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UNITED STATES

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION
WASHINGTON D.C 20549-4561

January 27 2010

10013705

Lisa Bork

CounselCorporateandSecuriti$
Exxon Mobil Corporation Ac
5959 Las Colmas Boulevard AN

frying TX 75039-2298

Re ExxonMobil Corporation ..

Incoming letter dated January 122010 Y._._L_LL2....

Dear Ms Bork

This is in response to your letter dated January 122010 concerning the

shareholder proposal submitted to ExxonMobi1 by The Domestic and Foreign Missionary

Society of the Episcopal Church and The Church Pension Fund We also have received

letter on the proponents behalf dated January 232010 Our response is attached to the

enclosed photocopy of your correspondence By doing this we avoid having to recite or

summarize the facts set forth in the correspondence Copies of all of the correspondence

also will be provided to the proponents

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

sets forth brief discussion of the Divisions informal procedures regarding shareholder

proposals

Sincerely

Heather Maples

Senior Special Counsel

Enclosures

cc Paul Neuhauser

1253 North Basin Lane

Siesta Key

Sarasota FL 34242

DMSION OF
CORPORATION FIN



January 272010

Response of the Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Coruoration Finance

Re Exxon Mobil Corporation

Incoming letter dated January 122010

The proposal relates to report

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

proposal under rule 14a-8f We note that the proponents appear to have failed to

supply within 14 days of receipt of ExxonMobils request documentary support

sufficiently evidencing that they satisfied the minimum ownership requirement for the

one-year period required by rule 14a-8b Accordingly we will not recommend
enforcement action to the Commission if ExxonMobil omits the proposal from its proxy
materials in reliance on rules 14a-8b and 14a-8f

Sincerely

Michael Reedich

Special Counsel



DIVISION OF CORPORATION FINANCE
INFORMAL PROCEDURES REGARDING SHAREHOLDER PROPOSALS

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

matters arising under Rule 14a-8 CFR 240 14a-8 as with other matters under the proxy
rules is to aid those who must comply with the rule by offering informal advice and suggestions
and to determine initially whether or not it may be appropriate in particular matter to

recommend enforcement action to the Commission In connection with .a 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 proxy materials aswell
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 into formal or adversary procedure

It is important to note that the staffs and Commissions 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 in its proxy materials Accordingly discretionary
determination not 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



PAUL NEUJAUSER
Attorney at Law Admitted New York and Iowa

1253 North Basin Lane

Siesta Key
Sarasota FL 34242

Tel and Fax 941 349-6164 Email pmneuhauser@aoLcom

January 23 2010

Securities Exchange Commission

iOOFStreetNE

Washington D.C 20549

Att Gregory Belliston Esq

Special Counsel

Division of Corporation Finance

Via email to shareholderproposals@sec.gov

Re Shareholder Proposal submitted to Exxon MObil Corporation

Dear Sir/Madam

have been asked by the Domestic and Foreign Missionary Society of the

Episcopal Church hereinafter referred to as the Episcopal Church and the Church

Pension Fund an agency of the Episcopal Church hereinafter referred to as the CPF
the Episcopal Church and the CPF are hereinafter referred to jointly as the

Proponents each of which is beneficial owner of shares of common stock of Exxon

Mobil Corporation hereinafter referred to either as Exxon or the Company and

who have jointly submitted shareholder proposal to Exxon to respond to the letter

dated January 122010 sent to the Securities Exchange Commission by the Company

which Exxon contends that the Proponents shareholder proposal may be excluded

from the Companys year 2010 proxy statement by virtue of Rule 14a-8bl

have reviewed the Proponents shareholder proposal as well as the aforesaid

letter sent by the Company and based upon the foregoing as well as upon review Of

Rule 14a-8 it is my opinion that the Proponents shareholder proposal musl be included

in Exxons year 2010 proxy statement and that it is not wholly excludable by virtue of the

cited rule



The Proponents shareholder proposal requests the Company to report on certain

environmental impacts of its operations

BACKGROUND

The one year holding period requirement of Rule 14a-8 was instituted in 1983

Release 34-2009 which amended the Rule explained the purpose of this amendment as

follows

majority of the commentators specifically addressing this issue supported the

concept of minimum investment and/or holding period as condition to

eligibility under Rule 14a-8 Many of those commentators expressed the view that

abuse Of the security holder proposal rule could be curtailed by requiring

shareholders who put the company and other shareholders to the expense of

including proposal in proxy statement to have some measured economic stake

or investment interest in the corporation The Commission believes that there is

ment to those views and is adoptmg the eligibility requirement as proposed

THE EPISCOPAL CHURCH

In connection with its 2009 annual meeting last year the Episcopal Church sent to

Exxon proof of ownership from the Bank of New York Mellon Mellon which

attested that the Episcopal Church held continuously not less than 17928 shares of Exxon

during the period starting December 2007 and ended November 30 2008 This year

Mellon sent similarletter dated December17 2009 to Exxon attesting to continuous

ownership by the Episcopal Church of not less than 9828 shares of Exxon the past

twelve 12 months andthat it owned 13628 shares as of November 10 2009 These

two letters cover almost all of greater than two year period from December 2007

through December 17 2009 but not the period December 12008 thru December 16

200

The Episcopal Church submitted its shareholder proposal to Exxonby letter sent

via Federal Express dated December 2009 and accordance with Rule 14a-8b and

Section of Staff Legal Bulletin No 14 July 132001 there is arguably fatal

gap of seven days the proofs set forth in these two Mellon letters namely failure to

prove ownership for the week from December 2008 thru December 16 2008

We submit that in fact the Episcopal Church owned many thousands of shares of

Exxon during the period December 2008 thru December 16 2008 Indeed we doubt

that any member of Exxons management or any member of the SECs Staff can have

any fatual doubts in this regard Nor is the policy behind the rule namely to prevent

people from buying small number of sharesjust to place shareholder proposal in the

prOxy statement applicable on these facts Clearly the Episcopal Church has had some



measured economic stake or investment interest in the corpOration for many years

Nevertheless because of technicality the Episcopal Church is not eligible to co-sponsor

the shareholder proposal

THE CPF

Unlike the Episcopal Church the CPF has met every jot and tittle of the technical

eligibility requirements of Rule 14a-8 It sent its shareholder proposal via Federal

