henry

Exxon Mobil Corporation
5959 Las Colinas Boulevard
Irving, TX 75039

Dear Mr. Henry:

As requested in your letter dated December 19, 2003, I am enclosing letters from Merrill
Lynch and Citigroup which provide additional information concerning our ownership of
ExxonMobil stock. Ihope that these letters meet all the necessary requirements.

Please feel free to contact me if you need any additional information.

Sincerely,

M el oo (o

Rev. Vicfor Hoagland, CP
Treasurer

VH/br
Enclosures

SHAREHOLDER RELATIONS

JAN 0 5 2004

NO. OF SHARES
DISTRIBUTION: PTM; WYW; DGH;
SMD; FLR; REG; JEP; LKB.

LEGAL TITLE - St. Paul's Benevolent, Educational and Missionary Institute, Inc.




Martin G. Luischaunig
Vice President
Sentor Financial Consultant

private Cliemt Gronp

7 Roszel Road
Ath Floor

- "~ )
. { .
gzs MEF fi“ !lvnch Princeton, New Jersey 8540
’ £09 243 7963 Direct

800 777 5985 Toll Free
December 29, 2003 FAX 605 243 0263
marty_lutschaunigéml com

Sister Mary Ann Tictney

The Passsionists

526 Monastery Place

Union City, New Jersey 07087

RE.: 8t. Paul’s Benevolent [ducational and Missionary Tnstitute, Inc.
Sponsored Instiitions Account 876-04E00 - Exxon Mobil Corp.

Dear Sister Mary Ann:

As we discussed, as of December 12, 2003, the date of our initial letter regarding this
mafter, you owned 1,470 shares of Exxon Mobil Corp. common stock for a total value of
$55,948. These shares have been held continuously for a period of greater than one year
(date of purchase was August 28, 2002) in your Merrill Lynch account. As of close of
buginess on December 30, 2003 you siill own these shares and it is our intention, barring
unforescen circumstances, to hold them at least through the date of Exxon Mobil's annual

sharcholders’ meeting. ’
Please call if you have any questions,
Respectfully,

Martin G. Lutschaunig
Vice President

The information included hersin wag obtained from
sources that we believe are rolinble. However, your
monthly statements of szeount and trade confismations
should be your primary source of information regarding
your portfolio,




Cltibank, N.A,

S |
crtigroup! | o0 oo b lace

assei management Stamford, CT 06902

Mickael Minsch
Director/Senior Portfolio Manuger

Michae! Minsch @Citigroup.com
Tel: (203) 9614847
Fax: 203.961.4996

December 29, 2003

St. Paul's Benevolent
Sister Mary Ann Tierney
526 Monastery Place
Union City, NJ 07087

Dear Sister Mary Ann,

Regarding the correspondence faxed to us for your ownership in ExxonMebil Corporation common stock,
please {ind the following information:

Your account, D58-01039-1-9-221, St. Paul’s Benevalent 526 Monastery Place Union City, New Jersey 07087
held 5900 shares of ExxonMaobil stock, valued at 5234,525.00 as of December 23, 2003. Your account has
held these securities in your name, with Smith Barney acting as custodian for the following times, with the

longest teing approximately 7 %4 years:

Purchase Date Shares Amount
9/14/1985 3400 shares $64,439.02
7/24/2002 1000 shares $33,137.20
9/9/2002 700 shares $23,831.99
9/12/2002 800 shares $27.227.36
Best regards,

. . /_7
L
Mike W.J. Minsch 111
Director

Senior Portfolio Manager

Investment advisory services provided by Salomen Brothers Asses Manogement lac, Smich Baroey Asset Managernent
{a division of Citigroup Global Matkets Inc.), Citibank Global Asser Mansgement (a unir of Ciribank, N.A.) and affiliaced advisory endes.
Securitics offered theough Cirigrevp Global Markers Ine.




PAUL M. NEUHAUSER

Attorney at Law (Admitted New York and lowa)

1253 North Basin Lane
Siesta Key
Sarasota, FL 34242

Tel and Fax: (941) 349-6164 Email: pmneuhauser@aol.com

March 5, 2004

Securities & Exchange Commission
450 Fifth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20549

Att: Grace Lee, Esq.
Office of the Chief Counsel
Division of Corporation Finance

Re: Shareholder Proposal Submitted to Exxon Mobil Corporation

Via fax
Dear Sir/Madam:

I have been asked by the Christian Brothers Investment Services, Inc., the Sisters
of the Humility of Mary, the Mercy Investment Program, the Maryknoll Fathers and
Brothers, the Providence Trust and the Passionists Province Pastoral Center (who are
collectively referred to hereinafier as the “Proponents™), who are beneficial owners of
shares of common stock of Exxon Mobi} Corporation {hereinafter referred to either as
“XOM” or the “Company”), and who have submitted a shareholder proposal to XOM, to
respond to the letter dated January 22, 2004, sent to the Securities & Exchange
Commission by the Company, in which XOM contends that the Proponents’ shareholder
proposal may be excluded from the Company's year 2004 proxy statement by virtue of
Rules 14a-&(1(10), 14a-8(iX7) and 14a-8(i}(6).

I have reviewed the Proponents” shareholder proposal, as well as the aforesaid
letter sent by the Company, and based upon the foregoing, as well as upon a review of
Rule 14a-8, it is my opinion that the Proponents’ shareholder proposal must be included




in XOM's year 2004 proxy statement and that it 1s not excludable by virtue of any of the
cited rules. o -

The proposal calls for the Company to provide data on a number of matters related
to climate change.

Rule 14a-8(i)10)

‘The burden of establishing the application of an exclusion under Rule 14a-8(i)
rests on the Company. (See Staff Legal Bulletin No, 14, Section B.S. (July 13, 2001)).
XOM has woefully failed to carry this burden. Although it has published a 21 page report
on global warming entitled “A Report on Energy Trends, Greenhouse Gas Emissions and
Alternative Energy” (February, 2004) (hereinafier referred to as the “Report™), the
Company is unable to point to any place in the Report that sets forth any of the
information requested in the Proponents’ shareholder proposal. The proposal requests
four sets of data (see the Supporting Statement). Yet, the Company has failed to cite the
locatior: in the Report of even one bit of the datum requested. This is not surprising since
the Report contains no information on any of those four topics. Thus, the proposal
requests 8 comparison of certain of XOM’s oft repeated statements with the findings of
the National Academy of Sciences (the “NAS”) and of the Intergovernmental Panel on
Climate Change (the “IPCC™). No such comparison is made (indeed, neither the report of
the NAS nor the report of the IPCC has been referenced in the extensive footnotes at the
end of the Report). Similarly, each of the other three requests for data have been wholly
1gnored by the Report. ‘

Since the Report contains none of the information requested in the Proponents’
sharehelder proposal, that proposal cannot be excluded by Rule 14a-8(i)10).

Rule 14a-8(i)6)

~ The Company has atterapted to raise a red herring by talking about hits on Google
when the proposal actually requests “peer reviewed” data. Although the Resolve Clause
does contain broad language, this language is modified by the Supporting Statement
(which the Staff routinely incorporates into the Resolve Clause when a request for a
report is elaborated on in the Supporting Statement) which spells out the scope of the data
request. Thus, the request is limited to “peer reviewed research data”.




Although the Company states that a Google search of the terms “climate science™
and “climate change” yielded four million hits, that statistic is simply not relevant. Noris
the “reading from every weather station in the world” being asked for. What has been
asked for (in the words of item 4 of the Supporting Statement) is the “peer reviewed
research data” Exxon relics on when it states, as a matter of sciemific fact, that there is
uncertain about whether human activity is actually causing global warming. Since this
contention is so extrordinary, and since it flies in the face of the scientific conclusions of
the United States government (in reports issued under the current administration), as set
forth bath by the National Academy of Sciences and by the EPA, we cannot belicve that
XOM relies on 4,000,000 Google hits (most of which undoubtedly disagree with XOM’s
“scienciz) rather than some more limited and verifiable set of peer reviewed scientific
studies. If they exist, it should not be impossible for XOM to list such “peer reviewed
research data”. Indeed, the Proponents rather suspect that rather than 4,000,000 hits that
the list will be exceedingly short and therefore clearly within the power of XOM to

produce.

