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A VERSENYPOLITIKA VEGREHAJTASARA VONATKOZO ELJARASOK

BIZOTTSAG

ALLAMI TAMOGATAS - EGYESULT KIRALYSAG

C 14/08 (kordbbi NN 1/08) szdmii dllami timogatis — A Northern Rock szdmdra nydjtandé
szerkezetdtalakitdsi timogatds

Felhivds észrevételek benyujtisira az EK-Szerz6dés 88. cikkének (2) bekezdése értelmében
(EGT-vonatkozdst szoveg)

(2009/C 149/09)

2009. méjus 7-én kelt levelével, amelynek hiteles nyelvi véltozata megtaldlhat6 ezen Gsszefoglalo végén, a
Bizottsdg értesitette az Egyesiilt Kirdlysagot arrdl, hogy a fent emlitett tdmogatdssal kapcsolatosan az EK-
SzerzGdés 88. cikkének (2) bekezdése szerinti eljdrds meginditdsardl hatarozott.

Az érdekeltek a bizottsagi eljdrds targydt képezd tdmogatdsra vonatkozd észrevételeiket az aldbbi osszefog-
lal6 és az annak végén taldlhat6 levél kozzétételét kovetGen egy honapon beliil tehetik meg az alabbi cimen:

European Commission
Directorate-General for Competition
State aid Greffe

1049 Bruxelles/Brussel
BELGIQUE/BELGIE

Fax +32 22961242

Az észrevételeket a Bizottsdg tovabbitja az Egyesilt Kirdlysdgnak. Az észrevételek benyujtéi kérésiket

megindokolva, irdsban kérhetik adataik bizalmas kezelését.

OSSZEFOGLALAS
1. AZ ELJARAS

2008. aprilis 2-4n a Bizottsdg elinditotta az EK-Szerz6dés
88. cikkének (2) bekezdése szerinti eljdrast az Egyesiilt
Kiralysdg hatdsdgai dltal a Northern Rock szerkezetdtalaki-
tisdra irdnyuléan benyujtott szerkezetdtalakitdsi tervvel
kapcsolatban. A Bizottsighoz az Egyesilt Kirdlysdgtol
2008. mdjus 2-dn érkeztek észrevételek, a tobbi érdekelt
fél pedig 2008. jalius 15-én tovabbitotta észrevételeit az
Egyesiilt Kirdlysignak. Az Egyesiilt Kirdlysdg hatdsagai
2008. augusztus 28-dn valaszoltak ezekre az észrevéte-
lekre. Az Egyesiilt Kirdlysdg hatdsdgai a Bizottsighoz ezt
kovetGen tobb alkalommal nydjtottak be informéciot.
2009 elején az Egyesiilt Kirdlysdg hatdsdgai értesitették a
Bizottsdgot, hogy médositani kivanjak a szerkezetdtalakitdsi
tervet. Az Gj tervvel kapcsolatban 2009. februdr 20-dn,
2009. mdrcius 31-én és 2009. dprilis 2-dn nytjtottak be
informaciot.

II. A TENYEK

A tdmogatds kedvezményezettje az NR, amely az Egyesiilt
Kirdlysigban az o6todik legnagyobb jelzdlogbank 101
millidrd GBP mérlegf6osszeggel (2006. december 31-i
adat). Az NR 6 tevékenysége lakdscélu jelzdlogkolcsonok

nyUjtisa. Az utébbi 8 év alatt a bank durvdn haromszoro-
sara novelte az Egyesilt Kirdlysdg jelzalogpiacabdl val6
részesedését. Az NR fokozott kolesonnyuijtasit elsGsorban
a nagybani bankkozi piacrél és eszkozeinek értékpapiro-
sitdsan keresztill finanszirozta. Ez akkor vélt problemati-
kussd, amikor a vildg pénzpiacait megrdzé zavarok gyakor-
latilag ellehetetlenitették a jelzdlogok értékpapirositdsat,
mik6zben nehézzé valt a nagybani bankkozi finanszirozds,
mivel a bankok vonakodtak att6l, hogy kolesonoket nyuijt-
sanak egymadsnak.

Miutdn az Egyesiilt Kirdlysig hat6sdgai garantdltdk a
meglévé lakossagi bankbetéteket, az intézményes tigyfelek
bankbetéteit, valamint az Gj lakossdgi betéteket, és likvidi-
tasi eszkozt biztositottak az NR szdmdra, az NR-t 2008
februdrjaban allamositottak. 2008. mdrcius 17-én az Egye-
sult Kirdlysdg hat6sdgai szerkezetatalakitsi tervet jelen-
tettek be a Bizottsdgnak, melynek legfontosabb elemei a
kovetkezék voltak: i) a 101 millidrd GBP mérlegf6osszeg
csokkentése koriilbelill [...] () %-kal 2011 végére, ii) a
mérlegf60sszeg stabilizdldsa a lakossdgi betétekbdl allo
alap novelésével, iii) a ddniai dzleti tevékenység

(*) Bizalmas informdcid, ahol lehetséges, az adatokat [zdréjelekben]
megadott tartomdnyokkal helyettesitik.
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megsziintetése, és az irorszagi és a guernseyi jelenlét szin-
tentartdsa. A tervet szerkezetdtalakitdsi tdmogatds kisérné,
mely elsGsorban a megmentési tdmogatdsi intézkedések
meghosszabbitdsabol dllna. Az Egyesiilt Kirdlysdg hatdsdgai
felkésziiltek szdmos, a verseny torzuldsinak korldtozdsat
célzé6 kompenzdcids intézkedés villaldsira, ideértve a
kovetkezdket: a) a mérlegf6osszeg csokkentése, b) kevesebb
Uj jelzdlogkoleson nyjtdsa, ¢) az NR ddniai dizleti tevé-
kenységének megsziintetése, és az frorszdgi és a guernseyi
jelenlét  szintentartdsa és d)  versenykarta, mely
meghatdrozza azokat a feltételeket, amelyek alapjin az
NR versenyezne a piacon.

