BB LA ITHRARBMSR (30/9) REHEE

HBERBIRSR (30/79) REH M AEHFTKERIK
AR SRR BROFNE  AEFITARTE

%
JE

.

RKEMATHEHRAAEAR —(26/9)% FH XA
M BERAMPAERYFHMWZAE -

2. BRBR¥EZCATAMLIMIEE - RER%E
£ 138 BARHZEAE —EALEmEER -

3. AEEATERINARAIMAARTRLERET
FIME > AEAFL T

7 .
EFRARY IGL A ER/AE LA ZHGSOWHE (AT
BTIWH ) R RKIBLARARINESR - EF B




REFERAEBBEHERBIRCLE > ARH
B RFIEE TR (FEw) Al RikRR L
A it FE i IGL e XAk @de o 42
NHERARYEYRZEE BRARECE
i UGL 97 2014 £ 10 A =B # & N ER > &
ANER R R AT LB AN R R
F R VA B

BF>2014 10 A 98 Sydney Morning Herald
B Fairfax Media & & RELEFZIHH > RiEL
2014 10 A 15 B LEilsRPIFCEALEHMEH
RATAREATR T R BA— R FE W LR
SLIECE S

&7 EEAIE A5 (B

7£ 2011 £F 12 A 2 [ ZIEM lide TR S0 B E T » SRR
UGL ZEREH ik IR 764 TEUL HIT T DTZ EER G E (R (7
MR » ILAETF Y



Fra ik & 5 @i - DTZ HYE ZEFEANRET Royal Bank of
Scotland & Z\EJEFE A Ernest & Young & DTZ £ /= Tim Melville-Ross °
— Z VI B #EG T Tim Melville-Ross B & 254 iFi5

[REFIRS 77,8 B BRI — 2 5 BIRT T P EA S
A

F=-~wm~FH A

A MR AR UGL M B &) 3R38 » BUFE B
¥ 3] 8] kAR FF A 4%+ GBM, GBS, JP 2/ wkiF
RENHAI g RE > wadd 2014 £10 A
298, 20411 A 58, 2014411 A 6 B
2014 11 B 20 B8 - 2014 %10 A 29 B 4kE: A
WA IEERR

“RIHEIE A ST R BT 18 (TR (E R T e/~ 7 —
O——4F+—H Z+IUH E 7t LR R THTRTS » 0 UGL IE
JEJBE AR THETTICIHE - PRI IEAERIRE » UGL BRI e E+—
ZH#EET AR SRR T IR L B (R E T
SR SRR FISH » 5 EE S (7 [ AR 2T
LIRS ER AR L TATIEAL » IF40 UGL 754 » 32 it
EMNTEE A EH TR B [k LA SR AL B 8 T 1%
GHAFEFEFATEE ~ FIr 25184 UGL G55 + Rl a7
FZH o [E TTHEFRABC IR T T RO TR 3 (B (18 2 - M [tk
B IEAR LN ARG 0 G 1R

“RELILETSE - T e R ISR Lt A (R TR TS
JTTFFEIFE L BT BrHE R (TR TS © BT TATT TI ¢ 6 ' ais K

3



FIE > AT LA TR fELRE - TR
TR TIRTS R AR UGL STIL TSI - B R A T
B - TR TR et -

“7E ARG, #ETIR - RICLEE G UGL FEFHF (AR » UGL
INE LA R T ia— s »

2014 5= 11 A 20 B ARER A B RAEILE G

%%

“HE— o IR UGL ZEETHY T B k0 SRR UGL BRI
TELHAF R B lirids » HEPRER AL B (2 1 B2 B B
(F ~ H 12 58 UGL B - BT TIZH - (LT UGL fE &Y
TTHIF s - IERIE S 2GR hkntd st - 2B E
HIEHEZ - = - UGL + A7 HEVEHLE 15/ - DTZ Holdings
plc 7ithe Royal Bank of Scotland *541175:% 1 " Bl 785 1 » 547 5F
BT TREERT 0 ETFHRET TRHEH ) - B= 0 #5T B
Wtlide ) 18 » FIERACEHT UGL FELFITETS » UGL IR &
FEREHT NS — M - BBPY (B ) BT+ RG] » 178
R EBL (5 [ & B Y TIR L R e B R B R R i - 58
FREFF o TG — B2 s PR - TR RE R
15 TR T ERTHFNE 7

KEBIFEER  BEBRSK (30/9) gy E
Ak TR R RBER X !

