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UNITED STATES No ACT
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D.C 20640

Act_______
Section_____________

Rule __________
Public

Availability

DearMr Yi

This is in response to your letter dated December 30 2013 concerning the

shareholder proposal submitted to Google by James McRitchie and Myra Young

Copies ofall of the correspondence on which this response is based will be made

available on our website at httpilMwwsec.ov1divlsionscorcf4ioectio14a-shUn1

Foryour reference briefdiscussion ofthe Divisions informal procedures regarding

shareholder proposals is also available at the same website address

Sincerely

Matt McNaIr

Special Counsel

Enclosure

cc John Chevedden

DmI.ON

PC J1/3/72i3

Recei\ec SEC

JAN 22Z014

VVashington DC 20549

January 222014

Kenneth IL Yl

Google Inc

kyigooglc.com

Re Google Inc

Incoming letter dated December 302013

FISMA 0MB Memorandum MO7-16



January22 2014

Response of the Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Corporation Finance

Re Google Inc

Incoming letter dated December 30 2013

The proposal requests that the board initiate the appropriate process to amend the

companys articles of incorporation and/or bylaws to provide that director nominees shall

be elected by the affirmative vote of the majority of votes cast at an annual meeting of

shareholders with plurality vote standard retained for contested director elections

There appears to be some basis for your view that Google may exclude the

proposal under rule 14a-8i1 We note that the proposal is substantially duplicative of

previously submitted proposal that will be included in Googles 2014 proxy materials

Accordingly we will not recommend enforcement action to the Commission ifGoogle

omits the proposal from its proxy materials in reliance on rule 14a-8i1 In reaching

this position we have not found it necessary to address the alternative basis for omission

upon which Google relies

Sincerely

Adam Turk

Attorney-Adviser



DIVISION OF CORPORATLON FINANCE

INFORMAL PROCEDURES REGARDING SHAREhOLDER PROPOSALS

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

matters arising under Rule 14a-8 CFR 240 14a-8J as with other matters under the proxy

riles is to aid those who imist comply with the rule by offering informal advice and suggestions

andto determine initially whether or not it may be appropriate in particular matter to

recommend enforcement action to the Commission In connection with bareholddr proposal

under R.ule.14a-8 the Divisions.staff considers the infonnation furnishedto itby the Company
in support of its inthntion to exclude the proposals from the Companys proxy materials as wcl.l

as any information furnished by the proponent or the proponents representative

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

Commissions staff the staff wilL always consider information concerning a11eed violations of

thestatutes administered by theCômmission including argument as to whether or notactivities

proposed to be.taken would be violativeof the statute or rule involved The receipt by the staff

of such infonnation however should not be construed as changing the staffs informal

procedures and proxy review into formal or adversary procedure

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

Ri1e 14a-8j submissions reflect only informal views The determinationsreached in these no-

action 1tters 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 whethera company is obligated

to include shareholder.proposals in its proxy materia1S Accordingly discretionary

determination net to recommend or take Commission enforcement action does not preclUde

proponent or any shareholder of a.company from pursuing any rights he or she may have against

the company in court should the management omit the proposal from the cotnpanys.proxy

material



1600 AmphItheatre Parkway Tel 650.253.0000
Mountain View California 94043 www.google.com

December 30 2013

Via Electronic Mail

U.S Securities and Exchange Commission

Division of Corporation Finance

Office of Chief Counsel

100 Street N.E

Washington D.C 20549

shareholderproposalssec.gov

Re Google Inc Stock older Proposal Submitted by Janies McR Fickle and Myra Young

Dear Sir or Madam

In accordance with Rule 14a-8j under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 as amended

the Exchange Act Google Inc Delaware corporation the Company hereby gives

notice of the Companys intention to omit from its proxy statement the 2014 Proxy

Statement for its 2014 annual meeting of stockholders stockholder proposal the

McRitchielYoung Proposal submitted by James McRitchie and Myra Young together

the Proponent Pursuant to StaffLegal Bulletin No 14D November 2008 this letter and

its exhibits are being submitted via email to shareholderproposalssec.gov copy of this

letter and its exhibits will also be sent to the Proponent

The Company requests confirmation that the staff of the Division of Corporation Finance

the Staff of the Securities and Exchange Commissionthe Commissionwill not

recommend any enforcement action if the Company in reliance on Rule 14a-8i1 under the