A pénziigyi vélsdg sulyosboddsa és annak az NR t6kehely-
zetére gyakorolt negativ hatdsa eredményeként az Egyesiilt
Kirdlydg hatésdgai az NR-rel kozosen médositottak a szer-
kezetatalakitdsi tervet. Az 4j terv szerint az NR két vallal-
kozdsra osztddna:

i. A ,Bank Co™ ide transzferdlndk a Northern Rock kovet-
kez§ eszkozeit: lakossdgi betétek allomdnya (koriilbelil
19,5 millidrd GBP), amit korilbelil [...] millidrd GBP
készpénzkovetelés és a Northern Rock korilbeldl [...]
millidrd GBP-t kitevé [...] jelzdlogmentes eszkozei
fedeznek. Az intézményes ugyfelek jelenleg Osszesen
koriilbelil [...] millidrd GBP-t kitevS betétei, melyeket
készpénzkovetelés fedez, a Northern Rock kolesonnyd;-
tassal foglalkozd és szolgéltatd részlege, bankfiokjai, az
érintett személyzet és rendszerek, és a GIC-szdmlék ('),
melyeket (koriilbeliil [...] millidrd GBP-vel egyenld
értékd) készpénzkovetelés fedez.

ii. Az ,AssetCo” fogja at a Northern Rock plc vallalkozast,
ide tartozik a tobbi lakdscéli jelzdlogkoleson és a Nort-
hern Rock nagykereskedelmi finanszirozdsi eszkozei (a
Granite értékpapirositasi eszkozbdl szdrmazé kamatok,
passzivdk a fedezett kotvény és EMTN programok kere-
tében, kapcsolodo fedezeti tigyletek), egytitt mds kapcso-
16d6 passzivakkal. Az AssetCo felel a Northern Rock
részére nyujtott kormdnykolesonért, melyet [...] GBP
és [...] millidrd GBP kozotti osszeggel névelnek meg
(fuggben az aktivdktol és a passzivaktol a kettéosztds
id6pontjdban) a szerkezetdtalakitds végrehajtasdnak
elémozditisa érdekében és maximum [...] millidrd
GBP  forgétSke-eszkozzel — kivanjdk  biztositani a
megfelel§ likviditdst [...]-a alatt. Erre az eszkozre a
szokdsos piaci dijszabdst alkalmazzdk.

Az Uj szerkezetdtalakitdsi terv az alaphelyzetbdl kiindul6
forgatékonyv szerint a BankCo és az AssetCo szdmdra
egyenként [...] millidrd GBP és [...] millidrd GBP osszeg
t6keinjekciokat, a kolcsonnyujtasi stratégia megvéltoztatd-
sat, az aktiv jelzdlogtorlesztési program elhagyasit és a
verseny keretfeltételeinek valtoztatdsait irdnyozza el§, ami
lehet6vé teszi az NR szdmdra, hogy kolcsonnyujtdsat
osszesen 14 millidrd GBP-vel novelje 2009-ben és 2010-
ben.

(") Ezek a Granite értékpapirositdsi struktiira nevén az NR-nél fenntar-

tott bankszdmldk.

6.

1. ERTEKELES

A 2009. madrcius 31-én bejelentett szerkezetdtalakitdsi
tdmogatds tekintetében a Bizottsdg részletes vizsgalat elin-
ditasardl dontott a kovetkezd okokbol:

— El6szor, a Bizottsig megéllapitja, hogy az 6j szerke-
zetdtalakitdsi terv szerint a BankCo-nak nem lesz sziik-
sége drdga piaci finanszirozdsra, hogy felszivia az NR
multbeli kockdzatos kolcsoneibdl eredd veszteségeket.
Ugy ttinik hogy ez az intézkedés az értékvesztett
eszkozok atvétele egy formdjanak tekinthetd, mivel az
Egyesiilt Kirdlysdg kormdnya jelentds mértékben vesz at
az NR tevékenységébdl szarmazo, a BankCo altal kezelt
értékvesztett eszkozoket. A BankCo-nak nem kell visz-
szafizetnie a kormdnykolesont sem, és hozzajut az NR
[...] eszkozeihez és jelentSs Osszegli készpénzhez.
Ennek eredményeként ugy tdnik, hogy a BankCo
nagy mértékben versenyképes bankka valik. Nem egyér-
telmd, hogy a BankCo sajit hozzdjiruldsinak szintje
megfelel-e a megmentési és szerkezetdtalakitdsi irdny-
mutatdsban foglalt elveknek. A Bizottsdg emiatt
kétségbe vonja, hogy a tdmogatds a minimdlis szintre
korlatozddik és hogy megfeleld mértékd a BankCo sajat
hozzdjaruldsa.

— Madsodszor, a Bizottsdg kétségbe vonja, hogy az intéz-
kedések versenytdrsakra tovabbgy(irizé negativ hatdsai
minimdlis szintre korldtozddndnak. A fentiek alapjn
ugy tlnik, hogy a BankCo a szerkezetdtalakitdsi
mivelet eredményeként nagy mértékben versenyképes,
jol t6késitett bankkd vélik. A tdmogatds eredményeként
a BankCo potencidlisan fokozhatja jelzdlogkoleson-
nyudjtdsi tevékenységét és ebbdl kovetkezen a tobbi
versenytars rovasara novelheti piaci jelenlétét, mivel
veliik ellentétben nem kell vdllalnia az eszkozeibdl szdr-
mazé veszteségek terhét. A Bizottsig azt s
megallapitja, hogy a BankCo tovibbra is kezeli az
AssetCo kolesoneit, ami azt jelenti, hogy emellett élvez-
heti a meglévé iigyfelekkel torténd kapcsolattartasbol
szarmazd el6nyoket. Figyelembe véve a tdmogatds
Osszegét, a Bizottsag kétségbe vonja, hogy a verseny
torzuldsa valoban kompenzalhaté-e a verseny torzula-
sdnak korldtozdsdt célzd intézkedésekkel.

A LEVEL SZOVEGE

,The Commission wishes to inform the United Kingdom that,
having examined the revised restructuring plan such as notified
by your authorities regarding the case referred to above, it has
decided to extend the procedure laid down in Article 88(2) of
the EC Treaty which was opened by decision C(2008)1210 final
of 2 April 2008 (“the opening decision”).

1

1. PROCEDURE

On 17 March 2008, the UK authorities submitted to the
Commission a restructuring plan for Northern Rock (“NR”)
and notified the State aid measures which would
accompany that plan to enable it to be implemented. On
2 April 2008, the Commission opened a formal investi-
gation procedure pursuant to Article 88(2) EC Treaty
regarding the restructuring aid planned to be granted to
Northern Rock. By letter of 2 May 2008, the UK
responded to the opening decision.
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By letter of 25 April 2008, the Commission sent questions
regarding the restructuring plan submitted on 31 March
2008, which was a slightly amended version of the plan
notified on 17 March 2008. The UK provided answers by
letter of 6 June 2008. On 30 June 2008, a meeting was
held between the Commission services and the UK auth-
orities. Following that meeting, the UK authorities provided
additional information by letter of 13 August 2008. The
UK authorities also provided information by letter of 8 July
2008.

The opening decision was published in the Official Journal
of the European Union ('). The Commission invited
interested parties to submit their comments on the aid.
The Commission has received comments from interested
parties. By letter of 15 July 2008, received on 31 July
2008, it has forwarded them to the UK, which was
given the opportunity to react; its comments were
received by letter of 29 August 2008.

On 5 August 2008, the UK government announced that it
intended to convert up to 3 billion pounds of loans to
Northern Rock into equity.

On 11 November 2008, 15 January 2009 and 4 February
2009, the UK authorities informed the Commission that it
was considering plans for restructuring NR which signifi-
cantly differed from the ones notified in March 2008 and
outlined these plans.

On 20 February 2009, the UK authorities provided addi-
tional information on the intention to split the NR in two.
A more detailed plan was notified by letter of 31 March
2009 and 2 April 2009.

