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1 Resolution Analysis

• Number of resolutions voted: 284 (note that it MAY include non-voting items).

• Number of resolutions supported by client: 166

• Number of resolutions opposed by client: 90

• Number of resolutions abstained by client: 23

• Number of resolutions Non-voting: 1

• Number of resolutions Withheld by client: 3

• Number of resolutions Not Supported by client: 0
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1.1 Number of meetings voted by geographical location

Location Number of Meetings Voted

UK & BRITISH OVERSEAS 13

EUROPE & GLOBAL EU 1

USA & CANADA 2

ASIA 2

TOTAL 18
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1.2 Number of Resolutions by Vote Categories

Vote Categories Number of Resolutions

For 166

Abstain 23

Oppose 90

Non-Voting 1

Not Supported 0

Withhold 3

US Frequency Vote on Pay 0

Withdrawn 1

TOTAL 284
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1.3 Number of Votes by Region

Not US Frequency
For Abstain Oppose Non-Voting Supported Withhold Withdrawn Vote on Pay Total

UK & BRITISH OVERSEAS 144 20 75 0 0 0 1 0 240

EUROPE & GLOBAL EU 11 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 19

USA & CANADA 5 3 5 0 0 3 0 0 16

ASIA 6 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 9

TOTAL 166 23 90 1 0 3 1 0 284

1.4 Votes Made in the Portfolio Per Resolution Category
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Portfolio

For Abstain Oppose Non-Voting Not Supported Withheld Withdrawn

All Employee Schemes 2 0 1 0 0 0 0

Annual Reports 9 6 18 0 0 0 0

Articles of Association 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

Auditors 14 3 11 0 0 0 0

Corporate Actions 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Corporate Donations 5 0 0 0 0 0 0

Debt & Loans 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

Directors 101 13 21 0 0 3 0

Dividend 8 0 0 0 0 0 0

Executive Pay Schemes 0 0 4 0 0 0 0

Miscellaneous 10 0 0 0 0 0 0

NED Fees 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Non-Voting 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

Say on Pay 0 1 1 0 0 0 0

Share Capital Restructuring 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Share Issue/Re-purchase 17 0 32 0 0 0 1

Shareholder Resolution 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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1.5 Votes Made in the UK Per Resolution Category

UK

For Abstain Oppose Non-Voting Not Supported Withheld Withdrawn

Annual Reports 6 6 1 0 0 0 0

Remuneration Reports 0 0 12 0 0 0 0

Remuneration Policy 0 0 4 0 0 0 0

Dividend 7 0 0 0 0 0 0

Directors 86 13 15 0 0 0 0

Approve Auditors 1 1 10 0 0 0 0

Share Issues 16 0 8 0 0 0 0

Share Repurchases 0 0 11 0 0 0 1

Executive Pay Schemes 0 0 3 0 0 0 0

All-Employee Schemes 2 0 0 0 0 0 0

Political Donations 5 0 0 0 0 0 0

Articles of Association 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Mergers/Corporate Actions 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Meeting Notification related 10 0 0 0 0 0 0

All Other Resolutions 11 0 11 0 0 0 0

Shareholder Resolution 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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1.6 Votes Made in the US/Global US & Canada Per Resolution Category

US/Global US & Canada

For Abstain Oppose Non-Voting Not Supported Withheld Withdrawn

All Employee Schemes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Annual Reports 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Articles of Association 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

Auditors 0 2 0 0 0 0 0

Corporate Actions 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Corporate Donations 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Debt & Loans 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Directors 5 0 3 0 0 3 0

Dividend 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Executive Pay Schemes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Miscellaneous 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

NED Fees 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Non-Voting 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Say on Pay 0 1 1 0 0 0 0

Share Capital Restructuring 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Share Issue/Re-purchase 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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1.7 Votes Made in the EU & Global EU Per Resolution Category

EU & Global EU

For Abstain Oppose Non-Voting Not Supported Withheld Withdrawn

All Employee Schemes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Annual Reports 1 0 1 0 0 0 0

Articles of Association 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Auditors 1 0 1 0 0 0 0

Corporate Actions 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Corporate Donations 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Debt & Loans 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Directors 8 0 3 0 0 0 0

Dividend 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Executive Pay Schemes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Miscellaneous 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

NED Fees 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Non-Voting 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Say on Pay 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Share Capital Restructuring 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Share Issue/Re-purchase 1 0 3 0 0 0 0

Shareholder Resolution 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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1.8 Votes Made in the Global Markets Per Resolution Category

Global Markets

For Abstain Oppose Non-Voting Not Supported Withheld Withdrawn

All Employee Schemes 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

Annual Reports 2 0 0 0 0 0 0

Articles of Association 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Auditors 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

Corporate Actions 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Corporate Donations 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Debt & Loans 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

Directors 2 0 0 0 0 0 0

Dividend 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

Executive Pay Schemes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Miscellaneous 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

NED Fees 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Non-Voting 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

Say on Pay 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Share Capital Restructuring 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Share Issue/Re-purchase 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Shareholder Resolution 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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1.9 Geographic Breakdown of Meetings All Supported

SZ

Meetings All For AGM EGM

0 0 0 0

AS

Meetings All For AGM EGM

2 0 0 0

UK

Meetings All For AGM EGM

13 0 0 0

EU

Meetings All For AGM EGM

1 0 0 0

SA

Meetings All For AGM EGM

0 0 0 0

GL

Meetings All For AGM EGM

0 0 0 0

JP

Meetings All For AGM EGM

0 0 0 0

US

Meetings All For AGM EGM

2 0 0 0

TOTAL

Meetings All For AGM EGM

18 0 0 0
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1.10 List of all meetings voted

Company Meeting Date Type Resolutions For Abstain Oppose

SAMSARA INC. 10-07-2024 AGM 10 3 1 6

BURBERRY GROUP PLC 16-07-2024 AGM 22 16 0 6

EXPERIAN PLC 17-07-2024 AGM 19 11 0 8

FD TECHNOLOGIES PLC 18-07-2024 AGM 14 8 1 5

MOLTEN VENTURES PLC 24-07-2024 AGM 17 11 0 6

OXFORD INSTRUMENTS PLC 25-07-2024 AGM 18 13 1 4

HDFC BANK LTD 09-08-2024 AGM 8 6 0 2

NU HOLDINGS LTD 13-08-2024 AGM 10 6 0 4

ELF BEAUTY 22-08-2024 AGM 6 2 2 2

ASHTEAD GROUP PLC 04-09-2024 AGM 21 9 3 9

GAMES WORKSHOP GROUP PLC 18-09-2024 AGM 14 8 2 4

MOONPIG GROUP PLC 18-09-2024 AGM 17 12 0 5

AUTO TRADER GROUP PLC 19-09-2024 AGM 24 12 4 8

KAINOS GROUP PLC 24-09-2024 AGM 15 9 1 5

SEA LIMITED 24-09-2024 AGM 1 0 0 0

WIZZ AIR HOLDINGS PLC 25-09-2024 AGM 27 14 5 8

DIAGEO PLC 26-09-2024 AGM 20 15 1 4

BALTIC CLASSIFIEDS GROUP PLC 27-09-2024 AGM 21 11 2 7
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2 Notable Oppose Vote Results With Analysis

Note: Here a notable vote is one where the Oppose result is at least 10%.

BURBERRY GROUP PLC AGM - 16-07-2024

11. Re-elect Antoine Bernard de Saint-Affrique - Non-Executive Director
Independent Non-Executive Director. Although there are concerns over potential aggregate time commitments, this director has attended all Board and committee
meetings during the year under review. On balance, support is recommended.

Vote Cast: For Results: For: 38.1, Abstain: 50.0, Oppose/Withhold: 11.9,

EXPERIAN PLC AGM - 17-07-2024

18. Issue Shares for Cash for the Purpose of Financing an Acquisition or Other Capital Investment
The Board is seeking approval to issue up to an additional 10% of the Company’s issued share capital for cash for use only in connection with an acquisition or a
specified capital investment. Such proposal is not supported. Best practice would be to seek a specific authority from shareholders in relation to a specific transaction
if such situation arises. As this is not the case, an oppose vote is therefore recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 89.1, Abstain: 0.3, Oppose/Withhold: 10.7,

MOLTEN VENTURES PLC AGM - 24-07-2024

2. Approve the Remuneration Report
Awards granted to Directors under the Company’s variable remuneration schemes are considered excessive as they exceeded 200% of base salary during the year
under review. The CEO’s salary is below the upper quartile of a peer comparator group. The ratio of CEO pay compared to that of the average employee falls below
the recommended limit of 20:1 and is therefore not considered to be overly excessive.
The expectations for pay schemes for approval for general meetings are: a going rate true market salary, director service contracts approved by vote, a single profit
pool to be distributed company wide, exceptional bonuses only and no long-term incentive plans (LTIPs). Executives who are directors have unlimited liability, fiduciary
duties and Companies Act s172 and contractual duties. The delivery of objectives covered by these duties should not be additionally rewarded with bonuses or LTIPs
but considered part of the job. It is believed that the fallacy of ‘alignment’ with shareholders needs to be retired. Not only do schemes not align, but executives are
employees of the company with duties to it. The duties including the new s172 duties should already set the alignment. It is incongruous to use pay schemes as a
vehicle for alternative means of ‘alignment’ which can actually create a competing set of director ‘duties’.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 78.9, Abstain: 7.5, Oppose/Withhold: 13.6,