$— F#RA2014F10 A 11 89K E" HEH



% -

REMBENANALE FTREFHR G W
Fl3t R &y Serious Fraud Office (SFO)
TERHRIRE AL G BT EITH
L-THET  HESRAL BEHRINA
AREALT SRR E SFO 8= & o 547

RAHAFTRAERAEOBEERC L
BSFO B FEAFCA£2014 511 AR
EHMULFRAERRALL W EREARAE
BB > FHREED o

> 2014 10 A 10 B 734" UGL & #i& 2

TREE —XFPRERCHAR
Financial Conduct Authority (FCA) -
B3 UL o BIRHE A4 2 ey #E”
iR A FER LR LT IEF] - B G R
SRFCAKAEIZBIERARNEE - Tkt
BTHESR  BRAARETHRR FCA
BB o BT A TR A S0l A B 4a
TEMCoERE FCA F4£ 2014 # 10



AihEar? DT e FRFBAXER EF >
FCA & BT - Z HMA B B E
BRIL > SFARAtIEd o

{

BB B A A BR AT
2016 &9 A 30 B



(s F K D

‘R EEEE:

SIT, FUNG, KWONG & SHUM

Solicitors, Notaries, CAAQs, Agents for Trademarks & Patents

FHRPEEHEAHRR 1S LERRIARAG G « B 1 (852) 25228101 « BYI ¢ (852) 28459292 « FF 4 ¢ stks@stks.com.bk
9thFloor, York House, The Landmark, 15 Queen's Road Central, Hong Kong.
Tal: {8572) 2522 8101 « Fux: (852) 2845 9292 « E-mail: stks@stks.com. hk » Interchange : DX-009019 Cenlral * Visit our web sile af hittp:/fvewve.slks.com.hk

Please reply to: Peter Sit

Direct line: 2909 7388
Our Ref : PS/107707-1/16 26 September 2016
The Chief Editor,
Apple Daily, URGENT
1/F, 8 Chun Ying Street, BY HAND

Tseung Kwan O Industrial Estate,
Tseung Kwan O,
New Territories, Hong Kong.

Dear Sir,

Re: The Editorial (“Editorial”) appearing at page A6 of the 8 September 2016
issue of Apple Daily and the Apple Daily website entitled “1& FLRRRE R K
REET/E” (“Pursuing Leung Chun Ying for his corruption is the top
priority”)

We act for Mr Leung Chung Ying (“Mr CY Leung”), the Chief Executive of the Hong
Kong Special Administrative Region.

Apple Daily is a popular Chinese language news media with a wide circulation both
in Hong Kong and internationally.

The above Editorial, as in other editorials published by Apple Daily, was stated to be
written by one Lo Fung (“[§2”). The above Editorial represents the position of
Apple Daily.

The title of the Editorial (viz. 18 KA RIRFERF R E E LIE (pursuing Leung Chun
Ying for his corruption is the top priority)) falsely, viciously and maliciously accused
Mr CY Leung as being corrupt and that he should be pursued and held accountable for
the so-called corruption. The Editorial suggested the payment made by UGL to Mr
CY Leung was some kind of commission, kick-back or rebate (in Chinese, “[Bl{H").
At the end of the Editorial, the writer concluded that nothing else could better meet
voters’ expectation than for the newly elected legislators and the Legislative Council
to pursue Mr CY Leung for his so-called corruption. d
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Mr CY Leung had categorically denied that the sums he received from UGL could be
treated as commission, kick-back or rebate. There was no basis for the Editorial to
make this outrageous and inculpatory allegation. The agreement between UGL and
Mr CY Leung dated 2 December 2011 (the “Agreement”) in pursuance of which the
payment was agreed and paid was published by The Sydney Morning Herald
(together with Fairfax Media), which was widely reported and specifically referred to
by Apple Daily on 9 October 2014.

Apple Daily demonstrated a keen interest and made extensive commentaries
regarding UGL and Mr CY Leung in relation to the Agreement and the payment.
Apple Daily should know or ought reasonably to have known that there is not the
slightest shred of evidence that could allow Apple Daily to suggest in its Editorial that
Mr CY Leung had received commission, kick-back or rebate from UGL. Also
because of Apple Daily’s keen interest in the Agreement, Apple Daily would have
reviewed the public statements published by UGL in October 2014 on three occasions
(see attached) stating unequivocally that the arrangements in the Agreement were in
keeping with standard business practice for non-compete and non-poach agreements.

Further, The Sydney Morning Herald (together with the Fairfax Media) which brought
the Agreement into the public domain in the first place on 9 October 2014 published
on their own accord a week later on 15 October 2014 an article which basically
retracted its previous allegation that the Agreement was “a secret contract”. It stated:-

“Other documents seen by Fairfax, however, paint a more complete
picture of how the side-deal was put in place. Those documents show the
agreement was negotiated in full knowledge of all key parties, despite
previous statements to the contrary.”

“It is clear from emails sent in the weeks leading up to the December 2,
2011 agreement that the terms that Mr Leung secured from UGL were
substantially the same as he had negotiated but not completed under the
previous management, DTZ.”

“Those parties include the primary creditor and vendor in the sale of DTZ,
the Royal Bank of Scotland, and the administrators, Ernst & Young, and
also the DTZ chairman, Tim Melville-Ross. The emails appear to show Mr
Melville-Ross was leading negotiations with Mr Leung...”

“While those parties did not see the final agreement, the emails appear to
contradict their earlier statements that suggested they had been left in the
dark.”
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It is wholly wrong and irresponsible for Apple Daily to allow publication in the form
of the Editorial a suggestion, the foundation of which is completely non-existing and
known to Apple Daily to be false, that Mr CY Leung had received payment in the
form of commission, kick-back or rebate from UGL.

Regarding the sums received by Mr CY Leung from UGL, the Government through
the Chief Secretary of HKSAR, Mrs Carrie Lam GBM, GBS, JP, had given
unequivocal and public statements to the Legislative Council on no less than four
occasions, respectively on 29 October 2014, 5 November 2014, 6 November 2014 and
20 November 2014. In her speech to the Legislative Council on 29 October 2014, Mrs
Carrie Lam stated;

RAHE A BT B AT AR ERG R T e e —O—
tf— 5 I AT LR T » 450 UGL IEIefR
FTAETTIR - BUBTSEA » UGL BRI+ = = H4T ' 8
W3 » B FRERT LRI AR E L T £ TR AR BT (15
W+ SRR » IR RS R TR A R A
KA - AT UGL #5141 » OB BRI A T A
EEII - LUERRIC LT G TR L PRI - 1)
LNEISRUGL 4R - BT FIIGARTTIZA  (ETTE AR T M e
TR T AT L (BB — S LTI LA R0

T8 AT BT AT SR R R T o T FE
T [ 178 B R (TR~ BRFTHTT TIR s il & Fll g AR o E
AT F1 TR ) (FHIER B R S e 2R AR5 T I
FREIUGL 5717 TRl G ) ES RN B TIRR B - [Tt i 1t
I ey s 4174

“7F TR #ETR o AR UGL FEHEE iR » UGL J1
B 2R 2B S

(In English) “Mr C Y Leung was the Asia Pacific Director of DTZ before
he stood for the Chief Executive (CE) election. He announced his
resignation from DTZ on November 24, 2011. In view of his resignation,
UGL, which was at that lime acquiring DTZ, concluded with Mr Leung a
resignation agreement on December 2, 2011. Under the agreement, UGL
undertook to make payments to Mr Leung over a two-year period and to
underwrite for DTZ the payment of outstanding agreed bonus to Mr
Leung, subject to key personnel remaining with DTZ during the two years
subsequent to Mr Leung's resignation. As pointed out by UGL, the
agreement was simply a non-compele arrangement which was to ensure
that Mr Leung would not move (o a compelitor, sel up or promote any
business in competition with DTZ, or poach any people from DTZ, and

Pg.
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hence to ensure thal the business retained its value afler the acquisition by
UGL. Such agreement was a confidential commercial arrangement and
a standard business practice.”

“As evident from the above, the agreement and payments concerned arose

from Mr Leung's resignation from DTZ, not any future service to be
provided by him.  Under the current system of declaration of interests by
members of the Executive Council (ExCo), there is no requirement for Mr
Leung to declare the said resignation agreement. Moreover, both Mr
Leung's resignation from DTZ and conclusion of the agreement with UGL
took place before he was elected as the CE, and al the material time, he
had already resigned from ExCo.”