2. DESCRIPTION
2.1. The beneficiary and its difficulties

Before the difficulties started in the second half of 2007,
NR was the 5th biggest UK mortgage bank with a balance-
sheet total of GBP 113,5 billion on 30 June 2007. In
2006, its interest income represented GBP 5 billion, with
a profit of GBP 443 million. The bank had a staff of 6 000
persons. NR has 77 branches throughout the UK and was
present in Ireland, Denmark and Guernsey. Residential
mortgage lending was NR’s core activity. It represented
more than 90 % of all outstanding loans to customers.
In the first half of 2007, the bank had a market share of
UK gross mortgage lending of 9,7 % and of net mortgage
lending of 18,9 % (?). NR financed the majority of its long-
term mortgage loans by issuing securitised notes. In March
2001 NR established a “master trust’ securitisation
structure known as “Granite” of which it has made
extensive use. NR also funded itself through the issue of
“covered bonds”.

In section 2.1 of the first opening decision, the
Commission provided more information on the bene-
ficiary. Section 2.2 of the opening decision described the
difficulties it encountered, which led the UK authorities to
provide loans and guarantees, which were approved as

() O] C 135, 3.6.2008, p. 21.
(3) Gross lending is total advances, and net lending is advances less

redemptions and repayments.

rescue aid by the Commission Decision of 5 December
2007 (}). Some of the loans were initially granted by the
Bank of England (“BoE”) and counter-guaranteed by the
State. All the loans granted by BoE were novated on
28 August 2008 to HM Treasury. Section 2.3.1 of the
opening decision described the circumstances which led
the State to provide additional state guarantees on
18 December 2007. (In section 4.5.2 of the opening
decision, the Commission concluded that these additional
guarantees constituted compatible rescue aid.) Sections
2.32 and 2.3.3 of the opening decision described
respectively the attempts by NR and the UK authorities
to find a private sector solution and the restructuring
plans submitted to the government by Virgin and by
NR’s management. Section 2.3.4 indicated that NR was
nationalised on 22 February 2008 on the basis of legis-
lation introduced the preceding days.

2.2. The restructuring plan notified on 17 March 2008

The restructuring plan notified on 17 March 2008 was
described in section 2.3.5 of the first opening decision.
The main elements of this plan are summarised once
more here below, in order to facilitate the comparison
with the new restructuring plan.

(10) As regards the size of the balance sheet, the plan notified

on 17 March 2008 envisaged that the NR balance sheet
would contract in the first five years of the plan from
about GBP 107 billion in 2007 to about GBP 48-53
billion at the end of 2011. This would be achieved
through an active retail mortgage redemption programme
with the aim of encouraging at least 60 % of customers
with maturing products (i.e. maturing from product deals)
to remortgage with another lender; and exiting all new
commercial lending and new standalone unsecured
lending. NR would also continue to conduct limited
levels of new lending over this period (in the base case
about 18-23 billion in total for the four years from 2008
to 2011 compared with more that GBP 30 billion in
2007). This new lending would be offered predominantly
to high credit quality new customers.

(11) As to the structure of funding and limiting maturity

mismatch, the plan envisaged that the proportion of
retail funding to total funding would increase from 15-
20 % in 2008 to about [...] () in 2011 and about [...]
in 2012, re-balancing the balance sheet. This would be
reflected in a decrease in total funding and an increase in
retail deposits from GBP 10,5 billion at the end of 2007
(i.e. after the bank run) to about GBP [...] billion in 2011,
which remains below the pre-crisis level of GBP 24 billion.
The projected growth in the deposit base represented a
moderate increase in the share of the total market
compared to levels prevailing at the time (about 1,2-
1,5 % compared to 0,8 %) and below the pre-crisis share
of 1,9 % for the duration of the restructuring period.

(12) As regards overseas activities, NR proposed that its Danish

operations would be closed and a small capability would
be retained in Ireland and Guernsey to maintain some
diversification of the funding base.

() O] C 43, 16.2.2008.

(*) Business secret, where possible, figures have been replaced by ranges

in [brackets].
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(13) As regards the BoE facilities, the plan’s priority was their

rapid repayment. The plan envisaged that these facilities
would be fully repaid around [...] 2010 in the base case,
although there would be a BoE/[Treasury liquidity facility
that might remain in place until about the end of [...].

(14) As regards the State guarantees, the plan envisaged, in the

base case, the removal of all guarantees by the end of
2011. There would be a staggered release. As regards the
retail funding guarantee arrangements (which cover all new
and existing retail deposits) in the base case, the indicative
earliest release date for new retail deposits would be [...].
The indicative earliest release date for existing retail
deposits would be the [...]. For non-retail deposits, the
indicative date for removal of the guarantees in the base
case would be during [...]. Under the recession case
scenario, the guarantee arrangements would be required
until about 2013. The precise timing of the release of
the guarantee arrangements would be driven by capital
requirements and market conditions.

(15) As regards management, there was a significant change in

the composition of the board with the appointment of a
new executive Chairman, a new Chief Financial Officer, and
three new non-executive directors appointed by the
Government.

(16) As regards compensatory measure, the Government was

prepared to commit to the following specific measures:

(i) A targeted reduction in the balance sheet by over
[...]1 % to about GBP 48-53 billion by 2011.

(i) A reduction of new residential mortgage origination
from (in the base case) over GBP 30 billion in 2007
to about GBP 18-23 billion in total for the four years
from 2008 to 2011, and in any event within the limits
of the market share cap on gross new lending.

(ili) A commitment to an aggressive redemption policy
including the active encouragement of redeeming
customers to move to competitors.

(iv) Closure and run-off of NR’s operations in Denmark in
2008 and a commitment not to expand in other EU
markets before 2011.

(v) A commitment to a “Competitive Charter”, which
would notably include commitments that:

(i) NR would not promote its Government backing
in any market;

(i) NR would not allow its share of retail deposit
balances to exceed 1,5% in the UK and [0,8-
1 %] in Ireland;

(ili) NR would limit its share of gross new mortgage
origination to below 2,5 % in any calendar year;

(iv) NR would ensure that it would not rank within
the top positions in the defined 15 Moneyfacts

retail deposit categories for the remainder of
2008;

(vi) A commitment to withdraw from unsecured
personal lending and commercial lending for the
restructuring period.

(vi) A commitment not to increase the overall
number of branches in the UK.

(17) The plan envisaged that these compensatory measures,
unless otherwise specified above, would remain in place
until such time as the BoE[Treasury financial assistance
has been fully repaid (and the liquidity facility transferred
to a third party provider) and the balance sheet guarantee
arrangements have been released in full.

2.3. The new restructuring plan notified on 2 April
2009

(18) From December 2007 onwards, Northern Rock’s capital
position has deteriorated significantly. By December 2008
Core Tier 1 capital had fallen to -GBP 17,1 million and
total Tier 1 capital (after deductions) to -GBP 110,4 million
due to severe losses incurred by Northern Rock as a result
of the global financial crisis. (!) In addition the reduction in
the company’s balance sheet in accordance with the
original restructuring plan, combined with the effects of
the financial crisis has led to an increase in the risk
weighting of assets in the short to medium term as the
credit quality of the remaining book decreased, leading to
an effective increase in Tier 1 capital requirements. Revised
projections now indicate that up to GBP [...] billion of
additional capital would be required under the plan of
March 2008 if the deterioration of the book continues.

