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Incoming letter dated January 10 2011

Dear Mr Ruck

This is in response to your letters dated January 10 2011 and January 212011

concerning the shareholder proposal submitted to Amgen by William Steiner We also

have received letters on the proponents behalf dated January 172011 January 192011
and January 232011 Our response is attached to theenclosed photocopy of your

correspondence By doing this we avoid having to recite or summarize the facts set forth

in the correspondence Copies of all of the correspondence also will be provided to the

proponent

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

sets forth brief discussion of the Divisions infonnal procedures regarding shareholder

proposals

Sincerely

Gregory Belliston

Special Counsel

Enclosures

cc John Chevedden

FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16



February 172011

Response of the Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Corporation Finance

Re Aingen Inc

Incoming letter dated January 102011

The first proposal relates to acting by written consent The second proposal

relates to acting by written consent and includes an expanded supporting statement

We are unable to concur in your view that Amgen may exclude the first proposal

under rules 14a-8b and 14a-8f In this regard we note that the proponent provided
letter documenting the proponents ownership and we are unable to conclude that Amgen
has met its burden of establishing that the letter is not from the record holder of the

proponents securities Accordingly we do not believe that Arugen may omit the first

proposal from its proxy materials in reliance on rules 14a-8b and 14a-8f

We are unable to concur in your view that Amgen may exclude the second

proposal under rules 14a-8b and 14a8f Under the specific circumstances described

in your letter we are unable to concur in your view that the proponent was required to

provide additional documentary support evidencing that he satisfied the minimum

ownership requirement as of the date that he revised his proposal Accordingly we do

not believe that Amgen may omit the second proposal from its proxy materials in reliance

on rules 14a-8b and 14a-8f

Sincerely

Carmen Moncada-Terry

Special Counsel



DIVISION OF COiORATION FINANCE
Il4FORMAL PROCEDURES REGARDING SHAREHOLDER PROPOSALS

The Division of Corporation Finance believes that its responsibility with respect to

matters
arising under Rule 14a-8 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 particular matter to

recommend enforcement action to the Commission In connection with shareholder proposal
under Rule 14a-8 the Divisions staff considers the information furnished to it by the Company
in support of its intention to exclude the proposals from the Companys proxymaterials as well

as any information furnished by the proponent or the proponents.representative

Although Rule 14a-8k does not require any communications from shareholders to the

Commissions 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 staffs informal

procedures and proxy review intà formal or adversa procedure

It is important to note that the staffs and Conmilssions no-action responses to

Rule 14a-8j submissions reflect only informal views The determinations reached in these no-
action letters do not and cannot adjudicate the merits of companys position with

respect to the

proposal Only court such as U.S District Court can decide whether company is obligated
to include shareholder proposals its proxy materials Accordingly discretionary

determination riot to recommend or take Commission enforcement action does not preclude

proponent or any shareholder of company from pursuing any rights he or she may have against
the company in court should the management omit the proposal from the companys proxy
material



JOHN CHEVEDDEN

FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

January 23 2011

Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Corporation Finance

Securities and Exchange COmmission

loop Street NE
Washington DC 20549

Rule 1443 Proposal

Amgen Inc AMGN
Written Consent

William Steiner

Ladies and Gentlemen

This further responds to the January 10 2011 company request supplemented to avoid this

established rule 14a-8 proposal

Notably the company failed to address two key issues in its January 212100 letter

The company did not claim that there is any characteristic issue with the 2011 broker letter

attached compared to the 2010 broker letter attached The company has not claimed that in

retrospect there is an issue with the 2010 broker letter This is particularly important omission

because ifthis characteristic issue compared to the 2010 broker letter is not firmlyestablished

the independent issue on line page of the company January 212011 letter is entirely

moot

The company refers to the Apache case which stated This ruling is narrow This court does

not rule on what Chevedden had to submit to comply with rule 14a-8b2 That was another

way of saying that issuers should not cite this decision in no-action requests to the SEC

In new shaky and vague company claim the company appears to claim that Mark Filiberto did

not write the Jan 192011 date because the Jan 19 2011 handwriting is strikingly similar to

handwriting in other letters that use all numbers for the month day and year or dates that do not

abbreviate the month and then list the day of the month first

This is to request that the Securities and Exchange Commission allow at least one version of the

resolution to stand and be voted upon in the 2011 proxy

Sincerely

evedd
cc William Steiner

Andrea Robinson robinsonamgen.com



DISCOUNT BROKERS

Date_Dc200

To whom It may concern

As introducing broker for the account of 14 //iav7 /t/
account untnbA 0MB Memorandum M-OIlIdWith National Financial Services Corp

as custodiqn DW Discount Brokers hereby certifies that as of the date of this certification

Ii iÆcI.e.t is and has been the beneficial ownerof 300
sharcsof /. havingholdatleasttwothousanddoliars

worth of the abovmentioned security since the following date also having

held at least two thousand dollars worth of the above mentioned security from at least one

year prior to the date the proposal was subutlifed to the company

Sincerely

cAQ/
Mark Filiberto

President

DJF Discount Brokers

195 Marcus Avenue Sulle 014 Lake Success NV 11042

5l6-328-20 8QO695ASV www.dlldls.com Fac 5l6328.2323



1JI
DISCOUNT BROKERS

Date2._toiO

To whom it may concern

As introducing broker for the account ofJAJi
account numbaisMA 0MB Memorandum M-O-lMViithNa1ioflal Financial Services C-t..LC

as custodian DJF Discount Brokers hereby certifies that as of the date of this certification

SeiIijsr isandhasbeenthebeneflcialownerof 1100
sharesof E7 LJL
worth of the above mentioned secrrhy since the following date fq oL also having

held at least two thousand dollars worth of the above mentioned security from at least one

year prior to the date the proposal was submitted to the company

Sincerely

Mark Filiberto

President

DiP Discount Brokers

1981 Marcus Avenue Suite C114 Lake Success NY 11042

516323-2600 800 -695-EASY www.djfdis.com Fax 516 328-2323



Case 41 0-cv-00076 Document 21 Filed in TXSD on 03/10/10 Page of 30

records Apaches records do not identify the beneficial owners of the shares held in the name of

Cede Co Chevedden argues that Rule 14a-8b2 was satisfied by letter from RTS his

Introducing broker kL Apache argues that Rule 14a-8bX2 required Chevedden to prove his

stock ownership by obtaining confirming letter from the DTC orby becoming registered owner

of the shares Apache has moved for declaratory judgment that it may exclude Cheveddens

shareholderproposal from the proxy materials because he failed to do either Docket Entry No.11

Chevedden has responded and asked for declaratory judgment that his preposal met the Rule 14a-

8b2 requirements Docket Entry No 17 Apache has replied Docket Entry No 18

Based on the motion response and reply the record and the applicable law thiØ court

grants Apaches motion for declaratory judgment and denies Cheveddens motion The ruling is

narrow This court does notrule on what Cheveddenhadto subxnitto comply withRule 14a-8bX2

The only ruling is that what Chevedden did submit within the deadline set under that rule did not

meet its requirements

The reasons for this ruling are explained below

Background

Proof of Securities Ownership

It has been decades since publicly traded companies printed separate certificates for each

share sold them separately
to the individual investors kept track of subsequent sales of the shares

andmaintained comprehensive lists identifying the shareholders the number of the shares they held

and the duration of their ownership Nor are securities certificates any longer traded directly by

brokers on exchanges with the shares recorded in the brokers street name in companys

Atalicaring held on February II Chevedden objected to this court exercising personal jurisdiction over him Docket

Entiy No 10 Apache filed brief on that issue Docket Erxtiy No 12 In his brief on the merits however

Chevedden stated that he is no longer challenging personal jurisdiction Docket Entty No 17
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Re Response to January 172011 and January 202011 Letters from John Chevedden

to the Staff Regarding Amgen Inc.s January 10 2011 Request for No-Action

Ruling Pursuant to Rule 14a-8 Promulgated Under the Securities Exchange Act of

1934 as amended

Ladies and Gentlemen

By letter dated January 10 2011 the No-Action Request we requested on behalf of

Amgen Inc Delaware corporation the Company confirmation that the staff the Staff of

the Division of Corporate Finance of the Securities and Exchange Commissionthe

Commission would not recommend enforcement action to the Commission i1 in reliance on

Rule 4a-8 under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 as amended the Company omitted

stockholder proposals submitted by Mr William Steiner the Proponent naming John

Chevedden as his designated representative on September 24 2010 the Proposal and

November 232010 the New Proposal from the proxy materials for the Companys 2011

Annual Meeting of Stockholders the 2011 Proxy Materials The Companys No-Action

Request is attached hereto as Exhibit Subsequent to the No Action Request Mr Chevedden

submitted two letters to the Staff dated January 172011 the First Response Letter and

January 202011 the Second Response Letter

As discussed in Section ll.A1 of the No-Action Request the relevant date for the

Proponents submission of the requisite proof of ownership under Rule 14a-8b2 is the date of

the New Proposal and the Proponent has failed to supply such proof of ownership Interestingly

during the timeframe between the dates of the Proposal and the New Proposal Mark Filiberto

the signatory to the broker letter attached to the Proposal severed ties with DJF Discount

Brokers letter attached to the Second Response Letter signed by Mr. Filiberto in one

form of handwriting on behalf of RR Planning Group LTD and dated with different

handwriting as of January 192011 the RR Letter indicates Mr Filiberto served as

President of DJF only through November 15 2010 Based on publicly available press releases

Muriel Siebert Co Inc acquired the retail brokerage accounts of the DJF Brokerage Division

of RR Planning Group Ltd in October 2010 and this transaction Planning
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Group LTD exited the agency retail brokerage business Thus Mr Fiiberto in his capacity

at RR Planning Group LTD does not appear authorized or able to supply the Proponents

proof of ownership as of the date of the New Proposal because RR Planning Group LTD no

longer had brokerage business as of such date Any letter demonstrating the Proponents

requisite level of ownership as the date of the New Proposal presumably would need to come

from Muriel Siebert Co or one of its affiliated brokerages or any other brokerage to which

the Proponent transferred his account subsequent to the aforementioned acquisition

Furthermore although the First Response Letter attempts to characterize the New

Proposal as mere revision to the Proposal it resorts to inapplicable policy arguments for

support rather than addressing the fact that the New Proposal was materially different from the

Proposal For example the First Response Letter notes that revision can provide more

updated information for shareholders to consider in voting at the annual meeting However the

New Proposal failed to update shareholders with information that became available after the date

of the Proposal Instead the New Proposal added statements concerning the Company which

were all known or could have readily been known to the Proponent as of the date of the Proposal

In addition the First Response Letter notes that revision can also provide corrections or

modifications which can then result in avoiding the no action process altogether... The New

Proposal however did not contain any corrections or modifications and instead incorporated

series of material additions to the supporting statement

Notwithstanding the above and as discussed in Section II.B of the No-Action Request

even if the Staff disagrees that the relevant submission date was November 232010 the

Proposal may be excluded under Rule 14a-8b2 and Rule 14a-8f1 because the Proponent

did not submit sufficient written statement verifying that he held the requisite level of the

Companys securities for at least one year as of the date the Proposal was submitted In the

Second Response Letter the Proponent argues
that the Company did not provide him with timely

notification of procedural deficiency pursuant to Rule 14a-8f However Rule 14a-8f does

not require company to provide notice of procedural deficiencies within 14 calendar days of

receiving proposal ifthe deficiency cannot be remedied.. In Section ll.B of the No-Action

Request the Company explained in detail the basis for its belief that the Proponent submitted

insufficient documentary support from the record holder of the Companys sharesa deficiency

that cannot be remedied The Second Response Letter provides additional support for the

Companys conclusion

The RR Letter like the broker letters from DJF appears to be form signed

by Mr Filiberto and intended for submission to each of the several companies

challenging the veracity of broker letters from DJF The letter is written in broad

terms and never specifically identifies or references the Company Furthermore

the handwriting used to fill in the date is strikingly similar to that of Mr

See e.g Muriel Siebert and Co Buys Retail Accounts of DJF Discount Brokerage at

brokerage-1235l 61 .html October 162010
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Chevedden when compared to the handwriting samples provided in Exhibit of

the No-Action Request

The RR Letter was signed by Mr Filiberto who as the Company discussed in

Section I1.B of the No-Action Request is not independent from Mr Chevedden

That the Proponent has failed to submit as of the date of the New Proposal any

proof of ownership from Muriel Siebert Co or one of its affiliated brokerages

or any other brokerage to which the Proponent transferred his account subsequent

to the aforementioned acquisition only bolsters the Companys belief that the

Proponent has not continued to hold the requisite amount of Company securities

required by Rule 14a-8bl

The Company continues to be of the view that the Proposal and the New Proposal may be

excluded from the 2011 Proxy Materials under Rule 14a-8b and Rule 14a-8f for the reasons

set forth in the No-Action Letter and herein

Pursuant to Staff Legal Bulletin 14D November 2008 the Company is transmitting

this letter by electronic mail to the Staff at shareholderproposa1ssec.gov The Company is also

sending copy of this letter to Mr Chevedden at the e-mail address he has provided and to Mr

Steiner at the address provided

If we can be of any further assistance in this matter please do not hesitate to contact me

at 714 540-1235 or by electronic mail at charles.ruck@lw.com or Andrea Robinson at

805 447-1000 or by electronic mail at robinsonamgen.com Please acknowledge receipt of

this letter by return electronic mail Thank you for your attention to this matter

Sincerely

Charles Ruck

of Latham Watkins LLP

cc John Chevedden

William Steiner

Andrea Robinson Amgen Inc
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Re Amgen Inc Notice of Intent to Omit Stockholder Proposal from Proxy

Materials Pursuant to Rule 4a-8 Promulgated under the Securities Exchange Act

of 1934 as Amended and Request for No-Action Ruling

Ladies and Gentlemen

Amgen Inc Delaware corporation the Company is filing this letter under

Rule 14a-8j under the Securities and Exchange Act of 1934 as amended the Exchange Act
to notify the Securities and Exchange Commission the Commission of the Companys

intention to exclude stockholder proposal from the proxy materials for the Companys 2011

Annual Meeting of Stockholders the 2011 Proxy Materials Mr William Steiner the

Proponent naming John Chevedden as his designated representative submitted stockholder

proposal on September 24 2010 the Proposal Subsequently the Proponent submitted new

proposal on November 232010 the New Proposal copy of the Proponents letter the

Proposal and the New Proposal as well as related correspondence from and to Mr Chevedden

and the Proponent is attached hereto as Exhibit

The Company respectfully requests that the CommissionsDivision of Corporation

Finance staff the ft not recommend that enforcement action be taken by the Commission

against the Company if the Company excludes the Proposal and the New Proposal from its

2011 Proxy Materials for the reasons set forth in detail below

Pursuant to Staff Legal Bulletin 14D November 2008 the Company is transmitting

this letter by electronic mail to the Staff at shareholderproposals@sec.gov The Company is also

sending copy of this letter to Mr Chevedden at thee-mail address he has provided and to Mr
Steiner at the address provided Pursuant to Rule 14a-8j this letter is being submitted not less

than 80 days before the Company intends to file its definitive 2011 Proxy Materials with the

Commission
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BACKGROUND

On September 242010 the Company received the Proposal The Proponent included

broker letter with the Proposal dated September 242010 from DJF Discount Brokers the DJF

Letter and instructed that all future communications be directed to Mr John Chevedden As

described below the Company believes the DJF Letter is of questionable veracity and as such

contains incurable defects

On November 232010 the Proponent submitted the New Proposal The New Proposal

was not accompanied by documentation establishing that the Proponent had met the eligibility

requirements of Rule 14a-8bXl as of the date the New Proposal was submitted The Company

senl deficiency letter to Mr Chevedden on December 2010 the Deficiency Letter

requesting written statement from the record owner of the Proponents shares verifying that the

Proponent beneficially owned the requisite nwnber of shares of the Company continuously for at

least one year prior to the date of submission of the New Proposal The Deficiency Letter

advised the Proponent that such written statement must be submitted to the Company no later

than 14 calendar days from the date the Deficiency Letter was received Mr Chevedden has

failed to provide broker letter establishing the Proponents ownership as of the submission of

the New Proposal and the 14 day period has long since expired

II GROUNDS FOR EXCLUSION

Rule 14a-8b and 14a-8f The Proponent has Failed to Provide

Verification of Ownership of Company Shares as of the Submission Date

The Proposal may be excluded under Rule 14a-8b2 and Rule l4a-8f1 because the

Proponent has not submitted sufficient written statement verifying that he has held the requisite

level of the Companys securities for at least one year as of the date he submitted the New

Proposal

The Relevant Submission Date is the Date of the New Proposal

Staff Legal Bulletin 14 unequivocally states that if company has received timely

proposal and the shareholder makes revisions to the proposal before the company submits its no-

action request then the company may accept
the shareholders revisions SLB 14 Section

E.2 emphasis in original By the Proponents own admission in correspondence and by the

handwritten words November 232010 Revision across the New Proposal the New Proposal

constitutes revision of the Proposal In accordance with Staff Legal Bulletin 14 the Company

could have chosen to disregard the New Proposal but decided not to do so As such this Section

II.A focuses only on the legitimacy of the New Proposal

Staff Legal Bulletin 14 contemplates the possibility that changes to an original proposal

are such that the revised proposal is actually different proposal from the original SLB 14

Section E.2 In establishing the scope of the proposal to which changes can be made Rule 4a-

8a is instructive the word proposal as used in this section refers both to your proposal and
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to your corresponding statement in support ofyour proposal if any emphasis added As

such the resolution and supporting statement must be considered as whole to determine

whether the Proponents changes to the Proposal are such that the New Proposal is actually

different proposal from the original

The suppoEting statement included in the New Proposal contains material changes to the

supporting statement included in the Proposal significantly increasing the length and materially

changing the substance The supporting statement to the Proposal was generic without

specificity as to the Company except for the sentence referring to the Company stockholders

vote on the same stockholder action by written consent proposal submitted for the Companys

2010 Annual Meeting of Stockholders In contrast the supporting statement includedin the New

Proposal includes the following new specific references to the Company in support of the

Proponents resolution

the Corporate Librarys governance rating for the Company

concerns regarding CEO benefits and stock ownership guidelines

the tenure and age of the Companys directors

the membership of the Conpanys Audit Committee Chair and Mr Kevin Sharer the

Companys Chairman oftheBoard and Chief Executive Officer on other boards of

directors

allegations as to the conduct of Mr Sharer at the Companys 2010 Annual Meeting of

Stockholders and

the accusations of improper conduct related to the sales of Aranesp product

manufactured and sold by the Company

We submit that these changes from the Proposal to the New Proposal are so material that

the New Proposal should be deemed to be different proposal than the original and therefore

the relevant submission date is the date of the New Proposal

The Proponent has failed to submit proof of ownership as of

November 232010 the date he submitted the New Proposal

Rule 14a-8bXl mandates that in order to be eligible to submit proposal stockholder

must have continuously held at least $2000 or 1% of the companys securities entitled to be

voted on the proposal at the meeting for at least one year by the date stockholder submits

the proposal emphasis added Rule l4a-8b outlines the method by which stockholder that

is not registered holder of the companys shares can validate his or her requisite holdings for

the requisite period The Proponent has failed to submit proof of ownership as of the date he

submitted the New Proposal in accordance with Rule 4a-8b
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Mr Chevedden on behalf of the Proponent has attempted to rely on the DJF Letter dated

September 242010 together with the representation on that date that the Proponent intends to

hold such shares through the Companys 2011 Annual Meeting of Stockholders to verify the

Proponents holdings as of the November 232010 submission date of the New Proposal The

Proponents September24 2010 statement that he intended to continue to hold his shares

through the date of the Companys 2011 Annual Meeting of Stockholders is not sufficient to

demonstrate he has held $2000 or 1% of the Companys shares for one year as of the date he

submitted the New Proposal stockholders statement of intention to continue to hold his

shares until the stockholders meeting is an additional requirement found in Rule 14a-

8Q2XiiCthat is separate from the requirement inRule 14a-8b to prove his share

ownership as of the date he submitted his proposal As Section C.I.d of Staff Legal Bulletin No
14 makes clear proponent must include his separate statement Of intention to continue to hold

his shares after the submission of his proposal regardless of the method the shareholder uses to

prove that he or she continuously owned the securities for period of one year as of the time the

shareholder submits the proposal

Moreover in meeting his burden to prove his share ownership as of the date he submitted

his proposal Staff Legal Bulletin No 14 requires precision in the Proponents proof with respect

to the dates involvedSection C.l.c.3 reids as follows

If shareholder submits his or her proposal to the company on June does

statement from the record holder verifying that the shareholder owned the

securities continuously for one year as of May30 of the same year demonstrate

sufficiently continuous ownership of the securities as of the time he or she submitted

the proposal

No shareholder must submit proof from the record holder that the shareholder

continuously owned the securities for period of one year as of the time the shareholder

submits the proposal

Therefore it follows that broker letter dated September 24 2010 is insufficient to verifi

that the Proponent continuously owned the Companys securities for period of one year as of

November23 2010 The gap in time between submission of the Proposal with the DJF Letter on

September24 2010 and the submission of the New Proposal on November 23 2010 without

any proofof ownership cannot be closed without affirmative verification of the Proponents

share ownership as of the submission date of the New Proposal Neither Mr Chevedden nor the

Proponent has ever provided any evidence of the Proponents required share ownership as of the

November 232010 submission date of the NewProposal

Rule 14a-8b and 14a-8f The Proponent has Failed to Provide Sufficient

Documentary Support From the Record Holder of the Companys Shares

Even if the Staff disagrees that the relevant submission date is November 23 2010 the

Proposal may be excluded under Rule 14a-8b2 and Rule 14a-8fl because the Proponent
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has not submitted sufficient written statement verifying that he has held the requisite level of

the Companys securities for at least one year as of the date the Proposal was submitted The

Proponent carries the burden of proving that he has satisfied the ownership requirements of

Rule 14a-8bI SLB 14 Section C.1.c the shareholder is responsible for proving his or

her cligibilityto submit proposal to the company. To caray this burden pursuant to Rule

14a-8b2 the Staff requires the stockholder to submit an affirmative written statement that

specifically verifies that the stockholder owned the securities SLB 14 Section .c.2

For the following reasons the Company believes that for purposes of Rule 14a-8b the

DJF Letter does not constitute an affirmative written statement from the record holder of the

Companys shares that specifically verifies the Proponents ownership

The entity that issued the original form of ownership certificateDJF Discount

Brokersno longer exists as an independent brokerage As previously reported in

press releases Muriel Siebert Co acquired the retail brokerage accóunts-ofDJF

Discount Brokers on October 13 2010 between the September 24 2010 date of the

DJF Letter and the November 23 2010 date of the New Proposal As such not only

is the Company unable to validate the contents of the DJF Letter but the Proponent

has refused to provide evidence of ownership eligibility as of the date of the New

Proposal subsequent to the acquisition of DJF Discount Brokers retail brokerage

accounts

careful inspection of the DJF Letter additionally reveals characteristics which has

caused the Company to further question its veracity In particular the DJF Letter as

submitted is preprinted form that included handwritten changes that were not

initialed by the signatory Le the typed word Corp had been stricken by hand and

the letters LLC were inserted by hand thus leaving the Company without an

indication of whether DJF Discount Brokers the Proponent or Mr Chevedden

himself made the handwritten change

The handwriting used to populate the blanks included in the form is not consistent

throughout the DJF Letter The handwriting used to insert numeral 24 in the date is

not consistent with the numerals written in the remainder of the document

Specifically the does not match the handwriting used- to write 2010 in the date

line and the does not match the handwriting used to write 7/9/04 in the last

blank Moreover it is noted that the 24 and Sept Inserted in the DJF Letter

matches the handwriting of Mr Chevedden the Proponents appointed representative

The inconsistent handwriting suggests that Mr Chevedden took pre-signed blank

form letter provided by DJF Discount Brokers at some unspecified date in the past

and filled in the relevant information before submitting the Proposal to the Company

See e.g httpil/www.thestreet.com/story/10887554/muriel-siebert-amp-co-inc-acquires-retail-aecounts-of-djf-

discount-brokerage-a-division-of-rampr-planning-group-ltd.html Although the cited press release refers to the

acquisition of the retail brokerage accounts ofDJF Discount Brokerage the Company has reason to believe the

reference is to the same DJF Discount Brokers that supplied the DJF Letter as both DJF Discount Brokerage in the

press release and DJF Discount Brokers on its letterhead are referred to as Lake Success NY-based businesses
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Recent proposals submitted by stockholders naming Mr Chevedden as their

designated representative demonstrate similarpattern of using form letters from

DJF Discount Brokers containing inconsistent handwriting See e.g Bristol-Myers

Squibb Company December 30 2010 American Express December 17 2010
Verizon Communications Inc December 172010 These precedent broker letters

are attached hereto as Exhibit for reference

Mr Mark Filibertos signature on the DJF Letter renders it unreliable because the

DJF Letter was not submitted by person independent from the Proponent

Rule 14a-8b before it was rewritten in more plain English format required that

the proofof share ownership be submitted by record owner or an independent third

party See Rule 14a-8b 1997 The Commissions 1998 amendments to Rule 14a-

were not intended to change this part of Rule 14a-8 See Securities Exchange Act

Release No 40018 n.13 May 21 1998 Unless specifically indicated otherwise

none of these revisions recast Rule 14a-8 into more plain English format are

intended to signal change in our current interpretations. Mr Filiberto submitted

stockholder proposal to the Company for the Companys 2009 Annual Meeting of

Stockholders in his own name and appointed Mr Chevedden as his representative

and thus is not independent from Mr Chevedden Finally in addition to the fact that

the Proponent supplied pre-typed and apparently pre-signed fill-in-the-blank form

as proofof ownership the presence of handwriting belonging to Mr Chevedden who

is clearly not independent from the Proponent as his designated representative

renders the DJF Letter unreliable as proof ofthe Proponents ownership

Considering these factors as whole the Proponents submission of the DJF Letter does

not satisfy the Proponents burden to submit an affirmative statement specifically verifying the

Proponents ownership of the Companys shares as required by Rule 4a-8b2 The question

ofabaiseline standard for valid broker letters was recently addressed by Judge Lee Rosenthal

of the United States District Court Southern District of Texas In Apache Chevedden Judge

Rosenthal noted that an expansive reading of what qualifies as valid brpker letter under

Rule 4a-8b2 would require companies to accept any letter purporting to come from an

introducing broker that names DTC participating member with position in the company

regardless of whether the broker was registered or the letter raised questions Apache 696

SUpp 2d 723740 emphasis in original Judge Rosenthal went on to state that such

interpretation would require stockholder to obtain letter from self-described introducing

broker even if. there are valid reasons to believe the letter is unreliable as evidence of the

shareholders eligibility fri

In this instance when considered together with the letters received by several other

companies during the same timeframe see Exhibit no reasonable jury could ccnclude that

the DJF Letter constitutes reliable evidence of the Proponents eligibility Accordingly the

Proponent has not specifically verified that he has held the requisite level of the Companys
securities for at least one year as of the date the Proposal was submitted



US Securities and Exchange Commission

Division of Corporation Finance

January 102011

Page

LATHAMWATKlNSu

Rule 14a-8b1 and 14a-8fX2 -The Proponent has Failed to Hold the

Companys Securities Through the Date of the Companys Annual Meeting

of Stockholders

The Proposal may be excluded under Rule 14a-8bXI and Rule 14a-8f2 because the

Proponent has failed to hold at least $2000 in market value or 1% of the Companys securities

entitled to be voted on the Proposal through the date of the Companys 2011 Annual Meeting of

Stockholders

The Commission has long emphasized that stockholder proposals should not be used to

achieve personal ends which are not necessarily in the common interest of the issuers

securityholders generally Exchange Act Release No 34-4385 November 1984 In 1976

the Commission began to require that the proponent of stockholder proposal own voting

security at the time he submits his proposal and he must continue to own that security through

the date on which the meeting is held Exchange Act Release No 34-12999 November 22