“As confirmed in UGL's public statement, Mr Leung has not provided any
service to UGL after signing the resignation agreement.”

Again in her speech to the Legislative Council on 20 November 2014, Mrs Carrie
Lam stated:

S s SR UGL #5THY TR - $GRHE UGL B (F
BB RS B T e S H A 5 F B FHIBHT ~ =
ULNEJE UGL B85 BT » (i ris UGL TE R T8 e ©
TEIF i S B ST TR Brirant s - iE B R IRE L - 8
" UGL --H71 FiyEaEdE#5 M  DTZ Holdings plc F1the Royal Bank
of Scotland FJHIT4 G TR )+ EAEIFREEE TSR B
YEREIEE TREEF (e » = 5T THEl ) #  SREERTRE
5 UGL R AEEATIRT » UGL 7N E B4R £ SR It - 3500 » (3
Aok ) BT o TTER BRI e 2 B I T B 34
S B sk BT R+ FORRESE o 1T Gt AT — Bt i H#
HIE o TTECR B S BT e I E T -

(In English) “First, the "departure agreement” signed between Mr
LEUNG and UGL is simply a non-compete agreement between the two
parties to ensure that Mr LEUNG would not move to a competitor, set up
or promote any business in competition with DTZ, or poach any people
from DTZ, and hence to ensure that the business retained ils value after
the acquisition by UGL. As pointed out by some Members at the
Legislative Council debate two weeks ago, this is a common commercial
arrangement.”

“Second, UGL clearly stated in its statement on 9 October that DTZ
Holdings plc and the Royal Bank of Scotland are aware of the "departure
agreement". This is definitely not a "secret agreement” and does not
involve any "secret payments'.
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“Third, after signing the "departure agreement”, Mr LEUNG has never
provided any services to UGL, and UGL had also issued a statement to
publicly confirm this. Fourth, Article 47 of the Basic Law stipulates that
the Chief Executive, on assuming office, shall declare his or her assets to
the Chief Justice of the Court of Final Appeal of the Hong Kong Special
Administrative Region. This declaration shall be put on record. The
Executive Council also has a stringent system of declaration of interests.
The Chief Executive has strictly complied with the relevant provisions and
systems.”

A closer look of the Editorial reveals that the real motive of the writer was to use the
false allegation of corruption as a means to prevent Mr CY Leung from exercising his
right to stand for re-election as the Chief Executive of HKSAR, if he chooses to. The
following are the exact words used in the Editorial.

R FEBTIENFE RS EANTIIER.... o R 5B A
HIFFET AR » BT HI IR T TIAF » 55 KRBT 1A G EAE
BIFER BT TFFPIE ) BIBE.... » BB ER R ... -

B I IL L B IS ClFEOENE - ... B R BL
TR B EARAERE -

"B B LAHCETTIEL L B BV + #F 2SRRI 4 BB AT
FI GG AIBNEETE - 5T & LA Gl BB ok
(TETT REFFD] IRPY » IEEFIZ UGL [affEge - ... SR
BLERETT » BB A s 77 (FR IR0 TEE IR L A e 22 =
R HRISIFIE SRR B » 0 E By -

A A R R ETT B 1T R L A SRR P 7
SRERHIENIE 2

(In English) “There will be a lot of significant changes in Hong Kong in
the next half a year or so .... In particular, the most important event is the
upcoming Chief Executive election. If Leung Chun Ying continues his
term for five more years, it is very likely that the Legislative Council
elected this time can only play a “goalkeeper” role ... bul find it hard to
generate a positive impact.”

“Therefore, in the short term, ... it is even more necessary for the non-pro
establishment camp legislators in the Legislative Council, including
those political rising stars, (o pay atlention (o and influence the process
of the Chief Executive election. ....”
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“for a less proactive approach, they can exercise their authority as a
legislator conferred by law to continuously demand Leung Chun Ying be
held accountable for his scandals and policy failures and unveil his
disgusting face entirely. Some newly elected legislators have already
planned to exercise their power under the [Legislative Council (Powers
and Privileges)] Ordinance to pursue Leung Chun Ying for his scandal
regarding the receipt of commission/kick-back/rebate from UGL. .... With
a little bit more political pressure, the number of pro establishment camp
members willing to sacrifice the interest of their own party to protect
Leung Chung Ying will be less than imagined. If the motion is passed,
Leung Chun Ying will be at a very embarrassing and passive position.
His election condition will certainly be affected.”

“For the newly elected legislators and Legislative Council, what else
could better meet voters’ expectation than pursuing Leung Chun Ying for
his corruption issues?”

The allegation of corruption is totally untrue and has gravely defamed Mr CY Leung.
The usage of the false corruption allegation to prevent Mr CY Leung from exercising
his constitutional right to stand for the re-election as the Chief Executive of HKSAR,
if he chooses to, demonstrates the very serious kind of malicious and injurious motive
involved in the false allegation. The malicious falsehood is consistent with the many
reports and articles Apple Daily has published about Mr CY Leung in print and on the
internet since his assumption of the CE office. Apple Daily has very often called in
contempt the Administration as the “Hong Kong communist regime (53 E4#)” and
made up disdainful names for Mr CY Leung such as “Wolf Ying (JR3%)”, “Liar Ying
(REEDE)” and “689”. The Editorial has targeted Mr CY Leung and intended to cause
him irreparable damages by suggesting he is corrupt and un-electable. The intention
to obstruct Mr CY Leung from exercising his fundamental right under Article 26 of
the Basic Law and Article 21 of Section 8 of the Hong Kong Bill of Rights Ordinance
(Cap. 383) to stand for the 2017 CE election in accordance with law is vicious and
contrived. Mr CY Leung cannot emphasize enough the highly inflammatory nature of
the defamation published in the Editorial, a complete fabrication with improper and
malicious motive, a false allegation in the extreme.

Mr CY Leung requires you to take the following steps immediately:-

1. To refrain from further publishing the allegation of corruption in any future
articles published by Apple Daily;

2. To publish in the next issue of Apple Daily and as soon as practicable on the
Apple Daily website an unreserved retraction in a size no smaller than the size of
the Editorial and in a form and prominence to be approved by us on behalf of Mr

CY Leung.
/.
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Our client reserves all his rights in this matter if a favourable response complying
with the requirements stated above is not received within seven (7) days hereof.

There are two other matters:-

First, in your article entitled “FE[E K E#ME SN A E (n English, UK
anti-corruption institution is poised to investigate)” published on 11 October 2014,
you mentioned you had made enquiries with UK’s Serious Fraud Office (“SFO”) on
whether they would commence an investigation of corruption against Mr CY Leung.
Our research suggests that you have not to-date published any follow-up report
informing your readers whether you had received a further reply from SFO. We are of
the view that Apple Daily knew or ought to reasonably have known that the Director
of SFO had decided in November 2014 not to open an investigation into Mr CY
Leung. If you disagree, please let us have your explanation.

Secondly, in your article entitled “UGL E#{ERITRYWES (In English, The sale of
DTZ by UGL is feared to be doomed)” published on 10 October 2014, you mentioned
you had made enquiries with UK’s Financial Conduct Authority (“FCA”) on whether
the “secret” agreement between UGL and Mr CY Leung had violated the UK listing
rules and requirement. You reported that the FCA had advised you that they would
give you a reply in twelve working days. Our research suggests that you have not
to-date published any report informing your readers whether you had received a reply
from FCA. We are of the view that Apply Daily knew or ought to reasonably have
known that FCA had decided in October 2014 that since DTZ had been delisted, they
did not have the power to act. If you disagree, please let us have your explanation.

Yours faithfully,

Sit, Fung, Kwvong & Shum

Encl
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Appendix
Doc No. | Document Date
T, “CY Leung: UGL Q&A” published by The Sydney | 8.10.2014
Morning Herald
2. UGL’s Media Release ' 9.10.2014
3, UGL’s Media Release ' 14.10.2014

Pg.
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The Sydney Morning Herald
Print this article | Close this window

CY Leung: UGL Q&A

John Garnaut
Published: October 8, 2014 - 9:26PM

s Hong Kong chief executive CY Leung faces questions over seeret $7m pavout from Australian firm
CY Leung deal timeline

CY Leung statement

The letter from Leupen to C.Y. Leung

UGL Q&A with Fairfax Media

1. Was the board and remuneration committee of UGL fully informed of the arrangement to pay 4 million pounds
to CY Leung?

