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1. SECTION ONE — INTRODUCTION

1.1 On 29 March 2018 the Northern Ireland Authority for Utility Regulation (referred to hereafter as
the Utility Regulator’) received a formal complaint from Brockaghboy Wind Farm Ltd (BWFL).

1.2 The complaint concerns a dispute between BWFL and SONI Limited (SONI) relating to the
amount of the connection charges payable by BWFL (the Connection Charges) under the
connection agreement entered into between BWFL and SONI (the Parties) and dated 29 August
2017 (the Connection Agreement).

1.3 The Connection Agreement is in respect of the connection of Brockaghboy Wind Farm (the Wind
Farm) to that part of the All-Island Transmission Network for electricity located in Northern Ireland
(the Transmission System).

1.4 SONI is the transmission system operator (the TSO) for the Transmission System. It holds a
licence — issued under Article 10(1)(b) of the Electricity (Northern Ireland) Order 1992
(the Electricity Order) authorising its activities in this regard (the Licence).

1.5 The dispute between the Parties relates to SONI's non-acceptance of a variation proposed by
BWFL to the Connection Agreement for the amount of the Connection Charges to be of a lower
amount to reflect the proportionate cost allocation principle to be applied to assets which are
shared on the basis that users are connecting simultaneously to the Transmission System (the
Dispute).

1.6 The Dispute falls to be determined by the Utility Regulator pursuant to paragraph 3 of Condition
26 of the Licence and Clause 6.2 of the Connection Agreement. The Utility Regulator has also
confirmed that in making its determination it would also be satisfying the requirements of Article
31A of the Electricity Order.

1.7 The Utility Regulator has considered the Dispute in accordance with its Policy on the Resolution
of Complaints, Disputes and Appeals and Guide for Applicants dated June 2013 (the Complaints
Policy).?

1.8 Mr QI of TC! Renewables Limited (TCI) has been accepted, pursuant to the Policy, as
the duly appointed representative of BWFL for the purposes of the Dispute.?

1.9 The Utility Regulator has appointed us, Richard Rodgers (Board member of the Utility Regulator),
Jon Carlton (Board member of the Utility Regulator) and Roisin McLaughlin (Director of the Utility
Regulator) jointly to determine the Dispute (together the Decision-Makers). We do so as
delegates of the Utility Regulator and on its behalf.

1.10 This document sets out our determination in respect of the Dispute. It also includes the costs
order we make under Article 31A of the Electricity Order.

! Where legislative or licence provisions are quoted, the reference is to 'the Authority’.

2 A4 (Note that this was the Policy in effect on the date of BWFL's referral of the Dispute to the Utility Regulator for
determination).
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In making and writing this determination we have had the benefit of being able to consider the

following materials —

(a)

(b)

(c)

A Statement of Case (the Statement of Case) prepared for us by the investigation
team. The Statement of Case provides an overview of the background to the Dispute,
the applicable statutory and regulatory framework, the views of the Parties in respect
of the Dispute and the issues that fall to be determined.

A bundle of documents which accompanied the Statement of Case (as listed in an
appendix to the Statement of Case).

All further documents and correspondence sent to, and representations and
submissions received from, the Parties. The full bundle of documents considered in
the making of this determination are listed in Appendix One and have already been
shared with the Parties (the Bundle).

Two legal opinions provided by our external legal advisors, Gowling WLG (UK) LLP
which (EEEEE-t Annex One to this determination (the First GWLG Opinion) and
at Annex Two to this determination (the Second GWLG Opinion).

The Parties were given the opportunity to comment on —

(a)

a draft of the Statement of Case and Bundle (and have had copies of the final
Statement and Bundle),

a provisional determination dated 13 August 2018 (the Provisional Determination),
the First GWLG Opinion, and

additional documents disclosed by the Utility Regulator to the Parties following the
issue of the Provisional Determination.

The additional documents disclosed (by the case management team to the Parties and to us the

Decision-Makers at the same time) following the Provisional Determination are —

(a)

(b)

certain excerpts (i.e. those parts which relate to the matter of shared assets and
simultaneous connection) from (GGG o the Utility Regulator
seeking approval (which was not given — see paragraphs 4.18 to 4.20 of Section Four
for further information) for costs of pre-construction and construction works in relation
to the Garvagh Cluster. These excerpts were disclosed to the Parties on 20 September
2018;* and

a copy of EEEEEGEGEGENN ¢ 2tcd 7 December 2016, to the Utility

Regulator seeking approval for costs of pre-construction works in relation to the
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Garvagh Cluster and the Utility Regulator's approval dated 15 December 2016. This
correspondence was disclosed to the Parties on 3 October 2018.5

1.14 This determination adopts the following structure —
(a) Details of the Parties (at Section 2),
(b) The applicable legal framework (at Section 3),
(c) The factual background to the Dispute (at Section 4),
(d) The views of BWFL (at Section 5),
(e) The views of SONI (at Section 6)
H The issues for determination (at Section 7),
(9) Determination in relation to the issues for determination (at Section 8);
(h) Determination on recovery of Utility Regulator's costs (at Section 9); and
(i) The Costs Order (at Section 10).
1.15 Where we use cross-references (e.g. A1) these are to documents in the Bundle (which

accompanies this determination as sent to the Parties).

sB121



2.1

2.2

2.3

24

25

26

27

2.8

SECTION TWO — THE PARTIES

BWFL

BWFL is a company involved in the generation of electricity — it is a subsidiary of Greencoat UK
Wind PLC.

It is the owner and operator of the Wind Farm and is authorised to generate electricity at the Wind
Farm by virtue of the generation licence granted to it by the Utility Regulator on 10 December
2014.

The Wind Farm has been connected, and exporting generated electricity, to the Transmission
System from 29 August 2017.

SONI

SON! is the operator of the Transmission System and is authorised by the Licence to undertake
this activity. It is a subsidiary of EirGrid plc.

Among other things, SONI is required under the Licence (Condition 25 refers), on application by
any person, to offer to enter into a connection agreement for connection to the Transmission
System.

The Transmission System operated by SONI is owned by Northern Ireland Electricity Networks
Limited (NIEN) — NIEN also holds a transmission licence.

Accordingly, where any person applies for a connection to the Transmission System, liaison will
be required between SONI and NIEN (in NIEN's capacity as the transmission owner) in respect
of any works that may be needed to the Transmission System in order for that connection to be
facilitated and made.

This is because while SONI, as the TSO, is responsible for carrying out activities which relate to
planning the works that may be required (i.e. pre-construction activities), as the transmission
owner, NIEN is responsible for the carrying out of such works (i.e. construction activities). The
Transmission Interface Arrangements (TIA) entered into by SONI and NIEN, in accordance with
their respective licence obligations, set out how SONI and NIEN will liaise with each other and
fulfil their respective roles in this respect. The TIA is designed to facilitate, inter alia, the planning

and development of the Transmission System on a co-ordinated basis.



3.1

3.2

3.3

3.4

3.5

3.6

SECTION THREE — APPLICABLE LAW

The legal framework applicable in determining the Dispute is summarised below.

The Electricity Order

The following provisions of the Electricity Order are relevant for the consideration and

determination of the Dispute.

Article 3

Article 3 of the Electricity Order provides a definition of a ‘transmission system’ as a system which

"(a) consists (wholly or mainly) of high voltage lines and electrical plant: and
(b) is used for conveying electricity —
(i) from a generating station to a substation;
(i) from one generating station to another;
(iii) from one substation to another;
(iv) to a substation in Northern Ireland from a place outside Northern Ireland: or
(v) from a substation in Northern Ireland to a place outside Northern Ireland."

Articles 10 and 11

Article 10(1)(b) of the Electricity Order provides for a transmission system operator to be licensed.

It provides that:

(1) The Authority may grant a licence authorising any person —
(@)...
(b) to participate in the transmission of electricity for that purpose;
()...

SONI is the holder of a licence under Articie 10(1)(b) of the Electricity Order as the TSO for the
Transmission System.

Conditions may be included in licences granted under Article 10 (1)(b) of the Electricity Order by
Article 11 of the Electricity Order.



Article 31A

3.7 Article 31A of the Electricity Order® provides as follows —
" 31A.
(1) Any person may make a complaint under this Article (hereinafter referred to as “a

complaint”) if—

(a) the subject matter of the complaint constitutes a dispute between the
complainant and—

0] the holder of a transmission licence;
(i) the holder of a distribution licence;
(iii) a distribution exemption holder;
(iv) a supply exemption holder;
(b) it is wholly or mainly a complaint against that holder regarding an obligation

imposed upon him pursuant to the Directive; and

(c) the subject matter of the complaint—
(i) does not fall to be dealt with under Article 26 or Article 42A; and
(ii) is not capable of being determined pursuant to any other

provision of this Order.

2) A complaint shall be made in writing to the Authority and shall be accompanied by such
information as is necessary or expedient to allow the Authority to make a determination
in relation to the complaint.

(3) The Authority shall establish and publish such procedures as it thinks appropriate for
the determination by it of a complaint.

(4) The procedures established under paragraph (3) shall provide for the determination of
the complaint to be notified to the complainant within the requisite period or such longer

period as the Authority may agree with the complainant.

(5) For the purposes of paragraph (4) the requisite period in any case means—

(a) the period of two months from the date when the complaint was received by
the Authority; or

8 Article 31A of the Electricity Order is one of the domestic law provisions which implements Article 37(11) of Directive
2009/72/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council concerning common rules for the internal market in electricity
and repealing Directive 2003/54/EC.



3.8

3.9

3.10

(5A)

(58)

(6)

(7)

(b) where the information sent to the Authority under paragraph (2) was in its
opinion insufficient to enable it to make a determination, the period of four

months from the date the complaint was received by the Authority.

Where the Authority makes a determination under this Article, it may include in the
determination an order requiring any party to the dispute to pay such sum in respect
of the costs or expenses incurred by the Authority in making the determination as the
Authority considers appropriate and this order shall be final and shall be enforceable
as if it were a judgement of the county court.

In making an order under paragraph (5A), the Authority shall have regard to the
conduct and means of the parties and other relevant circumstances.

For the purposes of this Article “determination” in relation to any complaint means a
determination about the exercise of any power or duty conferred or imposed on the
Authority in relation to electricity under this Order or the Energy (Northern lIreland)
Order 2003 insofar as that power or duty relates to the subject matter of the complaint.

In this Article—

(a) “distribution exemption holder’ means a person who carries on the activity
referred to in Article 8(1)(bb) under the authority of an exemption granted
pursuant to Article 9; and

(b) “supply exemption holder” means a person who carries on the activity
referred to in Article 8(1)(c) under the authority of an exemption granted
pursuant to Article 9."

The Licence

The following conditions of the Licence are relevant with regard to the consideration and

determination of the Dispute.

Condition 25

Condition 25 of the Licence relates to "Requirements to Offer Terms — Users and Connectees”.

Paragraph 2 of Condition 25 requires SONI, on request, to offer terms of connection to the

Transmission System.

Paragraph 2(g) of Condition 25 provides that the connection offer shall make provision regarding

(9)

the connection charges to be paid to the Licensee, such charges:

3 to be presented in such a way as to be referable
to the statements prepared in accordance with
paragraph 1 (or as the case may be, paragraph



3.12

3.13

3.14

3.15

3.16

317

3.18

3.19

7) of Condition 30 or any revision of such

statements; and

(i) to be set in conformity with the requirements of paragraph 5 of Condition 30
and where relevant of paragraph 3; and”

Condition 26

Condition 26 of the Licence relates to the "Functions of the Authority — Disputes with Users and
Connectees."

Paragraph 3 of Condition 26 provides as follows —

3. If either party to a Connection Agreement...entered into pursuant to Condition 25 or
this Condition proposes to vary the contractual terms of such an agreement in any
manner provided for under such agreement, the Authority may, at the request of the
Licensee or other party to such agreement, seftle any dispute relating to such variation
in such manner as appears to be reasonable.”

Condition 30

Condition 30 of the Licence relates to "Charging Statements".

Paragraph 1(g) of Condition 30 requires SONI to prepare and obtain the Utility Regulator's
approval to, among other things, a statement setting out —

"the basis upon which charges will be made for connection to the All-Island Transmission
Networks at entry or exit points on the transmission system".

This is essentially a connection charging statement.

Paragraph 3 of Condition 30 provides that the connection charging statement shall be in such
form and contain such detail as shall be necessary to enable any person to make a reasonable

estimate of the charges to which it would become liable.

Paragraph 5 of Condition 30 sets out the items that shall be included in the connection charging

statement. Paragraph 6 provides that the connection charges for these items —

“shall be set at a level which will enable the recovery of (a) the appropriate proportion of the costs
directly and in providing, installing, maintaining and repairing (and, following disconnection,
removing) the electrical lines, electrical plant, meters, special metering, telemetry, data
processing equipment or other items in question; and (b) a reasonable rate of return on the capital
represented by such costs."