(19) Given the significant interest rate cuts as a result of the
financial crisis and the consequential reduction of Northern
Rock’s SVR (%), the company also anticipates a significant
reduction in the rate of mortgage redemptions in 2009. In
the restructuring plan that was notified in March 2008, it
was expected that 60 % of customers maturing from
product deals would redeem in 2009. This is now
expected to reduce to around [30 %-40 %)].

(20) In light of these concerns, the Government and Northern
Rock have agreed a number of modifications to the
restructuring plan as originally set out in March 2008 in
order to recognise the significant change in market
conditions over this period, address the capital position,
and support the wider initiatives that the Government is
taking to support the UK economy.

2.3.1. The split of the bank in a bad bank and a good bank

(21) The core proposal is that there will be a restructuring of
the business so that the majority of the back book of
mortgages, and Northern Rock’s existing wholesale
funding arrangements, will be managed separately from
its other businesses. Northern Rock will be divided into:

(") NR has registered a pre-tax loss of approximately GBP 1,4 billion

over 2008 and the reserves decreased significantly if compared to
the end of 2007 as stated in its 2008 annual accounts
http://companyinfo.northernrock.co.uk/downloads/2008_annual _
report.pdf

() UK term for each lender’s standard variable mortgage lending rate.
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(i) “BankCo” which will be a new company authorised by
the FSA as a deposit taker. Assets will be transferred
from Northern Rock to BankCo by order under the
Banking (Special Provisions) Act 2008. These are
expected to include the retail deposit book, currently
standing at approximately GBP 19,5 bn, matched with
approximately GBP [...] billion of cash assets and
approximately GBP [...] billion of Northern Rock’s
[...] unencumbered mortgage assets. Wholesale
deposits, currently totalling approximately GBP [...]
billion, will also be transferred to BankCo, matched
by cash assets of an equal value. (') BankCo will also
contain the Northern Rock mortgage origination and
servicing platform, its branches (including the branch
in Ireland and the Guernsey subsidiary), relevant staff
and systems. In addition, the intention is that the GIC
accounts (%) will be transferred to BankCo, matched by
cash assets of an equal value (approximately GBP [...]
billion); this is likely to be dependent on the company’s
rating and the decision of Granite’s trustees.

(i) “AssetCo” which will be the existing company,
Northern Rock ple. The intention is that AssetCo will
be left with the remaining pool of residential
mortgages and Northern Rock’s wholesale funding
instruments (principally its interest in the Granite secu-
ritisation vehicle and its liabilities under the covered
bond and EMTN programmes, together with associated
hedging) together with the associated liabilities.
AssetCo will also retain the liability for the existing
Government loan to Northern Rock, which will be
increased by between GBP [...] and GBP [...] billion
(exact amount to be set depending on the assets and
liabilities that exist at the time of the split) to enable
the implementation of the restructuring. In addition,
the Government will provide AssetCo with a working
capital facility of up to GBP [...] billion to ensure that
it has adequate liquidity during the course of its [...]. A
commercial rate will be charged for this facility.

(22) There will be a service agreement between the two
companies under which BankCo is likely to manage
AssetCo’s mortgage book and its other remaining assets
and liabilities. It is envisaged that any regulated activities
that AssetCo would otherwise need to perform will be
carried out by BankCo under the service agreement. FSA
approval of these arrangements will be required in order to
enable the two entities to be capitalised separately.

(23) The current assumption is that AssetCo will be wound
down [...]. To the extent that AssetCo’s assets are not
sufficient to fund repayment of its liabilities [...], further
Government support may be required to permit a [...].

(24) In the immediate future both BankCo and AssetCo will
remain wholly owned by the Government. However, it is
intended that the implementation of this structure will also
assist in facilitating a return of BankCo to the private
sector, and to independent operation, at an earlier date
than would otherwise be the case.

(") The total cash transfer that is necessary to ensure that the value of
the liabilities transferred to BankCo does not outweigh the value of
the assets transferred will be funded principally through the
extension of the current loan to Northern Rock (liability for which
will rest with AssetCo).

These are bank accounts in the name of the Granite securitisation
structure that are held with NR.

IS
=

2.3.2. Capital structure

(25) In order to address the negative evolution of Northern

Rock’s regulatory capital base the Government had
previously agreed in August 2008 to convert GBP 400
million of preference shares, and up to GBP 3 billion of
the loan from the Government into ordinary shares of the
company. In light of the proposed restructuring these
proposals will not be implemented in this form, but as
follows:

— BankCo will need to be capitalised by the Government
with equity and, potentially, subordinated or other
forms of long term debt in order to meet its regulatory
capital requirements in a central and stress case
scenario. In a stress case scenario its total capital
requirement is expected to be up to GBP [...] billion.

— AssetCo is currently expected to be subject to a regu-
latory capital requirement of 1 % in the medium term,
reflecting its activities as a [...]. In the medium to long
term, the intention is that AssetCo will reduce its
activities such that it falls outside the scope of the
FSA. However, in the short term, it will need to
satisfy FSA requirements before its capital requirements
are reduced. In a central case AssetCo is not expected
to require any capital support from the Government.
However, in a stress scenario (and based on a 1%
regulatory capital requirement) AssetCo could require
support of around GBP [...] billion to cover a capital
shortfall in 2010-11, although capital is forecast to
recover to a positive position in [...]. The current
intention of the Government is to ensure AssetCo is
able to fund repayment of its liabilities as they fall due
and its ongoing operations should its assets not be
sufficient.

(26) The capital requirements in a stress scenario under the

revised structure therefore total approximately GBP [...]
billion (in line with the August 2008 proposals). The
reason for the lower capital requirements is that under
the revised structure the bulk of the assets that are the
most capital-absorptive are held in run-off in an entity
which, in the medium to long term, and subject to
AssetCo falling outside the scope of the FSA’s remit, is
expected to have no regulatory capital requirement.

(27) Northern Rock’s capital position has been addressed to

date through a continuation of the interim arrangements
that were set up at the same time as the August 2008
proposals. At the company’s request, the FSA agreed to
waive the limits on use of Tier 2 capital that would
otherwise have applied as a result of the reduction in the
level of total Tier 1 resources. This means that all available
Tier 2 capital can be included within the capital resources
of the company for the purposes of meeting the
Company’s minimum regulatory requirements. These
arrangements were implemented on a temporary basis
until the earlier of the recapitalisation of the Company
or 31 December 2008. The arrangements were
subsequently renewed [...].
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2.3.3. Amendments to Government loan

(28) In addition to the increase, described above, in the existing

loan to Northern Rock, there will also be an adjustment to
the terms of the loan. This will extend final repayment of
the loan to beyond [...] (or to the liquidation of AssetCo if
earlier). The rate of interest will also be reviewed and a new
future rate will be agreed between the Government and the
company. Northern Rock plc currently pays interest at
Bank of England base rate plus [...] bps. As set out in
the loan agreement, this will revert to [...] plus [...] bps
when state aid approval is granted, backdated to [...]. The
future rate of interest to be charged on the loan is not yet
fixed but will be at least [...].