In addition, XOM’s complaint, even if it were valid, would be inapplicable to the
other three data sets requested in the Proponems’ shareholder proposal.

For the foregoing reasons, the Proponents’ shareholder proposal cannot be
excluded by virtue of Rule 142-8(i)(6).

RULE 14a-8(i)7)

The Staff has frequently held that a reasonable amount of data pertaining to public
policy matters can be requested in shareholder proposals without those proposals thereby
becoming subject to exclusion on ordinary business (“micro-management”) grounds.
(See, for example, Wal-Mart Stores, Inc. (April 3, 2002) upholding a request for EEO-1
data, as well as the numerous letters upholding requests for environmental data under the
Ceres Principles and for employment data under the Sullivan Principles). This is not
surprising, since the Commission itself has stated in Rel. 3440018 (May 21, 1998)
(footnotes omitted):

The second consideration relates to the degree to which the proposal seeks to
"micro-manage” the company by probing too deeply into matters of a complex
nature upon which shareholders, as a group, would not be in a position to make an
informed judgment. This consideration may come into play in a number of
circumstances, such as where the proposal involves intricate detail, or seeks to
impose specific time-frames or methods for implementing complex policies.

A similar discussion in the Proposing Release of the primary considerations




underlying our interpretation of the "ordinary business" exclusion as applied to
such proposals raised some questions and concerns among some of the
commenters. Because of that concern, we are providing clarification of that
position. One aspect of that discussion was the basis for some commenters'
concern that the reversal of Cracker Barrel might be only a partial one. More
specifically, in the Proposing Release we explained that one of the considerations
in making the ordinary business determination was the degree to which the
proposal seeks to micro-manage the company. We cited examples such as where
the proposal seeks intricate detail, or seeks to impose specific time-frames ot to
impose specific methods for implementing complex policies. Some commenters
thought that the examples cited seemed to imply that all proposals seeking detail,
of seeking to promote time-frames or methods, necessarily amount to "ordinary
business.” We did not intend such an implication. Timing questions, for instance,
could invelve significant policy where large differences are at stake, and
proposals may seek a reasonable level of detail without running afoul of these
considerations.

We submit that there is absolutely nothing in the Proponents’” shareholder
proposal that is of such a complex nature that sharcholders could not meke an informed
judgment about the matter. Instead the Proponents’ shareholder proposal secks “a
reasonzble level of detail”. The proposal asks for (i) how XOM’s position differs from
the conclusions of the NAS and the IPCC and (i1} what peer reviewed research leads to
these differences as well as (iii) a description of the areas about which the Company
believes current climate science has been unable to answer questions. None of these data
sets requires any knowledge of technical matters, but are merely requests that the
Company to explain its own position in “plain English”. The proposal also asks for
certain estimated costs; again a matter that is not so complex that shareholders cannot
understand what is being asked for nor would it involve a complex answer, Finally, the
proposal does not seek intricate detail, nor impose time-frames nor specific methods of
implementing complex policies.

In short, a request that the Company explain its policies cannot be deemed an
aftempt to micro-manage the Company. Consequently, the Proponents’ shareholder
proposal cannot be excluded by virtue of Rule 14a-8(1)(7).

In conclusion, we request the Staff to inform the Company that the SEC proxy
rules require denial of the Company's no action request. We would appreciate your
telephoning the undersigned at 941-349-6164 with respect to any questions in connection
with this matter or if the staff wishes any further information. Faxes can be received at




the same number. Please also note that the undersigned may be reached by mail or
express delivery at the letterhead address (or via the email address).

ry truly yours,

Attorney at Law

cc: James Earl Parsons, Esq.

All Proponents
Sister Pat Wolf







Ex:g.onﬁwobjl Corporation James Ear! Parsons
5959 Las Colinas Boulevard Counsel ’

Irving, Texas 75039-2298
972 444 1478 Telephone e
972 444 1432 [Facsimile o < -

james.e.parsor.s @ exxonmobil.com

February 3, 2004

VIA Network Courier

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

Office of Chief Counsel

450 Fifth Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20549

RIEE:  Securities Exchange Act of 1934 -- Section 14(a); Rule 14a-8
Omission of Shareholder Proposal Regarding Climate Change Data

Gentlemen and Ladies:

This letter supplements our letter dated January 22, 2004, regarding the captioned
shareholder proposal.

Enclosed is a copy in final form of ExxonMobil's new Report on Energy Trends,
Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Alternative Energy, approved by the Public Issues Committee of
our Board. As explained in more detail in our January 22 letter, we believe the Report
substantially implements the proposal and that, among other grounds, the proposal may therefore
be omitted from our 2004 proxy material under Rule 14a-8(i)(10). The Report will be posted on
our website on February 4. Printed copies will be available soon thereafter free of charge on
request by any shareholder or other interested person.

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

Please file-stamp the enclosed copy of this letter and return it to me in the enclosed self-
addressed postage-paid envelope. In accordance with SEC rules, I also enclose five additional
copies of this letter and the Report. A copy of this letter and the Report is also being sent to the

- proposal sponsor and to each co-sponsor.

Sincerely,

wa A )

James Earl Parsons

JEP/d1
Enclosures




U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission
February 3, 2004
Page 2

cc w/enc:

Mr. John K. S. Wilson

Assistant Director for Socially Responsible Investing
Christian Brothers Investment Services, Inc.

90 Park Avenue, 29" Floor

New York, NY 10016-1301

Sister Dolores Bourquin, H.M.
Sisters of the Humility of Mary
Villa Maria Community Center
Villa Maria, PA 16155

Ms. Valerie Heinonen, o.s.u.

Consultant, Corporate Social Responsibility
Mercy Investment Program

205 Avenue C, #10E

New York, NY 10009

Reverend Joseph P. La Mar, MM
Assistant Treasurer

Maryknol! Fathers and Brothers
55 Ryder Road

Ossining, NY 10562

Sister Madonna Sangalli (withdrew)
Trustée

Providence Trust

515 Southwest 24" Street

San Antonio, TX 78207-4619

Sister Mary Ann Tiemney, SC

Chief Financial Officer

The Passionists Province Pastoral Center
526 Monastery Place

Union City, NY 07087
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Projections, targets, expectations, estimates and business plans in this report are forward-looking
statements. Actual future results, including energy demand growth and mix; economic development
patterns; efficiency gains; resource recoveries; capital expenditures; technological developments;
emission reductions; and project plans and schedules could differ materially due to a number of
factors. These include changes in market conditions affecting the energy industry; changes in law or
government regulation; unexpected technological developments; and other factors discussed in this
report and under the heading “Factors Affecting Future Results” in Item 1 of ExxonMobil's latest
Form10-K and on our Web site at www.exxonmobil.com. References to resources in this report
include quantities of oil and gas that are not yet classified as proved reserves but that, in the case
of ExotonMobil figures, we believe will ultimately be produced. Additional information on terms
used in this report, including our calculation of Return on Capital Employed, is available through
our Web site under the heading “Frequently Used Terms.”
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Governments, cur customers and shareholders, and
the public at large are deeply interested in the
issues related to the supply and cost of energy and
the effects of energy use on the environment,

Interest in these subjects is understandable and
appropriate because access to reliable, environmen-
tally safe and aifordable energy is vital to the eco-
nomic prosperity and quality of life of people
around the world. Our company role is to help pro-
vide this energy, and in doing this job well we make
a significant contribution to human progress.

In this report we describe what we see as the
business challenges and opportunities that are asso-
ciated with likely energy trends, greenhouse gas
emissions and alternative energy options. We also
review the actions we are taking now to safeguard
shareholder interests and to provide for future
business opportunities.

ExxonMobil’s approach to investments provides sig-
nificant assurances to shareholders. Some of the key
business considerations that underlie our approach
include the use of proven science, a focus on
cost/benefit analysis, emphasis on energy conserva-
tion and efficiency, strong investment discipline and
consistency with our core competencies.