The connection charging statement shall be published by SONI (paragraph 13 of Condition 30)
and sent to any person requesting it (paragraph 14 of Condition 30).



3.20

3.21

3.22

3.23

The Connection Agreement
The Parties entered into the Connection Agreement on 29 August 2017.

The Connection Agreement relates to the connection of the Wind Farm to the Transmission
System. The provisions of the Connection Agreement which are particularly applicable for the
purposes of consideration and determination of the Dispute are noted below.

Clause 1 which, among others, includes the following definitions —

[

Connection” means connection of the Facility to the Transmission System in such way that
subject to Energisation the Generator may make or receive a supply of electricity to or from the
NI System at the Connection Point, and “Connected”; “Connecting” and “Unconnected” shall be
construed accordingly;

“Connection Charges” the charges (other than Use of System Charges) calculated in

accordance with SONI's Transmission Connection Charging Methodology Statement;

“Connection Offer’ means the offer for connection to the Transmission System made by SONI/
to the generator, a copy of which is set out at schedule 1 (B) of this Agreement and/or such
replacement or variation thereto which is expressly permitted to be made by SONI without
Generator consent in accordance with the terms of such offer, and/or any other such replacement,
variation or additional offer(s) in relation to the Facility issued by SONI and accepted by the
Generator;

“Connection Point” the point at which the Generators Connection Plant and Apparatus is
connected to the NIE Connection Plant and Apparatus More particularly described in Schedule
1(A);

“Facility” means the Wind Farm Power Station (WFPS) situated at the Premises more detailed
particulars of which are set out in Schedule 1(A);

“Generator's Connection Plant and Apparatus” The Plant and Apparatus owned or operated
by the Generator and used for the purpose of connecting the Generator's Generator Unit(s) to the
NIE Connection Plant and Apparatus as more particularly described in Schedule 3;

“NIE Connection Plant and Apparatus” The Plant and Apparatus owned by NIE and operated
by SONI used for the purpose of connecting the Generators Connection Plant and Apparatus to
the Transmission System as more particularly described in Schedule 4. For the avoidance of
doubt, the NIE Connection Plant and Apparatus does not include. 11kV equipment;

“Transmission Connection Charging Methodology Statement” or “TCCMS” means the
document of this name published by SONI in accordance with Condition 30 of the TSO Licence
which, for the avoidance of doubt, is the document dated December 2009, and approved by the
Authority on 22 December 2010, insofar as it relates to Connection Charges that have arisen prior
to energisation of the Facility;".

Clause 6 which relates to the payment of charges and more particularly —



3.24

3.25

(a)

Clause 6.1 which has the heading 'Connection Charges' and provides —

"Subject to the provisions of this clause 6, the Generator shall pay to SONI any
outstanding Connection Charges in relation to the Generator’s Facility".

Clause 6.2 which has the heading 'Variation to Connection Charges' and provides as
follows —

"Any dispute as to the calculation of the Connection Charges shall be deemed fo be a
dispute over the terms for connection which the Generator may refer to the Authority
for determination under Condition 26 of the TSO Licence (but without prejudice to any

other right or remedy it may have hereunder or otherwise at law).

If upon the request of the Generator the Authority determines that the Connection
Charges (including any variations thereof) payable by the Generator under this
Agreement have not been calculated strictly in accordance with the terms of SON/’s
Statement of Connection Charges, SONI! shall pay to the Generator an amount equal

to the amount, if any, by which the Generator has been overcharged.”.

Schedule 1(A) which sets out the details of the Connection and, among other things,

(a)

provides that the Connection Point is the "Bus bar clamps on the wind farm of the
isolator MU99"; and

includes the facility drawing with the title "Brockaghboy Wind Farm Power Station Site
Layout As-Built Infrastructure”.

Schedule 1(B) which includes the various connection offers made by SONI in response to
applications made by BWFL and subsequently accepted by BWFL. In this respect Schedule 1(B)

includes —

(a)

(d)

(e)

A connection offer from SONI to BWFL dated 26 May 2014 and accepted by BWFL on
4 June 2014.

A further (revised) connection offer from SONI to BWFL dated 17 August 2015 and
accepted by BWFL on 15 September 2015.

A further (revised) connection offer from SONI to BWFL dated 29 October 2015 and
accepted by BWFL on 29 October 2015.

A letter from SONI, dated 19 December 2016, which acknowledges BWFL's
confirmation, given on 24 October 2016 that the MEC for the Wind Farm was to be

A connection offer variation letter from SONI to BWFL dated 24 August 2017 and
accepted by BWFL on 29 August 2017.

10



3.26

3.27

3.28

3.29

3.30

3.31

3.32

The Connection Agreement provides that the point at which the Wind Farm is connected to the
Transmission System is the (D situated within the site of the Wind Farm.

Transmission Connection Charging Methodology Statement

The definition of "Connection Charges" in Clause 1 of the Connection Agreement provides that
they are charges calculated in accordance with SONI's Transmission Connection Charging
Methodology Statement.

Clause 1 of the Connection Agreement defines "Transmission Connection Charging Methodology
Statement"” as —

“the document of this name published by SONI in accordance with Condition 30 of the TSO
Licence which, for the avoidance of doubt, is the document dated December 2009, and approved
by the Authority on 22 December 2010, insofar as it relates to Connection Charges that have
arisen prior to energisation of the Facility".

Currently, the last Transmission Connection Charging Methodology Statement approved by the
Utility Regulator, and therefore in full force and effect, is the statement dated 1 September 2016.
This was also the statement that was in full force and effect on 29 August 2017 — the date the
Connection Agreement was entered into between the Parties.

However, for all intents and purposes, the provisions which are applicable for the purposes of the
Utility Regulator's consideration and determination of the Dispute are unchanged between the
two iterations of the Transmission Connection Charging Methodology Statement.

For that reason, when referring to the charging statement, this determination refers to the
provisions of the Transmission Connection Charging Methodology Statement dated December
2009 (the Charging Statement).

With regard to the issues which are in dispute between the Parties, the relevant provisions of the
Charging Statement are —

(a) Section 3 entitled 'Connection Charging Methodology' and more particularly
paragraphs 3.3.2 and 3.3.3 which read as follows —

"3.3 Any person wishing to enter into a Connection Agreement (or to amend
an existing Connection Agreement) for connection (or modification of an
existing connection) to the All Island Transmission Networks at entry or
exit points on the Transmission System will be required to pay for:

3.3.1...

7 The definition also refers to this as "or TCCMS".

1"



(c)

332 a proportion of the estimated or outturn cost of any new
Connection Assets which are to be shared with others who are

connecting simultaneously, if any;-

333 a proportion of the cost of any existing Connection Assets to be
shared with other Users who are already connected, if any;

3.34 .

Section 4 entitled 'Connection Assets' and more particularly paragraph 4.1 which

provides that —

"Connection Assets are:

4.1.1

those assets which are installed to enable the transfer of the Maximum
Export Capacity (MEC) Or the Maximum Import Capacity (MIC) of the
User(s) located at the Connection Point, to or from, as appropriate, the
All-Island Transmission Networks, subject to sub-paragraph 4.2; and

those assets which are installed as a result of the User's effect on fault
current levels on the Transmission System, but does not include any
assets installed at any location other than the transmission node to which
the User connects.".

Section 6 which is entitled 'Cost Allocation Rules for Shared Assets' and more

particularly paragraphs 6.1 — 6.5 which read as follows —

6.1

6.2

6.3

Where a new User connects to the All-Island Transmission Networks by
making use of existing Connection Assets which have been funded by an
existing User(s) who connected within the preceding ten years the new
User will be charged a proportion of the value of the shared Connection
Assets, calculated in accordance with sub- paragraph 6.3.

If the existing User(s) connected within the preceding ten years then the
User(s) will be entitled to receive a partial rebate of the original connection
charge from SONI, calculated in accordance with sub-paragraph 6.3

The charge to the new User and the rebate to the existing User will be
derived using:

6.3.1 the historic cost of the assets, including any decommissioning
costs;

6.3.2 the current cost accounting valuation of the assets, using RPI;
6.3.3 any advanced contributions towards O&M charges in respect of

the Connection Assets; and

12



3.33

3.34

3.35

6.3.4 the per MW share of the utilisation of the shared assets.

6.4 In addition to the charges for use of the shared Connection Assets the new
User will be required to make a payment to SON/ in respect of reasonable
administrative expenses.

6.5 Where a number of Users connect simultaneously at a new Connection
Point and jointly make use of Connection Assets each User will be
charged a proportion of the estimated cost of the shared Connection
Assets, calculated on a per MW share of the utilisation of the shared

Connection Assets.".

(d) Section 12 entitled "Definitions" and which includes, among others, the following

definitions relevant to the paragraphs outlined above —

"“Connection Point” means the point at which the User’s plant connects to the All
Island Transmission Networks, normally the busbar clamp on the busbar side of the

busbar isolators on the User’s circuits.

“‘User” means a person who has entered into an agreement with SONI in respect of
connection to the All Island Transmission Networks at entry or exit points on the

Transmissjon System."

Practice and procedure

The practice and procedure to be followed by us in determining the Dispute on behalf of the Utility
Regulator is set out in the Complaints Policy.

The Complaints Policy will be supplemented or adapted as required in order to ensure good

governance and best practice.

For completeness, we note that, in determining disputes, the principal objective and general
duties of the Utility Regulator under Article 12 of the Energy (NI) Order 2003 (the 2003 Order) do
not apply (see Article 13(2) of the 2003 Order for reference).

13



4, SECTION FOUR - FACTUAL BACKGROUND
4.1 The factual background relating to the Dispute between the Parties is as follows.

4.2 On 27 February 2014, BWFL (through TCI, as its parent company at that time) applied to SONI
for a transmission connection for the proposed Wind Farm with a Maximum Export Capacity
(MEC) of @l SONI subsequently issued a connection offer on 28 May 20148 for connection
to the Transmission System of the proposed Wind Farm. The connection was to a proposed
110kV substation close to Rasharkin in Co Antrim via a single 110kV Over Head Line (OHL) that
required planning consent.

4.3 BWFL accepted the connection offer on 4 June 2014°.

4.4 On 29 August 2014, N request to the Utility Regulator in respect of pre-
construction activities associated with the establishment of 110/33kV cluster substation at

Garvagh (now re-named Agivey) (the Garvagh Cluster)'?. The Utility Regulator granted pre-
construction investment approval for the Garvagh Cluster on 12 September 2014. This was
confirmed to BWFL by the Utility Regulator in writing on 18 November 2014.

4.5 SONI stated in discussions at that time with BWFL on 22 September 2014 that —

"As SON/! was not directly involved in the approval application there has been no consideration
by SONI as to how this proposed cluster should be connected to the transmission network.
Therefore there has been no decision made by SONI regarding the use by other parties of the
proposed 110kV connection assets between Mid-Antrim and your wind farm at Brockaghboy."

46 It further stated that'2 —

"The SONI Charging Statement allows for the concept of rebates to parties connected /
connecting to the transmission network. If a party has paid for transmission assets that are
subsequently used by another transmission connecting party | believe there is scope for the initial
party to be rebated.”

47 On 17 October 2014, (I to connect the Garvagh Cluster®. In its response to
the complaint dated 11 May 20184 (the Response), SONI states at paragraph 2.7 that —

4.8 By correspondence of 16 March 2015' BWFL sought clarification on the treatment of shared
assets and that —

8 B40 - Exhibit 1 at page 48.

¢ B40 — Exhibit 1 at page 114.

1% The determination maintains consistency with the Parties’ communications in the case by describing this sub-station as
the 'Garvagh Cluster'. Any reference in a document to the Agivey substation or cluster is to be read as a reference to the
Garvagh Cluster.

"' B4.

2 B4.

> The (S s uant to the provisions of (N

4 B63.

15 B5.

14



49

4.10

4.11

4.12

4.13

414

"the proposed Brockaghboy to Mid-Antrim line would be treated as a shared asset and
charged/rebated on a per MW share basis.".

In response SONI clarified in a letter dated 1 May 2015 that -

"Section 6 of the current SONI Transmission Connection Charging Methodology Statement
(TCCMS) deals with the "Cost Allocation Rules for Shared Assets”. As stated in your letter this is
a section of the TCCMS that has never been implemented or tested in Northern Ireland to date
and so we understand your concerns and the need for this to be clarified.

.....SONI can confirm that we intend to apply Section 6 of [the Charging Statement] and therefore
any potential shared asset would be charge/rebated in line with Section 6 of the [Charging
Statement]”.

On 17 August 2015, SONI provided an amended connection offer after BWFL sought an increase
to its MEC from (D This connection offer was accepted on 15 September 2015.
A further amended connection offer was issued by SONI on 29 October 2015 which further
increased BWFL's MEC to (lllll This was accepted by BWFL on 29 October 2015.17

In June 2016 SONI prepared a paper entitled ‘Garvagh Cluster and Brockaghboy Connections —
Cost Allocation Principles'® (the CAP Paper) in which it set out the issues associated with the
allocation of the costs associated with the transmission assets involved in the connection of the
Wind Farm and the proposed Garvagh Cluster to the Transmission System. The CAP Paper sets
out SONI's (then) view as to the application of the Charging Statement in the particular
circumstances.