11. Re-appoint PwC as the Auditors of the Company
PwC proposed. Non-audit fees represented 57.14% of audit fees during the year under review and 41.18% on a three-year aggregate basis. This level of non-audit
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fees raises major concerns about the independence of the statutory auditor. The current auditor has been in place for more than five years. There are concerns that
failure to regularly rotate the audit firm can compromise the independence of the auditor.
In late 2020 International Auditing and Assurance Standards Board (IAASB) produced a consultation entitled, Fraud and Going Concern and refers to the "expectations
gap" in the sense that the public expect more of auditors than is expected of them. By reference to conclusions of the BEIS Select Committee of Parliament and High
Court decisions, there isn’t an expectations gap so far as the UK at least is concerned. Indeed auditor duties in respect of fraud are onerous and in the Barings case
at the High Court the issue of negligence didn’t merely involve the signing of the public accounts by the audit partner with misstated amounts in, but earlier at the time
more junior members of staff missed the fraud when it was smaller reviewing a bank reconciliation (a private and not public document).
The IAASB model of auditing is based on auditors certifying information that is "useful to users". That construct side-steps the crucial duties auditors have for the
benefit of the company itself as the Barings case demonstrated. In PIRC’s view that model fuels an unwarranted expectations gap and, if audits are limited by the
standards misdirect the focus of audits to being "useful for users", a delivery gap because the legal standard and duty is broader than the standards themselves state.
PIRC has therefore asked the IAASB to reissue its consultation and has also written to the largest accounting firms to repudiate the IAASB consultation and confirm
that the concept of an ’expectations gap’ does not limit the scope of their work. In parallel PIRC has reviewed responses from the largest accounting firms to the IAASB
determine whether they were encouraging or refuting the concept of an expectations gap. Both Deloitte and BDO correctly referred to the "expectations gap" being
dependent on local laws. Both firms also referred to problems with international auditing standards and international accounting standards. BDO went so far as to
make other recommendations as well. Mazars did similar in giving evidence to the BEIS Select Committee. In the absence of similar statements from PwC, KPMG, EY
or Grant Thornton, PIRC is unable to support re-election or re-appointment of those firms as auditors.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 88.1, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 11.9,

12. Allow the Board to Determine the Auditor’s Remuneration
Standard proposal.

Vote Cast: For Results: For: 88.7, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 11.3,

ASHTEAD GROUP PLC AGM - 04-09-2024

3. Approve Remuneration Policy
Directors are entitled to a dividend income which is accrued on share awards from the date of grant, once the awards vest. Dividend should be paid from the date
awards vest onwards, and not backdated to the time of grant to include the performance period. A welcome addition to the LTIP scheme is the use of non-financial
performance metrics as a means of assessing individual performance. The use of non-financial conditions enables the policy to focus on the operational performance
of the business as a whole as well as the individual roles of each of the executives in achieving that performance. Maximum potential awards for both the Annual
Bonus and LTIP are clearly stated. The performance metrics are not operating interdependently, such that vesting under the incentive plan is only possible where all
threshold targets are met. The vesting scale attached to the LTIP is considered to be overly narrow. Total potential awards capable of vesting under the policy exceed
the recommended threshold of 200% of the highest paid Director’s base salary. Directors are required to build a holding equivalent to 850% of salary for the CEO and
300% of the salary for the CFO, over a period of no more than five years. It is considered that a shareholding policy aligns the interests of the Executive to that of the
shareholder. The Annual Bonus is deferred. Claw-back provisions are attached to the annual bonus. The deferral period attached to the Annual Bonus is in line with
best practice as one third of the bonus is deferred in shares over a period of three years. The performance period for the LTIP is less than five years and is therefore not
considered sufficiently long-term. Claw-back provisions are in place over long-term incentive plans. However, recipients of the award are required to hold their vested
shares for at least a further two years, which is welcomed.
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The expectations for pay schemes for approval for general meetings are: a going rate true market salary, director service contracts approved by vote, a single profit
pool to be distributed company wide, exceptional bonuses only and no long-term incentive plans (LTIPs). The ‘binding’ pay policy vote has not been effective. The
disappointment with the policy vote comes across in the levels of dissenting votes on remuneration reports, which disclose outcomes under previously agreed policies.
When there are contentious circumstances with executives leaving the instrument that really matters is the service contract. As such, the concept of alignment with
shareholders’ for pay purposes is a fallacy, because the risk and responsibilities are different. Executives who are directors have unlimited liability, fiduciary duties
and Companies Act s172 and contractual duties. The delivery of objectives covered by these duties should not be additionally rewarded with bonuses or LTIPs but
considered part of the job. It is believed that the fallacy of ‘alignment’ with shareholders needs to be retired. Not only do schemes not align, but executives are
employees of the company with duties to it. The duties including the new s172 duties should already set the alignment. It is incongruous to use pay schemes as a
vehicle for alternative means of ‘alignment’ which can actually create a competing set of director ‘duties’.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 61.9, Abstain: 2.0, Oppose/Withhold: 36.1,

9. Re-elect Lucinda Riches - Non-Executive Director
Independent Non-Executive Director and Chair of the Remuneration Committee. There are serious concerns regarding the implementation of remuneration at the
company and it is considered that chair of the remuneration committee should be held accountable for it when considering re-election.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 86.0, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 14.0,

16. Amend Existing Long Term Incentive Plan
It is proposed to the shareholders to approve the amendments of the Company’s Long-Term Incentive Plan. The effect of the proposed amendment is to introduce
a revised "individual limit" into the Plan rules, so that awards will not be granted to a participant under the Plan over ordinary shares in the Company with a market
value (as determined by the Company’s Remuneration Committee at the time an award is granted) in excess of 850% of salary in respect of any financial year of
the Company. The provision of the Plan rules approved by shareholders in 2021 stating that awards may be granted in excess of this "individual limit" to an eligible
employee in connection with their recruitment solely to compensate them for any awards forfeited as a result of leaving their former employer remains unchanged.
The amendments proposed do not promote better alignment with shareholder. Moreover, PIRC does not consider that LTIPs are an effective means of incentivising
performance. These schemes are not considered to be properly long term and are subject to manipulation due to their discretionary nature.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 61.2, Abstain: 2.0, Oppose/Withhold: 36.8,

MOONPIG GROUP PLC AGM - 18-09-2024

15. Issue Shares for Cash for the Purpose of Financing an Acquisition or Other Capital Investment
The Board is seeking approval to issue up to an additional 10% of the Company’s issued share capital for cash for use only in connection with an acquisition or a
specified capital investment. Such proposal is not supported. Best practice would be to seek a specific authority from shareholders in relation to a specific transaction
if such situation arises. As this is not the case, an oppose vote is therefore recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 88.7, Abstain: 0.1, Oppose/Withhold: 11.1,
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GAMES WORKSHOP GROUP PLC AGM - 18-09-2024

10. Approve the Remuneration Report
Awards made under all schemes during the year are not considered excessive as they do not exceed 200% of base salary. The CEO’s salary is in the upper quartile
of a peer comparator group. This raises concerns over potential excessiveness of the variable incentive schemes currently in operation, as the base salary determines
the overall quantum of the remuneration structure The ratio of CEO pay compared to that of the average employee exceeds the recommended limit of 20:1 and is
therefore not considered appropriate.
The expectations for pay schemes for approval for general meetings are: a going rate true market salary, director service contracts approved by vote, a single profit
pool to be distributed company wide, exceptional bonuses only and no long-term incentive plans (LTIPs). Executives who are directors have unlimited liability, fiduciary
duties and Companies Act s172 and contractual duties. The delivery of objectives covered by these duties should not be additionally rewarded with bonuses or LTIPs
but considered part of the job. It is believed that the fallacy of ‘alignment’ with shareholders needs to be retired. Not only do schemes not align, but executives are
employees of the company with duties to it. The duties including the new s172 duties should already set the alignment. It is incongruous to use pay schemes as a
vehicle for alternative means of ‘alignment’ which can actually create a competing set of director ‘duties’.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 79.1, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 20.9,

11. Approve Remuneration Policy
Maximum potential awards for both the Annual Bonus and LTIP are clearly stated. The performance metrics are not operating interdependently, such that vesting
under the incentive plan is only possible where all threshold targets are met. A mitigation statement has been made which seeks to limit the amount of any payment
or benefits provided to a Director upon leaving the Company should alternative employment be secured. Total potential awards capable of vesting under the policy fall
below the recommended threshold of 200% of the highest paid Director’s base salary. Directors are not required to retain a sufficient shareholding in the Company. It
is considered best practice that directors hold the equivalent to at least 200% of salary, built up over no more than five years. The Annual Bonus is deferred. Claw-back
provisions are attached to the annual bonus. The deferral period attached to the Annual Bonus is in line with best practice as half of the bonus is deferred in shares
over at least two years.
The expectations for pay schemes for approval for general meetings are: a going rate true market salary, director service contracts approved by vote, a single profit
pool to be distributed company wide, exceptional bonuses only and no long-term incentive plans (LTIPs). The ‘binding’ pay policy vote has not been effective. The
disappointment with the policy vote comes across in the levels of dissenting votes on remuneration reports, which disclose outcomes under previously agreed policies.
When there are contentious circumstances with executives leaving the instrument that really matters is the service contract. As such, the concept of alignment with
shareholders’ for pay purposes is a fallacy, because the risk and responsibilities are different. Executives who are directors have unlimited liability, fiduciary duties
and Companies Act s172 and contractual duties. The delivery of objectives covered by these duties should not be additionally rewarded with bonuses or LTIPs but
considered part of the job. It is believed that the fallacy of ‘alignment’ with shareholders needs to be retired. Not only do schemes not align, but executives are
employees of the company with duties to it. The duties including the new s172 duties should already set the alignment. It is incongruous to use pay schemes as a
vehicle for alternative means of ‘alignment’ which can actually create a competing set of director ‘duties’.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 73.2, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 26.7,
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KAINOS GROUP PLC AGM - 24-09-2024

13. Issue Shares for Cash for the Purpose of Financing an Acquisition or Other Capital Investment
The Board is seeking approval to issue up to an additional 5% of the Company’s issued share capital for cash for use only in connection with an acquisition or a
specified capital investment. Best practice would be to seek a specific authority from shareholders in relation to a specific transaction if such situation arises. As this is
not the case, an oppose vote is therefore recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 88.4, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 11.6,