1976 At this time the Commission also provided for two-year exclusion penalty for

violation of the holding requirement noting that purpose of this latter provision is to

assure that the proponent will maintain an investment interest in the issuer through the meeting

date Id At present Rule 14a-8b1 requires stockholder to continuously hold at least

$2000 in market value or 1%of the companys securities entitled to be voted on the proposal at

the meeting for at least one year by the date stockholder submit the proposal

stockholder must continue to hold those securities through the date of the meeting

The Company has concluded that the Proponent has failed to hold at least $2000 in

market value or 1% of the Companys securities entitled to vote on the Proposal through the

date of the Companys 2011 Annual Meeting of Stockholders On November 23 2010 the

Proponent submitted the New Proposal The Company requested that the Proponent demonstrate

his continued ownership of the requisite level of Company securities in support of the New

Proposal on multiple occasions as evidenced by the correspondence attached hereto as

Exhibit but the Proponent has failed to respond with any such evidence

The Proponents inability or unwillingness to provide an updated broker letter in support

of the New Proposal led the Company to conclude that the Proponent has failed to continue to

hold the requisite amount of Company securitieà particularly in light of the Companys previous

interaction with the Proponent and renders the Proponent ineligible to include the Proposal or

the New Proposal in the 2011 Proxy Materials In 2009 the Proponent submitted proposal

with ownership verification on November 18 2009 and new proposal without ownership

verification on November 26 2009 In
response to the new proposal the Company responded

with message substantially similar to that sent to the Proponent in response to the New

Proposal However in response to the Companys correspondence in 2009 the Proponent

provided an updated broker letter on December 11 2009 Correspondence from 2009 is attached

hereto as Exhibit As result of the questionable veracity of the DJF Letter as described above

and the Proponents refusal to provide broker letter in November or December 2010 the

Proponent has failed to demonstrate that he continues to hold at least $2000 in market value or

1% of the Companys shares
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As described above stock ownership has been viewed as guard against the potential

abuses of Rule 14a-8 throughout the evolution of the rule Without ownership and holding

requirements and the ability to veritr such requirements with degree of certainty proponents

are free to promote their self-motivated agenda without regard for any economic stake or

investment interest in the corporation Certainly rule without enforcement eviscerates the

purpose of the rule This is especially true in the current instance where the Company has

described in detail valid reasons to believe the letter is unreliable as evidence of the

shareholders eligibility

ifi CONCLUSION

Based upon the foregoing analysis the Company hereby respectfully requests that the

Staff confinn that it will not recommend enforcement action if the Proposal and the New

Proposal are excluded from the Companys 2011 Proxy Materials We would be happy to

provide any additional information and answer any questions that the Staff may have regarding

this submission

If we can be of any further assistance in this matter please do not hesitate to contact me
at 714 540-1235 or by electronic mail at charles.ruck@lw.com Please acknowledge receipt of

this letter by return electronic mail Thank you for your attention to this matter

Sincerely

Charles Ruck

of Latham Watkins LLP

cc John Chevedden

William Steiner

Andrea Robinson Amgen Inc
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William Steiner

FSMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Mr Kevin Sharer

Chairman of the Board

Amgen Inc AMON
Arngen Center Dr

Thousand OaksCA9l32O

Dear Mr Sharer

submit my attached Rule 14a-8 proposal in support
of the long-termperformance of our

company My proposal is for the next annual shareholdermeeting intend to meet Rule 14a-8

requirements includingthc continuous ownership of ihu required stock value until after the date

of the respective shareholder meetin My submitted format with the shareholdcasupplled

emphasis is intended to be used for definitive proxy pubicatiou This is myproxy forJbn

Chevedden and/or his designee to forward Ibis Rule 14n-X proposal to the company and to act on

my behalf regarding this Rule 14a4 xtposal argI/orinodlflcation of it for the foitbcoming

shareholder meeting bcfore dnring and after the forthcoming shareholder meeting Please direct

all fluture commnnicalionsxegarding myrule 14a-8 proposal to John Chevedden

RSMA 0MB Memorandum MO716

to theilitate prompt and verifiable communications Please idenhil this proposal as my proposal

exclusively

This Jotter does not cover proposals that are not rule 14a-S pmposalL This letter does not grant

the power to vote

Your consideration and the comulderation of tim Board of Directors is appreciated in support of

the long-term performance of our company Please acknowledge receipt of my proposal

promptly by email to FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-I

Sincerely

f24L ______
William Steiner ate

cc
Andrea Robinson robinsonamgon.com
RX 805 447-1010

jX 805-499-6751



AMGN Rule 14a-8 ProposalSeptember24 2010

to be assigned by the company Shareholder Action by Written Consent

RESOLVED Shareholders hereby request that our board of directors undertake such steps as

may be necessary to permit written consent by shareholders entitled to cast the minimumnumber

of votes that would be necessary to authorize the action at meeting at which all shareholders

entitled to vote thereon were present and voting to the fullest extent permitted by law

Taking action by written consent in lieu of meeting is means shareholders can use to raise

important matters outside the normal annual meeting cycle study by Harvard professor Paul

Gompers supports the concept that shareholder dis-empowering governance features including

restrictions on shareholder ability to act by written consent are significantly related to reduced

shareholder value

We gave 63%support to this proposal topic at our 2010 annual meeting

The merit of this Shareholder Action by Written Consent proposal should also be considered in

the context of the need for improvement in our companys 2010 reported corporate governance

status

Please encourage our board to respond positively to this proposal to enable shareholder action by

written consent Yes on to be assigned by the company

Notes

William Steiner FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16 sponsored this proposal

Please note that the title of the proposal is part of the proposal

This proposal is believed to conform with Staff Legal Bulletin No 14B CFSeptember 15

2004 including emphasis added

Accordingly going forward we believe that it would not be appropriate for

companies to exclude supporting statement language and/or an entire proposal in

reliance on rule 14a-8l3 in the following circumstances

the company objects to factual assertions because they are not supported

the company objects to factual assertions that while not materially false or

misleading may be disputed or countered

the company objects to factual assertions because those assertions may be

interpreted by shareholders in manner that is unfavorable to the company its

directors or its officers and/or

the company objects to statements because they represent the opinion of the

shareholderproponent or referenced source but the statements are not

identified specifically as such

We believe that it is appropriate under rule 14a-8 for companies to address

these objections in their statements of opposition

See also Sun Microsystems Inc July 21 2005
Stock will be held until after the annual meeting and the proposal will be presented at the annual

meeting Please acknowledge this proposal promptly by email RSMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-1



DISCOUNT BROKERS

Date

To whom it may concern

As introducing broker for the account ofAi SfItIl
account flumbw4A 0MB Memorandum M-O4ie1d with National Financial Services Cow
as custodian DJF Discount Brokers hereby certifies tlat as of the date of this certification

pwi Sjit is and has been the beneficial owner of ito

shares of ôrI .iJ ItJ L.- having held at least two thousand dollars

worth of the above mentioned security since the following date also having

held at least two thousand dollars worth of the above mentioned security from at least one

year prior to the date the proposal was submitted to the company

Sincerely

Mark Filiberto

President

DJF Discpunt Brokers

98I MarcuAvenuc Suite C114 Lake Success NY 11042

516-328-2600 800 695-EASY www.djldis.coni Fac 516 328-2323



From HSMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

To Robinson Andrea LAW robinsonamgencom
Subject Rule 14a-8 Proposal Revision AMGN

Dear Ms Robinson

Please see the attached Rule 14a-8 Proposal Revision

Sincerely

John Chevedden

cc William Steiner



William Steiner

FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Mr Kevin Shai
Qisirmanofthefloard

Amgenluc.AMQN NCVLrtJt LO1LJ EU/bN
lAmgcncenterDr

Thassand Oaks CA 91320

Dear Sharer

submit myttdvd Rule 14a-8 proposal insuppost ofthelong-termperfornncc tf oiw

compaq Mypropoasl ctannu atholdermeefing bland me Rule J4a8
rndinglbccontiuucus ownerShip ofthe required tockva1u null after the dato

oftheo6vesbardxklernieeting My dwthpp
is1ad bbeneedfir duithuxozy pithiratlwu This is my proxy tlrJolm

Quevalifca andforhisdcsigueeto finward this Ride l4a-8 proposal to the ocanpaxy awito set os
my bth arding this Rule l4a4ptoposaj mediflcaijcm of for the fortheumiug
al1der meeting before duing Please direct

all æiture emnmimfcatjons.re Jiuzgnrv nile 14a-$ nunnesal Jcim

FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

romptand vndlable coinduatigna Please ideetiPj due proposal as my proposal

Ths letter does not are not mIs 144 puvposals This letter does not grant

thepwcrtovote

Your coosidemlion and the coosideraijon ofiho Board ofDireciorels appreciated in support of
the Iong4 perfrrmameof our coaany Pleare drceytofnq proposal
mptly wFISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-1

Sincerely

_______mwns

Andrea Robhnou obicsowamgen.com
FX 805 447-10111

PX SOS499-675l



Rule 14a8 Proposal September 24201 0Noveniber 232010 Revision

ShareholderAction by Written Consent

RESOLVED Shareholders hereby request that our board of directors undertake such steps as

may be necessary to permit written consent by shareholders entitled to cast the minixnwn number

of votes that would be necessary to authorize the action at meeting at which all shareholders

entitled to vote thereon were present and voting to the fullest extent permitted by law

Taking action by written consent in lieu of meeting is means shareholders can use to raise

important matters outside the normal annual meeting eycie study by Harvard professor Paul

Gompers supports the concept that shareholder dis-exnpowering governance features including

restrictions on shareholder ability to act by written consent are significantly related to reduced

shareholder value

We gave 63%-support to this proposal topic at our 2010 annual meeting

The merit of this Shareholder Action by Written Consent proposal should also be considered in

the context of the need for improvement in our companys reported corporate governance
and

management status

The Corporate Library www.thecornoratelibrar.com an independent investment research firm

rated our company with High Governance Risk and High Concern in Executive Pay

$15 million for CEO Kevin Sharer Discretion was used in determining 2009 cash incentives for

our named executive officers NEO 4EO equity grants were sized to approach the 75th

percentile of Peer Group values

There was low CEO ownership guideline of 5-thnes base salary instead of 10-times

executive perks such as personal corporate jet use free financial planning and the potential of

large golden-parachutes

Six directors had long-tenures of 11 to 23-years three of whom were age 71 to 74 As tenure

increases independence declines These long-tenure directors held of 20 seats on our most

important
board committees Rebecca Henderson relatively new director was already

attracting more negative votes than most of our directors and did not own stock after one-year

Our Audit Committee Chair Frank Biondi served on four boards and Mr Sharer served on three

boards overextension concerns Finally our board did not have an independent Lead Director

Mr Sharer allowed no questions at our 2010 annual meeting when the election of directors and

auditors were introduced for voting Mr Sharer boasted that he held 85% of proxies and would

not even allow our audit firm to answer question

Arugen was accused by New York and other states of illegal kickbacks to promote sales of its

anemia drug Axanesp Meanwhile study found certain patients who received Axanesp had about

twice the risk of stroke The lawsuit also said that Amgen invited doctors to weekend retreats

paid for their food and lodging and gave them extra payments as advisers Amgen revenue fell

as Axanesp and Epogeti dropped for the fourth straight year after being linked to heart attacks

Please encourage our board to respond positively to this proposal to help improve our companys

governance and performance Shareholder Action by Written Consent Yes on



Notes

William Steiner FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16 sponsored this proposal

Please note that the title of the proposal is part of the proposal

Number to be assigned by the company

This proposal is believed to conform with Staff Legal Bulletin No 14B CF September 15

2004 including emphasis added

Accordingly going forward we believe that it would not be appropriate for

companies to exclude supporting statement language and/or an entire proposal in

reliance on rule 14a-8l3 in the following circumstances

the company objects to factual assertiàns because they are not supported

the company objects to factual assertions that while not materially false or

misleading may be disputed or countered

the company objects to factual assertions because those assertions may be

interpreted by shareholders in manner that is unfavorable to the company its

directors or its officers and/or

the company objects to statements because they represent the opinion of the

shareholder proponent or referenced source but the statements are not

identified specifically as such

We believe that it is appropriate under rule 14a-8 for companies lo address

these objocl Ions in their statements of opposition

See also Sun Microsystems Inc July 21 2005
Stock will be held tmtil after the annual meeting and the proposal will be presented at the annual

meeting Please acknowledge this proposal promptly by ernaiI FISMA 0MB Memorandum M.07-16



From Robinson Andrea LAW robtnsonamgen.comJ
Sent Thursday December02 2010 152 PM
To FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Cc Ghio Gabrielle LAW

Subject Amgen Rule 14a- Proposal

Attachments document20lO-12-02-1 33842 pdf

Dear Mr Chevedden

Please find attached letter in response to your second Rule 14a-8 proposal

Thank yqu

Sincerely

Andrea Robinson

Assistant Secretary and Associate General Counsel
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December 2010

BY UN1TEI PARCEL SERVICE AND BY EMAiL

John Chevedden

FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Re Rule 14a-8 Proposal

Dear Mr Chevedden

We are in receipt of second Rule 14a-8 proposal submitted by Mr William Steiner for

inclusion in Amgen inc.s 2011 proxy statement This notice is to infoim you that Mr Steiners

submission fails to meet certain procedural requirements under Rule 14a-8 promulgated under

the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 as amended the Exchange Act by the Securities and

Exchange Commission SEC Mt Steiner has an opportunity to cure the deficiencies as

described below

Rule 14a-8c under the Exchange Act provides that each stockholder may submit no

more than one proposal for particular stockholders meeting Mr Steiner submitted proposal

titled Shareholder Action by Written Consent dated September 172010 the September

Proposal and submitted second proposal titled Shareholder Action by Written Consent on

November23 2010 the November ProposaF in violation of this rule There are differences in

the wording of the two proposals in order to remedy this procedural defect Mr Steiner must

revise the submission to include only one proposal If it is Mr Steiners intention to replace the

September Proposal with the November Proposal Mr Steiner must inform the company that he

is withdrawing the September Proposal

In addition if Mr Steincrs intention isto replace the September Proposal with the

November ProposaL Mr Steiner must establish eligibility to submit proposal under Rule 14a-8

at the time the November Proposal was submitted Mr Steiner provided statement from DJF

Discount Brokers dated September24 2010 which supported the September Proposal

However Mr Steiner has not provided an updated statement i.e datetkm or after November

23.2010 establishing his eligibility to submit the November Proposal In order to submit

proposal Rule 14a8b requires the stockholder to have continuously held at least 2000 in

market value or 1% of the companys securities entitled to be voted on the proposal at the

meeting for at least one year by the çlate the stockholder submits the proposal Rule 14a-8b2

requires among other things the submission of1 written statement from the record



Mr John Chedden

Dec.tnher2.2tHO

holder of the securities usually broker or bank verWying that at the time the proposal was

submitted the stockholder continuously held the shares for at least one year or copy of

Schedule 3D Schedule 330 Form Form and or Form or amendments to those

documents or updated forms filed with the SEC reflecting ownership of the shares as of or

before the one-year eligibility period

If Mr Steiner wishes to withdraw the November Proposal no additional verification of

Mr Steiners ownership of Arogen securities is required

This letter constitutes the companys notification to the stockholder proponent of the

procedural deficiencies in the submission pursuant to the requirements of Rule 14a-8f Due to

the deficiencies outlined above the company will exclude one or both of the September Proposal

and the November Proposal from the upcomingproxy statement unless the deficiencies are cured

and Mr Steiner follows the procedures set forth in Rule 14a-8fl The response must be

postmarked or transmitted electronically no later than 14 calendar days from the date you receive

this notice Accoulingly if no response curing the deficiencies is postmarked or transmitted

electronically within 34 calendar days cr the response does not actually cure the deficiencies the

company will exclude one or both of the September Proposal and the November Proposal from

the proxy materials copy of Rule 14a-8 has been included with this letter for further

clarification

Although the proposals may not be included in the
proxy statement unless the

deficiencies are cured we do appreciate your interest in the companys policies Additionally

even ifthe procedural defects are cured The company reserves the right to exclude your

proposals on other grounds specified in Rule 14a-L We are always open to conversation about

our practices and we welcome you to contact us if you have further inquiries All such inquiries

and any further responses concerning this matter should be directed to the undersigned

Very truly yours

Andrea Robinson

Assistant Secretary and Associate General Counsel

Enclosure

cc William Steiner via United Parcel Service



Rule 14aS -- Proposas of Security Holders

This section addresses when company must include shareholders proposal In Its proxy statement

and Identify the proposal in Its form of proxy when the company holds an annual or specIal meeting of

shareholders In summary In Orderto have your shareholder proposal Included on companys proxy
card and included along with any supporting statement In its proxy statement you must be eligible

and follow certain procedures Under few specific circumstances the company is permitted to

exclude your proposal but only after submitting Its reasons to the Commission We structured this

section Ia question-and- answer format so that it Is easier to understand The references to you
are to shareholder seeking to Submit the proposal

QuestiOn What isa proposal shareholder proposal Is your recommendation or

requirement that the company and/or Its board of directors take action which you intend to

present at meeting of the companys shareholders Your proposal should state as clearly as

possible the course of action that you believe the company should follow If your proposal is

placed on the companys proxy card the company must also provide In the form of proxy

means for shareholders to specify by boxes choice between approval or disapproval or

abstention Unless otherwise Indicated the word proposal as used In this section refers both

to your proposal and to your corresponding statement In support of your proposal If any

Question Who is eligible to submit proposal and how do demonstrate to the company
that am eligible

In order to be eligible to submit proposal you must have contInuously held at least

$2000 In market value or 1% of the companys securities entitled to be voted on the

proposal at the meeting for at least one year by the date you submit the proposal You

must continue to hold those securities through the date of the meeting

If you are the regIstered holder of your securities which means that your name

appears In the companys records as shareholder the company can verify your

eilgIbillty on its own although you will still have to provide the company with written

statement that you Intend to continue to hold the securities through the date of the

meeting of shareholders However if bke many shareholders you are not registered

holder the company likely does not know that you are shareboldet or how many
shares you own In this case at the time you submit your proposal you must prove

your eligIbIlity to the company in one of two ways

The first way Is to submit to the company written statement from the

record holder of your securities usually broker or bank verifying that at

the time you submitted your proposal you continuously held the securities for

at least one year You must also Include your own written statement that you
intend to continue to hold the securities through the date of the meeting of

shareholders or

II The second way to prove ownership applies only if you have filed Schedule

Schedule 13G Form form and/or Form or amendments to those

documents or updated forms reflecting your ownershIp of the shares as of or

before the date on which the one-year eligibility period begins If you have

filed one of these documents with the SEC you may demonstrate your

eligIbility by submItting to the company

copy of the schedule and/or form and any subsequent amendments

reporting change in your ownership level

Your written statement that you continuously held the required

number of shares for the one-year period as of the date of the

statement and



Your written statement that you Intend to continue ownership or the

shares through the date of the companys annual or special meeting

QuestIon How many proposals may submit Each shareholder may submit no more than

one proposal to company for particular shareholders meeting

Question How long can my proposal be The proposal indudlng any accompanying

supporting statement may not exceed 500 words

Question What is the deadline for submitting proposal

If you are submitting your proposal for the companys annual meeting you can in

most cases find the deadline in last years proxy statement However If the company
did not hold an annual meeting last year or has changed the date of its meeting for

this year more than 30 days from last years meeting you can usually find the

deadline in one of the companys quarterly reports onForrn 10-0 or in shareholder

reports of Investment companies under Rule 270.30d-1 of this chapter of the

Investment Company Act of 1940 In order to avoid controversy shareholders should

submit their proposals by means Including electronic means that permit them to

prove the date of delivery

The deadline is calculated the following manner If the proposal Is submitted for

regularly scheduled annual meeting the proposal must be received at the companys

principal executive offices not less than 120 calendar days before the date of the

companys proxy statement released to shareholders In connection with the previous

years annual meeting However if the company did not hold an annual meeting the

prevIous year or If the date of this years annual meeting has been changed by more

than 30 days from the date of the previous years meeting then the deadline isa

reasonable time before the company begins to print and send its proxy materials

If you are submitting your proposal for meeting of shareholders other than

regularly scheduled annual meeting the deadline is reasonable time before the

company begins to print and send Its praxy materials

Question What If fail to follow one of the eligibility or procedural requirements explained In

answers to Questions through of this section

The company may exclude your proposal but only after it has notified you of the

problem and you have failed adequately to cOrrect it Within 14 calendar days of

receiving your proposal the company must notify you in writing of any procedural or

eligibility deficiencies as well as of the time frame for your response Your response

must be postmarked or transmitted electronically rio later than 14 days from the

date you received the companys notifIcation company need not provide you such

notice of deficiency if the deficiency cannot be remedied such as if you fall to submit

proposal by the companys properly determined deadline If the company intends to

exclude the proposal It will later have to make submission under Rule 14a-8 and

provide you with copy under Question 10 below Rule 140-8j

II you fall In your promise to hold the required number of securities through the date

of the meeting of shareholders then the company will be permitted to exdude all of

your proposals from Its proxy materials for any meeting held in the following two

calendar years

Question Who has the burden of persuading the Commission or Its staff that my proposal

can be excluded Except as otherwise noted the burden is on the company to demonstrate

that it is entitled to exdude proposal

Question Must appear personally at the sharehoiders meeting to present the proposal



EIther you or your representative who is qiaJItied under state law to present the

proposal on your behalf must attend the meeting to present the proposal Whether

you attend the meeting yourself or send qualified representative to the meeting in

your place you should make sure that you or your representative follow the proper

state law procedures for attending the meeting and/or presenting your proposal

If the company holds it shareholder meeting in whole or In part via electronic media

and the company permits you or your representative to present your proposal via such

media then you may appear through electronic media rather than traveling to the

meeting to appear In person

If you or your qualified representative fail to appear and present the proposal wIthout

good cause the ornpany will be permitted to exclude all of your proposals from its

proxy materials for any meetings held in the following two calendar years

QuestIon 91 have compiled with the procedural requ1rements on what other bases may
company rely to exclude my proposal

Improper under state law If the proposal is not proper subject for action by

shareholders under the laws of the jurisdiction of the companys organization

Note to paragraph l1
Depending on the subject matter some proposals are not considered proper under

state law if they would be binding on the company If approved by sharetolders In our

experience most proposals that are cast as recommendations or requests that the

board of directors take specified action are proper under state law Accordingly we will

assume that proposal drafted as recommendation or suggestion is proper unless

the company demonstrates otherwise

VIolation of law If the proposal would if Implemented cause the company to violate

any state federal or foreign law to which it Is subject

Note to paragraph iZ
Note to paragraph i2We will not apply this basis for exclusion to permit exclusion

of proposal on grounds that it would violate foreign law If compliance with the

foreign law could result in violation of any state or federal law

ViolatIon of proxy rules If the proposal or supporting statement is contrary to any of

the Commissions proxy rules including Rule 14a-9 whIch prohibits materially false or

misleading statements in proxy soliciting materials

Personal grievance special Interest If the proposal relates to the redress of

personal claim or grievance against the company or any other person or if it Is

designed to result in benefit to you or to further personal interest which Is not

shared by the other shareholders at large



Relevance If the proposal relates to operations which account for less than percent

of the companys total assets at the end of its most recent fiscal year and for less

than percent of Its net earning sand gross sales for its most recent fiscal year and Is

not otherwise significantly related to the companys business

Absence of power/authority If the company would lack the power or authority to

implement the proposal

Management functions If the proposal deals with matter relating to the companys
ordinary business operations

Relates to election If the proposal relates to nomination or an election for

membership on the companys board of directors or analogous governing body or

procedure for such nomination or election

Conflicts with companys proposal If theproposal directly conflicts with one of the

companys own proposals to be submitted to shareholders at the same meeting

Note to paragraph l9
Note to paragraph i9 companys submission to the Commission under this

section should specify the points of conflict with the companys proposal

10 Substantially Implemented If the company has already substantially implemented the

proposal

11 Duplication If the proposal substantially duplicates another proposal previously

submItted to the company by another proponent that will be Included in the companys
proxy materials for the same meeting

12 esubmlssions If the proposal deals with substantially the same subject matter as

another proposal or proposals that has or have been previously induded in the

companys proxy materials within the preceding calendar years company may
exclude It from its proxy materials for any meeting held Within calendar years of the

last time It was included if the proposal received

Less than 3% of the vote if proposed once within the preceding calendar

years

Ii Less than 5% of the vote on its last submission to shareholders if proposed

twice previously within the preceding calendar years or

iii Less than 10% of the vote on Its lest submission to shareholders If proposed
three times or more previously within the preceding calendar years and

13 Specific amount of dividends lithe proposal relates to specific amounts of cash or

stock dividends

Question 10 What procedures must the company follow If It Intends to exdude my proposal

If the company intends to exclude proposal from its proxy materials It must file its

reasons with the Commission no later than 80 calendar days before it files Its

definitive proxy statement and form of proxy with the Commission The company must



simultaneously provide you with copy of its submission The Commission staff may
permit the company to make Its submission later than 80 days before the company
files Its definitive proxy statement and form of proxy if the company demonstrates

good cause for missing the deadline

The company must file six paper copies of the following

The proposal

Ii An explanation of why the company believes that it may exclude the proposal
which should if possible refer to the most recent applicable authority such as

prior Division letters issued under the rule and

Ill supporting opinion of counsel when such reasons are based on matters of

state or foreign law

Question 11 May submit my own statement to the Commission responding to the companys

arguments

Yes you may submit response but it is not required You should try to submit any response

to us with copy to the company as soon as possible after the company makes its

submission ThIs way the Commission staff will have time to consider fully your submission

before it issues Its response You should submit six paper copies of your response

Question 12 If the company includes my shareholder proposal in its proxy materials what

Information about me must It include along with the proposal Itself

The companys proxy statement must include your name and address as well as the

number of the companys voting securities that you hold However instead of

providing that lnformatlo the company may instead Include statement that it wiH

provide the information to shareholders promptly upon receiving an oral or written

request

The company Is not responsible for the contents of your proposal or supporting

statement

rn Question 13 What can do If the company Includes in its proxy statement reasons why It

believes shareholders should not vote in favor of my proposal and disagree with some of its

statements

The company may elect to include in its proxy statement reasons why it believes

shareholders should vote against your proposal The company Is allowed to make

arguments reflecting Its own point of view just as you may express your own point of

view in your proposals supporting statement

However If you believe that the companys opposition to your proposal contains

materially false or misleading statements that may violate our anti- fraud rule

j4g you should promptly send to the Commission staff and the company letter

explaining the reasons for your view along with copy of the companys statements

opposing your proposal To the extent possible your letter should Indude specific

factual Information demonstrating the inaccuracy of the companys claims Time

permitting you may wish to try to work out your differences with the company by

yourself before contacting the Commission staff

We require the company to send you copy of its statements opposing your proposal

before it sends its proxy materials so that you may bring to our attention any

materially false or misleading statements under the following timeframes



If our no-action response requires that you make revisions to your proposal or

supporting statement as condition to requiring the company to include it In

its proxy materials then the company must provide you with copy of its

opposition statements no later than calendar days after the company
receives copy of your revised proposal or

ii In all other cases the company must provide you with copy of its opposition

statements no later than 30 calendar days before its files definitive copies of

Its proxy statement and form of proxy under



From FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Sent Friday December 03 2010 300 PM

To Robinson Andrea LAW

Subject Rule 14a-8 Proposal AMGN

Dear Ms Robinson The enclosure with the company December 2010 letter is not consistent

with the letter The enclosure of Rule 14a-8 Proposals ofSecurity Holders refers to making
revision However the enclosure does not state that such revision constitutes two proposals