Exchange Act omits the McRitchie/Young Proposal from the 2014 Proxy Statement on the

grounds that the McRitchie/Young Proposal deals with substantially the same subject matter as

another proposal that the Company intends to include in its 2014 Proxy Statement

The Company expects to file its definitive 2014 Proxy Statement with the Comm isson

on or about March 24 2014 and this letter is being filed with the Commission more than 80

calendar days before such date in accordance with Rule 14a-8j This letter constitutes the

Companys statement of the reasons it deems the omission of the McRitchie/Young Proposal

from the 2014 Proxy Statement to be proper

The Proposals and the Timing of Receipt of Such Proposals

On December 13 2013 Mr John Chevedden on behalf of James McRitchie and Myra

Young emailed to the Company the McRitchie/Young Proposal which was received via

email on December 13 2013 at 546 p.m Pacific copy ofi the relevant correspondence

with the Proponent and ii the McRitchie/Young Proposal together with the Proponents

supporting statement is attached hereto as Exhibit Under the McRitchie/Young Proposal the

stockholders of the Company would request that the board of directors initiate the appropriate



Securities and Exchange Commission

Re Google Inc Stockholder Proposal Submitted by

McRitchie/Young

December 302013

Page2

process to amend the Companys governance documents to provide that director nominees be

elected by the affirmative vote of the majority of votes cast at the annual meeting of

stockholders with plurality vote standard retained for contested director elections

The McRitchie/Young Proposal is substantially duplicative of stockholder proposal
submitted by Kansas City Firefighters Pension System received via email on December 13
2013 at 338 p.m Pacific the Prior Proposal which the Company intends to include in its

2014 Proxy Statement copy of the relevant correspondence and the Prior Proposal is attached

hereto as Exhibit

II The McRitchielYoung Proposal was Received by the Company after the Prior

Proposal

Rule 14a-8e2 under the Exchange Act provides that company must receive

stockholder proposal at its principal executive offices not less than 120 calendar days before the

date of the companys proxy statement released to stockholders in connection with the previous

years annual meeting The Company believes that the date proposal is received by

company is the date the proposal is successfully delivered to and received by company at its

principal executive offices The Company did not receive the McRitchielYoung Proposal until

after the Prior Proposal

Ifl Basis for Exclusion Rule 14a-8i11

The McRitchie/Young Proposal reads as follows

4_ Directors to be Elected by Majority Vote

Resolved Shareholders hereby request that our Board of Directors initiate the

appropriate process to amend our Companys articles of incorporation and/or bylaws to

provide that director nominees shall be elected by the affirmative vote of the majority of

votes cast at an annual meeting of shareholders with plurality vote standard retained for

contested director elections that is when the number of director nominees exceeds the

number of board seats

The Prior Proposal reads as follows

RESOLVED That the shareholders of Google Inc or the Company hereby request

that the Board of Directors initiate the appropriate process to amend the Companys

governance documents certificate of incorporation or bylaws to provide that director

nominees shall be elected by the affirmative vote of the majority of votes cast at an

annual meeting of shareholders with plurality vote standard retained for contested

director elections that is when the number of director nominees exceeds the number of

board seats



Securities and Exchange Commission

Re Google Inc Stockholder Proposal Submitted by

McRitchie/Young
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Rule 14a-8i1 permits the Company to exclude stockholder proposal from its proxy

materials 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 Rule 14a-8i1 does not require that proposal be identical to previously

submitted proposal for it to be excluded Instead the Staff has focused on whether the later

proposal has the same principal thrust or focus as the earlier proposal See e.g Caterpillar inc

March 252013 proposal requesting review of human rights policies substantially duplicative

of previously submitted proposal to be included in the companys proxy materials Time

Warner Inc March 2006 proposal requesting change in the governing documents of the

corporation to require that the chairman of the board be an independent director substantially

duplicative of previously submitted proposal requesting the adoption of policy requiring the

chairman to be independent whenever possible Paychex inc July 18 2005 proposal

relating to majority voting for directors substantially duplicative of prior proposal to be

included in the companys proxy materials

In each of these cases the Staff agreed that both proposals were substantially identical for

purposes of Rule 14a-8iI in their principal thrust and focus and therefore the later proposal

could be excluded if the earlier proposal was included in the companys proxy materials

