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August 12, 2003

"03059557
B. Joseph Alley, Jr.
2800 One Adante Conter pct: (924
s —rE

Re:  Sysco Corporation Public f@? AM@ 2@05

Incoming letter dated July 1, 2003 Availability:

Dear Mr. Alley, Jr.:

This is in response to your letter dated July 1, 2003 concerning the shareholder
proposal submitted to Sysco by Trinity Health, Dominican Sisters of Hope, Mercy
Investment Program, Sisters, Servants of the Immaculate Heart of Mary of Monroe,
Michigan, General Board of Pension and Health Benefits of the United Methodist Church,
Adrian Dominican Sisters, Maryknol! Sisters of St, Dominic, Inc., Sisters of St. Joseph of
Nazareth, Boston Common Asset Management, LLC and Sisters of Mercy, Regional
Community of Detroit Charitable Trust. By doing this, we avoid having to recite or
summarize the facts set forth in the correspondence. Copies of all the correspondence will
also be provided to the proponents.

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.

PR @C’E@%@ Sincerely,
(20 g A flewne

\
THOMS
NAN
A Martin P. Dunn

Associate Director (Legal)

Enclosures

cc: Catherine Rowan
Corporate Responsibility Consultant
Trinity Health
766 Brady Ave., Apt. 635
Bronx, NY 10462
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Foruwer

July 1, 2003

Via UPS Next Day Air

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

450 5th Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20549

Re: Sysco Corporation: Proposal to Report on Genetically Modified Products; Notice of
Intent to Omit Shareholder Proposal from Proxy Materials Pursuant to Rule 14a-8

Ladies and Gentlemen:

Pursuant to Rule 14a-8(j) of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as amended, on behalf of
our client Sysco Corporation (“SYSCO” or the “Company”), we hereby give notice of the
Company’s intention to omit from its proxy statement and form of proxy for the Company’s 2003
Annual Meeting of Shareholders (collectively the “Proxy Materials”) a proposal and supporting
statement (the “Proposal”) submitted by Trinity Health and co-sponsored by Dominican Sisters of
Hope, Sisters, Servants of the Immaculate Heart of Mary, General Board of Pension and Health
Benefits of The United Methodist Church, Adrian Dominican Sisters, the Maryknoll Sisters, Sisters
of St. Joseph of Nazareth, Mercy Investment Program, Sisters of Mercy, Regional Community of
Detroit Charitable Trust and Boston Common Asset Management, LLC (collectively, the
“Proponents”) by letters dated May 6, 2003, May 14, 2003, May 22, 2003, May 8, 2003, May 6,
2003, May 19, 2003, May 12, 2003, May 14, 2003, May 14, 2003 and May 27, 2003, respectively.

We request the concurrence of the staff of the Division of Corporation Finance (the “Staff”)
of the Securities and Exchange Commission (the “Commission”) that no enforcement action will be
recommended if the Company omits the Proposal from its Proxy Materials. Attached hereto as
Exhibit A are copies of each of the letters from the Proponents and the Proposal.

The Company would appreciate the Staff’s response to its request prior to August 30, 2003,
which is the date by which the Company will need to finalize its Proxy Materials in order to meet
its current timetablg. The Company currently expects to file definitive copies of its Proxy Materials
with the Commission on or about September 20, 2003.

2800 One Atlantic Center | 1201 West Peachtree Street | Atlanta, GA 30309-3450 | 404.873.8500 | Fax: 404.873.8501 | Macon Office: 478.745.3344
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The Proposal states as follows: “Shareholders request that our Board review the Company’s
policies for food products containing genetically engineered (GE) ingredients and report to
shareholders by March 2004. This report, developed at reasonable cost and omitting proprietary
information, will identify the risks, financial costs (including opportunity costs) and benefits, and
environmental impacts of the continued use of GE-ingredients in food products sold or
manufactured by the company.”

Grounds for Exclusion

l. THE PROPOSAL MAY BE OMITTED UNDER RULE 14a-8(i)(3) SINCE IT IS
MISLEADING IN VIOLATION OF RULE 14a-9 OF THE PROXY RULES

The Company believes that the Proposal and its Supporting Statement may be properly
omitted from SYSCO’s Proxy Materials pursuant to the provisions of Rules 14a-8(i)(3) and 14a-9.
The specific reasons why the Company deems omission to be proper and the legal support for such
conclusions are discussed below.

Rule 14a-8(i)(3) under the Exchange Act permits a company to omit from its proxy materialfg
a shareholder proposal and any statement in support thereof “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.” Rule 14a-9 under
the Exchange Act provides, in pertinent part, that:

“(a) No solicitation subject to this regulation shall be made by means of any proxy
statement, form of proxy, notice of meeting or other communication, written or oral,
containing any statement which, at the time and in the light of the circumstances under
which it is made, is false or misleading with respect to any material fact, or which omits to
state any material fact necessary in order to make the statements therein not false or
misleading ....”

The Staff has concurred that a company could properly exclude entire shareholder
proposals and supporting statements where they contained false and misleading statements or
omitted material facts necessary to make such proposals and supporting statements not false and
misleading. See, e.g. The Swiss Helvetia Fund, Inc. (March 6, 2001); Comshare, Incorporated
(August 23, 2000); and General Magic, Inc. (May 1, 2000). The Staff also has concurred that a
company could properly exclude portions of shareholder proposals and supporting statements from
its proxy materials where they contained false and misleading statements or omitted material facts
necessary to make such proposals and supporting statements not false and misleading. See, e.g.,
Peoples Energy Corporation (November 3, 2002); Peoples Energy Corporation (November 26,
2001); Phoenix Gold International, Inc. (November 5, 2001); National Fuel Gas Company
(November 18, 1999); and CCBT Bancorp, Inc. (April 20, 1999).
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The Proposal and the Supporting Statement may be excluded in their entirety under Rule
14a-8(i)(3) because they contain numerous statements that are false and misleading in violation of
Rule 14a-9. Staff Legal Bulletin No. 14 ("SLB 14"), published on July 13, 2001, states that "when a
proposal and supporting statement will require detailed and extensive editing in order to bring
them into compliance with the proxy rules, [the Staff] may find it appropriate for companies to
exclude the entire proposal, supporting statement, or both, as materially false or misleading."
Requiring the Staff to spend large amounts of time reviewing shareholder proposals "that have
obvious deficiencies in terms of accuracy, clarity or relevance ... is not beneficial to all participants
in the [shareholder proposal] process and diverts resources away from analyzing core issues arising
under rule 14a-8."

As set forth below, the Proposal and Supporting Statement contain the types of obvious
deficiencies and inaccuracies that make Staff review unproductive and would require such detailed
and extensive editing to eliminate or revise false and misleading statements that they must be
completely excluded. In the alternative, if the Staff is unable to concur with our conclusion that the
Proposal and Supporting Statement should be excluded in their entirety because of the numerous
false and misleading statements contained therein, we respectfully request that the Staff recommend
exclusion and/or revision of the statements discussed below.

The Proposal is misleading in at least the following respects:

1. The first, second and third bullet points of the Supporting Statement speak to crops
engineered to produce pharmaceutical and/or industrial chemical products. SYSCO does not
develop, manufacture or sell pharmaceutical or industrial chemical products, nor does SYSCO
purchase or distribute food products that have been engineered to produce pharmaceuticals or
chemicais, and the use of the statement in the Supporting Statement could mislead investors about
the applicability of such products to SYSCO. SYSCO received a similar shareholder proposal last
year from certain co-proponents, including a number of those named in this proposal. In last year’s
proposal, the Staff instructed the proposing shareholders to delete the following statement in the
proposal’s supporting statement: “GE-crops grown for pharmaceutical purposes, including
contraceptive effects, may contaminate other crops and soil and adversely effect human health”.
SYSCO'’s request that the statement be deleted was based on the fact that SYSCO does not develop,
manufacture or sell pharmaceutical or contraceptive products and that the use of the statement
could mislead investors about the applicability of those products to SYSCO. As SYSCO's business
has not changed since the prior year to include pharmaceutical and/or industrial chemical products,
we urge the Staff to require the deletion of similar Supporting Statements mentioning those
products this year. See, SYSCO Corporation (available September 4, 2002). In any event, the use
of GE-crops for these purposes remains irrelevant to SYSCO'’s business.

2, The first bullet point of the Supporting Statement states that “the U.S. Department of
Agriculture [“USDA”"]} ordered 155 acres of lowa corn uprooted and incinerated” (emphasis added).
The USDA’s own press release, dated November 13, 2002, (see Exhibit B, third paragraph) noted
only that it requested the destruction of the 155 acres, as to which the involved party complied.
The inaccurate wording of the Supporting Statement could mislead investors regarding the
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cooperative nature of the incident referenced and the degree of non-compliance of GE-crop
producers with government agencies. Regardless of the inaccurate citation, SYSCO’s business does
not fit within the subject matter cited in the bullet as discussed in Paragraph 1 above.

3. The first and second sentences of the last bullet point of the Supporting Statement
regarding contamination by Starlink corn do not support the conclusion that said contamination is
illustrative of the “sudden and costly impact on products and markets” of GE foods. Proponents
should be required to provide support for these statements or remove them in order to avoid
misleading investors. The final sentence of the last bullet refers to an internal study to which no
citation is given and predicts “billions of dollars in food industry losses.” Either the internal study
should be provided for review or the statement should be cited to a published source. If not, the
statement should be deleted. Furthermore, this unsubstantiated statement does not disclose why
there would be “billions of dollars in food industry losses” and how those alleged losses relate to
GE foods. As a result, as written, this statement has great potential to mislead and confuse investors.

4, The Supporting Statement is misleading because it provides dates of issuance for
some of the information but not for all of it. This is misleading because it implies that all of the
information that is not dated is current. All non-current information should be properly dated.

Based on the foregoing it is apparent that the Proposal and Supporting Statement will
mislead SYSCO's shareholders if they are included in the 2003 Proxy Materials. The Proposal
combines irrelevant issues such as crops engineered with pharmaceuticals and/or industrial
chemicals with food-related issues such as the integrity of the food supply and uses scare tactics,
unfounded conclusions and uncited sources, that when taken as a whole, cause the Proposal and
Supporting Statement to be incoherent and misleading. We therefore believe that the Proposal and
Supporting Statement should be revised or otherwise should be excluded from the 2003 Proxy
Materials pursuant to Rule 14a-8(i)(3) of the Proxy Rules since it violates Rule 14a-9 thereunder.

Il. THE PROPOSAL MAY BE OMITTED UNDER RULE 14a-8(i)(6) SINCE THE
COMPANY LACKS THE POWER AND AUTHORITY TO IMPLEMENT THE PROPOSAL
WITHIN THE SPECIFIED TIME FRAME

Rule 14a-8(i)(6) under the Exchange Act permits a company to omit from its proxy materials
a shareholder proposal "if the company would lack the power or authority to implement the
proposal.”

1. The introductory paragraph to the Shareholder Proposal requests SYSCO'’s Board of
Directors to “review the Company’s policies for food products containing genetically engineered
(GE) ingredients and report to shareholders by March 2004.” This request mirrors a similar
shareholder proposal received last year that gave the same date, March 2004, with which to
comply. See, SYSCO Corporation (available September 4, 2002). This proposal received less than
6% of the votes cast. Although last year the proponents acknowledged that 1% years was an
appropriate time frame in which to conduct the proposed study and prepare the requested report,
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they have now reduced that time period by one year. It would be impossible for the Company to
complete a review of the Company’s policies regarding GE foods and prepare the requested report
by March 2004. Although we feel the proposal should be excluded entirely for the reasons
described, in the alternative we strongly suggest the date for compliance be extended.

M. FOUR OF THE CO-SPONSORS OF THE PROPOSAL MAY BE OMITTED UNDER
RULE 14a-8(b) AND RULE 14a-8(f)(1) SINCE THE CO-SPONSORS DID NOT SUBMIT A
WRITTEN STATEMENT FROM THE RECORD HOLDER VERIFYING THAT THE CO-
SPONSORS HAVE CONTINUOUSLY HELD THE SECURITIES FOR AT LEAST ONE YEAR.