Will the company withdraw the enclosure in order to have consistent letter

Sincerely

John Chevedden

cc William Steiner



From Robinson Andrea LAW
Sent Friday December 03 2010 345 PM

F1A 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Subject RE Rule 14a-8 Proposal AMGN

Dear Mr Chevedden

The enclosure which is courtesy copy of Rule 14a-8 specifies in Question page that Each shareholder may
submit no more than one proposal to company for particular shareholders meeting The only revision discussed

in these rules is revision under Question 13 thereto which is limited to revisions required by the Securities and

Exchange Commission as result of no-action response from the Securities and Exchange Commission requiring

stockholder proponent to revise stockholder proposal or supporting statement as condition to requiring the

company to include it in its proxy materials

Sincerely

Andrea Robinson

Assistant Secretary and Associate General Counsel



From FISMA 0MB Memorandum MO7-16

Date December 2010 64425 PM PST

To Robinson Andrea LAW robinsonamgen.coin

Subject One Rule 14a-8 Proposal and Request for Two Broker Letters AMGN

Dear Ms Robinson The company December 2010 message to explain the

December 2010 request is not clear

The company December 2010 message appears to claim that under one type of

revision Original Revision Proposal Then with another type of revision

Original Revision Proposals

The company seems to have rationale that does not make sense Please explain

Sincerely

John Chevedden

cc William Steiner



From Robinson Andrea LAW
Sent Tuesday December 07 2010 615 PM
To FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Cc Ghio Gabnelle LAW

Subject Follow up to December 22010 Response to Mr Chevedden Rule 14-8 Proposals AMGN

Subject Rule 14-8 Proposals AMGN

Dear Mr Chevedden

On December 2010fr we notified you on behalf of Mr William Steiner that Amgen had received two Rule 14a-8

proposals submitted by Mr Steiner for inclusion in Amgen Inc.s 2011 proxy statement and that your submissions failed

to meet certain procedural requirements under Rule 14a-8

Our notice was very clear -- due to the deficiencies in your submissions the Company will proceed to exclude the second

proposal submitted by Mr Steiner unless the deficiencies are cured no later than 14 calendar days from the date you

received the December 2010 letter

Sincerely

Andrea Robinson



From FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Sent Monday December 13 2010 718 PM

To Robinson Andrea LAW

Subject One Rule 14a-8 Proposal and Request for Two Broker Letters AMGN

Dear Ms Robinson The company already accepted Mr Steinets broker letter and his commitment

to continue to own his stock until after the annual meeting The company December 2010

message is merely repetition not the clarification requested on December 2010 The company
seems to pretend to not understand the concept of revision

Sincerely

John Chevedden

cc William Steiner



From Robinson Andrea LAW robinsonamgen.com
Sent Tuesday December 14 2010 533 PM
To FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Cc Ghio Gabrielle LAW

Subject RE One Rule 14a-8 Proposal and Request for Two Broker Letters AMGN

Dear Mr Chevedden

We are in receipt of your communication below Pursuant to our various correspondence to you on behalf of Mr
William Steiner we merely request confirmation that Mr Steiner withdraws one of his two submftted Rule 14a-8

proposals as the two submissions failed to meet certain procedural requirements under Rule 14a-8

As we have still not received such confirmation the Company will proceed to exclude the second proposal submitted by

Mr Steiner unless the deficiencies are cured no later than 14 calendar days from the date you received the December

2010 letter

Sincerely

Andrea Robinson



Prom FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Sent Wednesday December 15 2010 8C3 AM
To Robinson Andrea LAW

Subject Re One Rule 14a-8 Proposal and Request for Two Broker Letters AMGN

Dear Ms Robinson If you have any information whatsoever from rule 14a-8 or related Staff

Legal Bulletin that revision is considered to be two proposals by the Securities and Exchange

Commission please forward it to me in timely manner so that valid basis for the company

request can be clarified

John Chevedden



From FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Sent Wednesday December 15 2010 844 PM

To Robinson Andrea LAW

Subject One Rule 14a-8 Proposal and Lindear Request for Two Broker Letters ANGN

Dear Ms Robinson This is to confirm that the revised proposal is intended for annual meeting

proxy Given the unclear company request if there is an unforeseen valid procedural reason for the

revised proposal not to qualifr then the original proposal is intended for the annual proxy

John Chevedden

cc William Steiner



From Robinson Andrea LAW
Sent Friday December17 2010 635.PM

To FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-1

Cc 3hio Gabnefle LAW

Subject RE One Rule 14a-8 Proposal and Unclear Request for Two Broker Letters AMGN

Dear Mr Chevedden

We intend to exclude Mr Steiners proposal unless you provide an updated broker statement reflecting Mr Steiners

continuous ownership of at least $2000 or 1% of Amgen common stock Rule 14a-8b2 requires Mr Steiner to

represent that he has held and intends to continue to hold his Amgen securities through the date of the meeting of

stockholders and we believe that Mr Steiner has not satisfied this condition

On November13 2010 we received Mr Steiners new proposal seeking to amend the contents of the original proposal

We have repeatedly requested that you provide an updated broker letter confirming requisite ownership levels by Mr

Steiner of Amgen securities You have refused to provide such verification and we find it curious that in prior years you

have promptly complied with our request with an updated broker letter upon submission of second proposal We have

no choice but to consider this failure to demonstxate continued ownership as an incurable deficiency

The brokerage issuing the original form of certificate DJF Discount Brokers no longer exists as an independent

brokerage and we are accordingly unable to verify the contents Further the original form of certificate is of dubious

validity pre-printed form populated by handwriting inconsistent with the signature and containing changes to the form
that were not initialed by the signatory

Please provide an updated broker statement reflecting Mr Steiners continuous ownership of at least $2000 or 1% of

Amgen common stock If you do not we intend to exclude Mr Steiners proposal

Sincerely

Andrea Robinson



From FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Date December21 2010 105114PM PST
To Robinson Andrea LAW robinsonamgen.com

Subject Broker Letter AMG1t

Dear Ms Robinson The December 172010 message is not understood If it is in

good faith the company appears to be waiving the 14-day rule on providing broker

letter Please explain whether the company is waiving the 14-day rule on providing

broker letter

John Chevedden

cc William Steiner



From Robinson Andrea LAW
Sent Vdnesday December22 2010 529 PM
To FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-1S

Cc Ghio Gabrielle LAW

Subject RE Broker Letter AMGN

Dear Mr Chevedden

The Company is not waiving the 14-day rule requiring shareholder to provide broker letter The Company
considers your failure to provide updated proof of ownership to be indicative of an incurable deficiency Staff

Legal Bulletin 14 does not require the Company to provide notice of an incurable deficiency we simply did so

to provide you with an opportunity to demonstrate otherwise

If you believe that Mr Steiner has continued to hold the requisite level of Company securities at all times since

the date of Mr Steiners original proposal please provide us with evidence of such ownership as of the date of

Mr Steiners second proposal as we have previously requested within 14 days of receiving Mr Steiners

second proposal

As previously stated in our correspondence based on the responses we have received to date we have no

choice butto treat your failure to supply proof of continued ownership as an incurable deficiency and intend to

exclude Mr Steiners proposals

Sincerely

Andrea Robinson



EXHIBIT

attached



DISCOUNT BROKERS

Date /kC 7e7

To whom it may concern

As introducina broker ibr the account of Xwtz S6/4
account nn1tibMA 0MB Memorandum M-OJbdwith National Financial Services C-L--
as custoian DJF Discount Brokers hereby cert3fles that as of the date of this certification

Jr..rn rnwii and has been the beneficial owner of

shesofO flyc- ftnthbavinghe1datleasttwothousanddollars

worth of the above mentioned security sizice the following date also having

held at least two thousand dollars worth of the above mentioned security from at least one

year prior to the date the proposal was submitted to the company

Sincerely

tvfarkFlliberto

President

DIP Discount Brokers

Post-It Fax Note 7871

Taç04 F1JL
coJoapL

0MB Memorandum M- 7-16

r-

1981 Marcus Avenue Suite CR4 Lake Success NY 11042

1r123-l60O 800 6%EftSY www.dlfdis.coIn Fax 516328-2323



Date fç -cc

To whom it may concern

Io
DISCOUNT BROKERS

As introducing broker for the account of zl Sce
account flUflIbMA 0MB Memorandum M-O7-id with National Financial Services Co-
as custoian uiscount okers hereby certifies that as of the date of this certification

/Wv li4n1s and has been the beneficial owner of 00
shares of cc -4having held at least two thousand dollars

worth of the above mentioned security since the following date zytT also having

held at least two thousand dollars worth of the above mentioned security from at least one

year prior to the date the proposal was submitted to the company

Sincerely

Mark Fiiberto

President

DiP Discunt Brokers

98I MarcusAvenue Suite C114 Lake Success NY 11042

St 328-2500 800 695lEA5Y WWW4jIis.Cojn Fax 516328-2323



1u/15/2010 1048 FSMAOMBMemorandumMO7l6 PAGE @1/01

DISCOUNT BROKERS

Dater /d1it O/O

To whom it may coucera

As iutroducing broker for the account of_4Ttz Sfl.4-
account number held with National Financial Services Ca
as custo4ian 11 Discount Brokers hereby certifies that as of the date of this certification

/Opfl b1 ua been the neilciat owner of /1
shares of bePi Ehaving held at least two thousand dollars

worth of the above mentioned security since the following date also having

held at least two thousand dollars worth of the above mentioned secunty from at least cite

year prior to the date the proposal was submitted to the oompany

Sincerely

Mark Filibelto

President

DJF Discount Brokers

post-ito Fax Note 7671

t1fl.Y LtJi
CoJDept Co

Ponv
-.----

______________________
ISMA 0MB Memorandum MO716
Fw

1951 Marc Aventie 5uit fl4 Lake Succcs NY 11012

51-J28-2600 800 695-CASV www.dlfds.coJn Fax 516-328-2323



EXIIIBIT

attached



From FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

To Robinson Andrea- LAW robinson@ameen.com

Cc Schlossberg Mark LAW mschlossamgen.com

Subject Rule 14a-8 Proposal AMGN

Dear Ms Robinson

Please see the attached Rule 14a-8 Proposal

Sincerely

John Chevedden

cc

William Steiner



William Steiner

FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Rule 14a-8 Proponent since the 1980s

Mr Kevin Sharer

Chairman of the Board

Amgen Inc AMGN
One Amgen Center Drive

Thousand Oaks CA 91320

Dear Mr Sharer

submit my attached Rule 14a-8 proposal in support of the long-term performance of our

company My proposal is for the next annual shareholder meeting intend to meet Rule 14a-8

requirements including the continuous ownership of the required stock value until after the date

of the respective shareholder meeting My submitted format with the shareholder-supplied

emphasis is intended to be used for definitive proxy publication This is my proxy for John

Chevedden and/or his designee to forward this Rule 14a-8 proposal to the company and to act on

my behalf regarding this Rule 14a-8 proposal and/or modification of it fox the forthcoming

shareholder meeting before during and after the forthcoming shareholder meeting Please direct

all future communications regarding my rule 14a-8 proposal to John Chevedden

FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

to facilitate prompt and verifiable communications Please identify this proposal as myproposal

exclusively

Your consideration and the consideration of the Board of Directors is appreciated in support of

the long-term performance of our company Please acknowledge receipt of myproposal

promptly by email to HSMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Sincerely

William Steiner Date

cc David Scott

Corporate Secretary

805 447-1000

805 447-1010 Law Department
Mark Schlossberg mschlossaingen.com
Associate General Counsel

805-447-0820

805-499-6751

Andrea Robinson robinsonamgen corn

Associate General Counsel

P1-I 805 447-4734



Rule 14a-8 Proposal November 12 2009

to be assigned by the company Shareholder Action by Written Consent

RESOLVED Shareholders hereby request that our board of directors undertake such steps as may

be necessary to permit shareholders to act by the written consent of majority of our shares

outstanding

Taking action by written consent in lieu of meeting is mechanism shareholders can use to raise

important matters outside the normal annual meeting cycle

Limitations on shareholder rights to act by written consent are considered takeover defenses

because they may impede the ability of bidder to succeed in completing profitable
transaction

for us or in obtaining control of the board that could result in higher stock price Although it is

not necessarily anticipated that bidder will materialize that very possibility presents powerful

incentive for improved management of our company

study by Harvard professor Paul Gompers supports the concept that shareholder dis

empowering governance features including restrictions on shareholder ability to act by written

consent are significantly correlated to reduction in shareholder value

The merits of this Shareholder Action by Written Consent proposal should also be considered in

the context of the need for improvements in our companys 2009 reported corporate governance

status

The Corporate Library www.thecorporatelibrarv.com an independent investment research firm

rated our company with High Governance Risk and Very High Concern in Executive

Pay $14 million for Kevin Sharer The Corporate Library said adjusting executive incentive

plans due to the conditions of the economy did not benefit shareholders and executive equity

awards vested without performance measures

Our following directors served on boards rated or by The Corporate Library

Kevin Sharer Chevron CVX and Northrop Grumman NOCHerringer Charles Schwab

SCHW Frank Biondi Cablevision Systems CVC and Hasbro HAS Leonard Schacifer

Allergan AGN and Vance Coffman Deere DE Vance Coffman was designated Flagged

Problem Director by The Corporate Library due to his audit committee chairmanship at

Bristol-Myers Squibb BMY when Bristol-Myers settled SEC suit alleging substantial

accounting fraud Furthermore Vance Coffman was assigned to our audit and nomination

committees

We had no shareholder right to cumulative voting act by written consent an independent

chairman or lead director

Amgen was accused by New York and other states of illegal kickbacks to promote sales of its

anemia drug Aranesp Meanwhile study found certain patients who received Aranesp had about

twice the risk of stroke The lawsuit also said that Amgen invited doctors to weekend retreats

paid for their food and lodging and gave them extra payments as advisers

The above concerns shows there is need for improvement Please encourage our board to respond

positively to this proposal to enable shareholder action by written consent Yes on to

be assigned by the company



Notes

William Steiner FSMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16 sponsored this proposal

The above format is requested for publication without re-editing re-formatting or elimination of

text including beginning and concluding text unless prior agreement is reached It is

respectfully requested that the final definitive proxy formatting of this proposal be professionally

proofread before it is published to ensure that the integrity and readability of the original

submitted format is replicated in the proxy materials Please advise in advance if the company

thinks there is any typographical question

Please note that the title of the proposal is part of the proposal In the interest of clarity and to

avoid confusion the title of this and each other ballot item is requested to be consistent

throughout all the proxy materials

This proposal is believed to conform with Staff Legal Bulletin No 14B CFSeptember 15

2004 including emphasis added

Accordingly going forward we believe that it would not be appropriate for

companies to exclude supporting statement language and/or an entire proposal in

reliance on rule 14a-8l3 in the following circumstances

the company objects to factual assertions because they are not supported

the company objects to factual assertions that while not materially false or

misleading may be disputed or countered

the company objects to factual assertions because those assertions may be

interpreted by shareholders in manner that is unfavorable to the company its

directors or its officers and/or

the company objects to statements because they represent the opinion of the

shareholder proponent or referenced source but the statements are not

identified specifically as such

We believe that it is appropriate under rule 14a-8 for companies to address

these objections in their statements of opposition

See also Sun Microsystems Inc July 212005
Stock will be held until after the annual meeting and the proposal will be presented at the annual

meeting Please acknowledge this proposal promptly by email FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16



-Original Message

From Robinson ndrea LAW

Sent Friday Nvember 13 2009 746 PM

TFSMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Cc Ghio Gabrielle LAW

Subject Rule 14a-8 Proposal

Dear Mr Chevedden

We are in receipt of the proposal Please see the attached response letter



Audi-ca Robinson

.ssod.itc General C.un.cl

AIvI3EN

Mngcn
One Amgcn Ccw.cr Dzivc

Thousand OaksC 91320-1799

805.447.1000

Direct Dial 805.447.4734

Fax 805.499.6751

E.aiIxobinsonamgcncotn

November 13 2009

VIA OVERNIGHT COURIER

John Chevedden

SMA Ci Br.l.--c-diu-i F/

Re Rule 4a-8 Proposal

Dear Mr Chevedden

We are in receipt of the Rule 14a-8 proposal submitted by Mr William Steiner for

inclusion in Amgen Inc.s 2010 proxy statement This notice is to inform you that Mr Steiner

has not established eligibility to submit proposal under Rule 4a-8 promulgated under the

Securities Exchange Act of 1934 as amended the Exchange Act by the Securities and

Exchange CommissionSEC Mr Steiner has an opportunity to cure the deficiency as

described below

In order to submit proposal Rule 4a-8b requires the stockholder to have

continuously held at least $2000 in market value or 1% of the companys securities entitled to

he voted on the proposal at the meeting for at least one year by the date the stockholder submits

the proposal Rule 14a-8b2 requires among other things the submission of written

statement from the record holder of the securities usually broker or bank verifying that at

the time the proposal was submitted the stockholder continuously held the shares for at least one

year or copy of Schedule 13D Schedule 13G Form Form and or Form or

amendments to those documents or updated forms filed with the Securities Exchange

Commissionreflecting ownership of the shares as of or before the one-year eligibility period

We have not received verification that Mr Steiner owns the requisite number of Amgen

securities in accordance with Rule 14a-8 In order to cure this deficiency and comply with mle

14a-Sb we must receive proper written evidence demonstrating that Mr Steiner meets the

continuous share ownership requirement of Rule 14a-8b as described above

This letter constitutes the companys notification to the stockholder proponent of the

procedural deficiency in the proposal pursuant to the requirements of Rule 14a-8t Due to the

deficiency outlined above the company will exclude the proposal from the upcoming proxy

statement unless the deficiency is cured and you follow the procedures set forth in Rule 4a-

8fi The response must be postmarked or transmitted electronically no later than 14

calendar days from the date you receive this notice Accordingly if no response curing the



John Chevedden

November 13 2009

Page

deficiency is postmarked or transmitted electronically within 14 calendar days or the response

does not actually cure the deficiency the company will exclude the proposal from the proxy

materials copy of Rule 14a-8 has been included with this letter for further clarification

Although the proposal will not be included in the proxy statement unless the deficiency is

cured we do appreciate your interest in the companys policies Additionally even if the

procedural defect is cured the company reserves the right to exclude your proposal on other

grounds specified in Rule 14a-8 We are always open to conversation about our practices and

we welcome you to contact us ifyou have further inquiries All such inquiries and any further

responses concerning this matter should be directed to the undersigned

Very truly yours

Robinso
Assistant Secretary and Associate General Counsel

Enôiosure

cc William Steiner via US Overnight Courier



Rule 14a-8 -- Proposals of Security Holders

This section addresses when company must include shareholders proposal in its proxy statement

and identify the proposal in its form of proxy when the company holds an annual or special meeting of

shareholders In summary in order to have your shareholder proposal included on companys proxy

card and included along with any supporting statement in its proxy statement you must be eligible

and follow certain procedures Under few specific circumstances the company is permitted to

exclude your proposal but only after submitting its reasons to the Commission We structured this

section in question-and- answer format so that it is easier to understand The references to you
are to shareholder seeking to submit the proposal

Que5tion What is proposal shareholder proposal is your recommendation or

requirement that the company and/or its board of directors take action which you intend to

present at meeting of the companys shareholders Your proposal should state as clearly as

possible the course of action that you believe the company should follow If your proposal is

placed on the companys proxy card the company must also provide in the form of proxy

means for shareholders to specify by boxes choice between approval or disapproval or

abstention Unless otherwise indicated the word proposal as used in this section refers both

to your proposal and to your corresponding statement in support of your proposal if any

Question Who is eligible to submit proposal and how do demonstrate to the company

that am eligible

In order to be eligible to submit proposal you must have continuously held at least

$2000 in market value or 1% of the companys securities entitled to be voted on the

proposal at the meeting for at least one year by the date you submit the proposal You

must continue to hold those securities through the date of the meeting

If you are the registered holder of your securities which means that your name

appears in the companys records as shareholder the company can verify your

eligibility on its own although you wiil still have to provide the company with written

statement that you intend to continue to hold the securities through the date of the

meeting of shareholders However if like many shareholders you are not registered

holder the company likely does not know that you are shareholder or how many

shares you own In this case at the time you submit your proposal you must prove

your eligibility to the company in one of two ways

The first way is to submit to the company written statement from the

record holder of your securities usually broker or bank verifying that at

the time you submitted your proposal you continuously held the securities for

at least one year You must also include your own written statement that you

intend to continue to hold the securities through the date of the meeting of

shareholders or

ii The second way to prove ownership applies only if you have filed Schedule

13D Schedule 13G Form Form and/or Form or amendments to those

documents or updated forms reflecting your ownership of the shares as of or

before the date on which the one-year eligibility period begins If you have

flied one of these documents with the SEC you may demonstrate your

eligibility by submitting to the company

copy of the schedule and/or form and any subsequent amendments

reporting change in your ownership level



Your written statement that you continuously held the required

number of shares for the one-year period as of the date of the

statement and

Your written statement that you intend to continue ownership of the

shares through the date of the companys annual or special meeting

Question How many proposals may submit Each shareholder may submit no more than

one proposal to company for particular shareholders meeting

Question How long can my proposal be The proposal including any accompanying

supporting statement may not exceed 500 words

Question What is the deadline for submitting proposal

If you are submitting your proposal for the companys annual meeting you can in

most cases find the deadline in last years proxy statement However if the company

did not hold an annual meeting last year or has changed the date of its meeting for

this year more than 30 days from last years meeting you can usually find the

deadline in one of the companys quarterly reports on For-rn 10- or 10-QSB or in

shareholder reports of investment companies under Rule 30d-1 of the Investment

Company Act of 1940 note This section was redesignated as Rule 30e-1

See 66 FR 3734 3759 ian 16 2001 In order to avoid controversy shareholders

should submit their proposals by means including electronic means that permit them

to prove the date of delivery

The deadline is calculated in the following manner if the proposal is submitted for

regularly scheduled annual meeting The proposal must be received at the companys

principal executive offices not less than 120 calendar days before the date of the

companys proxy statement released to shareholders in connection with the previous

years annual meeting However if the company did not hold an annual meeting the

previous year or if the date of this years annual meeting has been changed by more

than 30 days from the date of the previous years meeting then the deadline is

reasonable time before the company begins to print and send its proxy materials

If you are submitting your proposal for meeting of shareholders other than

regularly scheduled annual meeting the deadline is reasonable time before the

company begins to print and send its proxy materials

Question What if fail to follow one of the eligibility or procedural requirements explained in

answers to Questions through of this section

The company may exclude your proposal but only after it has notified you of the

problem and you have failed adequately to correct it Within 14 calendar days of

receiving your proposal the company must notify you in writing of any procedural or

eligibility deficiencies as well as of the time frame for your response Your response

must be postmarked or transmitted electronically no later than 14 days from the

date you received the companys notification company need not provide you such

notice of deficiency if the deficiency cannot be remedied such as if you fail to submit

proposal by the companys properly determined deadline If the company intends to

exclude the proposal it will later have to make submission under Rule 14a-8 arid

provide you with copy under Question 10 below Rule 14a-8fj



IfyoufaJlfr your promise the requin.d number of securities through the date

of the meeting of shareholders then the company will be permitted to exclude all of

your proposals from its proxy materials for any meeting held in the following two

calendar.years.

Question Who has the burden of persuading the Commission or its staff that my proposal

can be xcluded Except as otherwise noted the burden Is on the company to demonstrate

that it is entitled to exclude proposal

Question Must appear personally at the shareholders meeting to present the proposal

Either you oryour representative whois qualified under st.te law to present the

proposal on your behalf must attend the meeting to present the proposal Whether

you attend the meeting yourself or send qualified representative to the meeting In

your place you should make sure that you or your representative follow the proper.statØattending the meeting and/or presentingyour proposal

If the company holds it shareholder meeting in whole or in part via electronic media

and the company permits you or your representative to present your proposal via suth

media then you may appear through electronic media rather than traveling to the

meeting toappear in person

If you or your qualified representative fail to appear and present the proposal without

good cause the company will be permitted to exclude all of your proposals from its

proxy materials for any meetings held in the following two calendar years

Question IfI have complied with the procedural requirements on what other bases may

company rely to exclude my proposal

Improper under state law If .the proposal is not proper subject for action by

shareholders under the Jaws of the jurisdiction of the cornpanys organization

Not to paragraph O1
Depending.on the subject matter some proposals are not considered proper under

state law if they would be binding on the company If approved by shareholders In our

experience most proposals that are cast as recommendations or requests that the

board of directors take specified action are proper under state law Accordingly we will

assume that proposal drafted as recommendation or suggestion is proper unless

the.coanydmonstiates otherwise

Violation of laW If the proposal wuld if lmplemented.causethe company to violate

any state federal Or forEign law tO whichit is subject

NottO paragraph i2
Note to paragraph i2.We will not apply this basis forexclusion to permit exclusion

of proposal on grounds that it would violate foreign law if compliance with the

foreign law could result in violation of any state orfederal law



Violation of proyruJes If the proposalor supporting statement Is contrary to any of

the Commissions proxy rules including Rule 14a9 which prohibits materially false or

misleadingstatements in proxy solkUing materials

PerSonal grievance special interest If the proposal relates to theredress..of

personal claim or grievance against the company or any other person or if it is

designed to result in benefit to you or to farther personal interest which is not

shared bythe other shärŁholdŁrs at large

Relevance If the proposal relates to operations which account for less than percent

of the companys total assets at the end of its most recent fIscal year and for less

than percent of its net earning sand gross sales for its most recent fiscal year and is

nOt otherwise significa Itly related the companys business

Absence of power/authoritV If the company would lackthe power or authority to

implement the proposal

tvlanagementfunctions If the propOsal deals with matter relating .tothecompanys

ordinary business operations

Relates to election If the proposal relates to an election formembership on the

companys board of directors Or analqgous governing body

Conflicts with companys proposal If the proposal direcily conflicts with one of the

companys own proposals to be submitted to shareholders at the same meeting

Note to paragraph i9
Note to paragraph iX9 companyssubmission to the Commission under this

section should specif the points of conflict with the companys proposal

10 Substaritiauy iinp1enientŁd If the company has already substantially implemented the

proposal

ii DuplicatioriIf the p.lsubstàntlal1y duplicates another proposal previously

submitted to the company by another proponent that will be included in the company

proxy materials fOr thesame meeting

I2 Resubmissions lfthe proposal deals with substantially the same subject matter as

another proposal or proposals that has or have been previously included in the

companys proxy materials within the preceding calendar years company may
exclude it from its proxy matenals for any meeting held within calendar years of the

last time it wa included if the.propósÆl received

Less than 3% of the vote if proposed once within the preceding calendar

years



Ii Less than 6% of the vote on its last submission to shareholders if proposed

twice previously within The.preceding calendar years or

in Less than 10% of the vote on its last submission to shareholders if proposed

three times or more previously within the preceding calendar years and

13 SpecIfic amount of dividends If the proposal relates to specific amounts of cash or

stock dividends

QuestiOn 10 .Whatprocedures must the company follow if it intends to exclude n.y proposal

If thecompany intØndsto exclUde.a proposal from.its proxy materials it rnustflle its

reasons with the Commission no later than 80 calendar days before it files its

definitive proxy statement and form of proxy with the Commission The company must

simultaneously provide you with copy of its submission The Commission staff may

permit the company to make its submission later than 80 days before the company

files its definitive proxy statement and form of proxy if the company demonstrates

good caUse for missing the..deadlifle

The..cornpany must file six paper copiesof the following

The proposal

it An explanation of why the company believes that it may exdude the proposal

which should if possible refer to the most recent applicable authority such as

prior Division letters issUed Under the.rUle and

lii supporting opinion of counsel When such reasons are based on mattersof

state or foreign law

k. Question .11 May submit my own statement to the Commission responding.to the companys

arguments

Yes you may submit response but itis not required You should try to submitany response

to us with copy to the company as soon as possible after the company makes its

submission This way the Commission staff will have time to consider fully your submission

before it issues its response. You shóuIdsubmit six paper copies of your response