2.3.4. Amendments to lending strategy

(29) On 19 January 2009 the Government announced a series

of measures designed to reinforce the stability of the
financial system, increase capacity and confidence to
lend, and in turn to support the recovery of the UK
economy. This included an announcement that Northern
Rock would no longer actively pursue a policy of rapidly
reducing its mortgage book. On 23 February 2009 a
further press release confirmed that Northern Rock
would be increasing mortgage lending by up to GBP 14
billion over the next two years (GBP 5 billion in 2009 and
up to GBP9 billion in 2010) on a range of products.
Existing customers will also no longer be actively
encouraged to leave Northern Rock when their mortgage
arrangements become freely renewable. The new lending
will be subject to market demand and will take place on
commercial terms. The new lending will be funded from
the opening cash transferred to the BankCo business,
deposits with BankCo, and repayments on its loan book.

2.3.5. [...] guarantee arrangements

(30) The March 2008 business plan envisaged the release of all

guarantees by the end of 2011 (in the base case). This date
was conditional on a number of factors, including
repayment of the Government loan and a robust capital

position ([...]). [...].

(31) [...]. All guarantee arrangements are subject to a minimum

period of three months between the Government giving
notice and guarantees being lifted. However, some
products (such as fixed term bonds) are guaranteed for
their term, so in these instances guarantees will roll off
as the products expire.

(32) [...]. It is likely that BankCo will need to achieve an A-

long term rating from credit rating agencies in order to be
able to access the wholesale markets. [...]. The wholesale
guarantee arrangements for AssetCo are likely to remain in
place until exit or liquidation.

2.3.6. Revised Competitive Framework

(33) NR has operated within the terms of the Competitive

Framework to date. It is proposed that the Competitive
Framework will continue to restrict the activities of
BankCo for 12 months [...], although there will be some
adjustments required to accommodate the revised lending
strategy. More specifically:

— BankCo will limit its new mortgage lending to GBP 5
billion in the UK in 2009 and GBP 4,5 billion in the
first half of 2010.

— It will also restrict the level of total retail deposit
balances to no more than GBP 21 billion at any stage
prior to 30 June 2010 (current retail balances amount
to GBP 19,5 billion). The effect of this will be an earlier
increase in the level of retail deposits than forecasted in
the original plan. The March 2008 plan envisaged retail
deposits of GBP 15 billion in 2009 growing to
approximately GBP 26 billion in 2013. These will
now be approximately GBP [...] billion in 2009 [...]
growing to an indicative figure of GBP 25 billion by
2013.

— BankCo would also continue to follow the previous
commitments to not promoting its Government

backing.

(34) Modified commitments in the Competitive Charter have
been framed in terms of absolute numbers, rather than
market shares as this is more predictable and easier to
assess given the volatility in the size and composition of
the market.

3. POSITION OF THE UK

(35) The UK Government recalls that since the notification of
the restructuring plan in March 2008, the situation of the
world financial market and the UK economy has
dramatically worsened. Several financial institutions which
were present in the UK have withdrawn from the country
and some of the largest UK banks are facing extreme
difficulties which causes them to reduce their lending
(and risk weighted assets) in order to reduce their capital
requirements and improve their solvency ratios. As a
consequence, the supply of mortgage loans has been
severely reduced, especially for loans with high loan-to-
value ratios (LTV). House prices in the UK have already
declined by around 20 % compared to their highest level.
Each additional decline is creating additional losses for
banks, which further depletes their capital, and is
increasing the risk weighting of their existing loans.
Consequently, the banks further reduce new lending,
which in turn contributes to reduce the demand for
houses and increases downwards pressure on house
prices, thus creating a downwards spiral.

(36) In response to this crisis, the Government has introduced
new measures (') and granted aid to several banks.

(37) The UK authorities recall that Northern Rock has made
significant progress in repaying the Government loan to
date, primarily as a result of its mortgage redemption
programme under which it provides assistance to
customers to access new products with alternative
lenders. From a peak of approximately GBP 27 billion at
the end of December 2007, Northern Rock had repaid
GBP 12,5 billion on a gross basis by the end of March
2009 and remains ahead of schedule on its loan repay-
ments. The company has also been successful in imple-
menting other elements of the plan, including a significant
reduction in its balance sheet from GBP 107 billion as at
December 2007 to GBP 93 billion as at 31 December
2008 (excluding the fair value of derivatives)

(") Aid to Bradford & Bingley in late September 2008, introduction of a

recapitalisation scheme and a of a credit guarantee scheme in
October 2008, announcement of an asset protection scheme on
19 July 2009.
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and an increase in its level of retail funding from 10 % (at
year end 2007) to 20 % (at year end 2008), withdrawal
from the Danish market and from its unsecured lending
business, and full compliance with the market share caps
and pricing restrictions set out in its Competitive
Framework. This has required Northern Rock to forego
significant commercial opportunities, including giving up
a large number of high credit quality profitable customers
through its active mortgage redemption programme.

(38) The Government takes the view that the amendments that

are proposed to the Northern Rock plan do not materially
change the analysis of these arrangements under the rescue
and restructuring guidelines. In particular:

— The increase in mortgage lending is consistent with the
strong progress that the company has made to redeem
its existing mortgage book and repay Government
lending. It should also be regarded as a measure in
support of wider Government intervention to address
concerns about the impact of the financial crisis on the
wider economy.

— Although retail deposits will increase sooner than
previously envisaged, they will remain within the
limits set out in the revised Competitive Framework
and by 2013 the level of deposits is forecast to be
less than the March 2008 business plan.

— The restructuring proposals will assist in minimising
the overall level of aid to Northern Rock by reducing
the overall regulatory capital requirement of the two
businesses.

— The company has made a significant contribution to
the costs of the restructuring in the form of the sale of
the Herm portfolio and the accelerated monetisation of
assets to date as described in the March 2008 plan as
well as the closure of Northern Rock’s branch in
Denmark in June 2008.

— The Competitive Framework will continue to restrict
the activities of BankCo for 12 months [...], although
there will be some adjustments required to accom-
modate the revised lending strategy. Distortions of
competition as a result of the aid will therefore
continue to be minimised, and in reality the

4. ASSESSMENT

4.1. Existence of aid

(39) The Commission must assess whether the measures

introduced or modified by the new restructuring plan
constitute State aid. Article 87(1) EC lays down that any
aid granted by a Member State or through State resources
in any form whatsoever which distorts or threatens to
distort competition by favouring certain undertakings or
the production of certain goods is, insofar as it affects
trade between Member States, incompatible with the
common market.

