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(Teatised)

EUROOPA LIIDU INSTITUTSIOONIDE, ORGANITE JA ASUTUSTE TEATISED

EUROOPA KOMISJON

Teatatud koondumise aktsepteering
(Toimik COMP/M.5974 - Finavias/Abertis/Autopista Trados M-45)
(EMPs kohaldatav tekst)
(2010/C 300/01)

25. oktoobril 2010 otsustas komisjon loobuda vastuviidete esitamisest eespool nimetatud teatatud koon-
dumise kohta ning kuulutada koondumine iihisturuga kokkusobivaks. Otsuse aluseks on ndukogu mairuse
(EU) nr 139/2004 artikli 6 1dike 1 punkt b. Otsuse tdielik tekst on kittesaadav ainult inglise keeles ning see
avaldatakse pérast seda, kui sellest on kustutatud voimalikud érisaladused. Otsus on kittesaadav:

— Euroopa konkurentsialasel veebisaidil (http://ec.europa.eu/competition/mergers/casesf). Veebisaidil paku-
takse mitut vdimalust otsida konkreetset ithinemisotsust, sealhulgas ettevdtja nime, juhtumi numbri,

kuupdeva ja tegevusalade registri kaudu;

— elektroonilises vormis EUR-Lex veebisaidil (http:/[/eur-lex.europa.eufen/index.htm) dokumendinumbri
32010M5974 all. EUR-Lex pakub on-line juurdepddsu Euroopa digusele.

Teatatud koondumise aktsepteering
(Toimik COMP/M.5944 — Osaka/UFG/Infrastructure Arzak/Saggas)
(EMPs kohaldatav tekst)
(2010/C 300/02)

21. septembril 2010 otsustas komisjon loobuda vastuviidete esitamisest eespool nimetatud teatatud koon-
dumise kohta ning kuulutada koondumine iihisturuga kokkusobivaks. Otsuse aluseks on ndukogu mdairuse
(EU) nr 139/2004 artikli 6 1dike 1 punkt b. Otsuse tdielik tekst on kittesaadav ainult inglise keeles ning see
avaldatakse parast seda, kui sellest on kustutatud voimalikud drisaladused. Otsus on kittesaadav:

— Euroopa konkurentsialasel veebisaidil (http://ec.europa.eu/competition/mergers/cases|). Veebisaidil paku-
takse mitut vdimalust otsida konkreetset ithinemisotsust, sealhulgas ettevdtja nime, juhtumi numbri,
kuupieva ja tegevusalade registri kaudu;

— elektroonilises vormis EUR-Lex veebisaidil (http://eur-lex.europa.cufen/index.htm) dokumendinumbri
32010M5944 all. EUR-Lex pakub on-line juurdepddsu Euroopa digusele.
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IV

(Teave)

TEAVE EUROOPA LIIDU INSTITUTSIOONIDELT, ORGANITELT JA
ASUTUSTELT

EUROOPA KOMISJON

Euro vahetuskurss (1)
5. november 2010
(2010/C 300/03)

1 euro =

Valuuta Kurss Valuuta Kurss
usD USA dollar 1,4084 AUD Austraalia dollar 1,3865
JPY Jaapani jeen 114,41 CAD  Kanada dollar 1,4100
DKK Taani kroon 7,4536 HKD  Hongkongi dollar 10,9170
GBP Inglise nael 0,86790 | NZD  Uus-Meremaa dollar 1,7747
SEK Rootsi kroon 9,2910 SGD Singapuri dollar 1,8106
CHF Sveitsi frank 1,3546 KRW Korea won 1561,00
ISK Islandi kroon ZAR Louna-Aafrika rand 9,5882
NOK Norra kroon 8,1190 CNY Hiina jtiaan 9,3752
BGN Bulgaaria lev 1,9558 HRK Horvaatia kuna 7,3560
CZK Tsehhi kroon 24,585 IDR Indoneesia ruupia 12 541,46
EEK Eesti kroon 15,6466 MYR Malaisia ringit 4,3422
HUF Ungari forint 273,71 PHP Filipiini peeso 60,043
LTL Leedu litt 3,4528 RUB Vene rubla 43,3100
LVL Lati latt 0,7097 THB Tai baht 41,741
PLN Poola zlott 3,9150 BRL Brasiilia reaal 2,3610
RON Rumeenia leu 4,2910 MXN Mehhiko peeso 17,2163
TRY Tirgi liir 1,9674 INR India ruupia 62,0000

(') Allikas: EKP avaldatud viitekurss.



6.11.2010 Euroopa Liidu Teataja C 300/3
EUROOPA UHENDUSTE VOORTOOTAJATE SOTSIAALKINDLUSTUSE HALDUSKOMISJON
Valuutavahetuskursid vastavalt ndukogu méirusele (EMU) nr 574/72
(2010/C 300/04)
Miiruse (EMU) nr 574/72 artikli 107 Ioiked 1, 2 ja 4
Vordlusperiood: oktoober 2010
Kohaldamisperiood: jaanuar, veebruar, mirts 2011
10-2010 EUR BGN CZK DKK EEK LVL LTL HUF PLN
1EUR = |1 1,95580 24,5314 745670 | 15,6466 0,709414 | 3,45280 274,013 3,94963
1 BGN = | 0,511300 1 12,5429 3,81261 8,00010 0,362723 1,76542 140,103 2,01944
1 CZK = | 0,040764 0,0797263 1 0,303965 0,637819 0,0289186 0,140750 11,1699 0,161003
1 DKK = | 0,134108 0,262288 3,28985 1 2,09833 0,0951378 0,463047 36,7473 0,529675
1 EEK = 0,0639116 0,124998 1,56784 0,476570 1 0,0453398 0,220674 17,5126 0,252427
1 LVL = 1,40961 2,75692 34,5798 10,5111 22,0557 1 4,86711 386,253 5,56745
1 LTL = 0,289620 0,566439 7,10479 2,15961 4,53157 0,205461 1 79,3597 1,14389
1 HUF = [ 0,00364946 | 0,00713761 0,0895264 | 0,0272129 0,0571016 | 0,00258898 | 0,0126008 1 0,0144140
1 PLN = 0,253188 0,495186 6,21107 1,88795 3,96154 0,179615 0,874209 69,3770 1
1 RON = | 0,233714 0,457098 5,73334 1,74274 3,65683 0,165800 0,806968 64,0408 0,923084
1 SEK = 0,107766 0,210768 2,64365 0,803577 1,68617 0,0764506 0,372094 29,5293 0,425635
1 GBP = 1,14106 2,23169 27,9919 8,50856 17,8537 0,809486 3,93986 312,666 4,50677
1 NOK = | 0,123289 0,241128 3,02445 0,919326 1,92905 0,0874627 0,425691 33,7827 0,486944
1 ISK = 0,00644053 | 0,0125964 0,157995 0,0480251 0,100772 0,00456901 | 0,0222379 1,76479 | 0,0254377
1 CHF = 0,743360 1,45386 18,2357 5,54301 11,6311 0,527350 2,56667 203,691 2,93600
10-2010 RON SEK GBP NOK ISK CHF

1 EUR = | 4,27873 9,27938 | 0,876376 811105  |155,267 1,34524
1 BGN = | 2,18772 474454 | 0,448091 414718 79,3878 0,687822
1 CZK = | 0,174418 0,378265 | 0,0357246 | 0330639 632930 | 0,0548375
1 DKK = | 0,573811 1,24444 0,117529 1,08775 20,8224 0,180407
1 EEK = 0,273461 0,593061 | 0,0560106 0,51839 9,92335 0,0859767
1 LVL = 6,03136 13,0803 1,23535 11,4334 218,866 1,89627
11LTL = 1,23921 2,68749 0,253816 2,34912 44,9683 0,389609
1 HUF = | 0,0156151 0,0338647 | 0,00319830 0,0296009 0,566639 | 0,00490941
1 PLN = 1,08333 2,34943 0,221888 2,05362 39,3117 0,340600
1 RON =11 2,16872 0,204821 1,89567 36,2880 0,314402
1 SEK = 0,461101 1 0,0944434 0,874094 16,7324 0,144971
1 GBP = | 4,88230 10,5884 1 9,25521 177,169 1,53501
1 NOK = | 0,527519 1,14404 0,1080470 1 19,1426 0,165853
1 ISK = 0,0275573 0,0597642 | 0,00564433 0,0522395 1 0,00866408
1 CHF = 3,18064 6,89792 0,651463 6,02943 115,419 1

Note: all cross rates involving ISK are calculated using ISK/EUR rate data from the Central Bank of Iceland
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reference: Oct-10

1 EUR in national currency

1 unit of N.C. in EUR

BGN
CZK
DKK
EEK
LVL
LTL
HUF
PLN
RON
SEK
GBP
NOK
ISK
CHF

1,95580
24,5314
7,45670
15,6466
0,709414
3,45280
274,013
3,94963
4,27873
9,27938
0,876376
§,11105
155,267

1,34524

0,511300
0,040764
0,134108
0,0639116
1,40961
0,289620
0,00364946
0,253188
0,233714
0,107766
1,14106
0,123289
0,00644053
0,743360

Note: ISK/EUR rates based on data from the Central Bank of Iceland

1.

Miirusega (EMU) nr 57472 sdtestatakse, et ithes valuutas denomineeritud summad konverteeritakse teise
valuutasse komisjoni arvutatud kursi alusel, mis pdhineb Euroopa Keskpanga avaldatud valuutade vord-
luskursside ithe kuu keskmisel vaartusel 1dikes 2 kindlaksmairatud vordlusperioodi jooksul.

. Vordlusperioodid on:

— alates 1. aprillist kohaldatavate vahetuskursside puhul jaanuarikuu;

— alates 1. juulist kohaldatavate vahetuskursside puhul aprillikuu;

— alates 1. oktoobrist kohaldatavate vahetuskursside puhul juulikuu;

— alates 1. jaanuarist kohaldatavate vahetuskursside puhul oktoobrikuu.

Vahetuskursid avaldatakse Euroopa Liidu Teataja C-seeria veebruari-, mai-, augusti- ja novembrikuu teises

numbris.
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A%

(Teated)

KONKURENTSIPOLIITIKA RAKENDAMISEGA SEOTUD MENETLUSED

EUROOPA KOMISJON

Eelteatis koondumise kohta
(Juhtum COMP/M.5991 - Triton III Holding 6/Wittur Group)
(EMPs kohaldatav tekst)
(2010/C 300/05)

1. 26. oktoobril 2010 sai komisjon ndukogu mairuse (EU) nr 139/2004 (') artiklile 4 vastava teatise
kavandatava koondumise kohta, mille raames Triton IIl Holding 6 GmbH (Saksamaa), mille iile on kaudne
ainukontroll nende usaldusithingute tdisosanikel, kes moodustavad fondid Triton Fund I, Triton Fund II ja
Triton Fund III (itheskoos ,Triton”, Jersey), omandab ainukontrolli sihtettevGtjate ja nende tiitarettevotjate
grupi (itheskoos ,Wittur”, Saksamaa) tile thinemismaaruse artikli 3 1dike 1 punkti b tdhenduses aktsiate ostu
teel.

2. Asjaomaste ettevdtjate majandustegevus holmab jargmist:

— Triton: borsivilistesse ettevdtetesse investeeriv ettevdtja, kes osutab juhtimisndustamise ja investeeringute
haldamise teenust Euroopas asuvatele ettevotjatele, eelkdige ettevdtjale Dunkermotoren, kes tegeleb muu
hulgas liftiuste seadmetes kasutatavate elektrimootorite tootmisega;

— Wittur: elamutes ja kaubanduses kasutatavate liftiosade konstrueerimine, tootmine, miiiik ja jackau-
bandus.

3. Komisjon leiab pirast teatise esialgset libivaatamist, et tehing, millest teatatakse, vdib kuuluda EU
ithinemismadruse reguleerimisalasse, kuid 16plikku otsust selle kohta ei ole veel tehtud.

4. Komisjon kutsub huvitatud kolmandaid isikuid esitama komisjonile oma vdimalikke markusi kavan-
datava toimingu kohta.

Komisjon peab markused kitte saama hiljemalt kiimne pieva jooksul parast kdesoleva dokumendi avalda-
mist. Markusi voib saata komisjonile faksi (+32 22964301), elektronposti (COMP-MERGER-REGISTRY®@
ec.europa.eu) voi postiga jargmisel aadressil (lisada viitenumber COMP/M.5991 — Triton III Holding 6/Wittur
Group):

European Commission
Directorate-General for Competition
Merger Registry

J-70

1049 Bruxelles/Brussel
BELGIQUE/BELGIE

() ELT L 24, 29.1.2004, lk 1 (,EU ithinemismairus’).
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MUUD AKTID

EUROOPA KOMISJON

RIIGIABI - SAKSAMAA

Riigiabi C 15/09 (ex N 196/09) ja N 380/10 - Ametliku uurimismenetluse ulatuse laiendamine, nn
rampspank, SoFFin’i lisagarantiid HRE-le; Hypo Real Estate

Kutse mirkuste esitamiseks Euroopa Liidu toimimise lepingu artikli 108 13ike 2 kohaselt

(EMPs kohaldatav tekst)
(2010/C 300/06)

Kiesoleva kokkuvdtte jdrel autentses keeles esitatud 24. septembri 2010. aasta kirjas teatas Euroopa
Komisjon Saksamaale oma otsusest laiendada Euroopa Liidu toimimise lepingu artikli 108 1dikega 2 ette
nahtud menetlust seoses eespool nimetatud abimeetmega.

Komisjon otsustas ajutiselt mitte esitada vastuviiteid abimeetme suhtes, mida on kirjeldatud kdesolevale

kokkuvottele lisatud kirjas.

Huvitatud isikud vdivad saata oma markused abimeetme kohta, mille suhtes komisjon algatab menetluse,
ithe kuu jooksul alates kidesoleva kokkuvotte ja sellele jargneva kirja avaldamisest jargmisel aadressil:

European Commission
Directorate-General for Competition
State aid Greffe

Rue Joseph II 70

1049 Bruxelles/Brussel
BELGIQUE/BELGIE

Faks +32 22961242

Mirkused edastatakse Saksamaale. Mérkusi esitavad huvitatud isikud voivad kirjalikult taotleda neid kasitle-
vate andmete konfidentsiaalsust, tipsustades taotluse pdhjused.

Menetlus

1. aprillil 2009 teavitas Saksamaa komisjoni ettevotja Hypo Real
Estate (edaspidi ,HRE") iimberkorralduskavast. 7. mail 2009
algatas komisjon HRE suhtes kohaldatava abimeetme pohjaliku
uurimise, mille aluseks oli eelkdige kahtlus HRE elujoulisuses.
13. novembril 2009 laiendati uurimise ulatust, et see hdlmaks
HRE suhtes kohaldatavaid tdiendavaid abimeetmeid. Samal ajal
andis komisjon loa mitme kapitalisiisti tegemiseks. Ajavahe-
mikus 2009. aasta detsembrist kuni 2010. aasta maini lubas
komisjon ajutiselt anda HRE-le lisagarantiisid ja teha kapitali-
siiste.

2. septembril 2010 teatasid Saksamaa ametiasutused komisjo-
nile Finantsturu Stabiliseerimise Fondi (edaspidi ,SoFFin”) HRE-le

antud 20 miljardi EUR suurusest lisagarantiist (likviidsusga-
rantii). 10. septembril 2010 teatasid Saksamaa ametiasutused
komisjonile SoFFin'i poolt HRE-le antud veel ithest kuni 20
miljardi  EUR  suurusest lisagarantiist (arveldusgarantii).
10. septembril 2010 teatasid Saksamaa ametiasutused langenud
védrtusega varasid kisitleva meetme (nn raimpspank) kohaldami-
sest HRE suhtes. 10. septembril 2010 teatasid Saksamaa ameti-
asutused SoFFini (2 050 000 000-2 150 000 000) (*) EUR
suurusest kapitalisiistist HRE-le. Kdesolevas otsuses ei kisitleta
konealust kapitalisiisti.  3.-21. septembrini 2010 saatsid
Saksamaa ametiasutused komisjonile lisateavet.

HRE iimberkorralduskava ajakohastati korduvalt.

(*) Konfidentsiaalne informatsioon.
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Meetme/abi kirjeldus, mille suhtes komisjon laiendab
menetlust

Komisjon on otsustanud laiendada ELi toimimise lepingu artikli
108 ldikega 2 ette ndhtud menetluse ulatust, kohaldades seda ka
labipaistvuse, hindamise, koormuse jagamise ja langenud vair-
tusega varasid kisitleva meetme (nn rimpspank) tasuvuse suhtes
ning nende moju suhtes tmberkorralduskava hindamisele
elujdulisuse, koormuse jagamise ja konkurentsi moonutamisega
seoses. Eespool kirjeldatud kaalutlusi arvestades on komisjon
otsustanud laiendada ELi toimimise lepingu artikli 108 16ikega
2 ette nihtud menetluse ulatust eelkdige timberkorraldusabi
hindamisele seoses SoFFin'i antud 20 miljardi EUR suuruse lisa-
garantiiga (st likviidsusgarantiiga) ning SoFFin'i antud kuni 20
miljardi EUR suuruse lisagarantiiga (arveldusgarantii).

Meetme/abi hindamine

Komisjon on otsustanud tunnistada SoFFin'i HRE-le antud kuni
40 miljardi EUR suurused garantiid ajutiselt siseturuga kokku-
sobivaks, kuni komisjon on teinud 1opliku otsuse timberkorral-
dusabi kohta. Komisjon arvestab iimberkorraldusabi hindamisel
mdlemat garantiid ja nende andmise tingimusi.

Kuna Saksamaa kohustus esitama komisjonile hiljemalt
15. detsembriks 2010 kogu vajaliku ja ndutud teabe, otsustas
komisjon tunnistada HRE suhtes kohaldatava, langenud véirtu-
sega varasid kisitleva meetme (nn rimpspank) ajutiselt sise-
turuga kokkusobivaks, kuni komisjon on teinud imberkorral-
dusabi kohta 16pliku otsuse. Komisjon vaatab oma 16plikus
otsuses imberkorraldusabi kohta uuesti lbi langenud vaartu-
sega varasid késitleva meetme tingimused.

Praeguse timberkorralduskava pohjal on tekkinud kahtlused
panga elujoulisuses, koormuse jagamises ja konkurentsi moonu-
tamises, mistdttu kaalub komisjon HRE/pbb Deutsche
Pfandbriefbank’i suhtes tiiendavaid meetmeid, sealhulgas jaga-
mist vdiksemateks tksusteks ja/voi [...] menetlust.

KIRJA TEKST

,The Commission wishes to inform Germany that it has decided
to extend the scope of the ongoing investigation procedure with
respect to an impaired asset measure (winding-up institution)
for Hypo Real Estate (HRE) and with respect to SoFFin (!) guar-
antees of up to EUR 40 billion. It has also decided to
temporarily authorise SoFFin guarantees of up to EUR 40
billion, and to temporarily authorise the establishment of an
impaired asset structure (winding-up institution) for HRE.

(") Sonderfonds Finanzmarktstabilisierung.

1. PROCEDURE

(1) On 2 October 2008, the Commission temporarily au-
thorised a State guarantee for HRE. On 7 May 2009, the
Commission opened an in-depth investigation into aid
measures for HRE, mainly based on doubts regarding
HRE's viability. On 13 November 2009, the scope of
this investigation was extended, in order to cover add-
itional aid measures for HRE, and at the same time the
Commission temporarily —authorised several capital
injections. On 21 December 2009, the Commission
temporarily authorised guarantees of EUR 18 billion for
HRE. On 19 May 2010, the Commission temporarily
authorised a capital injection of EUR 1,85 billion for HRE.