Express tO Exxon on December 10 2009 claiming ownership of 241292 shares of

Exxonstock That stock had market value of approximately $17500000 as of that

date Under the eligibility requirements it therefore must establish ownership of $2000 of

Exxon stock for the one year period ended on such date It has done so

On December 21 2009 Mr David Henry of Exxons investor relations

department wrote to the CPF requesting that it provide .the requisite proof Of ownership

Specifically the Exxon letter requested

written statement from the record holder of the co-filers shares usually

broker or bank veriing that as of/he date of the proposal ecernber 10

2009 the co-filer continuously held the requisite number of ExxonMobil shares

for at least one year supplied See Companys Exhibit

In response the CPF supplied letter dated December 23 2009 from Northern

Trust stating that the CPF had held at least $2000 of Exxon stock for at least one year

from such date supplied See Companys Exhibit

Thus Exxons no-action request letter is incorrect in stating that Fund

provided proof of ownership of Company shares for one year as of December 23 2009
The reference in Northern Trusts letter is clearly to such date i.e December 10 and

not to the date of Northern Trusts own letter Indeed the structure of the Northern Trust

letter is identical to the structure of the letter that Northern Trust sent to Exxon one year

earlier where the reference baôk from the identical term such date is clearly spelled out

to bó December 82008 and not to the date December 31 2008 of the letter itself See
the Appendix to this letter labeled 1MG copy of the letter from Northern Trust dated

December 31 2008 Exhibit clearly follows the identical format of the year earlier

letter 1MG and the reference in Exhibit is therefore clearly to December 10 2009
and not to the date on which Northern Trust sent its letter

In this connection we note that Exxon has the burden of proof to establish that

shareholder proposal may be excluded from the proxy statement See Section B.5 of

Staff Legal Bulletin No 14 July 13 2001 The company has the burden of

demonstrating that it is entitled to exclude proposal

In this it has woefully failed



For the foregoing reasons Exxon cannot rely on Rule 14a-8b to.exclude frOm its

proxy materials the shareholder proposal submitted by the CPF

In conclusion we request the Staff to inform the Company that the SEC proxy
rules require denial of the Companys no action request We would appreciate your

telephoning the undersigned at 94i-3496164 with respect to any questions in connection

with this matter or if the staff wishes any further information Faxes can be received at

the same number Please also note that the undersigned may be reached by mail or

express delivery at the letterhead address or via the email address

Very truly yours

Paul Neuhauser

Attorney atLaw

cc Lisa Bork Esq

Margareth .Crosnier de Bellaistre

Barton Jones

Harry VanBuren

Laura Berry

40



50 South LaSalle Street

Chkago Illinois 60603

Northern Trust

December 31 2008

Re Exxon Mobil Corp

To Whom It May Concern

As custodian for The Church Pension Fund The Northern Trust Company verifies that

The Church Pension Fund as of December 2008 owns and has continuously held at

least $2000 in market value of Exxon Mobil common stock for at least one year from

such date

If you have any questions concerning this matter please do not hesitate to contact rue at

312-630-8091

Sincerely

Robert Johnson

Senior Vice President
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EonMobH
January 17 11

J.1 Lw s/la1eIlodcr/roposaIsasecn

Office of Chief Counsel

iivison of Corporation Finance

Securities and Exchange Commission

4.10 Street NE

Washtngttn ix 20549

Re Securiiies Eveiuinge Act qt934 --Snon 14a Iuie 14u
nixsion o/SJza-e1uikkr Priiposai of The 1on cs/ic ciiicl Foreign

liiscionarv5ocietro/Iw Lpi.s opal iwreli I/ic ChwcIz

Iension

Dear Ladies and Gentlemen

This letter is to infrm you that Exxon Mobil Corporation the Company intends to

omit troni its proxy statement arid torm of proxy fr its 10 Annual Meeting of Shareholders

tcoliectivclv the 21 Proxy Materials shareholder proposal the iroposa1 and

tatcimrits in support thcreol received from The Domestic and hrCgn Missionary Society of the

Episcopal Church the ipiscopal Church and The Church Pension fund the Fund and
tocther with the Episcopal Church the Proponents

Pursuant to Rule l4aj we have

tiled this letter with the Securities and Exchange Commission the Commissionno

later than eighty calendar days before the CompanY intends to file its definitive

2414 Proxy Materials ith the Commission and

concurrently sent copies of this correspondence to the Proponents

Rule l4ak and Staff Legal Bulletin No 14D Nov 200S SLB 14ry provide that

shareholder proponents are required to send companies copy of any correspondence that the

Proponents elect to submit to the Commission or the staff of the of Corporation Finance

the Staff Accordingly we are taking this opportunity to inform the Proponents that if the