We have concluded that four of the co-sponsors of the Proposal, Sisters of St. Joseph of
Nazareth, Mercy Investment Program, Sisters of Mercy, Regional Community of Detroit Charitable
Trust and Boston Common Asset Management, LLC should be excluded as co-sponsors.

Each of the co-sponsors must have continuously held at least $2,000 in market value, or
1%, of SYSCO's securities entitled to be voted on the Proposal for at least one year by the date it
submitted the Proposal. None of the above referenced co-sponsors appear in SYSCO's records as a
record owner of SYSCO's common stock. None of the letters from each of these co-sponsors meets
the standards for proof of eligibility applicable to shares held in "street" name as set forth in Rule
14a-8(b)(2)(i). That subsection requires a written statement from the record holder verifying that, at
the time the proposal was submitted, the requisite number of shares had been continuously held for
at least one year. None of the letters contained a statement from the recard holder verifying proof
of such ownership.

The letters from Sisters of St. Joseph of Nazareth, Mercy Investment Program, Sisters of
Mercy, Regional Community of Detroit Charitable Trust and Boston Common Asset Management,
LLC, dated May 12, 2003, May 14, 2003, May 14, 2003 and May 27, 2003, respectively, state that
verification of ownership follows. On May 22, 2003, letters were sent via Federal Express for
delivery on May 23, 2003 to Sisters of St. Joseph of Nazareth, Mercy Investment Program and
Sisters of Mercy, Regional Community of Detroit Charitable Trust. On June 4, 2003, a letter was
sent via UPS for delivery on june 5, 2003 to Boston Common Asset Management, LLC. The
delivery dates of these notification letters, May 23, 2003 and June 5, 2003, were within the
requisite 14-day response requirement imposed on SYSCO by Rule 14a-8(f)(1). Copies of these
notification letters are attached hereto as Exhibit C.

These notification letters (i) explained, in detail, that Sisters of St. Joseph of Nazareth’s,
Mercy Investment Program’s, Sisters of Mercy, Regional Community of Detroit Charitable Trust’s
and Boston Common Asset Management, LLC’s submissions of the Proposal were not sufficient to
substantiate each co-sponsor’s eligibility to submit a proposal, (i) requested that each of the co-
sponsors provide SYSCO with the requisite proof of ownership under Rule 14a-8(b)(2)(i) or (ii),
detailing what form that proof was required to take, and (iii) advised the co-sponsors that each of its
responses needed to be provided to SYSCO no later than 14 days after their receipt of the
notification letter. To date, we have not received a response from these co-sponsors providing the
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requisite proof of ownership. We therefore believe that these four entities may be excluded as co-
sponsors of the Proposal.

Pursuant to Rule 14a-8(j), the Company, by copy of this letter, is notifying the Proponents of
its intention to omit the Proposal from its Proxy Materials and exclude as co-proponents those
entities that did not provide the requisite proof of ownership in the time required.

Should you have any questions or comments regarding the foregoing, please contact the
undersigned at (404) 873-8688. Please acknowledge receipt of this letter and enclosures by
stamping the enclosed additional copy of this letter and returning it in the enclosed self-addressed
stamped envelope. We appreciate your attention to this request.

Sincerely,

B. Jogeph Alley, Jr.
Enclosures

cc: Michael Nichols, Esq., Sysco Corporation
Ann Gullion, Esq., Sysco Corporation
Catherine Rowan, Trinity Health
Patricia A. Warbritton, Sisters of St. Joseph of Nazareth
Valerie Heinonen, Sisters of Mercy, Regional Community of Detroit Charitable Trust
Valerie Heinonen, Mercy Investment Program
Catherine Rowan, Maryknoll Sisters
Nancy Seubert, Sisters, Servants of the Immaculate Heart of Mary
Margaret Weber, Adrian Dominican Sisters
Vidette Bullock Mixon, General Board of Pension and Health Benefits of The United Methodist
Church
Valerie Heinonen, Dominican Sisters of Hope
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Catherine Rowan

Corporate Responsibility Consultant

766 Brady Ave., Apt, 635 Phone: 718-822-0820
Bronx, NY 10462 Fax: 718-504-4787

Email: cowan{@bestweb.net

May 6, 2003

Mr. Richard J, Schneiders

Chair and Chief Executive Officer
SYSCO Corporation

1390 Enclave Parkway

Houston, TX 77077-2099

Dear Mr. Schaeiders:

Trinity Health, with an investment position of 38,814 shares of common stock In SYSCO Corporation,
looks for social and environmental as well as financial accountability in its Investments.

Proof of ewnership of commoa stock in SYSQO Corporation is enclosed. Trinity Health has continuously

held stock in SYSCO for over one year and intends to retain the requisite number of shares through the date
of the Annuaj Meeting.

For the past three years, Trinity Health and several other SYSCO institutionsl investors have presented to
our company concems regarding genetically engineered foods and SYSCO’s operations. In particular, we
are concerned about potential liability, unanticipated risks to human health and the environment, and

transparency regarding company policies and practices in relation 10 the sales of foods that may ¢ontain
genetically engineered ingredients.

Acting on behalf of Trinity Health, T amn authotized to notify you of Trinity Health’s intention to present the
enclosed proposal requesting a report on the impacts of genetically engineered food on our company for
consideration and action by the stockhalders at the next annual meeting, and I hereby submit it for -
inclusion in the proxy statement n accordance with Rule 14-2-8 of the Genera) Rules and Regulations of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934.

Trinity Health requests that It be listed as the lead sponsor of this resolution la the company's annual proxy
staterept. On matters pertaining to this resolution I will serve as liaison between shareholders and the
corapany. Please address aay correspondence og this issue to me.

We look forward to discussing the Issues surrounding the impact of genetically engineered food at your
carliest conveaience.

Sincetely,
Catherine Rowan
Corporate Responsibility Consultant

Enc.
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Report on Impacts of Genetically Engineered Food
SYSCO

RESOLVED: Shareholders request that our Board review the Campany's policies for food
products cantaining genetically engineered (GE) Ingredients and report to shareholders by March
2004. This report, developed at reasonable cost and omitting proprietary information, will identity
the risks, financial costs (including opportunity costs) and benefits, and environmental impacts of
the continued use of GE-ingredients in food products sold or manufactured by the company.

For the past three years several SYSCO inslitutional investors have presented concerns
regarding GE to the company's attention.
While oyr Company agreed to form a task force to study issues surmounding GE food vis-a-vis
8YSCO's operations, shareholders are not aware of any substantive report on this issue.
We urge that this report:
1) ldentify the scope of the Company’s products that are derived from or contain GE
Ingredients;
2) Qutiine a contingency plan for sourcing non-GE ingredients should circumstances so
require.
We believe that in undertaking this review, SYSCO addresses issues of financlal, legal and
reputation risk, competitive advantage and brand name loyalty in the marketplace.

Supporting Statement: -~

* Crops engineered to produce phamaceuticalsfindustrial chemicals could poliute the food
system. Fearing that pollen from com not approved far human consumption may have
spread to nearby fields of ordinary com, the U.S. Department of Agticulture ordered 155
acres of lowa com uprooted and incinerated (8/2002); 500,000 bushels of soybeans in
Nebraska were quarantined due to contamination by small amounts of a test
phamaceutical/industrial crop (11/2002).

* The Natlonal Food Processors Association has stated (11/02): “There Is an unacceptable
risk fo the food supply associated with the use of food and feed crops as ‘factories’ for the
production of phammaceuticals or industrial chemicals without mandatory regulations and
necessary verification in place.” ,

* The Grocety Manufacturers of America has called on the Food and Drug Administration
(FDA) to implenient stronger regulations for pharmaceuticals crops to ensure the safety
and integrity of the U.S. food supply (2/2003).

« The National Academy of Sclences repart (8/2002) Animal Biatechnology: Science-

Based Concerns cautions that the current regulatory system is inadequate to address
*potential hazards, particutarly In the environmental area.” (p.14)

s Biotechnology companies are encouraged—but not required—10 submit safety-testing
data to the FDA for its review, According to the Center for Science in the Public Interest
(1/2003), the FDA tacks both the authority and the information to adequately evaluate the
safety of GE foods.

¢ FDA does not gssure the safety of GE products; it Is the developer's responsibility to
assure that the food is safe.

* In December 2002, StarLink com, which Is not epproved for human consumption, was
detected in @ U.S. corn shipment to Japan. Starlink was first discavered to have
contaminated U.S. com supplies in September 2000, triggering a recall of 300 products.
These instances iflustrate the problem controlling GE crops and the sudden and costly
impact on products and markets. An internal study conducted for Kallogg, CanAgra,
Uniiever and Aventis predicted “biliions” of dollars In food industry losses.
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50 Sauth LaSalle Street
_Chleago, IL 0687

@ Northem'l‘rust

May 2, 2003

Ms. Catherine Rowan
766 Brady Avenue
Apt 635

Brony, NY 10462
Dear Cathy,

This fetter wi certffy that Noxthern Trust, as Trustee/Custedian, cumently holds for the benefical
Interest of Trintty Health 38,814 shares of Sysco Food Com.

Eurther, please note that Northem Trust has continuously held at least $2,500 in markat value of
Bysco Food Gorp. comman stock on behall of Trinity Health gince on or before May 1, 2002,

Best regards,

S O

Eliza izpatrick Carey
Vice President

TOTeL P.G2

PAGE 3/3* RCVD AT 512212003 3:13:49 PM [Easter Dayfight Time]* SVR47 * DNIS:2689 ¢ CSID:281 §84 2510* DURATION (mm-5):01-48




g MAY. 16. 2003 10:50AM4 SYSCO CORPORATION LEGAL ODEPT. NO.5708 P. 6

Mercy Investment Program

Valarie Hainonen, o.s.u., Consuitart, Corporate Soclal Responsibility

205 Avenue C, #10€ ~ New York, NY 10009
Phone and Fag; 1.212-674-254 E-mail: heinonenv@juno.com

May 14,2003

Richard J. Schneidets

Chajr and Chief Executive Officer
Sysco Corporation

1390 Enclave Parkway

Houston, TX 77077

Dear Mr. Schneiders;

Following are the filing letters for the Dominjcan Sisters of Hope, Mercy Investment Program
and Sisters of Mercy Regional Community of Detroit Charitable Trust together with one copy of

a shareholder resolution addressing genetically engineered food products. 1am faxing just one
copy of the resolution in the interest of saving paper.

1 will mail the materials to you today. In each case, the institution’s investment manager or
stock custodian has been asked to provide proof of ownership.

Thank you.

Yotnstruly, .
£ Lw&_ W‘/VJ

gm&%@%:;gwd Respansibility w

MAY 15 2003

LN O
(]

| LEGAL DEP7 - TMENT
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é\ Dominican Sisters of Hope

Y FINANCE OFFICE

o

May 14, 2003

Mr. Richard J. Schneiders

Chair and Chief Executive Ofﬁcc\'
SYSCO Corporation

1350 Eaclave Parkway
Houston, TX 77077-20%99

Dear Mr. Schneiders:

On behalf of the Dominican Sisters of Hope, | am authorized to submit the following resolution
which asks the Board t¢ review Company policies for food products containing penetically
engincered ingredients and report to shareholders by March 2004, for inclusion in the 2003 proxy
statement under Rule 14 a-8 of the General Rules and Regulations of the Securities Exchanpe Act
of 1934, The Doruinican Sisters are cosponsoring the resolution with Trinity Health and others
associated with the Interfaith Center on Corporate Responsibility. We would appreciate indication
in the proxy statement that the Dominican Sisters of Hope are a cosponsor of the resolution.

The Dominican Sisters of Hope are the beneficial owner of more than 4000 shares of Sysco stock.
Verification of ownership is being sent to you We plan to hold the stock at Jeast until the time of
the annual meeting and will be present in pecson ot by proxy at that meeting.

We continue to belicve that genetically enginecred ingredients and food products are a growing
concern. Health, environmental and business aspects of GE foods have caused us 1o take partin

conversations on this issue and led us to cosponsor this resolution. We believe that the issue may be
of importance to all Sysco shareholders.