Similarly the McRitchie/Ycning Proposal only differs very slightly from the language in the

Prior Proposal Since the Company intends to include the Prior Proposal in its 2014 Proxy

Statement the Company believes that it may exclude the McRitchielYoung Proposal

IV Conclusion

Based on the foregoing the Company respectftilly requests that the Staff confirm that it

will not recommónd enforcement action if the Company omits the McRitchie/Young Proposal

from its 2014 Proxy Statement



Securities and Exchange Commission

Re Google Inc Stockholder Proposal Submitted by

McRitchie/Young
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If you have any questions or require any additional information please do not hesitate to

call me at 650 214-5324 If the Staff is unable to agree with Our conclusions without additional

information or discussions we respectfully request the opportunity to confer with members of

the Staff prior to issuance of any written response to this letter

SincereIy

Kenneth Yi

Corporate Counsel and Assistant Secretary

GOOGLE INC

Enclosures

cc James McRitchie and Myra Young

John Chevedden



Exhibit

McRitdile/Young Correspondence and Proposal



Vienin MBrgtIk vIyatooçIe.tnm

Rule 14a-8 Proposal G000
FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-1

To Katherine Stephens securlUesgoogle.com

Dear Ms Stephens

Please sec the attached Rule 14a-8 Proposal

Sincerely

John Chevedden

You received Lhis message because you are subscribed to the 1Securitles Google Group1 isit this group at

httpllgroups.google.comFgoogle.com/group/securitioshien

To post to this group send email to securltiesgoogle.com

To unsubscrlbe from this group send email to securltiesunsubscribegoo9Ie.com

CCE00007.pdf

398K



JiuncsMcRltchle Myra IC Young

FISMA 0MB Memorandum M.O716

Mr Brlc Schmidt Chairman of the Board

Oolnc 0000
1600 AmphItheatre Pkwy
Mountain Viow 94043

Phone 650623.4000

Fax 650253.0001 Irax 650 618-1806

Dear Mr Schmidt

We bold stock because we belIeve the company baa unreallncdpolcntisl Some of this unrealized

potential can be unlocked hI reeking ow corporate govcrnance more compehilve and such

changes will be almost cost-free

Ourproposal Is for the next annual shareholder meeting We will meet Rule 14a-8 requirements

Including the continuous ownership of the required StOCk value until after the date of the

respecfivcsharsholdermeeling Our aubmifted format with the shareboldcr-suppllcd empbas1a
is Intended to be used fordcllnltivcproxypubllcallon The is our proxy Ibrlom Chevedden

andor his designee to forward this Rule 14a4 proposal to the company and so act on our behalf

regarding this Rule 14a4 proposal and/or modification of It for the fothcomlngsbaraboldsr

meeting bethze during and atteriho lbtthcointng $bNehOIIteetlng Please direct all future

communlcalkim renardinemy rule 14a.8 uronosal to Joint Chovedden

FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

FISMA 0MB Memorandum MO716
to facilitate prompt and verifiable communIcatIon. Please ldeut1tr this propossi as cur propuesi

cxchmvoly

This letter does not cover proposals that are notrule I4a4 proposals This letter does not grant

the powerto vote Your consideration and the consideration of the Doard of Direclats is

appreciated hr rapport of the long4enn pethnnnuce of our company Please acknowledge

sccelptoforptosalprotlybycal 0MB Memorandum MO716

Sincerely

\tL \_ 12/112013

lames McRltchlc Date

Publisher of the Corporate Governance Sits at CorpGov.net sInce 1995

12/11/2013

MyraK Gong Date

cc NidhI Shah nldbishahgoogle.com

Securities and Corporals Governance Counsel

PH 650-253-1035

PX 650.8874552



Rule 14a-8 Proposal December 132013
Directors to be Elected by Majority Vote

Resolved Shareholders hereby request that our Board of Directors initiate the appropriate

process to amend our Companys articles of incorporation and/or bylaws to provide that director

nominees shall be elected by the affinnative vote of the majority of votes cast at an annual

meeting of shareholders with plurality vole standard retained for contested director elections

that is when the number of director nominees exceeds the number of board seats

In order to provide shareholders meaningful role in director elections our Companys current

director election standard should be changed from plurality vote standard to majority vote

standard The majority vote standard Is the most appropriate voting standard for director

elections where only board nominated candidates are on the ballot It will establish challenging

vote standard for board nominees and wilt Improve the performance of individual directors and

the entire board Under our Companys current voting system nominee for the board can be

elected with as hUb as shigle yes-vote because Nwithhcldhl votes havc no legal effect

majority vote standard would require that nominee receive majority of the votes cast in order

tobeelected

In response to strong shareholder support substantial number of our nations leading companies

have adopted majority vote standard In company bylaws or articles of incorporation In fici

more than 77% oftho companies In the SP 500 have adopted majority voting for uncontested

elections Valley National Bancorp adopted this proposal topio December 2013 in response to

shareholder proposal that was submitted just 2-months cadier Our Company needs to join the

growing list of companies that have already adopted thIs standard

This proposal should also be more favorably evaluated due to our Companys clearly improvable

environmental social and corporate governance performance as reported In 2013

GM Ratings an independent investment research firm rated our company for its board There

were insIde directors on our 10-member board Three directors had 14 or more years long

tenure which detracts from director independcncc John Doerr on our executIve pay committee

Rum Shriram on our audit commftteeand Sergey Dna In regard to executive pay there was $51

million far Nikesh Aicra and shareholders faced potential 17% stock dilution

GM said Googlo had seen regulatory scrutiny for variety of high prolile issues concerning its

business practices Chief among them were concerns over anti-competitive behavior consumer

privacy violations and tax avoidance As Google replaced Microsoft as the big monopolistic

threat It seemed likely that regulators will attempt to chip away at its market dominance Also

risk Is the potential that negative shift in public opinion could create more resistance against

use of its products

Returning to the core topic of this proposal from the context of our clearly Improvable corporate

governance please vole to protect shareholder value

Directors to be Elected by Majority Vote Yes on



Notes

James MoRlichie and Myra Young FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-1 sponsored

Ihlçproposal

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

If ho company thinks that any part of the above proposal other than the first line In btackcts can
be omitted from proxy publication based on its own discretion please obtain written agreement
from the proponent

5Numbcr to be assigned by th company
AsterIsk to be removed for publication

This proposal is believed to confoun with Staff Legal Bulletin No.140 CrSeptember 15
2004 IncludIng emphasis added

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

companies to exclude supporting statement language andlor an entire proposal in

reliance on rule 14a-8QX3 to the toliowing circumstances

the company objects to factual aeserifons 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 is manner that Is unfavorable to the company Its

directors or Its officers andlor

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

shareholder proponent or referenced sourcs but the statements are not

identified specifically as such

We believe that Itis appropriate under rule 14a-8 for conpnnles to address

these objeot Ions In Thelrstatements of opposition

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

meeting Pleaaescknowlcdgclhisproposslprompily P1A 0MB Memorandum M-O7.16



lILgIN Vale.ntina Marçjnlis vaIyacçjocxjln .com

Rule 14a-8 Proposal GOOG
Valentina Margulls4eiyagoogle.com Tue Dec 17 2013 at 1048AM

To FSMA 0MB Memorandum MO716
Cc Securittes secudllesgoogIe.com

Dear Mr Chedden

This is to acknowledge the receipt of stockholder proposal for inclusion in our proxy statement for 2014 Annual

Meeting of Stockholders sponsored by James McRitchle and Myra Young Directors to be Elected by

Majodty Vote

Please proilde proof of continuous stock ownership by Mr McRiIchle and Ms Young at your eazilast

coinenience

Thanks for your help

Best regaiis

Valentina Matulls

IQuoted text Nddenj

Valentina Maiulis Sr Corporate Paralegal valya@google.com 650-253-1767

If you received thiscommunicatlon by mistake please dont forward Itto anyone else It may contain

confidential or privlieged information please erase an copies of It including all attachments and

please let the sender know it went to the wrong person Thanks



Valontina MarguUs vaiya@googIo.com

Rule 14a8 Proposal GOOG bib

FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-O7-16 Thu Dec 19 2013 at 135 PM
To Valenuna Margulls selyagoogie.com
Cc Katheilne Stephens securftIesgoogIa.com