The issues relating to greenhouse gas emissions and
alternative energy are complex, and varying points
of view exist on how to address these subjects.
Complex business issues are not new to our com-
pany, and we have gained considerable experience
in successfully managing them.

The first section of this report describes the central
importance of energy to economic growth and
improved standards of living. We present our view
of future energy needs and trends. You will read that
most experts predict that the world will require
about 40 percent more energy in 2020 than today
and consumption levels will reach almost 300 mil-
lion oil-equivalent barrels every day. This is equiva-
lent to the energy required to drive a mid-sized
American car 378 billion miles, a distance equivalent
to 2,000 round trips between the earth and the sun.
Developing reliable, affordable supplies to meet this

energy demand will be an enormous challenge.
Meeting future demand while taking actions to
reduce greenhouse gas emissions will make this
challenge even greater.

In the subsequent sections we will describe the spe-'
cific actions ExxonMobil is taking in response to
these challenges, with an emphasis on our plans for
reducing greenhouse gas emissions.

In the nearer term, we support energy efficiency and
conservation as important strategies that will pro-
long the availability of current energy resources. For
example, we are deeply involved in improving the
energy efficiency of our own operations as well as in
developments that will help consumers use our
products more efficiently.

For the longer term, our research emphasis is on
breakthrough ideas applicable to our core business.
We are supplementing our internal research through
cooperative efforts with universities and research
centers and through partnerships with other corpo-
rations. We believe that by working closely with
leading academics, energy experts and other tech-
nologically advanced companies, we will contribute
to the development of better answers to meeting
the world’s future energy needs.

The final section of the report discusses alternative
energy options and our views on some of the issues
currently existing with large-scale deployment of
each of the alternatives. The central message in this
section is that we believe investments in current
renewable energy technology are not economical.
As a result, our primary focus with regard to renew-
ables is on research to accelerate the development
of future options.

We are publishing this report because we believe it
is important to be straightforward and open about
our views on issues — such as climate and renew-
ables — that can affect both our business and soci-
ety. We believe that only by relying on careful busi-
ness analysis and by speaking with candor can we
ensure, over the long run, a positive reputation for
the company.




H ture Energy Trends and Developments

Understanding and projecting energy supply and
demand trends are important elements of
ExxonMobil’s strategic planning process. in fact,
recognizing their importance, we have for the past
several decades annually produced a comprehen-
sive energy outlook that typically covers the next
20 or more years.

The world’s demand for energy
is very large and growing.
Meeting this demand will present
significant challenges.
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Key conclusions from our assessment of the energy
outlook include the following:

¢ Energy use and economic growth are closely
linked, as shown in the chart above.! The relation-
ship shown is consistent across all regions and
countries and represents the trajectory that devel-
oping countries will likely follow as they progress
toward industrialization. Modern uses of energy
are so closely linked to growth because, among
many other advantages, they provide the basis for
all modern forms of transportation, are needed for
both the materials and the processes used in con-

struction, and underpin the mechanization and
improved efficiency of agriculture.

e Eighty percent of the energy growth from 2000
through 2020 will be devoted to improving living
standards in many parts of the developing world,
where about 85 percent of the world’s population
will live in 20 years.

e By 2020, we expect that the world will require
about 40 percent more energy than today. By then
the world’s consumption is likely to approach 300
million barrels of oil-equivalent energy every sin-
gle day. We expect that 60 percent of this 2020
demand will continue to come from oil and gas as
these primary sources of energy are available in
sufficient quantity to meet the world’s growth and
are, at the same time, the most economical.

Sizable increases in energy demand are projected
despite likely continued improvements in energy
efficiency. In total, we expect these efficiencies to be
about 1 percent per year, because of improved vehi-
cles, power plants, construction standards and
other actions. If gains were achieved at only half this
rate, the world would consume about 30 million
additional barrels of oil-equivalent energy per day,
close to the amount used by western Europe today.

Meeting higher energy demands will require a port-
folio of energy options including oil, gas, coal,
nuclear, hydro, biomass, solar and wind.? The contri-
bution of each is shown in the three-panel chart at
the top of pages 4 and 5. ‘

* The expected contribution of non-petroleum-based
energy to meeting world demand is detailed in the
chart at top right, page 4. Hydropower will grow,
though it is sitelimited. Nuclear power is projected
to grow at only about 0.4 percent per year, reflecting
announcements in several industrial countries,
including Germany® and the United Kingdom,* of
expectations regarding the gradual phase-out of
nuclear power. The majority of the biomass cate-
gory is developing countries’ use of traditional fuels
(wood, dung) and developed countries’ use of wood
waste and garbage.




How We Develop Our Energy Outiook

To help develop a sound basis for corporate strategies  relative competitiveness of alternative fuels, and the
and plans, we employ a team of energy planners ded-  significant but yet-to-be-achieved advances and

icated to devsloping and refining our own long-term deployment of new technologies.

outlook. These employees have diverse backgrounds

in engineering, marketing, economics, oil and gas in addition, we incorporate the input of a wide varisty -
exploration, refining and chemicals operations, of third-party economic and energy experts and work
research and development, and public policy. with other companies, including those in the automo-

tive and power-generation secters.® From these services
In developing our outlook, we utilize a comprehensive  and companies, our energy-planning group builds its
database to analyze past economic and energy knowledge base and — as appropriate — incorporates
trends, and to guide future forecasts. The database third-party perspectives into our projections.
includes a vast amount of economic and energy data
and enables us to assess energy demand, efficiency By seeking the views of others and consulting with
and conservation, fuel-buying patterns, demographics, public and private groups interested in energy issues,
and much more. We also develop and use detailed we find that our energy outlook is fundamentally con-
forecasting models and assessment tools to estimate sistent with those of most knowledgeable experts.
energy demands for major fuels and consuming sec- This group includes, among others, the International

tors at a country level. Energy Agency (IEA}® U'S. Department of Energy —
Energy Information Agency,” European Commission’s

in forecasting an energy outlook to 2020, some World Energy, Technology and Climate Policy Qutlook

assumptions may be specific to individual countries, — Reference Scenario,® and the recent National

whereas othars reflect expectations or trends that are  Petroleum Council’s North America natural gas study.®
independent of paolitical borders. We also consider the

¢ The outlook for wind and solar energy is for dou- demand will be growing overall. Supplying the
ble-digit growth, based on both continued public expected increase in oil and gas energy demand will
subsidies and technological advances. However, be a major challenge. Nevertheless, abundant oil
because they start from a very small base, their and gas resources exist:
combined contribution to total energy supplies is
likely to still be less than 0.5 percent in 2020. o Estimates of the total oil and gas resource base
have increased as a result of access to new areas
Because 80 percent of the world's growth in energy and technology.”
demand through 2020 will be in developing coun-
tries, 80 percent of the growth in carbon emissions ° The conventional resource base is very large and
will also be in the developing world. As a resuit, is likely to continue to be the primary source of
actions to reduce carbon emissions must include energy through at least the middle of the century.
consideration of the world as a whole. In the U.S. Geological Survey’s Worid Petroleum
Assessment 2000, the conventional recoverable lig-
It remains critical to the understanding of energy uids resource base is estimated to be about 3 tril-
supply that a majority of energy will continue to be lion barrels of oil."!

based on conventional oil and gas and that energy




ture Energy Trends and Developments
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° In addition to conventional resources, there are sig- Supplying Oil and Gas Demand Will Require Major Investment
nificant unconventional resources. Unconventional Millions of Barrels per Day of Oil Equivalent (MBDOE)

oil includes extra-heavy oil, oil sands and other 180
resources that cannot be produced using tradi-
tional methods. The International Energy Agency
has compiled estimates that indicate there are 140
more than 4.3 trillion barrels of unconventional oil
resources in place. Recoverable estimates for

Canada and Venezuela alone are estimated at 580 100 7
billion barrels.” 80 . m::{:’,,eem
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¢ New technologies will likely continue to extend the 0 |
recoverable resource base, making additional — 1980 - 1985 1980 1995 2000 2005 2010 2015
but currently uneconomical — conventional and
unconventional resources commercially attractive.
In fact, according to the U.S. Geological Survey,
total remaining recoverable oil resources are




The costs of developing these resources are signifi-
cant. In surveying the exploration and production
expenditures for more than 300 oil and gas compa-
nies, Lehman Brothers estimated total 2003 explo-
n’gggEa“d Solar ration and production investment is $133 billion."®
4 - - e : However, some national oil companies and some
' ! small-to-medium petroleum companies were not
included in the Lehman survey. Another estimate —
shown in the chart below — is provided in the
recently released International Energy Agency (IEA)
World Energy Investment Outlook 2003 report, which
calculates a total annual energy investment of about
$530 billion per year. Of that, the IEA believes that
about 40 percent, or $200 billion per year, will be
required for oil and gas, primarily for exploration,
development and production. To put this figure in
perspective, $200 billion is larger than the GDP of
Norway, whereas $530 billion is larger than the 2004
U.S. national defense budget.

more than 70 percent higher now than in 1980,
despite production since then of more than about World Eneray Investment, 2001-2030
400 billion barrels.”