—
N
—

On 2 September 2010, the German authorities notified to
the Commission an additional SoFFin guarantee (liquidity
guarantee) of EUR 20 billion for HRE.

(3) On 10 September 2010, the German authorities notified
to the Commission an additional SoFFin guarantee
(settlement guarantee) of up to EUR 20 billion for HRE.

(4) On 10 September 2010, the German authorities notified
an impaired asset measure (winding-up institution) for
HRE.

(5) On 10 September 2010, the German authorities notified a
capital injection of SoFFin of up to EUR [2 050 000 000-
2150 000 000] (*) for HRE. This Decision does not cover
that capital injection.

(6) On 10 September 2010, Germany informed the
Commission that it exceptionally accepts that the
Commission Decision be adopted in the English language.

(7) Between 3 and 21 September 2010, the German
authorities sent to the Commission further information.
Among the information provided is a statement by
Deutsche Bundesbank dated 15 September 2010
regarding the necessity of settlement guarantees for the
transfer of assets.

(8) On 21 September 2010, Germany committed to submit
by 1 November 2010 at the latest, all requested data in the
context of the procedure which would put an auditor in a
position to confirm the real economic value as per
31 March 2010 regarding the transfer of impaired assets
to the FMS Wertmanagement. Germany will submit to the

(*) Confidential information.
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Commission, by 15 December 2010 at the latest, the
report on the confirmation of the State aid element in
the transfer and the data quality as well as the validation
by the supervisory authority. Germany also commits to
submit to the Commission as soon as possible, but no
later than 1 November 2010, all further information for
the assessment of the restructuring aid and, in particular
the restoration of viability.

2. DESCRIPTION
2.1. The beneficiary

(9) HRE was established in October 2003 as a spin-off of
parts of the commercial real estate financing of the HVB
Group. In 2007, HRE took over the Dublin-based DEPFA
Bank plc, which was a major acquisition in terms of HRE’s
balance sheet. HRE has its headquarters in Germany.

(10) At the end of September 2008, HRE faced a liquidity
shortage which would have put the bank into insolvency.
HRE was unable to obtain short-term financing, in
particular for its subsidiary DEPFA Bank plc, because the
interbank lending markets had dried up in the aftermath of
the Lehman Brothers bankruptcy. DEPFA Bank plc’s
strategy of funding a large portion of its public finance
portfolio (public bonds) on a short-term basis — based on
the belief that secured and unsecured funding sources
would always be available — put the whole HRE Group
at risk. Moreover, interest rate and foreign exchange
movements as well as spread developments have been
significant drivers of volatility of HRE's liquidity needs,
exacerbating the group’s liquidity shortfall during the
months after the Lehman collapse.

(11) Since autumn 2009, HRE has been entirely owned by the
Federal Republic of Germany as a consequence of State
capital injections and a squeeze-out of minority share-
holders. HRE currently consists of the following main
companies: Hypo Real Estate Holding, pbb Deutsche
Pfandbriefbank and DEPFA Bank plc (3).

(12) pbb Deutsche Pfandbriefbank concentrates on two
business fields: “Real Estate Finance” and “Public Sector
Finance”. It does business in Europe, Asia, North
America and South America. HRE is one of the largest
issuers of covered bonds (Pfandbriefe (%)).

(13) As per 30 June 2010, HRE had a balance sheet total of
approximately EUR 385 billion. For the first half of the
financial year 2010, HRE reported losses of EUR 0,7
billion. For the financial year 2009, HRE reported losses
of EUR 2,2 billion, compared to losses of EUR 5,5 billion
for the financial year 2008.

() In June 2009, the Hypo Real Estate Bank AG (HREB) was merged
with DEPFA Deutsche Pfandbriefbank AG to form “pbb Deutsche
Pfandbriefbank”.

(*) Pfandbriefe are a type of covered bonds. The Pfandbrief has two
kinds of securitisation. In addition to a liability taken over by the
bank itself it is collateralised by specific assets such as property
mortgages or public sector loans as laid down in the German
Pfandbrief Act (Pfandbriefgesetz).

(14) HRE is currently in a restructuring process.

(15) In the information notified by Germany on 2 September
2010, Germany submits that the current rating (Fitch
long-term rating) of pbb Deutsche Pfandbriefbank is A—.

2.2. Brief description of the updated restructuring
plan

(16) On 1 April 2009, Germany notified a restructuring plan
for HRE, which the bank updated in May 2010 and which
HRE already started to implement.

(17) The core objective of the restructuring is to reduce the
dependency of HRE on short-term refinancing. To this
end, HRE intends to concentrate on covered bonds-
eligible business (°) with period-congruent refinancing.
That business will be funded through Pfandbriefe and be
accompanied to a smaller extent by unsecured lending and
money markets.

(18) The scope of business activities of HRE is going to be
reduced. HRE plans to concentrate on two main business
fields: Real Estate Finance and Public Sector Finance.
Several business locations shall be closed.

(19) In order to limit distortions of competition Germany
submits in its updated restructuring plan the following
measures:

— Downsizing of HRE:

The updated restructuring plan states that at the end of
2010, pbb Deutsche Pfandbriefbank will have a balance
sheet total of EUR [110-120] billion at maximum. This
amount is approximately [71-74] % below the balance
sheet total of HRE Group at the end of 2008. At the
end of 2008, HRE Group had a balance sheet total of
approximately EUR 420 billion. That ratio calculation,
however, ignores both internal financing and DEPFA
Bank plc’s so called “value portfolio” of about
EUR [65-75] billion, and compares the formal
consolidated group balance sheet to that of its “core
bank”. According to HRE, pbb Deutsche Pfand-
briefbank is the strategic core bank of HRE, which
will carry out Real Estate Finance and Public Sector
Finance activities. That “value portfolio”, although
consolidated into the HRE Group, does not belong to
the pbb Deutsche Pfandbriefbank, which is designated
as “core bank”. It contains a number of assets (outside
the scope of public finance and commercial real estate)
that cannot be transferred into the winding-up insti-
tution for legal, administrative or tax reasons. Yet this
value portfolio, representing [15-18] % of the bank’s
balance sheet, is designed for a wind-up, even though it
will stay on the balance sheet.

— Growth rate of pbb Deutsche Pfandbriefbank:

The updated restructuring plan states that the balance
sheet total over the restructuring period increases by
[0-10] % per year on average.

(°) In the field of Real Estate Finance and Public Sector Finance.
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— Time line for the re-privatisation

Germany intends to re-privatise the bank which is seen
as an important element of the restructuring process.
In this respect, Germany assures that pbb Deutsche
Pfandbriefbank shall be privatised as soon as possible,
provided the conditions are “economically acceptable”,
but at the latest by 31 December [...]. If a
re-privatisation has not taken place by 31 December
[...], the bank shall be offered until 30 June [...] at “no
minimum price”. If that approach is also unsuccessful,
a divestiture trustee will then be appointed, mandated
to carry out the re-privatisation.

(20) In order to manage the balance sheet total decrease from

1
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(24
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approximately EUR 420 billion (end 2008) to EUR [110-
120] billion in 2010, Germany transfers assets amounting
to up to EUR 210 billion from HRE to a winding-up insti-
tution and plans to wind up DEPFA Bank plc. In 2009, the
balance sheet size of HRE has already decreased. The main
effect, however, on HRE’s size in terms of balance sheet
total is the transfer of assets to the winding-up institution.

2.3. The measures to be temporarily found compatible
with the internal market

2.3.1. SoFFin guarantee of EUR 20 billion (liquidity guarantee)

Germany submits that HRE needs an additional
EUR 20 billion liquidity guarantee because of adverse
developments on the capital and interest rates futures
markets. Those adverse developments will continue to
affect HRE considerably until the majority of assets have
been transferred to the winding-up institution. The
EUR 20 billion liquidity guarantee will be used for bonds
(Inhaberschuldverschreibungen) issued by pbb Deutsche
Pfandbriefbank. ~ Those bonds will mature on
31 December 2010 at the latest.

Germany submits that the validity period of the guarantees
has to be three months after drawing the guarantee in
order to be eligible for central bank credit operations.

The guarantee of EUR 20 billion will therefore have a
duration of three months and will expire on
31 December 2010 at the latest.

Germany explains that HRE currently still has a very
restricted access to unsecured refinancing. HRE receives
new liquidity on the market almost exclusively by
providing sufficient collateral. Moreover, if the value of
assets which HRE pledged to business partners decreases
— as it happened due to market developments in August
2010 — HRE has to provide further collateral to its
business partners. As HRE has already pledged nearly all
of its pledgeable assets, it has to use parts of its liquidity
reserve, or has to dissolve closed transactions. Negative
market developments hence have led to liquidity
outflows at HRE.

(25) According to information submitted by Germany, there

(26
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(28

(30
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exists an acute risk that there will be a liquidity shortage
for the HRE Group before 30 September 2010, i.e. before
the date for which the transfer of assets to the winding-up
institution FMS Wertmanagement (FMS) is scheduled.

Germany submits that HRE has demonstrated that there
are no alternative refinancing possibilities in order to close
the liquidity gap. Refinancing through the ECB and, for
example, through KfW is only possible by providing
collateral through HRE Group or third parties. However,
currently there is no such collateral available at pbb
Deutsche Pfandbriefbank or DEPFA Bank plc, and third
parties will not provide collateral in the short term either.

In short, the SoFFin guarantee of EUR 20 billion is
necessary for the following purposes:

(i) EUR [6-13] billion liquidity shortage as per
30 September 2010 in the risk scenario (forecast as
of 31 August 2010);

(i) EUR [3-7] billion buffer for maintaining the business
operations;

(itiy EUR [3-7] billion as a further buffer for carrying out
preparation measures in view of the transfer of assets
to the winding-up institution.

Furthermore, HRE also intends, if necessary, to use part of
the EUR 20 billion guarantee frame at the end of
September 2010 in relation to the transfer of assets to
the FMS for unexpected liquidity needs caused by the
asset transaction on 30 September 2010.

HRE will pay a guarantee premium to SoFFin. The
guarantee premium for the EUR 20 billion guarantee will
amount to 0,8 % (0,5 % plus mark-up of 0,3 % because of
the rating; see paragraph 15) per annum. For that part of
the guarantee not used, a commitment fee of 0,1 % per
annum shall be paid.

2.3.2. SoFFin guarantee of up to EUR 20 billion (settlement
guarantee)

The second guarantee, i.e. a guarantee of up to EUR 20
billion (settlement guarantee), is sought because of the
settlement procedures in connection with the transfer of
assets to the winding-up institution. That guarantee will
also be used for bonds issued by pbb Deutsche Pfand-
briefbank. These bonds will mature on 31 December
2010 at the latest.
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(31) The guarantee of up to EUR 20 billion will also be used economically autonomous entity registered in Munich

(32)

(33)

(34)

(35)

(36)

(37)

(39)

for central bank credit operations and therefore have a
minimum duration of three months, and expire on
31 December 2010 at the latest. The settlement guar-
antees, however, can only be drawn from 27 September
until 30 September 2010.

Germany submits that in substance the guarantee is
restricted to the liquidity needs that stem from the
execution of the asset transfer, and that quantity-wise the
drawing amount of the settlement guarantee will be
limited to the actual needs of HRE, taking the availability
of other liquidity guarantees into account.

If the guarantees are not used for the asset transfer they
will be redeemed immediately.

Germany submits that an adequate liquidity buffer is
necessary, considering that the impaired asset transfer is
a cross-border transaction of considerable size and
complexity and considering that a many parties from
various jurisdictions are involved. Germany also submits
that if portfolios, securities, or collaterals cannot be trans-
ferred as planned, a liquidity need for a short period of a
few days only could occur.

Germany submits that in order to absorb the transfer and
settlement risks, an adequate liquidity buffer must be
available. This buffer will amount to EUR 20 billion, i.e.
approximately 10 % of the transaction volume. The
settlement  of  foreign  exchange-related  positions,
restrictions on unsecured funding or technical obstructions
and a lack of capacities, in particular with regard to the
required co-operation of counterparties, may occur and
hinder planned transactions.

HRE will pay a guarantee premium to SoFFin.

The guarantee premium for the SoFFin guarantee of up to
EUR 20 billion (settlement guarantee) will amount to
08% (0,5% plus markup of 0,3% because of the
rating; see paragraph 15) per annum. For that part of
the guarantee not used, a commitment fee of 0,1 % per
annum shall be paid.

2.3.3. Impaired asset measure (winding-up institution)

On 21 January 2010, HRE applied to the Finanzmarkt-
stabilisierungsanstalt (FMSA) for the formation of a
winding-up institution in order to subsequently transfer
assets of up to EUR 210 billion to this institution.

Based upon paragraph 8a of the Finanzmarktstabilisie-

rungsfondsgesetz  (FMStFG), a winding-up institution
(Abwicklungsanstalt) was incorporated on 8 July 2010
as a public institution wunder the name FMS

Wertmanagement. The FMS is an organisationally and

(41
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(43
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which is not a banking institution as defined by the
German banking law, the Kreditwesengesetz (KWG). The
FMS is nevertheless authorised to carry out all banking
activities necessary to wind-up its assets on a for-profit
basis. The proceeds generated by FMS’ assets shall cover
all of FMS’ operating expenses.

FMS will carry out the winding-up of assets according to a
wind-up plan that comprises, inter alia, a timeline for the
wind-up of all assets, a cash income and outgo plan, and a
statement of sources and application of funds. That plan
also comprises statements regarding the net worth
position, the financial position and the earnings position.
FMS will report to FMSA on the implementation of the
wind-up plan on a monthly basis.

The German financial market stabilisation fund SoFFin,
managed by the FMSA, is obliged to compensate for all
losses that FMS may incur.

Germany has notified to the Commission the details of
HRE's portfolio of assets that will be taken over by FMS
on 30 September 2010. The portfolio comprises assets of
up to EUR 210 billion. Those assets consist mainly of
bonds from HRE's public sector financing activities, loans
from its commercial real estate activities and cash
collateral. However, they also comprise a sub-portfolio of
derivatives that includes both related micro- and macro-
hedges as well as exotic options and structured credit
derivatives.

Germany submits that according to the current planning
stage, subject to the final decisions of the German
Government and HRE, it is planned that HRE will
transfer a balance sheet volume of up to EUR 195
billion to the winding-up institution. In view of potential
market value changes of the derivatives to be transferred,
the German Government on a precautionary basis notified
on 10 September 2010 the transfer of balance sheet
volume of up to EUR 210 billion into the winding-up
institution.

The transfer will take place in form of four different
specific transfer procedures, ie. either by way of a split-
off, a true sale, a sub-participation, or a financial
guarantee.

Germany submits that after 30 September 2010 there
could for certain assets be “upgrades” of the specific
transfer procedures initially chosen, for example an
upgrade from a financial guarantee to a sub-participation,
in order to achieve the goals of balance sheet relief and
risk weighted assets relief at the level of HRE, and to
entirely transfer the legal and economic property rights
and risks related to these positions to the winding-up
institution.
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(46) Germany claims that it is planned that the spin-off of

(47
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assets takes place as of 30 September 2010 and that it
is planned that the winding-up institution starts its
operative business as of 1 October 2010. Germany also
submits that a postponement of the planned filling of the
winding-up institution to a later date would threaten the
whole concept of HRE's restructuring in a uncontrollable
way. Such a postponement could therefore jeopardise
financial stability, in particular because the HRE Group
still is, according to a letter dated 6 September 2010 of
Deutsche Bundesbank, of systemic relevance for the
European banking system due to its size and its inter-
national linkages. In that letter, Deutsche Bundesbank
also underlines that a threat to the restoration of HRE
could have a knock-on effect and also endanger other
relevant market participants, and hence exacerbate the
international financial crisis.

In particular, Germany has submitted that the whole
concept of HRE's restructuring might be threatened, if
the filling of the winding-down institute would be

delayed, due to:

— the risk of non-compliance with regulatory
requirements, in particular a capital shortage due to
the failure to achieve the expected reduction of risk
weighted assets;

liquidity risks, in particular the fragile liquidity
situation of the HRE, that would continue without
asset transfer;

domestic legal reasons, in particular as an implemen-
tation of a winding-up institution after 31 December
2010 is no longer possible under the German bad
bank law  (Finanzmarktstabilisierungsfondsgesetz;
EMStFG);

accounting regulations, in particular the fact that a
transfer presupposes audited balance sheets for both
the remaining core bank and the winding-up insti-
tution; The current audit process, which takes
approximately 6 to 8 weeks, is aligned with the
scheduled transfer date;

technical reasons, in particular the volume and the
complexity of the transfer;

the impact on other projects, in particular the effect
that scarce human resources in the IT department
would be involved in the transfer for longer than
initially planned, thus slowing down the overhaul of
HRE’s fragmented IT structure and the implementation
of the core bank’s new business strategy;
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— the risk of reputational damage which — as capital
markets expect the transfer to take place at the end
of September 2010 — could potentially result in a
retreat of counterparty lines and hence adversely
affect HRE's capacity to obtain funding; and

— the risk of higher refinancing costs, as rating agencies
could downgrade HRE as a consequence of a
postponement of the transfer.

3. POSITION OF GERMANY

The German authorities claim that the SoFFin guarantees
are State aid to remedy a serious disturbance in the
economy of a Member State. The German authorities
claim that further negative market developments could
lead to serious liquidity problems of for the HRE Group.

As regards the SoFFin guarantees, Germany claims that it
notified the guarantees for precautionary reasons. Germany
submits that the provision of SoFFin guarantees is carried
out on the basis of the FMStFG, which has already been
approved by the Commission as State aid scheme.
Therefore, an additional individual notification is, in the
view of Germany, not necessary.

As regards the impaired asset measure (winding-up insti-
tution) Germany doubts that it involves any element of
State aid. Should the Commission deem that to be case,
Germany claims that use of the winding-up institution
does not constitute rescue aid within the meaning of
Article 107(3)(c) TFEU and of the Rescue and Restruc-
turing Guidelines (°). Rather, the measure, if being
considered aid, is aid to remedy a serious disturbance in
a Member State according to Article 107(3)(b) TFEU and
according to the communications from the Commission
on the application of State aid rules to measures taken in
relation to financial institutions in the context of the
current financial crisis (7).

Germany submits that on 6 September 2010, BaFin
(Bundesanstalt  fiir  Finanzdienstleistungsaufsicht), the
German supervisor, reiterated that — in view of HRE's
worsened liquidity situation — HRE's application for
further SoFFin guarantees is justified. By letter of
6 September 2010, Deutsche Bundesbank underlines that
HRE Group is, because of its size and its international
linkages, of systemic relevance for the European banking
system. Huge parts of its issued covered bonds are held by
other banks, insurance companies, and other institutional
investors. The supervisory authority, BaFin, in a letter of
14 October 2009 already pointed out that a collapse of
HRE Group would have considerable negative effects on
the national and international financial markets.

(°) Community guidelines on State aid for rescuing and restructuring

firms in difficulty (O] C 244, 1.10.2004, p. 2).

() In particular Commission communication on the application of 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).
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4. ASSESSMENT
4.1. Existence of State aid under Article 107(1) TFEU

(52) In the opening Decision (%) the Commission came to the
preliminary conclusion that all measures granted until
7 May 2009 constitute State aid within the meaning of
Atticle 107(1) TFEU.