(40) The UK Government intends to introduce new measures

and to amend existing ones in favour of AssetCo and
BankCo. As such, all measures described below (increased
amount of government loans, working capital facility, guar-
antees and capital injections in favour of AssetCo and asset
relief measure in favour of BankCo, see paragraph (45)) are
financed through State resources. Before individually
describing these measures in more detail and assessing
whether they confer a selective advantage on AssetCo
and BankCo, the Commission will first assess whether
State support is able to distort competition and affect
trade between the Member States.

(41) Under the new plan, AssetCo will presumably not carry

out any economic activities on markets where it will be in
competition with other banks. It will not collect any new
deposits and will not make any new loans. Instead, it will,
according to the UK authorities, only realise its assets as
they mature and use the proceeds of these to repay its
debts as they become due and fund its ongoing operational
requirements as well as any retained historic liabilities.

(42) The Commission considers that this fact does however not

entail that the State measures in favour of AssetCo do not
distort competition. Indeed, all the notified State measures
in favour of AssetCo allow a [...] of the latter, meaning
that the creditors of AssetCo will be repaid [...]. If the
State were not to ensure the [...] of AssetCo, the
creditors of AssetCo would not allow the transfer of the
[...] assets and [...] liabilities to BankCo as it would reduce
their chances of obtaining repayment of their claims by
AssetCo. The notified State aids which are in favour of
AssetCo are therefore necessary to facilitate the transfer
to BankCo of AssetCo/NR’s retail deposits, mortgage
writing platform and some of its good quality mortgages
in order for it to continue to operate on the market (').

(43) The Commission therefore considers that the State

measures ensuring a [...] of AssetCo are also directly bene-
fiting BankCo, as it will be able to continue its activities
relatively unburdened by possible impairments on the
lower quality assets, since they would have been transferred
to AssetCo. As a result, BankCo has an advantage over its
competitors that are faced with impairments on lower
quality assets, which they have to absorb, limiting the
funds available for new lending. This leads to a distortion
of competition.

competitive impact of the arrangements in relation to
Northern Rock are in any event likely to be eclipsed by
the wider dislocations in the market for some time.

(") This is consistent with the Commission’s analysis in the Bradford
and Bingley decision, NN41/2008, Bradford and Bingley, O] C 290
13.11.2008, p. 1.
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(44) It observes that BankCo will be a bank competing among

others on the UK retail deposit market and on the UK
mortgage lending market. In these two markets, some
competitors are subsidiaries of foreign banks. The
Commission concludes that since the State measures
favouring AssetCo also directly favour BankCo, they
distort competition and affect trade between Member
States.

(45) The State measures which confer a selective advantage on

AssetCo are the following ones:

(i) The State plans to inject up to GBP [...] billion in
AssetCo (in a stress case scenario). The Commission
considers that the private investor test is not applicable
to this capital injection since this transaction follows
several aid measures in favour of NR/AssetCo and is
implemented in parallel with several additional aid
measures (1). In addition, if it were applicable, this
test would not be fulfilled since AssetCo’s assets will
be made of NR’s [...] mortgage loans, unsecured
personal loans and commercial loans, which are all
likely to show a significant rate of default in this
period of severe recession. It is therefore unlikely to
be profitable for a private investor to provide capital to
AssetCo. This measure favours AssetCo by allowing it
to have sufficient capital to meet the FSA requirement.
This allows a [...] of AssetCo and therefore favours
also BankCo, as explained above. On that basis, the
Commission concludes that this measure constitutes
aid and invites the UK authorities to provide more
information on the size of the capital injection and
its terms.

(i) The State guarantees covering the wholesale liabilities
of AssetCo are likely to remain in place until State exit
or liquidation. The Commission already concluded that
these arrangements are State aid in the opening
decision. The UK authorities are invited to provide
details on the total exposures covered by these
guarantee arrangements and their anticipated amorti-
sation over time under the new plan. These State guar-
antees allow a [...] of AssetCo and therefore favour
BankCo. On that basis, the Commission concludes that
these measures constitute aid.

(iliy Government will provide AssetCo with a working
capital facility of up to GBP [...] billion to ensure
that it has adequate liquidity during the course of its
[...]. The Commission invites the UK authorities to
provide it with more information on this facility.
More generally, the UK authorities intend to ensure a
[...] of AssetCo and therefore intend to commit to
provide any additional support necessary to AssetCo
to allow it to [...]. This working capital facility and
this State commitment of providing further aid if
necessary allows a [...] of AssetCo. As explained

(") Since AssetCo is the existing company Northern Rock plc, the

Commission can at this stage not exclude that the injection of
capital into AssetCo is the implementation of the commitment
made by HM Treasury that it will ensure that NR will operate
above the minimum capital requirements (this commitment was
discussed in paragraph 91 of the opening decision). The
Commission invites the UK authorities to provide their comments
on that issue. If this capital injection is the implementation of the
prior commitment, this would entail that the aid was granted already
at that date but this would not affect the qualification of the measure
as constituting aid or not.

above, this favours BankCo. On that basis, the
Commission concludes that these State measures
constitute aid.

(iv) The State will increase the overall level and duration of
its lending to NR/AssetCo. It will increase by between
GBP [...] and GBP [...] billion and ultimate repayment
will be deferred to beyond [...]. The delayed reim-
bursement allows a [...] of AssetCo. The increased
lending allows AssetCo to transfer billions of cash to
BankCo. It is therefore clear that the new tenor and
amount of the State lending favour also BankCo. On
that basis, the Commission concludes that these State
measures constitute aid and requests the UK auth-
orities to submit more information on these measures.

(46) As indicated above, all the State measures ensuring a |[...]

of AssetCo allow the separation of AssetCo/NR branches,
its mortgage writing platform, some of its [...] mortgage
loans and the retail deposits into BankCo. Taking into
account all the above considerations, the Commission
considers that the effect of the measures in favour of
AssetCo is equivalent, from an economic point of view,
to a purchase of the assets of Northern Rock by the
State for the following reasons. Firstly, a private operator
would not have been able to structure such an operation.
Indeed, it seems that the State had to make use of its
prerogative powers to structure this operation. Indeed,
any private operators placed in a similar situation as NR
would not have been able to separate the good assets from
the bad and to maintain NR economic activity without a
significant capital increase. Secondly, the operation of the
State [...] of AssetCo’s liabilities can be considered from an
economic point of view to be equivalent to a purchase of
non-performing assets of NR, which would allow BankCo
to continue to pursue NR’s economic activities. Indeed, the
Commission considers that, although BankCo is newly
created, it continues NR’s economic activities since it
provides services to the whole existing back book of NR
before the operation. In particular, the customer rela-
tionship and the management of performing assets are
all confined to BankCo. As confirmed by the reduced
capital required by the FSA, the Commission considers
that AssetCo could be seen as a State-owned vehicle
whose aim is to reduce the capital requirements for
BankCo pursuing NR’s economic activities. Finally, the
Commission considers that the State aid in the present
case is not aimed at liquidating a financial institution in
difficulty and limiting the State exposure by auctioning the
economic activity andfor financial institution’s assets on
the market, but at reducing the capital injection that the
State would have had to carry out otherwise as the unique
shareholder of NR.