Yes.
2, Was it disclosed in any public document anywhere? Why not? How was it accounted for?

No. It was a confidential commercial arrangement, which is standard business practice for such non-poach, non-compete
regimes.

UGL negotiated a reduction in the initial purchase price to allow for the payment to CY Leung. This was a matter for the
seller, as it was a necessary payment for the protection of the value of the business. The acquisition would not have
proceeded if this value was not protected and assured.

The arrangement was a standard non-poach, non-compete arrangement. It was entered solely to ensure CY Leung did not
move to a competitor or set up or promote any business in competition with DTZ, or poach any people from DTZ, and
hence to ensure the business retained its value after UGL acquisition.

It is standard business practice to pay for such undertakings, as you are requiring the individual to take on obligations and
to forgo future opportunities.

3. Given that CY Leung was explicitly running for office at the time how could UGL have neglected to insert a
clause that invalidated the agreement if he did secure office?

If CY Leung returned to UGL's employment, the arrangement was invalidated, as there was then no issue with competition
or poaching. At the time of the negotiations, media coverage suggested that other candidates were favoured to be elected, so
the possibility of CY Leung securing office was not the focus of UGL's negotiatijons.

The agreement ensured both non-compete and non-poach arrangements, to cnsure key personnel remained with DTZ post
the acquisition, as demonstrated by the fact that payment was subject to satisfaction of these provisions (including a
proportional reduction for each senior manager that left DTZ's employment during the term of the agreement).

4. What did DTZ management and board know about the deal with CY Leung?

DTZ Holdings plc senior management was fully aware of, and involved in, the negotiation of the arrangements with CY
Leung, to protect the value of DTZ's China and HK business by preventing competition and poaching, to ensure that the
acquisition could proceed. UGL is not privy to, and was not made awarc of, any other prior arrangements.

S. There is no documentation that we can find that confirms that banker RBS and DTZ administrators, Ernst &
Young, were aware of the CY Leung deal. Please confirm what they knew and how they knew?

RBS and their advisers were aware of the arrangements and RBS agreed to the resulting reduction in the purchase price of
DTZ Holdings plc, to offset the payment to CY Leung. It was recognised that the payment to CY Leung was necessary to
cnsure that he did not set up nor promotc any business in competition with DTZ, or poach any people (rom DTZ, to ensure
the business retained its value. Without this protection in place UGL would not have proceeded with the acquisition.

htto://www.smb.com .au/actionforintArlicle?1d= 61768268

172



R O R I LIRSS IV VRN

6. What arrangements were made with administrators and relevant company directors to ensure the payments to
CY Leung did not break the UK Insolvency Act or relevant UK corporate laws?

UGL was not a party to discussions with the administrators. All communications were with DTZ Holdings plc
management, RBS and their advisers,

7. Were the directors of DTZ informed and did they approve the deal?

We cannot speak for all of the directors of DTZ Holdings plc at the time; however, DTZ Holdings plc board
representatives, management, financiers and advisers were all involved with and aware of these discussions.

This story was found at: hitp:/pvww.smh.com.au/business/world-business/cy-lenng-ugl-qu-20141008-1 Orwp8.hrtml

hito://www.smh.com.au/action/orintArticle?id=61768268 22



ASX/Media Release Y IUGL

09 October 2014

Response to media speculation

Sydney: UGL Limited (ASX: UGL) notes an article published in Fairfax Media outlets on 9 October 2014 regarding a
payment made to Mr CY Leung in relation to non-compete, non-poach and DTZ senior management retention
provisions. Mr Leung was the founder of our DTZ China and Hong Kong business and subsequently went on to
become the Chief Executive of Hong Kong.

The article erroneously makes reference to ‘secret payments’. This is a baseless and misleading reference as the
arrangements were made with Mr Leung, then a private individual, on commercial terms and with full knowledge
of the vendor, in keeping with standard businesses practice for non-compete and non-poach agreements.

Such agreements are common confidential commercial arrangements when a business is being acquired. The only
difference here being Mr Leung went on nearly six months later to become the Chief Executive of Hong Kong.

UGL was under no obligation, legal or otherwise, to disclose the agreement. it should be noted that at the time of
entering in the agreement, Mr Leung was not an elected official of Hong Kong, and UGL had no reason to expect
that his campaign for Chief Executive of Hong Kong would be successful. In any event the same commercial
protections for UGL and DTZ were necessary.