We took forwasd to resuming our disloguc on this issue under coordination with Trinity Heatth,

Youpsdruly,

Valerie Heinonen, o.s.u.

)
Consultant, Corporate Social Responsibility %

320 Powell Avenue Newburgh, New York 12550-3488 Tel: §14-561-6520
Fax: 914-569-8139 E-mali: ecamey@ophope.org WebSite: www.ophope.org
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Report on impacts of Genetically Engineered Food
SYSCO

RESQLVED: Shareholdars request that our Board review the Company’s policies for food
products containing genetically engineered (GE) ingredients and report to shareholders by March
2004, This repori, developea at reasonable cosl and omitting praprietary infornmation, will Identify
the risks, finandal costs (including opportunity costs) and benefils, and environmenta! impacts of
the continued use of GE-Ingredients in {food products gold or manufaclured by the company.,

For the past three years several SYSCO institutional investors have presanted concems
regarding GE to tha company's atlention.
While aur Company agreed to form & task farce to study lssues surounding GE food vis-3-vis
SYSCO's operations, shareholders are nal aware of any substantive report on this (ssue.
We urge that this report:
1) Identify the scope of the Company's products that are derived from of contaln GE
ingredients;
2) Qutline a contingency plan for sourcing non-GE ingredients should circumetances go
require,
We bellevg thatin undertalqng this review, SYSCO addressas Issues of financial, legal and
repulation risk, competitive advantage and brand name loyalty in the marketplace.

Suppomng Statement:

Crops engineered to produce pharmaceuticals/industrial ehemicals could pollute tha food
system. Fearing that pollen from com net approved for human consumption may have
spread o nearby fields of ordinary com, the U.S. Departmant of Agriculture ordered 155
acres of (owa com uprooted and incinerated (8/2002), 500,000 bushels of soybeans in
Neabraska were quarantined due to cantamination by small amounts of a test
pharmaceutical/industrial erop (11/2002),

e The National Food Processors Association has stated (11/02): “There is an unacceptable
rlsk to the food supply associated with the use af [ood and feed crops as factories' for the
production of phammaceuticats or industrial ehemicals without mandatory reguiations and
necessary verification In place.”

¢ The Grocery Manufacturers of America has called on the Food and Drug Administration
(FDA) to implement stronger regulations for pharmaceuticals crops (6 ensure tha safety
and integrity of the U.S. food suppfy (2/2003).

s The National Academy of Sciencas report (8/2002) Animal Biotechnokgy: Science-
Based Concerns caulions that the curent regulatory system is inadequate to address
“potential hazards, particularly in the environmental area.” (p.14)

s Biotechnology companies are encouraged--but not required—{o submit safety-testing
data to the FDA for its review. According Lo tha Center for Science in the Public interest
{1/2003), the FDA tacks both the authorily and the information to adequately evaluate the
safety of GE foods.

« FDAdoas not assure the safety of GE products; it is the daveloper's responsibility to
|assure that the food Is safe.

¢ In December 2002, Starlink com, which is nol approved for hunan consumption, was
detected in a U.S. com shipment to Japsn Starlink was first discovered to have
contaminated U.S. com supplias in September 2000, triggeting & recall of 300 products.
These instances (flustrate the problem controlling GE crops and the sudden and costly
impact on products and markets, An intemal study conducted for Kellogg, ConAgra,
Unilever and Aventlis predicted “billions® of dollars in food Industry losses,
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Fiduoiary Trust Company Internastional
FldUCiary 600 Fifth Avenue
Trust New York, NY 100202302
International (212) 6323000
Mr. Richard J. Schneiders May 15, 2003
SYSCO Corporation
1390 Enclave Parkway

Houston, TX 77077 - 2099

Re: Dominican Sisters of Hope
Sir:

We are sending this letter as confirmation that Fiduciary Trust Company International, as
custodian for Dominican Sisters of Hope, has held 100 shares of SYSCO Corp during
the last year in custodial account # 420423510.

The shares are held in our Depository Trust participant # 937 account.

If you require any more information, please feel free to call me at (212) 632 - 3078,

Sincerely,

Y 4

Ray Sileikis
Account Administrator
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SISTERS, SERVANTS OF THE
7 IMMACULATE
HEART of MARY -

610 West Elm Avenve, Monroe, Ml 48162-7909 - 734/241.0002 « fox 734/241.0114

May 22, 2003 . ' : é\,ﬂp ’

Mz, Richard | Schnéiders /{}""‘J

Chair and Chief Executive Officer
SYSCO Corpotation

1390 Enclave Parkway

Houston, TX 77077

Dear Mr. Schneiders,
‘ The Sisters, Servents of the Immacdate Héart of Mary of Monroe, Micbxgs.n havc 1 decp concern
sbout food products contsining genetically engineered (GE) ingredients. This issue has been the
+ focus of vigorous international study and discussion among envitonmental scientists and consumers
. like, Current rescarch indicates that GE sgricultutal products may be harmful to humang, animals,
end the eavironment. Hence, we believe that the use of genetically engineered crops/food is a
serious public health and eavironmental issue that warrants the atwention of SYSCO' mansgement
and shareholdezs. We are gsking the Board to review SYSCO's policies for food products ‘conuining
genetically engmccred ingredients, identifying the scope of the Company’s products that are derived

from or contain GE ingredients and outlining & contingency plan for sou:cmg naon-GE ingredients,
and to report to sha.reholdtxs by March, 2004. .

Thus, in con]uncuon wuh Tnnity Health and other institutional investors, we submit the cnclosed
tesolution as beneficial owners of SYSCO stock for inclusion in the 2003 proxy starement under
Rule 14 2-8 of the general tules and repulations of the Securities Bxchange Act of 1934. "We would
appreciate indication in the proxy statement that the Congregation of Sisters, Servants of ‘the .
Immsculate Heart of Mary (Monzoe, MI) is a co-sponsor of this resolntion. A representatve of the
filers will attend the stockholdecs meeting to move the resolution a5 requited by SEC Rules.

A letter containing verification of ownefship will be sent to you 8001.1 under separate covet. We have
held over $2,000 worth of stock for over 2 year and wi]I continue to hold shaces in the compaty
through the stockholders meedng.

.- o . . - e e Avem emt arm-.— .--_-.-..-- PR

Together with othes institutional iavestors we ate commmcd to and vnluc ongoing dialogue.

P T I il

Sincerely,

fooy /ﬁ««u

Nancy Seobert’ ’
Coordinitar, Thé [HM Office for Justice sad Susumablhty
Sisters, Sérvangs of the Im:mculate Heart of Maty

NS:ss

cc  Cathedsic Rowan, Trinity Health
) . ICCR

Eaclosure
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Report on Impacts of Genetically Engineered Food
SYSCO

RESOLVED: Sharsholders request that our Board review the Company’s policies for food
products containing genetically engineered (GE) ingredients and report to sharehalders by March
2004. This raport, developed at reasonable cost and omitting proprietary information, will identity
the risks, financial costs (including opportunity costs) and benefits, and environmental impacts of
the continued use of GE-ingredients in food products sold or manufactured by the company.

For the past three years several SYSCO institutional investors have presented concerns
regarding GE to the company's attention.
While our Company agreed to form a task force to study issues sumounding GE food vis-3-vis
SYSCQ's operations, shareholders are not aware of any substantive report on this issue.
We urge that this report:
1) ldentify the scope of the Company's products that are derived from or contain GE
= 7T Tingrédients, T m s e
2) 0uﬂiine a contingency plan for gourcing non-GE Ingredients should clrcumstances so
require,
Wa believe that in undertaking this review, SYSCO addresses issues of financial, legal and
reputation risk, competitive advantage and brand name loyalty in the marketplace,

Supporting Statement:

Crops engineered to produce pharmaceuticals/industrial chemicals could pollute the food
system. Fearing that pollen from corn not approved for human consumption may have
spread to nearby fields of ordinary com, the U.S. Department of Agricutture ordersd 155
acres of lowa com uprooted and incinerated (8/2002), 500,000 bushels of soybeans in
Nebragka were quarantined dug to contamination by small amounts of & test
pharmaceuticalindustrial crop (11/2002).

« The National Food Pracessors Association has stated (11/02): “There is an unacceptable

. Tisk to the food supply associated with the use of-food and feed crope as ‘factories' for the
production of pharmaceuticals or industrial chemicals without mandatory regulations and
necessary verification in place.”

o The Grocery Manufacturers of America has called on the Food and Drug Administration
(FDA) to implement stronger regulations for pharmaceuticals crops to ensure the safety
and Integrity of the U,S. food supply (2/2003).

+ The National Academy of Sclences report (8/2002) Animal Blotechnology: Sclence-
Based Concams cautions that the current regulatory system Is inadequate to address

*potential hazards, particularly in the environmental area.” (p.14)

“*Bidt&shnblogy comripenies are ericturaged-—but not requirad=—to-submit safety-testing
data to the FDA for its review. According to the Center for Science In the Public Interest
(1/2003), the FDA lacks both the authority and the Information to adequately evaluate the
safety of GE faods.

¢ FDA does not assure the safety of GE products; it is the developer's responsibility to
assure that the food is safe.

o In Dacember 2002, Starlink com, which is not approved for human consumption, was
detected In & U.S. com shipment to Japan. Starlink was first discovered to have
contaminated U.S. com supplies in September 2000, triggering a recall of 300 products,
These instances illustrate the problem controlling GE ¢rops and the sudden and costly
impact on products and markets. An internal study conducted for Keflogg, ConAgra,
Unilever and Aventis predicted *billions® of dollars in food industry losses.

L J
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FROM © IHM COMMUNICATIONS

PHONE NO.
_ B5/3e/2003 g1:e4 734 241 5045

Jun. B2 2e83 83: 37PN
FWG EQUITY TRADING P

885-494~647

C . PAGE 81/m1
Fmanclal
est
Group
F zssar
; vmm CA 51361
Pi-JONE(w:SJ ©1.9222
ax FAX (30%) 4358935
Toc Judith Grourxis Frome  Dan Duong
Fosa  734-240-8782 Pages: 01
Pisones Dater 05/23/03
Re:  SYY holding vertficatlon CG:  Jeffery Howell

OUrgent  EiForReview [JPlense Conunent { Please Reply 0 Please Rocycle

Dear Ms. Grournds:

Per your request, please scoept this comespandence as verification that a halding of
200 common shares of Syscs Corporation (NYSE: SYY), is currently held in SSIHM's
brokerage accaunt with Financial West Group (OP 30704 80). Qur records indicate

that the purchase date of 200 SYY common shares was December 21, 2000,

If you have any questions or concerms, please feel free to conmt me at (805) 497-
9222 x1108.

Yours fruly,

Equity deing Supsrvisor

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE

mmwmwmmmmmmymﬂnmdmmmambm

m“bleadhw fuﬂmmﬂmmmmm mhe:rebymtﬁedwyouammwy
3 you

placy from .«wpyku&woomnmhﬁon. ¥ you recaived this fax in eor,

prohibied rwading, disseminatieg, distrbution
dwemﬁyﬁw%hmﬁaﬂyuﬁdmymewwmwdm you.

Represontziives regictered end saauritios offared through Financial Weet Group, member, NASD/SIFCG/MSRB.
2863 Townsgate Road  Westiiake VElage, CA 91361 (805) 4079222

- N : .
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GENERAL BoARD O PENSION
May §, 2003 Anv Heavrw Benerrts OF

Tue Uniten METHODIST CRURCH
Mr. Richard J. Schneiders

Chair and Chief Executive Officer i E
SYSCO Corporzation -
1390 Enclave Parkway

Houston, TX 77077-2099

1201 Davie Streat
foranston, Hlinois 602011118
1.800,85].2201

Dear Mr, Schneiders:

The General Board of Pension and Health Benefits of ¥he United Methodist Church edministers and
invests pension funds in excess of $10 billion for over 47,000 of its active and retired participants. The
General Board has consistently maintained its compnitment to be & socially vesponsible investor, by
investing in funds and corporations which have a positive impact on our society. The General Board of

Pension and Health Benefits is the beneficial gémer of 484,657 shares of common stock of SYSCO
Corporation.