Question If the company inclUdes my shareholder proposal in its proxy materials what

information about me must it inclUde alOng with the proposal itself

.1 The çoi panys proxy statemeiitmust.include yourname and address as wet asthe

number of the company voting secunties that you hold However instead of

providing that information the company may instead include statement that it will

provide the Information to shareholders promptly upon receiving an oral or written

request

The company is not responsible for the.contents of your proposal or supporting

statement.



rn Question 13 Whatcani do if thecompany includesinits pçoxystatement reasons.why it

believes shareholders should not vote in favor of my proposal and disagree with some of its

statements

The company. may elect to include its procy statement reasons why it believes

shareholders should vote against your proposal The company is allowed to make

arguments reflecting its own point of view just as you may express your own point of

view In yó proposals supporting stªteæiCnt

2. However if you bØlievØ that the companys opposition to your proposal contains

materially false or misleading statements that may violate our anti- fraud rule Rule

14a-9 you should promptly send to the Commission staff and the company letter

explaining the reasons for your view along with copy of the companys statements

opposing your proposal To the extent possible your letter should include specific

factual information demonstrating the Inaccuracy of the companys claims Time

permitting you may wish to try to work out your differences with the company by

yourself bafore contacting the Commission staff

We require the company to send you copy of its statements opposing your proposal

befOre it sendsits proxy materials so that you may bring to our attention any

materially false or misleading statements under the following .timeframes

if our no-actiOn response requires that yOu make revisions to your proposal or

supporting statement as condition to requinng the company to include it in

its proxy matenais then the company must provide you with copy of its

opposition statements no later than calendar days after the company

receives copyof your revised proposal p.r

ii in all other cases the corn päny must provide you with copy of its opposition

statements no later than 30 calendar days before its files definitive copies of

its proxy statement and form of proxy under Rule 14a-6



From HSMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Sent Wednesday November 18 2009 836 AM

To Robinson Andrea LAW

Cc Sthlossberg Mark LAW

Subject Rule 14a-8 Broker Letter-AMGN

Dear Ms Robinson

Please see the attached broker letter Please advise this week whether there are now any rule 14a-8

open items

Sincerely

John Chevedden

cc William Steiner



DISCOUNT BROKERS

Dale /2Nkih...- Z0

To whom it may concern

As introducing broker for the account of _1tJi//iav

account nUmbMA 0MB Memorandum M-O7heldWith National Financial Services Corp

as custodian DJFiscount Brokers hereby certifies that as of the date of this ceruficadon

// and bus been the beneficial

shares of ftnlIEi/ iN C... held at least two thousand dollars

worth of the above mentioned security since the following date also having

held at least two thousand dollars worth of the above mentioned security from at least one

year prior to the date the proposal submitted to the compony

Sincerely

Mark Fiiberto

DiP Discount Brokers

Post-ir Fx Note 7671

To4.i FfO11 t.tJ 4i
CoJDep co

Pbone pione
..ELSMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

11it7rJ Fax

198t Marcus Avenue Suite C114 talce Success NY 11042

56-32-26OO 80O-5EASY www.djldts.com Fax Sl6328-23Z3



-Original Message-----

From FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Sent Thursday November 26 2009 714 PM

To Robinson andrea LAW

Cc Schlossberg Mark LAW

Subject Rule 14a-8 Proposal NGN

Dear Ms Robinson
Please see the attached Rule 14a-8 Proposal

Sincerely
John Chevedden

CC
William Steiner



William Steiner

FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Rule 14a-8 Proponent since the 1980s

Mr Kevin Sharer

Chairman of the Board

Amgen Inc AMGN fi/DYEflW 200
One Amgen Center Drive

Thousand Oaks CA 91320

Dear Mr Sharer

submit my attached Rule 14a-8 proposal in support of the long-term performance of our

company My proposal is for the next annual shareholder meeting intend to meet Rule 14a-S

requirements including the continuous ownership of the required stock value until after the date

of the respective shareholder meeting My submitted format with the shareholder-supplied

emphasis is intended to be used for definitive proxy publication This is myproxy for John

Chevedden and/or his designee to forward this Rule 14a-8 proposal to the company and to act on

my behalf regarding this Rule 14a-8 proposal and/or modification of it for the forthcoming

shareholder meeting before during and after the forthcoming shareholder meeting Please direct

all future communications regarding my rule 14a-8 nronosal to John Chevedden

FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

to facilitate prompt and verifiable communications Please identil this proposal as myproposal

exclusively

Your consideration and the consideration of the Board of Directors is appreciated in support of

the long-term performance of our company Please acknowledge receipt of myproposal

promptly by email to FSMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Sincerely

__________ tOnIo
William Steiner Date

cc David Scott

Corporate Secretary

805 447-1000

805 447-1010 Law Department
Mark Schlossberg mschlossamgen.com
Associate General Counsel

805-447-0820

805-499-6751

Andrea Robinson robinsonamgen.com
Associate General Counsel

PH 805447-4734



Rule.14a-8 Proposal November 122009 November 262009
to be assigned by the company Shareholder Action by Written Consent

RESOLVED Shareholders hereby request that our board of directors undertake such steps as may
be necessary to permit shareholders to act by the written consent of majority of our shares

outstanding to the extent permitted by law

Taking action by written consent in lieu of meeting is mechanism shareholders can use to raise

important matters outside the normal annual meeting cycle Limitations on shareholders rights to

act by written consent are considered takeover defenses because they may impede the ability of

bidder to succeed in completing profitable transaction for us or in obtaining control of the board

that could result in higher stock price Although it is not necessarily anticipated that bidder

will materialize that very possibility presents powerful incentive for improved management of

our company

study by Harvard professor Paul Gompers supports the concept that shareholder dis

empowering governance features including restrictions on shareholder ability to act by written

consent are significantly correlated to reduction in shareholder value

The merit of this Shareholder Action by Written Consent proposal should also be considered in

the context of the need for improvement in our companys 2009 reported corporate governance

status

The Corporate Library www.thecornoratellbrary.com an independent investnent research firm

rated our company with High Governance Risk and Very High Concern in Executive

Pay $14 millionfor CEO Kevin Sharer The Corporate Library said adjusting executive

incentives due to the conditions of the economy did not benefit shareholders and that executive

equity awards became vested without performance measures

Our following directors served on boards rated or by The Corporate Library

Kevin Sharer Chevron CVX and Northrop Grumman NOC Frank Herringer Charles Schwab

SCHW Frank Biondi Cablevision Systems CVC and Hasbro HAS Leonard Schaeffer

Allergan AGN and Vance Coffman Deere DE Vance Coffman was designated Tiagged

Problem Director by The Corporate Library due to his audit committee chairmanship at

Bristol-Myers Squibb BMY when Bristol-Myers settled SEC suit alleging substantial

accounting fraud Furthermore Vance Coffinan was assigned to our audit and nomination

committees

We had no shareholder right to cumulative voting an independent chairman or lead director

Amgen was accused by New York and other states of illegal kickbacks to promote sales of its

anemia drug Aranesp Meanwhile study found certain patients who received Aranesp had about

twice the risk of stroke The lawsuit also said that Amgen invited doctors to weekend retreats

paid for their food and lodging and gave them extra payments as advisers

The above concerns shows there is need for improvement Please encourage our board to respond

positively to this proposal to enable shareholder action by written consent Yes on to

be assigned by the company



Notes

William Steiner FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16 sponsored this proposal

The above format is requested for publication without re-editing re-formatting or elimination of

text including beginning and concluding text unless prior agreement is reached It is

respectfully requested that the final definitive proxy formatting of this proposal be professionally

proofread before it is published to ensure that the integrity and readability of the original

submitted format is replicated in the proxy materials Please advise in advance if the company
thinks there is any typographical question

Please note that the title of the proposal is part of the proposal In the interest of clarity and to

avoid confusion the title of this and each other ballot item is requested to be consistent

throughout all the proxy materials

This proposal is believed to conform with Staff Legal Bulletin No 14B CFSeptember 15
2004 including emphasis added

Accordingly going forward we believe that it would not be appropriate for

companies to exclude supporting statement language and/or an entire proposal in

reliance on rule 14a-8l3 in the following circumstances

the company objects to factual assertions because they are not supported
the company objects to factual assertions that while not materially false or

misleading may be disputed or countered
the company objects to factual assertions because those assertions may be

interpreted by shareholders in manner that is unfavorable to the company its

directors or its officers and/or

the company objects to statements because they represent the opinion of the

shareholder proponent or referenced source but the statements are not

identified specifically as such

We believe that it is appropriate under rule 14a-8 for companies to address
these objections in their statements of opposition

See also Sun Microsystems Inc July 21 2005
Stock will be held until after the annual meeting and the proposal will be presented at the annual

meeting Please acknowledge this proposal promptly by email FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16



From Robinson Andrea LAW
Sent Tuesday December 012009 1033 AM
To FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Cc Ghio Gabrielle LAW

Subject November26 and November 12 Arngen Stockholder Proposals

Attachments Rule 14a-8.pdf

Dear Mr Chevedden

We are in receipt of second Rule 14a-8 proposal submitted by Mr VVilHam Steiner for inclusion in Anigen Inc.s 2010

proxy statement This notice is to inform you that Mr Steiners submission fails to meet certain procedural requirements

under Rule 14a-8 promulgated under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 as amended the Exchange Act by the

Securities and Exchange Commission SEC Mr Steiner has an opportunity to cure the deficiencies as described

below

Rule 14a-8c under the Exchange Act provides that each stockholder may submit no more than one proposal for

particular stockholders meeting Mr Steiner submitted proposal titled $hareholder Action by Written Consent on

November 12 2009 the November 12 Proposal and submitted second proposal titled Shareholder Action by Written

Consent on November26 2009 the November26 Proposal in violation of this rule There are differences in the

wording of the two proposals In order to remedy this procedural defect Mr Steiner must revise the submission to include

only one proposal If it is Mr Steiners intention to replace the November 12 Proposal with the November26 Proposal

Mr Steiner must inform the company that he Is withdrawing the November 12 Proposal

In addition if Mr Steiners intention is to replace the November 12 Proposal with the November26 Proposal Mr Steiner

must establish eligibility to submit proposal under Rule 14a-8 at the time the November26 Proposal was submitted Mr

Steiner provided statement from DJF Discount Brokers dated November18 2009 which supported the November 12

proposal However Mr Steiner has not provided an updated statement i.e dated on or after November 262009

establishing his eligibility
to submit the November26 Proposal In order to submit proposal Rule 14a-8b1 requires

the stockholder to have continuously held at least $2000 in market value or 1% of the companys securities entitled to

be voted on the proposal at the meeting for at least one year by the date the stockholder submits the proposal Rule 14a-

8b2 requires among other things the submission of written statement from the record holder of the securities

usually broker or bank verifying that at the time the proposal was submitted the stockholder continuously held the

shares for at least one year or copy of Schedule 13D Schedule 13G Form Form and or Form or

amendments to those documents or updated forms filed with the SEC reflecting ownership of the shares as of or before

the one-year eligibility period

If Mr Steiner wishes to withdraw the November26 Proposal no additional verification of Mr Steiners ownership of

Amgen securities is required

This email constitutes the companys notification to the stockholder proponent of the procedural deficiencies in the

submission pursuant to the requirements of Rule 143-81 Due to the deficiencies outlined above the company will

exclude one or both of the November 12 Proposal and the November26 Proposal from the upcoming proxy statement

unless the deficiencies are cured and Mr Steiner follows the procedures set forth in Rule 14a-8f1 The response must

be postmarked or transmitted electronically no later than 14 calendar days from the date you receive this notice

Accordingly if no response curing the deficiencies is postmarked or transmitted electronically within 14 calendar days or

the response does not actually cure the deficiencies the company will exclude one or both of the November 12 Proposal

and the November26 Proposal from the proxy materials copy of Rule 14a-8 has been included with this letter for

further clarification

Although the proposals may not be included in the proxy statement unless the deficiencies are cured we do appreciate

your interest in the companys policies Additionally even if the procedural detects are cured the company reserves the

right to exclude your proposals on other grounds specified in Rule 14a-8 We are always open to conversation about

our practices and we welcome you to contact us if you have further inquiries All such inquiries and any further responses

concerning this matter should be directed to the undersigned



If you have any further inquiries or responses concerning this matter please direct your correspondence to me can be

reached at the Companys principal offices at One Amgen Center Drive MS 28-5-C Thousand Oaks California 91320-

1799 or via email at robinsonamgen.com

Sincerely

Andrea Robinson

Assistant Secretary and Associate General Counsel

cc Mr Wlliarn Steiner via U.S Certified Mail Return Receipt Requested



Rule 14a-8 Shareholder proposals

This section addresses when company must include shareholders proposal in its proxy

statement and identify the proposal in its form of proxy when the company holds an annual

or special meeting of shareholders In summary in order to have your shareholder proposal

included on companys proxy card and included along with any supporting statement in

its proxy statement you must be eligible and follow certain procedures Under few specific

circumstances the company is permitted to exclude your proposal but only after submitting

its reasons to the Commission We structured this section in question-and-answer format

so that it is easier to understand The references to you are to shareholder 5eeking to

submit the proposal

Question What is proposat

shareholder proposal Is your recommendation or requirement that the company and/or its

board of directors take action which you intend to present at meeting of the companys

shareholders Your proposal should state as clearly as possible the course cf action that you

believe the company should follow If your proposal Is placed on the companys proxy card

the company must also provide In the form of proxy means for shareholders to specify by

boxes choice between approval or disapproval or abstention Unless otherwise indicated

the word proposal as used in this section refers both to your proposal and to your

corresponding statement in support of your proposal if any

Question Who Is eligible to submit proposal and how do demonstrate to

the company that am eligible

In order to be eligible to submit proposal you must have continuously held at least

$2000 in market value or 1% of the companys securities entitled to be voted on the

proposal at the meeting for at least one year by the date you submit the proposal You must

continue to hold those securities through the date of the meeting

If you are the registered holder of your securities which means that your name appears

in the companys records as shareholder the company can verify your eligibility on its

own although you will still have to provide the company with written statement that you

intend to continue to hold the securities through the date of the meeting of shareholders

However if like many shareholders you are not registered holder the company likely does

not know that you are shareholder or how many shares you own In this case at the time

you submit your proposal you must prove your eligibility to the company in one of two

ways

The first way is to submit to the company written statement from the record hoder

of your securities usually broker or bank verifying that at the time you submitted your

proposal you OOfltiflUOuSiy held the securitIes for at least one year You must also include

your own written statement that you intend to continue to hold the securities through the

date of the meeting of shareholders or

ii The second way to prove ownership applies only if you have filed Schedule 13D

Schedule 13G Form Form and/or Form or amendments to those documents or

updated forms reflecting your ownership of the shares as of or before the date on which

the one-year eligibility period begins If you have filed one of these documents with the

SEC you may demonstrate your eligibility by submitting to the company

copy of the schedule and/or form and any subsequent amendments reporting

change in your ownership level



Your written statement that you continuously held the required number of shares for the

one-year period as of the date of the statement and

Your written statement that you intend to continue ownership of the shares thrdugh the

date of the companys annual or special meeting

Question How many proposals may submit

Each shareholder may submit no more than one proposal to company for particular

shareholders meetIng

ci Question How long can my proposal be

The proposal including any accompanying supporting statement may not exceed 500

words

Question What is the deadline for submitting proposal

If you are submitting your proposal for the companys annual meeting you can In most

cases find the deadline In last years proxy statement However If the company did not hold

an annual meeting last year or has changed the date of its meeting for this year more than

30 days from last years meeting you can usually find the deadline in one of the companys

quarterly reports on Form 10Q or 10QSB or In shareholder reports of investment

companies under Rule 30d1 under the Investment Company Act of 1940 In order to avoid

controversy shareholders should submit their proposals by means Including electronic

means that permit them to prove the date of delivery

The deadline is calculated in the following manner if the proposal is submitted for

regularly scheduled annual meeting The proposal must be received at the companys

principal executive offices not less than 120 calendar days before the date of the companys

proxy statement released to shareholders in connection with the previous years annual

meeting However If the company did not hold an annual meeting the previous year or if

the date of thIs years annual meeting has been changed by more than 30 days from the

date of the previous years meeting then the deadline is reasonable time before the

company begins to print and mail its proxy materials

If you are submitting your proposal for meeting of shareholders other than regularly

scheduled annual meeting the deadline is reasonable time before the company begins to

print and mail its proxy materials

Question What if fail to follow one of the eligibility or procedural

requirements explained in answers to Questions through of this section

The company may exclude your proposal but only after has notified you of the

problem and you have failed adequately to correct It Within 14 calendar days of receiving

your proposal the company must notify you In writing of any procedural or eligibilty

deficiencies as well as of the time frame for your response Your response must be

postmarked or transmitted electronically no later than 14 days from the date you received

the companys notification company need not provide you such notice of deficiency if

the deficiency cannot be remedied such as if you fail to submit proposal by the companys

properly determined deadline If the company intends to exclude the proposal it will later

have to make submission under Rule 14aS and provide you with copy under Question

10 below Rule 14a8j



If you fail in your promise to hold.thereq.uired number of securities thrQugh the date Of

the meeting of shareholders then the company will be permitted to exclude all of your

proposals.from its proxy materials for any meeting held in the following two calendar years

.Qston7 Who has the burden of persuading the CommiSsion or its staff that

al be excluded

Except as otherwe noted the burden is on the company to demonstrate that is entitled

to exclude.a proposal

QuàstJan Must appear personally at the shareholders meeting to present

the proposal

.1 Eithr you or your representative vh Is qualified under state law to presentthe

proposal on your behalf must attend the meeting to present the proposal Whether you

attend the meeting yourself or send qualified representative to the meeting in your place

you should make sure that you or your representative follow the proper state law

procedures for attending the meeting and/or presenting your proposal

If the company holds its shareholder meeting in whole or in part via electronic media

and the company permits you or your representative to present your proposal via such

media then you may appear through electronic media rather than traveling to the meeting

to appe3rin person

If you or your qualified representative fail to appear and present the proposal without

good cause the company will be permitted to exclude all of your proposals from its proxy

materials for any meetings held in the following tWo.calendar years

Question.9 If halve complied with the procedural requirements on what

other bases may company rely to exclude my proposal

improper under state law If the propósalls nOt proper subject for action by

shareholders under the laws of the jurisdictIon of the company3s organization

Note to paragraph i1Depending on the subject mlatter some proposals are not

considered proer under state law if they would be binding on the company If approved by

sharEho ldOurexpØriØnce mOst prQposais that are cast as recommendations or

requests thatthe bOard Of directors take specified action are proper under state law

Accordingly we will assume that proposal drafted as recommendation or suggestion is

proper Unless the company dernonsates otherwise

Violation of law If the proposal would if implemented cause the company to violate

anystate federal or foreign law to which1 itilissubj.ect

Note to paragraph i2 We wilt not apply this basis fOr exclusion to permit exclusibn of

proposal on grounds that it would violate foreign law if compliance with the foreign law

would eult in violation of any state or federal law.

Violation of proxy rules Xf the proposal or supporting statement is contrary to ariyof the

Commissionsproxy rules includuig Rule 14a-9 which prohibits materially false or

rnisIeadig statements in proxy soliciting materlats

Persohagr4evance special interest tithe propOsal relates to the redress of personal

claim grlevanceOainst the company or nyother person1 Or if it is designed to result in

benefitto you or to further personal interest which is not shared by the other



shareholders at large

Relevance If the proposal relates to operations which account for less than percent of

the companys total assets at the end of Its most recent fiscal year and for less than

percent of Its net earnings arid gross sales for its most recent fIscal year and is not

othØrv.isŁ nrficantly related to the companys büiness

Absence of power/a uthority If the company would lack the power or authonty to

ImpiemØn.t the proposal

.f4anagement.fu nctions Irthe proposal deals wIth matter relating to the companys

ordinary business operations

Relates tO etection If the proposal relates to an electiOn for membership on the

companys board.ofdIrectOrS.Or analogous governing body

Conflicts with company proposal If the proposal directly conflicts with one of the

companys own proposals to be submitted to ShrehOideiS at the same meeting

Note to paragraph I9 companys submission .tothe Commission under this section

should speclf9the pOihts of confllctwith thedOmpanys proposal

10 Substantially implemented If the company has already substantially implemented the

proposal

11 Duplication fftlie proposal substantially duplicates another proposal previously

submitted to the company by another proponent that will be included in the companys

proxy materials for the same meeting

12 Resubmissions If the proposal deals with substantially the same subject matter as

another proposal or proposals that has or have been previously Included in the company

proxy materials within the precedIng lendar years company may exclude it from its

proxy materials for any meeting held within .3 calendaryears of the last time it was included

If theproposal received

Lessthan 3% of the vote if proposed once within the preceding calendar years

ii Less than 6% of the vote on its last submission to shareholders if proposed twice

previouly within the preceding calendar years or

iii Less.th.an 10% of the vote on Its last submission to shareholders if propqsed three

times or rno previously within the pre eding .5 cale.ndaryears and

specIfic amounts ofcash or

Sto.ckdtItdkefld5.

Ci Question 10 What procedures must the company follow if it intends to exclude

my proposal

If the .cmpany intends to exclude proposal frOm Its proxy materials it must file.its

reasons with the Commission no later than 80 calendar days before it files its definitive

proxy statement and form of proxy with the Commission The company must simultaneously

provide you with copy of its submission The Commission staff may permit the company to

make its submIssion later than 80 days before the company files its definitive proxy

statement ad form of proxy if the company dernonstrtes good cause for missing the



deadline

The company must file srx paper copies of the following

The proposal

iiAn explanation of whytheompahy believes that it may exclude the proposal which

should if possible refer to the most recent applicable authority such as prior DivIsion

Ettrs issued under the rule and

supporting opinion of counsel when such reasons are based on matters of state or

foreign law

Question 11 May submit my own statement to the Commission responding to

the cómpanyts arguments

Yes you may submit response but it is not required You should tryto submit any

response to us with copy to the company as soon as possible after the company makes

its submission This way the Commission staff will have time to consider fully your

submission before It issues Its response You should submit six paper copies of your

response

Question 12 If the company Includes my shareholder proposal in its proxy

materials what information about me must it include along with the proposal

Itself

The companys proxy statement must include your hame and address as well as the

number of the companys voting securities that you hold However instead of providing that

information the company may instead include statement that it will provide the

information to shareholders promptly upon receiving an oral or written request

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

statement

cm QuestioA 13 Whatcan Ido if the company Includes in its proxy statement

reasons why it believes shareholders should not vote In favor of my proposal and

ildisagree with some of its statements

1. The company may Øl.tt toinclude in fts proxy statement reasons why it believes

shareholders should vote against your proposal The company is.aUowed to make

arguments reflecting its own point of view just as you may express your own point of view

in your proposals supporting statement

1-lowever If you beheve that the companys opposition to your proposal contains

materially false or misleading statements that may violate our anti-fraud rule Rule i.4a9

you should promptly send to the Commission staff and the company letter explaining the

reasons for your view along with copy of the companys statements opposing your

proposal To the extent possible your letter should include specific factual Information

demonstrating the inaccuracy of the companys claims Time permittng you may wish to

try to work out your differences with the company by yourself before contacting the

Commission staff

We require the company youa copy Of its statements opposing your proposal

before it mails its proxy materials so that you may bring to our attention any materially

false or misleading statements under the following timefremes



iIf our no-actien responserequiresthat you make revisions tOyOUr prop.oal or

supporting statement as condition to requiring the company to include it in Its proxy

materials then the company must provide you with copy of Its opposition statements no

later than .alendar days afterthe..company receives a.cop.y .pf your revised proposal or

ii In all other cases the company itiustprovide you with copy of its opposition

statements no later than 30 calendar days before its files definthve copies
of its proxy

stÆternŁnt and form of proxy under Rule 14a6



From FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Date December 1200993100 PM PST

To Robinson Andrea LAW robinsonThamgen.com

Cc Ghio Gabrielle LAW ggbioamgen.com
Subject William Steiner Rule 14a-8 Proposal AMGN

Dear Ms Robinson

The November 26 2009 text is the one proposal intended for rule 14a-8 publication

Please advise on December 2009 if there are now any rule 14a-8 open items

Sincerely

John Chevedden

cc William Steiner



From Robinson Andrea LAW

Sent Friday December 04 2009 148 PM

To FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Cc Ghio Gabnelle LAW

Subject RE William Steiner Rule 14a-8 Proposal AMGN

Dear Mr Chevedden

In my December 2009 email to you it was noted

in addition if Mr Steiners intention is to replace the November 12 Proposal with the November 26 Proposal Mr Steiner

must establish eligibility to submit proposal under Rule 14a-8 at the time the November26 Proposal was submitted Mr

Steiner provided statement from DJF Discount Brokers dated November 18 2009 which supported the November 12

proposal However Mr Steiner has not provided an updated statement i.e dated on or after November 26 2009

establishing his eligibility to submit the November26 ProposaL In order to submit proposal Rule 14a-8b1 requires

the stockholder to have continuously held at least $2000 in market value or 1% of the companys securities entitled to

be voted on the proposal at the meeting for at least one year by the date the stockholder submits the proposal Rule 14a-

8b2 requires among other things the submission of written statement from the record holder of the securities

usually broker or bank verifying that at the time the proposal was submitted the stockholder continuously held the

shares for at least one year or copy of Schedule 3D Schedule 3G Form Form and or Form or

amendments to those documents or updated forms filed with the SEC reflecting ownership of the shares as of or before

the one-year eligibility period

Therefore we respectfully request that if Mr Steiner would like to replace the November 12 Proposal with the November

26 Proposal Mr Steiner provide an updated establishing his eligibility to submit the November26 Proposal Thank you

Sincerely

Andrea Robinson



From FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Sent Friday December 04 2009 316 PM

To Robinson Andrea LAW

Cc shareholderproposals@sec.gov

Subject William Steiner Rule 14a-8 Proposal AMGN

Ms Andrea Robinson

Associate General Counsel

Amgen Inc AMGN
One Amgen Center Drive

Thousand Oaks CA 91320

805 447-4734

Dear Ms Robinson

The company December 2009 request is not logical in requesting two identical broker letters

except for the signature dates on the letters The rule 14a-8 text submitted on November 262009

contained no retraction of Mr William Steiners recent written commitment of

intend to meet Rule 14a-8 requirements including the continuous ownership of the required stock

value until after the date of the respective shareholder meeting Please let me know on

December 2009 whether there is or is not any further clarification or requirement in the view of

the company

Sincerely

John Chevedden

cc

Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Corporation Finance

Securities and Exchange Commission

William Steiner



From FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Sent Friday December 11 2009 1137 AM
To Robinson Andrea LAW

Subject Re William Steiner Rule 14a-8 Proposal AMGN

Dear Ms Robinson

We are forwarding this attached second broker letter as totally unnecessary accommodation to the

company Please advise Monday whether there are now any rule 14a-8 open items

John Chevedden

cc

William Steiner

Ms Andrea Robinson

Associate General Counsel

Amgen Inc AMGN
One Amgen Center Drive

Thousand Oaks CA 91320

805 447-4734

Dear Ms Robinson

The company December 2009 request is not logical in requesting two identical broker letters

except for the signature dates on the letters The rule 4a-8 text submitted on November 26 2009

cojitained no retraction of Mr William Steiners recent written commitment of

intend to meet Rule 14a-8 requirements including the continuous ownership of the required stock

value until after the date of the respective shareholder meeting Please let me know on