0i! and Gas Investments Up to $200 Billion per Year

Total World Energy investment; $16 Trillion

As noted earlier, we project that oil and gas will

remain the major forms of primary energy over the

outlook perioc.. This predominance is due to their

lower costs and ease of use in many applications. Coal
The ongoing task of the petroleum industry is to find, 2%
produce and celiver this energy in an economical and
environmentally sound manner. We will need to

develop energy supplies both to meet new demand

and to replace supplies from maturing resources. As Electricity
the chart at left illustrates, the industry will likely 60%
need to add some 100 million oil-equivalent barrels
per day by 2015 to meet demand — an amount close
to 80 percent of today’s production levels.

Source: [EA

Timely development requires access to discovered
resources, economical development of unconven-
tional resources, continued technology advances,
adequate financing, and the cooperation of host
governments.




E xonMobil Investment Approach

The large capital investments needed to meet world
energy demand will require a disciplined, well-man-
aged approach, a fundamental strength of
ExxonMobil. Capital needs are also complemented
by our track record in the development and applica-
tion of industry-leading technologies. In 2003, we
invested about $15 billion in capital and exploration
expenditures and about $600 million in research.
During the past five years, we have invested about
$66 billion in capital and exploration expenditures,
and about $3 billion in research.

As most projections predict that oil and gas will
continue to meet 60 percent of energy needs in
2020, ExxxonMobil continues to focus in this area, in
which we have considerable expertise. Providing oil
and gas for these future needs will pose a significant

challenge, which we are particularly well suited to
address. The significant investment that will be
needed to advance adequate oil and gas develop-
ment will place a premium on investment discipline
and sound judgment in choasing profitable

energy projects.

The business approach we have adopted is first to
assess market and technology options thoroughly,
as well as business risks. Then — and with an
understanding of our competitive strengths and
capabilities — we invest where we see profitable
opportunities. We continually test our market and
technology assumptions, and we manage our per-
formance against key investment and operational
indicators, with the primary focus on return on
capital employed.

ExxonMobil Production Base
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ExxonMobil's size and geographic diversity, and

the complementary nature of our Upstream,
Downstream and Chemical businesses, moderate
the corporation’s sensitivity to fluctuations in individ-
ual. business lines and markets. By taking advantage
of synergies among these businesses, ExxonMobil is
able to optimize total company performance.

In the Upstream, ExxanMobil participates in every
major producing area in the world (see map oppo-
site). Our Upsitream portfolio spans more than 40
countries. We: have a substantial production base in
the United States, Canada, Europe and the Asia-
Pacific region and are unique in having interests in the
four major growth areas of West Africa, the Middle
East, the Casipian and Russia. ExxonMobil has the

largest resource base of any nongovernment com-
pany in the world, with 72 billion oil-equivalent barrels.

In the Downstream, ExxonMobil is a leading fuels
refiner and manufacturer of lube basestocks. We
have refining operations in 26 countries, rétail fuels
locations in more than 100 countrigs, and a lubri-
cants marketing presence in almost 200 countries
and territories.

in Chemical, ExxonMobil is a leading producer and
supplier of primary petrochemicals. Our Chemical
business is competitively advantaged by our
advanced technology, integration of more than 90
percent of our chemical assets with petroleum
refineries and superior cost structure.

This disciplined approach points us toward invest-

m

ents that are:

Technically sound.

» Significant enough to be meaningful in the context of
our size and the size of the overall energy market.

e Designed carefully to limit their impact on the pub-
lic and the environment.

¢ Economically sustainable without government sub-
sidy, thus ensuring profitability under a range of
market and government policy conditions.

Return on Capital Employed
Percentage, 5-Year Rolling Average
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Calculated based on public information on a consistent basis.

» Implemented to be profitable and affordable on an
ongoing basis.

Using these criteria, we have demonstrated a success-
ful track record of investment, a track record that has
benefited our shareholders while at the same time
being of value to energy consumers. For example:

* We have invested so as to position ExxonMobil in
attractive business sectors while reducing our
exposure to those sectors that fail to meet our
investment criteria. Examples of under-performing
industries in which we have disinvested include
coal extraction and nuclear and solar energy.

e We have a well-balanced and diversified business,
with strengths in both business scope (oil, gas,
chemicals) and geography.



E xonMobil Investment Approach ‘

° We have made concerted efforts to pace our
investments well. This has helped achieve indus-
try-leading returns that have averaged nearly 14
percent over the past decade.

» Qur rigorous investment criteria have permitted
us to attain industry-leading returns and to avoid
asset write-downs representing failed investments
that have diverted organization attention and
reduced shareholder value in other companies.
The chart on page 7 compares ExxonMobil to our
key competitors in return on capital employed,
or ROCE.

At the same time that we work to ensure that our
capital investments will be profitable over the long
term, we also strongly believe in investing in
research and development as a means to develop
potential future profitable business opportunities.
That is why we support research to increase energy
discovery success, to improve the efficiency of
energy use and to develop new energy solutions.
Our overall investment in R&D has been and
remains greater than that of our competitors (see
chart at top right). We balance our technology
investiment between technology extensions — which
can be rapidly deployed to our existing operations
— and breakthrough research that could have

a significant and lasting impact on the corporation
and the industry. Some of the current research areas
we are: undertaking include:

» Proprietary technologies that have the potential
to deliver breakthrough capabilities in direct
hydrocarbon detection. This technology could sig-
nificantly improve the chance of success in finding
new resources prior to drilling.

e Liquefied natural gas (LNG) and other gas-commer-
cialization technology to improve the efficiency of
liquefaction, transportation and regasification to
help satisfy the world’s increasing gas needs at
affordable economic levels.

Technology Investment
Millions of Dollars, 1997-2002 Average
700
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Based on public information.

¢ Research on hydrogen production for use in fuel
cells with strategic partners for potential new
power systems in automobiles.

» More-efficient, cleaner-burning internal combus-
tion engines and engine systems.

* Advanced lubricant formulations to meet stringent
emission standards.

e $100 million in groundbreaking research at
Stanford University’s Global Climate and Energy
Project (GCEP) to address future energy needs
with approaches that lead to lower greenhouse
gas emissions.



ent of Safety, Healith and the Environment

OIMS is the foundation of our Lloyd’s Register Quality Assurance
management of safety, health and View of OIMS:
the environment. “Lioyd’s Register Quality Assurance has reviewed

ExxonMobil's Operations Integrity Management
System and has evaluated it against the require-
ments of international standard for Environmental
Management Systems, ISC 14001.... It is the opinion
of Lloyd's Register Quality Assurance that the envi-

The rigor and discipline that we use to pursue and
manage researcn projects and that underpin our
investment program are also used in our approach
to the management of our performance in safety,

health and the environment. ronmental management components of
ExxonMgbil's Operations Integrity Management

The key system that we have used for a number of System are consistent with and meet the require-

years in the conduct of our operations and to assess ments of the ISO 14001 Environmental Management

and improve our safety, health and environmental
performance is the Operations Integrity
Management System, or OIMS. OIMS permits us to
measure our progress in these areas, plan future
improvements and implement management account- been integrated into its ongoing business processes.”
ability for resulis.