WIZZ AIR HOLDINGS PLC AGM - 25-09-2024

3. Approve Remuneration Policy
Claw-back provisions are in place over long-term incentive plans. Directors are entitled to a dividend income which is accrued on share awards from the date of
grant, once the awards vest. Dividend should be paid from the date awards vest onwards, and not backdated to the time of grant to include the performance period.
A welcome addition to the LTIP scheme is the use of non-financial performance metrics as a means of assessing individual performance. The use of non-financial
conditions enables the policy to focus on the operational performance of the business as a whole as well as the individual roles of each of the executives in achieving
that performance. Maximum potential awards for both the Annual Bonus and LTIP are clearly stated. The Company received significant opposition at the last AGM to
its remuneration Policy. However, it is clear from Company reporting that sufficient steps have been taken in order to address the concerns raised. The performance
metrics are not operating interdependently, such that vesting under the incentive plan is only possible where all threshold targets are met. There is no mitigation
statement included within the remuneration policy. Vesting scales are considered to be sufficiently broad and geared towards better performance. Total potential
awards capable of vesting under the policy exceed the recommended threshold of 200% of the highest paid Director’s base salary. Directors are required to build a
holding equivalent to at least 200% of salary, over a period of no more than five years. It is considered that a shareholding policy aligns the interests of the Executive to
that of the shareholder. There is no deferral period attached to the Annual Bonus. Best practice would see half of the bonus deferred in shares over at least two years.
Claw-back provisions are attached to the annual bonus. The performance period for the LTIP is at least five years and therfore considered sufficiently long-term.
The expectations for pay schemes for approval for general meetings are: a going rate true market salary, director service contracts approved by vote, a single profit
pool to be distributed company wide, exceptional bonuses only and no long-term incentive plans (LTIPs). The ‘binding’ pay policy vote has not been effective. The
disappointment with the policy vote comes across in the levels of dissenting votes on remuneration reports, which disclose outcomes under previously agreed policies.
When there are contentious circumstances with executives leaving the instrument that really matters is the service contract. As such, the concept of alignment with
shareholders’ for pay purposes is a fallacy, because the risk and responsibilities are different. Executives who are directors have unlimited liability, fiduciary duties
and Companies Act s172 and contractual duties. The delivery of objectives covered by these duties should not be additionally rewarded with bonuses or LTIPs but
considered part of the job. It is believed that the fallacy of ‘alignment’ with shareholders needs to be retired. Not only do schemes not align, but executives are
employees of the company with duties to it. The duties including the new s172 duties should already set the alignment. It is incongruous to use pay schemes as a
vehicle for alternative means of ‘alignment’ which can actually create a competing set of director ‘duties’.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 63.0, Abstain: 0.4, Oppose/Withhold: 36.5,

4. Amend Existing Omnibus Plan
In addition to the changes to the Directors’ Remuneration Policy, the Omnibus Plan rules are proposed to be amended to allow for the LTIP awards described to be
awarded to Mr Váradi. Mr Váradi holds a one-off award of 837,943 Ordinary Shares granted under the VCP that was approved by Shareholders at the AGM in 2021
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and amended by Shareholders AGM in 2023, (the "VCP Award"). The terms of the VCP Award would be amended so that any vesting under the VCP would be offset
against any vesting under the LTIP.
Long-Term Incentives schemes are not considered an effective means of incentivising performance and are inherently flawed. There is the risk that they are rewarding
volatility rather than the performance of the company. They are acting as a complex and opaque hedge against absolute company underperformance and long-term
share price falls. They are also a significant factor in reward for failure. Therefore, opposition is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 73.6, Abstain: 0.4, Oppose/Withhold: 26.0,

8. Re-elect Barry Eccleston - Senior Independent Director
Senior Independent Director. Considered independent. It is noted that on the 2023 Annual General Meeting the re-election of Mr. Eccleston received significant
opposition of 13.37% of the votes and the Company did not disclosed information as to how address the issue with its shareholders. Therefore, abstention is
recommended.

Vote Cast: Abstain Results: For: 77.7, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 22.3,

9. Re-elect Barry Eccleston (Independent Shareholder Vote)
Senior Independent Director. Considered independent. It is noted that on the 2023 Annual General Meeting the re-election of Mr. Eccleston received significant
opposition of 13.37% of the votes and the Company did not disclosed information as to how address the issue with its shareholders. Therefore, abstention is
recommended.

Vote Cast: Abstain Results: For: 55.4, Abstain: 22.3, Oppose/Withhold: 22.3,

17. Re-elect Dr Anthony Radev - Designated Non-Executive
Independent Non-Executive Director and Designated non-executive director for workforce engagement. It would be preferred that companies appoint directors from
the workforce rather than designate a non-executive director (NED). Support will be recommended for the election or re-election of designated NEDs provided that no
significant employment relations issues have been identified.
Support is recommended.

Vote Cast: For Results: For: 87.1, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 12.9,

18. Re-elect Dr Anthony Radev (Independent Shareholder Vote)
Independent Non-Executive Director and Designated non-executive director for workforce engagement. It would be preferred that companies appoint directors from
the workforce rather than designate a non-executive director (NED). Support will be recommended for the election or re-election of designated NEDs provided that no
significant employment relations issues have been identified.
Support is recommended.

Vote Cast: For Results: For: 64.8, Abstain: 22.3, Oppose/Withhold: 12.9,

19. Re-elect Anna Gatti - Non-Executive Director
Independent Non-Executive Director.
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Vote Cast: For Results: For: 87.1, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 12.9,

20. Re-elect Anna Gatti (Independent Shareholder Vote)
Independent Non-Executive Director.

Vote Cast: For Results: For: 64.8, Abstain: 22.3, Oppose/Withhold: 12.9,

26. Issue Shares for Cash
The authority sought exceeds the recommended 5% maximum of the Company’s issued share capital and expires at the next AGM. An oppose vote is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 81.1, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 18.9,

27. Issue Shares for Cash for the Purpose of Financing an Acquisition or Other Capital Investment
The Board is seeking approval to issue up to an additional 10% of the Company’s issued share capital for cash for use only in connection with an acquisition or a
specified capital investment. Such proposal is not supported. Best practice would be to seek a specific authority from shareholders in relation to a specific transaction
if such situation arises. As this is not the case, an oppose vote is therefore recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 74.8, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 25.2,

DIAGEO PLC AGM - 26-09-2024

13. Re-elect Ireena Vittal - Non-Executive Director
Independent Non-Executive Director.

Vote Cast: For Results: For: 89.6, Abstain: 0.2, Oppose/Withhold: 10.2,

BALTIC CLASSIFIEDS GROUP PLC AGM - 27-09-2024

18. Issue Shares for Cash for the Purpose of Financing an Acquisition or Other Capital Investment
The Board is seeking approval to issue up to an additional 10% of the Company’s issued share capital for cash for use only in connection with an acquisition or a
specified capital investment. Best practice would be to seek a specific authority from shareholders in relation to a specific transaction if such situation arises. As this is
not the case, an oppose vote is therefore recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 84.4, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 15.6,
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3 Oppose/Abstain Votes With Analysis

SAMSARA INC. AGM - 10-07-2024

1.03. Elect Marc Andreessen - Non-Executive Director
Non-Executive Director. Not considered independent owing to a tenure of over nine years. There is sufficient independent representation on the Board, however, there
are concerns over the director’s potential time commitments, and the director could not prove full attendance of board and committee meetings during the year.

Vote Cast: Oppose

1.06. Elect Jonathan Chadwick - Senior Independent Director
Independent Non-Executive Director and Chair of the Audit Committee. Senior Independent Director. Not considered independent as he has served on the Board
for over nine years. It is considered that a Senior Independent Director should be independent, in order to fulfil the responsibilities assigned to that role, irrespective
of the level of independence of the Board. It is also considered that audit committees should be comprised exclusively of independent members, including the chair.
Therefore an oppose vote is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose

2. Appoint the Auditors
Deloitte proposed. Non-audit fees represented 9.59% of audit fees during the year under review and 12.44% on a three-year aggregate basis. This level of non-audit
fees does not raise serious concerns about the independence of the statutory auditor. The current auditor has been in place for more than five years. There are
concerns that failure to regularly rotate the audit firm can compromise the independence of the auditor.

Vote Cast: Abstain

3. Advisory Vote on Executive Compensation
The Company has submitted a proposal for shareholder ratification of its executive compensation policy and practices. The voting outcome for this resolution reflects
the balance of opinion on the adequacy of disclosure, the balance of performance and reward and the terms of executive employment. The compensation rating is:
DEB. Based on this rating, opposition is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose

BURBERRY GROUP PLC AGM - 16-07-2024

2. Approve the Remuneration Report
Awards made under all schemes during the year are not considered excessive as they do not exceed 200% of base salary. The CEO’s salary is below the upper
quartile of a peer comparator group. The ratio of CEO pay compared to that of the average employee exceeds the recommended limit of 20:1 and is therefore not
considered appropriate.
The expectations for pay schemes for approval for general meetings are: a going rate true market salary, director service contracts approved by vote, a single profit
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pool to be distributed company wide, exceptional bonuses only and no long-term incentive plans (LTIPs). Executives who are directors have unlimited liability, fiduciary
duties and Companies Act s172 and contractual duties. The delivery of objectives covered by these duties should not be additionally rewarded with bonuses or LTIPs
but considered part of the job. It is believed that the fallacy of ‘alignment’ with shareholders needs to be retired. Not only do schemes not align, but executives are
employees of the company with duties to it. The duties including the new s172 duties should already set the alignment. It is incongruous to use pay schemes as a
vehicle for alternative means of ‘alignment’ which can actually create a competing set of director ‘duties’.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 43.4, Abstain: 50.0, Oppose/Withhold: 6.6,

4. Re-elect Dr Gerry Murphy - Chair (Non Executive)
Chair. Independent upon appointment. The Chair is also chairing another company within the FTSE 350 index (Tesco plc). It is considered that a chair cannot
effectively represent two corporate cultures. The possibility of having to commit additional time to the role in times of crisis is ever present. Given this, a Chair should
focus his attention onto the only one FTSE 350 Company.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 47.5, Abstain: 50.0, Oppose/Withhold: 2.5,

7. Re-elect Fabiola Arredondo - Non-Executive Director
Non-Executive Director and Member of the Nomination and Remuneration Committee. Not considered independent owing to a tenure of over nine years. In terms
of best practice, it is considered that the Nomination and Remuneration Committee should be comprised exclusively of independent members. Regardless of the
independent representation on the Board as a whole, opposition is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 47.9, Abstain: 50.0, Oppose/Withhold: 2.1,