Proponents elect to submit additional correspondence to the ommission or the Staff with

respect tO the Proposal copy oithat correspondence should be furnished concurrently to the

undersigned on behalf of the Company pursuant lo Rule 4a8k and SU3 141
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JIJE PROPOS.I

ihe Proposal states

Resolvcd Shareholders
request that the l3oard of Directors report at reasonable

cost and omitting proprielarv information on how the corporation ensures that it

is accountable for its environmental impacts in all of the Coninlunities where it

operates The
report should contain the llwin2 inlbrrnation

how the corporation makes available reports regarding its emissions and
environmental impacts on land water and soilboth within its permits
and emergency enlissionslo members of the communities where it

operates

how the corporation integrates community environmental accountability

into its current code of conduct and ilgoing business practices and

the extent to which the corporations activities have negative health effects

on individuals
living in economicallypoor conlIrIlillit ies

BASIS FOR EXCLUSION FAILURE TO ISTABLISI1 ELIGIBILITY

We hereby respectfully request that the Stall concur in our view that the Proposal may be
excluded om the 2010 Proxy Materials

pursuant to Rule I4ah and Rule l4a..Sf because
bob of the Proponents failed to provide the requisite proof of continuous stoek ownership in

response to the .ornpanys proper request l1r that inljrnation

ANLySlS

The Proposal May Be Excluded Under Rule 14a-8b And Rule J4a-8fI Because The
Proponents Failed To Establish The Requisite Eligibility To Submit The Proposal

flat kvind

The Episcopal Church submitted the Proposal to the Company via FedEx with letter

dated December 2009 which the Company received on December 10 2009 See lj
Subsequently the Fund indicated its intent to cofl Ic the Proposal with the Episcopal Church in

let tem dated December 10 2009 which the Company received via FedEx on December Ii 2009
See Exhibit 13 The Company reviewed its stock records which did not indicate that either otthe
Proponents were the record owners of Company shares In addition neither of the Proponents
included with the Proposal any documentamy evidence of their ownership of Company shares

Accordingly the Company sought verification from both of the Proponents of their

eligibility to submit the Proposal Specifically the Company sent via UPS letter to the

Episcopal Church on leeemher 15 2009 the Episcopal Church icficiency Notice and
letter to the Fund on December 21 2009 the 1und Ieticieney Notice and together with the



11 sort of Corporation Finance

January 12 2010

__

pNcopal Church Dclicieni.y Notice the Deficiency Notices each niwbich was sent within

14 calendar days of the Companys receipt of cacti copy of the Proposal notifying the Episcopal

Church and the Fund of the requirements ot Rule 4a- and how each coulu cure the procedural

dcficiencies Copies of the Ieficiency \Oticcs are attached hereto as

Specifically each Deficiency Notice stated that proof of share ownership was not

uicludcd with the submission arid further that in order to he eligible to submit proposal the

Proponent must submit

sufficient proof that he or she has continuously held at least S2.000 in market

value or 1% of the companys securities entitled to vote on the proposal for at

least one year as ofthe date the shareholder proposal was submitted

Additionally each Deficiency Notice specified the date the Proposal was submitted so it was
cteai as of what date proof of continuous ownership must be provided

The Episcopal hurch Deficiency Notice was sent via UPS on December 15 2009 and

UPS records confirm delivery olthe Episcopal Church Deficiency Notice to the Episcopal

Church on Ieeeniber 16 2009 .e bit The Fund Deficiency Notice was sent via UPS
on December 21 2009 and UPS records confirm delivery of the Fund Deficiency Notice to the

Fund on Iecember 22 2009 See ExhibitE

The Episcopal Church responded by submitting to the Company letter from The Bank
of New York Mellon dated December 17 2009 Episcopal Church Response stating that

th plsLoJal hurch ontd onip my shu is of No% unbu 10 2009 Ul as for one t_ it

as of December 17 2009 the date of the banks letter copy of the Episcopal Church Response
is attached hereto as Exhibit

Likewise the Fund responded by submitting to the Company letter dated December 29
2009 the Fund Response The Fund Response included letter from The Northern Trust

Company dated lccember 23 2009 stating that the Fund held Company shares for one year as
of December 23 2009 copy of the Fund Response is attached hereto as liikj As of the

date otthis letter the Company has not received any other response to the Deficiency Notices

Anuksis

The Company may exclude the Proposal under Rule l4a8t because both of the

Proponents fulled to substantiate their etigibitity to submit the Proposal under Rule 4a8 by

providing proof of continuous ownership of Company stock throne year as of the date of

submission of the Proposal as described in the Deficiency Notices

Specifically the 1eficiency Notices requested evidence of the securities ownership

requirements of Rule 4a8b which provides in relevant part that order to be eligible

to submit proposal shareholder 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 lbr

at least one year by the date shareholder suhmit the proposaL Staff Legal Bulletin
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No 14 pecities that when the shareholder is not the registered holder the shareholder is

responsibe br proving his or her eligibility to subnm proposal to the company which the

shareholder may do by one of the two ways provided in Rule 4a-$b2 See Section I.e

tatiLeal Bulletin No 14.July 132001 SLI3 14

Rule l4a-Rf 1rovidcs that company may exclude shareholder proposal ii the

proponent fails to provide evidence ofeligibihty under Rule l4a including the beneficial

ownership requirements otRuic 14a8b provided that the company timely notilies the

proponent ot the problem and the proponent fails to correct the de ieienc within the required
time The Company satisfied its obligatioa under Rule 4a8 by transmitting to the Proponents
in timely manner the Eeiicieny Notices which stated