Aid at the level of BankCo

(47) Taking into account the above considerations, BankCo is a

“good bank” which will operate the healthy assets of NR
and will be freed from all the bad assets of NR. Under the
Communication from the Commission on the Treatment of
Impaired Assets in the Community Banking Sector () (the
Impaired Assets Communication’), the aid element in
such a transaction is the difference between the market

() 0] C 72, 26.3.2009, p. 1.
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value of the assets guaranteed or purchased by the State
and the price at which these assets have been guaranteed
or purchased. In the present case, the aid element to
BankCo is therefore the difference between the market
value of the assets remaining in AssetCo and their value
in the books of AssetCo (!). The Commission therefore
invites the UK authorities to provide this information.

(48) In addition to the foregoing measures granted to AssetCo,

the Government also intends to inject up to GBP [...]
billion (in a stress case scenario) of capital in BankCo. It
is not excluded that BankCo will be a profitable company,
since it will have a portfolio of good quality mortgages and
a lot of cash to make new lending. It is therefore possible
that this investment will be profitable and that even a
private investor could have done such investment.
However, the Commission considers that the private
investor test is not applicable to this capital injection
since this transaction follows several aid measures in
favour of NR (?) and is implemented in parallel with
several additional aid measures. The measure can
therefore not be assessed separately from the rest of the
state interventions in favour of NR/AssetCo, which allows
the transfer to BankCo of the good assets and liabilities of
NR and a significant amount of cash. The selective
measures in favour of BankCo therefore constitute aid.

(49) Finally, in order for the Commission to properly assess the

aid measures, the UK authorities are invited to present, in
addition to the information on the notified measures, a full
list of the measures already granted or planned to be
granted to Northern Rock under any existing aid scheme.

4.2. Compatibility of the aid

4.2.1. The legal basis for the compatibility assessment of the aid

(50) In its first opening decision of 2 April 2008, the Commis-

sion’s position was that the measure could at that stage not
be found compatible with the common market pursuant to
Article 87(3)(b) EC, because the aid did not seem to tackle
a disturbance in an entire Member State, but instead aimed
to address individual problems specific to the situation of
NR. %) In particular, the Commission observed in the
opening decision that, although a bankruptcy of NR
would have had negative spill-over effects for other
banks, the information provided by the UK had not
convinced it at that point in time that these negative
consequences could have reached a size constituting a
serious disturbance in the economy of the UK within the
meaning of Article 87(3)(b) EC.

(") Indeed, AssetCo will be financed, capitalised and guaranteed by the
State. In other words, any loss incurred on the assets of AssetCo
compared to the current book value will be supported by the State.
The Commission therefore considers the transfer value in the
meaning of the Impaired Asset Communication to be the current
book value of the assets of AssetCo.

(3 It is recalled that BankCo will be created on the basis of the retail

deposit balances and the mortgage lending platform of NR.

(}) Paragraphs 100 and 101 of the first opening decision.

(51) In the meantime, the Commission has acknowledged in its
three Communications (*) and in its various approvals of
the measures undertaken by the UK to combat the
financial crisis (°), that there is serious disturbance in the
UK economy and that measures supporting banks are apt
to remedy serious disturbance in the UK economy.
Therefore the legal basis for the assessment of the aid
measures shall be Article 87(3)(b) EC.

(52) As the Commission has set out in the three Communi-
cations adopted in the context of the current financial
crisis (°), aid measures granted to banks in the context of
the ongoing financial crisis should be assessed in line with
the principles of the rescue and restructuring aid Guide-
lines, while taking into consideration the particular features
of the systemic crisis in the financial markets (7). That
means that the principles of the rescue and restructuring
aid Guidelines may have to be adapted when applied to the
restructuring of Northern Rock in the present crisis, which
is assessed on the basis of Article 87(3)(b) EC. Within this
context attention should be given to the rules set out in
the rescue and restructuring aid Guidelines for own
contribution. Given the fact that the external financing
for Northern Rock has dried up and that the 50 %
requirement set in rescue and restructuring aid Guidelines
appears unfeasible in the current economic setting, the
Commission accepts that during the crisis in the financial
markets it may not be appropriate to request that the own
contribution represents a predefined proportion of the
costs of restructuring. Furthermore the design and imple-
mentation of measures to limit distortion of competition
may also need to be reconsidered in so far as Northern
Rock may need more time for their implementation due to
the current market circumstances.

(53) As the Commission has indicated in previous guidance, the
depth of restructuring required to return to viability should
at least be in direct proportion on the one hand to the
scope and volume of the aid provided to NR and on the
other to the fragility of its business model.

4.2.2. Compatibility assessment under Article 87(3)(b) EC

(54) In view of the above it follows that in order to assess the
compatibility of the aid to NR on the basis of Article
87(3)(b) EC, the Commission has to assess (i)

() Banking Communication, O] C 270, 25.10.2008 p. 8, Recapitali-

sation Communication, O] C 10, 15.1.2009 p. 2, and Impaired
Assets Communication (see footnote 7 above).

(°) See amongst others Commission Decisions regarding: Financial
support measures to banking sector in the UK (N 507/2008),
OJ C 290 13.11.2008 p. 1 and the Working Capital Guarantee
Scheme (N 111/2008) to be published in OJ.

(°) Communication from the Commission — Application of the State

Aid rules to measures taken in relation to financial institutions in the

context of the current global financial crisis, O] C 270, 25.10.2008,

p. 8. points 10, 32, 42; Communication from the Commission —

Recapitalisation of financial institutions in the current financial crisis:

limitation of aid to the minimum necessary and safeguards against

undue distortions of competition, O] C 10, 15.1.2009, p. 2, point

44. Communication from the Commission on the Treatment of

Impaired Assets in the Community banking sector, O] C 72,

26.3.2009, p. 1, point 17 and 58 et seq.

See explicitly the Banking Communication — Application of the

State Aid rules to measures taken in relation to financial institutions

in the context of the current global financial crisis, O] C 270,

25.10.2008, p. 8. point 42.

-
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whether the restructuring plan is able to restore the long-
term viability, (i) whether the aid is limited to the
minimum and (iii) whether the negative spill-over effects
of the aid is limited.

(55) More generally, and in line with paragraph (47) above, the

Commission invites the UK authorities to present all the
necessary information justifying that the measure is
consistent with the guidance set out in the Impaired
Assets Communication. In particular, the UK authorities
are invited to present more information on the national
legal basis of the measure, whether the assets retained in
AssetCo fulfilled the eligibility conditions and whether the
valuation and pricing of the measure is consistent with
these requirements.

(i) Restoration of long-term viability

(56) With regard to the restoration of long term viability, the

new restructuring plan seems to ensure the long term
viability of BankCo. Indeed under the plan BankCo will
not inherit the problems of NR. [...] loans of NR will
remain with AssetCo. In addition, BankCo will initially
have a very liquid balance sheet thanks to large amounts
of cash received from AssetCo. Moreover, the about [...] %
of the funding will come from retail deposits, thereby
diversifying the sources of liquidity.

(57) It would seem therefore that BankCo, as a result of these

measures, does not risk encountering the same liquidity
problems as faced by NR due to its high dependence on
wholesale funding combined with long term assets. Never-
theless, the Commission observes that the UK authorities
have not provided a detailed business plan that explains
how BankCo will become a viable entity on a sustainable
basis over the medium to long term. At this stage, viability
of BankCo therefore has not been demonstrated. The
Commission therefore invites the UK authorities and
third parties to comment on this issue.

(i) Aid limited to the minimum/own
contribution

(58) As regards the limitation of the aid to the minimum, the

Commission observes that the aid is of such a type and
quantity that it would allow BankCo to be freed of having
to obtain expensive funding on the current market in order
to absorb the losses on a large majority of high risk loans
made by NR in the past. Therefore, it would not have to
support the losses on these loans. Also, BankCo would be
freed from having to pay back the government loans, as
they would be transferred to AssetCo. BankCo would [...]
receive the [...] assets of NR and will initially have a lot of
cash. In other words, the aid seems to allow the creation of
a very competitive new bank, instead of only restoring the
long term viability of the existing bank. The Commission
therefore strongly doubts that the aid is limited to the
minimum. It seems that recapitalising NR would have
requested less aid and of a much shorter duration.

(59) As regards the limitation of the aid to the minimum, the

Commission also notes that according to the Impaired
Assets Communication, the State should guarantee or
purchase impaired assets at a value not exceeding their
real economic value. In the present case, the State
accepts to fully finance and support the losses of the
assets of AssetCo, whereas their book value seems signifi-

cantly higher than their real economic value, since this
book value does not take into account future losses on
these risky loans which will be caused by the current
recession. This seems to be an additional indication that
the aid is above the minimum necessary and that there is
no adequate burden sharing as requested in paragraph 5.2
of the Impaired Assets Communication.

(60) Furthermore, the Commission’s doubts as regards the own

contribution of NR to the restructuring have not been
allayed by the UK authorities. The Commission observes
that the restriction on new lending and the active
redemption policy, which had allowed the accelerated
redemption of the State loan in the last quarter, as
planned in the original restructuring plan, has been
abandoned and even reversed. Indeed, the AssetCo will
draw additional resources under the loan facility. The
Commission therefore doubts that the own contribution
is sufficient and invites the UK authorities and third
parties to comment on this issue.

(ili) Limiting negative spill-over effects
and undue distortion competition]
measures which limit the distortion of
competition

(61) The funding provided to BankCo for the mortgage lending

through the split-up of NR into BankCo and AssetCo could
have negative spill-over effects on competitors. As a result
of the funding, BankCo could increase its mortgage lending
and consequently potentially increase its presence on that
market at the expense of other competitors. The limits
imposed by the Competitive Framework, as mentioned
above, could contribute to limiting these negative spill-
over effects. The Commission is interested to receive
comments regarding this issue.

(62) As regards the avoidance of undue distortions of

competition, the Commission strongly doubts that
sufficient measures are taken to offset the negative effects
of the aid. Indeed, under the new plan, AssetCo will receive
a very large amount of aid which will allow it to retain the
large majority of NR’s assets on a solvent basis and to
transfer to BankCo all the [...] assets and liabilities of
NR. It will also transfer to it a large amount of cash. As
a consequence of all this aid, it seems that BankCo will be
a very competitive firm. This bank will not have to support
the losses due to all the risky lending made by NR in the
past. In addition, it will not have to finance these loans,
which is difficult to do on a profitable basis due to
increased borrowing costs on the financial markets.
Conversely, under the service agreement with AssetCo, it
will manage the loans of AssetCo. In other words, it will
not have to support the disadvantages of the loans made
by NR in the past, but will keep the advantages, namely
the contacts with the existing clients. In this sense, it is
doubtful that the fact that BankCo will have a small
balance sheet is really a measure limiting its market
presence and can be considered as a measure which
limits the distortion of competition. The Commission
would therefore also welcome comments on this point.

(63) The Commission in this context also observes that the

amount of aid received by NR is so large that it is not
certain that sufficient measures [...] implemented to avoid
undue distortion of competition, [...]. [...].
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(64) Furthermore, the Commission observes that some of the
most relevant measures which aim to limit the distortion
of competition proposed in the original restructuring plan
have been amended. Under the new plan, aid is granted to
allow the bank to make new loans of GBP 5 billion in
2009 and GBP9 billion in 2010 (compared to GBP 5
billion each year in the original plan). In addition, NR
has ceased the active redemption of maturing mortgages
under its redemption programme. This programme, which
has been operated by NR since 2008, has had the effect of
further reducing the net supply of mortgage loans by NR.

(65) The Commission acknowledges that in the context of the
current financial crisis, a severe reduction of NR’s offer of
new mortgage loans combined with its active retail
mortgage redemption programme, in a period when
there is already a general reduction of the supply of
loans due to the other banks’ difficulties may increase a
risk that NR contributes to worsen the situation. However,
this does not release NR from the obligation to enact
measures which aim to limit the distortion of competition
to offset the distortions of competition. The Commission
invites the interested parties to comment on this issue and
to indicate to what extend a reduction in NR’s mortgage
lending, taking into account its market share and presence,
contributes to the problems on mortgage lending and until
when they expect supply of mortgage loans to be
constrained. Also, the Commission invites the UK to
provide evidence concerning the problems regarding the
supply of mortgages to the market.

5. CONCLUSION

(66) The Commission doubts at this stage that the aid measures
included in the new restructuring plan are compatible with
the common market. In particular, on the basis of the
information available to it, the Commission cannot

ascertain whether the notified aid is limited to the
minimum necessary and the distortions of competition
outweigh the positive effects of the aid.

DECISION

In the light of the foregoing considerations, the Commission
has decided to extend the procedure laid down in Article 88(2)
of the EC Treaty with respect to the measures notified on
2 April 2009. The Commission requires the UK, within one
month of receipt of this letter, to provide in addition to all
documents already received, all the relevant information and
data needed for the assessment of these measures.

In particular, the Commission would wish to receive comments
on the points on which it raised doubts. The UK is requested to
forward a copy of this letter to the potential recipient of the aid
immediately.

The Commission wishes to remind the UK that Article 88(3) of
the EC Treaty has suspensory effect, and would draw your
attention to Article 14 of Council Regulation (EC) No
659/1999, which provides that all unlawful aid may be
recovered from the recipient.

The Commission warns the UK that it will inform interested
parties by publishing this letter and a meaningful summary of it
in the Official Journal of the European Communities. It will also
inform interested parties in the EFTA countries which are signa-
tories to the EEA Agreement, by publishing a notice in the EEA
Supplement to the Official Journal of the European Communities,
and will inform the EFTA Surveillance Authority by sending a
copy of this letter. All such interested parties will be invited to
submit their comments within one month of the date of such
publication.”