Systems Standard. We further believe ExxonMobil to
e among the industry Ieaders in the extent to which
environmental management considerations have

July 1, 2001

For a number of years we have collected and
reported data on atmospheric emissions such as
nitrogen oxide, ozone and sulfur dioxide. Over the

. past several years OIMS has been expanded to
include the collection and reporting of greenhouse
gas emissions for all facilities.
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n» dressing Greenhouse Gas Emissions

ExxonMobil recognizes that although scientific evi-
dence remains inconclusive, the potential impacts
of greenhouse gas emissions on society and ecosys-
tems may prove to be significant. To address these
risks, we have for many years taken actions to
improve efficiency and reduce emissions in our
operations and in customer use of our products. We
are also working with the scientific and business
communities to undertake research to create eco-
nomically competitive and affordable future options
to reduce long-term global emissions.

We are fully aware of the broad public and official
interest in this topic, of commitments made by
many governments through the United Nations
Framework Convention on Climate Change and the
Kyoto Protocol to that Convention, and of national
legislation to address greenhouse gas emissions.

We participate in voluntary programs that address
greenhouse gas emissions, and we are working with
governments and business groups to prepare for
binding regulations where they are being developed.

Actions now and research for the
future underpin our approach to
greenhouse gas emissions.

For our part, ExxonMobil has conducted and sup-
ported scientific, economic and technological
research into greenhouse gas emissions for more
than two decades. Overall, our research has been
designed to improve scientific understanding, assess
policy options and achieve technology breakthroughs
that could dramatically reduce greenhouse gas emis-
sions in both industrialized and developing countries.

In the context of the use of petroleum in the overall
econamy, we estimate that by far the majority of
emissions arise from consumer use of fuels (87 per-
cent), with the remainder from petroleum industry
operations (13 percent). Therefore, we also under-

Climate: Infinitely More Complex
than Weather

The earth has experienced a warming trend in
global surface air temperatures during the 20th
century,”” but the cause of this trend and whether it
is abnormal remain in dispute. Although recent tem-
peratures are elevated, they are not unprecedented
in the geoclogical record, which shows considerable
variation as well as previcus periods that were as
warm as or warmer than today. The variety of fac-
tors that appear to have influenced climate when
viewed from a geoscience perspective includes:

» Solar radiation
» Orbital changes of the earth
¢ Asteroid impacts

» Reflectance, circulation and gas composition
of the atmosphere

¢ Current dynamics in the oceans

* Effects of the biosphere, including forest cover
and greenhouse gas emissions

e | ithospheric events such as volcanism,
continental drift and mountain building.”

ExxonMobil has substantial expertise in geoscience,
as this is a central discipline in our business suc-
cess. We support efforts to advance knowledge on
many of the topics listed above, including climate
modeling; new tools for mapping temperature and
-geologic uplift and subsidence; and research on
such topics as ocean circulation, cloud formation
and solar irradiance variability.

take research on petroleum manufacturing
efficiency improvements, as well as on advanced
vehicles and fuels with automobile manufacturers.

Currently, many governments have made commit-
ments to reduce national greenhouse gas emissions
under the provisions of the Kyoto Treaty. In several
countries, regulations are in the process of being
developed to meet these commitments, and
ExxonMobil is fully prepared to comply with all laws
and regulations in countries where we operate.




-

Why Energy Efficiency?

ExxonMobil is committed to encouraging energy
efficiency because:

¢ Greater efficiency will prolong the period during
which conventional energy supplies will be
available for consumer use.

* Efficient use of energy makes energy more
affordable.

_ ¢ Improved efficiency will reduce environmental’
emissions_associated with providing and
using energy.

As part of our preparatory work, we and others are
working to resolve a number of practical issues
related to accomplishing the reduction goals, includ-
ing measurement of overall greenhouse gases and
reductions acliieved. We are engaged in discussions
with industry groups and with governments to
ensure broader understanding of compliance issues
and potential carbon-control measures, including
carbon trading.

[t is our intention to comply in the most cost-effective
manner with whatever regulations and mandates
issue from these discussions. We will limit the risks
that may be posed by new regulations by applying
the same disciplined analysis and investment criteria
we use for other business challenges and opportuni-
ties. We do not believe our operations will be compet-
itively disadvantaged, though some additional costs
are likely to result from compliance.

Nearer Term Initiatives

Related to our own operations, ExxonMobil is actively
engaged in reducing our energy usage and our green-
house gas emissions. Five important examples are:

¢ Global Energy Management System (GEMS). The
comprehensive GEMS is focused on continually
improving energy efficiency. In fact, over a 25-year
period, our refineries and chemical plants have
improved their energy efficiency by more than
35 percent. Opportunities have been identified to
improve energy efficiency by an additional 15 per-
cent. In North America alone, our refineries have
been improving their energy efficiency at a rate that
is three times better than the industry average.

Greenhouse Gas Emissions (Absolute and Normalized)
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o Cogeneration. In its application at refineries and gas
plants, cogeneration is a term used to describe the
simultaneous production of electricity and steam
using clean-burning natural gas. Cogeneration is
nearly twice as efficient as traditional methods of
producing steam and power separately. ExxonMobil
has more than 80 cogeneration facilities at some
30 locations worldwide, which have reduced
carbon dioxide emissions by almost 7 million tons
a year from what they would otherwise have been.
We are also in the process of expanding our cogen-
eration capacity by another 30 percent, represent-
ing an additional $1 billion investment in new
cogeneration facilities.

Flare Reduction. A third method of reducing emis-
sions of greenhouse gases is flare reduction. In
Nigeria, ExxonMobil recently announced a project
to eliminate gas flaring while at the same time sig-
nificantly increasing oil production and recovery.
This project is expected to get under way in 2006,
well ahead of targets set by the Nigerian govern-
ment. It will reduce greenhouse gas emissions by
more than 5 million tons per year at facilities we
operate from what they would otherwise have
been (or 2 million tons on an equity-share basis). In
addition, ExxonMobil is part of the World Bank Gas
Flaring Reduction Partnership, which supports
national governments and the petroleum industry
in their efforts to reduce the flaring and venting of
gas, and which is also focused on developing eco-
nomical alternate-use projects for flare gas.

[

Reporting. With regard to the reporting of green-
house gas emissions, we are taking steps to accu-
rately measure and report our own emissions. Qur
recent greenhouse gas emissions are shown in the
chart on page 11. In the past few years we have
increased the transparency of our greenhouse gas
emissions by publishing them annually in our
Corporate Citizenship Report and making them
available on our Internet site.

l- dressing Greenhouse Gas Emissions -

* Measurements and Guidelines. We are working
with industry, through the American Petroleum
Institute and the International Petroleum Industry
Environmental Conservation Association, to
develop a consistent measurement methodology
and transparent guidelines for reporting green-
house gas emissions, in order that they may be
compared on a consistent basis among companies
and industries."

Medium Term Initatives

Especially important are the efforts we have

under way to increase the supply of cleaner-burning
natural gas. Natural gas emits less carbon dioxide
than oil when burned, so that more reliance on- - -
natural gas will limit carbon increases. Our efforts
related to natural gas include:

o Natural Gas. Access to a total gas resource base of
nearly 185 trillion cubic feet of net discovered
resources, including 56 trillion cubic feet of proved
reserves. This resource base provides a solid foun-
dation for profitable growth.

internal Combustion (IC) Engines Remain
Primary Technology in 2030

Fuel Cells
4%

Natural Gas IC Engines
8%

Hybridized
IC Engines
4%

Non-Hybrid
IC Engines
84%

Source: EUCAR



¢ Balanced Portfolio. A balanced portfolio of proved
reserves, with about 27 percent in North America,
44 percent in Europe, 14 percent in Asia-Pacific and
15 percent in other parts of the world. Over the
medium term, major development projects are
expected to start up in parts of the world, includ-
ing Qatar, the Netherlands, Norway, Russia,
Kazakhstan, Angola and Canada.