15. Re-appoint EY as the Auditors
EY proposed. Non-audit fees represented 5.88% of audit fees during the year under review and 4.26% on a three-year aggregate basis. This level of non-audit fees
does not raise serious concerns about the independence of the statutory auditor.
In late 2020 International Auditing and Assurance Standards Board (IAASB) produced a consultation entitled, Fraud and Going Concern and refers to the "expectations
gap" in the sense that the public expect more of auditors than is expected of them. By reference to conclusions of the BEIS Select Committee of Parliament and High
Court decisions, there isn’t an expectations gap so far as the UK at least is concerned. Indeed auditor duties in respect of fraud are onerous and in the Barings case
at the High Court the issue of negligence didn’t merely involve the signing of the public accounts by the audit partner with misstated amounts in, but earlier at the time
more junior members of staff missed the fraud when it was smaller reviewing a bank reconciliation (a private and not public document).
The IAASB model of auditing is based on auditors certifying information that is "useful to users". That construct side-steps the crucial duties auditors have for the
benefit of the company itself as the Barings case demonstrated. In PIRC’s view that model fuels an unwarranted expectations gap and, if audits are limited by the
standards misdirect the focus of audits to being "useful for users", a delivery gap because the legal standard and duty is broader than the standards themselves state.
PIRC has therefore asked the IAASB to reissue its consultation and has also written to the largest accounting firms to repudiate the IAASB consultation and confirm
that the concept of an ’expectations gap’ does not limit the scope of their work. In parallel PIRC has reviewed responses from the largest accounting firms to the IAASB
determine whether they were encouraging or refuting the concept of an expectations gap. Both Deloitte and BDO correctly referred to the "expectations gap" being
dependent on local laws. Both firms also referred to problems with international auditing standards and international accounting standards. BDO went so far as to
make other recommendations as well. Mazars did similar in giving evidence to the BEIS Select Committee. In the absence of similar statements from PwC, KPMG, EY
or Grant Thornton, PIRC is unable to support re-election or re-appointment of those firms as auditors.
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Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 49.8, Abstain: 50.0, Oppose/Withhold: 0.2,

20. Issue Shares for Cash for the Purpose of Financing an Acquisition or Other Capital Investment
The Board is seeking approval to issue up to an additional 5% of the Company’s issued share capital for cash for use only in connection with an acquisition or a
specified capital investment. Such proposal is not supported as it is considered that the 5% limit sought under the general authority above is sufficient. Best practice
would be to seek a specific authority from shareholders in relation to a specific transaction if such situation arises. As this is not the case, an oppose vote is therefore
recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 49.5, Abstain: 50.0, Oppose/Withhold: 0.5,

21. Authorise Share Repurchase
The authority is limited to 10% of the Company’s issued share capital and will expire at the next AGM. This resolution will not be supported unless the Board has set
forth a clear, cogent and compelling case demonstrating how the authority would benefit long-term shareholders. As no clear justification was provided by the Board,
an oppose vote is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 49.8, Abstain: 50.0, Oppose/Withhold: 0.2,

EXPERIAN PLC AGM - 17-07-2024

2. Approve the Remuneration Report
Awards granted to Directors under the Company’s variable remuneration schemes are considered excessive as they exceeded 200% of base salary during the year
under review. The CEO’s salary is in the upper quartile of a peer comparator group. This raises concerns over potential excessiveness of the variable incentive
schemes currently in operation, as the base salary determines the overall quantum of the remuneration structure. The ratio of CEO pay compared to that of the
average employee exceeds the recommended limit of 20:1 and is therefore not considered appropriate.
The expectations for pay schemes for approval for general meetings are: a going rate true market salary, director service contracts approved by vote, a single profit
pool to be distributed company wide, exceptional bonuses only and no long-term incentive plans (LTIPs). Executives who are directors have unlimited liability, fiduciary
duties and Companies Act s172 and contractual duties. The delivery of objectives covered by these duties should not be additionally rewarded with bonuses or LTIPs
but considered part of the job. It is believed that the fallacy of ‘alignment’ with shareholders needs to be retired. Not only do schemes not align, but executives are
employees of the company with duties to it. The duties including the new s172 duties should already set the alignment. It is incongruous to use pay schemes as a
vehicle for alternative means of ‘alignment’ which can actually create a competing set of director ‘duties’.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 93.9, Abstain: 0.4, Oppose/Withhold: 5.8,

9. Re-elect Jonathan Howell - Non-Executive Director
Independent Non-Executive Director and Chair of the Audit Committee.
During the year under review, a fine has been issued by the U.S. Federal Trade Commission USD 650,000 for sending customers unsolicited emails with no opt out
options, which is required under the CAN-SPAM Act. While the full impact of this decision is yet to be ascertained, there are concerns about the sufficiency of the
board-level ethics and compliance oversight. The Audit Committee should take responsibility for overseeing the company’s compliance policies, including through
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effective whistleblower policies. Owing to the apparent failure of board-level oversight to prevent the issue, opposition is recommended to the re-election of the Audit
Committee Chair.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 97.8, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 2.2,

11. Re-elect Louise Pentland - Non-Executive Director
Independent Non-Executive Director and Chair of the Remuneration Committee. There are serious concerns regarding the implementation of remuneration at the
company and it is considered that chair of the remuneration committee should be held accountable for it when considering re-election.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 96.4, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 3.6,

13. Re-elect Mike Rogers - Chair (Non Executive)
Independent non-executive Chair. The Chair is also chairing another company within the FTSE 350 index. It is considered that a chair cannot effectively represent two
corporate cultures. The possibility of having to commit additional time to the role in times of crisis is ever present. Given this, a Chair should focus his attention onto
the only one FTSE 350 Company.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 93.7, Abstain: 1.0, Oppose/Withhold: 5.3,

14. Re-appoint KPMG LLP as auditor of the Company
KPMG proposed. Non-audit fees represented 5.56% of audit fees during the year under review and 3.83% on a three-year aggregate basis. This level of non-audit fees
does not raise serious concerns about the independence of the statutory auditor. The current auditor has been in place for more than five years. There are concerns
that failure to regularly rotate the audit firm can compromise the independence of the auditor.
In late 2020 International Auditing and Assurance Standards Board (IAASB) produced a consultation entitled, Fraud and Going Concern and refers to the "expectations
gap" in the sense that the public expect more of auditors than is expected of them. By reference to conclusions of the BEIS Select Committee of Parliament and High
Court decisions, there isn’t an expectations gap so far as the UK at least is concerned. Indeed auditor duties in respect of fraud are onerous and in the Barings case
at the High Court the issue of negligence didn’t merely involve the signing of the public accounts by the audit partner with misstated amounts in, but earlier at the time
more junior members of staff missed the fraud when it was smaller reviewing a bank reconciliation (a private and not public document).
The IAASB model of auditing is based on auditors certifying information that is "useful to users". That construct side-steps the crucial duties auditors have for the
benefit of the company itself as the Barings case demonstrated. In PIRC’s view that model fuels an unwarranted expectations gap and, if audits are limited by the
standards misdirect the focus of audits to being "useful for users", a delivery gap because the legal standard and duty is broader than the standards themselves state.
PIRC has therefore asked the IAASB to reissue its consultation and has also written to the largest accounting firms to repudiate the IAASB consultation and confirm
that the concept of an ’expectations gap’ does not limit the scope of their work. In parallel PIRC has reviewed responses from the largest accounting firms to the IAASB
determine whether they were encouraging or refuting the concept of an expectations gap. Both Deloitte and BDO correctly referred to the "expectations gap" being
dependent on local laws. Both firms also referred to problems with international auditing standards and international accounting standards. BDO went so far as to
make other recommendations as well. Mazars did similar in giving evidence to the BEIS Select Committee. In the absence of similar statements from PwC, KPMG, EY
or Grant Thornton, PIRC is unable to support re-election or re-appointment of those firms as auditors.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 99.4, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 0.6,
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17. Issue Shares for Cash
The authority sought exceeds the recommended 5% maximum of the Company’s issued share capital and expires at the next AGM. An oppose vote is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 92.9, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 7.1,

18. Issue Shares for Cash for the Purpose of Financing an Acquisition or Other Capital Investment
The Board is seeking approval to issue up to an additional 10% of the Company’s issued share capital for cash for use only in connection with an acquisition or a
specified capital investment. Such proposal is not supported. Best practice would be to seek a specific authority from shareholders in relation to a specific transaction
if such situation arises. As this is not the case, an oppose vote is therefore recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 89.1, Abstain: 0.3, Oppose/Withhold: 10.7,

19. Authorise Share Repurchase
It is proposed to authorise the Board to purchase Company’s shares until next AGM. This resolution will not be supported unless the Board has set forth a clear, cogent
and compelling case demonstrating how the authority would benefit long-term shareholders. As no clear justification was provided by the Board, an oppose vote is
recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 99.2, Abstain: 0.1, Oppose/Withhold: 0.7,

FD TECHNOLOGIES PLC AGM - 18-07-2024

2. Approve the Remuneration Report
It is proposed to approve the remuneration paid or due to executives with an advisory vote. The pay-out is in line with best practice, under 200% of the fixed salary.
The Company has fully disclosed quantified targets against which the achievements and the corresponding variable remuneration has been calculated.
The expectations for pay schemes for approval for general meetings are: a going rate true market salary, director service contracts approved by vote, a single profit
pool to be distributed company wide, exceptional bonuses only and no long-term incentive plans (LTIPs). Executives who are directors have unlimited liability, fiduciary
duties and Companies Act s172 and contractual duties. The delivery of objectives covered by these duties should not be additionally rewarded with bonuses or LTIPs
but considered part of the job. It is believed that the fallacy of ‘alignment’ with shareholders needs to be retired. Not only do schemes not align, but executives are
employees of the company with duties to it. The duties including the new s172 duties should already set the alignment. It is incongruous to use pay schemes as a
vehicle for alternative means of ‘alignment’ which can actually create a competing set of director ‘duties’.

Vote Cast: Oppose

6. Re-elect Usama Fayyad - Non-Executive Director
Independent Non-Executive Director. This director has an attendance record of less than 90% for both Board and Committee meetings which they were eligible to
attend during the year. An oppose vote is therefore recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose
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9. Re-appoint Deloitte, as auditor of the Company and to authorise the Directors to determine their remuneration
Deloitte proposed. Non-audit fees represented 21.95% of audit fees during the year under review and 19.13% on a three-year aggregate basis. This level of non-audit
fees does not raise serious concerns about the independence of the statutory auditor. The current auditor has been in place for more than five years. There are
concerns that failure to regularly rotate the audit firm can compromise the independence of the auditor.