(53

~

In line with the conclusion with regard to the guarantees
covered in the opening Decision and the preliminary
conclusion in the extension Decision (?), the Commission
considers that the SoFFin guarantees of wup to
EUR 40 billion in favour of HRE confer an advantage to
HRE, as HRE would not have received them on the market
in the current circumstances. It is evident that those guar-
antees are financed from State resources. It is also clear
that they are offered to one bank only and are hence
selective. As HRE is active in the banking sector which
is characterised by competition across the Member
States, these measures distort competition and affect
inter-State trade. For these reasons the guarantees
constitute State aid, an assessment which the German
authorities do not dispute.

(54) The Commission has already stated in its Decision of
13 November 2009 extending the formal investigation
procedure in Case C 15/09 (1) concerning HRE, that the
transfer of assets to a winding-up institution might entail
additional aid, considering that according to point 39 of
the Commission’s Impaired Asset Communication (')
(IAC) an impaired asset measure, irrespective of its form,
constitutes State aid in so far as the transfer value exceeds
the market value of the total portfolio.

4.2. Compatibility of the aid
4.2.1. Application of Article 107(3)(b) TFEU

Article 107(3)(b) TFEU enables the Commission to find aid
compatible with the internal market if it remedies a serious
disturbance in the economy of a Member State. As the
breakdown of a systematically relevant bank can directly
affect the financial markets and indirectly the entire
economy of a Member State, the Commission currently
bases its assessment of State aid measures in the banking
sector on this provision in light of the ongoing fragile
situation on the financial markets.

(55

~

(56) The Commission has no grounds to doubt Germany’s
qualification of HRE as a bank of systemic relevance.

(%) Decision C(2009) 5888 final of 24 July 2009. That Decision
withdrew and replaced Decision C(2009) 3712 final of 7 May 2009.

(°) Decision C(2009) 8967 final of 13 November 2009.

(%) Commission Decision of 13 November 2009 in Case C 15/09 —
HRE, (O] C 13, 20.1.2010, p. 58, point 56).

('Y Communication from the Commission on the treatment of
impaired assets in the Community banking sector (O] C 72,
26.3.2009, p. 1).

(57) The German central bank Deutsche Bundesbank points out
in a letter dated 6 September 2010 that a threat to the
restoration of HRE could have a knock-on effect and also
endanger other relevant market participants, and hence
exacerbate the international financial crisis. The
Commission will therefore assess the State aid measures
for HRE under Article 107(3)(b) TFEU (12).

4.2.2. Compatibility of the SoFFin guarantees

(58) According to the Banking communication (%) any aid or
aid scheme must comply with general criteria for compati-
bility under Article 107(3) TFEU, viewed in the light of the
general objectives of the Treaty. In particular, aid must be
appropriate, necessary and proportional. The Banking
communication contains general conditions for support
measures in the financial crisis including, inter alia, for
guarantees.

(59) Based on the Banking communication, the Commission
has authorised a German scheme for rescue guarantees
to financial institutions (N 625/08, N 330/09,
N 665/09, N 222/10) which contains more detailed
conditions for State guarantees. However, point 16 of
the Restructuring communication (') requires an indi-
vidual notification of guarantees in all cases where a
restructuring plan has already been presented. Any such
further aid is to be taken into account in the Commission’s
final restructuring Decision. HRE is at presently restruc-
turing on the basis of a restructuring plan. Therefore,
the aid is not covered by the approved German bank
support scheme but needs to be notified, assessed and
approved individually by the Commission.

(60) Regarding the liquidity guarantee, first, from the
information provided by Germany, it is evident that HRE
continues to face serious difficulties in covering its refi-
nancing needs without continued State support. Therefore
State guarantees on its funding operations are an appro-
priate means and necessary to ensure that it can maintain
its operations.

(61

N

In fact, BaFin confirms that the HRE Group urgently needs
the liquidity guarantee due to recent adverse developments
on the capital and interest rates futures markets. Without
an improvement of HRE's liquidity situation, BaFin might
be forced to take supervisory measures.

(62) Second, the liquidity guarantee amounting to EUR 20
billion is proportionate as it is limited in amount and
time. The guarantee of EUR 20 billion will expire on
31 December 2010 at the latest.

('3 Cf. § 47 Commission Decision of 12 December 2008 in Case

N 625/08 Rettungspaket fiir Finanzinstitute in Deutschland (O] C
143, 24.6.2009, p. 1).

(**) Commission communication on the application of 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).

("*) Commission communication on the return to viability and the
assessment of restructuring measures in the financial sector in the
current crisis under the State aid rules (O] C 195, 19.8.2009).
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(63) Third, the guarantee is adequately remunerated. HRE will
pay a guarantee premium to SoFFin. The guarantee
premium for the EUR 20 billion guarantee will amount
to 0,8 % per annum. The Commission notes that this
remuneration is in line with the Recommendations of
20 October 2008 of the Governing Council of the
European Central Bank on government guarantees for
bank debt, with the German rescue scheme (*°), and with
the Directorate-General for Competition staff working
document of 30 April 2010 (*9). For the part of the
guarantee not used, a commitment fee of 0,1 % will be
paid.

(64) As regards the settlement guarantee, the German
authorities submitted that the settlement guarantee is
necessary for the settlement procedures in the context of
transferring HRE's portfolio of assets to FMS. That reason
for settlement guarantees on that scale has also been
confirmed in a letter of Deutsche Bundesbank dated
15 September 2010.

(65) The Commission accepts, in line with the statement of
Deutsche Bundesbank, that the complexity of the trans-
actions involved in the transfer and the resulting uncer-
tainties require liquidity reserves. The SoFFin guarantee of
up to EUR 20 billion (settlement guarantee) is thus
necessary to prevent threats to the transfer of the assets,
which if not accompanied by sufficient buffers, might be
jeopardised. The fact that HRE may draw the settlement
guarantee only during a very limited period, i.e. only from
27 September until 30 September 2010, limits the possi-
bility that the guarantees could be used for other purposes
than those related to the transfer. The settlement guarantee
will expire on 31 December 2010 at latest. The settlement
guarantee is also limited in amount since the drawing
amount of the settlement guarantee will be limited to
the actual needs of HRE, taking the availability of other
liquidity guarantees into account.

,-\
>
£

Finally, the guarantee is also adequately remunerated. HRE
will pay a guarantee premium to SoFFin. The guarantee
premium for the EUR 20 billion guarantee will amount to
0,8 % per annum. The Commission notes that this remun-
eration is in line with the Recommendations of
20 October 2008 of the Governing Council of the
European Central Bank on government guarantees for
bank debt, with the German rescue scheme (!), and with
the Directorate-General for Competition staff working
document of 30 April 2010 (). For the part of the
guarantee not used, a commitment fee of 0,1 % will be
paid.

(67) The Commission will assess and take into account those
new SoFFin guarantees of up to EUR 40 billion in its
assessment of HRE's restructuring plan, in particular as

(1%) See Cases N 625[08, N 330/09, N 665/09, N 222/10.

(*%) Directorate-General for Competition staff working document “The
application of State aid rules to government guarantee schemes
covering bank debt to be issued after 30 June 20107, 30 April
2010.

(17) See Cases N 625[08, N 330/09, N 665/09, N 222/10.

Directorate-General for Competition staff working document “The

application of State aid rules to government guarantee schemes

covering bank debt to be issued after 30 June 20107, 30 April

2010.
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regards burden-sharing measures and measures to limit
distortions of competition. The renewed need for State-
guaranteed liquidity also casts further doubts on HRE's
capability to restore its long-term viability.

However, on the basis of the considerations above, the
Commission comes to the conclusion that the guarantees
are appropriate, necessary and proportional, and can be
considered compatible with the internal market on the
basis of Article 107(3)(b) TFEU on a temporary basis.
However, the Commission will take both the guarantees
and their conditions into account in the assessment of the
restructuring aid.

4.2.3. Temporary compatibility of the impaired asset measure
(winding-up institution)

The transfer of HRE’s portfolio of assets to FMS constitutes
an impaired asset relief which must be assessed under the
IAC. The IAC provides guidance on the treatment under
Article 107(3)(b) TFEU of asset relief measures by Member
States, including in particular winding-up institutions as
indicated in Annex II to the IAC. The compliance of the
measure with the provisions of the IAC is assessed below.

Eligibility of assets

As regards the eligibility of the assets, the IAC indicates in
Section 5.4 that asset relief requires a clear identification of
impaired assets and that certain limits apply in relation to
eligibility. It notes that assets which have triggered the
financial crisis and are subject to severe downward value
adjustments appear to account for the bulk of uncertainty
and scepticism concerning the viability of banks. In this
respect, US mortgage-backed securities and associated
hedges and derivatives are mentioned. The IAC also
notes, however, that an overly narrow relief measure
would not be advisable and refers to a proportionate
approach permitting the extension of eligibility to well-
defined categories of other assets as well.

The wind-up portfolio consists of bonds, loans and, to a
smaller extent, derivatives. Although not all of those assets
have become illiquid or were subject to severe downward
value adjustments, they have been adversely affected by the
financial crisis.

While in principle it would be questionable whether a
spin-off of such assets at a transfer price above the
market value is compatible with State aid rules, the IAC
recognises in point 34 the necessity of a pragmatic and
flexible approach to the selection of asset types for
impaired assets measures (!?). The Commission notes that
the range of asset classes affected by the financial crisis
became broader due to spillover effects. Asset relief for
such assets can help to achieve the objectives of the
IAC, ie. to increase transparency and to contribute to
financial stability, even if those assets are not in the
classes that initially triggered the financial crisis. Therefore,

(") Commission Decision of 22 October 2009 in Case C 29/09 —

HSH Nordbank, (O] C 281, 21.11.2009, p. 42, point 40).
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the Commission has in previous cases accepted asset relief
measures for those assets, provided adequately thorough
restructuring and remedies to avoid undue distortions of
competition are being put in place ().

Transparency and disclosure

(73) As regards transparency and disclosure, Section 5.1 of the

IAC requires full ex ante transparency and disclosure of
impairments on the assets which are covered by relief
measures, based on adequate valuation, certified by
recognised independent experts and validated by the
competent supervisory authority. That valuation must be
provided to the Commission in line with point 37 of the
IAC.

(74) In that respect, the Commission notes that Germany has

presented a valuation on the portfolio that is certified by
independent experts. That valuation, however, does not
cover the derivatives portfolio and has so far not yet
been validated by the competent supervisory authority.
Furthermore, the initial information provided by
Germany to the Commission turned out to be incomplete
and not up to date.

(75) Consequently, the Commission notes that the IAC’s criteria

regarding transparency and disclosure are not yet met.

(76) However, the Commission notes that Germany committed

to submit to the Commission all required information that
is still outstanding.

Management of assets

(77) As regards management of assets, Section 5.6 of the IAC

requires a clear functional and organisational separation
between the beneficiary bank and its shielded assets,
notably as to their management, staff and clientele. In
this respect, the Commission notes that the established
winding-up institution ensures a clear functional and
organisational separation, and is thus sufficient to
achieve compliance.

Valuation

(78) Section 5.5 of the IAC explains that a correct and

consistent approach to valuation is of key importance to
prevent undue distortions of competition and to ensure
the consistency of valuation methodologies.

(79) Germany has so far presented a valuation on the portfolio

which does, however, not cover the derivatives portfolio.
The Commission, supported by external experts, is

(%9 Commission Decision of 22 October 2009 in Case C 29/09, HSH

Nordbank, (O] C 281, 21.11.2009, p. 42, point 40), and
Commission Decision of 22 December 2009 in Case C 40/09,
WestLB, (O] C 66, 17.3.2010, p. 15, point 54). To some extent
also Commission Decision of 15 December 2009 in Case
C 17/09 — LBBW, (O] L 188, 21.7.2010, p. 1, point 49).

(81

—

(82

—

(85)

N

currently carrying out a validation of the valuation,
including an assessment of the value of the derivatives
portfolio.

Burden-sharing

As regards ex ante burden-sharing, Section 5.2 of the IAC
points out that banks ought to bear the losses associated
with the impaired assets to the maximum extent. Pursuant
to paragraph 40 of the IAC that outcome is usually
achieved by a transfer at the real economic value, in
combination with a corresponding write down of the
book value. Accordingly, the beneficiary bank must
disclose incurred and expected losses of the portfolio,
and should limit the transfer price to the real economic
value. The same economic effect is obtained if the bene-
ficiary bank, by its own means, capitalises the winding-up
institute with sufficient equity, thereby enabling the
winding-up institute to absorb future losses.

Because no details regarding the capitalisation have been
revealed and in the absence of a final valuation, it remains
unclear whether the equity provided to FMS is sufficient to
cover the write down or first loss as is required under the
IAC.

Moreover, the Commission notes that SoFFin has granted
an unlimited guarantee to cover all losses incurred by FMS.

The Commission consequently has doubts that the
measures provides for adequate burden-sharing in line
with the IAC and reserves a final judgement on compati-
bility until the real economic value of the transferred assets
has been established.

Remuneration

Point 21 of the IAC notes that a correct remuneration is
another element of the burden-sharing requirement, which
at the same time prevents undue distortions of
competition. The Commission must ensure, as noted in
Annex IV to that communication, that any pricing of
the asset relief must include a remuneration for the State
that adequately takes account of the risks of future losses
exceeding those projected in the determination of the real
economic value. In line with the Commission’s
practice (?!), remuneration for impaired assets measures
needs to be based on the capital relief effect resulting
from the transfer or guaranteeing of assets.

The notification does not indicate that HRE will

remunerate the asset relief measure.

Cf. Commission Decision of 15 December 2008 in Case C 17/08

LBBW, Commission Decision of 18 November 2009 in Case
C 10/09 ING.
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(86) The argument that Germany as the sole owner of HRE is (92) First, the Commission continues to doubt at this stage that
interchangeable with the recipient of the remuneration is the transformation of HRE’s business model with its focus
irrelevant in this context. From a competition point of on two legs, ie. public sector finance and real estate
view, the renunciation of a remuneration would still be finance, will be capable of restoring the long-term
an advantage provided to the bank. If a bank is not in a viability of the bank. The Commission doubts that the
position to adequately remunerate the aid received, the bank can achieve sufficient margins with its future
resulting distortion of competition must be compensated business activities, in particular those in the public
for by additional remedies such as further downsizing. finance sector which is characterised by low margins and
which can therefore only be profitable if a bank has access
to cheap refinancing. In the medium term, the credit rating

(87) As so far no adequate remuneration has been determined, that HRE will be able to achieve and that directly affects its
the Commission has doubts regarding the remuneration. refinancing costs will be key for its futlire busmgss

prospects. It should also be noted that HRE is depending
on wholesale funding (it does not have franchise funding),
making it vulnerable to disturbances in the market. The

(88) In sum, the Commission at this stage is unable to cqnclude bank’sgoverall profitability is furthermore a result of both
on th,e transparency of the. measure or to finalise the the margins stemming from existing assets and those
Valuaiion and consequently it cannot conclude on remu- stemming from new Dbusiness. Since the margins
neration ‘and bur%en—she}llrmg.h On the other hﬁnd’ tAhE achieved in the past were on average not sufficient,
gl(zmrgtllsqselfncfi?;?; e?f)rt f(t)nipztigilei?;ursnccl(e)flptiliees }’Xtc existing assets are a bu.rden. on the bank’s profitability (34,

e ’ and its business planning is dependant on the improved
namely the eligibility of assets and asset management margins that the bank aims to achieve with its future
arrangements. business.

(89) The Commission has established that it will authorise . . . . .
emergency measures temporarily if they are needed for (93) Given the potential r.nagn.ltl'idelof the aid stemming fro.m
reasons of financial stability (*2), where it is not ready to the guarantees, .capital injections and the asset relief
take a definite Decision because there are doubts on measure, and glven t.he contiiiuing doubts as regards
compatibility of the measures as restructuring aid. By viability, th? Commission, at this stage, can not exclucie
letter of 6 September 2010, Deutsche Bundesbank that [.:.] might be ihe only alternative to make all the aid
underlines that HRE Group is, because of its size and its compliant with Article 107(3)(b) TFEU.
international linkages, of systemic relevance for the
European banking system. In that letter, Deutsche
Bundesbank also underlines that a threat to the restoration (94) The asset valuation also revealed a weakness of HRE's [...].
of HRE could have a knock-on effect and also endanger
other relevant market participants, and hence exacerbate
the international financial crisis.

(95) Moreover, and as already indicated above, the fact that
HRE suddenly needs new liquidity guarantees of up to

(90) Given the t}ireai to financial stabil.ity. in the aibsence of the El'lljeRc:}())aEiltl)lrl(ig’ ;f;i;gﬂttl;eﬁui?ﬁg: ;;;Zg;iher HRE has
winding-up institution, the Commission considers the asset
relief to be temporarily compatible with the internal
market as emergency support under Article 107(3)(b)

TFEU until a final Decision has been taken. That (96) Second, the depth of the restructuring also hinges on the
conclusion is in line with previous Commission Decisions, questions of appropriate remuneration for the impaired
where the investigation procedure was concluded after a asset measure, which still needs to be determined. If
preliminary authorisation (2). Therefore, the Commission HRE will not be able to pay an appropriate remuneration,
has at this stage temporarily no objections to the transfer the magnitude of the restructuring needs to cater for such
as such of the assets to the winding-up institution. a lack of remuneration. All these elements still need to be
established in order to properly determine the framework
for the assessment of the distortions of competition. That
L assessment also needs to consider the newly requested

4.2.4. Assessment of the restructuring aid SoFFin guarantees of up to EUR 40 billion.

(91) The Commission takes note of the update of 7 May 2010
of HRE's restructuring plan when compared to the initial
restructuring plan dated 1 April 2009, However, the (97) In view of the doubts on the viability of the bank based on

*)

*)

Commission continues to doubt that the restructuring
aid is compatible for the following reasons:

Commission Decision of 13 November 2008 in Case C 15/08,

Hypo RealEstate, not yet published, and Commission Decision of
31 March 2009 in Case C 10/09 ING (O] C 158, 11.7.2009, p.
13).

The Commission has taken similar Decisions. For instance in Case
C 9/09 point 77, Dexia, C 10/08 ING, C 77/09 LBBW and C 40/09
WestLB.

*9

the current restructuring plan, the Commission will
consider further options for HRE[pbb Deutsche Pfand-
briefbank, including: a break-up into smaller entities,
and/or an [...] scenario.

The majority of existing assets will be transferred to the winding-up

institution; that measure enables the bank to get rid of underper-
forming assets and to increase the average profitability of remaining
assets.
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4.2.5. Extension of the scope of the procedure regarding the
restructuring aid

(98) In light of the doubts regarding compatibility of the asset
relief measure with the IAC, and the failures of the current
revised restructuring plan to demonstrate that the bank
will be able to restore viability and that proper burden-
sharing and mitigation of distortions of competition is
ensured, the Commission further extends the scope of
the formal investigation procedure pursuant to Article
108(2) TFEU. The Commission notes positively
Germany’s commitment to submit to the Commission
by 1 November 2010 at the latest all information for
the assessment of the restructuring aid.

(99) In addition, the need of additional guarantees by SoFFin,
ie. a liquidity guarantee of EUR 20 billion and a
settlement guarantee of up to EUR 20 billion will be
taken into account in the assessment of the restructuring

aid.

5. CONCLUSION

The Commission has decided to temporarily find compatible
with the internal market the SoFFin guarantee of EUR 20
billion (liquidity guarantee) in favour of HRE until the
Commission has taken a final Decision on the restructuring aid.

The Commission has decided to temporarily find compatible
with the internal market the SoFFin guarantee of up to
EUR 20 billion (settlement guarantee) in favour of HRE until
the Commission has taken a final Decision on the restructuring

aid.