For the past three years, representatives of the General Board have joined Trinity Health and several other
SYSCO institutional investors in discusfions regarding genetically engineered foods end SYSCO's
operations. In particular, we are concerpied about potential liability, unanticipated risks to human health
and the environment, and transparency fegarding company policies and practices in relation to the sales of
foods that may contain genetically engineered ingredients. 1t is still our belief that this is & very important
issue and one that requires firther digcussion and management’s attention.

Therefore, 1 am hereby authori
resolution for consideration and

Corporation. We also request
gccordance with Rule 14-A-§

1934.

d to notify you of our intention to co-file with Trinity Health this
ection by the stockholders at the 2003 Annual Meeting of SYSCO
Hat the resolution and our support of it be noted in the proxy statement in
I the General Rules and Regulations of the Securities and Exchange Act of

The General Board has held/a number of SYSCO shares, with & value of at least $2,000.00 for at least
twelve months prior to the ffiling of this proposed 2003 sharcholder resolution. Proof of the General
Board's ownership of these/ shares is enclosed. It is our imtent to maintrin ownership of SYSCO stock

| While we recognize that [Cathy Rowan is the lead sharcholder represcntative for this esolution, the

opportunity to continue dialogue with management ebout this matter.

Director of Corporate Relations
and Social Concerns

PAGE 7119 RCVD AT 512472003 1:06:30 PH [Eastem Dayfight Time]* SVR:/14 DNIS:8689 * CSID:281 584 2510° DURATION fm-5s):03-36




MARY. Z1. VU2 140 LT 97 - VURTURAT LIV LENAL VEDd, L3V Y N I

Report on Impacts of Genetically Engineered Food
SYSCO

RESOLVED: Shareholders request that our Board review the Company’s policies for food
products containing genetically engineered (GE) ingredients and report to shareholders by March
2004. This report, developed at reasonable cost and omiltting proprietary information, will identify
the risks, financial costs (Including opportunity costs) and benefits, and environmental impacts of
the continued use of GE-ingredients in food products sold or manufactured by the company.

For the past three years several SYSCO institutional investors have presented concems
regarding GE to the company's attention, _
While our Company agreed to form a task force to study issues surrounding GE food vis-a-vis
SYSCO's operations, shareholders are not aware of any substantive report on this Issue.
We urge that this report:
1) Identify the scope of the Company’s products that are derived from or contain GE
ingredients;
2) Outiine a contingency plan for sourcing non-GE ingredients should ¢lrcumstances so
require.
We believe that in undertaking this review, SYSCO addresses Issues of financial, legal and
reputation risk, competitive advantage and brand name loyalty In the marketplace.

Supporting Statement:

+ Crops engineered to produce pharmaceuticals/industrial chemicals could pollute the food
system. Fearing that pollen from com not approved for human consumption may have
spread o nearby fields of ordinary com, the U.S. Department of Agriculture ordered 165
acres of lowa com uprogted and incinerated (8/2002); 500,000 bushels of soybeans in
Nebraska were quarantined due to contamination by small amounts of a test
phammaceutical/industrial crop (11/2002).

+ The National Food Processors Association has stated (11/02): “There is an unacceptable
risk to the food supply associated with the use of food and feed crops as factaries’ for the
production of pharmaceuticals or industrial chemicals without mandatory regulations and
necessary verification In place.” : -

« The Grocery Manufacturers of America has called on the Faod and Drug Administration
(FDA) to implement stronger regufations for pharmaceuticals crops to ensure the safety
and Integrity of the U.S. food supply (2/2003).

¢ The National Academy of Sciences report (8/2002) Animal Blotechriology: Sclence-
Based Concems cautions that the current regulatory system Is inadequate {0 address
“potential hazards, particulady in the environmental area.” (p.14)

« Blotechnology companies are encouraged—but not required—ta submit safety-testing
data to the FDA for Uts review. According to the Center for Science in the Public Interest
(1/2003), the FDA lacks both the authority and the Infofmation to adequately evaluate the
safety of GE foods.

« FDA does not assure the safety of GE products; it is the developer’s responsibllity to
assure that the food Is sefe.

* In December 2002, StarLink com, which is not approved for human consumption, was
detected In & U.S. com shipment to Japan. Starlink was first discovered to have
contaminated U.S. comn eupplies in September 2000, triggering a recall of 300 products.
These instances fllustrate the problem controlling GE crops and the sudden and costly
impact on products and markets. An Intemal study conducted for Kellogg, CanAgra,
Unilever and Aventis predicted *billions* of dollars In food Industry losses,
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Mellon Bank N.A.
Meallon Bank Mellon Bank Center
Pittsburgh, PA 152580001

May 7, 2003

Ma. Vidette Bullock Mixon
# The General Board of Pension and Health

: Benefits of the United Methodist Church
1201 Davis Street

Evanston, IL 60201

Dear Vidette:

This letter is in response to your request for confirmation that the General Board of Peasion and Heaith
Benefits of the United Methadist Church has owned shares of Sysco Corpotation for at least one year since
April 30, 2002 and such investment had a mackat value of at least $2,000.00 ‘

This securlty is currently held by Mellon Trust, Mastsr Custodian, for the General Board of Pension and
Health Benefits of the Unlted Methodist Church in our nominee name at Depositary Trost Company.

Please cotitact me directly at 412.236.1440 with any questions.
Sincerely,

4l

Lee F. Schmite
Service Delivery Officer
Mellon Trost

¢
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1257 East Siana Heigtts Driv
Adrian, Michigan 49221-1793
£17-266-3400 Phone
517-266-3524 Fax

Portfolic Advisory Board

)

May 6, 2003

Mr. Richard J. Schneiders

Chair and Chief Executive Officer
Sysco Corporation

1390 Enclave Parkway

Houston, TX 77077

Dear Mr. Schneiders:

In conjunction with Trinity Health, the Adrian Dominigdn Sisters, beneficial owners of SYSCO stock, submit
the enclosed resolution which asks the Board to revie the Company’s policies for food products contining
genetically engineered (GE) ingredients and report fo shareholders by March 2004, for inclusion in the
2003 proxy statement under Rule 14 a-8 of the general rules and regulations of the Securities Exchange Act
of 1934, We would appreciate indication in the/proxy statement that the Adrian Dominican Sisters are 2 co-
sponsor of this resolution. A representative of the filers will attend the stockholders meeting to move the
resolution as required by the SEC Rules.

We enclose verification of ownership. Wehave held over $2,000 worth of stock for over a year and will
continue to hold shares in the company fhrough the stockholders meeting.

From the perspectives of environmental sclences and acceptance by consumers, genetically engineered food
remains the focus of vigoreus study And discussion domestically and intemnationally. Hence we continue to
believe the Issue Is of sufficient imy ce to SYSCO shareholders. Recent testimony by Frito-Lay to the
Texas House Agriculture and Livistock Committee regarding food crops used to produce pharmaceuticals or
Industrial chemlcals & just one indication that the issue of genetically engineered crops/food Is current and
worthy of SYSCO management's attention,

We are eager to engage in dialogue, in conjunction with Trinity Health,

Sincerely yours,

argaret Weber
Coordinator of Corporate Responsibility
Adrian Dominlcan Sisters

cc: therige Rowan, Trinity Health
l
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Report on Impacts of Genetically Engineered Food
§YSCO

RESOLVED: Shareholders request that our Board review the Company's policies for food
products containing genetically engineered (GE) ingredients and report to shareholders by March
2004. This report, developed at reasonable eost and omitting proprietary information, will identify
the risks, financial costs (including opportunity costs) and benefits, and environmental impacts of
the continued use of GE-ingradients In food products sold or manufactured by the company.

For the past three years several SYSCO Institutional investors have presented concems
regarding GE to tha company's attention,
While our Company agreed to form a task force to study issues surrounding GE food vis-a-vis
SYSCO's operations, shareholders are not aware aof any substantive report on this Issue.
We urge that this report
1) Identify the scope of the Company’s products that are derived from or contain GE
ingredients;
2) Outline a contingency plan for sourcing non-GE ingredients should circumstances so
require. \
We believe that in undertaking this review, SYSCO addresses issues of financial, legal and
reputation risk, compelitive advantage and brand name (oyaity in the marketplace.

Supporting Statement:

« Crops engineered to produce pharmaceuticals/industrial chemicals could pollute the food
system. Fearing that pollen from com not approved for human consumption may have
spread to nearby fields of ordinary com, the U.S. Department of Agriculture ordered 155
acres of lowa corm uprooted and incinerated (9/2002); 500,000 bushels of soybeans in
Nebraska were quarantined due to contamination by small amounts of a test
phammaceutical/industrial crop (11/2002).

» The National Food Processors Association has stated (11/02): “There Is an unacceptable
risk to the food supply associated with the use of food and feed crops as factories’ for the
production of pharmaceuticals or industrial chemicals without mandatory regulations and
necessary verification in place.”

« The Grocery Manufacturers of America has called on the Food and Drug Administration
(FDA) to implement stronger regulations for pharmaceuticals crops to ensure the safety
and integrity of the U.S. food supply (2/2003).

« The National Academy of Sciences report (8/2002) Animal Blotechnology: Sclence-
Based Cancems cautions that the current regulatory system is inadequate to address
*potential hazards, particutarly in the environmental area.” (p.14)

« Biotechnology companies are encouraged—but not required—to submit safety-testing
data to the FDA for its review. According to the Center for Science In the Public Interest
(1/2003), the FDA lacks both the authority and the information to adequately evaluate the
safety of GE foods. .

« FDA does not assure the safety of GE products; it is the developer's responsibllity to
assure that the food is safe.

« In December 2002, Starlink corn, which is not approved for human consumption, was
detected in a U.S. com shipment to Japan. StarLink was first discovered to have
contaminated U.S. com supplies in September 2000, triggering & recall of 300 products.
These Instances lllustrate the problem controlling GE crops and the sudden and costly
impact on products and markets. An intemnal study conducted for Kellogg, ConAgra,
Unilever and Aventis predicted “billions*® of dollars in food Industry losses.
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Comerica Bank
Institutiopal Trust
Client Administration M/C 3462
P. O. Box 75000
Detroit, Michigan 48275
FAX (313) 222-7041

April 3, 2003

Ms. Margaret Weber

Coordinator of Corporate Responsibility
Portfolio Advisory Board

Adrian Dominican Sisters

1257 East Siena Heights Drive

Adrian, Michigan 49221-1793

RE: ADRIAN DOMINICAN SISTERS - PATRIMONY - GARD RUSSO & GARD
ACCOUNT # 02-01-100-0782351

Dear Ms. Weber:

In regard to your request for a verification of holdings, the above referenced account currently holds
1,900 shares of SYSCO common stock, The attached list indicates the date the stock was acquired.

Please feel free to contact me should you have any additional questions or concerns.

Sincerely,

Ll 77—

Daniel J. Molnar
Vice President
(313) 222-7946
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Page: 1 Document Name: Dan Molnar

TS11 ___AC 0782351 BK 02 01 100 AS __ 871829107 KA 070040 TH

K1 MG A001 K2 5200070755075 : ID

04/03 08:05
- LOT DETAIL -

ADRIAN DOMINICAN SIS - PATRIMONY SYSCO

PRIN CASH 890,694 .02 PRICE 26.84000 04/02/03

YTD ST GL 204,063.78- INC RATE .440000000

YTD MT GL .00 WRITE DOWN 2 LIFO

YTD LT GL 743,494 .83~ TNV 673 CARDNER INVESTMENTS

ADM GO0l DAN MOLNAR RS 12 WH 12 UNT 1,900.0000

ACQ-DT LOT-NO CB INVEST FED/STATE UNITS/COST UNREALIZED

02/25/00 2000056000 O 30,558.08 1,900,0000 20,437 P

¥k * TOTAL *** 37,855.43

16.083

Date: 04/03/2003 Time: 0B:09:59 AM

281 504 2610¢ DURATION (mm-s:05.%6

06:39 PM [Eastern Daylight Time]* SVR11* DNIS:8689* CSID
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Comaricq Bank

Institutional Trust

Client Administration M/C 3462
P. O. Box 75000

Detroit, Michigan 48275

FAX (313) 222-7041

April 3, 2003

Ms. Margaret Weber

Coordinator of Corporate Responsibility
Portfolio Advisory Board

Adrian Dominican Sisters

1257 East Siena Heights Drive

Adrian, Michigan 49221-1793

RE: ADRIAN DOMINICAN SISTERS - MINISTRY - GARD RUSSO & GARD
ACCOUNT # 02-01-100-0782343

Dear Ms. Weber:

In regard to your request for a verification of holdings, the above referenced account currently holds
2,700 shares of SYSCO common stock. The attached list indicates the date the stock was acquired.