Vote Cast: Abstain

11. Issue Shares for Cash
The authority sought exceeds the recommended 5% maximum of the Company’s issued share capital and expires at the next AGM. An oppose vote is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose

13. Authorise Share Repurchase
The authority is limited to 10% of the Company’s issued share capital and will expire at the next AGM. This resolution will not be supported unless the Board has set
forth a clear, cogent and compelling case demonstrating how the authority would benefit long-term shareholders. As no clear justification was provided by the Board,
an oppose vote is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose

12. Issue Shares for Cash for the Purpose of Financing an Acquisition or Other Capital Investment
The Board is seeking approval to issue up to an additional 10% of the Company’s issued share capital for cash for use only in connection with an acquisition or a
specified capital investment. Best practice would be to seek a specific authority from shareholders in relation to a specific transaction if such situation arises. As this is
not the case, an oppose vote is therefore recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose

MOLTEN VENTURES PLC AGM - 24-07-2024

2. Approve the Remuneration Report
Awards granted to Directors under the Company’s variable remuneration schemes are considered excessive as they exceeded 200% of base salary during the year
under review. The CEO’s salary is below the upper quartile of a peer comparator group. The ratio of CEO pay compared to that of the average employee falls below
the recommended limit of 20:1 and is therefore not considered to be overly excessive.
The expectations for pay schemes for approval for general meetings are: a going rate true market salary, director service contracts approved by vote, a single profit
pool to be distributed company wide, exceptional bonuses only and no long-term incentive plans (LTIPs). Executives who are directors have unlimited liability, fiduciary
duties and Companies Act s172 and contractual duties. The delivery of objectives covered by these duties should not be additionally rewarded with bonuses or LTIPs
but considered part of the job. It is believed that the fallacy of ‘alignment’ with shareholders needs to be retired. Not only do schemes not align, but executives are
employees of the company with duties to it. The duties including the new s172 duties should already set the alignment. It is incongruous to use pay schemes as a
vehicle for alternative means of ‘alignment’ which can actually create a competing set of director ‘duties’.
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Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 78.9, Abstain: 7.5, Oppose/Withhold: 13.6,

3. Elect Laurence Hollingworth - Chair (Non Executive)
Chair. Independent upon appointment. The Chair is also chairing another company within the FTSE 350 index. It is considered that a chair cannot effectively represent
two corporate cultures. The possibility of having to commit additional time to the role in times of crisis is ever present. Given this, a Chair should focus his attention
onto the only one FTSE 350 Company.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 98.8, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 1.2,

11. Re-appoint PwC as the Auditors of the Company
PwC proposed. Non-audit fees represented 57.14% of audit fees during the year under review and 41.18% on a three-year aggregate basis. This level of non-audit
fees raises major concerns about the independence of the statutory auditor. The current auditor has been in place for more than five years. There are concerns that
failure to regularly rotate the audit firm can compromise the independence of the auditor.
In late 2020 International Auditing and Assurance Standards Board (IAASB) produced a consultation entitled, Fraud and Going Concern and refers to the "expectations
gap" in the sense that the public expect more of auditors than is expected of them. By reference to conclusions of the BEIS Select Committee of Parliament and High
Court decisions, there isn’t an expectations gap so far as the UK at least is concerned. Indeed auditor duties in respect of fraud are onerous and in the Barings case
at the High Court the issue of negligence didn’t merely involve the signing of the public accounts by the audit partner with misstated amounts in, but earlier at the time
more junior members of staff missed the fraud when it was smaller reviewing a bank reconciliation (a private and not public document).
The IAASB model of auditing is based on auditors certifying information that is "useful to users". That construct side-steps the crucial duties auditors have for the
benefit of the company itself as the Barings case demonstrated. In PIRC’s view that model fuels an unwarranted expectations gap and, if audits are limited by the
standards misdirect the focus of audits to being "useful for users", a delivery gap because the legal standard and duty is broader than the standards themselves state.
PIRC has therefore asked the IAASB to reissue its consultation and has also written to the largest accounting firms to repudiate the IAASB consultation and confirm
that the concept of an ’expectations gap’ does not limit the scope of their work. In parallel PIRC has reviewed responses from the largest accounting firms to the IAASB
determine whether they were encouraging or refuting the concept of an expectations gap. Both Deloitte and BDO correctly referred to the "expectations gap" being
dependent on local laws. Both firms also referred to problems with international auditing standards and international accounting standards. BDO went so far as to
make other recommendations as well. Mazars did similar in giving evidence to the BEIS Select Committee. In the absence of similar statements from PwC, KPMG, EY
or Grant Thornton, PIRC is unable to support re-election or re-appointment of those firms as auditors.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 88.1, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 11.9,

14. Issue Shares for Cash
The authority sought exceeds the recommended 5% maximum of the Company’s issued share capital and expires at the next AGM. An oppose vote is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 96.8, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 3.2,

15. Issue Shares for Cash for the Purpose of Financing an Acquisition or Other Capital Investment
The Board is seeking approval to issue up to an additional 10% of the Company’s issued share capital for cash for use only in connection with an acquisition or a
specified capital investment. Best practice would be to seek a specific authority from shareholders in relation to a specific transaction if such situation arises. As this is
not the case, an oppose vote is therefore recommended.
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Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 90.8, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 9.2,

16. Authorise Share Repurchase
The authority is limited to 10% of the Company’s issued share capital and will expire at the next AGM. This resolution will not be supported unless the Board has set
forth a clear, cogent and compelling case demonstrating how the authority would benefit long-term shareholders. As no clear justification was provided by the Board,
an oppose vote is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 99.4, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 0.6,

OXFORD INSTRUMENTS PLC AGM - 25-07-2024

2. Approve the Remuneration Report
Awards granted to Directors under the Company’s variable remuneration schemes are considered excessive as they exceeded 200% of base salary during the year
under review. The CEO’s salary is below the lower quartile of a peer comparator group. The ratio of CEO pay compared to that of the average employee exceeds the
recommended limit of 20:1 and is therefore not considered appropriate.
The expectations for pay schemes for approval for general meetings are: a going rate true market salary, director service contracts approved by vote, a single profit
pool to be distributed company wide, exceptional bonuses only and no long-term incentive plans (LTIPs). Executives who are directors have unlimited liability, fiduciary
duties and Companies Act s172 and contractual duties. The delivery of objectives covered by these duties should not be additionally rewarded with bonuses or LTIPs
but considered part of the job. It is believed that the fallacy of ‘alignment’ with shareholders needs to be retired. Not only do schemes not align, but executives are
employees of the company with duties to it. The duties including the new s172 duties should already set the alignment. It is incongruous to use pay schemes as a
vehicle for alternative means of ‘alignment’ which can actually create a competing set of director ‘duties’.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 98.2, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 1.8,

10. Elect Hannah Nichols - Non-Executive Director
Independent Non-Executive Director. There are concerns over a potential conflict of interest between her role as an Executive in a listed company and membership of
the remuneration committee. An abstain vote is recommended.

Vote Cast: Abstain Results: For: 97.8, Abstain: 0.4, Oppose/Withhold: 1.9,

15. Issue Shares for Cash
The authority sought exceeds the recommended 5% maximum of the Company’s issued share capital and expires at the next AGM. An oppose vote is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 97.2, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 2.8,

16. Issue Shares for Cash for the Purpose of Financing an Acquisition or Other Capital Investment
The Board is seeking approval to issue up to an additional 10% of the Company’s issued share capital for cash for use only in connection with an acquisition or a
specified capital investment. Best practice would be to seek a specific authority from shareholders in relation to a specific transaction if such situation arises. As this is
not the case, an oppose vote is therefore recommended.
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Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 94.8, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 5.2,

17. Authorise Share Repurchase
The authority is limited to 10% of the Company’s issued share capital and will expire at the next AGM. This resolution will not be supported unless the Board has set
forth a clear, cogent and compelling case demonstrating how the authority would benefit long-term shareholders. As no clear justification was provided by the Board,
an oppose vote is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 99.6, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 0.4,

HDFC BANK LTD AGM - 09-08-2024

7. Authorize Issuance of Long-Term Bonds, Perpetual Debt Instruments and Tier II capital bonds through private placementmode
It is proposed to issue non-convertible bonds for private placement. Although there is no indication that these instruments will be convertible into shares, and therefore
there is no risk of unexpected dilution of existing shareholders, it is considered that authorities for private placement should be duly justified, namely regarding the
rationale and the beneficiary of the placement. In lack of it, opposition is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose

8. Approve the grant of equity stock options under Employees Stock Option Master Scheme
It is proposed to approve a stock option plan for employees and corporate officers. The Board would receive the authority to set beneficiaries and other conditions.
There seem to be no performance criteria besides employment and tenure.
Plans to increase employee shareholding are considered to be a positive governance practice, as they can contribute to alignment between employees and shareholders.
On the other hand, executives are also among the beneficiaries: it is considered that support should not be given to stock or share option plans that do not lay out
clearly performance criteria and conditions. On balance, opposition is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose

NU HOLDINGS LTD AGM - 13-08-2024

1. Approve Financial Statements and the Company’s Annual Report
At this time, the complete financial statements have not been made available, namely individual Director’s fees. Although not uncommon in this market, it is considered
a serious reporting omission. Opposition is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose

2a. Re-elect David Vélez Osorno - Chair & Chief Executive
Chair and CEO. Combined roles at the head of the Company. There should be a clear division of responsibilities at the head of the Company between the running of
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the board and the executive responsibility for the running of the Company’s business. No one individual should have unfettered powers of decision. Combining the two
roles in one person represents a concentration of power that is potentially detrimental to board balance, effective debate, and board appraisal.
Regardless of local practice or recommendations, or average percentage of diversity on the boards of local listed companies, it is considered that gender diversity
should be explicitly taken into account when appointing directors. Namely, it is considered that at least one-third of the board should be reserved for the less represented
gender. There is an increasing amount of research that suggests that more diverse companies actually perform better than less diverse companies, and they lead to
higher returns. By seemingly not including diversity in the composition of the board, and not having an adequate target to do so, it is considered that the company is
not taking into account the materiality of non-financial factors, which could be detrimental for shareholders. Opposition is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose

2e. Re-elect Douglas Mauro Leone - Non-Executive Director
Non-Executive Director and Member of the Remuneration Committee. Not considered independent as the director is considered to be connected with a significant
shareholder: Sequoia Capital. In terms of best practice, it is considered that the Remuneration Committee should be comprised exclusively of independent members.
Regardless of the independent representation on the Board as a whole, opposition is recommended. Additionally, there are concerns over the director’s potential time
commitments, and the director could not prove full attendance of board and committee meetings during the year.