Natural Gas Preferred for Reducing Carbon Dioxide Emissions
Pounds of Carbon Dioxide: per Million BTU Energy Content

e Equity Positions. Equity positions in many of the
largest remote gas accumulations in the world
that strongly position us to benefit from new LNG
and other gas-commercialization technology.
ExxonMobil recently announced a major expansion
of its LNG investment plans to bring natural gas
from Qatar to the U.S.

e LNG Technology. Technology advances in gas
liquefaction, transportation and regasification.
The development of larger LNG trains to liquefy
the gas, as well as larger, more-efficient ship
designs, has resulted in dramatic reductions in
expected unit costs.

¢ R & D. New research and development, notably
through advances in high-strength steel, which will
permit less-expensive transportation of natural gas
through pipelines.”

In the medium term, we are also undertaking work on
advanced fuels, vehicles and materials. As the chart
on page 12, bottom right, shows, automotive industry
projections indicate that through 2030 internal
combustion engines will continue to power more
than 95 percent of all vehicles.” Technologies that
improve the fuel efficiency and emissions perfor-
mance of these systems can have a very substantial
positive impact on the environment earlier than alter-
natives and for decades to come.

Many new approaches to traditional internai combus-
tion engine technology have been under investigation
by automobile companies and by ExxonMobil:

e One avenue involves research to better optimize
fuel/engine systems for higher efficiency and lower
emissions. Gasoline and diesel are blends of many
types of molecules, and each type behaves slightly
differently during combustion. Working with
Toyota, we are investigating what happens when
different types of molecules are burned in an inter-
nal combustion engine.® The knowledge gained is
expected to lead to new fuel and vehicle systems
that have higher efficiency and lower emissions
than current engines.

[ ]

A second path involves new combustion technolo-
gies that have attributes of both gasoline-spark igni-
tion and diesel-compression ignition. Called homo-
geneous charge compression ignition (HCCI), this
technology combines the efficiency of a high-com-
pression diesel engine with the lower emissions of a
gasoline engine.” The payoff of this research could
be substantial. For example, better understanding
of fuel chemistry and combustion could lead to 30
percent better fuel efficiency than today’s gasoline
engines have, with a resulting reduction in smog-
causing emissions and carbon dioxide.

13
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lo dressing Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Other options can also improve automobile per-
formance significantly.

¢ High on the list is hybrid-engine technology.*
Hybrids use a gasoline engine for steady speeds
and an electric motor for extra power during the
more energy-demanding phases of start-up and
acceleration. A battery, which is recharged while
driving and braking, powers the electric motor. In
cities, where this technology has major advan-
tages, hybrid vehicles deliver a fuel-economy
improvement of more than 50 percent.® A few
models using this technology are on the road
today with more planned. Broad deployment of
this technology could have a significant impact on
CO, emissions from personal vehicles,

Another area in which we contribute is advanced
materials for plastics. These offer lower weight
and better fuel mileage, and they are recyclable
and save energy when reused.”

-]

We have also invested in improved lubricants,
including synthetics, which provide benefits of
lower emissions and improve fuel economy. Our
Mobil-1 and Low Sulfur-Ash-Phosphorus formula-
tions are examples of our efforts in this area. In
addition, we have developed long-drain interval
lubricants that improve environmental performance
by minimizing the amount of waste oil generated.

Longer Term Initiatives

QOur long-term efforts related to greenhouse gas
emissions are focused on innovative and far-reach-
ing research projects.

Central among these is the Global Climate and
Energy Project (GCEP) at Stanford University. Its
overarching goal is to undertake research to accel-
erate the development of commercially viable
energy technologies that can substantially reduce
greenhouse gas emissions.

GCEP was initiated in November 2002, Its four broad
obijectives are to:

1. Identify the most promising technologies for low-
emissions, high-efficiency energy supplies.

2. Identify barriers to the application of these tech-
nologies on a global basis.

3. Conduct research into technologies that will help
overcome barriers and accelerate the global applica-
tion of these technologies.

4. Make research results widely available to the sci-
entific and engineering community through work-
shops, presentations and journal publications.

GCEP is a 10-year project with total anticipated
investments of $225 million, of which ExxonMobil
is committed to contributing $100 million. Other
project sponsors — General Electric, Toyota and
Schlumberger — are prominent companies that
represent a diverse mix of business sectors and that
have both global reach and strong research and
technology capabilities. By combining the world-
class research of Stanford with the practical know-
how and financial support of major corporations, it
is intended that GCEP will be able to push the fron-
tiers of energy technology.

GCEP aims to identify advanced technologies that
can be adopted globally, not just in industrialized
countries, which is important, as 80 percent of
growth in carbon emissions through 2020 will occur
in developing countries. It will look at the full spec-
trum of energy resources and end uses, including:

e Improved generation and transmission of electricity
e Advanced transportation options

» Expanded use of hydrogen

¢ Fuels derived from plants

e Next-generation coal

® Nuclear energy

e Renewable energy



Other Climate-Related Research

GCEP is not the only activity we sponsor to help better understand GHGs and alternative energy. For example, over the past 20 years we have
spansored sclentific, technolagical and economic/palicy research at the following institutions:

U S ——

Charles River Associates

Massachusetts Institute of Technology

Stanford University

The infrastructure required to produce and deliver
the various energy sources will be investigated, as
will the needed advances in materials, combustion
technology and energy-systems management,

The results of GCEP’s research are expected to pro-
vide new information for ExxonMobil’'s own planning
and business strategy and investment activities. This
information will assist in ensuring that we have

early insight into promising avenues for future
business activities.

The seriousness with which we approach the issues
of climate and greenhouse gases is evidenced by the
array of scientific investment and operational
approaches we have adopted in our own facilities as
well as the range of research that we support — both
in house and in partnership with others.

f
‘ Technological | Economic/Palicy

1

1
| Scientific

I
|
|

It is our expectation that from among the multiple
efforts that we and others are undertaking, new
technologies will eventually emerge that can be suc-
cessfully applied around the world. Moreover, our
active involvement in the development of these
technologies will provide competitive advantages
that will be available to ensure future commercial
success. This proactive and multifaceted approach
ensures that the interests of shareholders in mitigat-
ing risks are properly addressed.
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Renewable Energy Alternatives

The general appeal of renewable energy is associated
with its potential for long-term sustainability and envi-
ronmental benefits, We understand this appeal, and
we are open to considering investments in renewable
energy which meet our investment criteria and can
compete favorably among other opportunities.

Our investment criteria emphasize investment in
areas where we have both relevant and leading-edge
technology. Renewables, such as solar and wind
power, do not meet either of these criteria.

Renewable energy presents
business and investment
challenges, with limited

promise of near-term
profitable investment, even
with government subsidies.

In our view, current renewable technologies do not
offer near-term promise for profitable investment rel-
ative to attractive opportunities that we see in our
core business. Therefore, we have chosen not to pur-
sue investments in renewable energy options.

We believe that companies interested in current
renewable technologies should invest if they believe
profit opportunities exist. However, we would note
that other major energy companies have in the past
year announced asset write-downs — amounting to
a total of $172 million — for investments in solar
energy.” This is a telling indicator of the merits of
our approach.

Nevertheless, we are closely monitoring technology
developments in renewables. This active monitoring,
coupled with our considerable financial strength,
will, we believe, permit us to become active in rele-
vant technology developments and to invest in a
timely manner in the future if developments in
renewables provide profitable opportunities.

QCur primary focus with regard to renewables is on
research to make promising options commercially
viable, as for example through the Global Climate

and Energy Project and other such initiatives dis-
cussed previously. Although the research results will
be made broadly available, as a sponsor ExxonMobil
will have early insight on new technologies for
potential commercialization.

A more thorough explanation of our current assess-
ment of specific alternative energy options foliows.

Power Generation

Currently, renewable resources account for approxi-
mately 8 percent of electricity generated in the
United States, with the majority coming from hydro-
electric facilities. When the scope of renewables is
narrowed to wind and solar the contribution to total
electricity generated drops to 0.2 percent. These
sources are expected to grow at more than 9 percent
per year between now and 2020, yet their contribu-
tion to total electricity will rise to only about 1 per- - -
cent of total electricity sales by that year*

Costs Converging Though Wind, Nuclear, Solar Remain
Higher Cost for Power Generation

Cents per Kilowatt Hour, Indicative Range

18

Coal Gas Hydro Wind Nuclear Solar

A number of factors discourage our investment in
renewables for power generation:

e Despite cost reductions over the past decade,
renewable technologies still require substantial
government support to be competitive. The chart
above illustrates the cost of generating electricity
from both renewable and non-renewable sources.”



The British Wind Energy Association has noted the difficulties facing the wind energy industry, and in recent testimony
. _before.a committee of the House of Lords stated that “thereis a high degree of uncertainty over the value of wind gen- -

erated slectriciy atter 2010.....making it exiremely Gffical fr piojects PIETEd . toObtain the necessary financing.™ -~

e Currently, the most competitive renewable source
is wind power. In some applications, wind-gener-
ated electricity can be cost-competitive with that
generated from natural gas, but it relies largely on
government subsidies to be economical. As the
duration of these subsidies is uncertain, invest-
ment in wind projects represents a higher risk
than alternative investments. At the 2003
American Wind Association Conference, the CEO
of a major wind-turbine manufacturer stated that
“the political instability facing the wind industry in
the United States effectively thwarts the ability of
developers and utilities alike to engage in mean-
ingful long-term planning.™*

e Solar energy remains far more costly except in
limited applications. Existing solar photovoltaic
technology is very energy-intensive, requiring man-
ufacturing energy equal to about two years of the
output of the solar device. These factors, coupled
with the large land areas required to produce
energy on a power-plant scale, make current solar
technologies about five times more costly than
conventionai electricity generation, and we believe
they are unattractive investments for ExxonMobil.*®

(-]

The ability of wind and solar technologies to con-
tribute to electric power supply is fundamentally
limited by intermittence. Stable electric grids
require traditional generating facilities or costly
backup systems to ensure uninterrupted supply to
consumers on cloudy days, at night, or at times
the winds fail. These aspects limit the ability of
wind and solar energy to contribute to electricity
supplies, and they increase the overall costs of
integrated power supply systems.

Hydropower, geothermal power and municipal
solid waste account for 94 percent of renewable
electricity generation today, and their contribution

to electricity generation is expected to grow
slowly over the next 20 years. Growth of these
technologies will be limited by considerations
related to land use, facility siting and resource
availability. None offers a competitive advantage
for ExxonMobil.

In summary, though each of the renewable power-
generation options has a place, the limitations of cur-
rent technologies preclude any of them being suitable
for meeting a large-enough share of long-term energy
supply needs to displace conventional energy
sources.” Most renewable energy options require
subsidies to be competitive,* and even when they are
subsidized, acceptable returns are far from certain.

Between now and 2020, electricity generation from
natural gas is expected to grow 5.5 percent a year.
Although the growth rate is lower than that of wind
and solar, the absolute growth in electricity gener-
ated from natural gas is projected to be more than
25 times that generated from renewables. This fact,
coupled with ExxonMobil’s strong technology and
business base in natural gas, makes this a more
attractive investment option.

Automotive Fuels

In addition to use in power generation, renewables
also continue to have a role in automobile fuels.

In the shorter term (through 2020), most approaches
being pursued by the automobile industry and by
ExxonMobil are focused on improving the efficiency
of conventional fuels use, not on alternative fuels,
as we have discussed in a previous section.

One potential option for alternative fuel is the pro-
duction of ethanol from corn or other crops.
Cultivation of crops for use as fuel requires substan-

" tial land that would otherwise be available for food,

17



18

newable Energy Alternatives

U.S. Biofuels Land Requirements Sizable
Percent of L.S. Land Needed to Supply Corn Ethanol

. I you wanted to supply

of the U.S. gasoline in 2020
it would require

gf the area of the United States—
an area equal to the size of
Winois, Indiana and Ohio.

forests or other use.® With current technology,
ethanol also costs consumers more than gasoline
does, unless it is subsidized, and it requires substan-
tial inputs of fossil fuels for both the production of
the crops and the conversion into fuel.*
Additionally, regulations governing ozone emissions
can be met without the addition of ethanol to con-
ventional gasoline.” Therefore, we have chosen not
to pursue investments in ethanol. We are, however,
complying with all government ethanol mandates by
purchasing ethanol from third-party providers.

If you wanted te supply

of the U.S. gasoline in 2020
it would require

of the area of the United States.

This area is more than three times
as much as current corn cropland.

If you wanted to supply

100%

of the U.S. gasoline in 2020
it would require

of the area of the United States.

Today, crogland makes up only 19%
of all the land in the United States.

In the longer term (past 2020), hydrogen is often
cited as a potential option. In fact, there is signifi-
cant research under way related to automotive fuel
cell systems powered by hydrogen.® Hydrogen is
appealing as it offers the potential for efficient, emis-
sions-free vehicles, and can be produced from multi-
ple primary energy sources.

Hydrogen, while abundant, must first be produced
from water or hydrocarbons. This step requires the
use of energy generated from primary sources: oil,
gas, coal, nuclear or renewables. It is important to

Hydrog:n Cost and Investment for 10 Percent of U.S. Fleet in 2020
Fuel Gost
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understand the impact on the amount of additional
primary energy that will be required and also the
full supply-chain costs and greenhouse gas emis-
sions associated with hydrogen production, distri-
bution and consumption. A number of studies con-
ducted by different sponsors in different regions
have assessed the options. All have concluded that
there is only a moderate (approximately 11 to

35 percent) recuction in full-cycle CO, emissions
for hydrogen fuel cell vehicles compared with
hybrid technology.®

“On the best-case scenario,
fuel cells are expected
to become viable
cnly beyond 2020.”

Banc of America Securities™

A number of challenges must be met before hydro-
gen becomes a viable transportation fuel. Among
these are safety and the high cost of production and
distribution, While hydrogen has been used safely
for decades by highly trained technicians in indus-
trial settings, its characteristics pose unique chal-
lenges for use in consumer markets. The small size
of hydrogen molecules makes them more likely to
leak than any cther fuel. This, coupled with flamma-
bility and explosive ranges that are respectively 10
to 20 times those of gasoline, and the ability to ignite
hydrogen gas with only a static spark, create signifi-
cant risks that will need to be managed if hydrogen
is to be used safely. Hydrogen also delivers very little
energy per unif of volume. As a result, very high
pressures (~10,000 psi) will be required to achieve
acceptable veliicle driving ranges if compressed
hydrogen gas is used. Gases at these high pressures
create risks independent of the type of fuel.

The high cost of producing and distributing hydro-
gen results in a fuel cost that is twice that of gaso-
line on a cents-per-mile-driven basis. As shown in
the charts at the bottom of page 18, based on an
analysis by SFA Pacific in the U.S,, the costs and
investments are highest when hydrogen is produced

from renewable energy sources (wind/solar/bio-
mass) and lowest when it is produced from natural
gas.” These investment levels present an affordabil-
ity challenge to any economy and are driven in part
by the fact that much of the existing natural gas
infrastructure cannot be used for hydrogen distribu-
tion due to incompatibilities.

Interest in the use of renewable energy to make
hydrogen is high, as this is the only option that
would result in a “zero emissions” transportation
fuel system on a total supply-chain basis. There are,
however, a number of additional challenges associ-
ated with the manufacture of hydrogen from renew-
able energy. Currently, using average costs for renew-
ables in the U.S., hydrogen is five times more expen-
sive than gasoline when produced from wind and 17
times more expensive when produced from solar
energy. Land requirements are also significant.”