The Commission will take both the guarantees and their
conditions into account in its assessment of the restructuring

aid.

Based on a commitment of Germany to deliver to the
Commission by 1 November 2010 at the latest all necessary
and required information, the Commission has decided to
temporarily find compatible with the internal market the
impaired asset measure (winding-up institution) in favour of
HRE until the Commission has taken a final Decision on the
restructuring aid. The Commission will review the conditions of
the impaired asset measure in its final Decision on the
restructuring aid.

In the light of the foregoing considerations, the Commission
has decided to extend the scope of the proceedings laid down in
Article 108(2) TFEU with respect to transparency, valuation,
burden sharing, and remuneration of the impaired asset
measure (winding-up institution) and their impact on the
assessment of the restructuring aid as regards viability,
burden-sharing and distortions of competition. In the light of
the foregoing considerations, the Commission has decided to
also extend the scope of the proceedings laid down in Article
108(2) TFEU, in particular as regards the assessment of the
restructuring aid, with respect to the additional liquidity
guarantee of EUR 20 billion by SoFFin and with respect to
the additional settlement guarantee by SoFFin of up to
EUR 20 billion.

The Commission notes that Germany exceptionally accepts that
this Decision to be adopted in the English language.

Germany is requested to forward a copy of this letter to the
potential recipient of the aid immediately.”
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RIIGIABI - IIRIMAA
Riigiabi C 25/10 (ex N 212/10) — Educational Building Society iimberkorraldamine

Kutse mirkuste esitamiseks Euroopa Liidu toimimise lepingu artikli 108 15ike 2 kohaselt

(EMPs kohaldatav tekst)
(2010/C 300/07)

Kiesoleva kokkuvotte jdrel autentses keeles 11. oktoobri 2010 esitatud kirjas teatas komisjon lirimaa
ametiasutustele oma otsusest algatada ELi toimimise lepingu artikli 108 Idikega 2 ette nihtud menetlus

seoses eespool nimetatud meetmega.

Huvitatud isikud vivad esitada oma mirkused meetme kohta, mille suhtes komisjon algatab menetluse, ithe
kuu jooksul alates kidesoleva kokkuvotte ja sellele lisatud kirja avaldamisest aadressil:

European Commission
Directorate-General for Competition
State aid Greffe

1049 Bruxelles/Brussel
BELGIQUE/BELGIE

Faks +32 22961242

Mirkused edastatakse lirimaa ametiasutustele. Markusi esitavad huvitatud isikud voivad kirjalikult taotleda
neid kisitlevate andmete konfidentsiaalsust, tdpsustades taotluse pdhjused.

KOKKUVOTE

[. MENETLUS

(1) Komisjon andis 2. juunil 2010 ajutiselt loa Educational

=

Building Society (edaspidi ,EBS”) hidaabi korras rekapitali-
seerimiseks, tingimusel et lirimaa ametiasutused esitavad
EBSi iimberkorralduskava 30. juuniks 2010 (). lirimaa ame-
tiasutused esitasid EBSi imberkorralduskava 31. mail 2010.

1. ASJAOLUD

EBS on lirimaa suurim ehituslaenuettevdtja ning suuruselt
kaheksas lirimaal tegutsev finantseerimisasutus. EBS tegutseb
ainult lirimaal ning pakub oma litkmetele traditsioonilisi
jaepangandustooteid (hoiustamine, hiipoteeklaenud) koos-
kdlas oma echituslaenuettevotja staatusega. Vastavalt EBSi
2009. aasta aruandele oli ettevotja bilansimaht 31. detsembri
2009 seisuga 21,5 miljardit EUR. 2008. aastal oli ettevotja
kahjum 38 miljonit EUR, 2009. aastal aga 78,8 miljonit
EUR. selle pdhjuseks oli peamiselt drikinnisvara laenuport-
felli vaartuse langus 197,4 miljoni EUR ulatuses.

EBSi on toetatud mitme abimeetmega, naiteks rekapitalisee-
rimine, varade suhtes kohaldatav toetusmeede voi volainst-
rumentide tagatised. Rekapitaliseerimine, mille tulemusena
EBS natsionaliseeriti, toimub 875 miljoni EUR suuruses

(") Vt komisjoni otsus juhtumis N 160/10, Capital support measures in

relation to EBS (ELT C 217, 11.8.2010, 1k 2).

=

summas ning see makstakse osamaksetena. Langenud vidir-
tusega varade suhtes kohaldatav meede hélmab umbes 900
miljoni EUR viddrtuses maa- ja kinnisvaraarenduseks voetud
laenude ostmist riikliku varahaldusameti poolt. Peale selle
on enamik EBSi kohustusi kaetud erinevate lirimaa tagatis-
skeemide raames (2).

Ajavahemikku 2010-2014 holmava iimberkorralduskava
kohaselt 15petas EBS maa- ja kinnisvaraarenduseks moeldud
laenude ning &rilaenude andmise alates 2009. aasta aprillist
ning keskendus jachiipoteeklaenudele ning jachoiustele. EBS
on haaranud hiipoteeklaenude jaeturul mdrkimisvéidrse
turuosa ja hoiab seda praegugi (ligikaudu [10-20] (*) %
vorreldes [5-10] %-ga enne kriisi), kuigi turumaht (uued
kogulaenud) on langenud 23 miljardilt EUR 2008. aastal
8 miljardi EUR 2009. aastal. Laenude véirtuse langemisest
tulenev kahju tipneb 2010. aastal ning hakkab seejirel oluli-
selt langema. Vabade vahendite saamiseks kavatseb EBS

(®) Vt komisjoni otsus juhtumis NN 48/08, Guarantee Scheme for Banks

in Ireland (ELT C 312, 6.12.2008, 1k 2), komisjoni otsus juhtumis
N 349/09, Eligible Liabilities Guarantee Scheme (ELT C 72, 20.3.2010,
Ik 6). Tagatisskeemi pikendati hiljem muudetud tingimustega
31. mail 2010 komisjoni otsusega juhtumis N 198/10, Prolongation
of the Eligible Liabilities Guarantee Scheme (ELT C 191, 15.7.2010,
Ik 1) ja 29. juunil 2010 komisjoni otsusega juhtumis N 254/10,
Second prolongation of the Eligible Liabilities Guarantee Scheme, (ELT C
238, 3.9.2010, Ik 2). Tagatisskeemiga kaetud lithiajaliste kohustuste
tagatise kehtivust pikendati 21. septembril 2010 komisjoni otsusega
juhtumis N 347/10, Short term guarantees under the ELG scheme from
September to December 2010, seni avaldamata.

Sisaldab konfidentsiaalset teavet, vdimalikud arvud on asendatud
nurksulgudes vahemikega.
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koguda rohkem hoiuseid (nii eraisikute kui ka ettevotjate
hoiused) ning loobuda hulgitasandi rahastamisest, asendades
lithiajalise  rahastamise pikaajalise rahastamisega. EBS
vihendab veelgi oma kulude-tulude suhet.

EBS jouab tagasi kasumisse tavaolukorras 2012. aastal ning
stressiolukorras 2013. aastal. Esimese taseme pdohikapitali
miir jadb regulaatori médratud tasemele, mis on ile 8 %
nii tava- kui ka stressiolukorras. Liikmete omandidigus on
vodrandatud. Riik iritab panka maha miiia, [...]. Arves-
tades panga vaiksust, eraldiseisvate tiitarettevotjate ning eral-
datavate tegevuste vihesust, ei ole kavas tegevusharusid voi
itksusi loovutada. Lisaks sellele ei vihenda panga bilansi-
maht tema turuosa iimberkorraldusperioodil. lirimaa ameti-
asutused kinnitavad, et EBSi jitkuv kohalolek on oluline
finantsstabiilsuse sdilitamiseks ning hiipoteeklaenude jaeturu
parandamiseks, kuna enamik lirimaal esindatud finantseeri-
misasutustest kirbivad ja vihendavad dramaatiliselt hiipo-
teeklaenude viljastamist. lirimaa ametiasutused margivad,
et konealune suundumus lithemas ega pikemas perspektiivis
ei muutu.

[II. HINNANG

Komisjon mirkis EBSi 875 miljoni EUR suuruse rekapitali-
seerimise heakskiitmise dokumendis, et esitada tuleks iiksik-
asjalik iimberkorralduskava, milles vOetakse arvesse koiki
EBSile antud abimeetmeid. Komisjonile esitati 31. mail
2010 timberkorralduskava, mille aluseks on oletus, et EBS
jaab eraldiseisvaks iiksuseks. Sellest tulenevalt mdrkisid
lirimaa ametiasutused, et nad tegelevad aktiivselt EBSi
mitimisega  kolmandatele isikutele. Igasugune miik
mdjutab timberkorralduskava ning eeldab parast miiiiki
uue {imberkorraldamiskava esitamist. Komisjon teostab
ithisturuga kokkusobivuse hindamise kdesoleva rikkumisme-
netluse algatamise otsusega praeguse imberkorralduskava
alusel, kuid tema 1plik otsus peab pdhinema EBSi olukorral
konealuse otsuse vastuvotmise ajal.

Seoses iimberkorralduskava vdimega tagada EBSi pikaajaline
elujoulisus, kahtleb komisjon, kas teatavad kavas esitatud
eeldused on mdistlikud, ning seetdttu kutsutakse lirimaa
ametiasutusi {iles esitama nende kinnitamiseks tdiendavat
teavet.

Lisaks sellele kahtleb komisjon, kas konealust abi on
piiratud miinimumini, kuna EBSi pdhikapitali mair tiletab
jatkuvalt markimisvdarselt finantsreguleerija poolt tavaolu-
korra puhuks kehtestatud miinimumi.

Vottes arvesse EBSi saadud suurt abi hulka nii absoluutar-
vudes kui ka riskiga kaalutud varade tihenduses (sealhulgas
tagatiste abielement), kahtleb komisjon ka selles, kas abi
konkurentsi moonutava mdju tasakaalustamiseks on voetud
piisavaid meetmeid. Peale selle on komisjonil kahtlusi seoses
sellega, kas lirimaa hiipoteeklaenuturul kestab pakkumise
vihesus tdepoolest veel mitu jirgmist aastat, nagu vdidavad
lirimaa ametiasutused. Komisjon kutsub kolmandaid isikuid
kidesoleva viite kohta mérkusi esitama.

KIRJA TEKST

,The Commission wishes to inform the Irish authorities that,
having examined the information supplied by your authorities
on the measure referred to above, it has decided to initiate the
procedure laid down in Article 108(2) of the Treaty on the
Functioning of the European Union (hereinafter “TFEU”) with
regard to the restructuring plan submitted by the Irish
authorities on 31 May 2010, since the Commission has
doubts as to the compatibility of that restructuring plan and
the associated aid measures with the internal market in the light
of the Commission’s Communication on the return to viability
and the assessment of restructuring measures in the financial
sector in the current financial crisis under the State aid rules (3)
(hereinafter “the Restructuring Communication”).

1. PROCEDURE

(1) By decision of 2 June 2010 (¥, the Commission
temporarily authorised a recapitalisation of Educational
Building Society (hereinafter “EBS”) as emergency aid
subject to the condition that Irish authorities would
submit an in-depth restructuring plan for EBS before
30 June 2010.

(2) On 31 May 2010, the Irish authorities submitted a
restructuring plan for EBS.

(3) The Commission requested further information regarding
the restructuring plan on 21 June and 9 July 2010. The
Irish authorities responded on 9, 13 and 14 July,
26 August and 2 September 2010.

(4) The Commission services met with the Irish authorities
and EBS on 31 August 2010.

2. DESCRIPTION OF THE MEASURE
2.1. The beneficiary

(5) EBS is Ireland’s largest building society and the eighth
largest financial institution operating in Ireland.
Building societies are mutual organisations which have
no shareholders but instead are owned by their
members, who are also their clients. Their objective is
to collect deposits and provide loans. Profits are used
to adapt interest rates to the advantage of the
members, or are accumulated as reserves.

(6) EBS offers traditional retail banking products to its
members (savings and mortgages) in line with its goal
as a building society. It also has a treasury department
[...] ). From 2005, it expanded its activities in
commercial property lending, building up a loan book
directly and indirectly related to that activity which
amounted to EUR 2,3 billion as at December 2009.

() O] C 195, 19.8.2009, p. 9.

(*) See Commission Decision in Case N 160/10, Capital support measures
in relation to EBS (O] C 217, 11.8.2010, p. 2).

(*) Confidential information.
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EBS is only active in Ireland, where it operates a branch
network of 14 branch offices, 42 tied branch agents, 43
branch agents (who also offer the products of EBS’
competitors) and a broker network through its subsidiary
Haven Mortgage Limited (Haven).

According to its 2009 Annual Report, EBS’ total balance
sheet amounts to EUR 21,5 billion on 31 December
2009. After a loss of EUR 38 million in 2008, it
recorded a loss of EUR 78,8 million in 2009, which
was mainly due to EUR 197,4 million of impairments,
in particular its commercial property loan book.

EBS’ entire loan book as on 31 December 2009
amounted to EUR 16,4 billion, of which the commercial
loan book makes up EUR 2,3 billion. [...] deposits
amounted to around EUR 11 billion. EBS’ loan book
consists of: residential lending (78 %), buy-to-let (11 %),
commercial lending (6 %), land and development (3 %)
and associated loans (2 %). EBS’ commercial loan book
can be further broken down into retail (49 %), hospitality
and leisure (10 %), other services (40 %) and other (1 %).

2.2. The events triggering the measures

The decision by the Irish Government to intervene in
favour of EBS was taken in the context of the global
financial crisis, which, combined with the specific
situation of the Irish economy, led to the deterioration
of EBS’ financial position, in particular as a consequence
of the sharp reduction in property values in Ireland
following years of rapid growth.

The decrease in property values in Ireland caused a
deterioration of the institution’s financial position
which has become more apparent after an in-depth
assessment of its loan book. In the light of the size
and activities of EBS, that deterioration is regarded by
the Irish authorities as creating a significant risk of
systemic disturbance to the financial system in Ireland.

EBS has a relatively limited exposure to commercial real
estate loans in absolute terms compared to other
financial institutions, due to the fact that it developed
its activity in that segment from 2005. However, it
extended loans at the top of the property bubble and
has had to take large impairments on this loan book
as a result. Impairments will continue to put pressure
on EBS' profitability in 2010 and 2011 as, on top of
the losses resulting from the transfer of commercial
property loans to NAMA, impairments on non-
commercial property loans will also increase due to the
deterioration of the quality of the mortgage loan book.
Expected losses before tax for 2010 and 2011 are
estimated at EUR [...] million and EUR [...] million
respectively.

In addition, EBS’ regulatory capital requirements have
been raised by the Financial Regulator as a result of a
Prudential Capital Assessment Review (PCAR) that was
carried out for the period 2009-2012. During this
process, the capital requirements for all Irish financial
institutions were assessed in a base and a stress case.
The requirement for passing the base case test was to
be capitalised to a level of 8% Core Tier 1, after

(14)

(16)

taking into account forecasted loan losses through to
2012. As a further prudential requirement, the capital
used to meet the base case target must be principally
in the form of equity, with 7 % equity as the target
level. The test for the stress case was designed to
ensure that credit institutions have a sufficient capital
buffer of at least 4 % Core Tier 1 capital to withstand
losses under an adverse scenario.

2.3. The aid measures received by EBS

EBS has benefited from several aid measures, more
specifically a recapitalisation, an asset relief measure
and guarantees on its debt instruments.

Recapitalisation

On 2 June 2010, the Commission approved the recap-
italisation of EBS for a total amount of up to EUR 875
million, split between two measures, a EUR 100 million
capital injection through the issuance of Special
Investment Shares (hereinafter “SIS”) and a further
capital injection of up to EUR 775 million through a
direct grant in the form of a promissory note. Both
instruments qualify as Core Tier 1 capital.

The rights attached to the SIS include the right of the
Irish authorities to appoint and remove the majority of
the directors, including the Chairman and CEO. In
addition, the SIS will give the Irish authorities privileged
voting powers, resulting in the control of EBS. The
ordinary share members of EBS have been wiped-out as
far as their economic ownership rights are concerned. If
EBS were to be converted from a building society into a
limited liability company, the SIS would be converted
into ordinary shares with the same rights attached as
the SIS. The members who would otherwise have
received an amount of shares to reflect their economic
ownership in the building society, will instead, under the
terms of the SIS, not receive any shares upon conversion.
As a result, EBS was therefore effectively nationalised by
the Irish authorities.

The SIS can be remunerated through the pay-out of a
dividend if EBS has sufficient adjusted distributable
reserves and does not breach its regulatory capital
requirements. The SIS can be redeemed by EBS only if
it can replace the SIS by other Core Tier 1 capital, it is
not in breach of its capital requirements, the Irish
authorities have given their consent and all State capital
provided to EBS has been repaid. The Irish authorities
have provided the commitment that they will seek the
prior agreement of the Commission if such a redemption
is contemplated.

As for the promissory note with a value up to EUR 775
million, the principal amount of the promissory note was
committed to EBS on the date of issuance and will cover
EBS’ capital requirements until 31 December 2010.
Although the full principal amount will be committed
to EBS immediately, the amount will be paid-out to
EBS in annual payments of a maximum of 10 % of the
principal over a 10-year period. On the asset side of the
balance sheet, the principal amount will decrease over



C 300/20

Euroopa Liidu Teataja

6.11.2010

(19)

(21)

time, each time the State pays out part of the principal to
EBS. In order to ensure that the value of the promissory
note in the accounts of EBS (where it will be reported at
present value) is not lower than its current nominal value
(which would result in a reduction of Core Tier 1 capital),
the Irish authorities will pay every year a coupon on the
average (unpaid) principal amount during the preceding
year. The Irish authorities intend to accumulate the
coupon and pay it after the payment of the principal
amount. In consequence, the duration of the payments
made to EBS is increased by four years to fourteen years
in total.

The promissory note is not remunerated separately by
EBS, the Irish authorities will not obtain any further
rights in EBS and repayment of the note is not
possible under the term sheet.

The emergency recapitalisation of EBS as approved by the
Commission in its decision of 2 June 2010 triggered the
need for an in-depth restructuring plan.

Impaired asset relief

EBS will participate in the NAMA scheme established by
the National Asset Management Act 2009 in order to
cleanse and repair its balance sheet. The NAMA scheme
was approved by the Commission on 26 February
2010 (). EBS has a commercial loan portfolio of
approximately EUR 2,3 billion (gross of impairments). It
is anticipated that approximately EUR 900 million (gross
of impairments) of EBS’ commercial loan portfolio, repre-
senting a large proportion of its problem assets (mainly
property development loans), will be transferred to
NAMA. In April 2010, EBS transferred the first tranche
of loans to NAMA for an amount of EUR 143 million
against a haircut of 36 %. The haircut applied to the
second tranche of loans transferred to NAMA on
23 August 2010 was 46,4 % for a nominal value of
EUR 35,9 million. The two first tranches account for
22 % of the total EBS NAMA transfer and have an
average haircut of 38,1 %. EBS’ participation in NAMA
will facilitate the accelerated removal of high risk
property-related assets.

Guarantees

EBS is one of the financial institutions covered by the
Irish Guarantee Scheme for financial institutions (here-
inafter “the CIFS scheme”), which was adopted under
the Credit Institutions (Financial Support) Act 2008
and approved by the Commission on 13 October
2008 (°). The total State-guaranteed funding (including
deposits) for EBS as at the end of June 2010 under the
CIFS Scheme was approximately EUR [...] billion. EBS
also joined the Eligible Liabilities Guarantee Scheme
(hereinafter “ELG scheme”) (') on 3 February 2010.