Please feel free to contact me should you have any additional questions or concerns.

Sincerely,

LD 7770

Daniel J. Molnar
Vice President
(313) 222-7946
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TS11 __ AC 0782343 BK 02 01 100 AS __ 871825107 NA 070040 TH

K1l MG A0C1 K2 5200070755075 1D

04/03 08:09
- LOT DETAIL -

ADRIAN DOMINICAN SIS-MINISTRY TR SYSCO

PRIN CASH 3,201,911.78 PRICE 26.84000 oa/02/03

YTD ST GL 120,220.23- INC RATE .440000000

YTD MT GL .00 WRITE DOWN 2 LIFO

YTD LT GL 653,841.75- INV 673 GARDNER INVESTMENTS

ADM 001 DAN MOLNAR RS 12 WH 12 UNT 2,700.0000

ACQ-DT LOT-NO .= CB INVEST FED/STATE UNITS/COST UNREALIZED

02/25/00 2000056000 O 43,424 .64 2,700.0000 29,043 P

*%% TQTAL **% 54,549.20

16.083

Date: 04/03/2003 Time: 08:09:48 AM

03-36

281 564 2510 DURATION {mms):

8689+ CSID:
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Comerica Bank

Institutional Trust

Client Administration M/C 3462
P. 0. Box 75000

Detroit, Michipan 48275

FAX (313) 222-7041

April 3, 2003

Ms. Margaret Weber

Coordinator of Corporate Responsibility
Portfolio Advisory Board

Adrian Dominican Sisters

1257 East Siena Heights Drive

Adrian, Michigan 49221-1793

RE: ADRIAN DOMINICAN SISTERS - GENERALATE - GARD RUSSO & GARD
ACCOUNT # 02-01-100-0782335
Dear Ms, Weber:

Inregard to your request for & verification of holdings, the abovereferenced account currently holds
4,400 shares of SYSCO common stock. The attached list indicates the date the stock was acquired.

Please feel free to contact me should you have any additional questions or concerns.

Sincerely,

M 7 /77 vt
Dagiel J. Molnar

Vice President
(313) 222-7946
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TS11 ___ AC 0782335 BK 02 01 100 AS __ 871829107 NA 070040 TH

K1 MG A001 K2 5200070755075 ID

c4/03 08:09
- LOT DETAIL -

ADRTIAN DOMINICAN SIS -GENERALATE SYSCO

PRIN CASH 2,094,008.65 PRICE 26.84000 oa/02/03

YTD ST GL 372,137.20- INC RATE .440000000

YTD MT GL .00 WRITE DOWN 2 LIFO

YTD LT GL 1,906,685.02- INV 673 GARDNER INVESTMENTS

ADM 00X DAN MOLNAR RS 12 WH 12 UNT 4,400.0000

ACQ-DT LOT-NO CB INVEST FED/STATE UNITS/COST UNREALIZED

02/25/00 2000056000 © 66,666.90 4,400.0000 51,429 P

¥¥% TOTAL *%** 82,461.69

15.152

Date: 04/03/2003 Time: 08:09:38 AM

0536

281584 2610* DURATION (mm-5s}:
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Comerica Bank

Institutional Trust

Qlient Administration M/C 3462
P. 0. Box 75000

Detroit, Michigan 48275

FAX (313) 222-704]

Apnl 3, 2003

Ms. Margaret Weber

Coordinator of Corporate Responsibility
Portfolio Advisory Board

Adrian Dominican Sisters

1257 East Siena Heiphts Drive

Adrian, Michigan 49221-1793

RE: ADRIAN DOMINICAN SISTERS SHAREHOLDER ACCOUNT
ACCOUNT # 02-01-100-0291730
Dear Ms. Weber:

Tn regard to your request for a verification of holdings, the above referenced account currently holds
200 shares of SYSCO common stock. The attached list indicates the date the stock was acquired.

Please feel free to contact me should you have any additional questions or concerns.

Sincerely,

O 710

Daniel J. Molnar
Vice President
(313) 222-7946
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—MARYKNOLL—SISTERS

Maryknoll, New York 10545-0311
Tel. (914)-841-7575

May19.2003  Joy gy - G23 -0 733

Mr. Richard J. Schoeiders

Chair and Chief Executive Officer
SYSCO Corporation

1390 Enclave Parkway

Houston, TX 77077-2099

Dear Mr. Schneiders,

The Maryknoll Sisters of St. Dominic, Inc., are the beneficial owners of 100 shares of SYSCO
Corporation. These shares have been held for over a year and the Sisters will maiatain ownership
at least until after the next annual meeting. A letter of verification of ownership is enclosed.

The Maryknoll Sisters are a Catholic missionary organization with nearly 700 sisters serving in
over 30 countries. A number of sisters live in rural areas with farming communities and for years
have shared the joys end hardships of their lives. They are concerned about the emergence of new
biotechnologies, particulatly the genetic engineering of seed and food, and what impact these
may have on the taditions, culture and practices of farming communities. Maryknoll
missionaries, as well as other faith-based organizations, are studying the impact of genetically
enginesred organisms: a few colleagues have called for a freeze on the proliferation of genetically
engineered foods while the many questions about these products are studied.

As shareholders (and as purchasers of SYSCO products), the Sisters would like to know what
SYSCO is doing and thinking about in regards to this issue.

1 am hereby authorized, as the Maryknoll Sisters* representative, to notify you of the Sisters’
intention to file the attached proposal requesting a report on Sysco's policies for food products
contalning genetically engineered ingredients. I submit this resolution for inclusion in the proxy
statement, in accordance with Rule 14-a-8 of the General Rules and Regulations of the Securities
and Exchange Act of 1934,

{ am the contact for this resolution (as the representative of Trinity Health). Along with other
interested shareholders, 1 look forward to discussing our concems with you.

Sincerely,

A e
Catherine Rowan

Corporate Responsibility Consultant
766 Brady Ave. Apt 635

Bronx, NY 10462

enc
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Scudder Private Investment Counsel

May 1, 2003
Sysco Corp

1390 Endave Parkway
Houston, TX 77077-2099

REF: Stock Verifications - Maryknoll Sisters of St. Dominic, Ine.
To Whom It May Concern:

This certifies that the Marylmoll Sisters of St. Dominic, Inc. are the beneficial owners
of 100 shares of Sysco Corp. These shares have been held for more than one year
and will contirmue to be held at least through the next annual meeting,

Si ,
600 Vine Street, Sutte 2000
Cincinastl, OH 452024438 W M
wmess  Karea Vamasdil
a. . -
Toll free 800 654 4522 Assistant Vice President
N T T
PRI AT AL

Deutsche Bank
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Report on Impacts of Genetically Engineered Food
SYSCO

RESOLVED: Shareholders request that our Board review the Company’s poficies for food
products containing genetically engineered (GE) ingredients and repart to shareholders by March
2004. This repod, developed at reasonable cost and omitting proprietary information, will identify
the risks, financial costs (including opportunity costs) and benefits, and enviroomentsl impacts of
the continued uss of GE-ingredients in food praducts sold or manufactured by the company.

For the past three years several SYSCO institutional investors have presented concemns
regacding GE to the company's attention.
While our Company agreed to form a task force to study issues sunounding GE food vig-a-vis
SYSCOQ's cperations, sharehoklers are not aware of any substantive report on this issue.
We urge that this repart

1) Identify the scope of the Company's products that are derived from or contain GE_

- et o e o weanls ot

- — - e W e Tt

coclients;
2) Ouﬂi_ne a contingency plan for sourcing non-GE ingredients should circumstances so

requira.
We believe that in undertaking this review, 8YSCO addresses issuas of financial, legal and
reputation risk, competitive advantage and brand name loyalty i tha marketplace.

Supporting Statement:

* Crops englneersd to produce phamaceuticals/industrial chemicals could poliute the food
system. Fearing that polien from com nat spproved for human consumption may have
spraad to nearby fiekis of ardinary comn, the LLS. Department of Agricuiture ordered 155
acres of lowa com uprootad and incinerated (9/2002); 500,000 bushels of soybeans in
Nebrasks were quarantined due to contamingtion by small smounts of a test
phamaceutical/industital crop (11/2002).

* The National Food Processors Assoctation has stated (11/02): "There is an unacceptable
rigk to the food supply associated with the use of food and feed crops as ‘factories’ for the
production of phamuaceuticals or industrial chemicals without mandatory regulations and
necessary vetification in place.”

* The Grocery Marnufacturers of America has called on the Food and Drug Administration
(FDA) o implement stronger regutations for phanmaceuticals crops to ensure the safety
and Integrity of the U.S. food supply (2/2003).

¢« The National Academy of Sciences report (8/2002) Ardmal Biotechnolagy: Science-

Based Concams cautions that the current regulatory system s inadequate to address

“potential hozards, particulary in the environmental area” (p.14)

Biotechnology companies are encouraged—but not nequired—4io submit safety-testing

data to the FDA for its review, According to the Center for Sclence in the Public Interest

{112003), the FDA lacks both the authority and the information to adequataly evaluate the

safety of GE foods,

+ FDA does not assure the safely of GE products; & {s the developer's responsibifity to
assure that the food is safe.

* in December 2002, Starlink com, which is not approved for human consumption, was
detected in a U.S. com shipment to Japan, Starlink was first discovered to have
contaminated U.S. com supplies in September 2000, tiggering a recall of 300 products.
These instances llustrate the problem contralling GE crops and the sudden and costly
impact on products and markets. An intemal study conducted for Kelloga, ConAgra,
UnRaver and Aventis predicted “biflions™ of dollars in food industry losses,
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Sisters of St. Joseph POBox34 2427 Gull Road

Nazareth, Ml  49074-0034

Of Nazal‘eth 269-381-6290 fax: 269-381-4908

Emall: Pwarbrit401@scl.com

May 12, 2003

Charles H. Catros, CEQO
Sysceo Corporation
1390 Enclave Parkway
Housfon, TX 77077

Dear Mr. Cotros:

The Sistets of St. Joseph of Nazareth, Mi are 300 women based in Nazareth, MI. We
work both in the U.S. and intemationally. Our works are mainly in the health care
field, education, and pastoral work. In support of our works and ourselves we
maintain certain investments. At the same time we realize financlal support from
these Investments we know our abligation to invest in a sacially responsible manner.
Inherent in that obligation is the responsibility to question the practices of companies
we support.

We are concemed about the issue of genetic engineering of food and seed. We
believe that this technology involves a high moral, social, physical and environmental
risk, which ultimately may pose financial risk to the company.

Because Sysco Corporation ts a leader in the food industry, we are cofiling the
enclosed resolution for inclusion in the proxy statement under Rule 14 a-8 of the
general rules and regulations of the Securifies Exchange Act of 1934. Trinity Health
of Farmington, Ml serves as the primary fiter on this resolution. We would appreclate
your indication in the proxy statement that we are a cosponsor of this resolution,

We are owners of 500 shares of common stock In the company. Proof of ownership
of shares of common stock Is included, and it s our intent to maintain ownership of
these shares through the date of the annual meeting.

Peace,

Patricia A Warbrition S.8.J.
Treasurer

LEGAL OF¢- . 7h

R e el
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Report on Impacts of Genetically Engineered Food
Sysco Corporation

RESOLVED: Sharcholders request that our Board review the Company’s policies for
food products containing genetically engineered (GE) ingredients and report to
shareholders by March 2004. This report, developed at reasonable cost and omitting
proprietary information, would identify the risks, financial costs (including opportunity
costs) and benefits, and environmental impacts of the continued use of GE-ingredients in
food products sold under the company’s brand names or private labels.