the ownership requirements of Rule 14a-8b

that according to the Companys stock records the Proponents were not record

Owners of sufficient shares

the type of statement or documentation
necessary to demonstrate beneficial

ownership under Rule 4a8b

that any response had to be postmarked or transmitted electronically no later than 14

calendar days from the date the Deficiency Notices were received and

that copy of the shareholder
proposal rules set forth in Rule 14a8 was enclosed

As described above the Proposal was submitted to the Company with letters dated
December 2009 and December 10 2009 which the Company received on December 10 2009
and ieceinhcr 11 2009 respectively Within 14 days otreceiving each copy of the Proposal
the Company sent the Deficiency Notices to the Proponents Although the Proponents responded
to the Ieficiency Notices each of the Episcopal Church Responsc and the Fund RespOnse is

insuflicient to establish the Proponents ownership under Rule 14aXb Specifically

the Episcopal Church Response does not establish that the Episcopal Church owned
the requisite amount of Company shares for the one-year period as of December
2009 the date the Episcopal Church submitted the Proposal The Episcopal Church

provided prool of ownership for one year as of December 17 2009 Thus it has not

established ownership of Company shares for the period between December 2008
one year prior to the late the Episcopal Church submitted the Proposal and

December 17 2008 the earliest date of ownership established by the Episcopal
htirch Response

the Fund Response does not establish.that the Fund owned the requisite amount of

Company shares fbi the oneyear period as of 10 2009 the date the Fund
submitted its intent to co-file the Proposal The Fund provided proof of ownership of

Company shares for one year as of December 23 2009 Thus it has not established

ownership for the period between December 10 2008 onc year prior to the date the
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Fund submitted the Proposal and Icccmber 23 200 tIle earliest date of ownership
established by the Fund Response

As discussed above SLB 14 places the burden of provme these ownership requirements
on die proponent the shareholder is responsible for provmg hi or her eligibility to submit
propo.aI to the eompanv Moreover SLE3 14 states sha chriidr inusi submit an aflIrmutive

rinen statement horn the record holder ot his or her securities that .r/iecFIjcaf/v venues that the
shareholder owned the securities continuous/v fur period of one year as of the time of
subrniuim the Iroposal first and second emphases added

The Staff has previously allowed companies in circumstances similar to the instant case
to omit shareholder

proposals pursuant to Rules 14a-8f and 14a-8b vhere the proof of

Ownership submitted by the shareholder failed to specifically establish that the shareholder held
the

requisite amount of the companys securities
continuously for one year as of the date the

proposal was submitted See Pall Corp avail Sept 20 2005 concurring with the exclusion of
shareholder proposal where the proponent had tiiled to supply SUppOrt sufficiently evidencing

that it satisfied the minimum ownership requirement continuously for the oneyear period as of
the date it submitted the proposal Inernational Businws Ivfachijies carp avail Jan 2004
concurring with the exclusion of shareholder proposal where the proponent did not provide
support sufficiently evidencing that she satisfied the minimum ownership requirement

continuously for the oneyear period Moody orp avail Mar 2002 concurring with the
cxc1uson ola shareholder proposal where the proponent did not supply support sufficient to
demonstrate Continuous ownership of the requisite number of shares for the meyear period prior
to the date the proponent submitted the proposal

Moreover the Staff has previously made clear the need for precision in the context of
demonstrating shareholders eligibility under Rule 4a-8b to submit shareholder proposal
SLR 14 provides the following

If shareholder submits his or tier lroposal to the company on June does
statement from the record holder

verifyIng that the shareholder owned the

securities continuously br 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 the time the

shareholder submits the proposal

Accordingly the Staff ha.s consistently permitted companies to omit shareholder

proposals when the cvidnce of ownership submitted by proponent covers period of time that
falls short of the required we-year period prior to the submission of the proposal For example
in International Business Maclfnci Corp avail Dec 2007 the Staff concurred with the
exclusion of shareholder proposal where the proponent submitted broker letter dated four

days heforethe proponent submitted its
proposal to the company Sec also General Electric C.o

avail Eec 2009 concurring with the exclusion of shareholder proposal where the
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\a submitted Ofl October 28 2009 and the documcntar idence demonstrating
nershlp of the Companys securities covered continuous period endinu October 27 2009

ILi/Maji toits Inc avail Feb 2005 concurrini with the cxcltisi ofa shareholder
proposai here the proposal was submitted December 2004 and the documentary evidence
kmfluflstratmng ownership of the companys securities covered Continuous period endingNo ember 22 2004 iap Inc avail Mam 2003 concurrin with time excluion ofa
proposal where the date olsubmission was November 27 2002 but the documentary evidence of
the proponents ownership of the companys securities covet-cd Iwoyear penod endingNu ember 25 2002 Anialvaiwn Inc avail Mai- 14 2002 eoncurrint with the exciusion of
shareholder proposal where the proponent had held shares tbr to days less than the required
onc-vearpenod

..onsisicnt with the precedent cited above the Proposal is excludable because neither

Proponermr has
sutliciently demonstrated that they continuously owned the requisite number of

Company shares fbr the oneyear period prior to the date the Proposal was submitted to the
Company as required by Rule 4a8b Accordingly the Company may exclude the Proposal
under Rule l4a-h and Rule 14aSf

Based upon the
forcgoiii analysis we respectfully request that the Staff concur that it

will take no action lithe Company excludes the Proposal from its 20 It Proxy Materials We
would be happy to provide you with any additional information and answer any questions that

you may have
rcardirtj this subjcct

11 we can be ofanv further assistance in this mattet please do not hesitate to call me at

972 444-1473 or ilizabeth
ising of iibson Du Ci-uther LLP at 202 955827

Sincerely

Lisa J3ork

Counsel Corporate arid Securities

LKI3 tss

Enclosures

cc Margareth Crosnier de Bellaistre The Domestic and
Foreign Missionary Society of the

Episcopal Church

Harry Van Buren Episcopal Church Social Responsibility in Investments Program
Barton Jones The Church Pension Fund



Exhibit



THE EP1SCJjj CHUICH
ADvocjcy C.rn Ilk

SHAREHOLDER PROPOSAL
VIA FEDERALEXPRESS

UL..