Page 18 of the CAP Paper provides an analysis of the term "simultaneous" as contained in
relevant provisions of the Charging Statement.

Among other things, the CAP Paper states that —

(a) SONI has received and considered the applications for both the Wind Farm and the
Garvagh Cluster together when planning additions to the network;

(b) the network is being planned and developed to accommodate both connections;

(©) the case of need in support of SONI's application for planning permission for the
connection assets is based on both the Garvagh Cluster and the Wind Farm.

The CAP Paper further states that —

"Based on this, SONI is of the opinion that the connection arrangements for the Garvagh cluster
and Brockaghboy fall within the scope of simultaneous connections...The circumstances being
considered here differ significantly in that the LCTA is not being designed or installed, instead the

16 B6.

'7 B40 — Exhibit 1 at page 120.

8 B10.

15



4.15

4.16

417

4.18

4.19

4.20

initial assets are being constructed for both the cluster and Brockaghboy, hence making the two

projects ‘simultaneous’.”
And

"Should these two connection points be considered to be simultaneous, the costs of the shared
assets should be allocated under Section 3.3.2 of the [Charging Statement]. If we consider the
Garvagh cluster not to be a simultaneous connection then Section 3.3.3 will apply."

In order to alleviate planning issues BWFL proposed a 2km stretch of underground cable from
the new 110/33kV Rasharkin substation on 7 June 2016. This was subsequently agreed by SONI,
subject to certain terms, on 15 June 2016"°. SONI stated in its agreement that —

"Any potential future rebate that may be applicable under the SONI Transmission Charging
Methodology Statement . . . will be based only on the connection charge for the original LCTA
overhead line connection design."”

On 26 August 2016, (R o the Utility

Regulator seeking the approval of costs in respect of pre-construction and construction works for

the proposed Garvagh Cluster (N
G consisted of a cover letter and six other documents, including

the CAP Paper. Some parts of these documents relate to the matter of shared assets and
simultaneous connection — as disclosed to the Parties on 20 September 2018.2°

The Utility Regulator provided a letter of response on 4 October 201621 stating inter alia that “In
principle, we would be willing to approve the pre-construction and construction costs. However,
having considered carefully the Submission and its accompanying documents, and in light of the
present circumstances of the case and the information and evidence presented to us, we are not
able at the present time to give the approval sought’.

The Utility Regulator's letter confirmed that approval was not being given because (il
"technical case for the Garvagh Cluster proceeds from the premise that the three relevant
windfarms which currently have planning permission will definitely proceed to be developed and
therefore connected to (I electricity distribution network. This depends on an assumption,
built into the clustering methodology, that the past is a certain guide to the future. At the present
time, however, the Utility Regulator has other information which suggests that this will not
necessarily be the case..."

The letter concluded that "Given that the technical case for the proposed Garvagh Cluster is
based on an assumption that may no longer be valid, the Utility Regulator is unable to provide the
approval sought by @lllfor pre-construction and construction works for the proposed Garvagh

19 B40 — Exhibit 1.

2 B117,
2 B15
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Cluster at this time". The Utility Regulator suggested @llllvould need to take further steps in
order for the Utility Regulator to grant approval.?2

4.21 By letter dated 24 October 201623, BWFL confirmed that the MEC for the Wind Farm was to be
@ W, in variance to the @MWV of export capacity secured and contracted with SONI.

4,22 On 2 November 2016 the Utility Regulator attended a meeting with (Jjiiiland SONI at which
progress with the connection required by BWFL was discussed.

4.23 On 4 November 2016, @llllEpplied to the Utility Regulator for approval of the ‘incremental
funding’ it required to develop the enhanced specification of the overhead transmission line
developed for the connection to the Wind Farm.24

424 Enclosed with this submission was a paper, dated 3 November 2016, produced by SONI and
entitled "Brockaghboy Wind Farm System Operator Preferred Connection Method" (the SOPM
Paper).2®

4.25 The SOPM Paper sets out inter alia —

(a) the case of need for enhanced transmission infrastructure associated with the
establishment of the Wind Farm connection,

(b) the charges applicable to BWFL in relation to the enhanced connection; and

(c) an estimate of the investment that is required to be approved by the Utility Regulator
to deliver the enhanced connection.

4.26 The Wind Farm connection was considered in conjunction with the wider system need in the area.
SONI concluded that the connection method should be delivered to a specification higher than
would otherwise be required to service only BWFL. This is designated as the System Operator
Preferred (SOP) connection method.

4.27 In the SOPM Paper SONI states inter alia that:

"The additional investment between the charge that can be applied to Brockaghboy and the cost
of delivering the SOP connection method for [the Wind Farm] will be funded by NIE Networks."

4.28 The Utility Regulator gave approval for the ‘incremental funding' in a letter dated 18 November
2016.%6

2 B15.

2 B40 - Exhibit 1 at page 193.

2B18

%B17

2 B18 and B20.
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4.29 SONI wrote to BWFL on 21 November 2016 updating the connection offer and providing a re-
stated LCTA estimate to reflect RPI increases and to include the cost of the underground cabling
proposed by BWFL?7.

4.30 SONI confirmed in an e-mail dated 23 November 2016 that - 28
"the cost allocation under the simultaneous connections methodology is no longer applicable".

4.31 SONI did state, however, that it believed that "under [the] 'Cost Allocation Rules for Shared
Assets’ of the SONI Transmission Connection Charging Methodology Statement, should another
User connect within 10 years making use of the BWFL connection assets, then BWFL would be
entitled to a partial rebate in line with the Transmission Connection Charging Methodology
Statement”.

4.32 SONI formally acknowledged the reduction in MEC for BWFL on 19 December 2016.2°

4.33 On 7 December 2016, G made a new submission to

the Utility Regulator for approval of the pre-construction works in respect of the Garvagh Cluster.
Approval in respect of that submission was given by the Utility Regulator on 15 December 2016.30

4.34 BWFL sought, through correspondence with SONI over a long period of time, to understand the
LCTA and cost variations to the LCTA. This cumulated in a letter to SONI dated 27 March 20173!
requesting a breakdown of the costs, the amounts allocated to the Wind Farm connection and the
Garvagh Cluster connection and how the costs would be allocated between the relevant parties.

This letter refers to a meeting in June 2016, the minutes of which have not been provided.

4.35 SONI provided a response on 14 April 2017 stating that the costs to BWFL were LCTA only; in
line with the Charging Statement. SONI further confirmed that NIEN’s construction offer was
based on the LCTA connection arrangement. Clarification on pole design was also provided.

4.36 SONI's letter dated 14 April 20172 also refers to the meeting in June 2016 the purpose of which
was to —

"take BWFL through the shared cost allocation paper prepared by SONI, which reflected SONI’s
interpretation of the issues in relation to section 6 of the [Charging Statement]. At that meeting,
SONI informed BWFL on a number of occasions that the paper was our interpretation of how the
charging principles would apply if the connection was to be treated as simultaneous with the
materialisation of connections at the Garvagh Cluster."

277 B21.

28822,

29 B40 — Exhibit 1 at page 197.
30 B121.

31 B25.

32 B26.

3 B26.
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4.37

4.38

4.39

4.40

4.41

4.42

4.43

SONI further confirmed that approval from the Utility Regulator for additional funding was required
before construction of the Wind Farm connection could commence and apologised for not
communicating this to BWFL sooner than their meeting dated 11 October 2016.

In the minutes provided for this meeting®* BWFL states —

"BWFL expressed grave concern at SONI's previously undisclosed requirement for any form of
regulatory approval concerning its direct 1 10kV connection such that no construction works may
be commenced in the absence of said revealed UR approval — particularly given the binding
contractual agreement in place between the parties, where no form of UR approval was qualified
in the accepted grid connection offer.”

SONI's e-mail dated 5 May 2017% also includes the following statements —

"UR approval was on the basis of a system operator preferred connection method that enhanced
the transmission infrastructure to facilitate potential future generation and demand in the area as
well as potential future transmission network development. "

"This UR approval was not specific to the Garvagh Cluster.”

BWFL wrote to the Utility Regulator on 11 May 20173 setting out what it believed to be the facts
regarding the Wind Farm and Garvagh Cluster connections. This letter further sought the Utility

Regulator's reasoning —

"as to why it does not believe the proportionate sharing of costs between [the Wind Farm] and
the Garvagh cluster, as provided for within the SONI charging statement is appropriate.”

On 15 May 201737 BWFL wrote to SONI stating that it did not believe that it was offered an LCTA
connection, requesting that SONI provide the design policies used, and asserting that the Wind

Farm connection and the Garvagh Cluster connection should be considered simultaneous.

The Utility Regulator provided on 2 June 201738 a response to BWFL's letter dated 11 May 2017.
The Utility Regulator confirmed that it had engaged with SONI and @llllsnd that —

“They have sought approval for certain costs to be passed onto consumer elements based on
their methodology. Based upon the information provided to [the Utility Regulator] approval has
been provided for these requested costs.”

In its letter of 7 July 20173° to BWFL, SONI reiterated its position that the LCTA was provided for
the Wind Farm connection; the design approach for private generator 110kV connections;
reasons behind the earthing requirements and that the level of detail provided to BWFL for the
connection was in line with what is required in the Charging Statement.

34 B100 — pages 89-95.

% B27

% B28.
37 B29.
3 B30.
39 B31.
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4.44

4.45

4.46

4.47

4.48

4.49

4.50

SONI provided a restatement of costs for the LCTA and the BWFL requested cable costs by way
of email on 24 July 201740, The total of those costs was stated to be SEllIM.

SONI's letter of 24 August 20174 provided a Connection Offer variation for the restatement of the
LCTA and confirmation of the costs associated with the requested underground cable attributable
to BWFL. BWFL's final costs as outlined in that Connection Offer were SSIM.

Following this, a Connection Agreement was signed between both SONI and BWFL on
29 August 201742 for the connection of @ilfurbines, a sub-station and other infrastructure at @i
O (i.e. the Wind Farm premises), with an MEC of
..

BWFL has provided a breakdown into six categories of the fjil@nillion cost figure provided on
24 July 20174, By letter dated 11 July 2018, the Utility Regulator asked SONI to provide a
breakdown of the Sl final costs into the same six categories**. SONI responded on 18 July
2018 providing a breakdown of a total cost of @iilin“°. SONI stated that —

"These values remain unchanged from the Connection Offer variation letter dated 24 August
2017. The slight difference in the total LCTA cost between the breakdown provided to BWFL on
24 July 2017 (aftached) and the Connection Offer variation letter is attributable to rounding to a
single decimal place in the spreadsheet.”

A 'Brockaghboy Windfarm Connection Report' was provided to the Utility Regulator by SONI on
5 October 201746,

On 14 February 2016 T T —
S S M)
o G e 5 GNRR . ]
5~ DM T S
s e

The (G has not been accepted (M and the Garvagh Cluster is not presently
connected to the transmission system.

40 B32.
41 B33.

42 B40 — Exhibit 1.
43 B40 — Exhibit 6.

 BYS6.
5 B99.
4 B36.
47 B37.
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51

52

5.3

5.4

55

5.6

SECTION FIVE - VIEWS OF BWFL

BWFL's views are set outin —
(a) the complaint referred to the Utility Regulator dated 28 March 201848;

(b) its reply, dated 4 June 2018(the Reply) to SONI's submissions in respect of the
complaint dated 11 May 2018,

(c) its response dated 29 August 20185" to the Provisional Determination, which response

includes a legal opinion (N

(d) its response, dated 27 September 2018%, to excerpts of (I NEENENGEGEGEGD
@ :s disclosed to it by the Utility Regulator on 20 September 2018; and

(e) its response, dated 8 October 2018%, to the Utility Regulator's letter of 3 October
201854,

We have read the above documents in full and have had full and careful regard to all of the
submissions. In doing so have borne in mind that our role is to determine only the issues for

determination as set out in Section 7 of this determination.
The following is a summary of key elements of BWFL's submissions.
Summary

BWFL's principal argument is that SONI, by refusing to agree to vary the Connection Charges
which BWFL is required to pay under, and in accordance with, the Connection Agreement, is
failing to set the Connection Charges such that they are in conformity with the applicable

provisions of the Charging Statement.

BWFL submits that this is contrary to the requirements of Condition 25(2)(g) of SONI's TSO
Licence.

BWEFL's view is that the Connection Charges have not been calculated on the basis that they:

(a) are consistent with the requirements of paragraphs 3.3.2 and 6.5 of the Charging
Statement;
(b) reflect that the connections of the Wind Farm and of the Garvagh Cluster to the

transmission network are 'simultaneous connections' because the transmission

network was developed and planned from the outset to accommodate both

8 B39 and B40.

4 B73.

50 B62 and B63.
51 B107 and B108.
528119 and B120.

S B126.
“#B121.
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57

5.8

59

5.10

511

connections — a position it contends is confirmed by SONI in the CAP Paper and in the

relevant excerpts of (NG - d

(c) reflect BWFL bearing a proportionate share of the cost in respect of shared connection

assets for simultaneous connections.

BWFL also submits that whilst it is clear that SONI and @lshould have sought to finalise any
necessary funding approvals when they decided to design and develop the Project and the
Garvagh Cluster as simultaneous connections; the fact that they did not is not the concern of
BWFL.55

Charging Statement

BWFL states that the Charging Statement provides for the principle of proportional allocation of
costs where more than one connecting party are sharing connection infrastructure. %

It is BWFL's position that as the 110 kV line/related infrastructure was designed and developed
to accommodate both connections, SONI's costs attributable to (i) Pre-construction works, (ii)
Rasharkin Substation works, and (iii) the 110kV overhead line, should be subject to the
proportional charging methodology described in the Charging Statement.5”

In support of this position, BWFL refers to paragraphs 3.3.2 and 6.5 of the Charging Statement.
For completeness, the relevant paragraphs are set out below —

“3.3 Any person wishing to enter into a Connection Agreement (or to amend an existing
Connection Agreement) for connection (or modification of an existing connection) to
the All-Island Transmission Networks at an entry or exit point on the Transmission
System will be required to pay for:

3.3.1
332 a proportion of the estimated or outturn cost of any new Connection Assets
which are to be shared with others who are connecting simultaneously, if
any,"
"6.5 Where a number of Users connect simultaneously at a new Connection Point and

Jjointly make use of Connection Assets each User will be charged a proportion of the
estimated cost of the Shared Connection Assets, calculated on a per MW share of the
utilisation of the shared Connection Assets."

BWFL submits that the Wind Farm and the Garvagh Cluster are connecting simultaneously, that
paragraphs 3.3.2 and 6.5 are therefore engaged, and the Connection Charges - which it is liable
to pay under the Connection Agreement - should therefore be of a lower amount than the amount
currently set out in the Connection Agreement.

55 B73 - page 8.
56 B40 - para 3.20.
57 B40 - para 3.14.
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512

5.13

5.14

5.15

5.16

5.17

Meaning of Connecting Simultaneously/Simultaneous Connection

It is BWFL's contention that the Wind Farm and the Garvagh Cluster are connecting
simultaneously because SONI determined to plan and develop the transmission network to
accommodate both connections simultaneously.5®

That is, in order to accommodate the connection of the Garvagh Cluster, SONI adopted a "shared
Connection Asset" approach by specifically designing the 110kV line/related infrastructure for the
connection of the Wind Farm to a specification sufficient to accommodate both connections.%®

BWFL submits that SONI's analysis of the term 'simultaneous', and how it is to be applied in the
circumstances of the connection of the Wind Farm and of the Garvagh Cluster, is set out at page
18 of the CAP Paper.

In this regard, BWFL states that the key factors in determining what is meant by connecting
simultaneously are those which SONI has stated in the CAP Paper. These are —

(a) SONI has considered both connection applications (i.e. BWFL's connection application

for its wind farm and (N 0o cther in

planning the additions required to the network;

(b) The transmission network is being planned and developed to accommodate both the

connection of the Wind Farm and the Garvagh Cluster; and

(c) SONI's application for planning permission for the connection assets is based on both
the connection of the Wind Farm and the Garvagh Cluster.8°

In addition, BWFL states that SONI has, in the CAP Paper, in an email dated 8 May 2017 and in
discussions with BWFL and other third parties throughout the period from June 2016 to August
2017, consistently stated that the connections for the Wind Farm and the Garvagh Cluster were

to be developed as simultaneous connections.®!

BWFL's also contends that the Wind Farm and the Garvagh Cluster are connecting

simultaneously because —

(a) of the close proximity of the Wind Farm and the Garvagh Cluster to each other — which
reinforces the fact that the two projects must have been planned and developed

together;

(b) the proposed connection point for the Garvagh Cluster is within the landowner
boundary of BWFL;

%8 B40 - para 3.11.
%9 B40 - para 3.12.
60 B40 - para 3.25.
61 B73 - page 6.
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5.18

5.19

5.20

5.21

(c) the purpose and intent of the Charging Statement provisions is that they would be used
in circumstances where a simultaneous connection was the most efficient, co-
ordinated and economic approach.82

With regard to SONI's submissions in response to the complaint, it is BWFL's view that —

(a) SONI's assertion that the Wind Farm and the Garvagh Cluster are not simultaneous
connections because in fact "no party was connected simultaneously...; [and] no
connection was progressed contemporaneously let alone simultaneously” is a very
basic and literal interpretation of ‘simultaneous"8?

(b) SONI's current interpretation of the words 'connecting simultaneously' means that
provisions set out in the Charging Statement could never be utilised by SONI in
calculating connection charges and prevents it from exercising its rights under the

Charging Statement in relation to simultaneous connections;®

(c) SONI's acknowledgment that the "design of the two grid connections [the Wind Farm
and the Garvagh Cluster] were being considered concurrently in light of each other”,

is a further indication that the two projects are connecting simultaneously.5®

BWFL also submits that the close proximity of the Wind Farm and of the Garvagh Cluster to each
other is demonstrated from the maps which it has submitted®® and this reinforces the fact that the
two projects must have been planned and developed together.5”

In addition, BWFL submits that the following factors also highlight that SONI (and NIEN as
transmission owner) designed and developed the connection to serve both the Wind Farm and
the Garvagh Cluster connection —

(a) BWHFL was the only party providing funding for the additional network capacity until the
Utility Regulator approved funding on 16 November 2016;

(b) in a meeting on 2 February 2017, and in a later call on 22 March 2017, BWFL were
informed that the costs had overrun and that BWFL would have to pay approximately

an additional £gIEIEG:

(c) BWEFL continued to debate with SONI and NIEN in respect of this additiona! 2D
it was being asked to pay and it was not until 24 July 2017 that SONI advised BWFL
that the total costs payable by BWFL were in line with the original connection offer (i.e.

approximately (JEN® 2nd that the additional SN 2s no longer required.

BWFL also submits that if it had not challenged SONI to the extent that it did then it would have
been required to pay all costs related to the additional network capacity.

%2 |bid.
5 bid.
5 |bid.

85 B73 - page 6 and Exhibit 4.
86 B73 - Exhibit 4.
57 B73 - page 6.
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5.22

5.23

5.24

5.25

5.26

5.27

BWFL states that the key point in time as to whether a simultaneous connection applies is when
the network is being planned and developed® and the fact that the network is not subsequently
built in accordance with what was planned to be developed is irrelevant; as BWFL is entitled to
be charged according to the charging methodology that SONI determined to be the most
appropriate at that time — which BWFL states is on the basis of a simultaneous connection®®.

In the alternative, BWFL contends that even if it was deemed that the Wind Farm and the Garvagh
Cluster were not connecting simultaneously, given that SONI and {iiiiflconsidered the connections
simultaneously when planning the additions to the network, the network was simultaneously
developed to accommodate both connections, and SONI has considered the Wind Farm and the
Garvagh Cluster simultaneously in deciding the most efficient, co-ordinated and economical
connection solution, the LCTA connection requires SONI and BWFL to bear a proportionate share

of the costs of the shared connection assets.”®
CAP Paper

BWFL further submits that the works were assessed, designed, consented and constructed by
SONI to simultaneously accommodate both connections, and this was confirmed by SONI in the
CAP Paper.”

Its view is that SONI very clearly concluded in the CAP Paper that both connections are
connecting simultaneously and that therefore the costs of the shared connection assets should
be shared proportionally between BWFL and the Garvagh Cluster.”

With regard to the status of the CAP Paper - in response to SONI's submissions that the CAP
Paper is not binding - BWFL notes that the CAP Paper does not include any express provisions
which state that it is not intended to be legally binding or that it has no intention to create legal
relations. BWFL therefore considers that SONI's position in this respect is unsustainable,
especially in light of what it considers is detailed analysis in the CAP Paper.”

In support of its position that the CAP Paper is legally binding BWFL. refers to —
(a) The purpose of the CAP Paper and quotes the following extract —

"The purpose of this paper is to present the issues associated with the allocation of
cost associated with the fransmission assets...and to set out how SONI intends to apply
the [Charging Statement] in these circumstances”

(b) An email sent from SONI to BWFL"# on 22 June 2016 attaching the CAP Paper — from
which BWFL extracts and quotes the following —

58 B73 - page 7.

59 Ibid.
° Ibid

" B4Q - paras 3.23 and 3.24.

2 B40 - para 3.26.

3 B73 - page 7.

74 B100 — page 20 (Exhibit 2.2.7).
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5.28

5.29

5.30

5.31

5.32

"Please find attached paper [the CAP Paper] which...sets out how SON/ intends to
apply the Transmission Connection Charging Methodology Statement [Charging
Statement] in these circumstances”

(c) A letter from SONI dated 1 May 20157% in which BWFL notes that SON! confirms that
it intends to apply Section 6 of the Charging Statement relating to shared connection
assets.

Connection Charges

BWFL's position is that because SONI has not treated the connection of the Wind Farm and the
connection of the Garvagh Cluster as simultaneous connections, BWFL has been over-charged
for the Wind Farm connection. That is the Connection Charges levied by SONI on BWFL for the
Wind Farm connection and set out in the Connection Agreement should be of a lower amount
and the overpaid element should be refunded to BWFL by SONI.

The Connection Charges set out in the Connection Agreement are for a total amount of

S This includes an amount of IS which is attributable to cable
undergrounding work requested by BWFL. BWFL accepts that it is liable for the full amount of this
cable undergrounding work.”®

It is the balance amount of S{ I Wwhich BWFL states should be reduced in line with its
contentions that the Wind Farm and the Garvagh Cluster are 'connecting simultaneously'.

BWFL also submits that although SONI has refused to provide BWFL with details of the total
connection cost”’, it estimates that its share of the relevant amount should, on the basis of its
contention that the Wind Farm and the Garvagh Cluster are connecting simultaneously, be
approximately SIS — and therefore lead to a repayment to it of approximately Sl
-

It confirms’® that this estimate is based on —

(a) the provisions of the Charging Statement which provides that "where a number of
Users connect simultaneously...and jointly make use of Connection Assets each User
will be charged a proportion of the estimated costs of the shared Connection Assets,

calculated on a per MW share of the utilisation of the shared Connection Assets”;
(b) an allocated capacity for the Wind Farm connection of (i MW, and

(c) an allocated capacity for the Garvagh Cluster connection of @i MW.

5 B6.

7 B33 and B34,

" To confirm, the reference to 'total connection costs’ is to include those costs of constructing connection infrastructure
assets which are incurred by (IIIEEEENGGGNGGEENEEEE =nd not recovered through connection
charges (i.e. costs which are over and above LCTA). These costs are recovered through mechanisms available under

and not from BWFL.

8 B40 - paras 3.33, 3.34 and Exhibit 6 (as based on an estimation of the total connection costs).
9 B40 - para 3.33.
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Submissions in response to the Provisional Determination

5.33 BWFL's submissions to the Provisional Determination focused entirely on the First GWLG Legal

Opinion. Accordingly, its submissions to the Provisional Determination are summarised and
responded to in the Second GWLG Opinion.

Submissions in response to excerpts of G IIIIIENEGEGGGGGNNEEEED

5.34 In its response® to the excerpts of (I EEEEGEGGNEGENEGEEEEE 5/ submissions®! on the

excerpts are that they —

(a)

(b)

(©)

support its position that SONI, working in conjunction with (ijjiil} to design, develop
and construct the assets required for the Wind Farm connection and for the Garvagh
Cluster, has clearly concluded that the connections must be treated as simultaneous

connections;

evidence that through their formal TIA responsibilities, SON! and {iiillconsidered and
agreed on a simultaneous connection for the Wind Farm and the Garvagh Cluster;

demonstrate that applying a literal interpretation to the meaning of "connecting
simultaneously” (by the Utility Regulator and by SONI) is unsustainable as the
chronology of the connection applications, acceptance of offers and timing of decisions
associated with the network need to be considered in determining a "simultaneous
connection”,

show how SONI, with input from @l determined that a "simultaneous connection"
with BWFL was the "optimal transmission connection arrangement” for the Garvagh
Cluster; and

make no reference to the final physical act of connection of either the Wind Farm or
the Garvagh Cluster to the system and do not infer that SONI and (Il pproach to
the connection methodology and consequential costs allocation are subject to or
conditional upon the date of physical connection of both assets.

5.35 BWEFL also submits that —

(a)

(b)

the delay to the progress of the Garvagh Cluster appears to be the basis upon which
SONI claims that the connections are not 'simultaneous' (because the date of the final
physical connection will no longer occur "on the same day or within the same week");

SONI's change of position from August 2016 is astounding and is not sustainable or
credible;

8 B120.

# The Utility Regulator's letter of 20 September 2018 enclosing the excerpts and providing the opportunity for the Parties
to make submissions was very clear in inviting "submissions (if any)...arising out of the materials now provided". BWFL
sought to use the opportunity to repeat and/or expand on their previous submissions and/or to make new submissions
not arising from the materials being provided. Accordingly, any such submissions are not within scope and we do not refer
to them within this section.
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5.36

5.37

(c)

the CAP Paper did not, as contended by SONI, leave an open question as to whether
the Wind Farm and Garvagh Cluster connections were determined to be

'simultaneous'; and

one of the reasons stated by SONI and (I o

concluding that a 'simultaneous connection' with the Wind Farm was the optimal
connection method for the Garvagh Cluster was that it the least cost technically
acceptable (LCTA) solution, and as it stands, neither the Garvagh Cluster nor the Wind
Farm have received an LCTA connection (because the LCTA for both requires the 'per

MW' proportionate cost share to be applied to the shared connection assets).

BWHFL also reiterates —

(a)

a number of its submissions on the First GWLG Opinion; and

its contention that it was only after the Utility Regulator's letter of 4 October 2016 that
SONI notified BWFL that "the cost allocation under the simultaneous connections

methodology is no longer applicable".

Submissions in response to Utility Regulator Letter of 3 October 2018

In its response to the Utility Regulator's Letter of 3 October 2018, the submissions made by BWFL

(that are within scope and relate to the subject matter of the Dispute®) are that the

correspondence of December 201682 demonstrates the continued viability of the Garvagh Cluster

and therefore the appropriateness that the connection for the Garvagh Cluster and the Wind Farm

should remain 'simultaneous’ in respect of the shared connection assets as determined by NIEN

and SONI in (N

8 The Utility Regulator's letter of 3 October 2018 confirmed that the opportunity to make any representations was limited
to the contents of the letter and the documents attached to it. BWFL sought to use the opportunity to repeat or enhance
previous submissions and/or to make new submissions on other documents already forming part of the Bundle (and
therefore disclosed at earlier stage of the process). Accordingly, any such submissions are not within scope and we do
not refer to them within this section.

8 B121.
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6.1

6.2

6.3

6.4

6.5

6.6

6.7

6.8

SECTION SIX - VIEWS OF SONI

The views of SONI are set out in —
(a) its response to the complaint, dated 11 May 20188 (the Response);

(b) its response to BWFL's response to the excerpts from NIEN's August 2016

Submission.

SONI did not submit a substantive response to the Provisional Determination or the First GWLG
Opinion.

We have read the above documents in full and have had full and careful regard to all of the
submissions. In doing so have borne in mind that our role is to determine only the issues for
determination as set out in Section 7 of this determination.

The following is a summary of key elements of SONI's submissions.
Summary

SONI's principal argument is that BWFL has not set out a credible basis for a proposed variation
to the Connection Charges set out in the Connection Agreement as no party was connected
simultaneously with the connection of the Wind Farm .86

SONI's also submits that no connection was even progressed contemporaneously and that @i
e o orogress with a connection which
utilises the connection assets that BWFL contends are shared with another party connecting
simultaneously to it.%7

SONI states that it has applied the Connection Charges in respect of the Wind Farm connection
in line with the Charging Statement®® and strongly disagrees that it has not entered into a
Connection Agreement in accordance with the Licence.®

Charging Statement

Itis SONI's view that the circumstances of the Wind Farm connection do not engage paragraph
3.3.2 or paragraph 6.5 of the Charging Statement and that it considers it difficult to see how the
connection of the Wind Farm and the proposed connection of the Garvagh Cluster could be

considered simultaneous.%°

8 B62 and B63.

8 B122

8 B63 - para 1.3(d).

87 B63 - para 1.3(d).

8 B63 - Appendix 4, page 14.
89 B63 - Appendix 4, page 15.
% B63 - para 3.7.
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6.9

6.10

6.11

6.12

6.13

6.14

6.15

It says that this is obvious, on the basis that the connecting Wind Farm has been constructed and

was energised in 2017, whereas the Garvagh Cluster (iGN
G- c it [SONI] has not yet submitted a planning permission application.®?

SONI agrees and acknowledges that the word simultaneously is not defined in the Charging
Statement®? but does not accept that the Wind Farm and the Garvagh Cluster are connecting
simultaneously.®?

Meaning of Connecting Simultaneously/Simultaneous Connection

SONI's position is that as the word 'simultaneously’ is not defined in the Charging Statement, the
term has to be given its natural meaning. SONI's view is that the natural meaning of
'simultaneously' is "at the same time" %

SONI submits that it is clear that the Wind Farm and the Garvagh Cluster are not connecting at
the same time given that (a) the Wind Farm is already connected to the network and has been
operational since the autumn of 2017 and, (b) its planning application for works to be undertaken
for the connection of the Garvagh Cluster has not yet been made.

SONI confirms that in 2016 there was a possibility that the Wind Farm connection and the
Garvagh Cluster connection could potentially have been considered 'simultaneous' if they had

been constructed concurrently but that it subsequently became clear that this was not the case.%5

Itis also SONI's submission that the Wind Farm and the Garvagh Cluster will not both connect at
the single new connection point, i.e. at the Rasharkin Main substation — at the same time, which
it submits would need to be necessary for connection charging on a simultaneous basis to be
applicable. Its reasoning is that the Wind Farm is already connected at this point and by the time
the Garvagh Cluster is to be connected, the connection point is an existing connection point and
not a new connection point such that sections 6.1 to 6.4 of the Charging Statement apply.%

In response to BWFL's contention that the connection works were assessed, designed, consented
and constructed by SONI to simultaneously connect the Garvagh Cluster, SONI contends that is
not the case. It submits that the enhanced specification of the connection was to facilitate potential
future generation and demand as well as potential future transmission network development and
reinforcement, so not solely to accommodate the Garvagh Cluster.% In this respect SON! submits
that BWFL has not been charged for the cost of constructing the connection to this enhanced
specification which provides the additional network capacity®8.

1 B63 - para 3.8.

92 B63 - para 3.10.

 B63 - para 3.9.

9 B63 - paras 3.12 and 3.31(a).
9% B63 - paras 3.11 and 3.12.

% B63 - paras 3.14 and 3.15.

7 B3 - para 3.17.

% B63- para 1.3(b).
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6.16

6.17

6.18

6.19

6.20

6.21

6.22

SONI is also of the view that the Utility Regulator's response of 4 October 2016 to (D
G -pplication supports the final position arrived at by SONI that the Wind Farm
connection and the Garvagh Cluster connection are not 'simultaneous'.%®

CAP Paper

SONI submits that BWFL's contention that the CAP Paper constitutes an acceptance by SONI
that both connections should be treated as simultaneous, for the purposes of the Charging
Statement, is a misrepresentation of the CAP Paper. This is because the CAP Paper is
exploratory and formed part of an ongoing review of how the proposed connections could be dealt
with under the Charging Statement. In support of this submission SONI also refers to the following
extract of the CAP Paper —

"should these two connection points be considered to be simultaneous, the costs of the shared
assets should be allocated under Section 3.3.2 of the [Charging Statement]. If we consider the
Garvagh cluster not to be a simultaneous connection then Section 3.3.3 will apply.” 100

SONI also submits that BWFL acknowledged, in its email of 23 June 20167, that SONI was
exploring all charging options of which simultaneous connection was only one option.'%2

SONI's position is that the CAP Paper (a) merely indicated SONI's then current analysis and does
not and cannot supersede the Utility Regulator approved Charging Statement, and (b) does not
bind SONI in the application of the Charging Statement, as it was based on a different factual

analysis. 103

It is SONI's position that charging on the basis of there being simultaneous connections of the

Wind Farm and of the Garvagh Cluster is not appropriate or factually accurate in this case.%4
Connection Charges

SONI did not make any submissions in response to BWFL's contentions on the amount of the
Connection Charges that it should be liable for on the basis of the connections being considered
simultaneous connections.

Submissions in response to BWFL's Submissions on the excerpts of (IIEIENGEGED
G

SONI's submissions'®® (as within scope and relating to the subject matter of the Dispute!8) on
BWFL's submissions on the documents disclosed by the Utility Regulator on 20 September 2018,
can be summarised as follows —

% B63 - para 3.20.

100 B63 - paras 3.22 and 3.23.

191 B63 - Exhibit 3.

12 B63 - para 3.24 and Appendix 1, Document 3.
193 B3 - para 3.30.

104 B63 - paras 3.31 — 3.33.

105 B122.

1% The Utility Regulator's letter of 3 October 2018 confirmed that the opportunity to make any representations was limited
to the contents of the letter and the documents attached to it. SONI sought to use the opportunity to make submissions
on other aspects and matters. Accordingly, any such submissions are not within scope and we do not refer to them within
this section.
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(a)

(b)

(c)

BWEFL is wrong in arguing, by reference to the excerpts of (N ENEGGED
G that by considering the BWFL connection together with the Garvagh
Cluster connection SONI has clearly concluded that the BWFL connection must be

treated as simultaneous;

the fact that in 2016 SONI considered the possibility that the two projects may connect

simultaneously is irrelevant to the facts which unfolded;

SONI reiterates that BWFL has only paid for the LCTA connection.
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71

7.2

7.3

7.4

7.5

7.6

SECTION SEVEN — ISSUES FOR DETERMINATION

The issues falling to be determined by us in respect of the Dispute are as follows.
Issue One

The first issue to be determined by us is whether the Wind Farm and the Garvagh Cluster are

‘connecting simultaneously’ within the meaning of the Charging Statement.
Issue Two

The second issue will only need to be determined by us where our determination on Issue One is

that the Wind Farm and the Garvagh Cluster are connecting simultaneously.

If required, the second issue for determination by us is whether the Connection Charges set out
in the Connection Agreement have been calculated in accordance with the terms of the Charging

Statement which apply when parties are connecting simultaneously.
Issue Three

The third issue will only need to be determined by us where (i) our determination on Issue One is
that the Wind Farm and the Garvagh Cluster are connecting simultaneously; and (ii) our
determination on Issue Two is that the Connection Charges set out in the Connection Agreement

have not been calculated in accordance with the applicable terms of the Charging Statement.

If required, the third issue for determination by us is determining the variation that shall be made
to the Connection Agreement with regard to the amount of Connection Charges that BWFL is
liable to pay under the Connection Agreement.
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8.1

8.2

8.3

8.4

8.5

8.6

8.7

8.8

SECTION EIGHT — DETERMINATION

Issue One

The first issue for determination by us is whether the Wind Farm and the Garvagh Cluster are
connecting 'simultaneously' within the meaning of the Charging Statement.

In order to determine this first issue we first need to determine what is meant by 'connecting
simultaneously' in the context of its use in the Charging Statement and then apply that meaning
to the facts of the case before us.

Accordingly, following receipt of the BWFL's submissions to the Provisional Determination, the

First GWLG Opinion, and excerpts of (GGG (\Which included legal
opinions from its (I we sought further legal advice (the

Second GWLG Opinion) in respect of BWFL's submissions on the meaning of 'connecting
simultaneously' as used in the Charging Statement.

Determination on Issue One

We, the Decision-Makers, have thoroughly and fully reviewed and considered —

(a) all of the submissions made by the Parties in the course of the dispute process;
(b) both the First GWLG Opinion and the Second GWLG Opinion; and
(c) the circumstances of the case before us, to include that (a) the Wind Farm is connected

to the Transmission System and has been so connected since August 2017, and (b)

the Garvagh Cluster is not at present connected to the Transmission System.

Having done so, and having applied the facts of the case to the legal meaning of "connecting
simultaneously’, our determination on Issue One is that the Wind Farm and the Garvagh Cluster

are not 'connecting simultaneously' within the meaning of the Charging Statement.

Issues Two and Three

Section 7 confirms that Issues Two and Three would only need to be determined by us where our
determination on Issue One is that the Wind Farm and the Garvagh Cluster are connecting

simultaneously.

Our determination on Issue One is that the Wind Farm and the Garvagh Cluster are not
connecting simultaneously.

Accordingly, we do not need to, and do not make, a determination on Issues Two and Three.
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9.1

9.2

9.3

9.4

9.5

9.6

SECTION NINE — RECOVERY OF UTILITY REGULATOR'S COSTS

Making a Costs Order

Paragraph 5A of Article 31A of the Electricity Order provides that the Utility Regulator may include
in the determination an order requiring any person to the dispute to pay such sum in respect of
the costs or expenses of the Utility Regulator in making the determination as the Utility Regulator
considers appropriate.

In its letter of 11 April 201897, the Utility Regulator —

(a) confirmed to the Parties that it had accepted BWFL's application as a complaint for
the purposes of Article 31A of the Electricity Order;

(b) in accordance with the Complaints Policy'®, drew the Parties' attention to Article
31A(5A) of the Electricity Order; and

(c) informed the Parties that it was likely that a costs order would be made.

Paragraph 5B of Article 31A of the Electricity Order provides that in making an order under
paragraph 5A the Utility Regulator shall have regard to the conduct and means of the parties and

other relevant circumstances.

The Complaints Policy?® states that where the Utility Regulator is considering whether to make
a provision for payment of the Utility Regulator's costs, it will have regard to —

(a) the nature and complexity of the complaint or dispute;
(b) the resources of the parties;

(c) the conduct of the parties in relation to the complaint or dispute (whether before or after
the date of the application);

(d) the outcome of the complaint or dispute; and
(e) what is fair and proportionate in all the circumstances of the case

Also, on 10 November 2017 the Utility Regulator published an Information Note setting out and
confirming its policy on cost recovery in respect of its dispute settlement role'® (the Costs
Recovery Policy).

Among other things, the Costs Recovery Policy, confirms —

107 B48.

198 A4 - Section D; para 9.
198 A4 - Section D; para 24.

110 A7.
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9.7

9.8

9.9

9.10

(a)

(b)

that, other than in exceptional cases, whenever the Utility Regulator determines a
dispute in respect of which it has the power to recover its costs, it will make a costs
order; and

that the Utility Regulator will take into account all the circumstances of the case in
determining which party (or parties) is required to pay its costs.

Provisional Costs Order

The Utility Regulator's provisional conclusions, including its reasons, on the recovery of its costs,

as set out in section 9 of the Provisional Determination, were that it would seek to recover all of

its external costs incurred in determining the Dispute from BWFL.

Parties’ Submissions on the provisional conclusions

SONI did not make any submissions on the provisional costs order.

BWFL submitted that —

(a)

(b)

(c)

the Utility Regulator had not acted in a consistent, transparent or proportionate manner
in adopting the Costs Recovery Policy because it was adopted without regard to the
approach adopted by other sector regulators and/or the view of the industry;

the Utility Regulator had not acted in accordance with the approach set out in the Costs
Recovery Policy because, contrary to paragraph 24 of Section D of the Complaints
Policy it has not considered, and given equal weight to, all of the matters set out in that
paragraph 24;

BWFL has, both prior to the Dispute, and throughout the Dispute process, acted
diligently and responsibility in seeking to obtain an efficient and timely resolution and
has not caused any delays or additiona! costs to the Utility Regulator;

even if the Costs Recovery Policy is used to determine the appropriate allocation of
costs, given the nature and complexity of the Dispute, BWFL's good faith conduct
throughout and the overall fairness and proportionality of the circumstances of the case
ought to be given due weight; and

the Utility Regulator should bear its owns costs and BWFL should not be liable for any
of the costs.

We have given careful consideration to BWFL's submissions and make the following points,

comments and observations —

(a)

The Utility Regulator is entitled to adopt, and has adopted, a costs recovery policy
which it considers to be right and suitable in relation to its dispute settlement role,
subject only to the powers conferred on it under the applicable statutory provisions. It
is not required to follow, or to have regard to, the policies of other sector regulators, or
to take views from the industry for this purpose. In any event, the Utility Regulator has
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9.11

9.12

9.13

9.14

followed best practice and acted in a consistent, transparent and proportionate manner
by stating clearly its approach to the recovery of costs: publishing its policy, giving its
reasons for adopting the policy and drawing the Parties’ attention to it at the outset of
the Dispute process.

(b) BWEFL is mistaken in contending that the Utility Reguiator did not consider all of the
matters listed in paragraph 24 of the Complaints Policy. The Utility Regulator had
regard to all of the matters listed in paragraph 24 which apply in respect of the Dispute.

(c) With regard to these matters —

(i) there is nothing in the nature and complexity of the Dispute, the resources
of the Parties, or the conduct of the Parties which effects or has any bearing
on which Party should be liable for the Utility Regulator's costs.

(i) The Utility Regulator does not consider the circumstances of the case to be

such that it is an exceptional case such that no costs order should be made.

(iii) The Utility Regulator considers that the circumstances of the case are such
that it is fair and proportionate for the Utility Regulator to recover its total
external legal costs.

(iv) The outcome of the Dispute is fully in favour of SONI.

Determination on Costs Order

Taking all of the above into consideration we have determined to make the costs order set out at
section 10 of this determination (the Costs Order).

Our determination is for BWFL to pay a sum in respect of the total external legal costs the Utility
Regulator has incurred in making this determination. The total external legal costs of the Utility
Regulator for this purpose amount to S cxcluding VAT).

Accordingly, the Order is that BWFL shall pay *(NE (pius VAT at the prevailing rate).

The Utility Regulator will inform BWFL, by way of separate correspondence, on the method for
making the payment.
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10. SECTION TEN — COSTS ORDER

101 We order that, by no later than 28 days from the date of this determination, Brockaghboy
Windfarm Limited makes a payment to the Northern Ireland Authority for Utility Regulation (the
Utility Regulator) of J D (plus VAT at the prevailing rate).

Jon Carlton
Richard Rodgers
Roisin McLaughlin
16 OCTOBER 2018

Authorised on behalf of the Northern Ireland Authority for Utility Regulation

38



ANNEX ONE: GOWLING WLG OPINION — AUGUST 2018

© cowLinG wiG

Confidential to the Authority and the Parties

NORTHERN IRELAND AUTHORITY FOR UTILITY REGULATION

Brockaghboy Wind Farm Ltd Complaint

-

INTRODUCTION

!
o
]
>
c
—
=2
<]
=
<

ity).

-
(8]

2 INSTRUCTIONS

N
-

n

Y l



2.2

2.3

2.4

25

N
o

3.1

3.2

ANNEX ONE: GOWLING WLG OPINION — AUGUST 2018

© cowuin wiG

Confidential to the Authority and the Parties

(b)

it et s 2]



ANNEX ONE: GOWLING WLG OPINION -~ AUGUST 2018

O GOWLING WLG

Confidential to the Authority and the Parties

3.3
3
-

L]

34—

Y SRR $ThhEaassaaaae e S olaamees )
CEEEEEEEET 0 0 O e )
an
CEEETE—— )

36 R T e R e e )
EETENEEL S ST eaaehe sl o)
T e e e )
EESE- ST IeEEs - - SoReesee ST R
o TSR]

3 E T 0 JReeeeelemess 00 e o)
G S SSEEE SRS oo
T )

LT - TR o S SR )
& EEESEEE RSN CSEEnmmn
G SESSasaa e e
& TEEEaassss 20 S

3 EEL T SmEsTss T OSSN 0 o oaees)
| R e S o 3]
= TR S T e )
G T SRR o)
G s S e SeeReeET 0 )

3.10 (N
]
L.
L]
G




3.1

3.12

3.13

3.14

3.15

3.16

ANNEX ONE: GOWLING WLG OPINION — AUGUST 2018

0 GOWLING WLG

Confidential to the Authority and the Parties

Advice




ANNEX ONE: GOWLING WLG OPINION — AUGUST 2018

O GOWLING WLG

Confidential to the Authority and the Parties

4
——

4.1
e SR S —

1z T T T e
e e o S
TR T

T T )

e i e S )
o s
G = sl e o emmmmssewsseme )
CEEEETErTDEe T

® TR T N o SR

- —— e e amame )
e e s
T O EES—— e ———
)

45 T RS S
o
a—— e s )

N cm—— - sowmmm

o



4.7

4.8

»
©

:b
—_
o

4.1

4.12

4.13

4.14

4.15

ANNEX ONE: GOWLING WLG OPINION - AUGUST 2018

0 GOWLING WLG

Confidential to the Authority and the Parties




4.16

417

4.19

ANNEX ONE: GOWLING WLG OPINION — AUGUST 2018

O GOWLING WLG

Confidential to the Authority and the Parties

o
\l |



ANNEX ONE: GOWLING WLG OPINION — AUGUST 2018

© cowLin wiG

Confidential to the Authority and the Parties

Gowling WLG (UK) LLP
August 2018



ANNEX TWO: GOWLING WLG OPINION - OCTOBER 2018

© cowLinG wiG

Confidential to the Authority and the Parties

NORTHERN IRELAND AUTHORITY FOR UTILITY REGULATION

Brockaghboy Wind Farm Ltd Complaint




ANNEX TWO: GOWLING WLG OPINION - OCTOBER 2018

O GOWLING WLG

o)
(o]
3
=4
[oX
o
3
=
o
=t~
5]
—t
o
D
>
[
=
-
&
=
—
=
Q)
3
[oR
[~
=
®
o
oy
=
o
(7]

N



1.17

ANNEX TWO: GOWLING WLG OPINION - OCTOBER 2018

0 GOWLING WLG

Confidential to the Authority and the Parties

w



ANNEX TWO: GOWLING WLG OPINION - OCTOBER 2018

0 GOWLING WLG

Confidential to the Authority and the Parties




ANNEX TWO: GOWLING WLG OPINION - OCTOBER 2018

O GOWLING WLG

Confidential to the Authority and the Parties




ANNEX TWO: GOWLING WLG OPINION - OCTOBER 2018

O GOWLING WLG

Confidential to the Authority and the Parties




ANNEX TWO: GOWLING WLG OPINION - OCTOBER 2018

0 GOWLING WLG

Confidential to the Authority and the Parties




ANNEX TWO: GOWLING WLG OPINION - OCTOBER 2018

O GOWLING WLG

Confidential to the Authority and the Parties

&=
ECEEETEEREENETET 0 e SN S )

S CEEETETEEENETTT T e e o e )
CETToTEENRRErY e e e e )
CEECTEORESERET T 00 ey S e L R )
BTN T e e )
EEEUTTTITTEEET | RS e s T s e )
(255 e o RN R il S N L ST )
-t nRe T S ]

318 EEEETIETOTENREn e e v R e )
L
- S-S i S et e e )
[ 0 | AR USRS 0 P M v
ST TR e NS )
BT O aaES T eSS )

G EEm— T TEE e T OEEeeT . S
GEERY 2 AEpECoEee heeRNeey  ages)
[ O R e )
GRS T USSR
-

e e T EEEEs= e
[ iR SR e ]
| TR =70 i SO

@& T ooSl o aET R SRS TR
. TR e R St )
T e T e SO

@ e e TR s e G )
[l © R R S R R T s T T
TR e e SR e S
U e e e T R R 0 G )

]

I.
=]



ANNEX TWO: GOWLING WLG OPINION - OCTOBER 2018

O GOWLING WLG

Confidential to the Authority and the Parties

IIIII
w l



ANNEX TWO: GOWLING WLG OPINION - OCTOBER 2018

0 GOWLING WLG

@]
lo)
3
=
o
o)
3
f=
o
=t~
(s}
=t
-
®
>
[y
=4
=
[s]
=
i~
S
)
=3
o
—t+
=
o
0
i
=
I
(7]

10



ANNEX TWO: GOWLING WLG OPINION - OCTOBER 2018

0 GOWLING WLG

Confidential to the Authority and the Parties

11



ANNEX TWO: GOWLING WLG OPINION - OCTOBER 2018

0 GOWLING WLG

Confidential to the Authority and the Parties

12



ANNEX TWO: GOWLING WLG OPINION - OCTOBER 2018

O GOWLING WLG

Confidential to the Authority and the Parties




ANNEX TWO: GOWLING WLG OPINION - OCTOBER 2018

O GOWLING WLG

Confidential to the Authority and the Parties

o
o

—_
-



ANNEX TWO: GOWLING WLG OPINION - OCTOBER 2018

O GOWLING WLG

@]
le)
jus
=
Q.
o
3
f=s
o
—t
(o]
|~
=
®
>
c
=y
-
[s)
=
3
[
3
o
|~
=
o
0
o
=
D
(2]




ANNEX TWO: GOWLING WLG OPINION - OCTOBER 2018

@ GOWLING WLG

Confidential to the Authority and the Parties

John Cooper
Partner
Gowling WLG (UK) LLP

October 2018



uoneoijdde uoyon.suod-a. i 6 pebo: souspuodsanod lews | vL0Z/60/cZ | (14Md Jod) 101 INOS vd
pesn 10N €g
(1| obed je org 0} (1dma
L HQIYX3 Juswaesiby uonosuuo) jo Led swioy) 1.0Z AB|N 8Z PSIEp Jayo uoijoauuo) jo aoueidesoe Buisopua JenaT | ¥102/90/v0 INOS | 104) 101 zq
(8% 9bed e g 01 NQIYX] ‘JUSWaBIBY UOROBUUOD 4O LBd SWIOY) J8PO UondsuUo) pasinay | »10Z/50/8Z | (14AAg Jod) 1DL INOS K2
1102
JaqIBSAON Joye|nbay
(S10N uonewLloU|) 8]0y JUsWSeS andsiq Joj A1sn02ay S)S0D U0 A2ij0d HN 0l Aunn VA
1pd'81.0202%ACINOZ%PRIePI0SU0D0Z%0SL0Z%INOS/S8IY Joje|nbay
-e|pawy/sa|y/iubain/says/n'Acb 1ubain mmm//:sdny - 8oUs0I UOISSIWSUBLL INOS 810z Aey INOS Anan ov
#pd'010202%12qWed9002%2 202 %Par0ddy02%-02%600202% 2qie02a0z%Iuawaleisog
%A B0]0POYIBIN0Z % BUIBIBYUD0Z%INOS/OAILOIY/SIUSWNOOP/BIPaLNPY| IUOS Mmm//:diy
- Juawajels ABojopoyep Buibiey) uondasuuo) uoissiwsuel] INOS g|-dag INOS GY
Jpd-g)aunp-"Adljod” seIndsig” pue” sjule|dwon” sjeaddy/suoneolignd/speojdnyn AoB ubain mmm/:dpy Jojejnbay
- sjueaijddy 1o} aping pue sieaddy pue sapndsiq ‘sjule|dwo) jo uopnjosay ay} uo Adljod | €£102/90/10 Ainn v
((eounosai-a ue se a|gejieAe Jabuo| ou si JUBWNJ0P SIY]) Opg PUB GEF SE Ulalay paoualaal pue 810z
yole\ 8¢ pajep jule|dwod 4G 8yl 0} € NqiuxX3) Juswisiels ABojopoyisy Buibiey) uonosuuo) uoissiwsuel] INOS 60-92Q INOS ev
SjuSju09/ L /866 |/eBANN N A0G" Uone|SIBa| MMM/ dRY - 8661 10V UoRiedWOD | 8661L/L1L/60 v
SUSIU09/L.EZ/ZE6L/1SIU/MN'A0B UolEsIBa) Mmm//:dRY - Z661 JOPIO (PUB|al| LIBYHON) ANOLI08(T | 2661/20/LL LY
joa
uondiosap/opn JuswnaoQ ajeq ol woi4 | ajpung

Sjuawindo( ajpung }0 }SI] — aUQ Xipuaddy

sjuawWNo0( a|pung 4o 3si] — auQ xipuaddy




SHIOM}SN
THO A0L | Jo uoneoyloads paoueyus Joy Buipuny Bupjess ey | 9L0e/LL/p0 | Jo1einBay Annn 3IN 81g
AoquBesoig 10j poyisiy UoNdBUUOD pallsjeld Jojesedo walshs | 9102/LL/E0 N3N INOS PAR:
(7dmg
(c61 obed 1e 0pg 03 | Hqiyx3 jo ped swioy) D3N Buiwiyuoo sene | 910Z/0L/7e INOS | Joy) oL old
Jojejnbay
(psyoepal) ybenleg Je xiom uononlysuoo-aid BuipieBal jene | 91.02/0L/40 syIomBN JIN Aumn GLg
(161 obed je otg 0} | ¥qIyx3 Jo Yed suuoy) swus) jo soueldeooe Buipiebal Jjene | 9102/.0/v0 74Mmd) 101 INOS vid
(1dma
(681 obed 1e Oig 0} L ¥qIux3 Jo wed swioy) y197 Buipiebel 1ene | 9102/90/12 INOS | ‘0}) 101 €19
(981 obed je oyg 0} | HqIUXT Jo Hed swioy) 8IN0I PealIeA0 sINOS Jo uoipod e punoiBispun o} Buiesibe Jene | 910z/90/5L | (14AE 40y) DL INOS r4%:!
(¥81 obedje oyg 0} | (1dma
HgIYx3 Jo Hed suuoy) eynos peaYIsAo S,|NOS J0 uoipod e punolbispun o} [lesodo.d pue senssi Buiuue|d Buipsebal 1enaT | 91.02/90/20 INOS | J04) 101 119
(o9 Jo JBau 0} Z UqIYX3) Jaded UONEDIO||Y 1SO - SuoloauU0D Aoqubexoolg pue Jajsn|) ybeales glL-unp INOS oLg
(ozL
abed je opg 0} | Nqiyx3 Juswaaiby uoyosuuo) jo ped swioy) (NGNS (<;;0 uonosuuo) | §L0Z/0L/62 | (14ME Jol) 101 INOS 64
(611 obed e opg o} | (7dme
HaIyxg uswaealby uonosuuo) jo ped swioy) 1.0z 1snbny /| pajep Jayo uojosuuo) jo aoueldadoe Buisopus 1eye | §102/60/5) INOS | Jo4) 101 ed
(g, obed
le g 0} | HaIux3 Juswaaiby uoposuuo) jo ped swio)) (HNGGEEEEENE »>522.0U) J8Y0 U0NosuUoD | §10Z/80/LL | {(14Mg 1o 1DL INOS /9
sjesse uoosuuod pasodoud Bulkjued JeneT | §102/50/10 | (T4Mmg Jod) 101 INOS od
(1dme
THO AXOL | o uonesijan Buipiebal JeyaT | §102/€0/91 INOS | Jo3) 101 Gd

sjuawinoo( sjpung }o 3si - suQ xipuaddy




(01 oBed 1e opg o ¥ HQIUX3 Jo Hed suuoy) uued puipy AogyBexpolg Buipiebai sene | £102/20/20 | (14ME 108) 1L INOS Led
10)e|nBay
(g o6ed 1e ovd 01 ¥ NqIux3 Jo Hed swioy) suoidsuL0d Ybeateo/Aoqybexpoig BulpreBas sewa | £102/90/20 | (T4AAE 104) 101 Amn ocd
(9 obed 18 (14mg
‘0¥ 01 ¥ 11qIUX3 Jo Jied SwIoy) SUONOBUUOD PUH ANOL LISIsN|o yBeales) pue wied pulp Aoqybexoolg Buipsebal ensT | £10Z/S0/SL INOS | J04) 0L 62d
(1dmg
(¢ obed je ‘0vg 0} ¥ NqIUX3 Jo ped suuoy) Jsisnjo ybeates) pue wued puip Aoqubexooug BuipieBal ana | £L0Z/S0/LL | JoeinBay Awnn | Jop) 0L 8zg
2102/50/S0
0} INOS/(TdME
(0¥ 01 7 Haiux3 yo Hed swioj os|e) /L0Z AelN 8 PUe YoJely Lz usemlag [INOS PUE |Q 1 Usemiaq aBueyoxe lews | /10Z/€0/.L2 10y) 101 X4:
V.07 BuipieBeisene | 2L0z/v0/vL | (14MAE 40)) 1DL INOS 9zd
(1dma
Bunsoo Buipreber seneT | 2102/£0/.2 INOS | Jo}) 101 sed
2102/10/12
0} .
sejepdn Buipsebes souspuodsanoo lew3 | 9L0z/LL/LL | (14MEJ0)) 1OL INOS vzd
(L6 oBed 1e oig 0} | Nqiyx3 jo Hed suuoy) DI o uonewyuod Buipiebal ene | 910z/zL/6L | (14AG 403) 1DL INOS ced
9L0T/LLIvE
0}
sejepdn buipieBas souspuodsanod flews | 910Z/LL/y0 | (14ME 108) 101 INOS zed
(v61 obed 1 0pg 0} | NqIUXT JO Hed Swioy) S}SO) UORIBUUOD PBIBIDOSSY pue JallO uonosuuo) BuipieBer senat | 9L0z/LL/Lg | (T4AE Jo3) 191 INOS lzg
Joje|nbay
uoposuuoy wied puip Aoqubexoosg Buipiebal Jlene | 910Z/LL/8L N3IN Ann ozd
pasn 1oN 619

sjuswnsoq a|pung jo isi7 — auQ xipuaddy




Suosep
g uaiux3 a1 jlew3 | 8LOZ/F0/E0 | (14MAg 104) 1DL jussuld Gig
9 HaIyx3 a1 lew3 | 810Z/¥0/20 | suosel Juasuld 101 ag!
sSuose
9 HqIyx3 8l jlrews | gL0z/co/6z | Joenbay Aunn jussuld £ig
Joje|nbay
101 0} JojeinBay ANun woy lews | 8L0z/c0/62 | (14Md 10)) 101 Amn Zvd
Joye|nbay
101 o} JojeinBey Auinn wouy rews | 81L0z/c0/62 | (14Mg 40)) 101 Asn [R:]
(14mg
9 0} | sHqIyx3 pue xipuaddy - sindsip uojosuu0) pUo wied puing Aoqybesooig | 8L0z/c0/8g | Joyeinbey An | Joy) 101 ovd
(7dmg
Jena| Jenoo aindsigaute|dwo) | 810z/c0/gg | Joreinbay A | Joy) 101 6£9
Jojeinbay
810z Aenigad 9 uo papiwgns endsip 0 asuodsay | 810z/€0/60 | (14Md Jop) [DL Aumn 8cd
G | 5 l0z/Z0/vL syIomieN JIN INOS PAS:
Hoday uopdeuuo) uuejpuip Aoqybesoolg | £102/0L/S0 | JoreinBey AN INOS ocd
sa|youd JuswAed Buipiebes sepe | £10Z/0L/20 |  (T4AAG Jo8) 101 INOS Ged
INOS/(14Md
(2 obed 1e Otg 0} | Nqiyxg se papnjoul) Juswsaibe uonosuuo) | £102/80/62 Joj) 101 4%
(861 obed 1e opg 01 | HqIyx3 4o Hed swuoy) V1O 40 Juswalelsal BuipieBas sape | 210z/80/b2 | (14Mma Joy) 101 INOS ceg
110220172
0]
s}s02 Bulpiefial eouspuodsanod lew3 | 2102/50/5¢ | (14AAd 404) 1DL INOS zed

suawnN20( ajpung o isi7 — auQ xipuaddy




Joje|nbay
810z Ael 0} Jo 1epas| 0} 8suodsal |lBWT | 810Z/S0/01 9TV Aumn 859
(9718v)
(INOS
loy) siopolj08
uoneujwlslep Joj senssi Buipiebal tene | 8102/50/0) | JoyeinBey Annn OT%Y 168
INOS/(14ME loyenbay
uoljewloyul [elRUSpYUOD al lews | 8102/S0/60 | 404) 101 Aimn 959
Joje|nbay
810z |udy GZ Jo Jens| INOS 03 esuodsey | 810Z/r0/0€ INOS Amsn gsd
sauljawiy a1 J8pe | 8L0Z/¥0/S52 | JoienbBay Aunn INOS ot
INOS/(1dMd loje|nbay
sda)s }xau pue UoRoIpSLING a1 sallied 0} JenaT | 8L0g/v0/ce | Joy) 101 Aimn £5g
uonolpsune 8l JeRe | 8L0Z/v0/0g | JorenBay Ann INOS zsd
: QENVE
Jureidwoo a1 YN 0} [D1 wolj Jsne] | 8L0g/y0/Z)L | JorenBay An | Joy) IDL LG9
(1dma
julejdwod a1 YN 0} QL wol rews | 8L0g/r0/cL | Joyenbay Annn | Joy) 101 osd
Auouyiny Jo Jepe | 8L0zZ/v0/ZL | Joremnbey Alnn 74Me 6d
INOS/(T1dME Joje|nboy
selled 0} JoneT esuodsay andsiq | 8L0Z/70/LL | J0)) 101 Ainn 8vg
SJOBJU0D @) YN O} [DL woy lewT | 8L0zZ/k0/90 | JorenBay Aumnn 101 PAs:|
Joyeinbay
SJOBJUOD 81 |D1 0} YN Woy flews | 8L0Z/70/90 | (T4AAG 404) 101 Amn ovg

sjuswinaoq ajpung j0 isi — auQ xipuaddy




sHqiyxe Bursojous pue s|gelswi} ‘uonewloju ‘W Buipsebal sene | 8102/90/70 | Joieinbay Aumn T8V 2.9
(1amg
suolssiwqns Buipiebal lew3 | 81.0g/50/Gz | Joweinbay Aunn | Joy) 101 LI
INOS/(1dME Joje|nbey
8|gerawi] Yim salled o} 1sanbaus uollewlou] | 810g/50/S2 | 104) 191 Amn 0.8
(1dme
siaxe| uoisioaq BuipieBbaluene | 8L02/50/L1L | JoieinbBay Aynn | Joy) 101 699
. Joye|nbay
souspuodsalod Buipiebal 1epeq | 8102/50/9L | (14AAG J0)) 1DL Ann 809
_ Joje|nbay
810¢ AeN 01 pelep Jays| 0} ssuodses ul TRy 0} JenaT | 810Z/S0/91 oY Aumn Y
INOS/(1dMm8 lojenBey
Sioxew uoIs|oap a1 salled 0} JapaT | 8102/50/9L | Jo)) 0L Amn 998
G o) poled soueldsade o) uoisuelxs Bunuest eney | 81.07/S0/5) SyIOMIaN JIN INOS sog
sseo0.d sjureidwod Buipiebal sens | 810z/50/LEL | Joleinbeay Annn o8V vog
G | 5!07/S0/LL | JoenbBay Aunn | ©T8V/INOS cod
a9 1en0d asuodsey | 8L0Z/S0/LL | JojenBey Aunn [ OTRV/INOS c9d
Joie|nbay
uonewuoul leguapyuod Buipiebal lews | 8102/50/0L N3IN/INOS Aunn Log
Joje|nbay
uonewuojul [eRuUSpyUoo Buipiebas lews | 8102/50/01L Amn/iNos N3IN 099
10)e|nBay
uolewlojul jeuapyuoo buipiebal jew3 | 8102/50/01 ANRA/NIIN INOS 659