December 2009 whether there is or is not any further clarification or requirement in the view of

the company

Sincerely

John Chevedden

cc

Office of Chief Counsel



Division of Corporation Finance

Securities and Exchange Commission

William Steiner



DISCOUNT BROKERS

DatcU

To whom it may concern

As introducing broker for the account of tJ //IZ.1 jf.viV
account ntflbbMA 0MB Mernorandumljth National Financial Services Corp
as custodiqu DJF Discount Brokers hereby certifies that as of the date of this certification

WlH4..i SI isandhasbccnthebeneficialownerof 300
shares of tJi /nc having held at least two thousand dollars

worth of the abovmentioned security since the following date also having

held at least two thousand dollars worth of the above mentioned security horn at least one

year prior to the date the proposal was submitted to the company

Sincerely

c411
Mark Filiberto

President

DJF Discount Brokers

1951 Marcus Avenue Sutte 04 lake Succcs NY 11042

St6328-26O0 800-69SEASY www.djklls.com Fax 6328-2323



From FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-0746

Sent Friday December 11 2009 1140 AM

To Robinson Andrea LAW

Subject Re William Steiner Rule 14a-8 Proposal AMGN

Dear Ms Robinson

The November 26 2009 text is the only text intended for the defmitive proxy Please advise on

Monday whether there are now any rule 4a-8 open items

John Chevedden

cc William Steiner



JOHN CUE VEDDEN

FSMA 0MB Memorandum M-OT-16

January 19 2011

Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Corporation Finance

Securities and Exchange Commission

100 Street NE
Washington DC 20549

Rule 14a-8 Proposal

Amgen Inca AMGN
Written Consent

William Steiner

Ladies and Gentlemen

This further responds to the January 10 2011 request to avoid this rule 14a-8 proposal

The company is in violation of rule 4a-8 if it wishes to avoid this proposal on the procedural

issue of characteristics of broker letter The company failed to properly notil the proponent

of any procedural issue within the 14-days of the submittal of the original of this proposal on

September 24 2010 which was accompanied by the broker letter According to the company

exhibits the company did not even acknowledge the September 24 2010 rule 14a-8 proposal

within 14-days of its submittal

Having remained silent the company now.demands relief after nearly 4-months The company is

asking for the equivalent of proponent submitting rule 14a-8 proposal 4-months late and

expecting its inclusion in the proxy to be upheld

Rule 14a-8 states emphasis added

Question What if fail to follow one of the eligibility or procedural requirements

explained in answers to Questions through of this section

The company may exclude your proposal but only after it has notified you of the

problem and you have failed adequately to correct it Within 14 calendar days of

receiving your proposal the company must notify you in writing of any procedural

or eligibillty deficiencies as well as of the time frame for your response

The broker letter was prepared under the supervision of Mark Filiberto who signed the letter

Attached is confirming letter from Mark Fiiberto President DiP Discount Brokers from

September 1992 until November 15 2010 Mark Filiberto reviewed and approved the 2011

broker letters that have his signature for Amgen and for other companies

The company did not claim that there is any characteristic issuewith the 2011 broker letter

attached as compared to the 2010 broker letter attached



The company refers to the Apache case which stated This ruling is narrow This court does not

rule on what Chevedden had to submit to comply with rule 14a-8b2 That was another way

of saying that issuers should not cite this decision in no-action requests to the SEC

This is to request that the Securities and Exchange Commission allow the revised resolution to

stand and be voted upon in the 2011 proxy

Sincerely

cc William Steiner

Andrea Robinson robinsonamgen.com



RR Planning Group LTD
1981 t4arus Avenue Suite C114

Lake Success NY 11042

Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Corporation Finance

Securities and Exchange Commission

100 Street NE
Washington DC 20549

Ladies and Gentlemen

Each of the D.JF Discount Brokers letters for Mr William Steiners 2011 rule

14a-8 proposals were prepared under my supervision and signature reviewed

each letter and confirmed each was accurate before authorizing Mr Steiner or

his representative to use each letter

Sincerely

crnt4t c\7
Mark Filiberto

President DJF Discount Brokers from September 1992 until November 15
2010

Mark Filiberto

RR Planning Group LTD



Lr
DISCOUNT BROKERS

Date ii /2tt 2OO

To whom it may concern

As introducing broker ibr the account of 14 //hwi jfrV
accountnfllA 0MB Memorandum MOllldd with National Financial Services Corp

as custodian DIP Discount Brokers hereby certifies that as of the date oftbis certification

WiIam lsandhasbccnthcbeneficialownerof 300
shares of /n. having held at least two thousand dollars

worth of the abovnentioned security since the following date i/f /c9 also having

held at least two thousand dollars worth of the above mentioned scculty from at least one

year prior to the date the proposal was submitted to the company

Sincerely

cU Q/
Mark Filiberto

President

DJF Discount Brokers

1981 Marcus Avenue Suite C114 Lake Succes5 NY 11042

516 328-2600 U0-6%tASY www.djldls.com Fax 516328-2323



DISCOUNT BROKERS

Date 2.Y e17-aIt7

To whom it amy concern

As introducing broker for the account of jAJ vi

account flumbQMA 0MB Memorandum M-O73Id with Nalional Financial Services Ca--
as custodian DiP Discount Brokers hereby certifies that as of the date of this certification

1/ c1si Sert1zc is and has been the beneficial owner of ItO

sliaresof JiAEf IJL-
worth of the above mentioned security since the following date 141 also having

held at least two thousand dollars worth of the above mentioned security from at least one

year prIor to the date the proposal was submitted to the company

11

Sincerely

Mark Filiberto

President

DiP Discount Brokers

1931 Marcus Avenue Suite C114 Lake Success NY 11042

5132-2600 800 95EA5Y www.djfdis.com FaC 516 328-2323



Case 41 0-cv-00076 Document 21 Filed in TXSD on 03/10/10 Page of 30

records Apaches records do not identify the beneficial owners of the shares held in the name of

Cede Co Chevedden argues that Rule 14a-8b2 was satisfied by letter from RTS his

introducing broker IcL Apache argues that Rule 14a-8b2 required Chevedden to prove his

stock ownership by obtaining confirming letter from the DTC or by becoming registered owner

of the shares Apache has moved for declaratory judgment that it may exclude Cheveddens

sharebolderproposal from the r0xymat isebe failedto do either Docket EntryNo 11

Chevedden has responded and asked for declaratory judgment that his proposal met the Rule 14a-

8b2 requirements Docket Entry No l7.1 Apache has replied Docket Entry No 18

Based on the motion response and reply the record and the applicable law this court

grants Apaches motion for declaratory judgment and denies Cheveddens motion The ruling is

narrow This court does not.rule onwhat Chevedden had to submit to comply withRule 14a-8b2

The only ruling is that what Chevedden did submit within the deadThae set under that rule did not

meet its requirements

The reasons for this ruling are explainedbelow

Background

Proof of Securities Ownership

It has been decades since publicly traded companies printed separate
certificates for each

share sold them separately to the individual investors kept track of subsequent sales of the shares

andmaintainedcomPrehenSive lists identifying the shareholders the number ofthe Shares theyheld

and the duration of their ownership Nor are securities certificates any longer traded directly by

brokers on exchanges with the shares recorded in the brokers street name in companys

Atahearing held on FCbTUaIy II Chevedden objected to this cou texercisingpc sonaljus ton over him Docket

Entry No 10 Apache
filed brief on that issue Docket Entry No 12 In his brief on the merits however

Chevedden stated that be is no longer challenging personal jurisdiction Docket Entry No 17



JOhN C1EVDtEN

FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

January 172011

Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Corporation Finance

Securities and Exchange Commission

100 Street NE

Washington DC 20549

Rule 14a-8 Proposal

Amgen Inc AMGN
Written Consent

William Steiner

Ladies and Gentlemen

This further responds to the January 102011 request to avoid this rule 14a-8 proposal

Rule 14a-8 has two key requirements first

In order to be eligible to submit proposal you must have continuously held at least $2000 in

market value or 1% of the companys securities entitled to be voted on the proposal at the

meeting for at least one year by the date you submit the proposal You nnst continue to hold

those securities through the date of the meeting

And second

Your written statement that you intend to continue ownership of the shares through the date of

the companys annual or special meeting

The company argument is addressed to scenario where proponent withdraws his original

proposal and then submits revision of it during the following month

It does not make sense to impose revision penalty on rule l4a-S proposal continuously before

the company revision can provide more updated information for shareholders to consider in

voting at the annual meeting revision can also provide corrections or modifications which can

then result in avoiding the no action process altogether and save the company the effort of the no

action process There is no good reason to discourage revisions

With the use of revisions companies have the benefit of advance notice of rule 14a-8 proposals

It is inconsistent for companies to ask for penalty in return for benefit received

On the other hand companies make frequent use of even untimely revisions in submitting

management opposition statements to proponents Companies even receive automatic waivers

for their late revisions in regard to the rule 14a-8 requirement to give proponents 30-days

advance notice of management opposition statements

Revisions or the root of the word revision is mentioned 50-times in Rule 14a-8 and the

associated Staff Legal Bulletins 14 through l4E Yet there is not one notation that revision

triggers requirement for second broker letter



This is to request
that the Securities and Exchange Commission allow the revised resolution to

stand and be voted upon in the 2011 proxy

Chvedde
cc Wifflain Steiner

Andrea Robinson robinsonamgen.com



Rule 14a-8 Proposal September 242010 November 232010 Revision

Shareholder Action by Written Consent

RESOLVED Shareholders hereby request
thai our board of directors undertake such steps as

may be necessary to permit written consent by shareholders entitled to cast the minimum number

of votes that would be necessary to authorize the action at meeting at which all shareholders

entitled to vote thereon were present and voting to the fullest extent permitted by law

Taking action by written consent in lieu of meeting is means shareholders can use to raise

important matters outside the normal annual meeting cycle study by Harvard professor Paul

Gompers supports the concept that shareholder dis-empowering governance features including

restrictions on shareholder ability to act by written consent are significantly related to reduced

shareholder value

We gave 63%-support to this proposal topic at our 2010 annual meeting

The merit of this Shareholder Action by Written Consent proposal should also be considered in

the context of the need for improvement in our companys reported corporate governance and

management status

The Corporate Library www.thecorporatelibrary.com an independent investment research lIrm

rated our company with High Governance Risk and High Concern in Executive Pay

$15 millionfor CEO Kevin Sharer Discretion was used in determining 2009 cash incentives for

our named executive officers NEO NEO equity grants were sized to approach the 75th

percentile of Peer Group values

There was low CEO ownership guideline
of 5-times base salary instead of 10-times

executive perks such as personal corporate jet use free fmancial planning and the potential of

large golden-parachutes

Six directors had long-tenures of 11 to 23-years three of whom were age 71 to 74 As tenure

increases independence declines These long-tenure directors held of 20 seats on our most

important board committees Rebecca Henderson relatively new director was already

attracting more negative votes than most of our directors and did not own stock after one-year

Our Audit Committee Chair Frank Biondi served on four boards and Mr Sharer served on three

boards overextension concerns Finally our board did not have an independent Lead Director

Mr Sharer allowed no questions at our 2010 annual meeting when the election of directors and

auditors were introduced for voting Mr Sharer boasted that he held 85% of proxies and would

not even allow our audit firmto answer question

Amgen was accused by New York and other states of illegal kickbacks to promote sales of its

anemia drug Aranesp Meanwhile study found certain patients who received Aranesp had about

twice the risk of stroke The lawsuit also said that Aingen invited doctors to weekend retreats

paid for their food and lodging and gave them extra payments as advisers Aingen revenue fell

as Aranesp and Epogen dropped for the fourth straight year after being linked to heart attacks

Please encourage our board to respond positively to this proposal to help improve our companys

governance and perthrmance Shareholder Action by Written Consent Yes on
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Washington D.C 20549

Re Amgen Inc Notice of Intent to Omit Stockholder Proposal from Proxy

Materials Pursuant to Rule 14a-8 Promulgated under the Securities Exchange Act

of 1934 as Amended and Request for No-Action Ruling

Ladies and Gentlemen

Amgen Inc Delaware corporation the Company is filing this letter under

Rule 4a-8j under the Securities and Exchange Act of 1934 as amended the Exchange Act
to notify the Securities and Exchange Commission the Commissionof the Companys

intention to exclude stockholder proposal from the proxy materials for the Companys 2011

Annual Meeting of Stockholders the 2011 Proxy Materials Mr William Steiner the

Proponent naming John Chevedden as his designated representative submitted stockholder

proposal on September 24 2010 the Proposal Subsequently the Proponent submitted new

proposal on November 23 2010 the New Proosa1 copy of the Proponents letter the

Proposal and the New Proposal as well as related correspondence from and to Mr Chevedden

and the Proponent is attached hereto as Exhibit

The Company respectfully requests that the Commissions Division of Corporation

Finance staff thefjnot recommend that enforcement action be taken by the Commission

against the Company if the Company excludes the Proposal and the New Proposal from its

2011 Proxy Materials for the reasons set forth in detail below

Pursuant to Staff Legal Bulletin 4D November 2008 the Company is transmitting

this letter by electronic mail to the Staff at shareholderproposalssec.gov The Company is also

sending copy of this letter to Mr Chevedden at the e-mail address he has provided and to Mr
Steiner at the address provided Pursuant to Rule 4a-8j this letter is being submitted not less

than 80 days before the Company intends to file its definitive 2011 Proxy Materials with the

Commission
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BACKGROUND

On September 24 2010 the Company received the Proposal The Proponent included

broker letter with the Proposal dated September 24 2010 from DJF Discount Brokers the DJF

Letter and instructed that all future communications be directed to Mr John Chevedden As

described below the Company believes the DJF Letter is of questionable veracity and as such

contains incurable defects

On November 23 2010 the Proponent submitted the New Proposal The New Proposal

was not accompanied by documentation establishing that the Proponent had met the eligibility

requirements of Rule 4a-8b1 as of the date the New Proposal was submitted The Company

sent deficiency letter to Mr Chevedden on December 2010 the Deficiency Letter

requesting written statement from the record owner of the Proponents shares verifying that the

Proponent beneficially owned the requisite number of shares of the Company continuously for at

least one year prior to the date of submission of the New Proposal The Deficiency Letter

advised the Proponent that such written statement must be submitted to the Company no later

than 14 calendar days from the date the Deficiency Letter was received Mr Chevedden has

failed to provide broker letter establishing the Proponents ownership as of the submission of

the New Proposal and the 14 day period has long since expired

II GROUNDS FOR EXCLUSION

Rule 14a-8b and 14a-8f The Proponent has Failed to Provide

Verification of Ownership of Company Shares as of the Submission Date

The Proposal may be excluded under Rule 4a-8b2 and Rule 4a-8f1 because the

Proponent has not submitted sufficient written statement verifying that he has held the requisite

level of the Companys securities for at least one year as of the date he submitted the New

Proposal

The Relevant Submission Date is the Date of the New Proposal

Staff Legal Bulletin 14 unequivocally states that if company has received timely

proposal and the shareholder makes revisions to the proposal before the company submits its no-

action request then the company may accept the shareholders revisions SLB 14 Section

E.2 emphasis in original By the Proponents own admission in correspondence and by the

handwritten words November 23 2010 Revision across the New Proposal the New Proposal

constitutes revision of the Proposal In accordance with Staff Legal Bulletin 14 the Company

could have chosen to disregard the New Proposal but decided not to do so As such this Section

II.A focuses only on the legitimacy of the New Proposal

Staff Legal Bulletin 14 contemplates the possibility that changes to an original proposal

are such that the revised proposal is actually different proposal from the original SLB 14

Section E.2 In establishing the scope of the proposal to which changes can be made Rule 4a-

8a is instructive the word proposal as used in this section refers both to your proposal and
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to your corresponding statement in support ofyour proposal if any emphasis added As

such the resolution and supporting statement must be considered as whole to determine

whether the Proponents changes to the Proposal are such that the New Proposal is actually

different proposal from the original

The supporting statement included in the New Proposal contains material changes to the

supporting statement included in the Proposal significantly increasing the length and materially

changing the substance The supporting statement to the Proposal was generic without

specificity as to the Company except for the sentence referring to the Company stockholders

vote on the same stockholder action by written consent proposal submitted for the Companys

2010 Annual Meeting of Stockholders In contrast the supporting statement included in the New

Proposal includes the following new specific references to the Company in support of the

Proponents resolution

the Corporate Librarys governance rating for the Company

concerns regarding CEO benefits and stock ownership guidelines

the tenure and age of the Companys directors

the membershipof the Companys Audit Committee Chair and Mr Kevin Sharer the

Companys Chairman of the Board and Chief Executive Officer on other boards of

directors

allegations as to the conduct of Mr Sharer at the Companys 2010 Annual Meeting of

Stockholders and

the accusations of improper conduct related to the sales of Aranesp product

manufactured and sold by the Company

We submit that these changes from the Proposal to the New Proposal are so material that

the New Proposal should be deemed to be different proposal than the original and therefore

the relevant submission date is the date of the New Proposal

The Proponent has failed to submit proof of ownership as of

November 23 2010 the date he submitted the New Proposal

Rule 4a-8b mandates that in order to be eligible to submit proposal stockholder

must have continuously held at least $2000 or 1% of the companys securities entitled to be

voted on the proposal at the meeting for at least one year by the date stockholder submits

the proposal emphasis added Rule l4a-8b outlines the method by which stockholder that

is not registered holder of the companys shares can validate his or her requisite holdings for

the requisite period The Proponent has failed to submit proof of ownership as of the date he

submitted the New Proposal in accordance with Rule 4a-8b
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Mr Chevedden on behalf of the Proponent has attempted to rely on the DJF Letter dated

September 24 2010 together with the representation on that date that the Proponent intends to

hold such shares through the Companys 2011 Annual Meeting of Stockholders to verify the

Proponents holdings as of the November 232010 submission date of the New Proposal The

Proponents September 24 2010 statement that he intended to continue to hold his shares

through the date of the Companys 2011 Annual Meeting of Stockholders is not sufficient to

demonstrate he has held $2000 or 1% of the Companys shares for one year as of the date he

submitted the New Proposal stockholders statement of intention to continue to hold his

shares until the stockholders meeting is an additional requirement found in Rule 14a-

8b2iiC that is separate from the requirement in Rule l4a-8b to prove his share

ownership as of the date he submitted his proposal As Section C.l.d of Staff Legal Bulletin No
14 makes clear proponent must include his separate statement of intention to continue to hold

his shares after the submission of his proposal regardless of the method the shareholder uses to

prove that he or she continuously owned the securities for period of one year as of the time the

shareholder submits the proposal

Moreover in meeting his burden to prove his share ownership as of the date he submitted

his proposal Staff Legal Bulletin No 14 requires precision in the Proponents proof with respect

to the dates involvedSection C.l.c.3 reads as follows

If shareholder submits his or her proposal to the company on June does

statement from the record holder verifying that the shareholder owned the

securities continuously for one year as of May 30 of the same year demonstrate

sufficiently continuous ownership of the securities as of the time he or she submitted

the proposal

No shareholder must submit proof from the record holder that the shareholder

continuously owned the securities for period of one year as of the time the shareholder

submits the proposal

Therefore it follows that broker letter dated September 24 2010 is insufficient to verify

that the Proponent continuously owned the Companys securities for period of one year as of

November 23 2010 The gap in time between submission of the Proposal with the DJF Letter on

September 24 2010 and the submission of the New Proposal on November 23 2010 without

any proof of ownership cannot be closed without affirmative verification of the Proponents

share ownership as of the submission date of the New Proposal Neither Mr Chevedden nor the

Proponent has ever provided any evidence of the Proponents required share ownership as of the

November 23 2010 submission date of the New Proposal

Rule 14a-8b and 14a-8t The Proponent has Failed to Provide Sufficient

Documentary Support From the Record Holder of the Companys Shares

Even if the Staff disagrees that the relevant submission date is November 23 2010 the

Proposal may be excluded under Rule 4a-8b2 and Rule 4a-8f because the Proponent
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has not submitted sufficient written statement verifying that he has held the requisite level of

the Companys securities for at least one year as of the date the Proposal was submitted The

Proponent carries the burden of proving that he has satisfied the ownership requirements of

Rule 14a-8b1 SLB 14 Section C.1 .c the shareholder is responsible for proving his or

her eligibility to submit proposal to the company. To carry this burden pursuant to Rule

4a-8b2 the Staff requires the stockholder to submit an affirmative written statement that

specifically verifies that the stockholder owned the securities SLB 14 Section .c.2

For the following reasons the Company believes that for purposes of Rule 14a-8b the

DJF Letter does not constitute an affirmative written statement from the record holder of the

Companys shares that specifically verifies the Proponents ownership

The entity that issued the original form of ownership certificateDJF Discount

Brokersno longer exists as an independent brokerage As previously reported in

press releases Muriel Siebert Co acquired the retail brokerage accounts of DIF

Discount Brokers on October 13 2010 between the September 24 2010 date of the

DJF Letter and the November 23 2010 date of the New Proposal As such not only

is the Company unable to validate the contents of the DJF Letter but the Proponent

has refused to provide evidence of ownership eligibility as of the date of the New

Proposal subsequent to the acquisition of DJF Discount Brokers retail brokerage

accounts

careful inspection of the DJF Letter additionally reveals characteristics which has

caused the Company to further question its veracity In particular the DIP Letter as

submitted is preprinted form that included handwritten changes that were not

initialed by the signatory Le the typed word Corp had been stricken by hand and

the letters LLC were inserted by hand thus leaving the Company without an

indication of whether DIP Discount Brokers the Proponent or Mr Chevedden

himself made the handwritten change

The handwriting used to populate the blanks included in the form is not consistent

throughout the DIP Letter The handwriting used to insert numeral 24 in the date is

not consistent with the numerals written in the remainder of the document

Specifically the does not match the handwriting used to write 2010 in the date

line and the does not match the handwriting used to write 7/9/04 in the last

blank Moreover it is noted that the 24 and Sept inserted in the DIP Letter

matches the handwriting of Mr Chevedden the Proponents appointed representative

The inconsistent handwriting suggests that Mr Chevedden took pre-signed blank

formletter provided by DIP Discount Brokers at some unspecified date in the past

and filled in the relevant information before submitting the Proposal to the Company

See e.g http//www.thestreet.com/story/l 0887554/muriel-siebert-amp-co-inc-acquires-retail-accounts-of-djf-

discount-brokerage-a-division-of-rampr-planning-group-ltd.html Although the cited press release refers to the

acquisition of the retail brokerage accounts ofDJF Discount Brokerage the Company has reason to believe the

reference is to the same DJF Discount Brokers that supplied the DJF Letter as both DJF Discount Brokerage in the

press release and DJF Discount Brokers on its letterhead are referred to as Lake Success NY-based businesses
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Recent proposals submitted by stockholders naming Mr Chevedden as their

designated representative demonstrate similar pattern of using form letters from

DJF Discount Brokers containing inconsistent handwriting See e.g Bristol-Myers

Squibb Company December 30 2010 American Express December 17 2010
Verizon Communications Inc December 17 2010 These precedent broker letters

are attached hereto as Exhibit for reference

Mr Mark Filibertos signature on the DJF Letter renders it unreliable because the

DJF Letter was not submitted by person independent from the Proponent

Rule 14a-8b before it was rewritten in more plain English format required that

the proof of share ownership be submitted by record owner or an independent third

party See Rule 14a-8b 1997 The Commissions 1998 amendments to Rule 14a-

were not intended to change this part of Rule 4a-8 See Securities Exchange Act

Release No 40018 13 May 21 1998 Unless specifically indicated otherwise

none of these revisions recast Rule 4a-8 into more plain English format are

intended to signal change in our current interpretations. Mr Filiberto submitted

stockholder proposal to the Company for the Companys 2009 Annual Meeting of

Stockholders in his own name and appointed Mr Chevedden as his representative

and thus is not independent from Mr Chevedden Finally in addition to the fact that

the Proponent supplied pre-typed and apparently pre-signed fill-in-the-blank form

as proof of ownership the presence of handwriting belonging to Mr Chevedden who

is clearly not independent from the Proponent as his designated representative

renders the DJF Letter unreliable as proof of the Proponents ownership

Considering these factors as whole the Proponents submission of the DJF Letter does

not satisfy the Proponents burden to submit an affirmative statement specifically verifying the

Proponents ownership of the Companys shares as required by Rule 4a-8b2 The question

of baseline standard for valid broker letters was recently addressed by Judge Lee Rosenthal

of the United States District Court South em District of Texas In Apache Chevedden Judge

Rosenthal noted that an expansive reading of what qualifies as valid broker letter under

Rule 14a-8b2 would require companies to accept any letter purporting to come from an

introducing broker that names DTC participating member with position in the company

regardless of whether the broker was registered or the letter raised questions Apache 696

Supp 2d 723 740 emphasis in original Judge Rosenthal went on to state that such

interpretation would require stockholder to obtain letter from self-described introducing

broker even if there are valid reasons to believe the letter is unreliable as evidence of the

shareholders eligibility Id

In this instance when considered together with the letters received by several other

companies during the same timeframe see Exhibit no reasonable jury could conclude that

the DIP Letter constitutes reliable evidence of the Proponents eligibility Accordingly the

Proponent has not specifically verified that he has held the requisite level of the Companys

securities for at least one year as of the date the Proposal was submitted
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Rule 14a-8b1 and 14a-8f2 The Proponent has Failed to Hold the

Companys Securities Through the Date of the Companys Annual Meeting

of Stockholders

The Proposal may be excluded under Rule 4a-8b1 and Rule 4a-8f2 because the

Proponent has failed to hold at least $2000 in market value or 1% of the Companys securities

entitled to be voted on the Proposal through the date of the Companys 2011 Annual Meeting of

Stockholders

The Commission has long emphasized that stockholder proposals should not be used to

achieve personal ends which are not necessarily in the common interest of the issuers

securityholders generally Exchange Act Release No 34-4385 November 1984 In 1976

the Commission began to require that the proponent of stockholder proposal own voting

security at the time he submits his proposal and he must continue to own that security through

the date on which the meeting is held Exchange Act Release No 34-12999 November 22

1976 At this time the Commission also provided for two-year exclusion penalty for

violation of the holding requirement noting that purpose of this latter provision is to

assure that the proponent will maintain an investment interest in the issuer through the meeting

date Id At present Rule 14a-8b1 requires stockholder to continuously hold at least

$2000 in market value or 1% of the companys securities entitled to be voted on the proposal at

the meeting for at least one year by the date stockholder submit the proposal

stockholder must continue to hold those securities through the date of the meeting

The Company has concluded that the Proponent has failed to hold at least $2000 in

market value or 1% of the Companys securities entitled to vote on the Proposal through the

date of the Companys 2011 Annual Meeting of Stockholders On November 23 2010 the

Proponent submitted the New Proposal The Company requested that the Proponent demonstrate

his continued ownership of the requisite level of Company securities in support of the New

Proposal on multiple occasions as evidenced by the correspondence attached hereto as

Exhibit but the Proponent has failed to respond with any such evidence

The Proponents inability or unwillingness to provide an updated broker letter in
support

of the New Proposal led the Company to conclude that the Proponent has failed to continue to

hold the requisite amount of Company securities particularly in light of the Companys previous

interaction with the Proponent and renders the Proponent ineligible to include the Proposal or

the New Proposal in the 2011 Proxy Materials In 2009 the Proponent submitted proposal

with ownership verification on November 182009 and new proposal without ownership

verification on November 26 2009 In response to the new proposal the Company responded

with message substantially similar to that sent to the Proponent in response to the New

Proposal However in response to the Companys correspondence in 2009 the Proponent

provided an updated broker letter on December 11 2009 Correspondence from 2009 is attached

hereto as Exhibit As result of the questionable veracity of the DJF Letter as described above

and the Proponents refusal to provide broker letter in November or December 2010 the

Proponent has failed to demonstrate that he continues to hold at least $2000 in market value or