DEC 102009
December 2009

NO SHARES__________
DISTRIBUTION DSR ME TJGerson

LKB JEP DGH SMDChief Executive Officer

Exxon Mobil Corporation

5959 Las Colinas Boulevard

Irving TX 75039-2298

Dear Mr Tillcrscn

The Domestic and Foreign Missionary Society of the Episcopal Church Episcopal Church is thebeneficial owner of 13728 shares of ExxonMobil common stock held for the Episcopal Church by Bankof America and BNY Mellon

The Episcopal Church has long been concerned not only with the financial return on its investments butalso along with many other churches and socially concerned investors with the moral and ethical
implications of its investments We are especially concerned about issues related to environmental
justice we believe that corporations have particular ethical responsjbifltjes to the communities that hosttheir facilities

To this end the Episcopal Church hereby files the attached shareholder proposal and
supportingstatement which requests that the companys board of directors

report on how the corporation ensuresthat it is accountable for its environmental impacts in all of the communities where it operates forconsideration at Exxon Mobils 2010 Annual Meeting This resolution is
beiag submitted in accordancewith Rule 14a-8 of the General Rules and Regulations under the Securities and Exchange Act of 1934The Episcopal Church has held at least $2000 in Exxon Mobil shares for the past year and will hold at$2000 in such shares through the 2010 annual meeting We hope that

you will find this request bothreasonable and easy to fulfill so that an agreement might be
reached__allowing the Episcopal Church towithdraw the proposal We would be most interested in dialogue with the company on this importantissue

Harry Van Buren Staff Consultant of the Episcopal Churchs Social
Responsibility in InvestmentsProgram can be contacted

regarding this resolution at 505.867.0641 telephone or 4938 Kokopelli DriveNE Rio Rancho NM 87144

Very truly yours

Margareth Crosnier de Betlaistre

Director of Investment Management and Banking

lit Fiic.pu irtItiI .ttR

815 Second Avenue New York NY 10017-4503 USA 212.716.6000 800.3317626
wepicopaIchurcho



RESOLUTION ON CORPORATE ENVIRONMENTAL ACCOUNTABILITY TO COMMUNITIES

Resolved

Shareholders request that the Board of Directors report at reasonable cost and omitting proprietary

Information on how the corporation ensures thai it is accountable for its environmental impacts in all of

the communities where it operates The report should contain the following information

how the corporation makes available reports regarding its emissions and environmental

impacts on land water and soilboth within its permits and emergency emissionsto
members of the communIties where it operates
how the corporation integrates community environmental accountability Into its current

code of conduct and ongoing business practices and

the extent to which the corporations activities have negative health effects on individuals

living in economically-poor communities

Supporting statement

ExxonMobil ranked on list of worst U.S corporate polluters in terms of the amount and toxicity of

pollution and the numbers of people exposed to it based on 2002 toxics data
http/lwww.peri.umass.eduIToxjc-j0O-Table265.0.hl

Most of this pollution is from ExxonMobWs refinery operations ExxonMbi1s refinery in Baton Rouge LA
is the second largest emitter of toxic pollutants among all U.S EPA regulated refineries Its Joliet IL
refinery is the largest source of toxic air and water emissions In that state

ExxonMobil has come under scrutiny for January 2006 release of process gas from its Baytown TX
refinery Houston Chronicle 3/25/06 and for lax security at its Chalmetta LA refinery where enough
hydrofluoric acid is stored to put the population of New Orleans at risk NY Times 5/22105

In October2005 ExxonMobil agreed to pay $571 million to install pollution control technologies at seven
of its refineries in settlement of SPA claims of federai Clean Air Act violations ExxonMobjl was also
required to pay $8.7 in fines and $9.7 million on supplemental environmental projects

Refineries account for percent of the countrys dangerous air pollution As former EPA official

explained refinery pollution affects local communities more than power plants because it is released from
short smokestacks and does not dissipate readily People are living cheek by jowl with refinery
pollution Washington Post 1/26/05

btivJ/www.washinotonoostcom/wpriynartjces/A430.t
005Jan27.htmlreferreremail

Corporations have moral responsibility to be accountable for their environmental impactsnot justeffects on the entire ecosystem but also direct effects on the communities that host their facilities
Communities are often the forgotten stakeholders in terms of corporate activities and impact No
corporation can operate without the resources that local communities provide but It is often these
communities that bear the brunt of corporate activities

Also of concern to
proponents are the effects of Corporate activities on low-Income areas and

communities of color Several of the fence-line communities near ExxonMobirs refineries are AfricanAmerican One study has found that facilities like oil refineries operated in largely African-American
counties may pose greater risk of accident and injury than those in counties with fewer African-Americans Environmental Justice Frequency and Severity of U.S Chemical lndustiy Accidents andthe Soclo-economic Status of Swroundlng Communities 58 Journal of Epidemiology and Community
Health 24-SO 2004
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CHURCH PENSION GROUP
IJ Serq the Episcopal Churci and Its People

VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS
972-444-1000

December 10 2009

Rex Tillcrson

Chief Execut ive Officer

Exxon IViobil Corporation

5959 Las Cohnas Boulevard

Irving TX 75039-2298

Dear Mr Tillerson

Barton Jone Esq
Seror Vice Ptenidnnt

CMOI Legal Officer

Soaretay

The Churol Pension FundSHAREUOIJER RELATIONS
New YOrk NY 10016

212J 592.1837DEC O9 800 223.5602

212022-9428 enNO OF
StlARE1.L4jonesecpcorgCOMMENT

ACTION_

The Church Pension Fund Fund is the beneficial owner 01241292 shares of Exxon Mobil
Corporation Company common stock held as of December 92009 for the Fund by Northern TrustCompany The Fund is an official

agency of the Episcopal Church

The Episcopal Church has long been concerned not only with the financial return on its investnt butalso along with many other churches and socially concerned investors with the moral and ethicalimplications of its investments We are especially concerned about issues related to environmental
justice we believe that corporations have particular ethical responsibilities to The communities that hosttheir facilities

To this end the Fund hereby co-files with the Episcopal Church the attached shareholder proposal and
supporting statement which requests that the Companys board of directors report on how the Companyensures that it is accountable for its environmental impact on all of the communities where it Operates forconsideration at the Companys2010 annual meeting This resolution is being submitted in accordancewith Rule 4a-8 of the General Rules and Regulations promulgated under the Securities Exchange Act of1934 The Fund has held at Least $2000 in Company shares for the past year and will hold at $2000 insuch shares through the 2010 annual meeting The Episcopal Church and the Fund hope that you willfind this request both reasonable and

easy to fulfill so that an agreement might be reachedallowing theEpiscopal Church and the Fund to withdraw the proposal The Episcopal Church and the Fund would bemost interested in dialogue with the company on this important issue

Harry Van Buren StaffConsujiant of the Episcopal Churchs Social Responsibij in InvestmentsProgram can be contacted regarding this resolution at 505267.0643 telephone or 4938 Kokopelli DriveNE Rio Rancho NM 87144

truly yours

Barton Jones



RESOLUTION ON CORPORATE ENVIRONMENTAL ACCOUNTABILITy TO COMMUNiTIES

Resolved

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

how the corporation makes available reports regarding its emissions and environmental
impacts on land water and soilboth within its permits and emergency emissionsto
members of the communities where it operates
hOw the corporation integrates community environmental accountability into its current
code of conduct end ongoing business practices and
the extent to which the corporations activities have negative health effects on individuals

living
in economically-poor communities

Supporting statement

ExxonMobil ranked on list of worst U.S corporate polluters in terms of the amount and toxicity of
pollution and the numbers of people exposed to it based on 2002 toxics data
httrxI/www.ceri.urnass.edufToxic-1 0O-Table.265Ohtmj

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

ExxonMbiI has come under scrutiny for January 2006 release of process gas from its Baytown TX
refinery Houston Chronicle 3126/06 and for lax security at its Chalmette LA refinery where enough
hydrofluoric acid is stored to put the population of New Orleans at risk NY Times 5122/05

In October2005 ExxonMobil agreed to pay $571 million to install pollution control technologies at seven
of its refineries in settlement of EPA claims of federal Clean Air Act violations ExxonMobjl was also
required to pay $8.7 In fines and $9.7 million on supplemental environmental projects

Refineries account for percent of the countrys dangerous air pollutiort As former EPA official
explained refinery pollution affects local communities more than power plants because it is released from
short smokestacks and does not dissipate readily People are living cheek by jowl with refinery
pollution Washington Post 1128/05

flhiwww.washingtonDost.comjwprnn/articleA43Q14
005Jan27.htryilrefenerernail

Corporations have moral responsibility to be accountable for their environmental impactsnot justeffects on the entire ecosystem but also direct effects on the communities that host their facilities
Communities are often the forgotten stakeholders in terms of corporate activities and impact No
corporation can operate without the resources that local communities provide but it is often these
communities that bear the brunt of corporate activities

Also of concern to proponents are the effects of corporate activities on low-income areas andcommunities of color Several of th fence-line communities near ExxonMbjls refineries are AfricanAmerican One study has found that facIlities like oil refineries operated in largely African-American
counties may pose greater risk of accident and injury than those in counties with fewer African-Americans Environmental Jvstlce Frequency and Severity of U.S Chemical Industry Accidents andthe Scala-economic Status of Surrounding Communities 58 Journal of Epidemiology and Community
Health 24-302004
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Exxon Mob Cwporation Dav3d Rosenthal
5959 Las CIiflas BOUtevwd Vice Presicleni lnvetor Relalions

Irving Texas 75039 and Secretary

EonMobfl

December 15 2009

V1A UPS OVERNIGHT DEL VERY

Ms Margareth Crosnierde Bellaistre

Director of investment Management and Banking

The Episcopal Church

815 SecondAvenue
New York NY 10017-4503

Dear Ms de Beflaistre

This wifi acknowledge receipt of the proposal concerning community environmental

impact which you have submitted on behalf of the Episcopal Church the upropont
in connection with ExxonMobils 2010 annual meeting of shareholders However .proof
of share ownership was not included with your submission

In order to be eligible to submit shareholder proposal Rule 14a-8 copy enclosed
requires proponent to submit sufficient proof that he or she has continuously held at
least $2000 in market value or 1% of the companys securities entitled to vote on the
proposal for at least one year as of the date the shareholder proposal was submitted
The Proponent does not appear on our records as registered shareholder Moreover
to date we have not received proof that the Proponent has satisfied these ownership
requirements To remedy this defect the Proponent must submit sufficient proof that
these eligibility requirements are met

As explained in Rule 14a-8b sufficient proof may be in the form of written
statement from the record holder of the Proponents shares usually broker or

bank verifying that as of the date the proposal was submitted December 2009 the
Proponent continuously held the requisite number of ExxonMobil shares for at least one
year or if the Proponent has filed with the SEC Schedule 13D Schedule 13G
Form Form or Form or amendments to those documents or updated forms
reflecting the Proponents ownership of the requisite number of ExxonMobil shares as of
or before the date on which the one-year eligibility period begins copy of the schedule
and/or form and any subsequent amendments reporting change in the ownership
level and written statement that the Proponent continuously held the requisite number
of ExxonMobil shares for the one-year period



Ms Margareth Crosnier de BeHastre

Page two

The SECs rules require that any response to this letter must be postmarked or

transmitted electronically to us no later than 14 calendar days from the date this letter is

received Please mail any response to me at ExxonMobij at the address shown above
Alternatively you may send your response to me via facsimile at 972-444-1199

You should note that if the proposal is not withdrawn or excluded the Proponent or his

representative who is qualified under New Jersey law to present the proposal on the

Proponents behalf must attend the annual meeting in person to present the proposal

If you intend for representative to present your proposal you must provide
documentation signed by you that specifically identifies your intended representative by
name and specifically authorizes the representative to present the shareholder proposal
on your behalf at the annual meeting copy of this authorization meeting state law

requirements should be sent to my attention in advance of the meeting Your
authorized representative should also bring an original signed copy of the authorization
to the meeting and present it at the admissions desk together with photo identification if

requested so that our counsel may verify the representatives authority to act on your
behalf prior to the start of the meeting

In the event there are co-filers for this proposal and in light of the SEC staff legal bulletin

14C dealing with co-filers of shareholder proposals we will be requesting each co-filer

to provide us with clear documentation confirming your designation to act as lead tiler

and granting you authority to agree to modifications and/or withdrawal of the proposal
on the co-filers behalf We think obtaining this documentation will be in both your
interest and ours Without clear documentation from all co-filers confirming and
delineating your authority as representative of the filing group and considering SEC
staff guidance it Will be difficult for us to engage In productive dialogue concerning this
proposal

We are interested in discussing this proposal and wifi contact you in the near future

Sincerely

GM124
Enclosure

Mr f-lariy Van Buren



UNITED STATES
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION

Washington D.C 20549

SHAREHOLDER PROPOSALS

RULE 14a-8

Rule 240.14a-8 Shareholder Proposals

This section addresses when 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

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 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 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

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

13D 24O.13d-1O1 Schedule 13G 24O.13d-1O2 Form 249.1O3 of this chapter
Form 249.1O4 of this chapter and/or Form 249.1O5 of this chapter or

amendments to those documents or updated forms reflecting your ownership of the

shares as of or before the date on which the one-year eligibility period begins If you
have filed one of these documents with the SEC you may demonstrate your eligibility

by submitting to the company

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 haschanged 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 249.3O8a of this

chapter or 10-QSB 249.308b of this chapter or in shareholder reports of investment

companies under 270.30d-1 of this chapter of the Investment Company Act of 1940 In

order to avoid controversy shareholders should submit their proposals by means
including electronic means that permit them to prove the date of delivery

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 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 240.14a-8 and

provide you with copy under Question 10 below 240.14a-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 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 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

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 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

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 i2 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 Rules If the proposal or supporting statement is contrary

to any of the Commissions proxy rules including 240.14a-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 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 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 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 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 flies 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

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

Division letters issued under the rule and

iii 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 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



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

240.14a-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 before contacting the Commission staff

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

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

materially false or misleading statements under the following timeframes

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 240.14a-6
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December 21 2009

VIA UPS OVERNIGHT DELIVERY

Mr Barton Jones

Church Pension Group
445 Fifth Avenue
New York NY 10016

Dear Mr Jones

This will acknowledge receipt of your letter
indicating that you wish to co-file on behalf ofthe Church Pension Fund the co-filer the proposal previously submitted by The

Episcopal Church Concerning Community environmental impact in connection withExxonMobirs 2010 annual meeting of shareholders However proof of share ownershipwas not included with your submission

In order to be eligible to submit shareholder proposal Rule 14a-8 copy enclosedrequires co-filer to submit sufficient proof that he or she has continuously held at least$2000 in market value or 1% of the companys securities entitled to vote on the
proposal for at least one year as of the date the shareholder proposal was submittedThe co-filer does riot appear on our records as registered shareholder Moreover todate we have not received proof that the co-filer has satislied these ownershiprequirements To remedy this defect the co-filer must submit sufficient proof that these
eligibility requirements are met

As explained in Rule 14a-8b sufficient proof may be in the form of writtenstatement from the record holder of the co-filers shares usually broker or bankverifying that as of the date of the proposal December io 2009 the co-filer
continuously held the requisite number of ExxoriMobil shares for at least one year orif the co-filer has filed with the SEC Schedule 3D Schedule 3G Form Formor Form or amendments to those documents or updated forms reflecting the co-filers
ownership of the requisite number of ExxonMobil shares as of or before the date onwhich the one-year eligibility period begins copy of the schedule and/or form and any