Vote Cast: Oppose

2f. Re-elect Jacqueline Dawn Reses - Non-Executive Director
Independent Non-Executive Director and Chair of the Remuneration Committee. It is considered that the Chair of the Remuneration Committee is responsible for the
company’s remuneration report, and owing to concerns with the lack of disclosure regarding Individual Directors fees, opposition is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose

ELF BEAUTY AGM - 22-08-2024

1.01. Elect Tiffany Daniele - Non-Executive Director
Independent Non-Executive Director and Chair of the Audit Committee. At the company, the Audit Committee does not oversee the whistle-blowing hotline. This
may increase the risk of such issues not being followed up or escalated which may mean the issue is concealed. On this basis, and on the potential unforeseeable
consequences for the company, opposition is recommended to the re-election of the chair of the audit committee, who is considered to be accountable for the concerns
with the whistle-blowing reporting structure. Opposition is recommended

Vote Cast: Oppose

2. Amend Articles: Officer Exculpation
It is proposed that the Certificate of Incorporation of the Company is amended to reflect new Delaware law provisions regarding officer exculpation. The Board seeks
authority to amend the articles, to reflect new Delaware law provisions regarding the exculpation of officers. Article VII of the Company’s Certificate of Incorporation
(Certificate) currently provides for the Company to limit the monetary liability of directors in certain circumstances pursuant to and consistent with the Delaware General
Corporation Law (DGCL). The State of Delaware recently amended Section 102(b)(7) of the DGCL to allow Delaware corporations to extend similar protections to
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officers. Specifically, the amendments to the DGCL allow Delaware corporations to exculpate their officers for personal liability for breaches of the duty of care in certain
circumstances.
While efforts to align executive and non-executive liabilities and harmonize corporate articles are acknowledged, decisions taken by executives, may cause significant
higher losses compared to those taken by directors. While officers remain liable for lack of fiduciary duty due to wrongful actions committed wilfully, they would
nevertheless be exculpated against direct actions, such as class actions. Shareholders could still act via derivative lawsuits, which are however more complex and less
lucrative legal avenue since shareholders would bring an action in the name of the corporation and not in the name of shareholders. This could potentially dissuading
shareholders from pursuing actions and entrench poorly performing officers. On balance, opposition is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose

3. Advisory Vote on Executive Compensation
The Company has submitted a proposal for shareholder ratification of its executive compensation policy and practices. The voting outcome for this resolution reflects
the balance of opinion on the adequacy of disclosure, the balance of performance and reward and the terms of executive employment. The compensation rating is:
ACC. Based on this rating, abstention is recommended.

Vote Cast: Abstain

4. Re-appoint Deloitte & Touche LLP as the Auditors of the company
Deloitte proposed. Non-audit fees represented 0.84% of audit fees during the year under review and 0.84% on a three-year aggregate basis. This level of non-audit
fees does not raise serious concerns about the independence of the statutory auditor. The current auditor has been in place for more than five years. There are
concerns that failure to regularly rotate the audit firm can compromise the independence of the auditor.

Vote Cast: Abstain

ASHTEAD GROUP PLC AGM - 04-09-2024

1. Receive the Annual Report
The annual report was made available sufficiently before the meeting and has been audited and certified. However, there are concerns surrounding the sustainability
policies and practice at the company and the lack of board level accountability for sustainability issues. Therefore, it is considered that the annual report and the
financial statements may not accurately reflect the material and financial impact of non-traditional financial risks. These concerns should have been addressed in the
annual report submitted to shareholders, however the annual report fails to address these concerns adequately and therefore this resolution cannot be supported.

Vote Cast: Abstain Results: For: 99.4, Abstain: 0.5, Oppose/Withhold: 0.1,

2. Approve the Remuneration Report
Awards granted to Directors under the Company’s variable remuneration schemes are considered excessive as they exceeded 200% of base salary during the year
under review. The CEO’s salary is below the upper quartile of a peer comparator group. The ratio of CEO pay compared to that of the average employee exceeds the
recommended limit of 20:1 and is therefore not considered appropriate.
The expectations for pay schemes for approval for general meetings are: a going rate true market salary, director service contracts approved by vote, a single profit
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pool to be distributed company wide, exceptional bonuses only and no long-term incentive plans (LTIPs). Executives who are directors have unlimited liability, fiduciary
duties and Companies Act s172 and contractual duties. The delivery of objectives covered by these duties should not be additionally rewarded with bonuses or LTIPs
but considered part of the job. It is believed that the fallacy of ‘alignment’ with shareholders needs to be retired. Not only do schemes not align, but executives are
employees of the company with duties to it. The duties including the new s172 duties should already set the alignment. It is incongruous to use pay schemes as a
vehicle for alternative means of ‘alignment’ which can actually create a competing set of director ‘duties’.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 98.0, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 2.0,

3. Approve Remuneration Policy
Directors are entitled to a dividend income which is accrued on share awards from the date of grant, once the awards vest. Dividend should be paid from the date
awards vest onwards, and not backdated to the time of grant to include the performance period. A welcome addition to the LTIP scheme is the use of non-financial
performance metrics as a means of assessing individual performance. The use of non-financial conditions enables the policy to focus on the operational performance
of the business as a whole as well as the individual roles of each of the executives in achieving that performance. Maximum potential awards for both the Annual
Bonus and LTIP are clearly stated. The performance metrics are not operating interdependently, such that vesting under the incentive plan is only possible where all
threshold targets are met. The vesting scale attached to the LTIP is considered to be overly narrow. Total potential awards capable of vesting under the policy exceed
the recommended threshold of 200% of the highest paid Director’s base salary. Directors are required to build a holding equivalent to 850% of salary for the CEO and
300% of the salary for the CFO, over a period of no more than five years. It is considered that a shareholding policy aligns the interests of the Executive to that of the
shareholder. The Annual Bonus is deferred. Claw-back provisions are attached to the annual bonus. The deferral period attached to the Annual Bonus is in line with
best practice as one third of the bonus is deferred in shares over a period of three years. The performance period for the LTIP is less than five years and is therefore not
considered sufficiently long-term. Claw-back provisions are in place over long-term incentive plans. However, recipients of the award are required to hold their vested
shares for at least a further two years, which is welcomed.
The expectations for pay schemes for approval for general meetings are: a going rate true market salary, director service contracts approved by vote, a single profit
pool to be distributed company wide, exceptional bonuses only and no long-term incentive plans (LTIPs). The ‘binding’ pay policy vote has not been effective. The
disappointment with the policy vote comes across in the levels of dissenting votes on remuneration reports, which disclose outcomes under previously agreed policies.
When there are contentious circumstances with executives leaving the instrument that really matters is the service contract. As such, the concept of alignment with
shareholders’ for pay purposes is a fallacy, because the risk and responsibilities are different. Executives who are directors have unlimited liability, fiduciary duties
and Companies Act s172 and contractual duties. The delivery of objectives covered by these duties should not be additionally rewarded with bonuses or LTIPs but
considered part of the job. It is believed that the fallacy of ‘alignment’ with shareholders needs to be retired. Not only do schemes not align, but executives are
employees of the company with duties to it. The duties including the new s172 duties should already set the alignment. It is incongruous to use pay schemes as a
vehicle for alternative means of ‘alignment’ which can actually create a competing set of director ‘duties’.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 61.9, Abstain: 2.0, Oppose/Withhold: 36.1,

5. Re-elect Paul Walker - Chair (Non Executive)
Independent Non-Executive Chair of the Board. The Chair is also chairing another company within the FTSE 350 index. It is considered that a chair cannot effectively
represent two corporate cultures. The possibility of having to commit additional time to the role in times of crisis is ever present. Given this, a Chair should focus his
attention onto the only one FTSE 350 Company. In addition, as the Company do not have a Board level Sustainability Committee, the Chair of the Board is considered
accountable for the Company’s sustainability programme. As the Company’s sustainability policies and practice are not considered adequate to minimise the material
risks linked to sustainability. Overall, opposition is recommended.
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Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 94.9, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 5.1,

9. Re-elect Lucinda Riches - Non-Executive Director
Independent Non-Executive Director and Chair of the Remuneration Committee. There are serious concerns regarding the implementation of remuneration at the
company and it is considered that chair of the remuneration committee should be held accountable for it when considering re-election.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 86.0, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 14.0,

12. Re-elect Renata Ribeiro - Non-Executive Director
Independent Non-Executive Director and member of the Remuneration Committee. There are concerns over a potential conflict of interest between his role as an
Executive in a listed company and membership of the remuneration committee. An abstain vote is recommended.

Vote Cast: Abstain Results: For: 97.1, Abstain: 0.4, Oppose/Withhold: 2.6,

13. Elect Roy Twite - Non-Executive Director
Independent Non-Executive Director and member of the Remuneration Committee. There are concerns over a potential conflict of interest between his role as an
Executive in a listed company and membership of the remuneration committee. An abstain vote is recommended.

Vote Cast: Abstain Results: For: 99.5, Abstain: 0.4, Oppose/Withhold: 0.1,

14. Re-appoint PwC as the Auditors of the Company
PwC proposed. No non-audit fees were paid to the auditors in the past three years. This approach is commended. [PwC] proposed as new auditor. Auditor rotation is
considered a positive factor. Acceptable proposal.
In late 2020 International Auditing and Assurance Standards Board (IAASB) produced a consultation entitled, Fraud and Going Concern and refers to the "expectations
gap" in the sense that the public expect more of auditors than is expected of them. By reference to conclusions of the BEIS Select Committee of Parliament and High
Court decisions, there isn’t an expectations gap so far as the UK at least is concerned. Indeed auditor duties in respect of fraud are onerous and in the Barings case
at the High Court the issue of negligence didn’t merely involve the signing of the public accounts by the audit partner with misstated amounts in, but earlier at the time
more junior members of staff missed the fraud when it was smaller reviewing a bank reconciliation (a private and not public document).
The IAASB model of auditing is based on auditors certifying information that is "useful to users". That construct side-steps the crucial duties auditors have for the
benefit of the company itself as the Barings case demonstrated. In PIRC’s view that model fuels an unwarranted expectations gap and, if audits are limited by the
standards misdirect the focus of audits to being "useful for users", a delivery gap because the legal standard and duty is broader than the standards themselves state.
PIRC has therefore asked the IAASB to reissue its consultation and has also written to the largest accounting firms to repudiate the IAASB consultation and confirm
that the concept of an ’expectations gap’ does not limit the scope of their work. In parallel PIRC has reviewed responses from the largest accounting firms to the IAASB
determine whether they were encouraging or refuting the concept of an expectations gap. Both Deloitte and BDO correctly referred to the "expectations gap" being
dependent on local laws. Both firms also referred to problems with international auditing standards and international accounting standards. BDO went so far as to
make other recommendations as well. Mazars did similar in giving evidence to the BEIS Select Committee. In the absence of similar statements from PwC, KPMG, EY
or Grant Thornton, PIRC is unable to support re-election or re-appointment of those firms as auditors.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 99.6, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 0.4,
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16. Amend Existing Long Term Incentive Plan
It is proposed to the shareholders to approve the amendments of the Company’s Long-Term Incentive Plan. The effect of the proposed amendment is to introduce
a revised "individual limit" into the Plan rules, so that awards will not be granted to a participant under the Plan over ordinary shares in the Company with a market
value (as determined by the Company’s Remuneration Committee at the time an award is granted) in excess of 850% of salary in respect of any financial year of
the Company. The provision of the Plan rules approved by shareholders in 2021 stating that awards may be granted in excess of this "individual limit" to an eligible
employee in connection with their recruitment solely to compensate them for any awards forfeited as a result of leaving their former employer remains unchanged.
The amendments proposed do not promote better alignment with shareholder. Moreover, PIRC does not consider that LTIPs are an effective means of incentivising
performance. These schemes are not considered to be properly long term and are subject to manipulation due to their discretionary nature.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 61.2, Abstain: 2.0, Oppose/Withhold: 36.8,