Supporting Statement
There are indicators that genetically engineered agricaliural products may be harmful to
humans, gnimalg, or the eavironment:
<4 For human health and edvirontmental concerns, the European Union has proposed regulations to
phase out by 2005 antibiotic-resistant marker genes, widely used to develop GE seeds;
4 Rescarch has shown that Bt crops are building up Bt toxins in the 50i}, with unknown long-term
effects on soil ecology;
¢ The National Academy of Sciences (NAS) repost, Genetically Modified Pest-Protected Plants,
recommends improved methods for identifying potential allerpens in genetically enginesred pest-
protected plants and found the potential for gaps in regulatory coverage (4/2000);
& The NAS report, The Environmental Effects of Transgenic Plants, called for “significantly more
transparent and rigorous testing and agscasment” of GE-plants{2/2002);
¢ Since fall 2600, hundreds of millions of dollars thay have been speat by food companies in
recalling food containing GE corn not approved for human consutnption.

Markets for GE-foods are threatened by extensive resistance:
Europe's larger food retailers have committed to removing GE~foods from their store-brand
85 have some U.S. retailers;

In the UK, Mc¢Donald's Burger King, and KFC exclude GE soy and com ingredients from their
menus;
McCain Foods of Canada anagunced it would no longer ascept GE-Bt potatoss for their brand-
name products (11/99);
Gerber Products does tiot allow GE corn or soybeans in thelr baby foods;
PepsiCo'sFﬂmL:yukAdﬁmformlym-GEmformcbmchaps,
Upmrmﬁmmbymmmd,chmsa&me:{gmdbyomwOoommm,wm
require that genetically engineered organisms (GBOs) inteaded for food, feed and processing must
bo labeled “may coutain™ GEOs. Countries can decide whether to import thoss commodities based
on & sclentific risk assessment;
% Countries around the world, tnchuding Brazil, Grecce, and Thafland, have instinrted moratoriums
or bamned importation of GE seeds end crops;
¢ Labeling of GE foods Is required in the European Unlon, Japan, New Zealand, South Korea and

Australia, and favored by 70-93% of people surveyed in over a dozen opinion polls in the U.S.

so6 o ¥ ©

We urge that this report:
1) Identify the scope of the Company’ upmductsthatmdmved&omorcmincmngmdimts
2) Outiine a contingency plan for sourcing non-GE ingredients sould clraumstances so require.
We believe that in undettaking this review, SYSCO addresses issues of financial, legal and
reputational risk, competitive advantage, and brand name loyelty in the marketplace.
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aggxard Brokerage Services @.
of Vanguard Macksting Corporazbn

PATRICIA WARBRITTON Statement number; 043104055
PO BOX 34 (800) 345-1344 Brokerage Services
NAZARETH MI 49074-0034 Account number:  43V-104055
Duplicate for the sccount of
ISTERS OF ST JOSEPH

OF NAZARETH

3427 GULL RD PO BOX 13

NAZARETH MI 49074-0013

HOLDINGS CONTINVED

51
:

Estimated Estimated  Dividend
Stocks continued Accoutmgpe vale sl ncome yiad status
SYSCO CORP £00.00000 25.440000 12,720.00 220.00 1.7 Cash
SocuritylD: SYY Cash
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aux:g_}xard Brokerage Services
of Vanguard Marketing Corporatbn

PATRICIA WARBRITTON Statement number: 043104055
PO BOX 34 (800) 345-1344 Brokerage Services
NAZARETH MI 49074-0034 Account number:  43V-104055
Duplicate for the account of
ISTERS OF ST JOSEPH
OF NAZARETH

3427 GULL RD PO BOX13
NAZARETH MI 49074-0013

HOLDINGS CONTINUVED

i Quanttty / Curert Current Estimsted Estimated  Dividend
Stocks continued Accout type feice vake aronsal eome yied status
SYSCO CORP £00.00000 25.440000 12,720.00 220.00 1.7 - Cash
SacuritylD: SYY Cash
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Vanguard Brokerage Services .@.

A Dhvision of Vanguard Markating Comaration

JUDY SCHROEDER For prompt service when ealling please provide your
PO BOX 34 State)ment aumber: %43104055
ARETI 4 (800) 992-8327 rokerage Services
NAZ 1 MI 49074-003 Account number:  43V-104055
Duplicate for the sccount of
SISTERS OF ST JOSEPH
OF NAZARETH
3427 GULL RD PO BOX 13
NAZARETH MI 49074-0013
HOLDINGS CONTINUED
Stocks continued Accouit)%é Qﬁ“& Q:;?}e mﬁ‘éﬁ‘é‘oﬁﬁ Emﬁ:ﬁ status
SYSCO CORP £00,00000 40.600000 15,000.00 140.00 0.9 Cash
SecurittD: SYY Cash
e e Zaand (YR Y WAt
SecuritylD: WAG Cash

9- 14
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@\‘N Mercy Investiment Program

Valarie Hainonen, o.s.u., Consuitant, Carporate Social Responsibllity

205 Avgnue C, #10E ~ New York, NY 10009
Phone and Fak;: 1-212-674-254 E«mzil: heinonenv@junc.com

May 14, 2003

Richard J. Schneidets

Chair and Chief Executive Officer
Sysco Corporation

1390 Enclave Parkway

Houston, TX 77077

Dear Mr. Schneiders:

Following are the filing letters for the Dominican Sisters of Hope, Mercy Investment Program
and Sisters of Mercy Regional Community of Detroit Charitable Trust together with one copy of
a shareholder resolution addressing genetically engineered food products. 1 am faxiog just one
copy of the resolution in the interest of saving paper.

1 will mail the materials to you today. In each case, the institution’s investment manager or
stock custodian has been asked to provide proof of ownership.

Thank you,

Yours truly,

h‘jmww

Valerie Heinones, o.5.u .
Consultant, Corporate Social Responsibility .

(-1 n l,.ﬁ‘" *
-
.i L.

MAY 15 2003
o Sp
| L EGAL DEPRs IMERT
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Mercy Investment Program

Valerie Heinonen, o.s.u., Consultant, Corporate Social Responsibility
205 Avenue C, #10E ~ New York, NY 10009
Telephone and Fax: 1-212-674-2542 ~ E-mail: heinonenv@juno.com

May 14, 2003

Mr, Richard J. Schneiders

Chair and Chief Executive Officer
SYSCQ Corporation

1390 Enclave Parkway

Houston, TX 77077-2099

Dear Mr, Schneiders:

On behalf of the Mercy Investment Program, [ am authorized to submit the following resolution
which asks the Board to review Compaty policies for food products containing genetically
engineered ingredients and report to shareholders by March 2004, for inclusion in the 2003 proxy
statement under Rule 14 a-8 of the General Rules and Regulations of the Securities Exchange Act
of 1934. Mercy Investment Program is cosponsoring the resolution with Trinity Health and others
associated with the Interfaith Center on Corparate Responsibility. We would appreciate indication
in the proxy statement that Mercy Investment Program is 8 cospansor of the resolution.

Meccy Investment Program is the beneficial owner of more than 13,000 shares of Sysco stock.
Verification of ownership is being sent to you, We plan to bold the stock at {east until the time of
the ennual meeting and will be preseut in person or by proxy at that meeting.

Geactically engincered ingredients and food products are a growing concem, The recently filed
WTO lawsuit is very likely to raise the level of attention by the general public no matter how it is
scttled. Sharcholders will be affected, particularty when college and univetsity studeuts make the
cotmections and sec that their food services are provided by Sysco. The health and business aspects
lcad us to believe that the issuc may be important to all Sysco sharcholders,

We Jook farward to resuming our dialogue on this issue under coordination with Trinity Health.

Yo ly,
Q__ ‘ Q < .. /ut-g—ﬂ m g
Valeric Heinouen, o.s.u. T LT

Cousultant, Carporate Social Responsibility
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Report on impacts of Genetically Engineered Food
SYSCO

RESOLVED: Shareholdars request that our Board review the Company’s poficies for food
products containing genetically engineered (GE) ingredients and report to shareholders by March
2004, This repart, developed at reasonable cost end omitting praprietacy information, will identify
the risks, financial costs (Including opportunity costs) and benefits, and enviconmental impacts of
the continued use of GE-Angredients in food products sold ar manufaclured by the company,

For the past three years several SYSCO institutional investors tave presanted concems
regarding GE 1o the company’s atiention.
While our Company agreed to fom & task force to study Issues surrounding GE food vis-a-vis
SYSCO's operations, shateholders are not aware of any substantive report on this (ssue.
We urge that this report:

1) Identify the scope of the Company's products that are derived from of contaln GE

ingredients;
2) Outlu'\e a contingency plan for soureing non-GE Ingredients should circumstances so

We belleve lhat In undenakxng this review, SYSCO addressas Issues of financlal, legal and
reputation risk, competilive advantaga and brand name layally in the marketplace.

Supportmg Statemnent:

Crops engineered to produce pharmaceuticals/industrial chemicais could pollute the food
system. Fearing that pollen from com not approved for human consumption may have
spread (o nearby fields of ordinary corn, the U.S. Deparimant of Agriculture ordered 155
acres of lowa com uprocted and incinerated (9/2002); 500,000 bushels of soybeans I
Nebraska were quarantined due ta contamination by small amounts of a tast
pharmaceuticalfindustrial erop (11/2002),

¢ The National Food Processors Association has stated (11/02); “There is an unacceptable
risk 10 tha food supply associated with the use of food and feed crops as factores’ for the
production of pharmaceuticals or industrial chemlcals without mandatory regulations end
necessary verification la plece.”

+ Tha Gracery Manufacturers of America has called on the Faod and Drug Admintstration
{FDA) fo implement stronger reguiations for pharmaceuticals crops (0 ensure the safety
and integrity of the U.S. food supply (2/2003).

* Tha National Academy of Sciancas repart (8/2002) Animal Biotachnology: Science-
Based Concems cautions that the cumrent regulatory system is inadequate to address
“potential hazards, particularly in the eqvironmental erea.” (p.14)

» Biotechnology companies are encauraged-but not required—io submit eatety-testing
data to the FDA for its review. Accarding fo the Centar for Sclence (n the Public Interest
(1/2003), the FDA iacks both the suthorily and the informetion to adequately evaluale the
safely of GE foads,

e FDA daes not assure the safety of GE products; it is (he developer's responsibliity to
assure that the food s safe.

* In December 2002, StarLink com, which is nol approved for human consumption, was
deatectad In & U.5. com shipment to Japan. Starlink was first discovered to have
conaminated U.S. com supplies in September 2000, triggering & recall of 300 products.
These instances Mustrate the problem controlling GE crops and the sudden and costly
impact on products and markets, An intemal study conductad for Kellogg, ConAgra
Unilever and Aventis predicied "biflions” of dollars in food industry losses,
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@\W/ Mercy Investment Program

Valarie Hainonen, o.s.u., Consultant, Corporale Social Responsibility

205 Avgnue C #10E€ ~ New Yok, NY 10009
Phone and Fak; 1.212-674-254 E-mail.  heinonenv@juno.com

May 14,2003

Richard J. Schneidets

Chajr and Chief Executive Officer
Sysco Corporation

1390 Enclave Parkway

Houston, TX 77077

Dear Mr. Schneiders:

Following are the filing letters for the Dominican Sisters of Hope, Mercy Investrent Program
and Sisters of Mercy Regional Community of Detroit Charitable Trust tagether with one copy of

a shareholder resolution addressing genetically engineered food products. Iam faxing just one
copy of the resolution in the interest of saving paper,

1 will mail the materials to you today. In each case, the instittion’s investment manager or
stock custadian has been asked to provide proof of ownership.

Thaok you,
Yo?mstruly, .

’,, I\ " L'/‘\A&_ LW—/“J |
Valerie Heinonen, o.5.u Y
Caonsultant, Corporate Sacial Responsibility .

MAY 15 2003 n
“J L .