sjusawnao( a|pung o isiq — auQ xipuaddy




8seQ Jo Juswielels Jo Yelq Buisojous lBw 3 | 8102/90/.2 INOS/14ME Amn 689
(7dme

9 NIux3 oul 810z duUNf GZ palep Jaja) sojeinbey ANjun o) ssuodsal ulJene | 810z/90/9¢ | Jojeinbay Aunn | Joj) 191 ¥89g
INOS/(1dMd loje|nbay

paAladal uoewlojul Buipsebel 18R | 8102/90/62 | 404) 101 Ann £8d
INOS/(1dMa JojeinBey

a|ge}-awi} pasiaal sAleolpul Buipsebal lews | 81.02/90/5¢ | 404) 101 Aunn zsg

a|ge}-awi} pasiaal aAedlpul Buipiebal lews | §102/90/GZ | Joreinbey Auinn OT8Y 18g
(1dma

a|ge}-auwl} pasiAal SAedlpul Bulpiebal lew3 | 8102/90/5Z | Joyeinbay Auinn | 1oy) 101 osd
10je|nbay

a|ge}-awi} pasiaal saedlpul BulpieBal lews | 8102/90/22 INOS Ann 6.9
Joje|nbay

ajqel-awi pasiaal sanedipul Buipsebal lews | 8102/90/22 | (14ME J0)) 101 Amn 8.d
QETVS]

awi} jo uolsusixe Buipsebal lew3 | 810zZ/90/Lg | Joieinbay Aunn | Joy) 101 ./4
J0je|nbay

auwil} jo uoisusixe BuipieBbar tepe | L02/90/L | (14AgE Jo)) 101 Amn 9.9
Joje|nbay

Aejap ase] jo Juawale)s yeup Bupiebal lew | gL0zZ/90/cL | (14ME 404 101 Aumn G/9
(71dme

uolssiwqgns INOS Bulpiebei sone | 810z/90/G0 | JojeinBay Aynn | Joy) 1oL .9
QENVE]

uoISSIWANS §,INOS O} 8suodsal Ul Jeie | 81L02/90/70 | 1orenbay AN | 1of) 0L £.9

sjuswnao( ajpung Jo isi] — auQ xipuaddy




(g69) 8102 AINT ¢ 40 (INOS 410}) Jen8| J02I|0S TRY lojenbay
pue (z6g pue L6q) D .o} s\e)  ‘(y88) 810z aunr gz jo Jono M o) piebo) yym saiued o) eneT | 810z/.0/L1 INOS/M4Md Anmn 964
(INOS)
(zeg pue 169 ye NN o siew s buipiebal jsneT | 8102/L0/70 | JoyenBay Awnn o918V G649
(14ma)
9se JO juswialels Jelp uo uonejussaldal J4MG | 8L0Z/L0/70 | Joreinbay Aunn | D G 68
(14ma)
9seD JO Juswalels Yelp Jo uojejussaldal TG 104 Jene| Jencd | 810z/L0/v0 | Jolenbay Aunn | D GEED €64
(7dma)
8se JO Juswialels Yelp 0} se suolejussaidal g Buiyoene jley 3 | 810z/20/70 | Joteinbay Avnn | (GG z6d
(14Mg)
ase) Jo Juswolels yelp ayy Buiuisouod ey 3 | 8L0z/20/70 | Joieinbey Aynn | CEEEEEEEN 169
(7dMma) Joje|nBay
8102 aunr 9z 40 (14Me) (I ;o Jens| o) Buik|des jeneT | 81.02/90/62 ] Aimn 069
G . Guifdoo BuipJeBai lely 3 | 810z/90/82 | loyenbay Aunn T74Mma 68d
Jo0)einbay
sjuswinoop Buisojous seiled o} IlBN 3 | 8102/90/82 INOS/14ME Aimn 88g
Joye|nbay
sjuewinoop Buisopus seiled o1 ey 3 | 8102/20/82 INOS/14Ma Aimn /89
101e|nbay
(G8d 1€ |lBW & 0} JuBWyOE)R) B8SED JO JUSWa)els Yelq | 8102/90/.¢ INOS/14Md Aunn 98g
Jojeinbay

sjuawnao( ajpung jo isiq — auQ xipuaddy




(1dnma)
suosep

810¢ 1snbny 6 40 Jens| T4MA Ul pasojpue — (5018) eaipe ebe| 97amo uo (I xpueddy | 8L02/80/62 | JowenBay Aunn ssuld 80Ldg
(dma)
suosep

uojeuILIBIeQ |BUOISIACIA SJojeinBay AN sy} o) esuodsal 14MG | 8102/80/62 | Joieinbay AN juesuld loLg
(so1g) eo1ape [eba] 91O uo (I xpusdde pue uoneuluilep (1dma)

[euoisiaoid siojeinBay Aun syl o} ssuodsal T4Mmg Bulyoene Jojeinbey Awnn of D U0} 1oA00 Jlew3 | 810z/80/6C | Jojenbey Aunn |@HEED @G| o019

yOLE yum INOS “14Md

G = posojoul | ojeinbey Awnn 9TMO soLd
Joye|nBay

aoinpe [eba] 9IM9 Buisojous (INOS) I pue (14/Mg o) I o) Joieinbay Ajnn woy 1eneT | 8L02/80/5) INOS/41Md Amn voLd
Joje|nbay

selled 0} penss - uojeulwlsieq |euoisinold | 8L0Z/80/EL INOS/14ME Ainn €019
(torg) 10je|nBoy

810z Ant vz s ..} JayeT o} Buipuodsal INOS 03 p,29 (T4ng) I 0} Joje|nbay Aln woy JensT | 810z/L0/.2 74ME Aumn z0l9
(1dma)

(969) 810z AInr 1| peyep JoyeinBai Aynn jo JeneT o} Buipuodsal sojeinbay Aynn o3 (14/g o)) CEEE Lol Jane | 810z/.0/ve | Joenbey Annn | D G LoLd
(INOS)

s}qiyxe yum (snoqge g/ g 1e se) Apogpoog) TRy Woy Jeis| Jan0) | 8102/90/70 | Joreinbey Aunn O18Y ooLg
(INOS)

(969) 8102 AInr 1| jo Joyeinbay Aunn o sens| o} Buipuodsal (INOS 404) SI0H0H0S ©TRY Wol) Jefe] | 8L02/L0/8) | Joyeinbey Aunn OTRY 669
(INOS)

aseQ JO JUSWISIE)S Yelp By} UO SUOISSILgns INOS Buussaid sjge| poydelE Yim SIOHOI0S HTRY Woly JeneT | 810z/20/9L | Jojeinbay Aunn 918V 864
(INOS)

9SEeD JO JusLIBIE}S Yelp 8y} uo suohejuesaides Bunjew g0z AINr 91 Jo JeneT 9Ty 10} Janod leN T | 810Z/.0/9L | JolenBay Auinn 9T8Y 169

sjuaWIN20(Q a|pung 0 1si7 - auQ xipuaddy




ol

(1dma)
SUosep]

G < ) Loy sydisoxe — (21 19) 810Z Jequisides 0z Jo Jene) JojeinBay Aujnn o} esuodsal 4G | 9102/60/.2 | JoweinBey Annn juesuld oziLg
(211 9) 810z Jlequieydeg (14ma)

0¢ Jo Jen9) Jojejnbay Aujnn 0} ssuodsal 4G Bulyoene Jojeinbay Aunn o3 (14ag Joy D o) JoA0D jlewT | 8102/60/.2 | Joweinbey Aynn |G G| 6.9
101g|nBay

R -1 woyy s)dieoxe pajoepal G Buisojous saied o} Jane| Jojeinbay Aumn | 81.02/60/02 INOS/14Mg Ainn gLlg
] Jojejnbay

ay} woyy sjdisoxa pajoepal G Buiyoeye seied o} Jepe| JojenBay AN Bulyoeyne Jojeinbay AN woly JaAod lew3 | 81.02/60/02 INOS/14ME Aumn LiLg
(1dma)

(S119) 810 Jaquisidas 61 J0 Joe| Joje|nbay Anjnn o) esuodsai toyeinbay Aynn o3 (14aAg Joy R oy JoneT | 8102/60/02 | Joweinbey Awnn | GEEED GEEB| o9
(r1189) 810z 1oquisydag ¢ Jo Jo8| INOS Wl suoissiwgns Bunoafes puc GG Joje|nbey

@ 5 woyy sjuswnoop Jo uoisiroid 8y} 1o} sjqelawl ARedIpul Buisodoud sailed o) Jojeinbay AN woly 1ena | 8L02/60/64 INOS/14Md Ann GLLg
aolape |ebs| Alsnosueynwis Bunosuuod, 9IS 81 (9018) 810z 1snbny 6z D (INOS)

woy rews pue (601.€) 810z Isnbny Og Jo Jape| JojeinBay Aunn o) Bulisjel (INOS 10}) SIONDI0S ©TRY Woly JaneT | 8L0g/60/c) | JoreinBay AN oT8Y viig
loje|nbay

uoleuILLIBIaP (Ul JO Blep Buluiyuod sailed o) Jojeinbay Awjnn woly 1eneT | 81.02/60/50 INOS/4ME Ann cLg
(74Mma)

(1118) 810z 1snbny |¢ Jo Japa)| Joreinbay Aunn o) Buipuodsas soyenBey Aunn o3 (14aag Jo) D o 1one | 8102/60/€0 | Joeinbey Ay |G GEED | 2.9
9|ge) awi) sy} Jo uoisua)xe oy} 0} Juswaaibe jeuonipuosun Buisanbal (0L 19) 8102 J0je|nbay

isnbny |¢ jo (IR U0 ;o2 0} Buipuodsal INOS 03 p,o2 (14mg o NN 0) Jojeinbay AN woy JoneT | 81.0z/80/1L€ INOS/14ME Aimn Lig
alqe} awn ay} jo uoisuaixe Bupuelb Ajleuonipuod (6019) (1dma)

8102 1snbny og psjep Jepe| Jojeinbey ANnn o} Buipuodsal soeinBay Aunn oy (14ag o) I wo.j aneT | 81.02/80/LE | JojeinBey Awnn | D @D oilg
J0)e|nbay

uoneujwla)ep |euy spinosd o) 8|qe} awi Jo uoisuaixe Bunsenbal seied 0} Jojeinbay ANnn wol JepaT | 8L02/80/0€ INOS/14ME Aimn 60L9

sjusawndo( a|pung jo isi] - auQ xipuaddy




Ll

(1dma)

SUOSep

(1z18) 810z 1290100 ¢ o Jane) Jojenbay Aynn o) esuodsal ul suonejussaidas TJME | 8L0Z/01L/80 | Jaleinbay Annn jussuld ocLg
(1LZ19) 810¢ 1290300 ¢ J0 1ene| Joyenbay (1dma)

Aunn oy esuodsas u; suonejussaidal 4G Buiyoeye Joeinbey AN o3 (14ag o) CEEEEE Lol 1on00 lewd | 810z/0L/0 | Jorenbey Aunn | G GEED szid
sla)e| pajoepal 0} asuodsal (INOS)

(L219) 810T 1900300 ¢ jo Jene| Joeinbey Aymn o) Bulissal soleinBay AunN o) JoNe| (INOS J0)) SIoNDI0S T8V | 8L02/0L/S0 | Joyeinbay Awnn TRy velg
(1Z19) 8102 1840100 ¢ JO Jeu8| (INOS)

lojenBay Aunn o3 bulisyas sojeinbay Annn o3 Jens| ©TRY Bulyoene (INOS Jo)) SIoN0l0S HTRY WOl 190D JlewT | 8L0z/0L/S0 | JoleinBay Annn 978V €zid
R O S}USWIWOD T4ANG O} esuodsal (L1 Ld) (INOS)

810¢ Jaquiaidas g jo Jeps| Jojeinbay AN o) Bulisjel toyeinbay ANnn o (INOS J0)) S10119110S DY Woly JanaT | 8L0Z/0L/v0 | Joyenbay Aunn 979V zzlg
Jasn|o ybentes) Buinoidde gz sequeoeq 1 I O} Jane| YN pue 910z Jequwsoaq / jo Un o) Jene il Joje|nbay

Buiyoene (9119) 810z Jequisydas g o senal (13/g Loy o) Huipucdsal seiled o) Jens| JojenBay Aunn | 8L0Z/0L/€0 INOS/14Md Amn Lzig

sjuawinaoq a|pung 4o i1si] — auQ xipuaddy