18. Issue Shares for Cash
The authority sought exceeds the recommended 5% maximum of the Company’s issued share capital and expires at the next AGM. An oppose vote is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 93.6, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 6.4,

19. Issue Shares for Cash for the Purpose of Financing an Acquisition or Other Capital Investment
The Board is seeking approval to issue up to an additional 10% of the Company’s issued share capital for cash for use only in connection with an acquisition or a
specified capital investment. Such proposal is not supported. Best practice would be to seek a specific authority from shareholders in relation to a specific transaction
if such situation arises. As this is not the case, an oppose vote is therefore recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 91.5, Abstain: 0.1, Oppose/Withhold: 8.4,

20. Authorise Share Repurchase
The authority is limited to 14.99% of the Company’s issued share capital and will expire at the next AGM. This resolution will not be supported unless the Board has set
forth a clear, cogent and compelling case demonstrating how the authority would benefit long-term shareholders. As no clear justification was provided by the Board,
an oppose vote is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 97.6, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 2.4,

GAMES WORKSHOP GROUP PLC AGM - 18-09-2024

1. Receive the Annual Report
The annual report was made available sufficiently before the meeting and has been audited and certified. However, there are concerns surrounding the sustainability
policies and practice at the company and the lack of board level accountability for sustainability issues. Therefore, it is considered that the annual report and the
financial statements may not accurately reflect the material and financial impact of non-traditional financial risks. These concerns should have been addressed in the
annual report submitted to shareholders, however the annual report fails to address these concerns adequately and therefore this resolution cannot be supported.

Vote Cast: Abstain Results: For: 98.4, Abstain: 1.6, Oppose/Withhold: 0.0,
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3. Re-elect John Brewis - Chair (Non Executive)
Independent Non-Executive Chair of the Board. As the Company do not have a Board level Sustainability Committee, the Chair of the Board is considered accountable
for the Company’s sustainability programme. As the Company’s sustainability policies and practice are not considered adequate to minimise the material risks linked
to sustainability an abstain vote is recommended.

Vote Cast: Abstain Results: For: 89.5, Abstain: 2.0, Oppose/Withhold: 8.5,

8. Re-appoint KPMG LLP as the independent auditors of the Company.
KPMG proposed. No non-audit fees were paid to the auditors in the past three years. This approach is commended.
In late 2020 International Auditing and Assurance Standards Board (IAASB) produced a consultation entitled, Fraud and Going Concern and refers to the "expectations
gap" in the sense that the public expect more of auditors than is expected of them. By reference to conclusions of the BEIS Select Committee of Parliament and High
Court decisions, there isn’t an expectations gap so far as the UK at least is concerned. Indeed auditor duties in respect of fraud are onerous and in the Barings case
at the High Court the issue of negligence didn’t merely involve the signing of the public accounts by the audit partner with misstated amounts in, but earlier at the time
more junior members of staff missed the fraud when it was smaller reviewing a bank reconciliation (a private and not public document).
The IAASB model of auditing is based on auditors certifying information that is "useful to users". That construct side-steps the crucial duties auditors have for the
benefit of the company itself as the Barings case demonstrated. In PIRC’s view that model fuels an unwarranted expectations gap and, if audits are limited by the
standards misdirect the focus of audits to being "useful for users", a delivery gap because the legal standard and duty is broader than the standards themselves state.
PIRC has therefore asked the IAASB to reissue its consultation and has also written to the largest accounting firms to repudiate the IAASB consultation and confirm
that the concept of an ’expectations gap’ does not limit the scope of their work. In parallel PIRC has reviewed responses from the largest accounting firms to the IAASB
determine whether they were encouraging or refuting the concept of an expectations gap. Both Deloitte and BDO correctly referred to the "expectations gap" being
dependent on local laws. Both firms also referred to problems with international auditing standards and international accounting standards. BDO went so far as to
make other recommendations as well. Mazars did similar in giving evidence to the BEIS Select Committee. In the absence of similar statements from PwC, KPMG, EY
or Grant Thornton, PIRC is unable to support re-election or re-appointment of those firms as auditors.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 98.6, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 1.4,

10. Approve the Remuneration Report
Awards made under all schemes during the year are not considered excessive as they do not exceed 200% of base salary. The CEO’s salary is in the upper quartile
of a peer comparator group. This raises concerns over potential excessiveness of the variable incentive schemes currently in operation, as the base salary determines
the overall quantum of the remuneration structure The ratio of CEO pay compared to that of the average employee exceeds the recommended limit of 20:1 and is
therefore not considered appropriate.
The expectations for pay schemes for approval for general meetings are: a going rate true market salary, director service contracts approved by vote, a single profit
pool to be distributed company wide, exceptional bonuses only and no long-term incentive plans (LTIPs). Executives who are directors have unlimited liability, fiduciary
duties and Companies Act s172 and contractual duties. The delivery of objectives covered by these duties should not be additionally rewarded with bonuses or LTIPs
but considered part of the job. It is believed that the fallacy of ‘alignment’ with shareholders needs to be retired. Not only do schemes not align, but executives are
employees of the company with duties to it. The duties including the new s172 duties should already set the alignment. It is incongruous to use pay schemes as a
vehicle for alternative means of ‘alignment’ which can actually create a competing set of director ‘duties’.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 79.1, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 20.9,

01-07-2024 to 30-09-2024 41 of 59



North East Scotland Pension Fund

11. Approve Remuneration Policy
Maximum potential awards for both the Annual Bonus and LTIP are clearly stated. The performance metrics are not operating interdependently, such that vesting
under the incentive plan is only possible where all threshold targets are met. A mitigation statement has been made which seeks to limit the amount of any payment
or benefits provided to a Director upon leaving the Company should alternative employment be secured. Total potential awards capable of vesting under the policy fall
below the recommended threshold of 200% of the highest paid Director’s base salary. Directors are not required to retain a sufficient shareholding in the Company. It
is considered best practice that directors hold the equivalent to at least 200% of salary, built up over no more than five years. The Annual Bonus is deferred. Claw-back
provisions are attached to the annual bonus. The deferral period attached to the Annual Bonus is in line with best practice as half of the bonus is deferred in shares
over at least two years.
The expectations for pay schemes for approval for general meetings are: a going rate true market salary, director service contracts approved by vote, a single profit
pool to be distributed company wide, exceptional bonuses only and no long-term incentive plans (LTIPs). The ‘binding’ pay policy vote has not been effective. The
disappointment with the policy vote comes across in the levels of dissenting votes on remuneration reports, which disclose outcomes under previously agreed policies.
When there are contentious circumstances with executives leaving the instrument that really matters is the service contract. As such, the concept of alignment with
shareholders’ for pay purposes is a fallacy, because the risk and responsibilities are different. Executives who are directors have unlimited liability, fiduciary duties
and Companies Act s172 and contractual duties. The delivery of objectives covered by these duties should not be additionally rewarded with bonuses or LTIPs but
considered part of the job. It is believed that the fallacy of ‘alignment’ with shareholders needs to be retired. Not only do schemes not align, but executives are
employees of the company with duties to it. The duties including the new s172 duties should already set the alignment. It is incongruous to use pay schemes as a
vehicle for alternative means of ‘alignment’ which can actually create a competing set of director ‘duties’.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 73.2, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 26.7,

14. Authorise Share Repurchase
The authority is limited to 10% of the Company’s issued share capital and will expire at the next AGM. This resolution will not be supported unless the Board has set
forth a clear, cogent and compelling case demonstrating how the authority would benefit long-term shareholders. As no clear justification was provided by the Board,
an oppose vote is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 98.5, Abstain: 0.1, Oppose/Withhold: 1.4,

MOONPIG GROUP PLC AGM - 18-09-2024

2. Approve the Remuneration Report
Awards granted to Directors under the Company’s variable remuneration schemes are not considered excessive as they do not exceeded 200% of base salary during
the year under review. The CEO’s salary is below the upper quartile of a peer comparator group. The ratio of CEO pay compared to that of the average employee falls
below the recommended limit of 20:1 and is therefore not considered to be overly excessive.
The expectations for pay schemes for approval for general meetings are: a going rate true market salary, director service contracts approved by vote, a single profit
pool to be distributed company wide, exceptional bonuses only and no long-term incentive plans (LTIPs). Executives who are directors have unlimited liability, fiduciary
duties and Companies Act s172 and contractual duties. The delivery of objectives covered by these duties should not be additionally rewarded with bonuses or LTIPs
but considered part of the job. It is believed that the fallacy of ‘alignment’ with shareholders needs to be retired. Not only do schemes not align, but executives are
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employees of the company with duties to it. The duties including the new s172 duties should already set the alignment. It is incongruous to use pay schemes as a
vehicle for alternative means of ‘alignment’ which can actually create a competing set of director ‘duties’.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 94.1, Abstain: 0.1, Oppose/Withhold: 5.8,