Dear Ms Margulis

Attached is the rule 14a-8 proposal stock ownership verification

Please acknowledge receipt

Sincerely

John Chevedden

CcE0000tpdf

95K
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3iJ 0MB Memorandum M.O716
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Memorandum M.O716_
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Exhibit

Correspondence and Prior Proposal



Vale ntina Ma rguiis vnIyaqoogIe.com

Google Corporate Secretary3 Shareholder Proposal

Rick Boerema Rick.Boersmakcmo.org Thu Dec 12 2013 at 1106AM

To TMcorporatesecretaiygoogie.conf corporatesecrotarygoogle.com

Cc Greg Klnczewski Greg Kinczewski\ \Greg Kinczewskl\ kInczewskimarcoconsuIting.com

kInczewskI@marcoconsuiUng.com kinczewsklmarcoconsuItlng.com Claudiu Besoaga cb73@ntrs.com

Maureen OBrien obrienmamoconsulting.com obr1enmarcoconsuItlng.com

Attached please find shareholder proposal and related transmittal letter submitted by the Kansas City

Firefighters Pension System Please contact Greg Kinczewski of The Marco Consulting Group at 312-612-

8452 if you have any questions

Richard Boersma

Retirement Systems Executive Officer

816/513-1904

You receied this message because you are subscribed to the Google Groups Google Corporate Secretary

group

To unsubscriba from this group and slop recellng emalls from It send an email to corporatesecrelaxy

unsubscdbegoogle.com

To post to this group send email to corporatesecretary@gocgie.com

Visit this group at httpIlgroups.google.comIaIgoogIe.COmIgrOUPICOrPOrateSeCretarYI

For mo options sit httpsI/groups.google.com/aIgOOglO.COm/gltUPS/OPLOUt

You recehed this message because you are subscribed to the Securities Google Group 4sIt this group at

hLtpf/groups.google.com/a/gOOgIe.COm/grOUP/SeCUIitieshiefl

To post to this group send email to securities@google.com

To unsubscrlbe from this group send email to securltiesunsubscribe@google.com



Valentina Marçjuiis valyngooçJle .com

Securities Corporate Secretary Shareholder Proposal

Valentina Margulls ceiyagoogle.com FrI Dec 13 2013 at 337 PM
To Rick Boersma RIck.Boersmakcmo.org
Cc uGreg Klnczewski Greg Kinczewskl Greg Kinczewskl kinczewski@marcoccnsulting.com

QcinczewskimarcoconsuRlng.com kinczewsklmarcoconsuftlng.com Claudiu Besoaga cb73@ntts.com
wMaurnan OBrien obrienmarcoconsuitlng.comr obrlenmarcoconsulting.com

Dear Mr Boerema

Please kindly rn-send your shareholder pmposal We havent raceled the attachment

Thanks

Valentina Marguils

Legal Specialist

Google Inc

Quoted text hIdden

Valentina Margulls Sr Corporate Paralegal m1yagoogle.com 650-253-1767

if you received this communication by mistake please dont forward it to anyone else it may contain

confidential or privileged Infonnation please erase all copies of It including all attachments and

please let the sender know It went to the wrong person Thanks



U11111I1I
Valentina Margtilh valya@Joclc.com

Corporate Secretary Shareholder Proposal

Greg Klnczewskl klnczawsklmarcoconsultlng.com cDec_13 2013 at 336
To Rick Boersma Rick Boersma@kcmo org ftcorporaesecrearygoogl coma

corporatesecretarygoogle.com

Cc Claudlu Besoaga cb73@ntrs.com Maureen OtBrlen obrIenmarcoconsultlng.com

just picked up voice mail from Margulis Valent at Google saying the proposal was not attached to the

cover letter am attaching copy now

Rickcan you please send reply to all confirming that the attached is the proposal that was intended to

accompany the Funds cover letter

TI IL MARCO
CoNsuLr1NG rag Klnczows

GROUP
Vice Aesident General Counsel

550W Washington Blvd Suite 900

Chicago IL 60861-2703

312 612-8452

312 575-9840

kinczow ski@rmrcoconsulting.com

The information contained In this message Is intended only for the re4ient and may be conlidential attorney-chant conininicallon or

may olherwtse be prlveged and confidential and protected from disclosure the reader of this message Is not the intended recipient

or an enployee or agent responsible for delivering this rmssage to the Intended reciplent please be aware that any dissenination or

copying of this conrunication is strictly prohibed you have received this conminicatlen In error please irrtmdlately notify us by

replying to the message and deleting it from your conputer The fvlerco Consulting Group reserves the rht subject to appicable local

law to rmnitor and review the content of any electronic message or information sent to or from rco Consulting Group enployee

maU addresses without intorrring the sender or reciplont of the message

ftom Rick Boersma Rick.Boersma@kcmo.org

Sent Thursday December 12 2013 106 PM

To corporatesecretary@google.com

Cc Greg Kinczewski Claudiu Besoaga Maureen OBrien

Subject Shareholder Proposal



jQuoted text hiddeni

Quoted text hiddeni

Google_MaJorltyVotes_KCj2052013.doc

26K



RESOLVED That the shareholders of Google Inc or the Company
hereby request that the Board of Directors initiate the appropriate process to

amend the Companys governance documents certificate of incorporation or

bylaws to provide that director nominees shall be elected by the affinnative

vote of the majority of votes cast at an annual meeting of shareholders with

plurality vote standard retained for contested director elections that is when

the number of director nominees exceeds the number of board seats

SUPPORTING STATEMENT In order to provide shareholders

meaningful role in director elections Google should use majority vote

standard for the election of directors majority vote standard would require

that nominee receive majority of the votes cast in order to be elected This

standard is particularly well-suited for the vast majority of director elections

in which only board nominated candidates are on the ballot We believe that

majority vote standard in board elections would establish challenging vote

standard for board nominees and improve the performance of individual

directors and entire boards

Under the Companys current standard the ten persons receiving the highest

number of affirmative votes are elected but this is not an effective measure

when there are only ten nominees Under this standard nominee for the

board can be elected with as little as single affirmative vote even if

substantial majority of the votes cast arc withheld from the nominee

An increasing number of companies including Amazon.com Microsoft and

Yahoo have adopted majority vote standard for director elections These

companies also have policies that require resignation if nominees fail to win

majority of votes in favor

We believe that post-election director resignation policy without majority

vote standard in company bylaws or articles is an inadequate reform The

critical first step in establishing meaningful majority vote policy is the

adoption of majority vote standard With majority vote standard in place

the board can then consider action on developing post-election procedures to

address the status of directors that fail to win election majority vote

standard combined with post-election director resignation policy would

establish meaningful right for shareholders to elect directors and reserve for

the board an important post-election role in determining the continued status

ofan unelected director

We urge shareholders to vote FOR this proposal



Va ntina Ma iqulis vaIyaqoocI .com

Securities Google Corporate Secretary Shareholder Proposal

Rick Boersma RIck.Boersmakcmo.org Sun Dec 15 2013 at 701 AM
To Greg Klnczewski ckInczewskimarcoconsultlng.com cotporatesecretaygoog1e.com

corporatesecretaiygoogla.com

Cc Claudlu Besoaga cb73@ntrs.com Maureen OBnen obrien@marcoconsuIUng.com

Greg yes that is the attachment which was inadvertently omitted from mysubmission on 12/12/13

Sorryabout that foul-up

Rick Boersma

Retirement Systems Executive Officer

816/513-1904

Room Geg Klnczewskl

Sent Saturday December 14 2013 429 PM

To Rick Boersma corporatesecretary@googie.com

Cc Claudlu Besoaga Maureen OBrien

Subject RE Shareholder Proposal

Quoted text hidden

Quoted text hidden



Northern Trust

December 13 2013

BY OVERNIGHT DELIVERY AND EMAIL
corporatesecretarvigoocile.com

Google Inc

Atm Corporate Secretary David Drummond

1800 Amphitheatre Parkway

Mountain View California 94043

Re The Firefighters Pension System of the City of Kansas City Missouri Trut

Dear Mr Drummond

As custodian of The Firefighters Pension System of the City of Kansas City seouri

Trust we are writing to report that as of the close of business December 12 13 the

Fund held 1874.00 shares of Googie Inc TMCompany stock in our account at he

Northern Trust Company and registered In Its nominee name of Cede Co Fund

has held in excess of $2000 worth of shares in your Company continuously si ce

December11 2012

If there are any other questions or concerns regarding this matter please feel to

contact me at 312-557-4049

Sincerely

Claudlu Besoaga

Account Manager

The Northern Trust