Finally, one must consider whether hydrogen use for
transportation fuel is the most appropriate use of
renewable resources. A unit of wind or solar energy
that is used to displace coal in power generation
saves 2.5 times more carbon dioxide than using the
same unit of wind or solar energy to replace gaso-
line with hydrogen.®

ExxonMobil is actively engaged, both internally and
through industry groups, in a range of activities to
address the many challenges associated with hydro-
gen. Some of these activities include the Department
of Energy’s Freedom Car and Fuel Partnership, the
California Fuel Cell Partnership, and the U.S.
Department of Energy Hydrogen Safety Review
Panel. The focus of these various efforts includes:
research on the production and distribution of
hydrogen; interactions with government, industry
and safety authorities on codes and standards; and
analysis of energy supply implications.

We and others believe that resolving the issues sur-
rounding hydrogen will take many years, perhaps
decades. Therefore, significant commercialization or
broad marketplace deployment is not likely for
some time. This general view is shared by DOE and
Honda, among others.*

19



20

Summary

We have addressed, and continue to address, the
challeniges discussed in this report with a disci-
plined approach that delivers industry-leading
returns. [n doing so we are particularly mindful of
our responsibility to our shareholders, customers,
employees and the public at large. Therefore, we:

* Have a robust portfolio of diverse opportunities
to develop reliable, safe and affordable energy
resources, and we are able to do so in an
economical and environmentally and socially
responsible manner.

¢ Manage a well-balanced and diversified business,
with strengths both in business scope and

geography.

¢ Invest in projects and programs that are
economically sound while improving our energy-
use efficiency and reducing emissions in our
own facilities.

* Condluct research in technology that will enable
our customers to be more efficient in their use of
energy for power and transportation.

* Maintain a leading effort in research and develop-
ment on potential options that promise competi-
tive advances and that can form the foundation for
profitable, large-scale commercialization in the
future. We do so through our own technology
research, by keeping abreast of the advances of
others, and by supporting leading research by
third parties (both on basic science and on new
energy approaches).

Our strategy includes expert analysis and consuita-
tion with others, investment discipline, broad diver-
sity in our energy portfolio, and breadth of research
on energy-related issues and opportunities. We
believe our business strategy and execution are in
the fundamental financial interests of our share-
holders and have positive benefits for society and
the environment.
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March 11, 2004 - 'i: “:

VIA Fax and Network Courier o T
U. S. Securities and Exchange Commission :
Division of Corporation Finance : TR
Office of Chief Counsel SR
450 Fifth Street, N.W. T
Washington, DC 20549

RE:  Securities Exchange Act of 1934 -- Section 14(2); Rule 14a-8
Omission of Shareholder Proposal Regarding Climate Change Data

Gentlemer and Ladies:

This letter briefly responds to the letter dated March 5, 2004, submitted by Paul M.
Neuhauser as counsel for the proponents of the captioned shareholder proposal.

Mr. Neuhauser's rebuttal of our original January 22, 2004, letter is premised on the same
misconception as the original proposal: that ExxonMobil has endorsed a particular scientific
viewpoint on climate science. To the contrary, our actions are based on ongoing engagement in
the full range of climate science research and not on any particular study or data set.

Climate science, like other fields of science, is not an endpoint but an ongoing process,
with new research issued almost daily. Our approach is to support that process. As we state in
our new Report on Energy Trends, Greenhouse Emissions and Alternative Energy, which has
been approved by a committee of independent directors, "[w]e support efforts to advance
knowledge on ... topics ... including climate modeling; new tools for mapping temperature and
geologic uplift and subsidence; and research on such topics as ocean circulation, cloud formation
and solar irradiance variability." See "Climate: Infinitely More Complex Than Weather" on page

10 (and accompanying endnotes) and the detailed discussion of GCEP and our other research
initiatives on pages 14 and 15 of the Report.

As we stated in our original letter and in the Report, we recognize the potential risks of
greenhouse gas emissions and "have for many years taken actions to improve efficiency and
reduce emissions in our operations and in customer use of our products. We are also working
with the scientific and business communities to undertake research to create economically

competitive and affordable future options to reduce long-term global emissions." See p. 10 of the
Report. '
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In short, ExxonMobil's position is to monitor and help further scientific inquiry wherever
it may lead, and we have discussed that effort in significant detail in our new Report. We do not
have a specific, narrow position on climate science which can be "explained" by reference to
specific studies or sets of research data or differentiated from other specific research conclusions.
As we have previously explained, providing all research data that supports our position would
simply amount to providing all research data, period. That is not possible, but to the extent the
shareholder proposal can practicably be implemented we strongly believe the Report has done
$O.

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

Please file-stamp the enclosed copy of this letter and return it to me in the enclosed self-
addressed postage-paid envelope. In accordance with SEC rules, I also enclose five additional
copies of this letter. A copy of this letter is also being sent to Mr. Neuhauser as well as to the
proposal sponsor and each co-sponsor.

Sincerely,
James Earl Parsons

JEP/d]
Enclosures
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CC:

Mr. John K. S. Wilson

Assistant Director for Socially Responsible Investing
Christian Brothers Investment Services, Inc.

90 Park Avenue, 29" Floor

New York, NY 10016-1301

Sister Dolores Bourquin, H.M.
Sisters of the Humility of Mary
Villa Maria Community Center
Villa Maria, PA 16155

Ms. Valeriz Heinonen, 0.s.u.

Consultant, Corporate Social Responsibility
Mercy Investment Program

205 Avenue C, #10E

New York, NY 10009

Reverend Joseph P. La Mar, MM
Assistant Treasurer

Maryknoll Fathers and Brothers
55 Ryder Road

Ossining, NY 10562

Sister Maclonna Sangalli (withdrew)
Trustee

Providence Trust

515 Southwest 24" Street

San Antonio, TX 78207-4619

Sister Mary Ann Tiemey, SC.

Chief Financial Officer

The Passionists Province Pastoral Center
526 Monastery Place

Union City, NY 07087




DIVISION OF CORPORATION FINANCE
INFORMAL PROCEDURES REGARDING SHAREHOLDER PROPOSALS

“The Division of Corporation Finance believes that its responsibility with respect to
matters ar:sing under Rule 14a-8 [17 CFR 240.14a-8], as with other matters under the proxy
rules, is to aid those who must comply with the rule by offering informal advice and suggestions
and to determine, initially, whether or not it may be appropriate in a particular matter to
recommend enforcement action to the Commission. In connection with a shareholder proposal
under Rule 14a-8, the Division’s staff considers the information furnished to it by the Company
in support of its intention to exclude the proposals from the Company’s proxy materials, as well
as any information furnished by the proponent or the proponent’s representative.

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

It is important to note that the staff’s and Commission’s no-action responses to
Rule 14a-8(j) submissions reflect only informal views. The determinations reached in these no-
action letters do not and cannot adjudicate the merits of a company’s position with respect to the
proposal. Only a court such as a U.S. District Court can decide whether a company is obligated
to include shareholder proposals in its proxy materials. Accordingly a discretionary
determination not to recommend or take Commission enforcement action, does not preclude a
proponerit, or any shareholder of a company, from pursuing any rights he or she may have
against the company in court, should the management omit the proposal from the company’s
proxy material.




March 19, 2004

Response of the Office of Chief Counsel
Division of Corporation Finance

Re:  Exxon Mobil Corporation
Incoming letter dated January 22, 2004

The proposal requests that the board of directors make available to shareholders
all research data relevant to ExxonMobil’s stated position on the science of climate
change, omitting proprietary information and at reasonable cost.

We are unable to concur in your view that ExxonMobil may exclude the proposal
under rule 14a-8(i)(6). Accordingly, we do not believe that ExxonMobil may omit the
proposal from its proxy materials in reliance on rule 14a-8(i)(6).

We are unable to concur in your view that ExxonMobil may exclude the proposal
under rule 14a-8(1)(7). Accordingly, we do not believe that ExxonMobil may omit the
proposal from its proxy materials in reliance on rule 14a-8(i)(7).

We are unable to concur in your view that ExxonMobii'may exclude the proposal
under rule 14a-8(1)(10). Accordingly, we do not believe that ExxonMobil may omit the
proposal from its proxy materials in reliance on rule 14a-8(1)(10).

Sincerely,

Lesli L. Sheppard-Warren
Attorney-Advisor