1% of the Companys shares
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As described above stock ownership has been viewed as guard against the potential

abuses of Rule 14a-8 throughout the evolution of the rule Without ownership and holding

requirements and the ability to verify such requirements with degree of certainty proponents

are free to promote their self .motivated agenda without regard for any economic stake or

investment interest in the corporation Certainly rule without enforcement eviscerates the

purpose of the rule This is especially true in the current instance where the Company has

described in detail valid reasons to believe the letter is unreliable as evidence of the

shareholders eligibility

III CONCLUSION

Based upon the foregoing analysis the Company hereby respectfully requests that the

Staff confirm that it will not recommend enforcement action if the Proposal and the New

Proposal are excluded from the Companys 2011 Proxy Materials We would be happy to

provide any additional information and answer any questions that the Staff may have regarding

this submission

If we can be of any further assistance in this matter please do not hesitate to contact me

at 714 540-1235 or by electronic mail at charles.ruck@lw.com Please acknowledge receipt of

this letter by return electronic mail Thank you for your attention to this matter

Sincerely

Charles Ruck

of Latham Watkins LLP

cc John Chevedden

William Steiner

Andrea Robinson Amgen Inc
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William Steiner

FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16 HSMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Mr Kevin Sharer

Chairman of the Board

Aingen Inc AMON
Aingen Center Dr

Thousand Oaks CA 91320

Dear Mr Sharer

submit my attached Rule 14a-8 proposal in support of the long-term performance of our

company My proposal is for the next annual shareholder meeting Intend to meet Rule 14a-8

requirements eluding The continuous ownership ofthe required stock value until after the date

of the respective shareholder meeting My submitted format with the shareholder-supplied

emphasis is intended to be used for definitive prosy publication This is my proxy forJohn

Chevedden and/or his designee to forward this Rule 14a-8 proposal to the company and to act on

my behalf regarding this Rule 14a-S proposal and/or modification of it for the forthcoming

shareholder meeting beforc during and after the forthcoming shareholder meeting Please direct

all Mum communications regard lug my rule 14a-8 proposal to John Chevedden

FISMA 0MB Memorandum MO7-16 FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

to facilitate prompt and verifiable comniunicatkms Please identf this proposal as myproposal

exclusively

This letter does not cover proposals that are not rule 14a-8 proposals This letter does not grant

the power to vote

Your consideration and the consideration ofthe Board of Directors is appreciated in support of

the long-term performance of our company Please acknowledge receipt of myproposal

promptly by email to FISMA 0MB Memorandum M07-16

Sincerely

WL- 4- IC
William Steiner l3ate

ce
Andrea Robinson rotnnsonamgen corn

FX 815447-1010

EX 805-4994751



Rule i4a-8 Proposal September 24 20lO

to be assigned by the company Share older Action by Written Consent

RESOLVED Shareholders hereby request that our board of directors undertake such steps as

may be necessary to permit written consent by shareholders entitled to cast the minimum number

of votes that would be necessary to authorize the action at meeting at which all shareholders

entitled to vote thereon were present and voting to the fullest extent permitted by law

Taking action by written consent in lieu of meeting is means shareholders can use to raise

important matters outside the normal annual meeting cycle study by Harvard professor Paul

Gompers supports the concept that shareholder dis-empowering governance features including

restrictions on shareholder ability to act by writtei consent are significantly related to reduced

shareholder value

We gave 63%-support to this proposal topic at our 2010 annual meeting

The merit of this Shareholder Action by Written Consent proposal should also be considered in

the context of the need for improvement in our companys 2010 reported corporate governance

status

Please encourage our board to respond positively to this proposal to enable shareholder action by

written consent Yes on to be assigned by the eompany.j

Notes

WifliathtaiaO4B Memorandum M-07-16 FISMA 0MB MemoranSpoMrl this proposal

Please note that the title of the proposal is part of the proposal

This proposal is believed to conform with Staff Legal Bulletin No 14B CFSeptember 15

2004 including emphasis added
Accordingly going forward we believe that it would not be appropriate for

companies to exclude supporting statement language and/or an entire proposal in

reliance on rule 14a-8l3 in the following circumstances

the company objects to factual assertions because they are not supported

the company objects to factual assertions that while not materially false or

misleading may be disputed or countered

the company objects to factual assertions because those assertions may be

interpreted b.y shareholders in manner that is unfavorable to the company its

directors or its officers and/or

the company objects to statements because they represent the opinion of the

shareholder proponent or referenced source but the statements are not

identified specifically as such
We belIeve that it Is approprIate under rule 14a-8 for companies to address

these objections in their statements of opposition

See also Sun Microsystems inc July 21 2005
Stock will be held until after the annual meeting and the proposal will be presented at the annual

meeting Please acknowledge this proposal promptly by email 0MB Memorandum M-07-1$



Date 1tX7

To whom it may concern

DISCOUNT BROKERS

As introducing broker for the account of 41

account nL1flh1SMA 0MB Memorandum M-O7-theld with National Financial Services _LI_._

as custodian DJF Discount Brokers hereby certifies that as of the date of this certification

11ifa41 SØj2c is and has been the beneficial owner of

shares of 9ri\ ii tJ having held at least two thousand dollars

worth of the above mentioned security since the following date o4 also having

held at least two thousand dollars worth of the above mentioned security from at least one

year prior to the date the proposal was submitted to the company

Sincerely

Mark Filiberto

President

DJF Disc.ount Brokers

1981 Marcus Avenue Suite C114 Lake Success NY 11012

516 328 2600 800 595 EASY ww d1ldis com Fai 516 328 2323



FISMA cFT9mrorandum M-07-16 FISMA 0MB Mnorandum M-07-16

To Robinson Andrea LAW robinsonamgen.com

Subject Rule 14a-8 Proposal Revision AMGN

Dear Ms Robinson

Please see the attached Rule 14a-8 Proposal Revision

Sincerely

John Chevedden

cc William Steiner



William Steiner

FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16 FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Mr Kevin Sharer

Chairman of the board

Aregen Inc AMGN tsJDVl ri Kvf/â
lAmgenCenterDr
Thousand Oaks CA 91320

Dear Mr Shsrer

submit myattached Rule 14a-8 proposal in support of the long-term performance of our

compmy My roposal is for the next animal shareholder meeting Intend to mect Bide 14a-8

requirements including the confinuuus ownership of the required stock vuIua until after the date

of the respective shareholder meetiug My submitted format with the shurelwider-aupplied

nphasis is intended to be used for dnitive proxy publication This is my proxy for John

Chevedden ancVor his designee to forward this B.ule 14a4 proposal to the company and to act on

my behalf regarding this Rule 14.8 proposal tardier modification of it for the forthcoming

shareholder meeting before1 during and after the forthcoming shareholder meeting Please direct

all future ecrunmelcations reaardinz mv rule 14a-8 trocosal to John Chevedden

FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

to facilitate promptand verifiable communications Please idcntifj this proposal as my proposal

exclusively

This Jotter does not cover proposals that are not nile 14a-8 prcposals This letter does not grant

the powe ovote

Your coniden4ion and the ideralion of the Round of Directors is appreciated insuppurt of

the iong-terinperfirmanceofourcompany Please acknowledge receipt of my proposal

PiP1Pt1Y by emm1 OSMA 0MB Memorandum MU7-16

Sincerely

14iL- ________
William Steiner l5ate

cc
Andrea Robinson robiosonamgen.com
FX O5447-I0iO

FX 805499-675



Rule 14a- Proposal September24 2010 November 232010 Revision

Shareholder Action by Written Consent

RESOLVED Shareholders hereby request that our board of directors undertake such steps as

may be necessary to permit written consent by shareholders entitled to cast the minimum number

of votes that would be necessary to authorize the action at meeting at which all shareholders

entitled to vote thereon were present and voting to the fullest extent permitted by law

Taking action by written consent in lieu of meeting is means shareholders can use to raise

important matters outside the normal annual meeting cycle study by Harvard professor Paul

Gompers supports the concept that shareholder di s-empowering governance features including

restrictions on shareholder ability to act by written consent are significantly related to reduced

shareholder value

We gave 63%-support to this proposal topic at our 2010 annual meeting

The merit of this Shareholder Action by Written Consent proposal should also be considered in

the context of the need for improvement in our companys reported corporate governance and

management status

The Corporate Library www.theeorporatelibrarv.com an independent investment research firm

rated our company with High Governance Risk and High Concern in Executive Pay

$15 million for CEO Kevin Sharer Discretion was used in determining 2009 cash incentives for

our named executive officers NEO NEO equity grants were sized to approach the 75th

percentile of Peer Group values

There was low CEO ownership guideline of 5-times base salary instead of 10-times

executive perks such as personal corporate jet use free financial planning and the potential of

large golden-parachutes

Six directors had long-tenures of 11 to 23-years three of whom were age 71 to 74 As tenure

increases independence declines These long-tenure directors held of 20 seats on our most

important board committees Rebecca Henderson relatively new director was already

attracting more negative votes than most of our directors and did not own stock after one-year

Our Audit Committee Chair Frank Biondi served on four boards and Mr Sharer served on three

boards overextension concerns Finally our board did not have an independent Lead Director

Mr Sharer allowed no questions at our 2010 annual meeting when the election of directors and

auditors were introduced for voting Mr Sharer boasted that he held 85% of proxies and would

not even allow our audit firm to answer question

Aingen was accused by New York and other states of illegal kickbacks to promote sales of its

anemia drug Aranesp Meanwhile study found certain patients who received Aranesp had about

twice the risk of stroke The lawsuit also said that Amgen invited doctors to weekend retreats

paid for their food and lodging and gave them extra payments as advisers Amgen revenue fell

as Aranesp and Epogen dropped for the fourth straight year after being linked to heart attacks

Please encourage our board to respond positively to this proposal to help improve our companys

governance and performance Shareholder Action by Written Consent Yes on



Notes

WilwSteiecMemorandum M-07-16 FISMA 0MB MemorOltluSDrCp0S8l

Please note that the title of the proposal is part of the proposal

to be assigned by the company

This proposal is believed to conform with Staff Legal Bulletin No 14B CF September 15

2004 including emphasis added

Accordingly going forward we believe that it would not be appropriate for

companies to exclude supporting statement language and/or an entire proposal in

reliance on rule 14a-8l3 in the following circumstances

the company objects to factual assertions because they are not supported

the company objects to factual assertions that while not materially false or

misleading may be disputed or countered

the company objects to factual assertions because those assertions may be

interpreted by shareholders in manner that is unfavorable to the company its

directors or its officers and/or

the company objects to statements because they represent the opinion of the

shareholder proponent or referenced source but the statements are not

identified specifically as such

We believe that it is appropriate under rule 14a-8 for companies to address

these objections in their statements of opposition

See also Sun Microsystems Inc July 212005
Stock will be held until after the annual meeting and the proposal will be presented at the annual

meeting Please acknowledge this proposa1ipvumptiyrt4um M-07-16 FISMA Or4B Memorandum M-07-16



From Robinson Andrea LAW

Sent Thursday December 02 2010 152 PM
FISMflFDDMB Memorandum M-07-16 FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Cc Ghio Gabrielle LAW

Subject Amgen Rule 14a-8 Proposal

Attachments document20l 0-12-02-1 33842.pdf

Dear Mr Chevedden

Please find attached letter in response to your second Rule 14a-8 proposal

Thank you

Sincerely

Andrea Robinson

Assistant Secretary and Associate General Counsel
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December 2010

BY UNITED PARCEL SERVICE AND BY EMAIL

John Chevedden

FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Re Rule 4a-8 Proposal

Dear Mr Chevedden

We are in receipt of second Rule 4a-8 proposal submitted by Mr William Steiner for

inclusion in Arngen Inc.s 2011
proxy statement This notice is to inform you that Mr Steiners

submission fails to meet certain procedural requirements under Rule 14a-8 promulgated under

the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 as amended the Exchange Act by the Securities and

Exchange Commission SEC Mr Steiner has an opportunity to cure the deficiencies as

described below

Rule 4a-8c under the Exchange Act provides that each stockholder may submit no

more than one proposal for particular stockholders meeting Mr Steiner submitted proposal

titled Shareholder Action by Written Consent dated September 17 2010 the September

Proposal and submitted second proposal titled Shareholder Action by Written Consent on

November 23 2010 the November Proposal in violation of this rule There are differences in

the wording of the two proposals in order to remedy this procedural defect Mr Steiner must

revise the submission to include only one proposal If it is Mr Steiners intention to replace the

September Proposal with the November Proposal Mr Steiner must inform the company that he

is withdrawing the September Proposal

In addition if Mr Steiners intention is to replace the September Proposal with the

November Proposal Mr Steiner must establish eligibility to submit proposal under Rule 4a-S

at the time the November Proposal was submitted Mr Steiner provided statement from DJF

Discount Brokers dated September24 2010 which supported the September Proposal

However Mr Steiner has not provided an updated statement i.e dated on or after November

23 2010 establishing his eligibility to submit the November Proposal In order to submit

proposal Rule 14a-8b requires the stockholder to have continuously held at least 2000 in

market value or 1% of the companys securities entitled to be voted on the proposal at the

meeting for at least one year by the date the stockholder submits the proposal Rule l4a-8b2

requires among other things the submission ofi written statement from the record
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holder of the securities usually broker or bank verifying that at the time the proposaL was

submitted the stockholder continuously held the shares for at least one year or copy of

Schedule 3D Schedule 130 Form Form and or Form or amendments to those

documents or updated foims filed with the SEC reflecting ownership of the shares as of or

before the
one-year eligibility period

If Mr Steiner wishes to withdraw the November Proposal no additional verification of

Mr Steiners ownership of Amgera securities is required

This letter constitutes the companys notification to the stockholder proponent of the

procedural deficiencies in the submission pursuant to the requirements of Rule 14a-8f Due to

the deficiencies outlined above the company will exclude one or both of the September Proposal

and the November Proposal from the upcoming proxy statement unless the deficiencies are cured

and Mr Steiner follows the procedures set forth in Rule 14a-8fXl The response must be

postmarked or transmitted electronically no later than 14 calendar days from the dale you receive

this notice Accordingly if no response curing the deficiencies is postmarked or transmitted

electronically within 14 calendar days or the response does not actually cure the deficiencies the

company will exclude one or both of the September Proposal and the November Proposal from

the proxy materials copy of Rule 14a-8 has been included with this letter for further

clarification

Although the proposals may not be included in the proxy statement unless the

deficiencies are cured we do appreciate your interest in the companys policies Additionally

even if the procedural defects are cured The company reserves the right to exclude your

proposals on other grounds specified in Rule 14a- We are always open to conversation about

our practices and we welcome you to contact us if you have further inquiries All such inquiries

and any further responses concerning this matter should be directed to the undersigned

Very truly yours

Ait
Andrea Robinson

Assistant Secretary and Associate General Counsel

Enclosure

cc William Steiner via United Parcel Service



Rule 14a-8 -- Proposas of Security Holders

This section addresses when company must include sharehokiers proposal in its proxy statement

and Identify the proposal in its form of proxy when the company holds an annual or spedal meebng of

shareholders in summary in order to have your shareholder proposal Included on companys proxy

card and included along with any supporting statement In Its proxy statement you must be eligible

and follow certain procedures Under few specific circumstances the company is permitted to

exclude your proposal but only after submitting Its reasons to the Commission We structured this

section In question-and- answer format so that it Is easier to understand The references to you
are to shareholder seeking to submIt the proposal

Question What is proposal shareholder proposal is your recommendation or

requirement that the company and/or its board of directors take action which you intend to

present at meeting of the companys shareholders Your proposal should state as dearly as

possible the course of action that you believe the company should follow If your proposal Is

placed on the companys proxy card the company must also provide in the form of proxy

means for shareholders to specify by boxes choice between approval or disapproval or

abstention Unless otherwise Indicated the word proposal as used In this section refers both

to your proposal and to your corresponding statement in support of your proposal If any

Question Who is eligible to submit proposal and how do demonstrate to the company
that am eligible

In order to be eligible to submit proposal you must have continuously held at least

$2000 in market value or 1% of the companys securities entitled to be voted on the

proposal at the meeting for at least one year by the date you submit the proposal You

must continue to hold those securities through the date of the meeting

If you are the registered holder of your securities which means that your name

appears In the companys records as Shareholder the company can verify your

eligibility on Its own although you will still have to provide the company with written

statement that you Intend to continue to hold the securities through the date of the

meeting of shareholders However if like many shareholders you are not registered

holder the company likely does not know that you are shareholder or how many

shares you own In this case at the time you submit your proposal you must prove

your eligibility to the company in one of two ways

The first way is to submit to the company written statement from the

record holder of your securities usually broker or bank verifying that at

the time you submitted your proposal you continuously held the securities for

at least one year You must also Include your own written statement that you

intend to continue to hold the securities through the date of the meeting of

shareholders or

II The second way to prove ownership applies only if you have filed Schedule

gujftj Form m14 and/or Form or amendments to those

documents or updated forms reflecting your ownership of the shares as of or

before the date on which the one-year eligibility period begins If you have

filed one of these documents with the SEC you may demonstrate your

eligibility by submitting to the company

copy of the schedule and/or form and any subsequent amendments

reporting change in your ownership level

Your written statement that you continuously held the required

number of shares fr the one-year period as of the date of the

statement and



Your written statement that you Intend to continue ownership of the

shares through the date of the companys annual or special meeting

Question How many proposals may submit Each shareholder may submit no more than

one proposal to company for particular shareholders meeting

Question How long can my proposal be The proposal including any accompanying

supporting statement may not exceed 500 words

QuestIon What is the deadline for submitting proposal

If you are submitting your proposal for the companys annual meeting you can in

most cases find the deadline in last years proxy statement However If the company
did not hold an annual meeting last year or has changed the date of its meeting for

this year more than 30 days from last years meeting you can usually find the

deadline in one of the companys quarterly reports on gm 10O or in shareholder

reports of Investment companies under Slile of this chapter of the

Investment Company Act of 1940 In order to avoid controversy shareholders should

submit their proposals by means IncludIng electronic means that permit them to

prove the date of delivery

The deadline is calculated In the follOwing marmer If the proposal Is submitted for

regularly scheduled annual meeting The proposal must be received at the companys

principal executive offices not lest than 120 calendar days before the date of the

companys proxy statement released to shareholders In connection with the previous

yeaes annual meeting However If the company did not hold an annual meeting the

prevIous year or if the date of this year.s annual meeting has been changed by more

than 30 days from the date of the previous years meeting then the deadline Is

reasonable time before the company begins to print and send Its proxy materials

If you are submitting your proposal for meeting of shareholders other than

regularly scheduled annual meeting the deadline is reasonable time before the

company begIns to print and send its proxy materials

QuestIon What if fail to follow one of the elIgibility or procedural requirements explained In

answers to Questions through of this section

The company may exclude your proposal but only after it has notified you of the

problem and you have failed adequately to correct it Within 14 calendar days of

receiving your proposal the company must notify you in writing of any procedural or

eligibility deficiencies as well as of the time frame for your response Your response

must be postmarked or transmitted electronically no later than 14 days from the

date you received the companys notification company need not provide you such

notice of deficiency if the deficiency cannot be remedied such as if you fail to Submit

proposal by the companys properly determined deadline If the company Intends to

exclude the proposal It will later have to make submission under Rule 14a-8 and

provide you with copy under QuestIon 10 below Rule 14a-8j

If you fail in your promise to hold the required number of securities through the date

of the meeting of shareholders then the company will be permitted to exdude all of

your proposals from its proxy materials for any meeting held in the following two

calendar years

Question Who has the burden of persuading the Commission or its staff that my proposal

can be excluded Except as otherwise noted the burden is on the company to demonstrate

that it is entitled to exclude proposal

Question Must appear personally at the shareholders meeting to present the proposal



1ther you or your representative who is qualified under state law to present the

proposal on your behalf must attend the meeting to present the proposal Whether

you attend the meeting yourself or send qualified representative to the meeting in

your place you should make sure that you or your representative follow the proper

state law procedures for attending the meeting and/or presenting your proposal

If the company holds it sharehoWer meeting in whole or in part via electronic media

and the company permits you or your representative to present your proposal via such

media then you may appear through electronic media rather than traveling to the

meeting to appear in person

If you or your qualified representative fall to appear and present the proposal without

good cause the company will be permitted to exclude all of your proposals from Its

proxy materials for any meetIngs held in the foHowrng two calendar years

Question If have complied with the procedural requirements on what other bases may

company rely to exclude my proposal

Improper under state law If the proposal is not proper subject for action by

shareholders under the laws of the jurisdiction of the companys organization

Note to paragraph i1
Depending on the subject matter some proposals are not considered proper under

state law If they would be binding on the company if approved by shareholders In our

experience most proposals that are cast as recommendations or requests that the

board of directors take specified action are proper under state law Accordingly we will

assume that proposal drafted as recommendaticm or suggestion is proper unless

the company demonstrates othetwise

ViolatIon of law If the proposal would if Implemented cause the company to violate

any state federal or foreign law to which it is subject

Note to paragraph 02
Note to paragraph l2 We will not apply this basis for exduslon to permit exclusion

of proposal on grounds that it would violate foreign law if compliance with the

foreign law could result in violation of any state or federal law

Violation of proxy rules If the proposal or supporting statement is contrary to any of

the Commissions proxy rules including Rule 142 which prohIbits materially false or

misleadIng statements in proxy soltcwng materials

Personal grievance special interest If the proposal relates to the redress of

personal claim or grievance against the company or any other person or if it is

designed to result in benefit to you or to further personal Interest which Is not

shared by the other shareholders at large



Relevance If the proposal relates to operations which account for less than percent

of the companys total assets at the end of its most recent fiscal year and for less

than percent of Its net earning sand gross sales for its most recent fiscal year and is

not otherwise significantly related to the companys business

Absence of power/authority If the company would lack the power or authority to

implement the proposal

Management functions If the proposal deals with matter relating to the companys
ordinary business operations

Relates to election If the proposal relates to nomination or an election for

membership on the companys board of directors or analogous governing body or

procedure for suth nomlnatlofl or election

Conflicts with companys proposal If the proposal directly conflicts with one of the

companys own proposals to be submitted to shareholders at the same meeting

Note to paragraph I9
Note to paragraph i9 compays submission to the Commission under this

section should specify the points of conflict with the companys proposal

10 Substantially Implemented If the company has already substantIally implemented the

proposal

11 DuplIcation If the proposal substantially duplicates another proposal previously

submitted to the coflipany by another proponent that will be Included In the companys

proxy materials for the same meeting

12 Resubmlssions If the proposal deals with substantially the same subject matter as

another proposal or proposals that has or have been previously induded in the

companys proxy materials within the preceding calendar years company may
exclude it from its proxy materials for any meeting held within calendar years of the

last time It was included if the proposal received

Less than 3% of the vote if proposed once within the preceding calendar

years

ii Less than 5% of the vote on its last submission to shareholders if proposed

twice previously within the preceding calendar years or

iii Less than 10% of the vote on its last submission to shareholders if proposed

three times or more previously within the preceding calendar years and

13 Specific amount of dividends the proposal relates to specific amounts of cash or

stock dividends

Question 10 What procedures must the company follow If It Intends to exclude my proposal

If the company intends to exclude proposal from Its proxy materials It must file its

reasons with the Commission no later than 80 calendar days before it files its

definitive proxy statement and form of proxy with the Commission- The company must



simultaneously provide you with copy of its submission The Commission staff may

permit the company to make its submission later than 80 days before the company
files its definitive proxy statement and form of proxy if the company demonstrates

good cause for missing the deadline

The company must file six paper copies of the following

The proposal

ii An explanation of why the company believes that it may exclude the proposal

which should if possible refer to the most recent applicable authority such as

prior Division letters issued under the rule and

lii supporting opinion of counsel when such reasons are based on matters of

state or foreign law

QuestIon 11 May submit my own statement to the Commission responding to the companys

arguments

Yes you may submit response but it is not required You should try to submit any response

to us with copy to the company as soon as possible after the company makes its

submission This way the Commission staff will have time to consider fully your submission

before it issues its response You should submit six paper copies of your response

Question 12 the company Includes my shareholder proposal in its proxy materials what

Information about me must It Include along wIth the proposal itself

The companys proxy statement must include your name and address as well as the

number of the companys voting securities that you hold However Instead of

providing that information the company may instead lndude statement that it will

provide the Information to shareholders promptly upon receiving an oral or written

request

The company Is not responsible for the contents of your proposal or supporting

statement

Question 13 What can do if the company Includes In its proxy statement reasons why It

believes shareholders should not vote in favor of my proposal and disagree with some of its

statements

The company may elect to include in its proxy statement reasons why it believes

shareholders should vote against your proposal The company Is allowed to make

arguments reflecting Its own point of view just as you may express your own point of

view in your proposals supporting statement

However if you believe that the companys opposition to your proposal contains

materially false or misleading statements that may violate our anti- fraud rule

you should promptly send to the Commission staff and the company letter

explaining the reasons fr your view aiang with copy of the companys statements

opposing your proposal To the extent possible your letter should include specific

factual Information demonstrating the Inaccuracy of the companys claims Time

permitting you may wish to try to work out your differences with the company by

yourself before contacting the Commission staff

We require the company to send you copy of its statements opposing your proposal

before it sends its proxy materials so that you may brine to our attention any

materially false or misleading statements under the following timeframes



If our no-action response requires that you make revisions to your proposal or

supporting statement as conditron to requiring the company to include it in

its proxy materials then the company must provIde you with copy of its

opposition statements no later than calendar days alter the company
receives copy of your revised proposal or

In alt other cases the company must provide you with copy of its opposition

statements no later than 30 calendar days before its files definitive copies of

Its proxy statement and form of proxy under



FISMA fXflt5morandum M-07-16 HSMA 0MB Medorandum MO7-16

Sent Friday December 03 2010 300 PM

To Robinson Andrea LAW

Subject Rule 14a-8 Proposal AMGN

Dear Ms Robinson The enclosure with the company December 2010 letter is not consistent

with the letter The enclosure of Rule 14a-8 Proposals of Security Holders refers to making

revision However the enclosure does not state that such revision constitutes two proposals

Will the company withdraw the enclosure in order to have consistent letter

Sincerely

John Chevedden

cc William Steiner



From Robinson Andrea LAW

Sent Friday December 03 2010 345 PM

morandum M-Th6 FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Subject RE Rule 14a-8 Proposal AMGN

Dear Mr Chevedden

The enclosure which is courtesy copy of Rule 14a-8 specifies in Question page that Each shareholder may

submit no more than one proposal to company for particular shareholders meeting The only revision discussed

in these rules is revision under Question 13 thereto which is limited to revisions required by the Securities and

Exchange Commission as result of no-action response from the Securities and Exchange Commission requiring

stockholder proponent to revise stockholder proposal or supporting statement as condition to requiring the

company to include it in its proxy materials

Sincerely

Andrea Robinson

Assistant Secretary and Associate General Counsel



FISvFJODB Memorandum M-07-16 f9SMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Date December 2010 64425 PM PST

To Robinson Andrea LAW robinsonamgen.com

Subject One Rule 14a-8 Proposal and Request for Two Broker Letters AMGN

Dear Ms Robinson The company December 2010 message to explain the

December 2010 request is not clear

The company December 2010 message appears to claim that under one type of

revision Original Revision ProposaL Then with another type of revision

Original Revision Proposals

The company seems to have rationale that does not make sense Please explain

Sincerely

John Chevedden

cc William Steiner



From Robinson Andrea LAW
Sent Tuesday December 07 2010 615 PM
To FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16 FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Cc Ghio Gabrielle LAW

Subject Follow up to December 2010 Response to Mr Chevedden Rule 14-8 Proposals AMGN

Subject Rule 14-S Proposals AMGN

Dear Mr Chevedden

On December 2010 we notified you on behalf of Mr William Steiner that Amgen had received two Rule 14a-8

proposals submitted by Mr Steiner for inclusion in Amgen Inc.s 2011 proxy statement and that your submissions failed

to meet certain procedural requirements under Rule 14a-8

Our notice was very clear -- due to the deficiencies in your submissions the Company will proceed to exclude the second

proposal submitted by Mr Steiner unless the deficiencies are cured no later than 14 calendar days from the date you

received the December 2010 letter

Sincerely

Andrea Robinson



FISMA ClOPflmorandum M-07-1 FISMA 0MB Meiorandum M-07-1

Sent Monday December 13 2010 718 PM

To Robinson Andrea LAW

Subject One Rule 14a-8 Proposal and Request for Two Broker Letters AMGN

Dear Ms Robinson The company already accepted Mr Steiners broker letter and his commitment

to continue to own his stock until after the annual meeting The company December 2010

message is merely repetition not the clarification requested on December 2010 The company

seems to pretend to not understand the concept of revision

Sincerely

John Chevedden

cc William Steiner



From Robinson Andrea LAW
Sent Tuesday December 14 2010533 PM

FISM/bDMB Memorandum MO7-16 FSMA 0MB Memorandum M-O7-16

Cc Ghio Gabrielle LAW

Subject RE One Rule 14a-8 Proposal and Request for Two Broker Letters AMGN

Dear Mr Chevedden

We are in receipt of your communication below Pursuant to our various correspondence to you on behalf of Mr

William Steiner we merely request confirmation that Mr Steiner withdraws one of his two submitted Rule 14a-8

proposals as the two submissions failed to meet certain procedural requirements under Rule 14a-8

As we have still not received such confirmation the Company will proceed to exclude the second proposal submitted by

Mr Steiner unless the deficiencies are cured no later than 14 calendar days from the date you received the December

2010 letter

Sincerely

Andrea Robinson



FISMA ftUI1Tmorandum M-O716 FISMA 0MB Memorandum MO7-16

Sent Wednesday December 15 2010 803 AM

To Robinson Andrea LAW

Subject Re One Rule 14a-B Proposal and Request for Two Broker Letters AMGN

Dear Ms Robinson If you have any information whatsoever from rule 14a-8 or related Staff

Legal Bulletin that revision is considered to be two proposals by the Securities and Exchange

Commission please forward it to me in timely manner so that valid basis for the company

request can be clarified

John Chevedden



FISMA EIrOUemorandum M-07-16 FISMA 0MB Memorandum MO7-16

Sent Wednesday December 15 2010 844 PM

To Robinson Andrea LAW

Subject One Rule 14a-8 Proposal and Unclear Request for Two Broker Letters AMGN

Dear Ms Robinson This is to confirm that the revised proposal is intended for annual meeting

proxy Given the unclear company request ifthere is an unforeseen valid procedural reason for the

revised proposal not to qualify then the original proposal is intended for the annual proxy

John Chevedden

cc William Steiner



From Robinson Andrea LAW
Sent Friday December 17 2010 635 PM

FISMTDZDMB Memorandum M-07-16 FISMA 0MB Memorandum MO7-16

Cc Ghio Gabrielle LAW

Subject RE One Rule 14a-8 Proposal and Unclear Request for Two Broker Letters AMGN

Dear Mr Chevedden

We intend to exdude Mr Steiners proposal unless you provide an updated broker statement reflecting Mr Steiners

continuous ownership of at least $2000 or 1% of Amgen common stock Rule 14a-8b2 requires Mr Steiner to

represent that he has held and intends to continue to hold his Amgen securities through the date of the meeting of

stockholders and we believe that Mr Steiner has not satisfied this condition

On November 13 2010 we received Mr Steiners new proposal seeking to amend the contents of the original proposal

We have repeatedly requested that you provide an updated broker letter confirming requisite ownership levels by Mr

Steiner of Amgen securities You have refused to provide such verification and we find it curious that in prior years you

have promptly complied with our request with an updated broker letter upon submission of second proposal We have

no choice but to consider this failure to demonstrate continued ownership as an incurable deficiency

The brokerage issuing the original form of certificate DJF Discount Brokers no longer exists as an independent

brokerage and we are accordingly unable to verify the contents Further the original form of certificate is of dubious

validity pie-printed form populated by handwriting inconsistent with the signature and containing changes to the form

that were not initialed by the signatory

Please provide an updated broker statement reflecting Mr Steiners continuous ownership of at least $2000 or 1% of

Amgen common stock If you do not we intend to exclude Mr Steiners proposal

Sincerely

Andrea Robinson



FISMA clfDIIiorandum M.-07-16 FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-O716

Date December 212010 105 114 PM PST

To Robinson Andrea LAW robjnsonarngen.com

Subject Broker Letter AMGN

Dear Ms Robinson The December 172010 message is not understood If it is in

good faith the company appears to be waiving the 14-day rule on providing broker

letter Please explain whether the company is waiving the 14-day rule on providing

broker letter

John Chevedden

cc William Steiner



From Robinson Andrea LAW

Sent Wednesday December 22 2010 529 PM

FISMIIO0MB Memorandum M-07-16 FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Cc Ghio Gabrielle LAW

Subject RE Broker Letter AMGN

Dear Mr Chevedden

The Company is not waiving the 14-day rule requiring shareholder to provide broker letter The Company

considers your failure to provide updated proof of ownership to be indicative of an incurable deficiency Staff

Legal Bulletin 14 does not require the Company to provide notice of an incurable deficiency we simply did so

to provide you with an opportunity to demonstrate otherwise

If you believe that Mr Steiner has continued to hold the requisite level of Company securities at all times since

the date of Mr Steiners original proposal please provide us with evidence of such ownership as of the date of

Mr Steiners second proposal as we have previously requested within 14 days of receiving Mr Steiners

second proposal

As previously stated in our correspondence based on the responses we have received to date we have no

choice but to treat your failure to supply proof of continued ownership as an incurable deficiency and intend to

exclude Mr Steiners proposals

Sincerely

Andrea Robinson



EXHIBIT

attached



-L
DISCOUNT BROKERS

Date /j9c7o a-L/O

To whom it may concern

As introducina broker for the account of ._--- -.

account nOthbAA 0MB Memorandum MOJbdWith National Financial Services C-
as custo4ian DJF Discount Brokers hereby certifies that as of the date of this certification

S/rnwii and has been the beneficial owner of 2.00

shares of G-imI flcy-i Sps4 anT having held at least two thouSand dollars

worth of the above mentioned security since the following date also having

held at least two thousand dollars worth of the above mentioned security from at least one

year prior to the date the proposal was submitted to the company

Sincerely

Mark Filiberto

lresident

DJF Discount Brokers

Post-1t Fax Nob 7671 c-
Toç0f Froi d.eicIIc.
CoJOepL Co

Phon 0MB Memorandum M- 7-16

198t Macu Avenue Suite C1b4 take Success NY 11012

I6- i28-2600 800 -69S-EASY wwwdlfdis.coIn Fax 516-328-2323



Date /ç9 Cic.ii2r 1-0/ ti

To whom it may concern

DISCOUNT BROKERS

As introducing broker for the account of AZV1/2 S-_
account flUflb3MA 0MB Memorandum M-O7-I1d with National Financial Services ---
as custolian DJi Lscount Brokers hereby certifies that as of the date of this certificationJrni S/rntfs and has been the beneficial owner of 2.0

shares of cpvc æy/jhaving held at least two thousand dollars

worth of the above mentioned security since the following date /2/ 1s also having

held at least two thousand dollars worth of the above mentioned security from at least one

year prior to the date the proposal was submitted to the company

Sincerely

e-6
Mark Filiberto

President

DJF Discnunt Brokers

1981 Marcus Avenue Suite CIM Lake Success NY II0lZ

516 328-2600 800 -695- EASY www.d Idis con Fax 516 328-2323



10/15/2010 1048 FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16 PAGE @1/01

DaeJ c2 cJt Lc/O

DISCOUNT BROKERS

As introducing broker for the account i417 tt SL4-
account number ________________ held with National Financial Services

LL

as custoian DSP Discount Brokers hereby certifies that as of the date of this certification

5tianta been the beneficial owner of /1

shares of b2 rhaving held at least two thousand doLlars

worth of the above mentioned security since the following date also having

held at least two thousand dollars worth of the above mentioned security from at least one

year prior to the date the proposal was submitted to the company

Sincerely

Mark Filibeito

President

DJF Discount Brokers

1981 Marcus Avenue SufteCIl4 Lake Succcsa NY 11042

SIG 33-Z60O 800-695-EASY wwwdfdls coin Fax 56-328-2323

To whom it may concern

Post4r Fax Note 7671



EXHIBIT

attached



FISMArunMemorandum M-07-16 FSMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

To Robinson Andrea LAW robinson@amgen.com

Cc Schlossberg Mark LAW mschloss2Iamgen.com

Subject Rule 14a-8 Proposal AMGN

Dear Ms Robinson

Please see the attached Rule 14a-8 Proposal

Sincerely

John Chevedden

cc

William Steiner



William Steiner

HSMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-1 FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-1

Rule 14a-8 Proponent since the 1980s

Mr Kevin Sharer

Chairman of the Board

Amgen Inc AMGN
One Amgen Center Drive

Thousand Oaks CA 91320

Dear Mr Sharer

submit my attached Rule l4a-8 proposal in support of the long-term performance of our

company My proposal is for the next annual shareholder meeting intend to meet Rule 14a-8

requirements including the continuous ownership of the required stock value until after the date

of the respective shareholder meeting My submitted fonnat with the shareholder-supplied

emphasis is intended to be used for definitive proxy publication This is my proxy for John

Chevedden and/or his designee to forward this Rule 14a-8 proposal to the company and to act on

my behalf regarding this Rule 14a-8 proposal and/or modification of it for the forthcoming

shareholder meeting before during and after the forthcoming shareholder meeting Please direct

all future communications regarding my rule 14a-8 proposal to John Chevedden

FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16 FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

to facilitate prompt and verifiable communications Please identify this proposal as my proposal

exclusively

Your consideration and the consideration of the Board of Directors is appreciated in support of

the long-term performance of our company Please acknowledge receipt of my proposal

pro itliOUiletbrandum M-07-16 FISMA 0MB Memorandum 07-16

Sincerely

William Steiner Date

cc David Scott

Corporate Secretary

805 447-1000

805 447-1010 Law Department

Mark Schlossberg rnschiossamgen.com
Associate General Counsel

805-447-0820

805-499-6751

Andrea Robinson robinsonamgen.com
Associate General Counsel

PH 805 447-4734



Rule 4a-8 Proposal November 12 2009

to be assigned by the company Shareb older Action by Written Consent

RESOLVED Shareholders hereby request that our board of directors undertake such steps as may

be necessary to permit shareholders to act by the written consent of majority of our shares

outstanding

Taking action by written consent in lieu of meeting is mechanism shareholders can use to raise

important matters outside the normal annual meeting cycle

Limitations on shareholders rights to act by written consent are considered takeover defenses

because they may impede the ability of bidder to succeed in completing profitable
transaction

for us or in obtaining control of the board that could result in higher stock price Although it is

not necessarily anticipated that bidder will materialize that very possibility presents powerful

incentive for improved management of our company

study by Harvard professor Paul Gompers supports the concept that shareholder dis

empowering governance features including restrictions on shareholder ability to act by written

consent are significantly correlated to reduction in shareholder value

The merits of this Shareholder Action by Written Consent proposal should also be considered in

the context of the need for improvements in our companys 2009 reported corporate governance

status

The Corporate Library www.thecorporatelibrarv.com an independent investment research firm

rated our company with High Governance Risk and Very High Concern in Executive

Pay $14 million for Kevin Sharer The Corporate Library said adjusting executive incentive

plans due to the conditions of the economy did not benefit shareholders and executive equity

awards vested without performance measures

Our following directors served on boards rated or by The Corporate Library

Kevin Sharer Chevron CVX and Northrop Grumman NOC Frank Herringer Charles Schwab

SCHW Frank Biondi Cablevision Systems CVC and Hasbro HAS Leonard Schaeffer

Allergan AGN and Vance Colfman Deere DE Vance Coffman was designated Flagged

Problem Director by The Corporate Library due to his audit committee chainnanship at

Bristol-Myer.s Squibb BMY when Bristol-Myers settled SEC suit alleging substantial

accounting fraud Furthermore Vance Coffman was assigned to our audit and nomination

committees

We had no shareholder right to cumulative voting act by written consent an independent

chairman or lead director

Amgen was accused by New York and other states of illegal kickbacks to promote sales of its

anemia drug Aranesp Meanwhile study found certain patients who received Aranesp had about

twice the risk of stroke The lawsuit also said that Amgen invited doctors to weekend retreats

paid for their food and lodging and gave them extra payments as advisers

The above concerns shows there is need for improvement Please encourage our board to respond

positively to this proposal to enable shareholder action by written consent Yes on to

be assigned by the company



Notcc

\1.rSI..m viA Oh rrjacUSt.Yred this proposal

1hc above format is requested for publication without reediting rctirmatting or elimination of

t.xt including beginning and concluding text unless prior agreement is reached It is

respcctthlly requested that the final definitive proxy formauing of this proposal he professionaIl

proof react hctörc it is published to ensure that the integrity and readability of the original

submitted format is replicated
in the proxy materials Please advise in advance if the company

thinks there is any typographical question

Please note that the title of the proposal is part oithe proposal in the interest of clarity and to

avoid confusion the title of this and eac.h other ballot item is requested to be consistent

throughout all the proxy materials

This proposal is believed to conform with Staff Legal Bulletin No MB CF September 15

2004 including emphasis added

Accordingly going forward we believe that it would not be appropriate for

companies to exclude supporting statement language and/or an entire proposal in

reliance on rule 14a-8l3 in the following circumstances

the company objects to factual assertions because they are not supported

the company objects to factual assertions that while not materially false or

misleading may be disputed or countered

the company objects to factual assertions because those assertions may be

interpreted by shareholders in manner that is unfavorable to the company its

directors or its officers and/or

the company objects to statements because they represent the opinion of the

shareholder proponent or referenced source but the statements are not

identified specifically as such

We believe that it is appropriate under rule 14a-8 for companies to address

these objections in their statements of opposition

See also Sun MicrosySTems Inc Jul 21 2005
Stock will he held until after the annual meeting and the proposal will be presented at the annual

meeting Please acknowledge this proposal prompdy by email-
-MA OMH



-Original Message-
From Robinson 1ndrea LPW

Sent Friday November 13 2009 746 PM

MemorandUOM07-16 FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

CC Ghio Gabrielle LAW

Subject Rule 14a-8 Proposal

Dear Mr Chevedden

We are in receipt of the proposal Please see the attached response letter

.1



Auth-es Robinson

Assedzte General Counsel

AMQEN
Amu
OneAsegen Center Lithe

Thoesaud Oaks 913204799

so5.447rn0o

DIrect DIalz$447A734

Hs505A994751
Ecoall tobinonlaazngcu.com

November 13 2009

VIA OVERNIGHT COPR ER

John Chevedden

FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Re Kjjt8PosaI

Dear Mr Chevedden

We are in receipt of the Rule 14a-8 proposal submitted by Mr William Steiner for

inclusion in Amgen Inc.s 2010 proxy statement This notice is to inform you that Mr Steiner

has not established eligibility to submit proposal under Rule 14a-8 promulgated under the

Securities Exchange Act of 1934 as amended the Exchange Act by the Securities and

Exchange Commission SEC Mr Steiner has an opportunity to cure the deficiency as

described below

In order to submit proposal Rule 14a-$b requires the stockholder to have

continuously held at least $2000 in market value or 1% of the companys securities entitled to

be voted on the proposal at the meeting for at least one year by the date the stockholder submits

the proposaL Rule 14a-8b2 requires among other things the submission ofl written

statement from the record holder of the securities usually broker or bank veriing that at

the time the proposal was submitted the stockholder continuously held the shares for at least one

year or copy of Schedule 13D Schedule 131 Form Form and or Form or

amendments to those documents or updated forms filed with the Securities Exchange

Commission reflecting ownership of the shares as of or before the one-year eligibility period

We have not received verification that Mr Steiner owns the requisite number of Amgen

securities in accordance with Rule 4a4 in order to cure this deficiency and comply with rule

14a-8b we must receive proper written evidence demonstrating that Mr Steiner meets the

continuous share ownership requirement of Rule l4a-8b as described above

This letter constitutes the companys notification to the stockholder proponent of the

procedural deficiency in the proposal pursuant to the requirements of Rule l4a-8 Due to the

deficiency outlined above the company will exclude the proposal from the upcoming proxy

statement unless the deficiency is cured and you follow the procedures set forth in Rule I4a

8f1 The response must be postmarked or transmitted electronically no later than 14

calendar days from the date you receive this notice Accordingly if no response curing the



John Chevedden

November 13 2009

Page

deficiency is postmarked or transmitted electronically within 14 calendar days or the response

does not actually cure the deficiency the company will exclude the proposal from the proxy

materials copy of Rule 14a-8 has been included s.ith this letter for further clarification

Although the proposal will not be included in the proxy statement unless the deficiency is

cured we do appreciate your interest in the companys policies Additionally even if the

procedural defect is cured the company resenes the right to exclude your proposal on other

grounds specified in Rule 4a-8 We are always open to conversation about our practices and

we welcome you to contact us if you have Wrther inquiries All such inquiries and any fUrther

responses concernin this matter should be directed to the undersigned

Very truly ours

afranson
Assistant Secretary and Associate General Counsel

Enclosure

cc William Steiner via UPS Overnight Courier



Rule 14a-8 Proposals of Security Holders

This section addresses when company must include shareholders proposal in its proxy statement

and identify the proposal In its form of proxy when the company holds an annual or special meeting of

shareholders in summary in order to have your shareholder proposal Included on companys proxy

card and Included along with any supporting statement in its proxy statement you must be eligible

and follow certain procedures Under few specific circumstances the company is permitted to

exclude your proposal but only after submitting Its reasons to the Commission We structured this

section In question-and- answer format so that it is easier to understand The references to youn

are to shareholder seeking to submit the proposal

Question What is proposal shareholder proposal is your recommendation or

requirement that the company and/or its board of directors take action which you Intend to

present at meeting of the companys shareholders Your proposal should state as dearly as

possible the course of action that you believe the company should follow If your proposal is

placed on the companys proxy card the company must also provide In the form of proxy

means for shareholders to specify by boxes choice between approval or disapproval or

abstention Unless otherwise Indicated the word proposal as used In this section refers both

to your proposal and to your corresponding statement in support of your proposal If any

Question Who Is eligible to submit proposal and how do demonstrate to the company
that am eligible

In order to be eligible to submIt proposal you must have continuously held at least

$2000 in market value or 1% of the companys securities entitled to be voted on the

proposal at the meeting for at least one year by the date you submit the proposal You

must continue to hold those securities through the date of the meeting

If you are the registered holder of your securities which means that your name

appears In the companys records as shareholder the company can verify your

eligibility on Its own although you will still have to provide the company with written

statement that you intend to continue to hold the securities through the date of the

meeting of shareholders However if like many shareholders you are not registered

holder the company likely does not know that you are shareholder or how many
shares you own In this case at the time you submit your proposal you must prove

your eligibility to the company in one of two ways

The first way is to submit to the company written statement from the

record0 holder of your securities usually broker or bank verifying that at

the time you submitted your proposal you continuously held the securities for

at least one year You must also include your own written statement that you

intend to continue to hold the securities through the date of the meeting of

shareholders or

ii The second way to prove ownership applies only If you have filed Schedule

130 Schedule 130 Form Form and/or Form or amendments to those

documents or updated forms reflecting your ownership of the shares as of or

before the date on which the oncyear eligibility period begIns If you have

filed one of these documents with the SEC you may demonstrate your

eligibility by submitting to the company

copy of the schedule and/or form and any subsequent amendments

reportIng change In your ownership level



Your written statement that you continuously held the required

number of shares for the onyear period as of the date of the

statement and

Your written statement that you intend to continue ownership of the

shares through the date of the companys annual or special meeting

Question How many proposals may submit Each shareholder may submit no more than

one proposal to company for particular shareholders meeting

Question How long can my proposal be The proposal Including any accompanying

supporting statement may not exceed 500 words

Question What is the deadline for submitting proposal

If you are submitting your proposal for the companys annual meeting you can In

most cases find the deadline in last years proxy statement However if the company
did not hold eq annual meeting last year or has changed the date of its meeting for

this year more than 30 days from last years meeting you can usually find the

deadline in one of the companys quarterly reports on Form 10-Q or 10QSB or in

shareholder reports of Investment companies under Rule 30d-1 of the Investment

Company Act of 1940 Editors note This section was redesignated as Rule 30e-1
See 66 FR 3734 3759 Jan 16 2001.3 In order to avoid controversy shareholders

should submit their proposals by means including electronic means that permit them

to prove the date of delivery

The deadline Is calculated in the following manner if the proposal is submitted for

regularly scheduled annual meeting The proposal must be received at the companys

principal executive offices not less than 120 calendar days before the date of the

companys proxy statement released to shareholders In connection with the previous

years annual meeting However if the company did not hold an annual meeting the

previous year or if the date of this years annual meeting has been changed by more
than 30 days from the date of the preVious years meeting then the deadline is

reasonable time before the company begins to print and send Its proxy materials

If you are submitting your proposal for meeting of shareholders other than

regularly scheduled annual meeting the deadline is reasonable time before the

company begins to print and send its proxy materials

Question What If fail to follow one of the eligibility or procedural requirements explained in

answers to Questions through of this section

The company may exclude your proposal but only after it has notified you of the

problem and you have failed adequately to correct it WithIn 14 calendar days of

receiving your proposal the company must notify you in writing of any procedural or

eligibility deficiencies as well as of the time frame for your response Your response

must be postmarked or transmitted electronically no later than 14 days from the

date you received the companys notification company need not provide you such

notice of deficiency if the deficiency cannot be remedied such as if you fail to submit

proposal by the companys properly determined deadline if the company intends to

exclude the proposal it will later have to make submission under Rule 14a-9 and

provide you with copy under Question 10 below Rule 14a-SQ



If you fail In your promise to hold the requfred number of securities through the date

of the meeting of shareholders then the company will be permitted to exclude all of

your proposals from its proxy materials for any meeting held in the following two

calendar years

Question Who has the burden of persuading the Commission or its staff that my proposal

can be excluded Except as otherwise noted the burden is on the company to demonstrate

that It Is entitled to exclude proposal

QuestIon Must appear personally at the shareholders meeting to present the proposal

Either you or your representative who is qualified under state law to present the

proposal on your behalf must attend the meeting to present the proposal Whether

you attend the meeting yourself or send qualified representative to the meeting In

your place you should make sure that you or your representative follow the proper

state law procedures for attending the meeting and/or presenting your proposal

If the company holds it shareholder meeting in whole or in part via electronic media
and the company permits you or your representative to present your proposal via such

media then you may appear through electronic media rather than traveling to the

meeting to appear in person

If you or your qualified representative fail to appear and present the proposal without

good cause the company will be permitted to exclude afi of your proposals from Its

proxy materials fr any meetings held In the following two calendar years

Question If have complied with the procedural requirements on what other bases may

company rely to exclude my proposal

Improper under state law If the proposai Is not proper ubjct fr action by

haholders under the laws of the jurisdiction of the companys organization

Not to paragraph it
Depending on the subject matter some proposals are not considered proper under

state law If they would be binding on the company If approved by shareholders In our

experience most proposals that are cast as recommendations or requests that the

board of directors take specified action are proper under state law Accordingly we will

assume that proposal drafted as recommendation or suggestion is proper unless

the company demonstrates otherwise

Violation of law If the proposal would if implemented cause the company to violate

any states federal or foreign law to which it Is subject

Not to paragraph i2
Note to paragraph Q2 will not apply this basis for exclusion to permit exclusion

of proposal on grounds that it would violate foreign law If compliance with the

foreign law could result in violation of any state or federal law



Viol tion of proxy rules rr the cposal or supportin statement con rarj to any

the commssipns oroxy ru es includrg Rule 1a-9 which ruhibts matenaily false or

miseac ng statements in proxy soliciting materiaL

Personal gnevance special interest If the proposal relates to th redress of

personal claim or grievance against the company or any other person or if it is

designed to result in benefit to you or to further personal interest which is not

shared by the other shareholders at large

Relevance If the proposal relates to operations which account for less than percent

of the companys total assets at the end of its most recent fiscal year and for less

titan percent of its net earning sand gross sales for its most recent fiscal year and is

not otherwise significantly related to the companys business

Absence oil power/authority If the company would lack the power or authority to

implement the proposal

Management functions If the proposal deals with matter relating to the compan

ordinary business operations

Relates to eleUon If the proposal reiates to an elect on for membership on the

companys boaru of reJrs or ana.ovous governi body

Conflicts ti onpanys proposal If the proposal dftectly conflicts with one of the

tompany own proposals to be submitted to sha eholders at the same meetng

Note to paragraph

Note to paragraph i9 companys submission to the Commission under this

section should specify the points of conflict with the companys proposal

10 Substantiaily implemented If the company has already substantially implemented the

proposal

11 Duplication the oroposal substantialy dupFcates another proposal previously

submitted to tne conpany by anotl.e propcnent trat niH be included in the company

oroy materials hr tte same meeting

12 Re ubmissions Jie proposal deals vth substantially the same subject matter as

another proposal or proposals that ras or have been praviously included in the

companys proxy materials thin th prece ing ccen ar years comoany may

excuce it from its proxy matenais for any meetir.g reid within caendar yeac of the

time it was included the proposal received

Less than 3% of he vote it proposed once within the preceding calendar

years



ii Less than 6% of the vote on its last submission to shareholders if proposed

twice previously within the preceding calendar years or

ill Less than 10% of the vote on Its last submission to shareholders if proposed

three times or more previously within the preceding calendar years and

13 Specific amount of dividends If the proposal relates to specific amounts of cash or

stock dividends

Question 10 What procedures must the company follow If it intends to exclude my proposal

If the company intends to exclude proposal from Its proxy materials it must file its

reasons with the Commission no later than 80 calendar days before it files its

definitive proxy statement and fOrm of proxy with the Commission The company must

simultaneously provide you with copy of Its submission The Commission staff may

permit the company to make its submission later than 80 days before the company
files Its definitive proxy statement and form of proxy if the company demonstrates

good cause for missing the deadline

The company must file six paper copies of the following

The proposal

Ii An explanation of why the company believes that it may exclude the proposal

which should if possible refer to the most recent applicable authority suth as

prior Division letters Issued under the rule and

iii supporting opinion of counsel when such reasons are based on matters of

state or foreign law

Question It May submit my own statement to the Commission responding to the companys

arguments

yes you may submit response but It is not required You should try to submit any response

to us with copy to the company as soon as possible after the company makes its

submission This way the Commission staff will have time to consider fully your submission

before it issues its response You should submit six paper copies of your response

Question 12 If the company includes my shareholder proposal in its proxy materials what

information about me must it include along with the proposal itself

The companys proxy statement must Include your name and address as well as the

number of the companyS voting securities that you hold However instead of

providing that information the company may Instead Include statement that it will

provide the information to shareholders promptly upon receiving an oral or written

request

The company Is not responsible for the contents of your proposal or supporting

statement



rn Question 13 What can do If the company Includes in its proxy statement reasons why it

believes shareholders should not vote in favor of my proposal and disagree with some of its

statements

The company may elect to include in its proxy statement reasons why it believes

shareholders should vote against your proposaL The company Is allowed to make

arguments reflecting its own point of view just as you may express your own point of

view in your proposals supporting statement

However if you believe that the companys opposition to your proposal contains

materially false or misleading statements that may violate our anti- fraud rule Rule

14a-9 you should promptly send to the Commission staff and the company letter

explaining the reasons for your view along with copy of the companys statements

opposing your proposal To the extent possible1 your letter should include specific

factual information demonstrating the Inaccuracy of the companys claims Time

permitting you may wish to try to work out your differences with the company by

yourself before contacting the Commission staff

We require the company to send you copy of its statements opposing your proposal

before It sends Its proxy materials1 so that you may bring to our attention any

materially false or misleading statements under the following timeframes

If our no-action response requires that you make revisions to your proposal or

supporting statement as condition to requiring the company to include it in

its proxy materials then the company must provide yo.u with copy of Its

opposition statements no later than calendar days after the company
receives copy of your revised proposal or

IL In all other cases the company must provide you with copy of its opposition

statements no later than 30 calendar days before Its files definitive copies of

its proxy statement and form of proxy under Rule 14a-6



FISMAJUflMemorandum MO7-16 FSMA 0MB Memorandum MO716

Sent Wednesday November 18 2009 836 AM
To Robinson Andrea LAW

Cc Schlossberg Mark LAW

Subject Rule 14a-8 Broker Letter-AMGN

Dear Ms Robinson

Please see the attached broker letter Please advise this week whether there are now any rule 14a-8

open items

Sincerely

John Chevedden

cc William Steiner



DateJPN

DISCOUNT BROKERS

AsinroducingbrokerfOrtheaCCOUfl1Of All//lays

account nThbMA 0MB Memorandum M-O7çheIdW1th National Financial Services Corp

as custodian DJFiscount Brokers hereby certifies that as of the date of this certification

k/i //iai.i jLet2A is and has been the beneficial owner of

shares of ft6N iN C... .having held at least two thousand dollars

worth of the above mentioned security since the following date i//oa Il also having

held at least two thousand dollars worth of the above mentioned security from at least one

year prior to the date the proposal was submitted to the company

Sincerely

-4nct
Mark Filiberto

President

DiP Discount Brokers

1981 MarcusAvenue SukcCII4 Lake Success NY 11042

Sl6-32-2600 800 695-EASY www.difdls.com Fax 516-328-2323

-16

To whom it may concern



-Original Message----
315UA 0MB Memorandum M-0716 FSMA 0MB Memorandum M0716

Sent Thursday November 26 2009 714 PM

To Robinson Indrea LAW
Cc Schlossberg Mark LAW

Subject Rule 14a-8 Proposal NGN

Dear Ms Robinson
Please see the attached Rule 14a-8 Proposal

Sincerely
John Chevedden

CC
William Steiner



William Steiner

ASMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16 FISMA 0MB Memorandum MO7-16

Rule 14a-8 Proponent since the 1980s

Mr Kevin Sharer

Chairman of the Board

Amgen Inc AMON IV Ei15
One Amgen Center Drive

Thousand Oaks CA 91320

Dear Mr Sharer

submit my attached Rule 14a-8 proposal in support of the long-term performance of our

company My proposal is for the next annual shareholder meeting intend to meet Rule 14a-8

requirements including the continuous ownership of the required stock value until after the date

of the respective shareholder meeting Mv submitted format with the shareholder-supplied

emphasis is intended to be used for definitive proxy publication This is my proxy for John

Chevedden and/or his designee to forward this Rule 14a-8 proposal to the company and to act on

my behalf regarding this Rule 14a-8 proposal and/or modification of it for the forthcoming

shareholder meeting before during and after the forthcoming shareholder meeting Please direct

all future communications regarding my rule 14a-8 proposal to John Chevedden

FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16 FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

to facilitate prompt and verifiable communications Please identif this proposal as my proposal

exclusively

Your consideration and the consideration of the Board of Directors is appreciated in support of

the long-term performance of our company Please acknowledge receipt of my proposal

promptly by email to FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07 16

Sincerely

William Steiner Date

cc David Scott

Corporate Secretary

805 447-1000

805 447-1010 Law Department

Mark Schlossberg msch1oss.arngen corn

Associate General Counsel

805-447-0820

805-499-6751

Andrea Robinson robinsonamgen.com
Associate General Counsel

PH 805 447-4734



AM.GN Rule 14a-8 Proposal November 12 2009 November 26 2009

Number to be assigned by the company Shareholder Action by Written Consent

RESOLVEDShareholders hereby request that our board of directors undertake such steps as may

be necessary to permit shareholders to act by the written consent of majority of our shares

outstanding to the extent permitted by law

Taking action by written consent in lieu of meeting is mechanism shareholders can use to raise

important matters outside the normal annual meeting cycle Limitations on shareholders rights to

act by written consent are considered takeover defenses because they may impede the ability of

bidder to succeed in completing profitable transaction for us or in obtaining control of the board

that could result in higher stock price Although it is not necessarily anticipated that bidder

will materialize that very possibility presents powerful incentive for improved management of

our company

study by Harvard professor Paul Gompers supports the concept that shareholder dis

empowering governance features including restrictions on shareholder ability to act by written

consent are significantly correlated to reduction in shareholder value

The merit of this Shareholder Action by Written Consent proposal ould also be considered in

the context of the need for improvement in our companys 2009 reported corporate governance

status

The Corporate Library www.thecorporatelibrarv.com an independent investment research firm

rated our company with High Governance Risk and Very High Concern in Executive

Pay $14 million for CEO Kevin Sharer The Corporate Library said adjusting executive

incentives due to the conditions of the economy did not benefit shareholders and that executive

equity awards became vested without performance measures

Our following directors served on boards rated or by The Corporate Library

Kevin Sharer Chevron CVX and orthrop Grumman NOC Frank Herringer Charles Schwab

SdUW Frank Biondi Cablevision Systems CVC and Hasbro HAS Leonard Schaeffer

Allergan AGN and Vance Coffman Deere DE Vance Coffrnan was designated Flagged

Problem Director by The Corporate Library due to his audit committee chairmanship at

Bristol-Myers Squibb BMY when Bristol-Myers settled SEC suit alleging substantial

accounting fraud Furthermore Vance Coffm an was assigned to our audit and nomination

committees

We had no shareholder right to cumulative voting an independent chairman or lead director

A.mgen as accused Ne York and other states of illegal lockbacks to promote sales of its

anemia drug Aranesp Manithile study found certain patients who received Aranesp had about

twice the risk of stroke The lawsuit also said that Amgen invited doctors to weekend retreats

paid for their food and lodging and gave them extra payments as advisers

The above concerns shows there is need for improvement Please encourage our board to respond

positively to this proposal to enable shareholder action by written consent Yes on to

be assigned by the company



Notes

W1thrjJA4B Memorandum M-07--16 RSMA 0MB MemoranQt this proposaL

The above format is requested for publication without re-editing re-formatting or elimination of

text including beginning and concluding text unless prior agreement is reached It is

respectfully requested that the final definitive proxy formatting of this proposal be professionally

proofread before it is published to ensure that the integrity and readability of the original

submitted format is replicated in the proxy materials Please advise in advance if the company

thinks there is any typographical question

Please note that the title of the proposal is part of the proposal In the interest of clarity and to

avoid confusion the title of this and each other ballot item is requested to be consistent

throughout all the proxy materials

This proposal is believed to conform with Staff Legal Bulletin No 14B CFSeptember 15

2004 including emphasis added
Accordingly going forward we believe that it would not be appropriate for

companies to exclude supporting statement language and/or an entire proposal in

reliance on rule 14a-8I3 in the following circumstances

the company objects to factual assertions because they are not supported

the company objects to factual assertions that while not materially false or

misleading may be disputed or countered

the company objects to factual assertions because those assertions may be

interpreted by shareholders in manner that is unfavorable to the company its

directors or its officers andlor

the company objects to statements because they represent the opinion of the

shareholder proponent or referenced source but the statements are not

identified specifically as such

We believe that it is appropriate under rule 14a-8 for companies to address

these objections in their statements of opposition

See also Sun Microsystems inc July 21 2005
Stock will be held until after the annual meeting and the proposal will be presented at the annual

meeting Please acknowledge this proposalpr M-07-16 ASMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-1



From Robinson Andrea LAW
Sent Tuesday December 012009 1033 AM

FiThP 0MB Memorandum MO7-16 FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Cc Ghio Gabrielle LAW

Subject November 26 and November 12 Amgen Stockholder Proposals

Attachments Rule 14a-8.pdf

Dear Mr Chevedden

We are in receipt ofa second Rule 14a-8 proposal submitted by Mr William Steiner for indusion in Amgen Inc.s 2010

proxy statement This notice is to inform you that Mr Steiners submission fails to meet certain procedural requirements

under Rule 14a-8 promulgated under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 as amended the Exchange Acr by the

Securities and Exchange Commission SEC Mr Steiner has an opportunity to cure the deficiencies as described

below

Rule 14a-8c under the Exchange Act provides that each stockholder may submit no more than one proposal for

particular stockholders meeting Mr Steiner submitted proposal titled Shareholder Action by Written Consent on

November 12 2009 the November 12 Proposal and submitted second proposal titled Shareholder Action by \Mitten

Consent on November 26 2009 the November 26 Proposal in violation of this rule There are differences in the

wording of the two proposals In order to remedy this procedural defect Mr Steiner must revise the submission to include

only one proposal If it is Mr Steiners intention to replace the November 12 Proposal with the November26 Proposal

Mr Steiner must inform the company that he is withdrawing the November 12 Proposal

In addition if Mr Steiners intention is to replace the November 12 Proposal with the November26 Proposal Mr Steiner

must establish eligibility to submit proposal under Rule 14a-8 at the time the November26 Proposal was submitted Mr

Steiner provided statement from DJF Discount Brokers dated November 18 2009 which supported the November 12

proposal However Mr Steiner has not provided an updated statement i.e dated on or after November 26 2009

establishing his
eligibility

to submit the November 26 Proposal In order to submit proposal Rule 14a-8b1 requires

the stockholder to have continuously held at least $2000 in market value or 1% of the companys securities entitled to

be voted on the proposal at the meeting for at least one year by the date the stockholder submits the proposal Rule 14a-

8b2 requires among other things the submission of written statement from the record holder of the securities

usually broker or bank verifying that at the time the proposal was submitted the stockholder continuously held the

shares for at least one year or copy of Schedule 13D Schedule 13G Form Form and or Form or

amendments to those documents or updated forms filed with the SEC reflecting ownership of the shares as of or before

the one-year eligibility period

If Mr Steiner wishes to withdraw the November26 Proposal no additional verification of Mr Steiners ownership of

Amgen securities is required

This email constitutes the companys notification to the stockholder proponent of the procedural deficiencies in the

submission pursuant to the requirements of Rule 14a-8f Due to the deficiencies outlined above the company will

exclude one or both of the November 12 Proposal and the November26 Proposal from the upcoming proxy statement

unless the deficiencies are cured and Mr Steiner follows the procedures set forth in Rule 14a-8f1 The response must

be postmarked or transmitted electronically no later than 14 calendar days from the date you receive this notice

Accordingly if no response curing the deficiencies is postmarked or transmitted electronically within 14 calendar days or

the response does not actually cure the deficiencies the company will exclude one or both of the November 12 Proposal

and the November 26 Proposal from the proxy materials copy of Rule 14a-8 has been included with this letter for

further clarification

Although the proposals may not be included in the proxy statement unless the deficiencies are cured we do appreciate

your interest in the companys policies Additionally even if the procedural defects are cured the company reserves the

right to exclude your proposals on other grounds specified in Rule 14a-8 We are always open to conversation about

our practices and we welcome you to contact us if you have further inquiries All such inquiries and any further responses

concerning this matter should be directed to the undersigned



If you have any further inquiries or responses concerning this matter please direct your correspondence to me can be

reached at the Companys principal offices at One Amgen Center Drive MS 28-5-C Thousand Oaks California 91320-

1799 or via email at robinsonamgen.com

Sincerely

Andrea Robinson

Assistant Secretary and Associate General Counsel

cc Mr William Steiner via U.S Certified Mail Return Receipt Requested



Rule 14a-8 Shareholder proposals

This section addresses when company must include shareholders proposal ts proxy

statement and identify the proposal In its form of proxy when the company holds an annual

or special meeting of shareholders In summary In order to have your shareholder proposal

Included on companys proxy card and Included along with any supporting statement In

its proxy statement you must be eligible and follow certain procedures Under few specific

circumstances the company is permitted to exclude your proposal but only after submitting

its reasons to the Commission We structured this section In question-and-answer format

so that it is easier to understand The references to Myou are to shareholder seeking to

submit the proposal

QuestIon What is proposal

shareholder proposal is your recommendation or reqwrement that the company and/or its

board of directors take action which you intend to present at meeting of the companys

shareholders. Your proposal should state as clearly as possible the course of action that you

believe the company should follow your proposal is placed on the companys proxy card

the company must also provide In the form of proxy means for shareholders to specify by

boxes choice between approval or disapproval or abstentlorn Unless otherwise indicated

the word proposal as used In this section refers both to your proposal and to your

corresponding statement In support of your proposal Of any

Question Who Is eligIble to submit proposal and how do demonstrate to

the company that am eligible

In order to be eligible to submit proposal you must have continuously held at least

$2000 in market value or 1% of the companys securities entitled to be voted on the

proposal at the meeting for at least one year by the date you submit the proposal You must

continue to hold those securities through the date of the meetIng

II you are the registered holder of your securities whch means that your name appears

In the companys records as shareholder the company can verify your eiig4bility on Its

own although you will still have to provide the company with written statement that you

intend to contInue to hold the securities through the date of the meeting of shareholders

However if like many shareholders you are not registered holder the company likely does

not know that you are shareholder or how many shares you own In this case at the time

you submit your proposal you must prove your eligibility to the company In one of two

ways

The first way is to submit to the company written statement from the recor holder

of your securities usually broker or bank verifying that at the time you submitted your

proposal you continuously held the securities for at least one year You must also Include

your own written statement that you intend to continue to hold the securities through the

date of the meeting of shareholders or

ii The second way to prove ownership applies only If you have filed Schedule 130

Schedule 13G Form Form and/or Form or amendments to those documents or

updated forms reflecting your ownership of the shares as of or before the date on which

the one-year eligibility period begins If you have filed one of these documents with the

SEC you may demonstrate your eligibility by submitting to the company

copy of the schedule and/or form and any subsequent amendments reporting

change in your ownership level



Your written statement that you continuously held the required number of shares for the

one-year period as of the date of the statement and

Your written statement that you intend to continue ownership of the shares through the

date of the companys annual or special meeting

Question How many proposals may submit

Each sharehoider may submit no more than one proposal to company for particular

shareholders meeting

Question How long can my proposal be

The proposal including any accompanying supporting statement may not exceed 500

words

Ce Question What is the deadline for submitting propØsal

If you are submitting your proposal for the companys annual meeting you can In most

cases find the deadline in last years proxy statement However If the company did not hold

an annual meeting last year or has changed the date of its meeting for thIs year more than

30 days from last years meetIng you can usually find the deadline In one of the companys

quarterly reports on Form 10Q or 1OQS8 or in shareholder reports of investment

companies under Rule 30d1 under the Investment Company Act of 1940 In order to avoid

controversy shareholders should submit their proposals by means Including electronic

means that permit them to prove the date of delivery

The deadline is calculated In the following manner if the proposal is submitted for

regularly scheduled annual meeting The proposal must be receIved at the companys

principal executive offices not less than 120 calendar days before the date of the companys

proxy statement released to shareholders in connection with the previous years annual

meeting However if the company dId not hold an annual meeting the previous year or If

the date of thIs years annual meeting has been changed by more than 30 days from the

date of the previous years meeting then the deadline is reasonable time before the

company begins to print and mall Its proxy materials

If you are submitting your proposal for meeting of shareholders other than regularly

scheduled annual meeting the deadline is reasonable time before the company begins to

print and mall its proxy materials

Question What if fail to follow one of the eligibility or procedural

requirements explained in answers to Questions through of this section

The company may exclude your proposal but only after it has notified you of the

problem and you have failed adequately to correct It Within 14 calendar days of receiving

your proposal the company must notify you in writing of any procedural or eligibility

deficiencies as well as of the time frame for your response Your response must be

postmarked or transmitted electronically no later than 14 days from the date you received

the companys notification company need not provide you such notice of deficiency if

the deficIency cannot be remethed suth as If you fall to submlt proposal by the companys

properly determined deadline If the company intends to exclude the proposal it will later

have to make submission under Rule 14aS and provide you with copy under Question

10 below Rule 14a8W



If you fail in your promise to hold the required number of securldes through the date of

the meeting of shareholders then the company will be permitted to exclude all of your

proposals from its proxy materials for any meeting held In the following two calendar years

Question Who has the burden of persuading the commission or its staff that

my proposal can be excluded

Except as otherwise noted the burden is on the company to demonstrate that It is entitled

to exclude proposal

Ch Question Must appear personally at the shareholder meeting to present

the proposal

Either you or your representative who is qualified under state law to present the

proposal on your behalf1 must attend the meeting to present the proposal Whether you

attend the meeting yourself or send qualified representative to the meeting in your place

you should make sure that you at your representative follow the proper state law

procedures for attendIng the meetliig and/or presenting your proposaL

If the company holds its shareholder meeting In whole or in part via electronic media

and the company permits you or your representative to present your proposal via such

media then you may appear through electronic media rather than traveling to the meeting

to appear in person

II you or your qualified representative fall to appear and present the proposal without

good cause the company will be permitted to exclude all of your proposals from its proxy

materials for any meetings held in the following two calendar years

Question 911 have complied with the procedural requirements on what

other bases may company rely to exclude my proposal

Improper under state law If the proposal IS not proper subject for action by

shareholders under the laws of the jurisdiction of the company1s organization

Note to paragraph Q1 Depending on the subject matter some proposals are not

considered proper under state law if they would be binding on the company if approved by

shareholders In our experience most proposals that are cast as recommendations or

requests that the board of directors take specified action are proper under state law

Accordingly we will assume that proposal drafted as recommendation or suggestion is

proper unless the company demonstrates otherwise

Violation of law if the proposal would1 If Implemented cause the company to vioiate

any state federal or foreIgn law to which it is subject

Note to paragraph Q2 We will not apply this basis for exclusion to permit exclusion of

proposal on grounds that It would violate foreign law if compliance with the foreign law

would result in violation of any state or federal law

Violation of proxy ru/es If the proposal or supporting statement is contrary to any of the

Comrnissions proxy rules Including Rwe I4a9 whch prohibits materially false cr

misleading statements In proxy soliciting materials

Personal grievance spade interest If the proposal relates to the redress of personal

claim or grievance against the company or any other person or if it is designed to result in

benefit to you1 or to further personal interest which is not shared the other



shareholders at large

Relevance if the proposal relates to operations which account for less than percent of

the companys total assets at the end of its most recent flsca year1 and for less than

percent of its net earnings and gross sales fOr its most recent fiscal year and is not

otherwise significantly related to the companys business

Absence of power/authority If the company would lack the power or authority to

Implement the proposal

Management functions If the proposal deals with matter relating to the companys

ordinary business operations

Relates tO election If the proposal relates to an election for membership on the

companys board of directors or analogous governing body

Conflicts with companys proposal If the proposal directly conflicts with one of the

companys own proposals to be submitted to shareholders at the same meeting

Note to paragraph l9 companys submission to the Commission under this section

should specify the points of conflict with the companys proposal

10 SubstantIally implemented If the company has already substantially implemented the

proposal

11 Duplication If the proposal substantially duplicates another proposal previously

submitted to the company by another proponent that will be Included in the companys

proxy materials for the same meeting

13 Resubmissions If the proposal deals with substantially the same subject matter as

another proposal or proposals that has or have been previously Included in the companys

proxy materIals within the preceding calendar years company may exclude it from its

proxy materials for any meeting held within calendar years of the last tIme it was included

If the proposal received

Less than 3% of the vote if proposed once within the preceding calendar years

ii Less than 6% of the vote on its last submission to shareholders if proposed twice

previously within the preceding calendar years or

iii Less than 10% of the vote on Its last submission to shareholders if proposed three

times or more previously wlthln the preceding calendar years and

13 Specific amount of dividends If the proposal relates to specific amounts of cash or

stock dIvidends

Question 20 What procedures must the company follow if It intends to exclude

my proposal

If the company Intends to exclude proposal from its proxy materials It must Pie its

reasons with the Commission no later than 80 calendar days before it files its definitive

proxy statement and form of proxy with the Commission The company must simultaneously

provide you with copy of ts submission The Commission staff may permit the company to

make its submission later than 80 days before the company files its definitive proxy

statement and form of proxy if the company demonstrates good cause for missing the



deadline

The company must file six paper copies of the following

The proposal

ii An explanaton of why the company believes that ft may exclude the proposal which

should if possible refer to the most recent applicable authority such as prior Division

letters issued under the rule and

iii supporting opinion of counsel when such reasons are based on matte-s of state or

foreign law

Question 11 May submit my own statement to the Commission responding to

the companys arguments

Yes you may submit response but it is not required You should tr/ to submit any

response to us with copy to the company as soon as possible after the company makes

its submission This way the ammlsslon staff will have time to consider fully your

submission before It issues its response You should submit six paper copies of your

response

Question 12 If the company includes my shareholder proposal in its proxy

materials what information about me must it include along with the proposal

itself

The companys proxy statement must Include your name and address as well as the

number of the companys voting securities that you hold However insead of providing that

information the company may instead include statement that it will provide the

Information to shareholders promptly upon receiving an oral or written request

The company is not responsible for the contents of your proposal or supporting

sta tern ent

Question 13 What can do if the company Includes in its proxy statement

reasons why it believes shareholders should not vote In favor of my proposal and

disagree with some of its statements

The company may elect to include in its proxy statement reasors why it believes

shareholders should vote aginst your proposal The company is allowed to make

arguments reflecting its own point of view just as you may express your owi point of view

in your proposals supporting statement

However1 if you believe that the companys opposition to your proposal contains

materially false or misleading statements that may violate our antifraud rue Rule 149
you should promptly send to the Commission staff and the company letter explainng the

reasons for your view along with copy of the corn panys statements opposing your

proposal To the extent possible your letter should include specific factual information

demonstrating the inaccuracy of the companys claims Time permitting you nay wish to

try to work out your differences with the company by yourself before contacting the

Commission staff

We require the company to send you copy of its tazcments opposing your proposal

before it mails its poxy materials so that you nay oring to our attention any materia1iy

false or misleading stternents under the following tineframes



If our no-action response requires that you make revisions to your proposal or

supporting statement as condition to requirthg the company to Include it in its proxy

materials then the company must provide you with copy of its opposition statements no

later than calendar days after the company receives copy of your revised proposal or

ii In all other cases the company must provide you with copy of its opposition

statements no later than 30 calendar days before its files definitive copies of its proxy

statement and form of proxy under Rule 14a$



FSMrWM Memorandum M-07-16 HSMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Date December 2009 93100 PM PST

To Robinson Andrea LAW robinsonamgen.com
Cc Ghio Gabrielle LAW gghioamgen.com

Subject William Steiner Rule 14a-8 Proposal AMGN

Dear Ms Robinson

The November 26 2009 text is the one proposal intended for rule 14a-8 publication

Please advise on December 2009 if there are now any rule 14a-8 open items

Sincerely

John Chevedden

cc William Steiner



From Robinson Andrea LAW

Sent Friday December04 2009 148 PM

iOSMA 0MB Memorandum MO7-i6 FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Cc Ghio Gabrielle LAW
Subject RE William Steiner Rule 14a-8 Proposal AMGN

Dear Mr Chevedden

In my December 2009 email to you it was noted

In addition if Mr Steiners intention is to replace the November 12 Proposal with the November26 Proposal Mr Steiner

must establish eligibility to submit proposal under Rule 14a-8 at the time the November 26 Proposal was submitted Mr

Steiner provided statement from DJF Discount Brokers dated November 18 2009 which supported the November 12

proposal However Mr Steiner has not provided an updated statement i.e dated on or after November 26 2009

establishing his eligibility to submit the November26 Proposal In order to submit proposal Rule 14a-8b1 requires

the stockholder to have continuously held at least $2000 in market value or 1% of the companys securities entitled to

be voted on the proposal at the meeting for at least one year by the date the stockholder submits the proposal Rule 14a-

8b2 requires among other things the submission of written statement from the record holder of the securities

usually broker or bank verifying that at the time the proposal was submitted the stockholder continuously held the

shares for at least one year or copy of Schedule 13D Schedule 13G Form Form and or Form or

amendments to those documents or updated forms filed with the SEC reflecting ownership of the shares as of or before

the one-year eligibility period

Therefore we respectfully request that if Mr Steiner would like to replace the November 12 Proposal with the November

26 Proposal Mr Steiner provide an updated establishing his eligibility to submit the November 26 Proposal Thank you

Sincerely

Andrea Robinson



FISFF1OflEIB Memorandum M-07-16 FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Sent Friday December 04 2009 316 PM

To Robinson Andrea LAW
Cc shareholderproposals@sec.gov

Subject William Steiner Rule 14a-8 Proposal AMGN

Ms Andrea Robinson

Associate General Counsel

Amgen Inc AMGN
One Amgen Center Drive

Thousand Oaks CA 91320

805 447-4734

Dear Ms Robinson

The company December 2009 request is not logical in requesting two identical broker letters

except for the signature dates on the letters The rule 14a-8 text submitted on November 26 2009

contained no retraction of Mr William Steiners recent written commitment of

intend to meet Rule 14a-8 requirements including the continuous ownership of the required stock

value until after the date of the respective shareholder meeting Please let me know on

December 2009 whether there is or is not any further clarification or requirement in the view of

the company

Sincerely

John Chevedden

cc

Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Corporation Finance

Securities and Exchange Commission

William Steiner



FISWflMB Memorandum M-07-16 FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Sent Friday December 11 2009 1137 AM

To Robinson Andrea LAW

Subject Re William Steiner Rule 14a-8 Proposal AMGN

Dear Ms Robinson

We are forwarding this attached second broker letter as totally unnecessary accommodation to the

company Please advise Monday whether there are now any rule 14a-8 open items

John Chevedden

cc
William Steiner

Ms Andrea Robinson

Associate General Counsel

Amgen Inc AMGN
One Amgen Center Drive

Thousand Oaks CA 91320

805 447-4734

Dear Ms Robinson

The company December 2009 request is not logical in requesting two identical broker letters

except for the signature dates on the letters The rule 14a-8 text submitted on November 26 2009

contained no retraction of Mr William Steiners recent written commitment of

intend to meet Rule 14a-8 requirements including the continuous ownership of the required stock

value until after the date of the respective shareholder meeting Please let me know on

December 2009 whether there is or is not any further clarification or requirement in the view of

the company

Sincerely

John Chevedden

cc

Office of Chief Counsel



Division of Corporation Finance

Securities and Exchange Commission

William Steiner



DISCOUNT BROKERS

Date j/ /LL 700a1

To whom it may concern

As introducing broker for the account of fiJ //Iavpi .Yr.e/
aemtnumbeaMA 0MB Memorandum M-O7kclŁW1th National Financial Services Coip

as custodian DJF Discount Brokers hereby certifies that as of the date of this certification

Wt ì4.y1 is and has been the beneficial owner of .7

sharesof il4.e1 Jpt held at least two thousand dollars

worth of the abovmentioned security since the following date_________ also having

held at least two thousand dollars worth of the above mentioned security from at least one

year prior to the date the proposal was submitted to the company

Sincerely

c44
Mark Filiberto

President

DJF Discount Brokers

19t Marcus Avenue SuIte 014 take Success NY 11042

56328-2600 BOO6%EASY www.dlldls.com Fax 516328-2323



FiSMmm13 Memorandum M-07-16 FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Sent Friday December 11 2009 1140 AM

To Robinson Andrea LAW

Subject Re William Steiner Rule 14a-8 Proposal AMGN

Dear Ms Robinson

The November 26 2009 text is the oniy text intended for the definitive proxy Please advise on

Monday whether there are now any rule 14a-8 open items

John Chevedden

cc William Steiner