(*) See Commission decision in Case N 725/09, Irish asset relief —
NAMA (0] C 94, 14.4.2010, p. 10).

(®) See Commission Decision in Case NN 48/08, Guarantee Scheme for
Banks in Ireland (O] C 312, 6.12.2008, p. 2).

(') See Commission Decision in Case N 349/09, Credit Institutions
Eligible Liability Guarantee Scheme (O] C 72, 20.3.2010, p. 6).

(23

(24

(25

)

=

s

According to the information provided by the Irish
authorities, the issuance of debt (including deposits)
under that second scheme by EBS until the end of June
2010 has been approximately EUR [...] billion. EBS will
furthermore benefit from the continuation of the
guarantee on short-term liabilities (with a maturity
lower than three months) that was approved by the
Commission on 21 September 2010 (}) and which
replaces the ELG scheme as regards those liabilities. The
amount of liabilities covered by that latter guarantee
should amount to approximately EUR [...] billion (°).

2.4. The restructuring plan submitted on 31 May
2010

The EBS restructuring plan as submitted by the Irish
authorities contains a base and a stress scenario for the
period March 2010-2014 with the aim of demonstrating
EBS’ ability to achieve long-term viability. The
assumptions for both the base case and the stress case
in Ireland have been provided by the Financial Regulator
(for the period 2009-2012).

According to the EBS restructuring plan, EBS will focus
on its core business of retail lending and savings, while
winding-down its non-core activities, essentially its
commercial loan business. To that end, the following
measures will apply to EBS:

(i) exit its property development finance and wind-
down of commercial business;

(ii) increase its income through higher margins and
lower costs;

(i) increase its core capital;

(iv) improve its funding position;

(v) introduce changes to its risk management and
corporate governance;

(vi) be sold to a third party.

2.4.1. Main assumptions

According to the restructuring plan, in order to
determine the base and the stress cases EBS used the
assumptions concerning future impairments from the
PCAR exercise carried out by the Financial Regulator.
Those assumptions were combined with other financial
assumptions including lending, costs, the transfer of
loans to NAMA, funding, capital and the cost of the
government guarantee schemes.

(®) See Commission Decision in Case N 347/10, Short-term guarantees

under the ELG scheme from September to December 2010, not yet
published.

(°) No specific amount was communicated by the Irish authorities as to

the expected use by EBS specifically. [...].
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2.4.1.1. Base case

(26) Macroeconomic assumptions — The restructuring plan

includes assumptions regarding the development of

Table 1

GDP forecasts

GDP over the restructuring period. GDP growth is
projected to decline by 0,5 % in 2010 before rising to
2,5% in 2011 and staying relatively stable around that
level until 2014 (see Table 1).

(31) Run-off commercial loan book — EBS plans to exit from

development finance by transferring around EUR 837
million of land and development loans and associated
commercial term loans to NAMA. Those loans
represent roughly 50 % of EBS' total commercial loan
book of around EUR 1,7 billion.

(32) The commercial business containing those commercial

term loans not transferred to NAMA will be

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014
Real GDP growth (%) -0,5 2,5 2,3 2,6 2,6
Source: EBS restructuring plan.

(27) Retail mortgage lending and margins — In the base case wound-down. To that end, EBS has reorganised its
the plan assumes that gross residential lending of EBS, commercial business in order to facilitate the run-off of
based on assumptions regarding the development of the remaining commercial loan book. It is estimated in
GDP, unemployment and house prices, will increase the plan that the loan book will reduce from around
from EUR [1-2] billion in 2010 to EUR [2-3] billion EUR 968 million to EUR [...] million over the restruc-
in 2014. The total residential mortgage book will grow turing period. EBS furthermore ceased commercial
from EUR [15-17] billion in 2010 to EUR [16-18] lending from April 2008 onwards.
billion in 2014.

(28) According to the restructuring plan, EBS will increase its (33) Impairments — As regards the assumptions concerning
standard variable rate (hereinafter “SVR”) in steps in order future impairments, the plan assumes that the
to bring its margins in line with the market and the impairment charge for residential mortgage lending
European average. To that end, EBS will increase its (which includes home loans, buy-to-let and commercial
SVR by 120 bps in 2010 [...]. Over the restructuring buy-to-let) will peak in 2010 with EUR [...] million, will
period, the SVR will rise from 2,33 % in 2010 to [...] remain almost the same in 2011 before decreasing to
% in 2014, while the margins for new residential EUR [...] million in 2014. For commercial lending, the
mortgage business with a fixed rate will increase from impairment charge will peak in 2010 with EUR [...]
[...] % in 2010 to [...] % in 2012 and remain stable million, before decreasing to [...] in 2013 as the loan
afterwards. book is run off. The total impairment charge for 2010 is

calculated at EUR [...] million, which will decrease to

(29) EBS will furthermore carry out a cost reduction EUR [...] million in 2011 before declining to EUR [...]
programme which has already resulted in a reduction million in 2014 ('9). In percentage terms, EBS expects a
of its operating costs by EUR 15,7 million (14,5 %) in [...] bps provision charge on home loans for the period
2009 and which is expected to bring the total cost 2009-2014, a [...] bps charge on buy-to-let and a [...]
reduction to EUR [...]. Over the period of the plan, bps provision on commercial buy-to-let.

EBS foresees a gradual increase of operating costs from
EUR [...] million in 2010 to EUR [...] million in 2014.
(34) Transfer of loans to NAMA — EBS assumes in the plan

(30) As a result of these measures, net interest income will that around EUR 837 million of land and development
increase from EUR [...] million in 2010 to EUR [...] loans and associated loans will be transferred to NAMA
million in 2014 (an increase of EUR [...] million), at an average haircut of [30-50]. In exchange for the
while EBS’ income before the deduction of operating loans transferred to NAMA, EBS will receive 95%
expenses will increase from EUR [...] million in 2010 senior State guaranteed bonds and 5 % subordinated
(includes losses associated with transfer of assets to bonds. The plan assumes that the senior guaranteed
NAMA) to EUR [...] million in 2014 (an increase of bonds will incur a [...] loss. The subordinated bonds
EUR [...] million). On the other hand costs remain will be recorded at [...] of their nominal value.
relatively flat and only increase by EUR [...] million,
thus resulting in an increase of EBS’ income before
Impairments. (35) Funding — Over the period of the restructuring plan,

EBS intends to decrease its reliance on wholesale
funding by terming out its wholesale funding (i..
replacing short-term wholesale funding with longer-
term wholesale funding) and decreasing the share of
short-term funding in the mix (see Table 2). EBS
furthermore aims to increase the share of customer
funding in the funding mix.

('% In 2014, impairment provisions will be EUR [...] million for resi-
dential mortgages, and EUR [...] million for Commercial buy to let.



C 300/22 Euroopa Liidu Teataja 6.11.2010
Table 2
EBS funding mix 2010-2014 (% of total balance sheet)
EBS funding mix 2010-2014 (%)

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014
Retail [.] [..] [.] [.] [.]
Corporate and non-bank financial insti- [...] [...] [...] [...] [...]
tution
Total customer funding [40-50] % [...] [...] [...] [60-70] %
Long-term wholesale funding [...] [...] [...] [...] [...]
Short-term wholesale funding [...] [...] [...] [...] [...]
Total wholesale funding [50-60] % [...] [...] [...] [30-40] %

Total 100 % 100 % 100 % 100 % 100 %

(36) As regards the costs of funding, the plan assumes that (40) Capital — As regards EBS' capital structure, EBS has
the average margins EBS has to pay over total fixed received a capital injection from the Irish authorities,
deposits will decrease from [...] % in 2010 to [...] % which increased its Core capital ratio to [8-12] % at
in 2014 as financial markets improve. A largely similar December 2010. EBS will maintain a Core capital ratio
development is expected for corporate funding spreads above 8 % in a base case over the period of the plan (see
(decreasing from [...] % in 2010 to [...] % in 2014) Table 3). The restructuring plan also assumes that a buy-
and non-bank financial institution spreads (decreasing back of EUR [...] million of hybrid securities will be
from [...] % in 2010 to [...] % in 2014 after peaking carried out in 2010 at a discount to par, yielding a net
at [...] % in 2011). profit of EUR [...] million. Furthermore, there will be no

coupon payments after June 2010 on the remaining

(37) In the restructuring plan, EBS has set percentage targets hyb.rldl caP1ta.l 1fn struments. .Consequintly, EBS Coie
and lower limits for the share of each category of cap1ta0/ ! at120011(s) orecast to improve by approximately
funding in the funding mix. EBS’ medium- to long-term (-] % in ’

Customer funding target (retail and corporate customer ’ ]
accounts) is [...] % with a minimum of [...] %. Long- (41) Guarantee schemes — EBS' restructuring plan
term wholesale funding has a target of [...] % with a furthermore takes into account the cost associated with
minimum of [...] %. EBS’ target for short-term liabilities its participation in the ELG scheme. The plan assumes a
is 10 % with a maximum of [...]. Estimates provided in 50 bps fee per year for debt with a maturity of less than
the restructuring plan as laid down in Table 2 shows that one year and a [...] bps fee for debt with a maturity over
EBS meets these targets over the period of the plan. one year.

(38) As a result of the new funding policy, there is an (42) Cha[r\lges to rlSl.i management and corporate governance
X . . ) ; . — As part of its restructuring, EBS made changes to its
increased emphasis on retail funding which, combined sk for i b ine the roles of
with the assumptions on new lending, will lead to a risk management, for instance by separating the ro'es o

. , . o the Financial Director and the Chief Risk Officer and
reduction of EBS’ loan-to-deposit ratio from 175 % to L Chief Risk Offi EBS furth
around 137 % in 2014. As for short-term funding, EBS appointing a mew hiel Kis et urtnermore
will decrease its reliance on ECB funding from EUR 2,5 has §nhanced the review ar}d monitoring of its h,qu1d1t).7,
billion at the end of 2009 to around EUR [...] million in funding and solvedncy dpc;)smon. As regards EBS cre(.:hi
2014. EBS furthermore plans to issue approximately EUR exposures, EBS decided fto cease new - commercia

. . property lending in April 2008 and to establish a
[...] billion worth of longer-term covered bonds in [...], dedicated " . d windino-d h

d [...] respectivel edicated team for managing and winding-down the
[...] and [... p Y- commercial loan book. EBS furthermore enhanced its
compliance and risk functions, mainly by attributing

(39) As for terming out EBS wholesale funding, it plans to new resources.
issue Medium-term Notes (MTN) of [...]-year maturity in
20[...] ([...] bps above benchmark ('")) and [...]-year (43) Concerning corporate governance, EBS seeks to remain

maturity in 20[...] ([...] bps above benchmark). EBS
also plans to issue covered bonds of [...]-year maturity
in 20[..] ([...] bps above benchmark), of [...]-year
maturity in 20[...] ([...] bps above benchmark), and of
[...]-year maturity in 20[...] ([...] bps above benchmark).

(") 6-month Euribor.

compliant with the regulatory requirements of the
Financial Regulator and will adopt the amendments
that the Financial Regulator plans to propose in the
near future, which include limits on the number of direc-
torships for directors of credit institutions. Furthermore,
the Finance Director and Chairman of the Board were
replaced in 2009. EBS furthermore has implemented
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(44)

(45)

(48)

the recommendations by the Covered Institution Remu-
neration Oversight Committee regarding the remun-
eration of Board members and senior executives. Those
implementing measures include no bonuses to be paid
over 2008 and 2009, a reduction of the Chief Executive’s
base pay and revised organisational performance
objectives giving risk control a higher weighting when
determining pay rises.

Sale of EBS — The restructuring plan furthermore
foresees the sale of EBS to a private party. According
to the plan, the sale could contribute to EBS’ viability
as the potential buyer could meet any further capital
requirement of EBS in the future. The sale would
furthermore reduce the level of aid required from the
Irish authorities in order for EBS to meet its regulatory
capital requirement. A potential buyer would also seek to
grow the business in order to obtain a return on its
investment, for instance by bringing further expertise
and experience to the business. A strong parent could
make EBS more attractive in the corporate deposit
market. If a financial institution were to acquire EBS,
EBS might gain better access to funding on the market.

According to the plan, the internal measures EBS has
taken, which have been described in more detail in
points 26-43, ensure that it will be a more valuable
business and therefore more attractive to potential
buyers. Furthermore, certain external factors increase
EBS’ attractiveness like the transfer of assets to NAMA
and the independent assessment of EBS capital
requirement by the Financial Regulator.

(46)

Table 3

EBS started a competitive sales process in the form of a
tender procedure on 14 June 2010. EBS identified [15-
30] potentially interested parties ([5-15] financial insti-
tutions and [5-15] private equity firms) which were
contacted and supplied with an  information
memorandum. Four parties (one financial institution
and three private equity firms) indicated their interest
and signed confidentiality agreements upon which they
were granted access to a data room. EBS subsequently
received four indicative bids on 2 July 2010. The parties
were subsequently invited to the next step in the process
which involves a more detailed financial due diligence
and meetings with the EBS management and the Irish
authorities. On 20 August 2010, EBS received four
revised proposals from the prospective bidders, [...]. As
a result the remaining bidders are [...]. The next phase in
the process as indicated by the Irish authorities will be to
start negotiations with.

Financial projections in the base case

Based on the assumptions for the base case set out in
points 26-41, the EBS restructuring plan projects that
EBS’ net interest income will steadily increase from
EUR [...] million in 2010 to EUR [...] million in 2014
(see Table 3). EBS’ cost-income ratio will decrease sharply
from [...] % in 2010 to [...] %, which is caused mainly
by an increase in income over the restructuring period.
EBS will increase its net interest margin between 2010
and 2014 from [...] % to [...] %. Furthermore, EBS’ loan-
to-deposit ratio improves from [150-200] % in 2010 to
[100-150] % in 2014.

Restructuring plan base case profit and loss account items and ratios

EBS restructuring P&L items and ratios — base case

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014
P&L items (EUR million)
Net interest income [..] [...] [...] [...] [...]
Impairments [] [] [] [-] [.]
Profit (loss) before tax [...] [..] [...] [...] [...]
P&L ratios (%)
Costfincome ratio [...] [...] [...] [...] [...]
Net interest margin [..] [..] [..] [...] [...]
Loan to deposit ratio [150-200] % [...] [...] [..] [100-150] %

During the restructuring period, EBS’ balance sheet
will slowly grow from around EUR [20-23] billion
in 2010 to around EUR [21-24] billion in 2014
(see Table 4). EBS' risk-weighted assets (hereinafter
“RWA”) will also increase from around EUR [...]
billion to around EUR [...] billion. As for EBS

capital ratios, its Core capital ratio will remain
above the 8% requirement as set by the Financial
Regulator and [...], increase to [...] % in 2014.
EBS’ Tier 1 ratio and Total capital ratio both show a
similar evolution and will be [...] % and [...] %
in 2014.
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Table 4

Restructuring plan base case balance sheet ratios

EBS plan balance sheet ratios — base case

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014
Balance sheet (EUR billion)
Total assets [20-23] [...] [...] [...] [21-24]
Balance sheet ratios (%)
Core capital ratio [...] [...] [...] [...] [...]
Tier 1 ratio [...] [...] [...] [...] [...]
Total capital ratio [...] [...] [...] [...] [...]
2.41.2. Stress case will peak in 2010 with EUR [...] million, before
) ) decreasing to [...] in 2013 as the loan book is run off.
For the stress case, the same assumptions were used as in The total impairment charge for 2010 is calculated at
the base case, except for the impairment provisions. The EUR [...] million, which will decrease to EUR [...]
latter have been changed by using the PCAR stress case million in 2011 before going down to EUR [...]
adjusted to reflect EBS' best estimate of a realistic million in 2014.
underlying macroeconomic stress scenario.
Financial projections in the stress case
The restructuring plan therefore assumes in the stress
case that the impairment charge for residential (51) On the basis of the stress scenario, EBS is projected to
mortgage lending (that category includes home loans, record losses of [...] before recording profits of [...] (see
buy-to-let and commercial buy-to-let) will peak in Table 5). In percentage terms, EBS expects a [...] bps
2010 with EUR [...] million and remain almost the provision charge on home loans for the period 2009-
same in 2011 before decreasing to EUR [...] million in 2014, a [...] bps charge on buy-to-let and a [...] bps
2014. For commercial lending, the impairment charge provision on commercial buy-to-let.
Table 5

Restructuring plan stress case profit and loss items and ratios

EBS restructuring P&L items and ratios — stress case

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014
PSL items (EUR million)
Net interest income [...] [...] [...] [..] [...]
Impairments [.] [.] [.] [.] [.]
Profit (loss) before tax [..] [..] [.] [..] L]
PSL ratios (%)
Cost/income ratio [...] [...] [...] [...] [...]
Net interest margin [...] [...] [...] [...] [...]
Loan to deposit ratio [150-200] % [.] [...] [..] [100-150] %
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(52) The projections concerning the development of however  affected by  the  further  losses
EBS’ balance sheet in the stress case show that foreseen as a result of higher impairments, but
both total assets and RWA are the same in the remain above the regulatory requirement of 4 % (see
base and the stress cases. The capital ratios are Table 6).

(54

=

=

=

Table 6

Restructuring plan stress case balance sheet ratios

EBS plan balance sheet ratios — stress case

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014
Balance sheet (EUR billion)
Total assets [20-23] [...] [...] [...] [21-24]
RWA [..] [..] [.] [.] [.]
Balance sheet ratios (%)
Core capital ratio [...] [...] [...] [...] [...]
Tier 1 ratio [...] [...] [...] [...] [...]
Total capital ratio [...] [...] [...] [...] [...]
2.4.2. Alternative restructuring options existing loans is [...] % and that continued State capital is
. . . needed to fund annual operating losses. Assets are
The restructuring plan of EBS also contains an analysis of estimated to be realisable at their 2019 book value.
two other restructuring scenarios, namely the immediate Wholesale funding is assumed to be redeemed in
liquidation of EBS and an orderly wind-down of EBS. accordance with contracted maturities and retail
Immediate liquidation fupding is assumed to.reduce over a two-year peripd,
with the exception of fixed term deposits. The resulting
As regards the immediate liquidation, EBS has used the funding gap is met by direct State funding or the
following assumptions: 1. a sale price at a [...] % issuance by EBS of State-guaranteed bonds. The orderly
discount on the nominal value of the remaining retail wind-down scenario furthermore assumes that hybrid
mortgage book; 2. a discount of [30-50] % on all the securities are written-off on final liquidation.
assets transferring to NAMA; 3. cash balances with
central banks, derivatives and available-for-sale assets (57) The cost of an orderly wind-down in terms of recap-
are realisable in full at their December 2009 mark-to- italisation is estimated at between EUR [...] billion. On
market valuation; 4. subordinated liabilities and hybrid top of this recapitalisation, the Irish Government would
capital securities are written off and 5. the remaining have to fund a funding gap peaking at EUR [...] billion
deposits and senior debt instruments are repayable in full. in 2011. In addition to the funding gap, operational
. ) ) o losses would be incurred during the orderly wind-down
EBS has gstnnated t.h.at an 1mrp§d1ate llquldatloq \fvoulld which would also have to be funded by the Irish
cost the Irish authohr1t1e.s an ;flddmonal EUR [...] billion in authorities. An orderly wind-down would also trigger a
th.e .form of a capital injection on top of the .EU.R [:~-] call on the EUR [...] billion of liabilities covered by a
million already committed. An immediate liquidation guarantee under either the CIFS and ELG schemes. Just as
would furthermore trigger a call on the guarantees is the case with the immediate liquidation scenario, an
under both the CIFS and ELG §chemes. Currently EBS orderly wind-down would result in the exit of one of the
has EUR [...] bl.HlOH of 11ab111t1e§ .covered under both few financial institutions currently active in retail
schemes, of which EUR [..] billion under the CIFS mortgage lending in Ireland.
scheme and EUR [...] billion under the ELG scheme as
at the end o'f June 2010. The Irlsh Government Wf:)ulfi 3. POSITION OF THE IRISH AUTHORITIES
have to provide these amounts until the end of the liqui-
dation. An immediate liquidation would furthermore (58) The Irish authorities consider that EBS should be

result in selling assets at once, which would be likely
to indirectly negatively affect the prices of similar assets
held by other banks.

Orderly wind-down over a 10-year period

The orderly wind-down scenario assumes that no new
business is written and that the redemption rate on

preserved on the Irish market. They point out that,
rather than distorting competition in the Irish market,
EBS will provide necessary competition, for the
following reasons:

(i) the mortgage and savings markets have gone
through considerable change in the last two years;
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(59)

(60)

(61)

(ii) the size of the mortgage lending market post-crisis
has reduced by 80% over 3 years from
EUR 40 billion in 2006 to EUR 8 billion in 2009;

(ili) foreign-owned banks have largely reduced their
activities in the mortgage business in the Irish
market, with a market share reduced from 30 % in
2008 to 5% in 2009;

(iv) the vacuum created due to the exit by foreign insti-
tutions had to be filled by domestic players. AIB and
BOI collectively increased their share of new lending
from 35% in 2006 to 68 % in 2009 despite
reducing their lending activities, while PTSB
remained stable with a 10 % market share.

The Irish authorities thus consider that it is necessary that
EBS stay on the Irish mortgage market to compete with
the two market leaders, Bank of Ireland and Allied Irish
Banks, as most foreign competitors have retrenched or
exited the market. The Irish authorities point out that
institutions that ceased lending in 2009 are unlikely to
return to the market for some time given the need to
restore their balance sheets, especially taking into account
the following developments:

@ [...];

(i) Bank of Scotland Ireland (a subsidiary of Lloyds
Banking Group) has announced a full exit from the
market having already announced earlier this year
that the retail brand Halifax would close. It put its
branch network on the market for sale signalling
that this move is a permanent, not temporary exit
from the market. There have been no buyers to date;

(ifi) [...] KBC [...] based on figures released by the Irish
Banking Federation, it provided 3 % of all loans
issued in the Irish market in the first half of 2010.

(b) its activity is limited to one channel — mortgage
intermediaries (brokers). Brokers accounted for
approximately 36 % of lending in Q1 2010. It
does not have a retail branch presence in the
market, which limits its market reach. The retail
market (in which EBS, BOI and AIB operate)
accounts for 64 % of all the lending in the
market;

© L..].

Furthermore, [...] are PTSB and Irish Nationwide. [...].
According to PTSB's H1 2010 results it only advanced
EUR 136 million in the first six months of 2010, which
is 5% of all loans issued in the Irish market in that
period. Irish Nationwide has 1,5% market share of
retail mortgages [...].

4. ASSESSMENT
4.1. Existence of State aid

According to Article 107(1) TFEU, State aid is 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, in
so far as it affects trade between Member States.

(62) The Commission notes that the restructuring plan does
not require any additional State support to be provided
to EBS. As for the recapitalisation that triggered the need
for an in-depth restructuring and which the Commission
considers the main measure under assessment, the
Commission observes that it has already concluded that
the measures constitutes State aid in favour of EBS. In its
decision of 2 June 2010, the Commission approved this
measure for six months or, if Ireland submitted a restruc-
turing plan before 30 June 2010, until the Commission
adopted a final decision on the restructuring plan.

(63) The Commission furthermore observes that the other aid
measures received, but which have not directly triggered
the need for an in-depth restructuring of EBS, have
already been assessed in prior Commission decisions,
namely in its decisions pertaining to EBS’ participation
in the CIFS (12 and ELG ("}) guarantee schemes and
NAMA (*4). The Commission has already concluded that
those measures constitute State aid in favour of EBS. The
Commission notes that Ireland has acknowledged that
those measures constitute State aid.

(64) The Commission also observes that EBS may use the
amended ELG scheme which has recently been
approved by the Commission (). In that decision the
Commission also concluded that the amended ELG
scheme constituted aid to the participating institutions.

4.2. Compatibility of the aid

(65) As regards compatibility of the measure with the internal
market, it must first be assessed whether the aid remedies
a serious disturbance in the economy of the Ireland.
Subsequently, it needs to be assessed whether the
measure at stake is compatible with the internal market.

(66

=

Article 107(3)(b) TFEU empowers the Commission to
declare aid compatible with the internal market if it is
intended “to remedy a serious disturbance in the
economy of a Member State”. The Commission
observes that market conditions have been difficult
worldwide since the last quarter of 2008. Ireland in
particular has been severely hit by the financial and
economic crisis. The economic downturn combined
with the fall in property prices and the exposure of the
Irish banks to land and property development loans have
lead to significant impairments for Irish banks. Irish

(*?) See Commission Decision in Case NN 48/08, Guarantee Scheme for

Banks in Ireland (O] C 312, 6.12.2008, p. 2).

(%) See Commission Decision in Case N 349/09, Eligible Liabilities
Guarantee Scheme (O] C 72, 20.3.2010, p. 6). The ELG scheme
was subsequently prolonged with changed conditions on
31.5.2010 by Commission Decision in Case N 198/10, Prolongation
of the Eligible Liabilities Guarantee Scheme (OJ C 191, 15.7.2010, p. 1)
and on 29.6.2010 by Commission Decision in Case N 254/10,
Second prolongation of the Eligible Liabilities Guarantee Scheme
(O] C 238, 3.9.2010, p. 2). The guarantee on short-term liabilities
was extended on 21.9.2010 by Commission Decision in Case
N 347[10, Short-term guarantees under the ELG scheme from
September to December 2010, not yet published.

() Commission Decision in Case N 725[09, Irish asset relief — NAMA
(O] C 94, 14.4.2010, p. 10).

(%) See footnote 7.
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banks have furthermore been faced with difficulties in
obtaining funding and capital from the markets due to
the uncertainty associated with the property market in
Ireland. In that context the Commission notes it has
recently become increasingly difficult for Irish banks to
attract funding due to the sovereign debt crisis and the
downgrading of the Irish Sovereign.

The Commission has acknowledged that the global
financial crisis can create a serious disturbance in the
economy of a Member State and that measures
supporting banks may be apt to remedy this disturbance.
That analysis has been confirmed in the Commission’s
Communication on the application of State aid rules to
measures taken in relation to financial institutions in the
context of the current global financial crisis (hereinafter
“Banking ~ Communication”) (*¢),  its ~ Commission
Communication on the recapitalisation of financial insti-
tutions in the current financial crisis: limitation of the aid
to the minimum necessary and safeguards against undue
distortions of competition (hereinafter “Recapitalisation
Communication”) (*7), its Communication from the
Commission on the Treatment of Impaired Assets in
the Community Banking Sector (hereinafter “TAC”) (1%)
and its Restructuring Communication. In respect of the
Irish economy that evaluation was confirmed in the
Commission’s various approvals of the measures
undertaken by the Irish authorities to combat the
financial ~crisis (%) in particular in the decision
temporarily authorising the recapitalisation of EBS (7).

Given the specific circumstances in Ireland combined
with the current situation on the financial markets, the
Commission considers that the measures may be
examined under Article 107(3)(b) TFEU. As the present
decision aims at assessing the restructuring plan for EBS
submitted by the Irish authorities and the associated aid,
the Commission finds it should be assessed on the basis
of the Restructuring Communication.

4.2.1. Compatibility of the aid measures under the

Restructuring Communication

The Commission observes that in its decision on the
emergency recapitalisation it directed the Irish authorities
to submit an in-depth restructuring plan that would take
into account all the aid received by EBS (i.e. the recap-
italisation, the guarantees and the impaired assets
measure) and that would fulfil the requirements for the
Restructuring Communalisation. The Commission notes
that the Irish authorities have submitted a plan which

(**) Communication on the application of 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).

(17

Commission Communication on the recapitalisation of financial

institutions in the current financial crisis: limitation of the aid to
the minimum necessary and safeguards against undue distortions of
competition (O] C 10, 15.1.2009, p. 2).

('%) Communication from the

Commission on the Treatment of

Impaired Assets in the Community Banking Sector (O] C 72,
26.3.2009, p. 1).

(") See amongst others the Commission Decisions as set out in
footnotes 2-5 above.

(29 See footnote 2.
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analyses different scenarios: an immediate liquidation of
EBS, a wind-down over ten years and the continuation of
EBS on the market with a subsequent sale. The scenario
chosen by the Irish authorities involves the continuation
of EBS on the market followed by a sale. The
Commission invites third parties to provide comments
on that choice.

The restructuring plan submitted by the Irish authorities,
although it explores alternative options, is based on the
assumption of EBS remaining as a stand-alone entity.
Subsequently the Irish authorities have since indicated
that they are actively in the process of selling EBS to a
third party, something which might affect the restruc-
turing plan. The Commission will conduct the compati-
bility assessment in this opening decision on the basis of
the current restructuring plan. However, any final
decision will have to be based on the situation of EBS
at the time of adoption of that final decision. In
particular, if the Irish authorities conclude the sale of
EBS they will have to submit an updated restructuring
plan that takes into account the details of the sale of EBS,
with particular regard to the viability of the post-trans-
action EBS, any further aid contained in the sale and any
further distortion of competition caused by the sale.

(i) Restoration of long-term viability

In accordance with the Commission Decision of 2 June
2010 in Case N 160/10 regarding the recapitalisation of
EBS (?!), the Irish authorities submitted a restructuring
plan on 31 May 2010.

Overall, under the assumptions of the restructuring plan,
EBS generates profits from 2012 onwards, generates
sustainable return on equity in 2014 ([...] %) (*?), and
respects the financial capital ratios imposed by the Irish
financial regulator (Total Core Tier 1—8 %). Under the
stress case scenario, return to profitability is only
postponed by one year (2013). The Commission
observes that, amongst the assumptions made in the
plan to build forecasts of the income statement and the
balance sheet of EBS, several assumptions need to be
clarified and supported by more evidence before the
Commission can take a decision.

EBS ceased all new commercial lending in April 2008,
source of its financial problems, and will focus on its
core business: (i) mortgages; and (ii) customer deposits.

Macroeconomic forecasts. The macroeconomic forecasts
of EBS regarding GDP in the base case as set out in Table
1 are conservative by international standards. For
instance, with regard to GDP, EBS uses the Economic
and Social Research Institute (ESRI) forecasts for the
years 2010-2011 (published on 13 April 2010), and
IMF forecasts for the period 2012-2014 (published in
June 2009). The ESRI forecasts are comparable to the
forecasts published by the Commission in its European
Economic Forecasts Spring 2010 report, while the IMF
forecasts are more conservative than forecasts from other
sources (such as other Irish banks, brokers and the Irish
Government).

(2") See footnote 2.
(*?) Return on Equity based on: (a) profits 2014: EUR [...] million; (b)

equity/Total Reserve 2014: EUR [...] billion.
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(75) The Commission considers that the forecasts as regards regarding GDP, unemployment, house prices and

(77)

GDP used by EBS seem reasonable. However, the
Commission notes that the financial forecasting in the
restructuring plan is based primarily on the impairments
provided by the Financial Regulator in the context of the
PCAR. Those assumptions are used to calculate what
kind of developments in GDP, house prices, unem-
ployment would have to occur to cause the impairment.
It is therefore unclear to what extent assumptions

(76)

Table 7

inflation in fact are used to support the plan.
Furthermore, the Commission notes that the plan does
not provide information on the macroeconomic
assumptions under the stress case.

Market shares — mortgages. EBS has provided the
following information with regard to new gross lending
and lending stock (see Table 7).

Irish mortgage market — developments new lending

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014
(f) @) @) ) @)
New lending
Gross new lending 34,1 | 38,9 | 338 | 23,0 8,1 [...] [...] [...] [...] [--]
(EUR billion)
EBS’ gross new lending | 3,4 4,0 3,1 2,6 1,4 [1-2] [...] [...] [...] [2-3]
(EUR billion)
EBS’ share of new gross [10,0% [10,0% | 9.2% | 11,5% | 17,1 % | [15-201 %| [...]1 | [..]1 | [..] |[15-20] %
lending
Stock lending
EBS’ share of balances 11,3% (10,8 %|10,2% | 10,3% | 10,6 % [...] [...] [...] [...] [...]
Source: EBS
The market share of EBS in new lending increased from mortgages will not increase as EBS projects. Second, if
11,5% in 2008 to 17,1 % in 2009. The Commission the mortgage market does recover, foreign banks may re-
observes that between 2008 and 2009 the nominal enter the market and reduce EBS’ market share and
amount of mortgages granted in Ireland decreased from margins. If EBS could not maintain those lending
EUR 23 billion to EUR 8,1 billion, and the total new targets on new mortgage lending in the medium-term,
lending granted by EBS decreased from EUR 2,6 billion that failure would lower its future profitability (although
to EUR 1,4 billion. The increase in market share of EBS it would still remain profitable, albeit with a lower return
reflects therefore the reduction in activity of the other on equity). The Commission therefore invites third parties
Irish banks and not an increase in lending by EBS. For to provide their comments on the future evolution of the
instance the aggregate market share of foreign-owned Irish mortgage market.
banks in th t ket d d f 30 % i
e oy gagezinar et decreased from o (79) Market share — customer deposits. EBS has provided the
2008 to 5% in 2009 (23). L shar ; \ .
following information concerning net inflows and
EBS assumes that its new lending will steadily increase savings balance in the retail and corporate deposit
from EUR [1-2] billion in 2009 to EUR [2-3] billion in market (see Table 8 below). EBS maintains that it will
2014. The Commission has doubts about that continue to attract net inflows of retails saving, which
hypothesis. Firstly, the economic outlook in Ireland contributes to improving its funding position and loan-
remains poor and it is possible that the demand for to-deposit ratio.
Table 8

Irish deposit market

2008 2009

Net inflows — retail deposits

EBS’ share of market net inflows 21,6 % 22,3 %

(*%) Bank of Scotland (Ireland), a subsidiary of Lloyds, has announced
that it will withdraw from Ireland, as has Fortis, while KBC and
ACC (Rabobank) have closed several branches [...].
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2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014
® @ ® ® ®

EBS’ net inflows (EUR billion) 0,7 0,6 [...] [...] [...] [...] [...]
Balance — retail deposits
EBS’ share of market savings 8,4 % 8,9 % [...] [...] [...] [...] [...]
balances
EBS savings balance (EUR 5,5 6,2 [...] [...] [...] [...] [...]
billion)
Balance — corporate deposits
EBS savings balance (EUR 4,6 3,6 [...] [...] [...] [...] [...]
billion)
Source: EBS

(80) The Commission observes that EBS’ share of annual net

—

inflows of retail deposits is significantly larger than its
historical market share. That current large share reflects
the strong increase in EBS’ activity in that area because of
the financial crisis. EBS maintains that its positive repu-
tation amongst retail customers means that it has
attracted and will continue to attract a disproportionate
amount of retail savings without offering the most
competitive rates. In the plan it is estimated that the
saving rate will remain high in Ireland in the next
years () and that EBS will be in the position to
maintain its share of the market.

Nevertheless, although EBS has considered that its market
share of net retail deposit inflows will decrease over the
restructuring period, from 22,3 % in 2009 to [...] % in
2014, the restructuring plan foresees that the market
share of EBS for net retail savings inflow will be largely
superior to its historical level. The Commission notes that
since the outbreak of the financial crisis, the demand for
retail deposits by banks is high as they focus on
improving their loan-to-deposit ratio, making it a very
competitive market. That competition could reduce EBS’
net savings inflows and influence both its lending
capacity and its loan-to-deposit ratio. The Commission
therefore cannot assess whether the net savings inflows
forecast by EBS are realistic given the current market
circumstances and would welcome further information
on the topic from the Irish authorities and invites third
parties to comment on the issue.

Table 9

(82) EBS also collects corporate deposits. [...]. From 2012

~

onwards however, EBS expects that the economic
situation will improve and that corporate companies
will increase their deposits. EBS’ corporate savings
balance in 2014 will not exceed its corporate saving
balance in 2008, when the outflows of corporate
savings had already started, which may be a reasonable
assumption. However, the Commission is not in a
position to fully assess the assumptions of EBS as more
information would be needed with regard to the
corporate deposit market (market size for net inflows
and balance — EBS’ market share for net inflows and
balance). The Commission therefore invites the Irish
authorities to provide the information.

Impairments — mortgage. The level of impairments in
retail mortgages, which by far the largest asset class held
by EBS, is a vital determinant of its profitability. EBS
foresees that the level of impairments compared to the
value of its mortgage book will peak in the period 2009-
2011 and decrease thereafter. However, provisions in the
later period 2012-2014 ([...] % in 2014) will still be
significantly higher than the provisions EBS made pre-
crisis (see Table 9 below), when it provisioned as low as
[...] %. EBS has thus taken into consideration the new
situation in the mortgage market for its risk assessment,
as the level of provisions on the mortgage book will be
substantially higher in 2012-2014 than pre-crisis. Such
an assumption is in line with assumptions from other
Irish banks, although dependent on the return to a
normal economic situation in the country.

Annual level of impairment on EBS mortgage book

2005 | 2006

2007

2008

2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014

Impairment provision/value of mortgage | [...] | [...]
book (%)

[.]

[...

Tl el edleal el

Source: EBS

(**) According to the Economic and Social Research Institute (ESRI —
http:/[www.esri.ie), the personal savings ratio has reached an annual
average of 10,6 % in 2009, vs. 2,3 % in 2007, and is expected to
remain at 11,25 % in 2011.
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(84) On the other hand, the Commission observes that Ireland

has gone through the most dramatic real estate crisis in
the European Union, with an associated deep recession.
The EBS restructuring plan foresees cumulative
impairments of [...] bps on home loans and [...] bps
on buy-to-let loans for the period 2009-2014 in the base
case and of [...] bps on home loans and [...] bps on
buy-to-let loans for the period 2009-2014 in the stress
case. However, given that EBS reported an impairment
charge of EUR 223,5 million for the first half of 2010,
whereas according to the restructuring plan the total
impairment charge for 2010 is estimated at EUR [...]
million, it is possible that the plan underestimates the
level of impairment for 2010 and possibly for the
following years. The Commission therefore invites the
Irish authorities and third parties to provide their
comments on whether the increased impairment
provisions made by EBS are sufficient, both for the
period 2010-2011 and 2012-2014.

Impairments — commercial loan book in run-off.
According to the EBS restructuring plan, from 2011
onwards the commercial portfolio in run-off will not
bear any impairment. The total level of impairment
taken by EBS from 2011 onwards only reflects the
impairment provision on the mortgage book.

At the end of 2009 EBS has a total commercial loan
book of a nominal value of EUR 1,7 billion, of which
EUR 837 million are planned to be transferred to NAMA
in 2010. EBS' restructuring plan foresees that the
commercial book will still have a nominal value of
EUR 546 million in 2014.

In the absence of a thorough analysis with regard to how
the commercial loan book will be run off and why the
commercial loan book in run-off should not suffer
impairments, the Commission currently doubts that
target is achievable. The Commission invites the Irish
authorities to provide the necessary information.
However, on the basis of a comparison with other Irish

banks the Commission’s initial estimation would
currently be that, if the small commercial loan book
were to bear impairments beyond 2010, the level of
those impairments would be unlikely to generate losses
of a magnitude that could substantially delay return to
profitability. The Commission invites third parties to
comment on the issue.

Risk management. The Commission observes that EBS
has started to enhance its risk management structure
and policies, learning from the crisis. For instance, a
Chief Risk Officer (CRO) was appointed in January
2009, while that function was under the responsibility
of the Finance Director previously. The CRO presents to
each board meeting an update on the work of the risk
committees on liquidity, funding, credit and operational
risks, compliance, and stress testing.

EBS recently modified its conditions to grant mortgages,
in order to reduce associated risks. For instance the Loan-
to-Value (LTV) was reduced to 90 % on houses and 80-
85 % on apartments. More generally, prior to the crisis
the activities of EBS in the areas of mortgages and
customer deposits did not have particularly high risk
profiles. The problems of EBS seem to derive from its
commercial activities to a very large extent. Considering
that EBS plans to fully withdraw from commercial
lending, the Commission has no indication that the risk
management system of EBS would be inappropriate at
this stage. The Commission invites third parties to
comment on this issue if they consider that the risk
management system of EBS seems inappropriate.

Cost/income ratio. The EBS restructuring plan foresees
that its costfincome ratio will be as low as [...] % in
2014 (see Table 10 below). Such a ratio is particularly
low when compared to other Irish banks. Even when
adding the fees paid to brokers and intermediaries, the
costfincome ratio EBS is low, at [...] % in 2014 (see
Table 10 below).

Table 10

EBS costfincome ratio (%)

2005 [ 2006 [ 2007 [ 2008 [ 2009 [ 2010 [ 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014

Base (EBS restructuring plan) Calralealealealealealealeal
Base + fees paid to brokers Cailealealealealteateiloealea! o
Base + franchised branches are integrated S T P I Y I I POOY
in EBS

Source: EBS

(91) However, EBS simulated a scenario based on the

hypothesis that it would have an additional 82
branches (which are franchised at present). That alter-
native scenario resulted in a cost/income ratio of [...]
% in 2014, more in line with the cost/income ratio of
EBS pre-crisis, and higher by a few percentage points

than the level commonly regarded as reasonable in
comparison to other Irish banks. Under that alternative
scenario, EBS would still return to profitability in 2012.
Profits would however be reduced by approximately EUR
[...] million per year, and the reserves of EBS would thus
be reduced by a same amount per year.
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(92) Although the restructuring plan provides some details Commission therefore invites the Irish authorities to

(96)

on how EBS intends to decrease its costs and to
raise its interest income, the Commission has
doubts with regard to EBS' capacity to reach the
low costfincome ratio as foreseen in the plan, in
comparison to other Irish banks, but also in comparison
to the cost/income ratio of EBS pre-crisis. The

(93)

Table 11

provide their view on this issue.

Margins. EBS’ margins on lending will reach a low point
in [...] at [...] % (see Table 11 below). The restructuring
plan then foresees that margin will increase to [...] % by
2014.

EBS’ net interest margin on loans (%)

2002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 [ 2012 | 2013 | 2014
Net interest margin | 1,61 | 1,33 [ 1,08 | 0,80 | 0,84 | 0,88 | 0,77 | 0,72 | [...] | [...] | [---] | [.-] [...]
Source: EBS
The Commission considers that assumption reasonable follow, a LTD ratio of [100-150] % would not be
and consistent with independent studies which indicate necessarily incompatible with a proper management of
that European banks will increase their margins to EBS, in particular if the bank could raise stable funding
guarantee their solvency after the financial crisis. The via the issuance of long-term debt instruments.
margin level is comparable to that targeted by other
géssh igaglésézar;i dltzgeér;z,nr\:shsgl%\gst}i:asrn g;gl)l,n alcet‘i’\felz ?nf (97) The restructuring plan of EBS foresees that the.funding
the mortgage market. The Commission invites third gap, which can be approx1m.ated by the dlfferer.lce
parties to comment on this issue if they consider that between loan t,’o‘?l? , (assets with long-tefm maturity)
the assumptions on EBS' margins are not reasonable. and long—_term llgbllltles, decreases subs.tahntlal_ly over the
restructuring period, from EUR [...] billion in 2010 to
EUR [...] billion in 2014.
Asset/liabilities’ maturities. The restructuring plan of EBS
foresees a reduction of tohe. Loan-To-Deposit (LTD) ratio (98) Overall, the Commission at this stage has doubts on the
grqm around [150-200] % in 2010 to arognd [190f150] funding [...] of EBS, in particular because it lacks
% in 2014 (see Table 2 :.1bove). That reduction p-r1nc1pally evidence supporting the assumptions that EBS will
stems from an Increase 1n t’he volume of deposit of EBS. sustain a market share in the collection of retail and
However, as indicated in  paragraphs 79-82, the corporate deposits which is substantially above its share
Commission does not have sufficient elements to assess of balances.
whether the forecasts of EBS regarding the collect of
retail and corporate deposits are reasonable.
(99) Funding costs — deposits. Regarding the costs associated
with the collection of deposits, the restructuring plan of
The Commission also notes that the target LTD ratio of EBS foresees that it will still have to pay a high interest
EBS will still leave it dependent on wholesale funding, rate on notice and fixed retail deposits, as well as on
which was part of the problems faced by Irish banks at corporate deposits (see Table 12 below). For EBS, in a
the height of the crisis. On the other hand, given the context where Irish banks compete aggressively to attract
simple low-risk commercial strategy that EBS intends to deposits, deposits will be expensive to attract.
Table 12

Customer deposit margins (%)

2002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 2010 2011 | 2012 | 2013 2014
Retail
deposits
Notice caleatealealeatealealealwso- | toalealea! roso-
0,60)] 0,80)]
Demand | L. | Ldl L lealealealealeal oeo- | odlal.g!| rzoo-
0,80] 2,40]
Fixed Caleatealeatleatealealealwso-|alealea! roeo-
1,70)] 0,80)]
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2002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014
Corporate
deposits
Corporate [(x90- | [...1 | [---1 | [--] [(1,10-
margins 2,20)] 1,30)]
Source: EBS
(100) Concerning both retail and corporate deposit margins (i) Own contribution/burden-sharing
(cost), the Commission considers at present that the
assumptions taken in EBS restructuring plan seem (105) The Restructuring Communication indicates that an
reasonable. The cost of gathering deposits decreases appropriate C(_)nt'ributiOQ by the'b'eneficiary is necessary
over the restructuring period (but remains high), which n ord.er to limit the .alld to minimum and to address
should be in line with a progressive recovery of the Irish d1stort%ons of competition and moral hazard. To Fhat
economic situation. The Commission invites third parties end, firstly, the restructuring costs should be limited
to comment on the issue lf they Consider that the While, Secondly, the ald amount Should be hmlted and
assumptions on EBS customer deposit margins are not a significant own contribution is necessary.
reasonable.
Limitation of restructuring costs
(101) Funding costs — wholesale funding. EBS plans to issue
MTN and covered bonds with maturities ranging from (106) As regards the limitation of the restructuring costs, the
two to five years. The hypothesis that the [...] covered Restructuring Communication indicates in point 23 that
bonds will be issued at [...] bps above the benchmark of the restructuring aid should be limited to cover the costs
six months Euribor appears optimistic. The Commission which are necessary for the restoration of viability.
invites the Irish authorities and third parties to comment
on the issue. (107) In this regard, the Commission sees positively that EBS
will not engage in new activities, that it will continue to
(102) Liquidity. Regarding the liquidity position of EBS, it offer mortgages and will disengage from the commercial
provided a liquidity stress test. However, EBS still lending market (book in run-off). Therefore the aid
awaits feedback from the Financial Regulator. In this granted by the Irish government will not serve to
context, the Commission has doubts on the liquidity expand in new sectors of activities, or to continue
position of EBS. In the present context of high pressure activities in the commercial lending area which is the
from the market on the Irish sovereign and more source of EBS’ problems.
generally on debt of Irish banks, this point is of particular
importance for  the shf)rtjterm v1ab1'hty of EBS. The (108) According to the plan, the amount of aid granted to EBS
Commission therefore invites the Irish authorities to o . e
. . ) should ensure that it is in compliance with its regulatory
provide that information. ) . ; . o
capital requirements, and effectively achieves the objective
f ting the fail f EBS.
(103) Haircut on NAMA loans. EBS’ forecasts are based on the Of preveriting the faftire ©
assumption that the transfer of loans to NAMA will take
place at a haircut of [30-50] %. The haircut applied to (109) The Irish Financial Regulator and the Irish Central Bank
the first tranche of loans transferred to NAMA was 36 %, conducted an exercise to determine the forward-looking
for a nominal value of EUR 143 million, while the prudential capital requirement of EBS, the Prudential
haircut applied to the second tranche of loans transferred Capital Assessment Review (PCAR). The PCAR assesses
to NAMA was 46,4 % for a nominal value of EUR the capital requirements arising over a three-year (2010-
35,9 million. Overall, EBS plans to transfer loans for a 2012) time horizon. The results of the PCAR were
nominal value of EUR 837 million to NAMA. The two publicly announced by the Irish Minister for Finance on
first tranches account for 22 % of the total EBS NAMA 30 March 2010 and conclude that EBS needs:
transfer, and have an average haircut of 38,1 %, which is
in line with the EBS forecast. (i) an additional EUR 875 million of Core Tier 1 capital
to meet the base case target of 8 % Core Tier 1; and
Conclusion
(104) In order to allow the Commission to take a final view on (i) contingen}t} capital of EUR 120 rrflillioon of Core Tier 1
the viability of EBS the following aspects of the restruc- to meet the stress case target of 4% Core Tier 1.
turing plan need to be further justified: (i) the evolution
of mortgage lending in Ireland in the medium-term, (110) The EUR 875 million recapitalisation corresponds to the

more specifically the attitude of foreign-owned banks
on the retail mortgage- and deposit market; (i) the
level of impairment of mortgage loans; (iii) the liquidity
position of EBS; (iv) developments on the corporate
deposit market; (v) impairments on commercial loan
book in run-off; (vi) the cost-income ratio and (vii) cost
of wholesale funding in the medium-term.

capital requirements of EBS to respect a Core Tier 1 ratio
of 8% at 31 December 2010, as imposed by the Irish
Financial Regulator in the base case scenario. However,
according to the restructuring plan of EBS, its Core Tier 1
ratio in the base case scenario systematically exceeds the
8 % target over the restructuring period (see Table 4
above).
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(111) The promissory note foresees that the principal amount

112

(113

(114

(115

(116

)

)

)

)

=

will be fixed at the Final Reset Date (¥) so as to ensure
that EBS is in compliance with its regulatory capital
requirements. That clause in particular allows the Irish
Government to reduce the principal amount of the
promissory note in consequence of a change in the
haircut applied to loans transferred to NAMA (%), or as
a result of any other event reducing the capital needs of
EBS. However, the restructuring plan does not indicate
that the Irish Government will activate that option to
reduce the aid to the minimum necessary.

After a first assessment of the restructuring plan, the
Commission has insufficient information to confirm
that the recapitalisation aid is limited to the minimum
necessary.

The Commission understands that on top of the capital
requirement following from the PCAR, the Financial
Regulator has concluded that contingent capital of EUR
120 million may be required in the future. Although the
capital is not required by end-year, further clarification is
needed. The restructuring plan of EBS indicates that in
the stress case its Core Tier 1 ratio does not go below
[...] over the restructuring period, thus indicating that
contingent capital would not be required in any case.

Limitation of aid — Own contribution

The Restructuring Communication indicates in point 23
that the restructuring aid should be limited to cover the
costs which are necessary for the restoration of viability.

Remuneration. As was noted by the Commission in the
rescue decision approving the emergency recapitalisation
of EBS, the State will receive no fixed remuneration on
the SIS or the promissory note. With regards to the SIS,
the State will only be remunerated if EBS is in a position
to pay out a dividend. That scenario however is unlikely
in the short- to medium-term given the overall situation
of EBS and the financial forecast submitted by the Irish
authorities. The State could also potentially be remu-
nerated by sale of its interest in EBS. However, Ireland
accepts that it is unlikely to recoup all of its EUR
875 million investment in EBS through the currently
proposed sale. [...]. As stated in the decision of 2 June
2010, that situation would have required more in-depth
restructuring, as laid down in the Recapitalisation
Communication.

Transfer of ownership and control. Prior to the
government recapitalisation, EBS was owned by its
members. In particular “share members” (persons who
have a deposit account in EBS) had the right to vote at
general meetings on all resolutions and a right to gains
on any surplus of assets realised in case of demutual-
isation (transformation of EBS into an ordinary bank),
winding-down or dissolution.

(%) Date when the National Asset Management Agency serves a
completion notice, or any prior date as the Minister may specify.

(%) The additional aid required is calculated on the basis of an
estimated aggregated discount on loans transferred to NAMA of
[30-50] %.

(117)

(118)

(119

-~

(120)

(121)

(122)

As a result of the recapitalisation of EBS, the government
has taken full control on EBS via the issuance of Special
Investment Shares, following which (i) the State has
majority voting rights on resolutions; and (i) the
members have lost rights to gains on surpluses of
assets to the benefit of the government. The Commission
notes positively that as a result of recapitalisation of EBS
by the Irish authorities, all its members have lost their
rights and have lost control over gains on surpluses of
assets following, for instance a sale of EBS. The members
thus bear the consequences of EBS’ huge losses.

Ban on coupons on hybrid capital instruments (point 26
of the Restructuring Communication). EBS will suspend
all dividend/coupon payments on its capital securities
until 2014. Its debt-holders will therefore contribute to
the costs of restructuring. EBS estimates that it will save
EUR [...] million on dividends/coupons over the period
2010-2014. The Commission notes positively that
decision of EBS, in line with the Commission’s policy
that payment of coupons on hybrid capital should be
suspended for banks in receipt of State aid. It is
however currently unclear whether all hybrid instruments
of EBS are covered. The Commission therefore invites the
Irish authorities to provide further information.

Liability Management Exercise. EBS conducted a Liability
Management Exercise with regard to hybrid instruments
(Permanent Interest Bearing Shares) in June 2010. The
exercise applied to securities for a nominal value of
EUR 250 million, and the securities were exchanged at
discounts of 56 % and 59 %, generating a net gain of
approximately EUR 90 million for EBS. The Commission
notes positively that EBS has obtained a significant own-
contribution from hybrid debt holders.

Divestment of stand-alone subsidiaries. EBS’ core business
focuses on providing mortgage and retail savings to its
members. Its commercial lending business was operated
together with its core business. EBS operates its business
as a homogeneous entity, and does not operate
autonomous subsidiaries.

Haven Mortgage Limited (Haven) is the only trading
subsidiary of EBS. It trades as a mortgage lender and
serves the Irish intermediary/broker market. However,
although it is a legal separate entity (regulated by the
Financial Regulator as a retail credit firm), Haven is
largely connected to EBS for its daily business. While
Haven ensures sales, relationships with brokers,
marketing, strategy and development, EBS ensures on
behalf of Haven IT infrastructure, arrears management,
loan servicing and finance. In addition, Haven is funded
by EBS and does not hold customer accounts.

Therefore, at this stage, the Commission observes that
EBS’ organisation does not seem to allow for a
divestment of a stand-alone subsidiary, the proceeds of
which could be used to finance the restructuring and thus
be regarded as an own contribution. In particular, a sale
of Haven would unlikely attract interest of investors as
such a sale would imply that an investor will buy a loan
portfolio that is not funded, and the investor will need
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(123)

(124

=

(125)

(126)

to pass an agreement with EBS for the provision of the
services currently operated by EBS on behalf of Haven.
Although such a service agreement could be passed on a
temporary basis, the transaction would not materially
differ from an acquisition of a loan portfolio, which
the Commission considers unlikely in Ireland in the
current market conditions and in the near future (see
below).

Divestment of loan portfolio. EBS will stop its activities
in the commercial lending area. Although EBS could
envisage selling its commercial book, in the current
market conditions the Irish authorities consider that the
market price that EBS could extract from a transaction
would likely result in a loss, and would consequently
increase the amount of aid that EBS could require. EBS
will thus wind-down that business in the medium-term,
and has already established a Special Asset Management
team to manage the recovery of commercial debt from
the run-off commercial portfolio. Considering the
difficult market situation in Ireland and the massive
amounts of commercial loans transferred to NAMA, the
Commission is also of the view that selling EBS
commercial loans would likely result in a loss, and
would endanger its return to viability.

Concerning mortgages and customer deposits, EBS has
not proposed any divestment. The Commission
considers however that such portfolio divestment would
not be appropriate. Any closureftransfer of customer
deposits could only take place via a complex and
therefore costly carve-out, and would entail equivalent
funding needs for EBS, which could negatively affect
the viability of EBS by degrading its funding profile.
Sales of a part of the mortgage portfolio of EBS would
likely result in a loss in current market conditions or in
the near future, triggering additional recapitalisation
needs, especially if the mortgage portfolio is not funded.

Therefore the Commission is of the view that divestment
of parts of the EBS portfolio would damage the capital
position of EBS and would therefore not help to finance
the restructuring.

On the basis of the foregoing elements and based on the
available information, the Commission tentatively
concludes that EBS has contributed to maximum extent
possible to the costs of its rescue. However, it invites

(127

(128

(129

(130

Table 13

)

)

)

=

third parties to comment on the foregoing elements and
this preliminary conclusion, which is therefore not
definitive.

Conclusion

In conclusion, the Commission has insufficient
information to conclude whether the aid will be limited
to the minimum necessary, in view of the discrepancy
between the objective of the recapitalisation (that EBS
should be able to respect its capital ratio requirements
(Core Tier 1 ratio of 8 %)) and the forecasts of the
restructuring plan which foresee that EBS will largely
exceed its capital ratio requirement (Core Tier 1 ratio
exceeds [...] over the period).

On the other hand, at this stage, the Commission is of
the view that the own contribution of EBS to the costs of
the recapitalisation seems adequate. In particular, the
Commission notes positively that, as a condition for
the recapitalisation of EBS, the Irish authorities have
taken full control and economic ownership of it.

(ili) Measures limiting the distortion of competition

As regards the measures limiting the distortion of
competition, the Restructuring Communication indicates
that the following elements should be taken into account
when determining appropriate measures: the amount of
aid, the degree of burden-sharing and the effects the
position the financial institution will have on the
market after the restructuring. On the basis of that
analysis, suitable compensatory measures should be put
into place.

As regards the amount of aid, besides the recapitalisation
measure, EBS is covered by two guarantee schemes, the
CIES Scheme covering EUR [...] billion of liabilities as of
30 June 2010 and the ELG Scheme covering EUR [...]
billion of liabilities as at 30 June 2010. In addition, EBS
participates in NAMA. The transfer of loans to NAMA is
estimated at EUR 837 million with a haircut on assets
transferred to date of [...] %. Based on a preliminary
analysis (see Table 13 below), the total amount of aid
is therefore likely to be very substantial. Furthermore, as
already noted by the Commission in its decision
temporarily approving the recapitalisation as emergency
aid, it is expected that Ireland will not recover its
investment in EBS. If the aid EBS received will not be
fully repaid, never mind remunerated, EBS would as a
result normally be subject to in-depth restructuring.

Preliminary overview of aid measures EBS

State aid Nature of the aid Date EUR
CIFS Guarantee [29 Sept 2008-28 Sept 2010] [...] billion (debt guaranteed as at
30 June 2010)
ELG Guarantee [Feb 2010-31 Dec 2010] — | [...] billion (debt guaranteed as at

covers
maturity
period

debt up to
issued  during

5-year
the

30 June 2010)
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State aid Nature of the aid Date EUR
Guarantee on short- | Guarantee [21 Sept-31 Dec 2010] — | [...] billion (estimation by the
term liabilities covers certain debt instruments | Commission) ()
with maturity < 3 months
NAMA Asset relief [2010-2011] 837 million (assets transferred) ()
Capital injection Recapitalisation 2 June 2010 875 million
(") See footnote 7.
(%) According to the second footnote to paragraph 20(a) of the Impaired Asset Communication, “The aid amount corresponds to the
difference between the transfer value of the assets (...) and the market price”. Since these figures are not known yet, the aid amount can
not be calculated yet.
(131) As regards the market, EBS was the seventh largest caused most of the losses and which has to be ended in

(132)

(133)

(134)

(135)

financial institution in Ireland by balance sheet size at
end-2008. It was active in the areas of land and devel-
opment lending, commercial property lending but mainly
in residential mortgage lending. EBS was always a
relatively minor player in land and development and
commercial lending, with never more that 5% of
market share. It was more important in the retail
mortgage market, where it accounted for 10,3 % of
outstanding mortgages in 2008. In addition, EBS held
8,4 % of Irish retail savings.

In its restructuring plan, EBS outlines the developments
in its markets since the onset of the crisis. It definitively
ceased land and development and commercial lending
(which respectively accounted for 2,3% and 5,6 % of
its end-2008 balance sheet) in 2008. It will close
around 20 % of its branch network.

As outlined in Table 7, gross new retail mortgage lending
has fallen from a peak of EUR 4 billion in 2006 to
EUR 1,4 billion in 2009 and will not re-attain its 2006
level before the end of the restructuring plan. Notwith-
standing that fall in lending, EBS has increased its market
share of new mortgage lending to 17,1 % and it is
foreseen that it will retain that market share throughout
the restructuring period. In addition, EBS foresees that it
will have a net inflow of retail deposits in the region of
EUR 0,5 billion per annum for the duration of the
restructuring plan, thus maintaining its increase market
share of new retail deposits. There is therefore no down-
sizing of EBS’ market presence, nor is there a reduction
in EBS balance sheet over the restructuring period
according to the plan.

The restructuring plan of EBS does not propose any
structural divestments. EBS has no foreign activities. It
does not seem to have any subsidiaries that can easily
be divested as stand-alone businesses. Furthermore, a
carve-out of a new business from EBS’ existing branch
network could be problematic as it is difficult to see how
two viable entities could be created from less than 100
branches focused on a monoline retail mortgage lending
business.

In summary, the proposed restructuring of EBS foresees a
reduction of its balance sheet that is far less substantial
than the Commission would normally seek from a bank
having received such an amount of aid and that has
received a recapitalisation not remunerated in accordance
with the requirements of the Recapitalisation Communi-
cation. EBS will discontinue commercial property lending
(investment and development) which is the activity that

(136)

(137)

(138)

order to restore viability. [...]. There are no divestments
or other measures that will allow new entrants access the
Irish markets through taking over some of EBS’ former
businesses. After an initial assessment, the proposed level
of balance sheet reduction seems therefore insufficient.

On the other hand, the Commission notes the arguments
of EBS and the Irish authorities justifying the limited
restructuring proposed. The Irish authorities claim that
there is currently a shortage of credit available to the
Irish economy which could further worsen if aided
financial institutions such as EBS are not sufficiently
strengthened to put them in a position to resume
lending normally. While they accept that overall
lending amounts will fall significantly compared to the
boom years, they consider that any further withdrawal of
credit could lead to a classic vicious cycle in the real
economy where consumers are unable to get necessary
credit and are forced to postpone their investments or
indeed refrain from buying property, thus leading to a
further worsening of the economic situation. Most
foreign-owned banks, which used to supply up to 30 %
of lending in the mortgage area, have effectively stopped
lending in recent years, and it is a reasonable assumption
that they will first focus on their home market and will
only resume lending in Ireland once the economy
improves.

With regard to EBS, which in future will be a monoline
retail mortgage lender, the Irish authorities have
submitted that the retail mortgage landscape has
changed dramatically since the downturn. Since the
beginning of the crisis, there has been a collapse in
new lending; gross mortgage lending has fallen from
around EUR 40 billion in 2006 to EUR 8,1 billion in
2009. The Irish authorities contend that gross lending
will be EUR 13,9 billion in 2014 (equivalent to 2002
levels).

As a corollary of these developments, the players that
remain on the market have seen their market shares
soar, despite falling lending volumes. For example, EBS
has almost doubled its market share in three years, from
10 % to 17,1 %, despite an almost two-thirds fall in its
lending volumes. Such increase in market shares was also
experienced by AIB and BOL It seems therefore that EBS’
increases in market share have not been due to expan-
sionary activity but more due to the significant reduction
in overall lending capacity on the Irish market and with-
drawal by certain players.
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(140

(141

(139) Ireland considers that foreign banks will not resume

supplying significant amounts of mortgages until
margins improve and the economic situation stabilises
or improves. The only foreign-owned bank actively
lending in the mortgage market is KBC, albeit to a
limited extent. That view is further supported by the
current limited interest of foreign banks in the Irish
market, illustrated by the withdrawal of BOSI and the
general reduction of activity of foreign banks in the
Irish mortgage market (reducing their market share
from 30 % in 2008 to 5% in 2009).

=

Until the economic situation improves to the extent that
foreign institutions resume lending, the Irish authorities
submit that “in the medium-term, the gap created by the
foreign banks needs to be filled by the domestic financial
institutions to ensure the flow of much needed credit
into the Irish economy”. Consequently, they suggest
that maintaining EBS’ activity in the market is
important in the medium-term and that the possibility
of foreign re-entry into the open Irish mortgage market
will limit any ability of EBS to distort competition.

N

EBS and Ireland also claim that the continued presence of
EBS on the market will improve competition. Given the
effective withdrawal of foreign lenders, the existence of
EBS helps maintain competition. Without EBS, AIB and
BOI would have had an 82 % market share of the Irish
retail mortgage market in 2009 (¥), which would
represent an effective duopoly on the Irish retail
mortgage market. Therefore they consider that main-
taining the activity of EBS will be beneficial to
competition.

Conclusion

(142) The Commission doubts that sufficient measures are

taken to offset the distortive effects of the aid,
considering the high amount of aid EBS received both
in absolute terms (including the aid element in guar-
antees) and in terms of risk-weighted assets. The
Commission furthermore doubts whether the lack of
supply on the mortgage lending market will really last
several years and whether it adequately justifies the

(¥”) Assuming that the lending made by EBS in 2009 would not have

been replaced by another lender.

limited restructuring undertaken by EBS. The
Commission thus invites third parties to comment on
these issues.

5. CONCLUSION

(143) On the basis of the forgoing, the Commission has doubts

on the viability of EBS, and also currently doubts whether
the aid is limited to the minimum and whether the
measures limiting the distortion of competition are
sufficient. The Commission therefore doubts at this
stage that the restructuring plan fulfils all the conditions
laid down in the Restructuring Communication.

DECISION

— In line with the foregoing considerations, the Commission

has decided to initiate the procedure laid down in Article
108(2) TFEU with regard to the restructuring plan submitted
by the Irish authorities on 31 May 2010 and the associated
aid measures, to verify whether the conditions of the
Restructuring Communication regarding viability, burden-
sharing and measures limiting the distortion of competition
are met.

The Commission requires the Irish authorities to provide, in
addition to all documents already received, information and

data needed for the assessment of the compatibility of the
aid.

In particular, the Commission would wish to receive
comments on the points on which it raised doubts from
the Irish authorities and third parties. The Irish authorities
are requested to forward a copy of this letter to the potential
recipient of the aid immediately.

The Commission informs the Irish authorities that it will
inform interested parties by publishing this letter and a
meaningful summary of it in the Official Journal of the
European Union. It will also inform interested parties in the
EFTA countries which are signatories to the EEA Agreement,
by publishing a notice in the EEA Supplement to the Official
Journal of the European Union, 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 publi-
cation.”
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Teadaanne direktiivi 2004/17/EU artikli 30 alusel esitatud taotluse kohta
Liikmesriigi taotlus

(2010/C 300/08)

26. oktoobril 2010 sai komisjon Euroopa Parlamendi ja ndukogu 31. mirtsi 2004. aasta direktiivi
2004/17/EU (millega kooskdlastatakse vee-, energeetika-, transpordi- ja postiteenuste sektoris tegutsevate
ostjate hankemenetlused) artikli 30 16ike 4 alusel koostatud taotluse. Esimene taotluse kittesaamisele jargnev
toOpédev on 27. oktoobril 2010.

Konealuses Taani Kuningriigi esitatud taotluses kasitletakse nafta ja gaasi leiukohtade uuringuid ja kaevan-
damist Taanis. Eespool osutatud artiklis 30 on sitestatud, et direktiivi 2004/17EU ei kohaldata juhul, kui
asjaomane tegevus on otseselt avatud konkurentsile turgudel, millele juurdepéis ei ole piiratud. Nende
tingimuste tditmist hinnatakse iiksnes direktiivi 2004/17EU alusel ning ilma, et see piiraks konkurentsiees-
kirjade kohaldamist.

Komisjonil on taotlust késitleva otsuse vastuvotmiseks aega kolm kuud alates eespool osutatud toopdevast.
Tahtaeg on seega 27. jaanuaril 2011.

Kohaldatakse eespool osutatud 16ike 4 kolmanda 1digu sitteid. Seega voidakse komisjoni kdsutuses olevat
ajavahemikku ithe kuu vorra pikendada. Selline pikendamine kuulub avaldamisele.
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Teade Hakimullah Mehsudile ja Wali Ur Rehmanile, kes on komisjoni méairuse (EL) nr 1001/2010

alusel lisatud néukogu miiruse (EU) nr 881/2002 (millega kehtestatakse teatavate Osama bin Ladeni,

Al-Qaida vorgu ja Talibaniga seotud isikute ja iiksuste vastu suunatud eripiirangud)
artiklites 2, 3 ja 7 osutatud loetelusse

(2010/C 300/09)

1. Uhises seisukohas 2002/402/UVJP (') kutsutakse Euroopa Liitu iiles kiilmutama URO Julgeolekundu-
kogu resolutsioonide 1267(1999) ja 1333(2000) kohaselt koostatud loetelus (mida korrapiraselt ajako-
hastab URO Julgeolekundukogu resolutsiooni 1267(1999) alusel moodustatud komitee) nimetatud Osama
bin Ladeni, organisatsiooni Al-Qaida, Talibani ja teiste nendega seotud isikute, rithmituste, ettevdtjate ja
tiksuste rahalised vahendid ja majandusressursid.

Nimetatud URO komitee koostatud loetelus on jargmised isikud ja iiksused:

— Al-Qaida, Taliban ja Osama bin Laden;

— Al-Qaida, Talibani ja Osama bin Ladeniga seotud fuisilised voi juriidilised isikud, tiksused, asutused ja
rithmitused ning

— nimetatud isikute, iiksuste, asutuste ja rithmituste omandis vdi kontrolli all olevad v6i neid muul viisil
toetavad juriidilised isikud, tiksused ja asutused.

Teod vdi tegevus, mis osutavad isiku, rithmituse, ettevotja voi iiksuse seotusele Al-Qaida, Talibani ja Osama
bin Ladeniga, on jirgmised:

a) osalemine Al-Qaida, Talibani ja Osama bin Ladeni vdi nende mis tahes rithmituse, kdrvalrithmituse,
nendest eraldunud voi nendest tekkinud rithmituse tegude ja tegevuse rahastamises, kavandamises,
holbustamises, ettevalmistamises ja elluviimises koos nendega, nende nime all, nende huvides ja nende
toetuseks;

b) relvade ja nendega seotud varustuse tarnimine, miiiimine ja edastamine eespool nimetatuile;
¢) likkmete vdrbamine eespool nimetatuile ning
d) muud neid toetavad teod ja tegevus.

2. URO komitee otsustas 20. oktoobril 2010 lisada asjaomasesse loetellu Hakimullah Mehsudi ja Wali Ur
Rehmani. Nimetatud isikud véivad esitada URO ombudsmanile igal ajal koos tdendusmaterjaliga taotluse
eespool nimetatud URO loetellu lisamise otsus labi vaadata. Taotlus tuleks saata jirgmisel aadressil:

United Nations — Office of the Ombudsperson
Room TB-08041D

New York, NY 10017

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Tel +1 212 9632671
Faks +1 212 9631300 | 9633778
E-post: ombudsperson@un.org

Lisateavet voib saada veebilehelt http://www.un.org/sc/committees/1267[delisting.shtml

() EUT L 139, 29.5.2002, Ik 4.
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3. Komisjon on vastavalt punktis 2 osutatud URO otsusele vastu vétnud méiruse (EL) nr 1001/2010, ()
millega muudetakse ndukogu mairuse (EU) nr 881/2002 (millega kehtestatakse teatavate Osama bin Ladeni,
Al-Qaida vorgu ja Talibaniga seotud isikute ja iiksuste vastu suunatud eripiirangud) (?) I lisa. Vastavalt
mééruse (EU) nr 881/2002 artikli 7 1dike 1 punktile a ja artikli 7a Iikele 1 tehtava muudatusega lisatakse
maédruse [ lisas esitatud loetellu (edaspidi ,I lisa”) Hakimullah Mehsud ja Wali Ur Rehman.

I lisasse kantud isikute ja iiksuste suhtes kohaldatakse jirgmisi madruses (EU) nr 8812002 sitestatud
meetmeid:

1) koigi asjaomastele isikutele ja iiksustele kuuluvate voi nende omandis voi valduses olevate rahaliste
vahendite ja majandusressursside kiilmutamine ning rahaliste vahendite ja majandusressursside otsese
voi kaudse nende kidsutusse voi nende toetuseks andmise keelamine (koigile) (artiklid 2 ja 2a (%)) ning

2) koigile asjaomastele isikutele ja iiksustele otsese vOi kaudse tehnilise konsultatsiooni, abi vdi viljadppe
andmise, miiiimise, tarnimise vdi edastamise keelamine sojaliseks tegevuseks (artikkel 3).

4. Miidruse (EU) nr 881/2002 (%) artiklis 7a sitestatakse libivaatamismenetlus, mille kohaselt loetellu
kantud voivad esitada loetellu kandmise pdhjuste kohta markuseid. Maarusega (EL) nr 1001/2010 loetellu
lisatud isikud ja tiksused voivad esitada komisjonile taotluse enda loetellu kandmise pdhjendamiseks. Taotlus
tuleks saata aadressil:

European Commission
‘Restrictive measures’

Rue de la Loi/Wetstraat 200
1049 Bruxelles/Brussel
BELGIQUE/BELGIE

5. Lisaks juhitakse asjaomaste isikute ja {iiksuste tahelepanu vdimalusele kaevata madrus (EL)
nr 1001/2010 Euroopa Liidu toimimise lepingu artikli 263 neljandas ja kuuendas 16igus satestatud tingi-
mustel edasi Euroopa Liidu Uldkohtusse.

6.  Asjaomaste isikute isikuandmeid kisitletakse vastavalt madruses (EU) nr 45/2001 (iiksikisikute kaitse
kohta isikuandmete tootlemisel ithenduse (niiiid liidu) institutsioonides ja asutustes ning selliste andmete
vaba litkumise kohta) (°) sitestatud eeskirjadele. Koik taotlused, sealhulgas niiteks tdiendava teabe saamiseks
vdi madruse (EU) nr 45/2001 kohaste (nditeks isikuandmete kontrollimise ja parandamise) diguste kasuta-
miseks esitatavad taotlused, tuleks saata komisjonile punktis 4 osutatud aadressil.

7. Samuti juhitakse I lisasse kantud isikute ja iiksuste tihelepanu vdimalusele esitada miiruse (EU)
nr 881/2002 II lisas loetletud litkmesriikide padevatele asutustele taotlus, et saada luba kasutada kiillmutatud
vahendeid ja majandusressursse pohivajaduste rahuldamiseks voi erimaksete tegemiseks kooskdlas konealuse
mdédruse artikliga 2a.

) ELT L 290, 6.11.2010, lk 33.

()
() EUT L 139, 29.5.2002, Ik 9.

(}) Artikkel 2a lisati ndukogu miarusega (EU) nr 561/2003 (ELT L 82, 29.3.2003, Ik 1).

(*) Artikkel 7a lisati ndukogu mairusega (EL) nr 1286/2009 (ELT L 346, 23.12.2009, 1k 42).
() EUT L 8, 12.1.2001, Ik 1.









Tellimishinnad aastal 2010 (ilma kdibemaksuta, sisaldavad tavalise saatmise kulusid)

Euroopa Liidu Teataja L- ja C-seeria véljaanne ainult paberkandjal | ELi 22 ametlikus keeles 1100 eurot aastas
Euroopa Liidu Teataja L- ja C-seeria paberkandjal + ELi 22 ametlikus keeles 1200 eurot aastas
CD-ROMIil aastane véljaanne

Euroopa Liidu Teataja L-seeria valjaanne ainult paberkandjal ELi 22 ametlikus keeles 770 eurot aastas
Euroopa Liidu Teataja L- ja C-seeria igakuiselt ja kumulatiivselt ELi 22 ametlikus keeles 400 eurot aastas
CD-ROMil

Euroopa Liidu Teataja lisa (S-seeria — avalikud hanked ja mitmekeelne: 300 eurot aastas
pakkumismenetlused) CD-ROMIl, kaks véljaannet nadalas ELi 23 ametlikus keeles

Euroopa Liidu Teataja C-seeria — varbamiskonkursid konkursside keeled 50 eurot aastas

Euroopa Liidu Teatajat saab tellida Euroopa Liidu 22 ametlikus keeles. Teataja on jaotatud L-seeriaks (digusaktid)
ja C-seeriaks (teave ja teatised).

Iga keeleversioon tuleb tellida eraldi.

Vastavalt ndukogu méaérusele (EU) nr 920/2005, mis avaldati ELTs L 156 18. juunil 2005 ja milles satestatakse, et
Euroopa Liidu institutsioonid ei ole ajutiselt kohustatud koostama ja avaldama kdiki digusakte iiri keeles, miliakse
ELT iirikeelseid valjaandeid eraldi.

Euroopa Liidu Teataja lisa (S-seeria — avalikud hanked ja pakkumismenetlused) tellimus sisaldab kdiki 23 keele-
versiooni Uhel mitmekeelsel CD-ROMIil.

Soovi korral saab koos Euroopa Liidu Teataja tellimusega mitmesuguseid Euroopa Liidu Teataja kaasandeid.
Kaasannete iimumisest teavitatakse tellijaid teadaande vahendusel, mis avaldatakse Euroopa Liidu Teatajas.

CD-ROM asendatakse 2010. aasta jooksul DVDga.

Miuk ja tellimused

Erinevate tasuliste perioodikavéljaannete tellimusi, k.a Euroopa Liidu Teataja tellimust, saab vormistada meie
edasimluljate kaudu. Edasimuujate nimekiri on kattesaadav jargmisel veebilehel:

http://publications.europa.eu/others/agents/index_et.htm

EUR-Lexi (http://eur-lex.europa.eu) kaudu pakutakse otsest ja tasuta juurdepddsu Euroopa Liidu
oigusaktidele. Nimetatud veebilehel saab tutvuda Euroopa Liidu Teatajaga ning ka lepingute,
oigusaktide, kohtupraktika ja ettevalmistatavate oigusaktidega.

Lisateavet Euroopa Liidu kohta saab veebilehelt http://europa.eu
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