Mr Barton Jones

Page two

subsequent amendments reporting change in the ownership level and written

statement that the co-filer continucnisly held the requisite number of ExxonMobil shares
for the one-year period

The SECs rules require that any response to this letter must be postmarked or
transmitted

electronically to us no later than 14 calendar days from the date this letter is

received Please mail any response to me at ExxonMobil at the address shown above
Alternatively you may send your response to me via facsimile at 972-444-1505

In accordance with SEC staff legal bulletins dealing with co-filers of shareholder
proposals we ask that you complete and return the enclosed form so that we may have
and be able to provide the SEC staff clear documentation indicating which filer is

designated to act as load filer and granting the lead filer authority to agree to
modifications andlor withdrawal of the proposal on your behalf Without this

documentation clarifying the role of the lead filer as representative of the filing group it

wilt be difficult for us to engage in productive dialogue concerning this proposal

Sincerely

David Henry
Section Head Shareholder Relations

Enclosures

Ms Margareth Crosnier de Belaistre

Mr Harry Van Buren



UNITED STATES
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION

Washington D.C 20549

SHAREHOLDER PROPOSALS

RULE 14a-8

Rule 240.14a-8 Shareholder Proposals

This section addresses when 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 afew specific circumstances the company is permifted to exclude

your proposal but only after submithng 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 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 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

13D 24O.13d-1O1 Schedule 13G 24O.13d-1O2 Form 249.1O3 of this chapter
Form 249.1O4 of this chapter and/or Form 249.1O5 of this chapter or

amendments to those documents or updated forms reflecting your ownership of the

shares as of or before the date on which the one-year eligibility period begins If you
have filed one of these documents with the SEC you may demonstrate your eligibility

by submitting to the company

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 Form 10-Q 249.308a of this

chapter or 0-QSB 249.308b of this chapter or in shareholder reports of investment

companies under 270.30d-1 of this chapter of the Investment Company Act of 1940 In

order to avoid controversy shareholders should submit their proposals by means
including electronic means that permit them to prove the date of delivery

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 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 240.14a-8 and

provide you with copy under Question 10 below 240.14a-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 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 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

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 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

recommendation or suggestion is proper unless the company demonstrates otherwise

Violation of Law lf the proposal would if implemented cause the company
to violate any state federal or foreign law to which it is subject

Note to paragraph i2 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 Rules If the proposal or supporting statement is contrary

to any of the Commissions proxy rules including 240.14a-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 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 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 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 previouslywithin 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

iiAn explanation of why the company believes that it may exclude the proposal
whióh 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 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 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



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

240.14a-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 before contacting the Commission staff

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

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

materially false or misleading statements under the following timeframes

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 240.14a-6
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SHAREHOLDER REMTIOIgs

DEC 2.92009

NO OF SHARES._ENY MELLON COMMENT
ASSET SERVICING __________________

hank of New York Mellon

One Mellon Center

Aim 151-1015

Pittsburgh PA 15258
December 17 2009

Mr David Rosenthal

Vice President Investor Relations and Secretary

Exxon Mobil Corporation

5959 Las Colinas Boulevard

Irving Texas 75039

RE TIlE DOMESTIC FOREIGN MISSIONARY SOCIETY OF THE PROTESTANT
EPISCOPAL CfflJRCH

Dear Mr Rosenthal

The Domestic Foreign Missionary Society of the Protestant Episcopal Church USA is

pleased to confirm the following

The Bank of New York Mellon is the holder of record
For the

past twelve 12 months The DOmestic and Foreign Missionary Society of the
Protestant Episcopal Church in the United States has owned

continuously minimum
of 9828 shares of Exxon Mobil Corp
As of November 10 2009 The Domestic and Foreign Missionary Society of the
Protestant Episcopal Church in the United States held 13628 shares of Exxon Mobil
Corp for market value of $1023053.96

If you have any questions regarding this information please contact me at 412-234-5338

Tern Voiz

Supervisor

Client Accounting and Reporting

Cc Ms Margareth Crosnier de Beilaistre

Mr Harry van Buren
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CHURCH PENSION GROUP

Ij ing Episccal curc peopza SHAREHQWER RELATIONS

DEC 2Q20D9

NO OF $HARES Naw NV

ACTION zi
bJonapgQr

VIA FACSIMILE 972-444-1505

December29 2009

David Henry

Svctionllcad Shareholder Relations

Exon Mobil Corporation

5959 La Colinas Blvd

irving IX 75039

RE Letter of Ownership

Dear Mr Henry

Pcr the request of your letter enclosed is copy of letter dated 1ecember 232009

fromNorthern Trust custodian for shares owned by the Church rension Fund

couflnning ownership of at least $2000 in markev value of Exxon Mobil Corporation for

at least one year

lyyouxs

cc Ms Margareth CrO5flICr de Beflalatre

Mr Hairy Van Buren



12/l/20D9 1439 12125929429 ThE Q-URCH PENSICUI PAGE 03/a4

SHAREHOWER RELATIONS

DEC 29 2009

chkgo iflinol 60603 NO OF SHARES

COMMENT

Northern Trust
ACTION___________

December23 2009

Re Ecxon Mobil Corp

To Whom It May Concern

As custodian for The Church Pension Fund Thu Northern Tzust Company veaifies that

The Church Pension Fund owxs and has coatinuouiy held at least $2000 in market

value of Exxon Mobil common stock for at least one year from such date

If you have any questions concerning this matter please do not hesitate to contact me at

312-6304091

Sincerely

Robert Iolmson

Semor Viie President