10. Re-appoint PricewaterhouseCoopers LLP as Auditors
PwC proposed. No non-audit fees were paid to the auditors in the past three years. This approach is commended.
In late 2020 International Auditing and Assurance Standards Board (IAASB) produced a consultation entitled, Fraud and Going Concern and refers to the "expectations
gap" in the sense that the public expect more of auditors than is expected of them. By reference to conclusions of the BEIS Select Committee of Parliament and High
Court decisions, there isn’t an expectations gap so far as the UK at least is concerned. Indeed auditor duties in respect of fraud are onerous and in the Barings case
at the High Court the issue of negligence didn’t merely involve the signing of the public accounts by the audit partner with misstated amounts in, but earlier at the time
more junior members of staff missed the fraud when it was smaller reviewing a bank reconciliation (a private and not public document).
The IAASB model of auditing is based on auditors certifying information that is "useful to users". That construct side-steps the crucial duties auditors have for the
benefit of the company itself as the Barings case demonstrated. In PIRC’s view that model fuels an unwarranted expectations gap and, if audits are limited by the
standards misdirect the focus of audits to being "useful for users", a delivery gap because the legal standard and duty is broader than the standards themselves state.
PIRC has therefore asked the IAASB to reissue its consultation and has also written to the largest accounting firms to repudiate the IAASB consultation and confirm
that the concept of an ’expectations gap’ does not limit the scope of their work. In parallel PIRC has reviewed responses from the largest accounting firms to the IAASB
determine whether they were encouraging or refuting the concept of an expectations gap. Both Deloitte and BDO correctly referred to the "expectations gap" being
dependent on local laws. Both firms also referred to problems with international auditing standards and international accounting standards. BDO went so far as to
make other recommendations as well. Mazars did similar in giving evidence to the BEIS Select Committee. In the absence of similar statements from PwC, KPMG, EY
or Grant Thornton, PIRC is unable to support re-election or re-appointment of those firms as auditors.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 98.5, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 1.5,

14. Issue Shares for Cash
The authority sought exceeds the recommended 5% maximum of the Company’s issued share capital and expires at the next AGM. An oppose vote is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 95.5, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 4.5,

15. Issue Shares for Cash for the Purpose of Financing an Acquisition or Other Capital Investment
The Board is seeking approval to issue up to an additional 10% of the Company’s issued share capital for cash for use only in connection with an acquisition or a
specified capital investment. Such proposal is not supported. Best practice would be to seek a specific authority from shareholders in relation to a specific transaction
if such situation arises. As this is not the case, an oppose vote is therefore recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 88.7, Abstain: 0.1, Oppose/Withhold: 11.1,

16. Authorise Share Repurchase
The authority is limited to 10% of the Company’s issued share capital and will expire at the next AGM. This resolution will not be supported unless the Board has set
forth a clear, cogent and compelling case demonstrating how the authority would benefit long-term shareholders. As no clear justification was provided by the Board,
an oppose vote is recommended.
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Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 98.4, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 1.5,

AUTO TRADER GROUP PLC AGM - 19-09-2024

1. Receive the Annual Report
The annual report was made available sufficiently before the meeting and has been audited and certified. However, there are concerns surrounding the sustainability
policies and practice at the company and the lack of board level accountability for sustainability issues. Therefore, it is considered that the annual report and the
financial statements may not accurately reflect the material and financial impact of non-traditional financial risks. These concerns should have been addressed in the
annual report submitted to shareholders, however the annual report fails to address these concerns adequately and therefore this resolution cannot be supported.

Vote Cast: Abstain Results: For: 98.5, Abstain: 1.3, Oppose/Withhold: 0.2,

2. Approve Remuneration Policy
Directors are entitled to a dividend income which is accrued on share awards from the date of grant, once the awards vest. Dividend should be paid from the date
awards vest onwards, and not backdated to the time of grant to include the performance period. A welcome addition to the LTIP scheme is the use of non-financial
performance metrics as a means of assessing individual performance. The use of non-financial conditions enables the policy to focus on the operational performance
of the business as a whole as well as the individual roles of each of the executives in achieving that performance. Maximum potential awards for both the Annual
Bonus and LTIP are clearly stated. The performance metrics are not operating interdependently, such that vesting under the incentive plan is only possible where all
threshold targets are met. A mitigation statement has been made which seeks to limit the amount of any payment or benefits provided to a Director upon leaving the
Company should alternative employment be secured. Vesting scales are considered to be sufficiently broad and geared towards better performance. Total potential
awards capable of vesting under the policy exceed the recommended threshold of 200% of the highest paid Director’s base salary. Directors are required to build a
holding equivalent to at least 200% of salary, over a period of no more than five years. It is considered that a shareholding policy aligns the interests of the Executive to
that of the shareholder. The Annual Bonus is deferred. Claw-back provisions are attached to the annual bonus. The deferral period attached to the Annual Bonus is in
line with best practice as half of the bonus is deferred in shares over at least two years. The performance period for the LTIP is less than five years and is therefore not
considered sufficiently long-term. Claw-back provisions are in place over long-term incentive plans. However, recipients of the award are required to hold their vested
shares for at least a further two years, which is welcomed.
The expectations for pay schemes for approval for general meetings are: a going rate true market salary, director service contracts approved by vote, a single profit
pool to be distributed company wide, exceptional bonuses only and no long-term incentive plans (LTIPs). The ‘binding’ pay policy vote has not been effective. The
disappointment with the policy vote comes across in the levels of dissenting votes on remuneration reports, which disclose outcomes under previously agreed policies.
When there are contentious circumstances with executives leaving the instrument that really matters is the service contract. As such, the concept of alignment with
shareholders’ for pay purposes is a fallacy, because the risk and responsibilities are different. Executives who are directors have unlimited liability, fiduciary duties
and Companies Act s172 and contractual duties. The delivery of objectives covered by these duties should not be additionally rewarded with bonuses or LTIPs but
considered part of the job. It is believed that the fallacy of ‘alignment’ with shareholders needs to be retired. Not only do schemes not align, but executives are
employees of the company with duties to it. The duties including the new s172 duties should already set the alignment. It is incongruous to use pay schemes as a
vehicle for alternative means of ‘alignment’ which can actually create a competing set of director ‘duties’.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 95.8, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 4.1,
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3. Approve the Remuneration Report
Awards granted to Directors under the Company’s variable remuneration schemes are considered excessive as they exceeded 200% of base salary during the year
under review. The CEO’s salary is below the upper quartile of a peer comparator group. The ratio of CEO pay compared to that of the average employee exceeds the
recommended limit of 20:1 and is therefore not considered appropriate.
The expectations for pay schemes for approval for general meetings are: a going rate true market salary, director service contracts approved by vote, a single profit
pool to be distributed company wide, exceptional bonuses only and no long-term incentive plans (LTIPs). Executives who are directors have unlimited liability, fiduciary
duties and Companies Act s172 and contractual duties. The delivery of objectives covered by these duties should not be additionally rewarded with bonuses or LTIPs
but considered part of the job. It is believed that the fallacy of ‘alignment’ with shareholders needs to be retired. Not only do schemes not align, but executives are
employees of the company with duties to it. The duties including the new s172 duties should already set the alignment. It is incongruous to use pay schemes as a
vehicle for alternative means of ‘alignment’ which can actually create a competing set of director ‘duties’.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 95.7, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 4.3,

5. Re-elect Matthew (Matt) Davies - Chair (Non Executive)
Independent Non-Executive Chair of the Board. The Chair is also chairing another company within the FTSE 350 index. It is considered that a chair cannot effectively
represent two corporate cultures. The possibility of having to commit additional time to the role in times of crisis is ever present. Given this, a Chair should focus his
attention onto the only one FTSE 350 Company.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 96.6, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 3.4,

7. Re-elect Jeni Mundy - Non-Executive Director
Independent Non-Executive Director and Chair of the Sustainability Committee. As the Chair of the Sustainability Committee is considered to be accountable for the
Company’s sustainability programme, and given that the Company’s sustainability policies and practice are not considered to be adequate in order to minimize material
risks linked to sustainability, an abstain vote is recommended.

Vote Cast: Abstain Results: For: 98.5, Abstain: 1.2, Oppose/Withhold: 0.3,

10. Re-elect Sigga Sigurdardottir - Non-Executive Director
Independent Non-Executive Director and member of the Remuneration Committee. There are concerns over a potential conflict of interest between her role as an
Executive in a listed company and membership of the remuneration committee. An abstain vote is recommended.

Vote Cast: Abstain Results: For: 98.6, Abstain: 1.2, Oppose/Withhold: 0.3,

11. Re-elect Jasvinder Gakhal - Non-Executive Director
Independent Non-Executive Director and member of the Remuneration Committee. There are concerns over a potential conflict of interest between her role as an
Executive in a listed company and membership of the remuneration committee. An abstain vote is recommended.

Vote Cast: Abstain Results: For: 98.6, Abstain: 1.2, Oppose/Withhold: 0.3,

01-07-2024 to 30-09-2024 45 of 59



North East Scotland Pension Fund

14. Re-appoint KPMG LLP as auditors of the Company
KPMG proposed. No non-audit fees were paid to the auditors in the past three years. This approach is commended. The current auditor has been in place for more
than five years. There are concerns that failure to regularly rotate the audit firm can compromise the independence of the auditor.
In late 2020 International Auditing and Assurance Standards Board (IAASB) produced a consultation entitled, Fraud and Going Concern and refers to the "expectations
gap" in the sense that the public expect more of auditors than is expected of them. By reference to conclusions of the BEIS Select Committee of Parliament and High
Court decisions, there isn’t an expectations gap so far as the UK at least is concerned. Indeed auditor duties in respect of fraud are onerous and in the Barings case
at the High Court the issue of negligence didn’t merely involve the signing of the public accounts by the audit partner with misstated amounts in, but earlier at the time
more junior members of staff missed the fraud when it was smaller reviewing a bank reconciliation (a private and not public document).
The IAASB model of auditing is based on auditors certifying information that is "useful to users". That construct side-steps the crucial duties auditors have for the
benefit of the company itself as the Barings case demonstrated. In PIRC’s view that model fuels an unwarranted expectations gap and, if audits are limited by the
standards misdirect the focus of audits to being "useful for users", a delivery gap because the legal standard and duty is broader than the standards themselves state.
PIRC has therefore asked the IAASB to reissue its consultation and has also written to the largest accounting firms to repudiate the IAASB consultation and confirm
that the concept of an ’expectations gap’ does not limit the scope of their work. In parallel PIRC has reviewed responses from the largest accounting firms to the IAASB
determine whether they were encouraging or refuting the concept of an expectations gap. Both Deloitte and BDO correctly referred to the "expectations gap" being
dependent on local laws. Both firms also referred to problems with international auditing standards and international accounting standards. BDO went so far as to
make other recommendations as well. Mazars did similar in giving evidence to the BEIS Select Committee. In the absence of similar statements from PwC, KPMG, EY
or Grant Thornton, PIRC is unable to support re-election or re-appointment of those firms as auditors.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 98.7, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 1.3,

17. Adoption of the Auto Trader 2024 Long Term Incentive Plan
The Board proposes the approval of a new long-term incentive plan. Eligible to participate are any employee (including an Executive Director) of the Company and
its subsidiaries. