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INFORMACE ORGANU A INSTITUCI EVROPSKE UNIE

IV

(Informace)

KOMISE

Sménné kurzy vidi euru (1)

5. fijna 2009
(2009/C 239/01)

1 euro =

ména sménny kurz ména sménny kurz
UsD americky dolar 1,4616 AUD  australsky dolar 1,6713
JPY japonsky jen 131,41 CAD  kanadsky dolar 1,5693
DKK dédnsk4 koruna 7,4443 HKD  hongkongsky dolar 11,3275
GBP britskd libra 0,91710 NZD novozélandsky dolar 2,0255
SEK §védskd koruna 10,3030 SGD singapursky dolar 2,0625
CHF §vycarsky frank 1,5102 KRW  jihokorejsky won 1715,37
ISK islandskd koruna ZAR  jihoafricky rand 11,1130
NOK norska koruna 8,4460 CNY ¢insky juan 9,9773
BGN bulharsky lev 1,9558 HRK  chorvatskd kuna 7,2550
CZK ceskd koruna 25,462 IDR indonéskd rupie 13 957,02
EEK estonskd koruna 15,6466 MYR  malajsijsky ringgit 5,0579
HUF madarsky forint 267,24 PHP filipinské peso 68,257
LTL litevsky litas 3,4528 RUB rusky rubl 43,9550
LVL lotyssky latas 0,7084 THB thajsky baht 48,912
PLN polsky zloty 4,2076 BRL brazilsky real 2,5887
RON rumunsky lei 4,2640 MXN mexické peso 19,8997
TRY tureckd lira 2,1720 INR indickd rupie 69,4550

(") Zdroj: referenéni sménné kurzy jsou publikovany ECB.
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INFORMACE CLENSKYCH STATU

Aktualizace seznamu povoleni k pobytu v souladu s ¢l. 2 odst. 15 nafizeni Evropského parlamentu
a Rady (ES) ¢ 5622006, kterym se stanovi kodex Spolecenstvi o pravidlech upravujicich
pfeshrani¢ni pohyb osob (Schengensky hrani¢ni kodex) (Uf. vést. C 247, 13.10.2006, s. 1; Uf.
vést. C 153, 6.7.2007, s. 5; U, vést. C 192, 18.8.2007, s. 11; Uf. vést. C 271, 14.11.2007, s. 14;
Uf. vést. C 57, 1.3.2008, s. 31; Ut. vést. C 134, 31.5.2008, s. 14; UF. vést. C 207, 14.8.2008, s. 12; Uf.
vést. C 331, 21.12.2008, s. 13; Ut. vést. C 3, 8.1.2009, s. 5; Ut. vést. C 64, 19.3.2009, s. 15)

(2009/C 239/02)

Zvefejnéni seznamu povoleni k pobytu podle ¢l. 2 odst. 15 nafizeni Evropského parlamentu a Rady (ES)
¢. 562[2006 ze dne 15. bfezna 2006, kterym se stanovi kodex Spolecenstvi o pravidlech upravujicich
pfeshrani¢ni pohyb osob (Schengensky hrani¢ni kodex) (1), vychdzi z informaci sdélenych ¢lenskymi staty
Komisi v souladu s ¢ldnkem 34 Schengenského hrani¢niho kodexu.

Kromé zvefejnéni v Ufednim véstniku jsou na internetové strance generdlntho feditelstvi pro spravedlnost,
svobodu a bezpecnost dostupné mési¢ni aktualizace.

RECKO
Nahrazeni bodii 1-7 seznamu zveiejnéného v UF. vést. C 247, 13.10.2006

— Adei mapapovig alhodamou (eviaiou twnou oUpgeva pe tov un' (EK) ap. 1030/2002 Kavoviepo tou
Supfouliou g E.E. g 13n¢ louviou 2002)

(Povoleni k pobytu pro cizince (jednotny vzor v souladu s nafizenim Rady (ES) ¢. 1030/2002 ze dne
13. Cervna 2002 — vyddvané viem cizinciim s legdlnim pobytem v Recku).)

— Aektio Awpovig Méhoug Owoyévelag TTolitn g Evworg

(Pobytové karta pro rodinné piislusniky obcant EU — vydavd se stitnim piislusnikim tfetich zemi, kteff
jsou rodinnymi piislusniky feckych obc¢ant nebo obcant Evropské unie, a déle rodi¢tm nezletilych déti.)

— Abaia Movipng Awapovrig Méloug Owoyévelag TTohity g Eveorg

(Povoleni k trvalému pobytu pro rodinné piislusniky obc¢ant EU — vydava se statnim piislusnikim
tietich zemi, ktef{ jsou rodinnymi pfislusniky feckych obcant nebo obcanti Evropské unie, a déle
rodi¢tim nezletilych déti.)

— Adeaa dapoviic opoyevov ANPaviag (eviaiou TtUmou)

(Povoleni k pobytu pro albdnské sttni piislusniky feckého plivodu (jednotny vzor) — s dobou platnosti
az deset (10) let, udélované obcanim Albdnie feckého pivodu a jejich rodinnym pfislusnikim
a opravilujici k pobytu a praci v Recku.)

(1) Ui vést. L 105, 13.4.2006, s. 1.
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— Abewa mapapovig ahodarov (fifAidpio ypopatog Aevkov) (1)
(Povoleni k pobytu pro cizince (bild knizka) — vydava se:
a) osobdm s postavenim uprchlika ve smyslu Zenevské tmluvy z roku 1951;
b) cizincam feckého ptivodu (kromé albdnskych statnich pfislusnikd).)

— Aektio tavtottag alhodanol (ypopa mpdotvo)

(Priikaz totoznosti pro cizince (zeleny) — vydava se pouze cizincim feckého ptvodu. Doba jeho plat-
nosti je dva roky nebo pét let.)

— Ediko Aedto Tauvtotrag Opoyevols (ypopa pmel) (3)

(Zvlastni prikaz totoZnosti pro cizince feckého pivodu (bézovy) — vydava se albdnskym stdtnim
piislusnikim feckého ptvodu. Doba jeho platnosti je tii roky. Tentyz doklad se vydavd rovnéz jejich
manzelim ¢i manzelkdm a potomkim feckého pivodu nezavisle na jejich statni p¥islusnosti, pokud je
piibuzensky vztah potvrzen tfednim dokladem.)

— Edikd Aektio Tavtotyrag Opoyevolg (xpopa pod)

(Zvlastni priikaz totoznosti pro cizince feckého pavodu (rizovy) — vydavd se cizincim feckého pivodu
z byvalého SSSR. Doba jeho platnosti je neomezend.)

— Ediko Aeltio Tavtotag Opoyevoug

(Zvlastni prikaz totoZnosti pro cizince feckého ptivodu — s dobou platnosti deset (10) let, vydava se
albdnskym statnim piislusnikim feckého pivodu a jejich rodinnym pfislusnikam.)

RAKOUSKO
Nahrazeni seznamu zvefejnéného v UF. vést. C 64, 19.3.2009

— Unbefristeter Aufenthaltstite] — erteilt eines gewohnlicher Sichtvermerk gemaf im Sinne des § 6 Abs. 1
Z. 1 FrG 1992 (von Inlandsbehorden sowie Vertretungsbehorden bis 31.12.1992 in Form eines Stem-
pels ausgestellt)

(Povoleni k pobytu s neomezenou platnosti — vydavané v podobé bézného viza ve smyslu paragrafu 6
odst. 1 radku 1 zdkona o cizincich z roku 1992 (do 31.12.1992 vydavané rakouskymi orgdny a rovnéz
zastupitelskymi organy formou razitka))

— Aufenthaltstitel in Form einer griinen Vignette bis Nr. 790.000
(Povoleni k pobytu v podobé zeleného $titku do ¢. 790.000)

— Aufenthaltstitel in Form einer griin-weiflen Vignette ab Nr. 790.001
(Povoleni k pobytu v podobé zelenobilého stitku od ¢. 790.001)

— Aufenthaltstitel in Form der Vignette entsprechend der Gemeinsamen Mafinahme 97/11/JI des Rates
vom 16. Dezember 1996, Amtsblatt L 7 vom 10.1.1997 zur einheitlichen Gestaltung der Aufenthalt-
stitel (in Osterreich ausgegeben im Zeitraum 1.1.1998 bis 31.12.2004)

(Povoleni k pobytu v podobé stitku podle spolecné akce EU (97/11/SVV) ze dne 16. prosince 1996
o0 jednotném vzoru povoleni k pobytu, Ufedni véstnik L 7 ze dne 10. ledna 1997 — v Rakousku
vyddvané v obdobi od 1. ledna 1998 do 31. prosince 2004)

() Planuje se nahrazeni tohoto druhu povoleni k pobytu ,samostatnym“ dokladem stanovenym v nafizeni Rady (ES)
¢ 1030/2002. Clenské stity budou na tuto zménu neprodlené upozornény.

() Od kvétna 2005 se tento doklad jiz nevydavd. Doklady jiz vydané jsou platné az do doby na nich vyznacené. Dany
doklad byl nahrazen priikazem totoznosti uvedenym v bodé 9.
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— Aufenthaltstite] ,Niederlassungsnachweis“ im Kartenformat ID1 entsprechend den Gemeinsamen

Mafénahmen aufgrund der Verordnung (EG) Nr. 1030/2002 des Rates vom 13. Juni 2002 zur einheitli-
chen Gestaltung des Aufenthaltstitels fir Drittstaatsangehorige (in Osterreich ausgegeben im Zeitraum
1.1.2003 bis 31.12.2005)

(Povoleni k pobytu ,Niederlassungsnachweis® (doklad o usazeni) v podobé karty ID1 podle spole¢nych
akci na zdkladé nafizeni Rady (ES) ¢. 1030/2002 ze dne 13. ¢ervna 2002, kterym se stanovi jednotny
vzor povoleni k pobytu pro statni piislusniky téetich zemi — v Rakousku vyddvané v obdobi od 1. ledna
2003 do 31. prosince 2005)

Aufenthaltstitel in Form der Vignette entsprechend den Gemeinsamen Mafnahmen aufgrund der Verord-
nung (EG) Nr. 1030/2002 des Rates vom 13. Juni 2002 zur einheitlichen Gestaltung des Aufenthalt-
stitels fir Drittstaatsangehorige (in Osterreich ausgegeben im Zeitraum 1.1.2005 bis 31.12.2005)

(Povoleni k pobytu v podob¢ stitku podle spolecnych akei na zdkladé naffzeni Rady (ES) ¢. 1030/2002
ze dne 13. ¢ervna 2002, kterym se stanovi jednotny vzor povoleni k pobytu pro stitni piislusniky
tietich zemi — v Rakousku vyddvané v obdobi od 1. ledna 2005 do 31. prosince 2005)

Aufenthaltstitel ,Niederlassungsbewilligung®, ,Familienangehoriger*, ,Daueraufenthalt-EG®, ,Daueraufen-
thalt-Familienangehériger” und ,Aufenthaltsbewilligung® im Kartenformat ID1 entsprechend den
Gemeinsamen Maflnahmen aufgrund der Verordnung (EG) Nr. 1030/2002 des Rates vom 13. Juni
2002 zur einheitlichen Gestaltung des Aufenthaltstitels fiir Drittstaatsangehorige (in Osterreich ausge-
geben seit 1.1.2006)

(Povoleni k pobytu ,Niederlassungsbewilligung“ (povoleni k usazeni), ,Familienangehoriger* (rodinny
piislusnik), ,Daueraufenthalt-EG* (trvaly pobyt — ES), ,Daueraufenthalt-Familienangehoriger” (trvaly
pobyt — rodinny pfislusnik) a ,Aufenthaltsbewilligung” (povoleni k pobytu) v podobé karty ID1 podle
spolecnych akei na zdkladé nafizeni Rady (ES) ¢. 1030/2002 ze dne 13. ervna 2002, kterym se stanovi
jednotny vzor povoleni k pobytu pro statni pfislusniky téetich zemi — v Rakousku vyddvané od 1. ledna
2006)

Der Bezeichnung der Aufenthaltstitel ,Niederlassungsbewilligung” und ,Aufenthaltsbewilligung” sind der
jeweilige Aufenthaltszweck beigefiigt.

Eine ,Niederlassungsbewilligung® kann nur fiir folgende Zwecke erteilt werden: ,Schliisselkraft”, ,ausge-
nommen Erwerbstitigkeit®, ,unbeschrankt®, ,beschrinkt“ sowie ,Angehoriger.

U povoleni k pobytu oznacenych jako ,Niederlassungsbewilligung” (povoleni k usazeni)
a ,Aufenthaltsbewilligung“ (povoleni k pobytu) se doplni pfislusny tcel pobytu.

Povoleni k usazeni ,Niederlassungsbewilligung” maze byt udéleno pouze pro tyto tcely: ,Schliisselkraft”
(klicova pracovni sila), ,ausgenommen Erwerbstitigkeit* (bez vydéle¢né ¢innosti), ,unbeschrankt (bez
omezeni), ,beschrinkt“ (s omezenim) a ,Angehoriger* (rodinny pfislusnik).

Eine ,Aufenthaltsbewilligung” kann fiir folgende Zwecke erteilt werden: ,Rotationsarbeitskraft®, ,Betrieb-
sentsandter”, ,Selbstindiger”, ,Kiinstler*, ,Sonderfille unselbstindiger Erwerbstatigkeit”, ,Schiiler*, ,Studi-
erender”, ,Sozialdienstleistender®, ,Forscher®, ,Familiengemeinschaft“ sowie ,Humanitire Griinde*.

(Povoleni k pobytu ,Aufenthaltsbewilligung” miaze maze byt udéleno pouze pro tyto téely: ,Rotation-
sarbeitskraft (rotujici pracovni sila), ,Betriebsentsandter” (vyslany zaméstnanec), ,Selbstindiger (osoba
samostatné vydélecné ¢innd), ,Kiinstler* (umélec), ,Sonderfille unselbstindiger Erwerbstatigkeit® (zvldstni
piipady zdvislé vydéle¢né cinnosti), ,Schiller* (zak), ,Studierender” (student), ,Sozialdienstleistender
(pracovnik socidlnich sluzeb), ,Forscher” (vyzkumny pracovnik), ,Familiengemeinschaft” (slouceni rodiny)
a ,Humanitire Griinde* (humanitdrni davody).)

,Daueraufenthaltskarte“ zur Dokumentation des gemeinschaftsrechtlichen Aufenthalts- und Niederlas-
sungsrechtes fiir Angehorige von freiziigigkeitsberechtigten EWR-Biirgern gemaff § 54 NAG 2005

(,Daueraufenthaltskarte” (povoleni k trvalému pobytu v podobé karty) na potvrzeni prava SpoleCenstvi
k pobytu a usazen{ pro rodinné piislusniky ob¢antt EHP pozivajicich svobody pohybu podle paragrafu
54 zakona o usazovani a pobytu (NAG) z roku 2005)
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— ,Bestitigung iiber den Antrag auf Verlingerung des Aufenthaltstitels“ in Form einer Vignette aufgrund §

24/1 NAG 2005

(,Bestatigung tber den Antrag auf Verlingerung des Aufenthaltstitels“ (potvrzeni o poddni Zidosti
o prodlouzeni povoleni k pobytu) v podobé Stitku na zdkladé paragrafu 24 odst. 1 zdkona
o usazovani a pobytu (NAG) z roku 2005)

Lichtbildausweis fiir Trager von Privilegien und Immunitdten in den Farben rot, gelb und blau, ausgestellt
vom Bundesministerium européische und internationale Angelegenheiten

(Priikaz totoznosti s fotografii pro osoby poZivajici vysady a imunity (Cerveny, Zluty a modry), vyddvany
ministerstvem pro evropské a mezindrodni zdleZitosti)

Lichtbildausweis im Kartenformat fiir Trager von Privilegien und Immunititen in den Farben rot, gelb,
blau, griin, braun, grau und orange, ausgestellt vom Bundesministerium fiir europdische und internati-
onale Angelegenheiten

(Priikaz totoZnosti s fotografii pro osoby pozivajici vysady a imunity (Cerveny, Zluty, modry, zeleny,
hnédy, Sedy a oranzovy), vyddvany ministerstvem pro evropské a mezindrodni zdleZitosti)

,Status des Asylberechtigten gemafs § 7 AsylG 1997 in der Fassung BGBL I Nr. 101/2003 (zuerkannt
bis 31. Dezember 2005) — in der Regel dokumentiert durch einen Konventionsreisepass in Buchform
im Format ID 3 (in Osterreich ausgegeben im Zeitraum 1.1.1996 bis 27.8.2006)

(,Osoba s azylovym statusem“ podle paragrafu 7 azylového zdkona z roku 1997, jak je stanoven ve
Spolkové sbirce zdkond I, & 101/2003 (status udélovdn do 31. prosince 2005) — obvykle dolozen
cestovnim dokladem v podobé knizky formdtu ID3 (v Rakousku vyddvany od 1. ledna 1996 do
27. srpna 2006))

,Status des Asylberechtigten” gemaf § 3 AsylG 2005 (zuerkannt seit 1. Janner 2006) — in der Regel
dokumentiert durch einen Fremdenpass in Buchform im Format ID 3 (in Osterreich ausgegeben seit
28.8.2006)

(,Osoba s azylovym statusem“ podle paragrafu 3 azylového zdkona z roku 2005 (status udélovin od
1. ledna 2006) — obvykle dolozen cizineckym pasem v podobé knizky formédtu ID3 (v Rakousku
vydavany od 28. srpna 2006))

LStatus des subsididr Schutzberechtigten* gemif§ § 8 AsylG 1997 in der Fassung BGBL. I Nr. 101/2003
(zuerkannt bis 31. Dezember 2005) — in der Regel dokumentiert durch Konventionsreisepass in
Buchform im Format ID 3 mit integriertem elektronischen Mikrochip (in Osterreich ausgegeben im
Zeitraum 1.1.1996 bis 27.8.2006)

(,Osoby se statusem doplitkové ochrany” podle paragrafu 8 azylového zdkona z roku 1997, jak je
stanoven ve Spolkové sbirce zdkont [, ¢. 101/2003 (status udélovdn do 31. prosince 2005) — obvykle
dolozen cestovnim dokladem v podobé knizky formatu ID3 s elektronickym mikro¢ipem (v Rakousku
vyddvany od 1. ledna 1996 do 27. srpna 2006))

,Status des subsididr Schutzberechtigten” gemaff § 8 AsylG 2005 (zuerkannt seit 1. Janner 2006) — in
der Regel dokumentiert durch Fremdenpass in Buchform im Format ID 3 mit integriertem elektronis-
chen Mikrochip (in Osterreich ausgegeben seit 28.8.2006)

(,Osoby se statusem doplikové ochrany” podle paragrafu 8 azylového zdkona z roku 2005 (status
udélovan od 1. ledna 2006) — obvykle doloZen cizineckym pasem v podobé knizky formdtu ID3
s elektronickym mikrocipem (v Rakousku vyddvany od 28. srpna 2006))
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Dal3i doklady, které opraviuji k pobytu v Rakousku nebo k opakovanému vstupu na tzemi Rakouska:

— Liste der Reisenden fiir Schiilerreisen innerhalb der Europiischen Union im Sinne des Beschlusses des
Rates vom 30. November 1994 iiber die gemeinsame Mafinahme tiber Reiseerleichterungen fiir Schiiler
von Drittstaaten mit Wohnsitz in einem Mitgliedstaat

(Seznam osob dcastnicich se $kolniho vyletu v rdmci Evropské unie ve smyslu rozhodnuti Rady ze dne
30. listopadu 1994 o spolecné akci tykajici se moznosti cestovani zdkt ze tfetich zemi s bydlistém
v nékterém clenském state)

— ,Beschiftigungsbewilligung” nach § 5 Auslinderbeschiftigungsgesetz mit einer Giiltigkeit bis zu sechs
Monaten in Verbindung mit einem giiltigen Reisedokument fiir Fremde, die nach der Verordnung (EG)
Nr. 539/2001 id.g.F. zur sichtvermerksfreien Einreise berechtigt sind.

(Povoleni k zaméstndni podle paragrafu 5 zdkona o zaméstnavani cizincti s platnosti aZz Sest mésict ve
spojeni s platnym cestovnim dokladem pro cizince, kteff jsou na zdkladé nafizeni (ES) ¢. 539/2001
v platném znéni opravnéni ke vstupu do zemé bez viza.)
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Aktualizace vzort prikazd vyddvanych ministerstvy zahraninich véci ¢&lenskych stitd

akreditovanym &lenim diplomatickych misi a konzuldrnich dfadd a jejich rodinnym pfislusnikiim

v souladu s ¢l. 19 odst. 2 nafizeni Evropského parlamentu a Rady (ES) ¢. 562/2006, kterym se

stanovi kodex Spolecenstvi o pravidlech upravujicich pfeshrani¢ni pohyb osob (Schengensky

hrani¢ni kodex) (Uf. vést. C 247, 13.10.2006; s. 85, Ui. vést. C 153, 6.7.2007; s. 15, Uf. vést.
C 64, 19.3.2009, s. 18)

(2009/C 239/03)

Zvefejnéni seznamu povoleni k pobytu podle ¢l. 2 odst. 15 nafizeni Evropského parlamentu a Rady (ES)
¢. 562/2006 ze dne 15. biezna 2006, kterym se stanovi kodex Spolecenstvi o pravidlech upravujicich
pfeshrani¢ni pohyb osob (Schengensky hrani¢ni kodex) (1), vychdzi z informaci sdélenych ¢lenskymi staty
Komisi v souladu s ¢ldnkem 34 Schengenského hrani¢niho kodexu.

Kromé zvefejnéni v Ufednim véstniku jsou na internetové strance generalniho feditelstvi pro spravedlnost,
svobodu a bezpecnost dostupné mési¢ni aktualizace.

ISLAND
Nahrazeni informaci zvefejnénych v UF. vést. C 247, 13.10.2006

Od 1. ledna 2009 vyddvd ministerstvo zahrani¢nich véci nové priikazy totoZnosti ¢lentim diplomatickych
misi a kariérnim konzuldrnim tfednikiim na Islandu.

Personuskilriki/Modry prikaz totoZnosti (viz vzor)

Tento priikaz totoznosti se vyddva administrativnimu, technickému a obsluznému persondlu diplomatickych
misi a kariérnim konzuldrnim tfednikim na Islandu a jejich rodinnym pfislusnikim, ktef{ s nimi Ziji ve
spolené domdacnosti.

Prikaz totoznosti je bild laminovand plastova karta (8,6 cm x 5,4 cm) s modrym pruhem v horni ¢dsti na
obou strandch. Pfedni strana obsahuje sériové Cislo umisténé v tomto modrém pruhu, dile fotografii
drzitele, jméno, podpis a titul a ndzev vysilajictho stitu. Na zadni strané je v modrém pruhu informace,
ze se jednd o prikaz totoZnosti (Persénuskilriki) vydany ministerstvem zahrani¢nich véci (Utanrikisrddu-
neytid). Na prikazu je zobrazena pecet republiky. Prikaz je podepsin vedoucim protokolu a je na ném
uvedeno datum vydani a doba platnosti. V islanstiné se na ném uvadi, Ze pfi odjezdu drzitele z Islandu musi
byt priikaz totoZnosti navrcen ministerstvu zahrani¢nich véci.

Predni strana Zadni strana

2 UTANRIKISRAPUNEYTID
. =)
Kort nr: 00-2009 Personuskilriki
Nafhn: (Identity card)
Jane Smith Fsnden Gudlaugsson
Titill: Hérdur Gudlaugsson
Starfsmadur Protokollsstjori
Sendirdid: Utgafudagur Gildir til
Tsland | 1.JAN.2009  2.JAN.2009
Iceland Undirskrift

Skirteini pessu ber ad skila til Utanrikisriduneytisins vid
brottfor fré fslandi

(") Uf. vést. L 105, 13.4.2006, s. 1.
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Diplématiskt persénuskilriki/Cerveny diplomaticky prikaz totoznosti (viz vzor)

Tento prikaz totoznosti se vyddvd vedoucim misi a konzuldrnich tfadd, ¢lentim diplomatického persondlu
a konzuldrnim tfednikiim a jejich rodinnym piislusnikiim, kteff s nimi Ziji ve spole¢né domécnosti.

Priikaz totoznosti je bild laminovand plastova karta (8,6 cm x 5,4 cm) s Cervenym pruhem v horni ¢asti na
obou strandch. Pfedni strana obsahuje sériové ¢islo umisténé v tomto Cerveném pruhu, dile fotografii
drzitele, jméno, podpis a titul a ndzev vysilajictho stdtu. Na zadn{ strané je v Cerveném pruhu informace,
Ze se jednd o diplomaticky prikaz totoznosti (Diplomatiskt persénuskilriki) vydany ministerstvem zahra-
ni¢nich véci (Utanrikisrdduneytid). Na priikaze je zobrazena pecet republiky. Prikaz je podepsin vedoucim
protokolu a je na ném uvedeno datum vyddni a doba platnosti. V islanstiné se na ném uvadi, ze drzitel
pozivd diplomatické vysady a imunity podle mezindrodntho préva, a je proto zakdzino omezovat jeho
svobodu pohybu.

Predni strana Zadni strana

UTANRIKISRADUNEYTID
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(Ozndmen)

RIZENI TYKAJICI SE PROVADENI POLITIKY HOSPODARSKE SOUTEZE

KOMISE

Ozndmeni zvefejnéné podle ¢l. 27 odst. 4 nafizeni Rady (ES) ¢ 1/2003 ve véci COMP/B-1/39.351 —
Swedish Interconnectors

(Text s vyznamem pro EHP)

(2009/C 239/04)

1. UVOD

Pokud Komise zamysli pfijmout rozhodnuti, kterym by
nafizovala ukonceni protiprdvniho jedndni, a dotéené
strany navrhnou Komisi zdvazky, kterymi by na jeji
obavy vyjadfené v piedbézném posouzeni reagovaly,
muize Komise podle c¢lanku 9 nafizeni Rady (ES)
¢. 1/2003 (') svym rozhodnutim prohldsit tyto zdvazky
pro doty¢né podniky za zdvazné. Takové rozhodnuti
muze byt pfijato na dobu urcitou a musi konstatovat, Ze
dtvody pro zdsah Komise pominuly. Podle ¢l. 27 odst. 4
stejného nafizeni zvetejni Komise shrnuti pfipadu a hlavni
obsah zdvazki. Zucastnéné strany mohou vznést piipo-
minky ve lhaté, kterou stanovi Komise.

2. SHRNUTI PRIPADU

Dne 25. ¢ervna 2009 Komise pfijala pfedbézné posouzeni
podle ¢l. 9odst. 1 natizeni (ES) ¢. 1/2003 tykajici se tdaj-
ného protipravniho jedndni provozovatele pFenosové
soustavy ve Svédsku, podniku Svenska Kraftnit (,SvK"),
na §védském trhu s prenosem elektrické energie.

Podle pfedbézného posouzeni md SvK dominantni posta-
veni na 3§védském trhu s prenosem elektrické energie.
V piedbézném posouzeni byly vyjadieny obavy, ze SvK
muze zneuZzivat svého dominantniho postaveni podle
¢lanku 82 Smlouvy o ES a ¢lanku 54 Dohody o EHP:
Muze k tomu dochdzet predevsim tim, ze kdyz SvK pfed-
vidal vnitini pfetizeni v rdmci $védské pienosové soustavy,
snizil proto propojovaci kapacity pro obchod mezi Svéd-
skem a sousednimi ¢lenskymi stity EU a EHP, ¢imz diskri-
minoval sluzby urcené na vyvoz oproti domdcim sluzbam
pienosu elektrické energie a bez objektivniho davodu
zpusobil rozdéleni vnitintho trhu.

3. HLAVNI OBSAH NABIDNUTYCH ZAVAZKU

SvK nesouhlasi s predbéznym posouzenim Komise. Podle
¢lanku 9 nafizeni (ES) ¢. 1/2003 nicméné nabidl zdvazky,
kterymi  reagoval na obavy Komise souvisejici

(") Uf. vést. L 1, 4.1.2003, s. 1.

()

(6)

s hospodétskou soutézi. Klicové body zdvazkti mohou
byt shrnuty nasledovné:

SvK vnitiné rozdéli §védskou pienosovou soustavu na dvé
nebo nékolik regula¢nich oblasti a nejpozdéji do
1. Cervence 2011 zacne timto zptisobem provozovat §véd-
skou pfenosovou soustavu. Konfigurace regulaénich oblasti
bude dostate¢né flexibilni, aby se v budoucnosti mohla
dostate¢né rychle pfizpusobit v piipadé potieby piedpo-
klddanym a nepfedpoklddanym zméndm v ramci $védské
pienosové soustavy. Od uvedeného dne budou regula¢ni
oblasti funkéni a SvK bude fidit pfetizeni pfenosové
soustavy ve Svédsku, aniz by omezoval obchodni kapacitu
propojovacich zafizeni.

Z tohoto principu Fzen{ vnitintho pfetizeni bude existovat
jedna vyjimka, a to je pietizeni v koridoru zdpadniho
pobiezi. SVK se vSak zavazuje, Ze posili oblast zdpadniho
pobiezi vybudovanim nového 400 kV pfenosového vedeni
mezi obcemi Stenkullen a Stromma-Lindome a uvede jej
do 30. listopadu 2011 do provozu.

Béhem prechodného obdobi, tj. obdobi mezi ozndmenim
rozhodnuti o zdvazku a datem zprovoznéni regula¢nich
oblasti, se SvK zavazuje Fdit pfetiZeni, které by predvidal
v rdmci prenosové soustavy ve Svédsku, s vyjimkou kori-
doru zdpadniho pobfezi, se zohlednénim regula¢nich
zdrojii vhodnych k vyménnému obchodu, kterym by se
mélo pretizeni fesit. SVK se zavazuje, Ze v praxi ve fazi
plénovéni, jakmile za¢ne piedpoklddat pretizeni a zjisti
tedy potfebu odpovidajictho omezeni (MW), uréi pii feseni
takového pfetiZeni vSechny regulacni zdroje vhodné
k vyménnému obchodu, jejichz dostupnost ocekdva
v operalni fazi. SvK poté sefadi tyto zdroje a vybere
levngjsi, aby dosdhl stanovené drovné omezeného vykonu.
Z téchto vybranych zdroji SvK vybere dalsi, které se
nachdzeji ve Svédsku, a pfidd je, aby ziskal pozadované
mnozstvi (MW). SvK se zavazuje odecist toto mnozstvi od
ptivodné predpoklddaného potfebného omezeni. Pokud
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bude v dasledku tohoto odpoctu urcitd ¢ist omezeni stdle
pretrvavat, SvK se zavazuje pouzit toto sniZené omezeni
na piislusné obchodni kapacity propojovactho zafizeni.
V operacni fazi se SvK zavazuje vyuzit jakékoli dostupné
regulaéni zdroje, které mohou fedit pfetizeni s cilem
zaru¢it obchodni kapacity propojovactho zafizeni, jez
dodd na trh. Skutetny potiebny objem vyménného
obchodu mutze byt vétsi nebo mensi nez ocekdvany
objem zjistény ve fazi planovéni.

Tyto zdvazky jsou v plném rozsahu zvefejnény
v anglickém znéni na internetové strince generdlniho fedi-
telstvi pro hospodaiskou soutéz: http://ec.europa.cu/
comm/competition/index_en.html

4. VYZVA K PREDKLADANI PRIPOMINEK

Komise md v Gmyslu na zdkladé trzniho testu pfijmout
rozhodnuti podle ¢l. 9 odst. 1 nafizeni (ES) ¢. 1/2003,
kterym prohldsi zavazky, jejichz shrnuti je uvedeno vyse
a jez jsou zvefejnény na internetové strance generdlniho
feditelstvi pro hospodéaiskou soutéz, za zdvazné.

Podle ¢l. 27 odst. 4 nafizeni (ES) ¢. 1/2003 vyzyva Komise
zGlastnéné teti strany, aby predlozily svd vyjddfeni

N

k navrZenym zavazkim. V této souvislosti Komise Zada
zainteresované strany, aby se vyjadiily zejména k vynéti
koridoru zdpadniho pobfezi ze zdvazku zavést regulacni
oblasti. VSechna vyjadfeni musi byt Komisi dorucena
nejpozdéji do jednoho mésice od zvefejnéni tohoto ozné-
meni. Zucastnéné tieti strany se déle vyzyvaji k predloZeni
takové verze piipominek, kterd neobsahuje divérné infor-
mace a v niz jsou obchodni tajemstvi a dalsi davérné ¢dsti
podle potieby vypustény a nahrazeny shrnutim nedtivérné
povahy nebo slovy ,obchodni tajemstvi® ¢i ,divérné”.
Opravnéné zadosti budou zohlednény.

Vyjadfeni s uvedenim ¢isla jednactho COMP/B-1/39.351 —
Swedish Interconnectors lze Komisi zaslat bud e-mailem
(COMP-GREFFE-ANTITRUST@ec.europa.cu), nebo faxem
na &islo (+32 22950128) &i postou na adresu Generdlniho
feditelstvi pro hospodéiskou soutéz Evropské komise:

European Commission
Directorate-General for Competition
Antitrust Registry

1049 Bruxelles/Brussel
BELGIQUE/BELGIE


http://ec.europa.eu/comm/competition/index_en.html
http://ec.europa.eu/comm/competition/index_en.html
mailto:COMP-GREFFE-ANTITRUST@ec.europa.eu
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STATNI PODPORA - LOTYSSKO
Stitni podpora C 26/09 (ex N 289/09) — Podpora na restrukturalizaci pro podnik JSC Parex Banka
Vyzva k podini pfipominek podle ¢l. 88 odst. 2 Smlouvy o ES
(Text s vyznamem pro EHP)
(2009/C 239/05)

Dopisem ze dne 29. Cervence 2009, jehoZ zdvazné znéni je ptilozeno k tomuto shrnutf, ozndmila Komise

.....

Pripominky k opatfenim, ohledné nichz Komise zahajuje fizeni, mohou zicastnéné strany zaslat do jednoho
mésice ode dne zvefejnéni tohoto shrnuti a ptipojeného dopisu, a to na adresu Generalniho Feditelstvi pro

1

hospodéiskou soutéz Evropské komise:

European Commission
Directorate-General for Competition
State aid Greffe

1049 Brussels

BELGIUM

Fax +32 22961242

Pripominky budou sdéleny loty$skym orgdntim. O divérné zpracovani totoznosti zicastnéné strany, kterd
podava pfipominky, lze pozddat pisemné s uvedenim divodu této Zddosti.

SHRNUTI
I. RIZENI

Komise dne 24. listopadu 2008 schvilila balicek zdchran-
nych opatfeni ve prospéch podniku JSC Parex Banka (déle
jen ,Parex“ nebo banka). Zmény zichrannych opatfeni
byly schvaleny Komisi dne 11. tnora 2009 a 11. kvétna
2009. Loty$sko ozndmilo pldn restrukturalizace pro Parex
pied uplynutim lhaty dne 11. kvétna 2009.

Il. SKUTKOVY STAV

Pfijemce podpory, Parex, je podle aktiv druhou nejvétsi
bankou v Loty$sku. Jednd se o univerzdlni banku, kterd
nabizi tplnou $kdlu bankovnich produktt, a to jak pfimo,
tak i skrze specializované dcefiné spolecnosti. Banka byla
zaloZzena v roce 1992 a vétsinovy podil byl vlastnén
dvéma fyzickymi osobami, nez lotyssky stit pfevzal jejich
podily. Parex md pobocky ve Stockholmu, Tallinnu,
Hamburku a Berliné a 11 zastoupeni v dalsich 9 zemich.
Uvérové portfolio podniku Parex rostlo béhem prudkého
ristu loty$ské ekonomiky v letech 2004-2008 sloZenou
ro¢ni tirokovou mirou ristu (CAGR) o vysi 28 %.

Parex se dostal do obtizi v ifjnu 2008, kdy se finanéni
prostiedi prudce zhorsilo. Parex, jakoZzto nejvétsi lotysska
banka bez silné zahranicni matefské spolecnosti, nejvice
trpél nedtvérou v lotyssky finanéni sektor a souvisejici
ztrdtou davéry vkladateld. Masivni vybirdni vkladt
vyvrcholilo dennim odlivem ve vy$i 100 miliont EUR,
coz mélo za ndsledek snizeni vkladi o 36 % ve srovndni
s koncem roku 2007 (coz bylo zptsobeno zejména
vybérem korporétnich vkladatelti a tuzemskych fyzickych
osob). Nasledujici nedostatek finan¢nich prostiedki byl
vyrovndn stitnimi opatfenimi na podporu likvidity.

“)

(7)

P¥i zacdtku globalni finan¢ni a hospodaiské krize byl Parex
zranitelngj$i neZ ostatni banky. Béhem neddvné historie
¢nila banka relativné rizikové transakce, coz mélo za
nasledek rychle rostouci bilan¢ni sumu. Tento rist byl
do zna¢né miry zaloZeny na Gvérové expanzi v sektoru
nemovitosti, velkych Gvérech a Gvérech v zemich SNS. To
mélo za ndsledek vyssi celkovou rizikovost Gvérového
portfolia banky.

Po kontrole hospodafeni bylo zji§téno, Ze ztrita banky na
trovni skupiny dosahla v roce 2008 131 milion LVL (185
miliont EUR), ve srovndni se ziskem 40 miliont LVL (58
milion EUR) v roce 2007. V roce 2008 se celkovy vlastni
kapitdl snizil o 65 % na 77 miliont LVL, a to zejména
kvali zvySenym opravnym polozkdm na vypadky splceni
tvért a na ztraty z portfolia cennych papirt.

S ohledem na tyto skutecnosti se loty$ské orgdny v zdjmu
finan¢ni stability rozhodly pro intervenci v podniku Parex.

Pred poskytnutim likvidity a dalsi podpory pfevzal lotyssky
stat nejprve 51 % podil v bance. Divéra vSak nebyla obno-
vena a pokracoval rychly vybér vkladti. Vlada proto ziskala
zbyvajicich 34 % podild, jez drzeli zakladatelé banky. Dne
11. listopadu 2008 vlozilo ministerstvo financi do banky
Parex 200 miliont, aby zajistilo dostatecnou likviditu.
Nasledné byla castka likviditni facility, jez mohla byt
ddna bance k dispozici, navySena na 1,5 miliardy LVL.
V bieznu 2009 dosdhla celkovd c¢dstka kratkodobé
podpory likvidity 873 miliony LVL.
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(8) Lotyssko rovnéz poskytlo statni zaruky za stavajici syndi-
kované tvéry. Rekapitalizaéni opatieni, které podniku
Parex umoznilo dosihnout a udrzet pomér kapitdlové
piiméfenosti ve vysi 11 % béhem zdchranné fize a jez
sestivalo ze statni kapitdlové injekce ve formé ndkupu
nové emitovanych kmenovych akcii a poskytnuti podiize-
ného tvéru, bylo schvéleno 11. kvétna 2009.

(9) Pokud jde o piedlozeny plan restrukturalizace, stanovi
provadéni nové strategie, pfi¢emz bankovni operace by
se mély uskute¢tiovat ve tfech hlavnich obchodnich
segmentech: korpordtni zdkaznici, drobni zdkaznici
a sprava soukromého kapitdlu, coz by mély byt
v budoucnu tfi hlavni segmenty podniku Parex. Plin
stanovi fadu opatieni podpory na restrukturalizaci, jako
napf. moznost poskytnuti podpory na dodate¢nou likvi-
ditu, dal3i stitni zdruky, jakoZ i dodatend opatfeni na
rekapitalizaci.

[I. HODNOCEN{

(10) Komise navrhuje zahdjit vySetfovani ve véci planu restruk-
turalizace podniku Parex. Komise se domnivd, Ze stdvajici
plén neni postacujici v oblasti obnoveni dlouhodobé Zivo-
taschopnosti, vlastntho pFispévku pijemce a opatfeni na
omezen{ naru$ovani hospodaiské soutéze. Komise vyzyva
zlCastnéné strany, aby podaly své pfipominky k tomuto
rozhodnuti.

(11) Pokud jde o Zivotaschopnost, postrddad plan restrukturali-
zace podrobné tudaje, jez Komise potiebuje pro posouzeni
obnoveni dlouhodobé Zivotaschopnosti. Kromé toho plan
dostate¢né neuvddi, jakym zpusobem maji navrhovand
restrukturalizaéni opatfeni odstranit zdkladni problémy
banky.

(12) Pokud jde o vlastni pispévek, Komise ma pochybnosti,
zda Parex dostatecné piispivd na ndklady restrukturalizace.
Zejména se zdd, Ze vyuZiti zcizovani nebo prodeje aktiv za
tcelem ziskdni zdroji je v soucasnosti omezené. Konecné
neexistuje jasny plan a datum ukonceni opatfeni stdtni
podpory a statniho vlastnictvi vétsiny podilti banky.

(13) Pokud jde o naruSovani hospodaiské soutéze, Komise
poznamenavd, Ze Parex byl druhou nejvétsi bankou
v Loty$sku a kdyz zacala krize likvidity, provddéla relativné
agresivni strategii podnikdni. Komise pochybuje, zda byla
v tomto okamziku pfijata dostate¢nd opatieni na vyrov-
nani{ negativnich w¢inkd podpory. Podle tohoto planu
ziskd banka zna¢né &istky podpory a ma znovu nabyt
ztracenych trznich podild v riznych segmentech trhu
a rovnéz vstoupit do novych segmentd trhu. Komise se
domnivd, Ze pro zmirnéni naru§ovan{ hospodafské soutéze
budou moznd zapotiebi ustanoveni o necenovém vidcov-
stvi @ moznd omezeni riistu na hlavnich segmentech trhu,
dal$i zmenseni avérovych aktivit banky a tudiz zmenseni
neddvno ozndmenych potieb financovani skrze vklady.

ZNEN[ DOPISU

,The Commission wishes to inform Latvia that, having
examined the information supplied by your authorities on the
measure referred to above, it has decided to initiate the proce-
dure laid down in Article 88(2) of the EC Treaty.

1. PROCEDURE

(1) On 10 November 2008 Latvia notified to the Commission
a package of measures in favour of JSC Parex Banka (herei-
nafter “Parex” or “the bank”), designed to support the
stability of the financial system, which was approved on
24 November 2008 (1) (hereinafter “first Parex decision”).
On 26 January 2009, Latvia informed the Commission
about several changes to the public support measures to
JSC Parex Banka, which were approved on 11 February
2009 () (hereinafter “second Parex decision”). On
29 March 2009, Latvia notified to the Commission the
need for further changes to the recapitalisation measure,
which was approved by Commission Decision of 11 May
2009 (%) (hereinafter “third Parex decision”).

(2) On the final date of the rescue period, which ended on
11 May 2009 (%), Latvia notified a restructuring plan for
Parex. On 5 June 2009 a request for information was sent
to the Latvian authorities. On 15 June 2009 a meeting was
held between the Latvian authorities and the Commission.
The documents provided by the Latvian authorities during
the meeting were registered on 16 June 2009. Latvia
replied partially to the above request for information by
letter of 7 July 2009, registered on the same day.

2. DESCRIPTION
2.1. The beneficiary

(3) The beneficiary, Parex, is a financial institution based in
Latvia. It is a universal bank offering the full range of
banking products directly and through specialised subsidi-
aries. Parex is the second largest bank in Latvia in terms of
assets (°) and considered to be of systemic importance for
the Latvian financial system. The bank was particularly
active in business with non-resident (and non-OECD,
mostly CIS) clients, particularly in the deposits segment.

(") See Commission Decision of 24 November 2008 in Case NN 68/08

Public Support Measures to JSC Parex Banka (O] C 147, 27.6.2009, p.

1).

(?) See Commission Decision of 11 February 2009 in Case NN 3/09
Modifications to the public support measures to JSC Parex Banka, 11 (O]
C 147, 27.6.2009, p. 2).

(}) See Commission Decision of 11 May 2009 in Case N 189/09 Modi-

fications to the public support measures to JSC Parex Banka — not yet

published.

The Latvian authorities had committed to submit to the Commission

either a restructuring or liquidation plan within 6 months of the

granting of the first State aid rescue measure to Parex (see the first

Parex decision). Since this had occurred on 11 November 2008,

when the State Treasury had deposited LVL 200 million with

Parex in order to ensure sufficient liquidity, the end of the 6-

month rescue period (and due date for the submission of the restruc-

turing plan) was on 11 May 2009.

(®) In 2008 the bank had a consolidated balance sheet total of LVL 3,5
billion (EUR 4,9 billion).

<=
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)

The bank was founded in 1992 and was majority owned
by two individuals until the current financial crisis, when
due to the bank’s difficulties the Latvian authorities decided
to partly nationalise the bank and to provide public
support measures in favour of Parex. Parex was nationa-
lised through acquisition of a 84,83 % stake by the
Government of Latvia in November and December
2008. After the recapitalization measure approved as
rescue aid, the Latvian State increased its participation in
Parex up to about 95 %. The rest of Parex’ shares are
owned by institutional investors.

Parex is the parent company of the Parex Group and it
accounts for 98 % of the group’s assets. The Parex Group
is currently present in 15 countries through operating
subsidiaries or, in certain cases, representative offices.
The bank has branches in Stockholm, Tallinn, Hamburg
and Berlin and 11 representative offices in 9 other coun-
tries. Operations in Sweden and Germany are limited to
taking of deposits. The bank owns leasing companies in all
three Baltic States since 2003. It has acquired six leasing
companies in CIS countries (°) (Russia, Ukraine, Belarus
and Azerbaijan) to offer both operating and financial
leases to its clients. The group’s asset and pension fund
management activities are principally carried out through
IPAS Parex Asset Management (‘PAM”), which provides
investment management and advisory services to local
and foreign high net worth individuals, corporations,
mutual funds, pension funds, insurance companies, foun-
dations and endowments. The Swiss private banking subsi-
diary AP Anlage & Privatbank AG provides specialised
private banking services to Latvian and other international
customers.

Parex’ loan portfolio grew at a compound annual growth
rate (CAGR) of 28 % during Latvia’s credit boom (2004-
2008). While historically the bank focused on corporate
lending, over the last three years it has been expanding the
retail book, particularly mortgages. The loan portfolio of
the bank is relatively concentrated with the real estate
sector representing 26 % of the gross loan portfolio as
of year end 2008 (YE 08). In addition, more than half
of the retail loans, which amount to 33 % of the portfolio,
are mortgage loans. Parex’ real estate exposure is in line
with the Latvian market where lending growth over the
last two years has been in parallel to the real estate boom.

2.2. Financial difficulties of the bank

Parex ran into difficulties in October 2008, when the
financial environment deteriorated dramatically. Parex, as
the largest Latvian bank without a strong foreign parent,
suffered most from the lack of trust in the Latvian finan-
cial sector with a loss in depositor confidence. However, it
must be noted that even when the liquidity tensions
emerged, the bank continued the dynamic growth of the
loan portfolio assuming easy access to wholesale funding.
Overall, in the absence of significant long-term funding,
the bank’s maturity mismatch between assets and liabilities
was very significant, as the funds collected on very short-

(°) Commonwealth of Independent States.

term deposits were lent for mostly real estate related
projects. The run on deposits peaked at a daily outflow
of EUR 100 million, which resulted in a fall in deposits of
36 % compared to end 2007 (mostly due to a run by
corporate depositors and individual residents). The resul-
ting shortfall in funding was replaced by State liquidity
measures (7).

(8) Parex sought government assistance in early November
2008 when it faced a severe liquidity crisis. Before provi-
ding liquidity and other measures, the Latvian State took
over an initial 51 % stake in the bank. However, trust was
not restored and the deposit run continued. This forced
the government to acquire the remaining 34 % held by the
bank’s founders. In total, the Latvian State acquired the
bank’s shares, which represent 84,83 % of the bank’s
paid-up share capital, at a symbolic total purchase price
of LVL 2 (EUR 3). Due to unstopping bank run, limits on
deposit withdrawals (partial deposit freeze) were imposed
and, as the Commission was initially informed, these
restrictions should have been withdrawn by mid 2009.
However, from the last submission of 7 July 2009, it
can be inferred that they are still in place.

(9) The [...] () report prepared by an external consultant on
26 January 2009, which was submitted with the restruc-
turing plan, identified the following issues that need to be

addressed by the bank:

(a) a risk that customer deposits continue to decline,
notably when withdrawal limits, put in place by the
regulator, are lifted;

(b) expected further increase in non-performing loans
(NPL) due to continuing economic downturn and
stress in the real estate markets (NPL percentage has
increased from 0,9 % as at year end (YE) 2006 to
4,4 % as at November 2008);

(c) significant level of real estate exposure (44 % of the
bank’s gross loan portfolio was for lending on real
estate projects) combined with past practice of the
bank to lend [...] (%) as opposed to borrowers’ finan-
cial fundamentals. The real estate market is still
expected to decline. In addition, the consultant noted
that a substantial part of the real estate related loans
had [...] (). This is indicative of the substantial risk
within the portfolio with respect to real estate, both in
terms of [...];

() In addition, by the end of 2008 the bank had in its accounts

significant balances payable to central banks. The Commission
lacks further information on this facility.

(*) Parts of this text have been deleted so as not to divulge confidential
information; they are indicated by a series of dots between square
brackets or a range providing for a non-confidential approximation
of the figure.

(®) The consultant has also noted [...].

(°) Moreover, up to December 2008 Parex considered the restructured
loans as non-impaired and did not allocate any provisions.
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(d) exposure to non-OECD borrowers — 36 % of loans () interest margin may be put under significant pressure

and 44 % of deposits are from non-OECD custo-
mers (19). Certain of these markets (e.g. Ukraine) have
been particularly hard hit by the recent economic
crisis;

(e) concentration of loan portfolio. In addition to the real
estate exposure, large loans (> LVL 1 million) comprise
65 % of the bank’s total portfolio. As a result, the
default of any borrower can have a significant effect
on loan provisioning. Besides, more than half of Top
50 loans were provided to non-residents, including
[between 10 and 18] % in Russia, [between 7 and
12] % in Azerbaijan. Volatility of markets and unpre-
dictability of overall business development in the
above countries may result in a higher credit risk attri-
butable to the respective loans. The majority of large
loans have maturities of longer than one year
([between 60 and 90] %). Only [between 15 and
20] % have amortising repayment patterns. The rema-
inder have balloon payments at maturity or are linked
to specific project completions. Particularly considering
that many loans have deferred or capitalised interest
periods, there is a limited payment history on which to
base a historical default analysis;

(f) potential impairment on held-to-maturity (HTM) port-
folio. Similarly to many banks, Parex retroactively
transferred a significant amount of the portfolio
from available-for-sale (AFS) to HTM in order to
avoid the fair market valuation adjustments downward.
In spite of the bank management’s intention to hold
the portfolio to maturity, the consultant considers that
it is uncertain whether the bank will be able to hold
these securities to maturity. It has to be noted that
most of the securities are debt securities since most
equity investments (except for the investments in the
bank’s subsidiaries) have been already sold to avoid
further losses;

(g) additional adjustments might be necessary with regard
to real estate funds (held-for-trading (HFT) or available-
for-sale (AFS)). In addition, until March 2008, the bank
was a market-maker for some relatively high-risk CIS
securities. A number of those securities were very
rarely traded and, as a result of the lack of liquidity,
the bank was left with those instruments once the
markets dried up. Currently, those securities are part
of the investment portfolio. The majority of them are,
however, completely illiquid;

>

exposure to movements in exchange rates (many loans
are in foreign currencies and thus a significant weake-
ning of local currencies to EUR or USD may increase
distress on borrowers);

(i) depositor concentration. The Top-50 depositors
comprise one-third of all non-State deposits.

('%) Part of customers residing in CIS countries are high net worth

individuals (HNWI) [...].

in a near term, since market interest rates are decre-
asing whilst the bank’s liquidity concerns do not allow
it to reduce interest rate on deposits to a similar
extent. Additionally, State deposits as well as the
Bank of Latvia Lombard loan bear relatively high inte-
rest.

(10) Following a due diligence exercise, the bank booked losses

11

N

-

amounting to LVL 131 million (EUR 185 million) in 2008
on group level compared to a profit of LVL 40 million
(EUR 58 million) in 2007. As of YE 08 total shareholder’s
equity fell by 65 % to LVL 77 million mainly because of
increased loan loss provisions and losses on the securities
portfolio. As of YE 08, Parex’ Capital Adequacy Ratio
(hereinafter “CAR”) and Parex’ Group CAR was only
41% and 3,1 % respectively. Therefore, the bank was
not fulfilling its regulatory obligations for several months
before seeking an amended recapitalisation measure by the
State. Provisions as of YE 08 amounted to 6,4 % of gross
loan portfolio (GLP), well above the Latvian banking
market provisioning of 2,1 % reported by the regulatory
authority ('!). The bank has breached a number of pruden-
tial requirements. Whilst some of the breaches were reme-
died following the recapitalisation by the State, some will
still need to be remedied in the restructuring phase,
notably, with regard to the foreign currency open posi-
tions limits, the liquidity ratio and the mandatory reserve
requirements. Due to non-compliance with mandatory
reserve requirement, the bank suffers penalty fines which
will substantially impact the current year’s result.

It has to be noted that the bank had relatively high opera-
tional costs. Parex’ management historically focused on
business expansion and to this end expanded the bank’s
cost base substantially. This is illustrated by its cost-
income ratio when compared to the sector (65 % vs. sector
average of 43 % in 2007). Furthermore, high operational
costs also resulted from excessive allowances to share-
holder managers.

2.3. The emergency aid measures

The previously approved rescue aid measures for Parex are
the following:

(@ on 11 November 2008 the State Treasury deposited
LVL 200 million with Parex in order to ensure suffi-
cient liquidity. Thereafter, the overall maximum
amount of the liquidity facility was increased to
LVL 1,5 billion. As a result, the bank was provided
with funds to acquire government debt securities, i.e.
liquid collateral to use in operations with the central
bank, which it did not have at the time. The remu-
neration and the initially set amount were revised in
the second Parex decision. In March 2009 the total
amount of the short-term liquidity support reached
LVL 873 million;

(") The figures are based on management, ie. prior to audited,

accounts for 2008.
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(b) subordinated loans up to LVL 200 million to address
capital needs (the measure was not carried out until
the third Parex decision, which restated the recapitali-
sation measure, see also point (d) below);
(c) guarantees covering two existing syndicated loans in Retai Canoats Private Capital e
the amount of EUR 775 million and new loans issued Ll e
to refinance one of the above-mentioned syndicated
loans in the amount of EUR 275 million;
(d) a recapitalisation measure, allowing Parex to reach and [ Estona |

(14)

(15)

(13

maintain a Capital Adequacy Ratio (CAR) of 11 %
during the rescue phase consisting of a capital injec-
tion by the State through a purchase of newly issued
ordinary shares and granting of a subordinated
loan (12).

2.4. Restructuring plan
2.4.1. Business strategy

The submitted restructuring plan covers a period from
2009 to 2013. It foresees the implementation of a new
strategy with the bank aiming to become a leading pan-
Baltic bank. Its operations will be organised in the three
main business segments: corporate, retail and private
capital management, deemed to be the future core
segments of Parex.

The bank defines the three Baltic markets as its domestic
market places and plans to take advantage of their simila-
rities, in spite of limited market presence to date, in parti-
cular in Estonia, where it only held a 0,5 % share in terms
of total assets. In the Baltic market, Parex aims to be the
nearest, most easily accessible, local bank, focusing on the
retail business with private and corporate clients, especially
targeting the SME sector. The bank will use its existing
branch network to implement its strategy of localness.
Attractive rates and [...] marketing strategy (**) shall
support the growth path of Parex.

The bank’s future core business activities are shown in the
figure below.

(?) The amounts estimated at the time: LVL 140,75 million in the form

of ordinary shares, qualifying as Tier 1 capital, and LVL 50,27
million in the form of subordinated term debt, qualifying as Tier
2 capital. If further capital injections are necessary to preserve CAR
of 11 % during the rescue phase due to the currently unexpected
further provisioning, the same proportion between both capital
forms maximising the amount of Tier 2 capital in respect of Tier
1 will have to be preserved.

As regards the private capital management segment, the bank is
clearly positioning itself against [...] competitors ([...]), which are
said to be its closest competitors for non-resident clients. These
banks seem to have been benefitting from some clients that fled
Parex and Parex, according to the notified plan, aims to quickly
regain its previous position as the preferred Baltic financial institu-
tion for CIS-based clients. As regards lending more generally, Parex
aims at “cherry-picking of assets in an environment of restrictive
lending by competitors” throughout the period of economic
downturn, [...] (see p. 35 of the notified restructuring plan as of
11 May 2009).

(16)

(17)

(18)

(19)

("9

However, by letter of 7 July 2009 Latvia informed the
Commission of the planned change in Parex’ business
strategy that consists in focusing of Parex lending activities
to the strategic sectors of the Latvian economy, State and
government institutions as well as companies that would
be co-financed by the European structural funds. It is
envisaged that Latvia would issue State guarantees to the
bank, providing financing for implementation of the State
aid loan programmes.

Parex considers all other international activities, such as its
Western European operations, the private capital manage-
ment in CIS and the leasing subsidiaries in CIS as non-core
activities. Parex is currently in the process of identifying
assets that can be segregated as non-core or legacy and
eventually run-off ('4) or sold (see section 2.4.6. below).
Given the current market environment, wherein the bank
does not see possibilities for imminent sale of assets, the
restructuring plan foresees sustaining the value of these
operations in order for them to be spun off at a later,
yet unspecified, date. Before that, these international acti-
vities are stated to be necessary for a successful restructu-
ring of the bank mainly due to the funding gap resulting
from the run on the bank.

In this regard, the Latvian authorities consider that in the
near term the bank could not dispose of any deposit
taking operation. Notably, some of the current exposure
to Russia and other CIS lending markets should be reta-
ined for loan portfolio diversification reasons. The bank
also seeks opportunities to attract retail funding from the
Western European subsidiaries by offering competitive
interest rates. As regards CIS clients’ retail deposits, they
are regarded as vital for the bank in the short to medium
term to achieve the funding targets of the restructuring
plan. In the long run, however, the bank will implement
a new business model as regards CIS clients based on
targeting higher value-added customers to whom products
and services with a higher profit margin can be sold.
Moreover, new loans to CIS based customers [...].

To focus on its new core business, Parex plans to retain its
current footprint in the loans market but to restrict its
new lending to its core client segments. Loan books to
the sectors or geographies where the bank is over-exposed

A significant part of the loans is expected to be run-off based on

their maturities.
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are planned to be decreased, notably in the real estate and
construction sectors and CIS (according to the latest
submission, it is planned to reduce CIS loans and leasing
portfolio by LVL [between 150 and 250] million and LVL
[between 100 and 200] million respectively by 2013).
However pursuant to the notified restructuring plan,
under the base scenario, the bank is planning to achieve
a larger net volume of loans both in total and in each of
the three above-mentioned segments by 2013. The balance
sheet would contract slightly only due to a decrease in the
securities’ portfolio. Under a negative scenario, the bank
would slightly contract its retail and corporate loans’ port-
folio by 2013. Moreover, maintaining and improving the
liquidity and reducing the bank’s over-reliance on short
term funding, as well as a reduction of operating costs
and an improvement of risk management are said to be
a top priority for the bank during the restructuring phase.
To regain the lost deposit base the bank envisages
pursuing [...] pricing strategy, especially in relation to
the top corporate clients who are a substantial source of
the bank’s funds. Under the base scenario Parex plans to
achieve in 2013 a larger deposits volume than in the pre-
crisis year of 2007.

Nonetheless, the future private capital management activity
will have no geographical focus, even if in the long term
the Latvian home market is regarded as priority area. The
restructuring strategy of this business segment foresees the
broadening of the existing product range to increase the
fee generation [...]. Initially, Parex will offer its Private
Capital Management services for [...] low prices [...] (**).

Another corner stone of the restructuring process is [...]
and notably to achieve the goals that are set by the retail
segment. [...] aim to keep existing customers and to
attract new customers to widen the bank’s deposit base.
The bank thus intends to signal to the market
a fundamental change of Parex. Nevertheless, in this regard
no clear decision seems to have been taken yet and the
work seems only to be starting.

Finally, the bank’s operational processes are to be evalu-
ated and optimized to utilise possible synergies.

2.4.2. Restructuring aid measures

Taking into account the risk of negative developments, the
Latvian authorities consider that liquidity support up to
LVL 1,5 billion may need to be provided to the bank.
Under the base scenario, the expected outstanding amount
at the end of the forecast period in 2013 is planned at
LVL 305 million. On the basis of the provided information
it is not clear when this support would be entirely repaid.
In the negative scenario, it is assumed that the repayment of
the funding could be delayed or the bank would require

("*) “Initial pricing of Private Capital Management products will be [...]

low aiming to [...]." (see paragraph 3 on p. 44 of the notified
restructuring plan as of 11 May 2009).

=

~

additional funding. Nonetheless, the Latvian authorities
envisage that under the negative scenario the State liquidity
measures would amount to a smaller amount of LVL 217
million in YE 2013. In the alternative, i.e. optimistic scenario
(hereinafter “optimistic”), the liquidity support will end in
2012.

The Latvian authorities plan to roll over the liquidity
support in the form of short-term deposits which have
been provided in the rescue phase (indicatively, the matu-
rity will be in the range of three months to one year). In
order to reflect normal market conditions and the bank’s
risk profile, the Latvian authorities intend to adjust the
remuneration mechanism for renewed deposits. In this
regard, the Latvian authorities use as a benchmark the
interest rate obtained under the renegotiated syndicated
loan agreements, which are State guaranteed. The interest
rate is a sum of a short-term floating base rate (currently 1
month EURIBOR) and 3 % fixed spread.

The interest rate for liquidity measures in EUR will be set,
by analogy to the abovementioned interest rate, as the
sum of the following components: (i) short term floating
base rate EURIBOR (19); (i) 3 % fixed spread; (iii) 44,8 bps
(the same as for A-rated fundamentally sound banks) and
(iv) 50 bps add-on fee. As a result, the remuneration as set
in the rescue phase increases by around 180 bps, since the
previous element of remuneration representing credit
spread for Latvia over EUR mid-swaps, then at 120 bps,
is replaced by the above-mentioned fixed spread of 3 %.
However, if the fixed spread of 3 % is eventually lower
than the credit risk spread over benchmark EURIBOR/
mid-swap rate for further public borrowings, the fixed
spread will be accordingly adjusted upward to the higher
credit risk spread in order to reflect the Latvian govern-
ment’s actual funding costs. In any case, the interest rate
for deposits will not fall below the interest rate applied for
the last received tranche of the loan to Latvia under the
Economic Stabilisation and Growth Programme.

The interest rate for liquidity measures in LVL will remain
unchanged as set in the rescue phase. It amounts to the
sum of: (i) an annual yield of the most recently issued
domestic T-bills; (i) 44.8 bps; and (iii) 50 bps add-on fee.

All State liquidity measures in Parex are guaranteed by
good quality loans, i.e. standard loans paid back without
any delay as well as supervised loans repayment of which
can be delayed in principle no more than 30 days (90
days, if the secondary source of loan repayment is reliable).
The proportion between a pledge and deposits should not
be less than [...] (V). In case of some impairment, amend-
ments in the pledge agreement are to be made.

() The EURIBOR maturity used for establishing the interest rate is

aligned to the maturity of the State short-term liquidity measures,
which are rolled over in the medium-term.

(") E.g., as on 1 July 2009 the total amount of liquidity measures of

LVL 646,3 million were secured by the pledged assets amounting to
LVL [...] million.
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(28) As regards State guarantees, in both the base and the negative scenario they are envisaged to be
terminated by YE 2011. Based on the base scenario of the notified restructuring plan, the bank
may, however, require additional State guarantees in respect of the outstanding Eurobonds, amounting
to LVL 89 million. Moreover, in the optimistic scenario, the restructuring plan envisages more signifi-
cant State guarantees to be provided in respect of funding to be obtained from international financial
institutions including, amongst others, the European Investment Bank. In this scenario it is planned
that the State guarantees would remain beyond the end of the forecast period and at YE 2013 the State
guarantees would amount to LVL 200 million.

(29) The remuneration for new or renewed guarantees has not been specified explicitly. As for existing

guarantees, no adjustment of the pricing methodology applied under the rescue phase is foreseen ('8).

Table 1

State liquidity measures and guaranteed loans (the balances at the year end)

LVL’000 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013

Base Scenario

State liquidity measures 600 814 575 814 525 814 472 475 305121

State guaranteed loans 470 271 252 402 — — —

Negative Scenario

State liquidity measures 625 814 625 814 625 814 489 334 216 702

State guaranteed loans 381271 163 402 — — —

Optimistic Scenario

State liquidity measures 600 814 575 814 384 439 203 397 —

State guaranteed loans 381 271 263 402 200 000 200 000 200 000

(30) As regards additional recapitalisation measures, the restructuring plan envisages that by the end of
2009 Parex will receive additional LVL 24 million of share capital. According to the negative scenario,
the bank may need additional share capital in the amount of up to LVL 25 million to ensure a Capital
Adequacy Ratio (CAR) of 9 % for the bank and additional LVL 32 million to ensure a CAR of 11 %.
This is, however, not in line with the stress testing exercise of the supervisory authority, as orally
presented in the meeting with the Latvian authorities of 15 June 2009, which shows higher capital
needs (19).

(31) Furthermore, the restructuring plan assumes that Parex will receive also additional LVL 12 million in
subordinated loans (*°). To date the remuneration for the additional capital has not been specified.

('8) The restructuring plan refers to the guarantee scheme for banks in Latvia approved by Commission Decision of
22 December 2008 in State aid case N 638/08 (O] C 46, 25.2.2009), the prolongation of which until 31 December
2009 was subsequently approved by Commission Decision of 30 June 2009 in State aid case N 326/09 — not yet
published. However, the scheme excludes the possibility of guarantees being granted to Parex.

(") Under the restructuring plan the overall amount of the capital to be injected into Parex is not clear. The restructuring
plan (part 2) suggests that in the negative scenario Parex will receive LVL 49 million (LVL 24 million plus LVL 25
million) in total. The descriptive part of the financial projections for the base scenario indicates that Parex will be
provided with LVL 42 million of the share capital. The summary of the financial projections states that depending on
the scenario, additional share capital in the range of LVL 27-57 million could be necessary. However, the tables on
solvency included in the financial projections show that the expected capital injection would sum up only to around
LVL 24 million.

(2%) The descriptive part of the financial projections for the base scenario indicates that Parex will be provided with
LVL 17 million of subordinated loans.
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2.4.3. Financial projections

The financial projections comprise bottom-up forecasts of
business volumes by customer segments (the latest submis-
sion refers to volumes for the following business segments:
retail banking, corporate banking and private capital
management, split according to geographical segments,
currencies, standard vs. credit card loans). The Latvian
authorities state that business managers of respective
units have forecasted loans and deposits in these segments
under three different scenarios based on the bank’s strategy
of restoring lost market share (2!).

On the basis of the information provided by Latvia, the
base scenario relies on the following assumption:

— increase to a pre-crisis level of the current base of
customer deposits by [...] (implying a compound
annual growth rate (CAGR) of [between 11 and
17] %),

— net loans and receivables’ growth at CAGR of [between
2 and 5] %,

— running-off the securities portfolio from (between
800 000 and 1000 000) at YE 2008 to (between
170 000 and 220 000) by YE 2013,

— sale of assets is not included, except for the disposal of
several corporate loans in 2009 (amounting to in total
LVL (between 40 and 50) million),

— net interest income volume growth at CAGR of
[between 20 and 30] %,

— limited growth in funding from other financial institu-
tions up to LVL (between 40 and 70) million until
2013,

— syndicated loans and Eurobond repaid on their matu-
rity by year end 2011 and 2011 respectively.

(34) As provided by Latvia, the negative scenario and the opti-

(35

Table 2

~

mistic scenario rely on the following assumptions as
compared to the base case:

The negative case

— provisioning level is increased by 30 % vs. current
level,

— deposit growth is reduced by 30 % if compared to
a growth level in the base case,

— [between — 1 and 2] % loan growth post 2009 (except
for corporate CIS loan portfolio which is reduced in
line with base case (2)),

— Eurobond repaid by year end [...].
The optimistic scenario

— raising LVL [between 170 and 220] million financing
from international financial organizations (with a State
guarantee though, see above),

— increase in inter-bank balances to LVL [between 50
and 90] million (in line with [...] levels),

— net loans at YE [...] and YE [...] are comparable.

According to the base scenario and negative scenario the
main indicators of Parex will develop as shown in the table
below.

Financial Projections

LVL'000 Base case
2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
Total Balance sheet 3418039 [2 600 000- [2 600 000- [2 000 000- [2 000 000- [2 100 000-
3100 000] 2 900 000] 2 800 000] 2 800 000] 3 000 000]
Net loans and receivables 1680051 [1 400 000- [1 200 000- [1 000 000- [1 100 000- [1 200 000-
1700 000] 1500 000] 1 600 000] 1700 000] 1 800 000]
Net profit/loss (124 008) [loss] [loss] [profit] [profit] [profit]
Net interest margin 2,6 % [0,9-1,4] % [0,2-1,4] % [0,5-2,7] % [2,0-3,3] % [3,0-3,9] %

()

The provided financial projections are unconsolidated and in prin-

ciple do not include the Parex’ Group.

(??) The plan does not provide explanation on the means by which the

CIS loan portfolio is decreasing as information provided is not
detailed enough (see the assessment part)).
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LVL'000 Base case
2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
Return on average equity nm nm nm [...] % [> 15] % [> 20] %
(ROAE)
Costfincome ratio 85,7 % [80,0-85,0] % | [70,0-78,0] % [50,0-57,0] % [43,0-51,0] % [37,0-45,0] %
Loans growth rate (3,4 %) [negative] [negative] [- 6,0-5,0] % [>1] % [>5] %
Customer deposits growth | (36,2 %) [negative] % [>10] % [>9] % [> 10] % [>10] %
rate
CAR (1) 410% [>= 8] % [> 9] % [> 11] % [> 12] % [>11] %
(1) The ratio provided is on a standalone basis.
LVL'000 Negative case
2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013

Total Balance sheet 3418039 [2 600 000- [2 350 000- [2 000 000- [2 000 000- [2 100 000-

2 800 000] 2 700 000] 2 500 000] 2 500 000] 2500 000]
Net loans and receivables | 1680 051 [1 300 000- [1 200 000- [1 300 000- [1 200 000- [1 100 000-

1700 000] 1 600 000] 1 600 000] 1 500 000] 1500 000]
Net profit/loss (124 008) [loss] [loss] [...] [profit] [profit]
Net interest margin 2,6 % [1-1,4] % [0,1-1,2] % [0,2-2,5] % [1,8-3] % [2,5-3,71 %
Return on average equity nm nm nm [...] % [> 10] % [> 20] %
(ROAE)
Cost/income ratio 85,7 % [82,8-94] % [79-99] % [59-78] % [47,1-57,3] % [40-50] %
Loans growth rate (3,4%) [..]% [..1% [...]% [...] % [...]%
Customer deposits (36,2 %) [<-4] % [> 6] % [> 8] % [> 10] % [> 8] %
growth rate
CAR 410 % [> 8] % [..]% [> 9] % [> 10] % [> 15] %

(37)

*)

The restructuring plan does not include a stress test carried
out by the supervisory authority, which would reflect, in
particular, all exposures, macroeconomic risks, the exit of
the State aid and other market risks for the whole length
of the restructuring period (»3).

Parex’ business strategy is not based upon market studies
developed by an independent expert. According to Latvia,
in the current economic circumstances, it is highly unlikely
that any reliable institution will publish forecasts for more
than the next two years. The same stands for the more
detailed projections related to the banking sector. Since
Parex’ operations in other countries are not significant
and are irrelevant in terms of market shares, Latvia states
that it is unreasonable to commission external studies.

In this context, it should be noted that the Latvian State is subject

to a balance of payment financial assistance facility which is condi-
tional on the implementation of a strict programme of economic
and budgetary adjustment (see Commission press release IP/09/323
of 25 February 2009).

=

Instead, the Latvian authorities intend, in cooperation
with an investment bank (acting as Parex’ consultant) to
build a reasonable set of independent projections and,
using Parex’ historic data on market shares, develop future
market shares forecasts.

2.4.4. Exit strategy

In April 2009, the Latvian authorities signed an agreement
to sell 25 % plus one share of the bank’s equity to the
EBRD. The EBRD intends to be a long-term investor and
participate in the development of the Bank and ultimately
return it to the private sector. Based on the information
provided, the deal has not yet been completed (24).

(**) Subject to the conclusion of legal documentation, the EBRD

package would include the acquisition of 25 percent plus 1 of
ordinary shares of Parex Bank for LVL 59,5 million (EUR 84,2
million) and a subordinated loan of EUR 22 million qualifying as
Tier 2 capital. Following its capital injection the EBRD will be
represented at Parex Bank’s supervisory board with a nominee
director.
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(39) In the context of the third Parex decision, the Latvian

authorities stated that it is their intention that the State
would sell Parex’ shares as soon as possible once the exit
price is reasonable and achievable, but not later than after
a period of three years since the first rescue measures were
provided to Parex. To this end, an investment bank has
been entrusted to support this process. The Latvian autho-
rities and the investment bank declare that they will use
best efforts to run an efficient process that should allow
the closing of the transaction by the end of 2009. The
investment bank will contact a wide list of potential inves-
tors. This will include Western European banks who have
a presence in Eastern Europe, Eastern European banks
looking to expand in the region, the larger Russian
banks as well as private equity investors who are targeting
financial services. Ahead of the process the investment
bank will remain open to receiving pro-active approaches
and determine jointly with the Latvian authorities whether
to consider initiating any bilateral discussions before
September. However, in its latest submission of 7 July
2009, Latvia expressed certain doubts as for the possibility
of Parex’ quick privatisation related, among others, to
Latvia’s and the world economic situation and short
term challenges such as potential deposit outflows [...]
and closing of the EBRD’s investment.

2.4.5. Burden sharing

The restructuring plan does not identify restructuring costs
and does not explain in detail how these costs are to be
covered. It assumes the EBRD’s capital investment in Parex
and ultimately also its return to the private sector. The
potential private buyer will supposedly replace the granted
State aid with its own funds. However, according to the
Latvian authorities, it cannot be excluded that some State
aid measures will be retained even after the privatisation.

2.4.6. Measures to limit the distortions of competition

As mentioned above, Parex is currently in the process of
identifying assets that can be segregated as non-core or
legacy and eventually run-off or sold. According to the
latest submission of the Latvian authorities of 7 July
2009, the legacy and non-core assets initially intended
for the run-off or sale amount to LVL [between 650 and
950] million. According to the Latvian authorities,
however, the restructuring plan does not provide any
reserves for spin-offs that decrease capital, therefore any
spin-off under that plan should be done in a “capital-
neutral” manner. None of the buyers approached to date
were willing to continue negotiating based on the terms
offered by the bank and expressed the need for [...], which
was considered not feasible by the bank taking into
account its capital position. Among the assets Parex
plans to include are c. LVL [between 150 and 250] million
of CIS loans in addition to the complete CIS leasing port-
folio (LVL [between 100 and 200] million) and
a significant proportion of the securities portfolio (LVL
[between 90 and 400] million). LVL [between 650 and
900] million represents ~ [...] % of Parex’ assets as of
March 2009. The timeline for this disposal was not speci-
fied by the Latvian authorities to date.

In addition, it has to be noted that the notified restructu-
ring plan submitted by the Latvian authorities provides

=

=

~

(46)

=

that the business synergies between private capital mana-
gement and other divisions are [...]. Therefore, according
to the Latvian authorities, the spin-off of the private capital
management division could be potentially envisaged. The
Latvian authorities also noted that this business segment
does not constitute part of the future activities of Parex as
envisaged by the EBRD.

As for the behavioural constraints Latvia undertakes that
Parex will not invoke State support as a source of compe-
titive advantage when marketing its financial offer.

Latvia also indicates in the latest submission of 7 July
2009 that Parex will not be an overall price leader in its
core markets. Latvia submits that this does not exclude the
bank providing attractive terms to its customers for
a limited period of time and for specific products incre-
asing overall profitability of the specific client or client
group. This statement, however, would seem to be in
contradiction to the basic assumption of Parex’s restructu-
ring plan and its current operation (*°).

Regarding an adequate remuneration, the Latvian authori-
ties propose the adjusted methodology for pricing the
liquidity support. However, the Latvian position on the
remuneration of other State measures envisaged in the
restructuring plan is not clear (see section 2.4.2 above).

3. ASSESSMENT OF THE AID
3.1. Existence of aid

As stated in Article 87(1) EC, any aid granted by
a Member State or through State resources in any form
whatsoever which distorts or threatens to distort compe-
tition by favouring certain undertakings or the production
of certain goods shall, in so far as it affects trade between
Member States, be incompatible with the common market,
save as otherwise provided in the Treaty.

The Commission notes that Parex is involved in cross-
border and international activities, so that any advantage
from State resources would affect competition in the
banking sector and have an impact on intra-Community
trade.

In line with the assessment of the rescue measures granted
to Parex (see decision of 24 November 2008 (2°)), which
are to be maintained during the restructuring phase, the
Commission agrees with the position of Latvia that the
State measures provided and to be provided to Parex in

(*%) The currently offered interest rates by Parex seem to be much

higher than those of its main competitors in all three Baltic States
for most of the maturities and currencies.

(*%) As amended by the second Parex decision and the third Parex

decision).
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(51

(52)

N

the context of its restructuring in the form of State
guarantee, liquidity measures and capital injection consti-
tute State aid pursuant to Article 87(1) EC.

3.2. Compatibility of aid

As regards the consideration of the Latvian authorities that
all additional State guarantees for Parex will be provided
under the State guarantee scheme approved by the
Commission on 22 December 2008 (%), the Commission
considers that this is not covered by the approved Latvian
guarantee scheme. The Latvian guarantee scheme applies
to emergency aid measures. However, further State guaran-
tees as well as the maintenance of the State guarantees
granted in the rescue phase are beyond the initial 6
months’ rescue period, which ended with the submission
of the restructuring plan for Parex by the Latvian autho-
rities on 11 May 2009. Thus, these measures do not
constitute an emergency measure but a measure that is
part of the restructuring. The State guarantees therefore
have to be assessed as ad hoc aid in the context of the
present restructuring.

3.2.1. Application of Article 87(3)(b) EC

Latvia claims that the aid should be assessed on the basis
of Article (87)(3)(b) EC. Latvia considers that Parex is
a bank with systemic relevance since it is the second
largest bank in Latvia in terms of assets. In addition, the
Latvian authorities underline that Parex is the main bank
involved in non-resident deposit business, which is of
significant importance for the Latvian economy (40 % of
total deposits are non-domestic, mostly from CIS). The
support measures were necessary in order to remedy
a serious disturbance of the Latvian economy.

Article 87(3)(b) EC enables the Commission to declare aid
compatible with the Common market, if it is aimed at
remedying “a serious disturbance in the economy of
a Member State”. The Commission recalls that the Court
of First Instance has stressed that Article 87(3)(b) EC needs
to be applied restrictively and must tackle a disturbance in
the entire economy of a Member State (25).

On 13 October 2008 the Commission adopted
a Communication on the application of State aid rules
to measures taken in relation to financial institutions in

See reference in footnote 18.

()
(*9)

Cf. See, in principle, Joined Cases T-132/96 and T-143/96 Freistaat
Sachsen and Volkswagen AG Commission [1999] ECR 1I-3663, para-
graph 167. Followed in Commission Decision in Case C 47/96,
Crédit Lyonnais, point 10.1 (OJ L 221, 8.8.1998, p. 28), Commission
Decision in Case C 28/02 Bankgesellschaft Berlin, points 153 et seq.,
(O] L 116, 4.5.2005, p. 1), and Commission Decision in Case
C 50/06 BAWAG, not yet published, point 166. See Commission
Decision of 5 December 2007 in Case NN 70/07, Northern Rock (O]
C 43, 16.2.2008, p. 1), Commission Decision of 30 April 2008 in
Case NN 25/08, Rescue aid to WestLB (O] C 189, 26.7.2008, p. 3),
Commission Decision of 4 June 2008 in Case C 9/08 SachsenLB,
not yet published.

(53)

)

(31

N

the context of the current global financial crisis (‘Banking
Communication”) (*%). In the Banking Communication the
Commission acknowledges that, in light of the severity of
the current crisis in the financial markets and of its
possible impact on the overall economy of Member States,
Article 87(3)(b) EC is, in the present circumstances,
available as a legal basis for aid measures undertaken to
address this systemic crisis.

In addition, in its decisions approving the Latvian
guarantee scheme and the rescue aid in favour of Parex
the Commission considered that Article 87(3)(b) applies.

The Commission assumes therefore, due to the systemic
relevance of Parex, that not granting State aid to Parex
would have led to a serious disturbance in the Latvian
economy. On the basis of the above, the Commission
concludes that Article 87(3)(b) EC can be applied in the
case at stake and that the notified aid measures should be
assessed on this basis.

3.2.2. Compatibility under Article 87(3)(b) EC

As the Commission has set out in the three Communica-
tions adopted in the context of the current financial
crisis (%), aid measures granted to banks in the context
of the ongoing financial crisis should be assessed in line
with the principles of the rescue and restructuring aid
Guidelines, while taking into consideration the particular
features of the systemic crisis in the financial markets (*!).
That means that the principles of the rescue and restruc-
turing aid Guidelines may have to be adapted when
applied to the restructuring of Parex in the present crisis,
which is assessed on the basis of Article 87(3)(b) EC.
Within this context attention should be given to the
rules set out in the rescue and restructuring aid Guidelines
for own contribution. Given the fact that the external
financing for Parex has dried up and that the 50 % requi-
rement set in rescue and restructuring aid Guidelines
appears unfeasible in the current economic setting, the
Commission accepts that during the crisis in the financial
markets it may not be appropriate to request that the own
contribution represents a predefined proportion of the

(?) 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”, adopted on 13 October 2008
(O] C 270, 25.10.2008, p. 8).

Communication from the Commission — Application of the State
aid rules to measures taken in relation to financial institutions in
the context of the current global financial crisis, points 10, 32, 42
(O] C 270, 25.10.2008, p. 8); Communication from the Commis-
sion — Recapitalisation of financial institutions in the current
financial crisis: limitation of aid to the minimum necessary and
safeguards against undue distortions of competition, point 44 (O]
C 10, 15.1.2009, p. 2). Communication from the Commission on
the Treatment of Impaired Assets in the Community banking
sector, point 17 and 58 et seq. (O] C 72, 26.3.2009, p. 1).

See explicitly the Banking Communication — Application of the
State aid rules to measures taken in relation to financial institutions
in the context of the current global financial crisis, point 42 (O]
C 270, 25.10.2008, p. 8).
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costs of restructuring. Furthermore, the design and imple-
mentation of measures to limit distortion of competition
may also need to be reconsidered in so far as Parex may
need more time for their implementation due to the
current market circumstances.

As the Commission has indicated in previous guidance, the
depth of restructuring required to return to viability is
likely to be in direct proportion, on the one hand, to
the scope and volume of the aid provided to Parex and,
on the other, to the fragility of its business model (2.

3.2.3. Restoration of long-term viability

The restructuring plan must provide a credible basis on
which it can be expected that the viability of the company
will be restored within a reasonable time span. In other
words, it must enable the bank to “stand on its own feet”,
without continued State support. At this stage the
Commission is unable to conclude that it is likely that
this will be ascertained.

More specifically, the Commission’s doubts on the resto-
ration of viability are based on the following elements.

First, the Commission invites the Latvian authorities to
clarify how and when the bank would re-establish compli-
ance with relevant regulatory requirements (see paragraph
(10) above).

Second, the Commission considers that the restructuring
plan needs to address more thoroughly the risk factors
identified in the [...] report drawn up by the external
consultant (see paragraph (9) above). The notified restruc-
turing plan does not seem to clarify how these issues will
be addressed during the restructuring phase. Hence, the
Commission invites the Latvian authorities to comprehen-
sively address all the above-mentioned risk factors.
Notably, with respect to non-OECD loans, large loans
and real estate related loans, the Commission would like
to obtain from the Latvian authorities further information
on performance of these sub-segments of loans to date as
well as their forecasted net growth, repayment and provi-
sioning levels during the restructuring period. At this stage,
the Commission agrees with the external consultant’s
considerations that the Probability of default (PD) and
Loss-given-default (LGD) ratios should not be more opti-
mistic than the respective average ratios in the banking
sector in Central and Eastern Europe.

See paragraph 44 of the Communication from the Commission —

Recapitalisation of financial institutions in the current financial
crisis: limitation of aid to the minimum necessary and safeguards
against undue distortions of competition.

(61) Third, the Commission has doubts on how the bank will

(64

-

=

=

manage the lifting of deposit withdrawal restrictions. It
observes that the previously estimated end date for such
restrictions seems to be postponed and invites the Latvian
authorities to provide a strategy in this regard.

Fourth, the notified restructuring plan does not have
a clear focus and in the base scenario seems to be built
on an expanding business strategy for all lending segments
with the exception of [...] as illustrated by the financial
projections with regard to the net loans and receivables
over the restructuring period. At this stage the Commis-
sion observes that the restructuring plan does not provide
for abandoning or significant reduction of all more risky
activities, such as lending to high net worth individuals in
CIS countries, either. Due to the lack of detailed projec-
tions, the Commission cannot assess at this stage whether
the exposure to the mortgage lending business or lending
to other sectors currently experiencing particular difficul-
ties will be decreased during the restructuring exercise (see
paragraphs (66) et seq. below). For instance, the bottom-
up financial projections provided as on 7 July 2009 show
a growth in lending to CIS clients in the private capital
management segment in spite of the general indication in
the restructuring plan that [...]. Furthermore, the Commis-
sion doubts that the liquidity constraints are duly reflected
in the bank’s restructuring strategy with regard to new
lending. Notably, given the fact that the restructuring
plan aims to restore the previous size of the gross loan
portfolio, Parex needs significant funds, which could only
be achieved through a slower reduction of the State
funding andfor by assuming a rapid restoration of lost
deposit volumes. As a result, the Commission at this
stage considers that a smaller scale and more focused
bank might provide a less costly andfor less distortive
alternative solution whilst preserving financial stability.

To address funding concerns, the deposits volumes are
forecasted to increase for all sub-segments. In particular,
a twofold increase is envisaged for the largest private
capital management deposits sub-segment by YE 2013
as compared to YE 2009. The Commission doubts
whether this is realistic and whether this can be achieved
only through “service and innovation”. Furthermore, the
Commission observes that the bank seems to expand all
deposit raising activities, including through its Western
European subsidiaries. At this stage, the Commission
doubts whether this is cost efficient. Therefore, the plan
seems to be depending on rather optimistic assumptions
as to future operating conditions. As a consequence, the
Commission invites the Latvian authorities to reconsider
the restructuring plan for the bank in this regard and to
justify all substantial increases of assets and funding cate-
gories.

In relation to the above, the Commission has doubts on
the assumptions on the bank’s penetration in different
market segments and would seek further information on
this aspect.
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(66)

(68)

assets and liabilities to date, the Commission doubts
whether the reliance on deposits alone can provide for
a sustainable long-term solution for the bank. It seems
that the bank would also need more long-term and stable
means of financing. In this context, the Commission consi-
ders that the restructured bank should be able to compete
in the marketplace for capital andfor long-term debt
funding on its own merits.

Finally, the financial projections comprise bottom-up fore-
casts of business volumes by customer segments. Due to
the use of such approach, it is unclear to the Commission
what underlying assumptions were used with regard to
gross and net new lending, provisioning levels, and macro-
economic assumptions, notably with regard to real estate
market developments. The separation between previously
dominating large loans and currently targeted SME loans is
not visible either. The impact of the interest rate margin
on net income and the assumptions related to the increase
of commission income are not comprehensible either. In
other words, the Commission does not see the link
between the assumptions provided in the notified plan
and the resulting financial forecasts for the whole bank
during the restructuring period. Furthermore, some of
the assumptions, i.e. concerning the interest rates on diffe-
rent loans and deposits, provide for swings over the
restructuring period, which are not explained in the plan.

In the light of the above, the Commission is not able at
this stage to ascertain how the increases in different
segments of loans and income may be explained. Notably,
the Commission has not been made aware of how the
significant exposure to the real estate sector in the context
of the ongoing economic crisis, the projected low price
strategy and relatively expensive funding costs would
impact the financial projections of the bank. In this
respect, the Commission notes that a high price strategy
in funding is likely to have a negative effect on the bank’s
margin and has doubts whether this has been duly
reflected in the bank’s restructuring strategy.

In addition, the Commission has not been provided with
the results of the stress testing by the Regulator. The
Commission has not been provided with the full list of
assumptions underlying the base case, the negative case
and the optimistic case either (notably, macroeconomic
assumptions on projected development of the real estate
sector, loss provisions by subcategory of loans, other
factors explaining substantial increases in fee income or
substantial decreases in expenses). In this regard, in view
of the severe nature of the present economic crisis in
Latvia with a contraction of the economy of 4,6 % in
2008 and a predicted contraction of 15 % in 2009 (*3),
the Commission needs to underline the importance of
adequate stress testing. The Commission’s assessment will
take into account the uncertainties of the underlying

(**) The forecasted GDP is taken as from the notified restructuring plan

(p. 24).

(69)

(72)

¢4

)

ment in general, including the real estate sector. The
Commission invites the Latvian authorities to clarify why
the negative case provides for less State aid than the base
case (see table 1 above which shows that: (a) for the whole
period, the amount of State guaranteed loans is less in the
negative scenario than in the base one; and (b) for 2013,
the amount of State liquidity measures is lower in the
negative scenario than in the base one).

As regards the portfolio of securities, which is envisaged to
decrease substantially under all three scenarios, the
Commission observes that the majority were reclassified
to held-to-maturity (HTM). Therefore, it is not clear
whether securities are projected to mature or to be sold
and invites the Latvian authorities to provide information
on this issue.

At this stage, the Commission has therefore not been able
to assess in sufficient detail the restructuring plan and to
verify whether it was made on the basis of realistic
assumptions as to future operating conditions. The
Commission observes that even the partially revised and
more segregated financial projections submitted by the
Latvian authorities on 7 July 2009 are not detailed
enough. Therefore, the Commission invites the Latvian
authorities to submit the financial projections wherein all
the relevant and significant segments would be visible also
including deposits from institutional customers (municipa-
lities, public sector enterprises and State institutions).

3.2.4. Avoidance of undue distortions of competition

Measures to limit distortions of competition in banking
restructuring cases must be in proportion to the distortive
effects of the aid. In particular, the nature and form of
these measures need to reflect the amount of the aid and
the conditions and circumstances under which it was
granted and, second, the characteristics of the market or
markets on which the beneficiary bank will operate, inclu-
ding the bank’s relative importance on these markets.

In this regard, the Commission observes that the bank was
the second largest bank in Latvia. In contrast to other
major banks (*¥) operating in the Baltic States, Parex is
not owned by larger banks of other Member States or
third countries. Parex continued the growth of the loan
portfolio when the liquidity crisis emerged (**). In the light
of the envisaged business expansion strategy, the Commis-
sion needs to investigate in more detail whether the imple-
mentation of the envisaged restructuring, as notified on
11 May 2009, may not lead to undue distortions of
competition. In particular, the Commission observes that

It has to be noted though that there are smaller players in the

market, which are also “domestic” (e.g. Rietumu banka and Aizkrau-
kles banka in Latvia, see p. 35 of the plan).
See paragraph (7).
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the plan seems to rely on an [...] pricing and marketing
policy (), e.g. Parex might use its competitive advantage
due to the secured refinancing by the State to the detri-
ment of competitors. Moreover, under the plan the bank
will receive significant amounts of aid and envisages
a rapid regaining of its lost market shares in different
market segments, whilst also entering a new market
segment of lending to [...].

The Commission doubts that sufficient measures are taken
to offset the negative effects of the aid. As regards the
envisaged spin-offs or divestitures, they seem, at least
partly, necessary for the restoration of viability. The
Commission has doubts whether these measures offset
specific market distortions. Furthermore, it is not clear
how the disposals will be achieved given the aim to
execute them only in a “capital friendly manner”. The
Commission preliminarily considers that it cannot be
excluded that at least for part of the disposable assets
the underlying economic value may prove to be below
book value and hence in the medium term perspective
the bank may need to provide some further discount in
order to be able to sell them. As regards the behavioural
commitments provided by the Latvian authorities, at this
stage the Commission considers them to be insufficient.
Indeed, they should be designed in a way as to prevent the
bank from using [...] pricing to regain lost market shares
which would unduly distort competition.

In view of the above, the Commission at this stage consi-
ders that the currently envisaged measures to limit distor-
tions of competition are insufficient. In particular, a non-
price leadership clause and possible growth limitations in
core market segments, the further shrinkage of the bank’s
lending activities and hence reduction of its currently envi-
saged funding needs through deposits might be needed to
mitigate competition distortions.

As regards the apparent reliance of Parex on operating
State aid schemes (as referred to in point 16) in its future
business, the Commission at this stage doubts whether the
direct entrustment of Parex does not include further aid
elements to the bank. Furthermore, the Commission recalls
that the bank’s viability should derive mainly from internal
measures as opposed to future reliance on the State. It
needs to be noted that it seems, at this stage, open
whether and how this task should be assigned to Parex
and how the remuneration for this potential assignment
should be fixed. At this stage, it is also unclear how the
separation between Parex’ purely commercial activities and
the State assigned ones, in terms of financial and organi-
zational structure, would be ensured. In this regard, the
Latvian authorities are invited to clarify to what extent the
bank would lend on the basis of a State guarantee in
relation to, inter alia, SME State aid schemes.

The Commission invites the interested parties to comment
on all the above issues and to indicate what other

Settlement cards electronic funds transfer point of sale (EFTPOS)

terminal [...] (see paragraphs 3 and 4 on p. 40 of the notified
restructuring plan as of 11 May 2009).

Initial pricing of Private Capital Management products will be [...]
low aiming to [...] (see paragraph 3 on p. 44 of the plan). In
addition, see also footnotes 13 and 15 above.

(77)

(79)

(80)

(81)

measures might be needed to prevent undue distortions
of competition caused by the aid at issue.

3.2.5. Aid limited to the minimum necessary/own contribution

The Commission does not yet have clear information on
the whole amount of own contribution. On this basis the
Commission has no indication that the own contribution
to the restructuring would be sufficient.

In the case at hand, the Commission doubts whether the
restructuring plan is focussed so as to provide the bank
with the minimum State aid necessary to enable it to
restore its long-term viability and to be able to compete
on its own merits in a medium term. In this context, the
Commission invites the Latvian authorities to specify in
detail the State measures envisaged for the bank’s restruc-
turing under all three scenarios. Notably the Latvian autho-
rities are requested to clarify the maximum amounts that
they intend to provide to Parex.

As regard the aid being limited to the minimum necessary,
little information has been submitted so far by the Latvian
authorities.

First, the Commission observes that under all three scena-
rios even by the “end” of the restructuring period, ie. by
YE 2013, the bank remains dependent on the State liqui-
dity facilities or State guarantees (see table 1 above). In this
regard, the Commission considers that the bank should be
able to obtain funding and to refinance its operations
without State support in the form of State guarantees or
loans in order to be considered viable on a standalone
basis. The Commission preliminarily considers that this
should be possible within a maximum period of 5 years.
To this end, the Commission observes that the negative
case, which assumes [between - 1 and 2] % loan growth
post 2009, provides for less State support as at YE 2013
than the base case. By analogy, the Commission prelimina-
rily considers that lower growth of the loan portfolio
could reduce the outstanding State aid amounts in the
form of liquidity measures.

Furthermore, the Commission needs to investigate to what
extent Parex’ funding needs could be reduced by a greater
focus on core activities and an overall further reduction of
the bank’s size. As regards the optimistic scenario, the
Commission observes that attracting funds from internati-
onal financial institutions would require additional State
guarantees. However, a viable business should be able to
finance itself in the medium term without any State
guarantees. The fact that it is not projected even in
a more optimistic scenario to attract funding from the
markets without State guarantee raises further doubts on
whether the envisaged restructuring plan is capable of
restoring the bank’s long-term viability. Therefore, the
Commission invites the Latvian authorities to reconsider
the minimum aid necessary to restore the viability of the
bank.
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(82) Second, the Commission doubts whether the currently
envisaged remuneration for the State measures liquidity
measures can be considered as sufficient even when taking
into account the collateral provided by the bank. Thus, at
this stage it cannot exclude that the remuneration may
need to be revised upward to adequately reflect the risk
profile of the bank. In addition, it invites the Latvian
authorities to clarify the remuneration of all aid measures
and to possibly envisage step up clauses that would incen-
tivise the bank to repay the aid as soon as possible.

—
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Third, the Commission recalls that a clear and timed exit
commitment by the Latvian State and its implementation
would be a strong signal for the belief of the market in the
long-term viability of Parex.

(84) Fourth, the Commission cannot exclude at this stage that
Parex may use the State aid to pursue [...] price stra-
tegy (*7) negatively reflecting on its margins. In the
Commission’s view this seems to indicate that the aid
might not be limited to the minimum necessary. The
Latvian authorities are thus invited to reconsider the
overall amounts of aid in connection with the revised
business strategy for the bank in light of viability concerns
and limiting the aid to the minimum. Third parties are also
invited to comment on the above issues.

3.3. Conclusion

(85) On the basis of the above the Commission comes to the
preliminary conclusion that the notified restructuring
measures consisting of the prolongation of State guaran-
tees, potential new State guarantees to ensure further
funding needs of the bank, liquidity measures and capital
injections constitute State aid. The Commission has at this

(®7) See footnotes 13, 15 and 36 above.

stage doubts that such aid can be found to be compatible
with the common market.

4. DECISION

In the light of the foregoing considerations, the Commission
has decided to initiate the procedure laid down in Article 88(2)
of the EC Treaty and requires Latvia to provide in addition to all
documents already received, information and data needed for
the assessment of the compatibility of the aid within one month
of the date of receipt of this letter.

In particular, the Commission would wish to receive comments
on the points on which it raised doubts.

Latvia is requested to forward a copy of this letter to the reci-
pient of the aid immediately.

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

The Commission warns Latvia 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 Supple-
ment 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 publica-
tion.”
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Predbézné ozndmeni o spojeni podniki
(Véc COMP/M.5591 — CEZB[JAVYS[JESS JV)
(Text s vyznamem pro EHP)

(2009/C 239/06)

1. Komise dne 29. zdff 2009 obdrzela ozndmeni o navrhovaném spojeni podle ¢lanku 4 a na zdklad¢
postoupeni podle ¢l. 4 odst. 5 nafizeni Rady (ES) ¢. 139/2004 (1), kterym podnik CEZ BOHUNICE a.s.
(,CEZB“, Ceskd republika) patfici do skupiny CEZ as. (,CEZ“, Ceskd republika) a podnik Jadrovd
a vyradovacia spolocnost, a. s. (,JAVYS®, Slovenskd republika) ziskdvaji ve smyslu ¢l. 3 odst. 1 pism. b)
nafzeni{ Rady ndkupem akcii v nové zalozené spolecnosti vytvarejici spole¢ny podnik kontrolu nad celym
podnikem Jadrova energetickd spolo¢nost Slovenska, a. s. (,JESS®, Slovenskd republika).

2. Pfedmétem podnikani pfislusnych podnikd je:
— podniku CEZ: vyroba, distribuce a prodej elektrické energie,
— podniku JAVYS: zpracovéni jaderného odpadu a vyfazovani jadernych zafizeni z provozu.

3. Spole¢ny podnik JESS bude novou jadernou elektrarnou ptisobici v oblasti vyroby a prodeje elektrické
energie ve Slovenské republice.

4. Komise po predbézném posouzeni zjistila, Ze by oznamovand transakce mohla spadat do pisobnosti
natizeni (ES) ¢. 139/2004. Kone¢né rozhodnuti v tomto ohledu vSak zistivad vyhrazeno.

5.  Komise vyzyvd zacastnéné tieti strany, aby ji predlozily své piipadné pfipominky k navrhované
transakci.

Pfipominky musi byt Komisi doruceny nejpozdéji do deseti dnt po zvefejnéni tohoto ozndmeni. Pfipo-
minky lze Komisi zaslat faxem (+32 22964301 nebo 22967244) ¢i postou s uvedenim disla jednaciho
COMP/M.5591 — CEZB[JAVYS/JESS JV na adresu Generalniho feditelstvi pro hospodaiskou soutéz Evropské
komise:

European Commission
Directorate-General for Competition
Merger Registry

1049 Bruxelles/Brussel
BELGIQUE/BELGIE

(1) Uf. vést. L 24, 29.1.2004, s. 1.
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OPRAVY

Oprava informaci tykajicich se Evropského hospoddfského prostoru
(Utedni véstnik Evropské unie C 138 ze dne 18. cervna 2009)
(2009/C 239/07)

Druhd strana obélky a pdtd strana textu, ndzev oddilu nad dokumenty 2009/C 138/07 a 2009/C 138/08:

misto: ,INFORMACE TYKAJIC{ SE EVROPSKEHO HOSPODARSKEHO PROSTORU
Komise*,

md byt: ,INFORMACE TYKAJICI SE EVROPSKEHO HOSPODARSKEHO PROSTORU
Kontrolni tfad ESVO*

na druhé strané obdlky a na paté strané textu odstranit ndzev oddilu nad dokumentem 2009/C 138/09.










CENY PREDPLATNEHO NA ROK 2009 (bez DPH,

véetné postovného za obvyklou zasilku)

Utedni véstnik EU, fady L + C, pouze ti§téné vydani

22 Urednich jazyk( EU

1000 EUR rocné (*)

Utedni véstnik EU, fady L + C, pouze ti$téné vydani

22 Ufednich jazykd EU

100 EUR mésiéné (*)

Ufedni véstnik EU, fady L + C, ti§téné vydani + roéni CD-ROM

22 urednich jazyk( EU

1200 EUR ro¢né

Utedni véstnik EU, fada L, pouze tisténé vydani

22 ufednich jazykd EU

700 EUR roc¢né

Ufedni véstnik EU, fada L, pouze ti§téné vydani

22 Ufednich jazyka EU

70 EUR mésicné

Utedni véstnik EU, fada C, pouze tisténé vydani

22 Ufednich jazykd EU

400 EUR roc¢né

Ufedni véstnik EU, fada C, pouze ti§téné vydani

22 Ufednich jazyka EU

40 EUR mésicné

Ufedni véstnik EU, fady L + C, mésiéni CD-ROM (souhrnny)

22 Ufednich jazyk( EU

500 EUR roc¢né

Dodatek k Ufednimu véstniku (fada S), CD-ROM, 2 vydani tydné

mnohojazy¢né:
23 ufednich jazyk( EU

360 EUR ro¢né
(= 30 EUR mésicne)

Utedni véstnik EU, fada C — Vybérova fizeni

jazyky, kterych se tyka

50 EUR ro¢né

vybéroveé fizeni

(*) Prodej podle jednotlivych ¢isel: do 32 stran: 6 EUR
od 33 do 64 stran: 12 EUR
vice nez 64 stran: cena stanovena jednotlivé

Ptedplatné Uredniho véstniku Evropské unie, ktery vychazi v Ufednich jazycich Evropské unie, je k dispozici
ve 22 jazykovych verzich. Zahrnuje fady L (Pravni pfedpisy) a C (Informace a oznameni).

Kazda jazykova verze ma samostatné predplatné.

V souladu s nafizenim Rady (ES) &. 920/2005, zvefejnénym v Ufednim véstniku L 156 ze dne 18. &ervna 2005,
které stanovi, Ze organy Evropské unie nejsou doCasné vazany povinnosti sepisovat vSechny akty v ir§tiné a
zvefejfiovat je v tomto jazyce, je Ufedni véstnik vydavany v irském jazyce prodavan zvlast.

Predplatné dodatku k Ufednimu véstniku (fada S — Dodatek k Urednimu véstniku Evropské unie) zahrnuje znéni ve
vSech 23 ufednich jazycich na jednom mnohojazyéném CD-ROM.

Ptedplatné Uredniho véstniku Evropské unie opraviiuje na pozadani k obdrzeni riiznych priloh Utedniho véstniku.
Predplatitelé jsou na vydavani pfiloh upozorfiovani prostfednictvim ,o0zndmeni ¢&tenafim* zvefejriovaného
v Ufednim véstniku Evropské unie.

Prodej a predplatné

Placené publikace vydavané Uradem pro publikace jsou k dispozici u nasich distributord. Seznam distributordi se
nachazi na této internetové adrese:

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

EUR-Lex (http://eur-lex.europa.eu) nabizi pfimy a bezplatny pfistup k pravu Evropské unie. Tyto
internetové stranky umoznuji nahlizet do Urfedniho véstniku Evropské unie a obsahuji rovnéz
smlouvy, pravni predpisy, judikaturu a navrhy pravnich predpis.

Vice informaci o Evropské unii naleznete na adrese: http://europa.eu

H -~ . ” o
m Ufad pro publikace Evropské unie
2985 Lucemburk
LUCEMBURSKO