Mr Leung was previously Chief Executive Officer of DTZ Holdings plc’s North Asia business and he was the founder
of the business that preceded the creation of DTZ North Asia. He resigned from DTZ Holdings plc on 24 November
2011. UGL acquired the subsidiaries of DTZ Holdings plc out of voluntary administration in December 2011, for
over 70 million British Pounds.

UGL entered into an agreement with Mr Leung to protect UGL’s commercial interests in North Asia by preventing
him from competing with DTZ or employing DTZ staff for two years following UGL’s acquisition of the subsidiaries
of DTZ Holdings plc. Payments were staggered over this period to ensure these non-compete and non-poach
obligations were met and the agreement provided mechanisms to reduce these payments if key individuals left
DTZ over this period. UGL specifically did not want Mr Leung working with a competitor nor establishing or
assisting in the establishment of a business competing directly with DTZ. UGL required of the vendor that
appropriate non-compete and non-poach protections be put in place if UGL was to proceed to acquire the
subsidiaries of DTZ Holdings plc.

The agreement also protected UGL’s right to operate in the region by ensuring existing licencing arrangements
held by Mr Leung were maintained and transferred to UGL. Again the agreement was in accordance with normal
market practices and terms.

www.ugllimited.com Page 1 of 2

Abaut UGL Limiled ABN B5 009 180 287

LIGL Limnited (ASY: LGLY s o global diversified services company delivering critical asscts and essential services thal suslain 3o
businnss units - DT2 and [ngincesing - which peovide whole of life cycle solutions to eiienls acruss the properly, power, wato
sectors, Headguaniered in Sydney, Asstialin, UGL aperates worldwidle across 52 countnes employing 54,000 prople, including
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The vendor, the Royal Bank of Scotland, and their advisors were fully aware of UGL’s intention to enter into an
arrangement with Mr Leung and DTZ Holdings plc played a significant role in initiating and negotiating those
terms with Mr Leung.

As part of these negotiations and with the full agreement of the vendor team, the amount to be paid by UGL to
acquire the subsidiaries of DTZ Holdings plc was reduced to allow for the payments to Mr Leung. This had no
impact on the other creditors and shareholders of DTZ Holdings plc, as the full benefit of the purchase price, both
before and after the payment reduction, flowed to the Royal Bank of Scotland and no other party.

Given the negotiations of these terms with the full involvement of the vendor, it is clear that other parties besides
UGL and Mr Leung were aware of and understood the need for and the value of these non-compete and non-
poach terms, as did all the advisory teams on the sale. UGL’s own advisory teams were also across the detail of,
and need for, these protective measures to ensure the value of UGL’s investment was protected.

The agreement concluded nearly a year ago. During the two year period between 2011 and 2013 and subsequent,

UGL did not request Mr Leung to undertake any task whatsoever on our behalf, nor did Mr Leung offer to perform
any tasks. Our only concern was to see the non-poach and non-compete enforced and the value of the acquisition

protected, which it was.

Inferring that the payments were a “secret” arrangement from which UGL derived some inappropriate benefit or
favour is both baseless and misleading.

UGL maintains a reputation for honesty and integrity and takes any allegations of misleading conduct very
seriously.
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Media Release Y UGL

14 October 2014

Response to media speculation — CY Leung

UGL Limited notes an article published in The Australian Financial Review today titled: “UGL’s £4m offer same day
as counter bid”.

The title of the article incorrectly states that an offer was made to Mr CY Leung on the same day that the vendors
of DTZ Holdings plc received a counter offer for the business that was ultimately acquired by UGL Limited. This is
misleading and incorrect. A non-compete and non-poach proposal was made to CY Leung some three weeks prior
to this date, not on the day that the vendors supposedly received a rival offer.

UGL also confirms that it had no knowledge of rival offers for DTZ Holdings plc and the negotiations of such offers
were the responsibility of the vendors of DTZ Holdings plc and their advisors, not UGL Limited.

UGL reconfirms that the vendor of DTZ Holdings plc, the Royal Bank of Scotland, and their advisors played a
significant role in initiating and negotiating terms with Mr Leung prior to the ultimate sale of DTZ Holdings plc to

UGL Limited.
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