4y o e
| LEGAL DER# - TMENT
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Hermanas de la Misericordia de las Américas

Sisters of Mercy of the Amgricas
Regional Community of Detrait

May 14, 20035

Mr. Richard J. Schneiders

Chair and Chiel Executive Officet
SYSCO Corporation

1390 Enclave Parkway

Houston, TX 77077-2099

Decar Mr. Schneiders:

On behalf of the Sisters of M Regional Community of Detroit Charitahle Trust, [ am
authorized (o submit the following resolution which asks the Board to review Company policies for
food products containing genetically enginesred ingredicuts and report to shareholders by March
2004, for inclusion in the 2003 proxy statement under Rule 14 a-8 of the General Rules and
Regulations of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934. ‘The Sisters of Mercy Charitable Trust is
cosponsaring the resolution with Trinity Health and others associated with the Interfaith Center on

Corporate Responsibility. We would appreciate indication in the proxy statement that Charitable
Trust is a cosponsor of the resolution,

The Sisters of Mercy, Regional Community of Detroit Charnitable Trust is the beneficial owner of
more than 29,000 sheres of Sysco stock. Verification of ownership is being sent to you. We plan to

hold stock at teast until the time of the annual meeting and will be present {n person or by proxy at
that meeting.

As we have indicated in our dialogues on this issue, we believe that genetically engineered
ingredients and food products are a major health conceru and, therefore, worthy of discassion by
sharcholders. During the past year, GE ingredients and food products received roore attention, at
least in print media, particularly with respect to labeling. We believe there are financial
implications for the Sisters of Mercy should the price of Sysco stock be affected as a result of this

increased attention and loak forward (o resuming our dialogue under coordination with Trinity
Health.

Yourstquly,
W M—M’L
. . Bz el
Valerie Heinonen, o.s.w. iy
Consultant, Comparate Social Responsibility L

L

29000 Fleven Mile Road

Farmingean Hills, MI 48336-1405
{248} 476-8000
Fax (24R) 4764222
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Report on Impacts of Genetically Engineered Food
SYSCO

RESOLVED: Shareholdars request that our Board review the Company’s policies for food
products containing genetically engineered (GE) ingredients and report 1o shareholders by March
2004, This report, developed at reasonable cost and omitting proprietary information, will identify
the risks, financiat costs (including opportunity costs) and benefits, and envwonmental Impacts of
the oonunued use of GE-Ingredients in food products sold or manufaciured by the company,

For the past three years several SYSCO institional investors have presented concems
regarding GE to the company's atlention.
While our Company agceed to form & task force to study issues sumounding GE faod vis-3-vis
SYSCO's operations, shareholders are nol awsre of any substantive report on this Issue,
We urge that this repord.
1) Identify the scope of the Company's products that are derived from or contaln GE
ingredients;

2) Qutline a contingency plan for sourcing non-GE ingredients should dircumstances so

require,
We belleve that in undertaking this review, SYSCO addressas lssuas of financial, legat and
reputation risk, competitive ddvantage and brand name loyally in the marketiplace.

Suppomng Statement:

Crops enginaered to produce pharmaceuticals/industrial chemicals could pofiute the food
systern. Fearing that pollen from com not approved for tuman consumption tay have
spread lo nearby fields of ordinary comn, the U,S. Depariment of Agricutture ordersd 155
acres of (owa com uprooted and incinerated (8/2002); 530,000 bushels of soybeans in
Nabraska were quarantined due to contamination by small amounts of a test
pharmaceuticalfindustrial erop (11/2002).

The Natlonal Foad Pracessors Association has staled (11/02): “There s an unacceptable

fisk %o the food supply associated with the use of food and feed crops as factories' for the

production of pharmmaceuticals or industral chomicals without mandatory reguations and
necessary vedfication in place.”

¢ Tha Grocery Manufaciurerg of America has called oty the Faod and Drug Administration
(FDA) o implement stronger regulations for pharmaceuticals crops (o ensure the safety
and integrity of the U.S. food suppty (2/2003).

« The National Academy of Sciancas report (8/2002) Anims! Biotachnalogy: Sdence-
Based Concems caulions that the current regulatory system is inadequate to sddress
‘patential hazards, partiadarty in the eqvironmental area.” (p.14)

o Biotechnology companies are encouraged--but not required—io submit safety-testing
data to the FDA for #ts review. According to the Center for Science in the Public Interest
(172003}, the FDA tacks both the authorily and the information to adequately evaluate the
safety of GE foods.

FDA does not assure the safety of GE products; it (& the daveloper's respoasibility to
assure that the food Is safe.

n Oecomber 2002, Starlink com, which is not epproved for fuman consumption, was
detected in & U.S. com shipment ta Japan StarLink was first discovered to have
contaminated U.S. com supplies in September 2000, triggering & recall of 300 products.
These instances (lustrate the problem controlling GE crops and the sudden and costly
impact on products and markets, An intemal study conducted for Kellogg, ConAgra,
Unilever and Aventis predicied *billions® of dollars in food industry lassas,
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BOSTON COMMON
ASSET MANAGEMENT. LLC

May 27, 2003

D
Mr. Richard J. Schnm/ \)\

Chair and Chief Exéeutive Officer
8YSCO Corporation

1390 Enclave Parkway

Houston, TX 77077-2099

RE: Genetically Engineered Food Products
Dear Mr. Schneiders:

Boston Common Asset Management, LLC (Boston Common) holds approximately
10,000 shares of SYSCO Corporation. stock on behalf of clients whose portfolios seek w achieve
social as well as financial objectives. Our clients believe that companies with & commitment to
customers, employees, communities and the environment will prosper long-term. We believe
SYSCO's continued use of genetically engincered food ingredients for its private label food
products may create financial risks for the company should genetically engineered crops or foods
prove harmful to humans, animals, or the environment. Boston Common is part of an investor
coalition that for the past three years that has presented SYSCO our concems about this issue. We
are concemed, however, by the lack of progress in SYSCO's dialogue with its shareholders
regarding the issue of genetically engineered foods.

Therefore, we are submitting the enclosed sharcholder proposal for inclusion in the 2003
proxXy statemeat, in accordance with Rule 14a-8 of the General Rules and Regulations of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934. Boston Cammon is the beneficial owner, as defined in Rule
13d-3 of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, of the above mentjoned number of shares. Our
clients have been sharcholders for more than one year and verification of our ownership position
will be forthcoming. We will continue to be an investor through the stockholder meeting, A
representative of the filers will attend the stockholders® meeting to move the resolution as
required by the SEC Rules. We are filing this resolution with other concerned investors including
Trinity Health (Sisters of Mercy Regional Community of Detroit). Trinity Health will be the
primary contact for the filers of this resolution.

We hope there might be an opportunity to reach an agreement with SYSCO prior to the
annual meeting that would eaable us to withdraw the shareholder resolution. We look forward to
heating from you. If you need to contact me, please call (617) 720-5557, or fax to (617) 720-
5665, or send e-mail to sheim@bostoncommonasset.com. Best wishes for your continued success
in serving all of your stakeholders.

Sincerely,

,/8' t‘.e"’(- M
Steven Heim

Director of Social Research
Encl. Resolution Text
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Report on Impacts of Genetically Engineered Food
SYSCO

RESOLVED: Shareholders request that our Board review the Company's policies for food
products containing genetically englneered (GE) ingredients and report ta shareholders by March
2004. This report, developed at reasonable cost and omitting proprietary information, will identify
the risks, financial costs (including opportunity costs) and benefits, and environmental impacts of
the continued use of GE-ingredients In food products sold or manufactured by the company.

For the past three. years. several SYSCO mstitutional investors have presented concerns
regarding GE to the company’s attention.
While our Company agreed to form a task force to study issues surrounding GE food vis-a-vis
SYSCC's: operations, shareholders.are not aware of any substantive report on this issue.
We urge that this repart
1) identify the scope of the Company's praducts that are derived from or contain GE
ingrediants;
2) Outline a contingemuy plan for sourcing non-GE mgredlents should circumstances so
require:
We believe that in undertaking this. review, SYSCO addresses issues of financial, legal and
reputation risk, competitive edvantage and brand name loyalty itr the marketplace.

Supporting Statemant:

Crops-engineered to produce: pharmaceuticalsfindustrial chemicals could pollute the food:
system. Fearing that pollen from com not approved for human consumption may have
spread to nearby fields-of ordinary com, the U.S. Départment of Agricutture ordered 155
acres of lowa com uprooted and Incinerated (9/2002); 500,000 bushels of soybeans in
Nebraska were quarantined due to contamination by small amounts of a fest
phamaceutical/industrial crop (11/2002).

o The National Food Processors Assaciation has stated (11/02): *There is an unacceptable
risk fo the food supply assoclated with the use of food and feed crops as “factorles” for the
production of pharmaceuticals or Industrial chemicals without mandatory regulations and
necessary verification in place.”

» The Grocery Manufacturers of America has called on the Food and Drug Administration
(FDA) to implement stronger regulations for pharmaceuticals crops to ensure the safety
and integrity of the U.S. food supply (2/2003).

¢ The National Academy of Sclences report (8/2002) Animel Biotechnology: Sclence-
Basad Concermag cautions that the cument regulatory system ls inadequate fo address
“potential hazards, particularly in the environmental area.” (p.14)

« Biotechnology companics are encouraged—but not required—to submit safety-testing
data to the FDA for its review. According to the Center for Science in the Public Intorest
{1/2003), the FDA tacks both the authority and the information to adequately evaluate the
gafaty of GE foods.

¢ FDA does not assure the safety of GE products; it is the developer's responsibility to
asgsure that the food ls safe.

« ln December 2002, Starlink com, which Is nat approved for human consumption, was
detected in a U.S. com ehipment to Japan, Starlink was first discovered fo have
contaminated U.S. com supplies in September 2000, triggaring a recall of 300 products.
These instances lllustrats the problem controlling GE crops and the sudden and costly
impact on products and markets. An internal study conducted for Kellogg, ConAgra,
Unilever and Aventis pradicted “billions" of doltars In food Industry losses, ‘
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Exhibit B

Press Releases

Jim Rogers (301) 734-8563
Beth jones (202) 720-6959

USDA INVESTIGATES BIOTECH COMPANY FOR POSSIBLE PERMIT VIOLATIONS

WASHINGTON, Nov. 13, 2002—The U.S. Department of Agriculture's Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, in close coordination with the Food and Drug Administration is investigating
ProdiGene, inc., of College Station, Texas, for violations of the Plant Protection Act.

During a compliance inspection in October 2002, APHIS found potential permit violations by
ProdiGene at a site in Nebraska that had been used for small-scale field testing of genetically
engineered corn in 2001. APHIS discovered tasseled volunteer corn plants growing in a soybean
field that stands on the site of the 2001 field test. The presence of these plants is a violation of
permit conditions. Following this discovery, APHIS instructed ProdiGene to remove the volunteer
corn plants from the field, despite the fact that the corn plants did not have viable seed. However,
the soybeans were harvested before all of the tasseled corn was removed. APHIS immediately
placed a hold on the soybeans that were located at a single storage facility in Nebraska so that these
materials would not enter the human or animal food chains.

APHIS also discovered possible permit violations at a ProdiGene 2001 test site in lowa in
September 2002. Volunteer tasseled corn plants were found growing in a soybean field and in a
pile of volunteer corn plants removed from the field earlier in the season-both of which did not
comply with permit conditions. At APHIS' request, and under APHIS supervision, ProdiGene has
harvested and destroyed by incineration 155 acres of corn surrounding the field test site.

At the conclusion of the ongoing investigation into ProdiGene's regulatory permit compliance
APHIS, in coordination with the FDA, will determine the appropriate enforcement action against
ProdiGene.

Under the Federal Plant Protection Act, APHIS regulates the movement, importation and field
release of genetically engineered plants. APHIS requires significant safeguards to prevent the
unauthorized release of genetically engineered material. The Act provides criminal penalties for
knowing violations as well as civil penalties. Any company or individual that violates the Act faces
civil penalties of up to $250,000 per violation, or $500,000 per adjudication, and may have their
permits revoked.

USDA has strengthened field-testing requirements for permits on genetically engineered traits that
are not intended for commodity uses, such as pharmaceuticals, veterinary biologics and certain
industrial products by adding new safeguards as a condition for all permits allowing the confined
release of such products into the environment. These specific safeguards include comprehensive
confinement procedures, performance standards, and required monitoring/auditing practices for
ensuring that out-crossing or commingling with other seeds and commaodities are prevented.

(http:/faphisweb.aphis.usda.gov/lpa/news/2002/1 1/prodigene.html)
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Golden Direct phone: 404.873.8688
Gregory e Direct fax: 404.873.8689
E-mail: joe.alley@agg.com
www.agg.com

May 22, 2003

VIA FACSIMILE (269) 381-4909,
FEDERAL EXPRESS AND FIRST CLASS MAIL

Ms. Patricia A. Warbritton, 5.5.)., Treasurer
Sisters of St. Joseph of Nazareth
P.O.Box 34

3427 Gul{ Road
Nazareth, Michigan 49074-0034

Re: SYSCO Corporation

Dear Ms. Warbritton:

{ am responding to your May 12, 2003 letter to SYSCO Corporation on behalf of the Sisters of St.
Joseph of Nazareth, requesting inclusion of a shareholder proposal in SYSCO’s 2003 Proxy
Statement pursuant to Rule 14a-8 under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as amended.

Pursuant to Rule 14a-8, only eligible shareholders are entitled to submit proposals. In order to be
eligible to submit a proposal, a shareholder must have continuously held at least $2,000 in market
value, or 1%, of a company’s securities entitled to be voted on the proposal at the meeting for at
least one year by the date of submission of the proposal. If you are not a registered shareholder,
you must 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 the proposal, you continuously
held the securities for at least one year. Although you have included brokerage statements from
Vanguard Brokerage Services, you have not included a letter from Vanguard Brokerage Services
stating that they are the record holder of the securities listed on the statement and that you have
held them for at least a year. In accordance with Rule 14a-8, you must mail or electronically
transmit the required fetter from the record holder of your securities not later than fourteen (14)
calendar days from the date you first receive this lefter. If you do not send the required letter from

the record holder of your securities in the time required, SYSCO may, at its election, exclude your
proposal from its proxy statement.

Please also note that SYSCO has received a request from another shareholder to include a proposal
that is substantially duplicative of your proposal. As a result, since the other proposal was
submitted prior to yours, SYSCO intends to ask the Securities & Exchange Commission to confirm
that it will not object if SYSCO excludes your proposal pursuant to Rule 14a-8. Of course, if the
written statement from the record holder of your securities is not received within fourteen (14)
calendar days of your receipt of this letter, SYSCO may exclude your proposal for this reason

1619476v1
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Ms. Patricia A. Warbritton, S.S.J., Treasurer
Arnall

Sisters of St. Joseph of Nazareth
Golden May 22, 2003
Gregory e : Page 2

SYSCO reserves all rights to assert any additional grounds that it may have for exclusion of your
proposal at a later date.

Please address all further correspondence on this matter to me. | look forward to receiving your
response.

Sincerely,

ARNALL GOLDEN GREGORY LLP

B. Josep AI‘I:)%;?“

BjA:js

cc:  Michael Nichols, General Counsel
Ann F. Gullion, Corporate Counsel

161947611
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Golden
Gregory e

Direct phone: 404.873.8688
Direct fax: 404.873.8689
E-mail: joe.alley@agg.com
www.agg.com

May 22, 2003

VIA FACSIMILE (212) 674-2542,
FEDERAL EXPRESS AND FIRST CLASS MAIL

Ms. Valerie Heinonen, o.s.u.
Consultant, Corporate Social Responsibility
Mercy Investment Program
205 Avenue C, #10E

New York, New York 10009

Re: SYSCO Corporation

Dear Ms. Heinonen:

| am responding to your May 14, 2003 letter to SYSCO Corporation on behalf of the Mercy
Investment Program, requesting the inclusion of a shareholder proposal in SYSCO'’s 2003 Proxy

Statement pursuant to Rule 14a-8 promulgated under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as
amended.

Pursuant to Rule 14a-8, only eligible shareholders are entitled to submit proposals. In order to be
eligible to submit a proposal, a shareholder must have continuously held at least $2,000 in market
value, or 1%, of a company’s securities entitled to be voted on the proposal at the meeting for at
least one year by the date of submission of the proposal. If you are not a registered shareholder,
you must 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 the proposal, you continuously
held the securities for at least one year. SYSCO has not yet received this written statement. In
accordance with Rule 14a-8, you must mail or electronically transmit the required letter from the
record holder of your securities not later than fourteen (14) calendar days from the date you first
receive this letter. If you do not send the required letter from the record holder of your securities in
the time required, SYSCO may, at its election, exclude your proposal from its proxy statement.

SYSCO reserves all rights to assert any additional grounds that it may have for exclusion of your
proposal at a later date.

1619678v1

20AN Ona BHante Cantar | 1701 Wact Peachtree Street | Atlanta. GA 30309-3450 | 404.873.8500 | Fax: 404.873.8501 | Macon Office: 478.745.

———————



Ms. Valerie Heinonen, o.s.u.

Arnall Consultant, Corporate Social Responsibility
Golden Mercy Investment Program
Gregory e May 22,2003
Page 2

Please direct all further correspondence on this matter to me. 1 look forward to receiving your
response.

Sincerely,

ARNALL GOLDEN GREGORY LLP

B. ]M A"eYI Ir.

BJA:js

cc:  Michael Nichols, Genera! Goiinsel
Ann F. Gullion, Corporate Counsel

1619678v1
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Direct phone: 404.873.8688
Direct fax: 404.873.8689
E-mail: joe.alley@agg.com
www.agg.com

May 22, 2003

VIA FACSIMILE (248) 4764222,
FEDERAL EXPRESS AND FIRST CLASS MAIL

Ms. Valerie Heinonen, o.s.u.

Consultant, Corporate Social Responsibility
Sisters of Mercy of the Americas
29000 Eleven Mile Road

Farmington Hills, Michigan 48336-1405

Re: SYSCO Corporation

Dear Ms. Heinonen:

I am responding to your May 14, 2003 letter to SYSCO Corporation on behalf of the Sisters of
Mercy of the Americas, requesting the inclusion of a shareholder proposal in SYSCO’s 2003 Proxy

Statement pursuant to Rule 14a-8 promulgated under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as
amended.

Pursuant to Rule 14a-8, only eligible shareholders are entitled to submit proposals. In order to be
eligible to submit a proposal, a shareholder must have continuously held at least $2,000 in market
value, or 1%, of a company’s securities entitled to be voted on the proposal at the meeting for at
least one year by the date of submission of the proposal. If you are not a registered shareholder,
you must 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 the proposal, you continuously
held the securities for at least one year. SYSCO has not yet received this written statement. In
accordance with Rule 14a-8, you must mail or electronically transmit the required letter from the
record holder of your securities not later than fourteen (14) calendar days from the date you first
receive this letter. If you do not send the required letter from the record holder of your securities in
the time required, SYSCO may, at its election, exclude your proposal from its proxy statement.

SYSCO reserves all rights to assert any

additional grounds that it may have for exclusion of your
proposal at a later date. '

16194691
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Ms. Valerie Heinonen, o.s.u.
Arnall Consultant, Corporate Social Responsibility

Golden Sisters of Mercy of the Americas
Gregory e May 22, 2003

Page 2

Please direct all further correspondence on this matter to me. [ look forward to receiving your
response.

Sincerely,

ARNALL GOLDEN GREGORY LLP

B. Joseph Alfey, Jr.
BJAsjs

cc:  Michael Nichols, General Counsel
Ann F. Gullion, Corporate Counsel

1619469v1
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Direct phone: 404.873.8688
Gregory iLie

Direct fax: 404.873.8689
E-mail: joe.alley@agg.com
WwWWw.agg.com

June 4, 2003

WIA FACSIMILE (617) 720-5665
UPS and FIRST CLASS MAIL

Mr. Steven Heim

Director of Social Research

Boston Common Asset Management, LLC
84 State Street, Suite 1000

Boston, Massachusetts 02109

Re: SYSCO Corporation

Dear Mr. Heim:

I am responding to your May 22, 2003 letter to SYSCO Corporation on behalf of Boston Common
Asset Management, LLC, requesting inclusion of a shareholder proposal in SYSCO’s 2003 Proxy
Statement pursuant to Rule 14a-8 under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as amended.

Pursuant to Rule 14a-8, only eligible shareholders are entitled to submit proposals. In order to be
eligible to submit a proposal, a shareholder must have continuously held at least $2,000 in market
value, or 1%, of a company’s securities entitled to be voted on the proposal at the meeting for at
least one year by the date of submission of the proposal. If you are not a registered shareholder,
you must 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 the proposal, you continuously
held the securities for at least one year. In accordance with Rule 14a-8, you must mail or
electronically transmit the required letter from the record holder of your securities not later than
fourteen (14) calendar days from the date you first receive this letter. if you do not send the
required letter from the record holder of your securities in the time required, SYSCO may, at its
election, exclude your proposal from its proxy statement.

In addition, please confirm that Trinity Healty will be named as the primary proponent of your
proposal and that you will be named only as a co-proponent.

SYSCO reserves all rights to assert any additional grounds that it may have for exclusion of your
proposal at a later date.

1623080v1
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Mr. Steven Heim
Arnall Boston Common Asset Management, LLC

Golden June 4, 2003
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Please address all further correspondence on this matter to me. | look forward to receiving your
response.

Sincerely,

ARNALL GOLDEN GREGORY LLP

cc:  Michael Nichols, General Counsel
Ann F. Gullion, Corporate Counsel

1623080v1




DIVISION OF CORPORATION FINANCE
INFORMAL PROCEDURES REGARDING SHAREHOLDER PROPOSALS

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




August 12, 2003

Response of the Office of Chief Counsel
Division of Corporation Finance

Re:  Sysco Corporation
Incoming letter dated July 1, 2003

The proposal requests that the board report on Sysco’s policies relating to food
products containing genetically engineered ingredients to identify the risks, financial costs
and benefits, and environmental impacts of the continued use of GE-ingredients in products
sold or manufactured by Sysco.

There appears to be some basis for your view that Sysco may exclude the Sisters of
St. Joseph of Nazareth, Mercy Investment Program, Boston Common Asset Management,
LLC and Sisters of Mercy, Regional Community of Detroit Charitable Trust as
co-proponents under rule 14a-8(f). We note your representation that they failed to supply,
within 14 days of receipt of Sysco’s request, documentary support evidencing that they
satisfied the minimum ownership requirements imposed by rule 14a-8(b). Accordingly, we
will not recommend enforcement action to the Commission if Sysco omits the Sisters of St.
Joseph of Nazareth, Mercy Investment Program, Boston Common Asset Management,
LLC and Sisters of Mercy, Regional Community of Detroit Charitable Trust as
co-proponents from its proxy materials in reliance onrules 14a-8(b) and 14a-8(f).

We are unable to concur in your view that Sysco may exclude the entire proposal
under rule 14a-8(1)(3). However, there appears to be some basis for your view that portions
of the supporting statement may be materially false or misleading under rule 14a-9. In our
view, the proponent must:

o delete the sentence that begins “Crops engineered to product . . .” and ends
“. .. pollute the food system™;

e revise the sentence that begins “Fearing that pollen . . .” and ends “. . . uprooted
and incinerated (9/2002)” to clarify that the U.S. Department of Agriculture
“requested” the corn to be uprooted and incinerated,

o delete the two bulleted statements that begin “The National Food Processors
Association . . .” and ends “. . . of the U.S. food supply (2/2003)”; and

» provide a citation to a specific source for the sentence that begins “An internal
study .. .” and ends “. , . food industry losses.”

Accordingly, unless the proponent provides Sysco with a proposal and supporting
statement revised in this manner, within seven calendar days after receiving this letter, we




. will not recommend enforcement action to the Commission if Sysco omits only these
portions of the supporting statement from its proxy statement in reliance on
rule 14a-8(1)(3).

We are unable to concur in your view that Sysco may exclude the proposal under
rule 14a-8(i)(6). Accordingly, we do not believe that Sysco may omit the proposal from its
proxy materials in reliance on rule 14a-8(1)(6).

srace K. Lee
Attorney-Advisor




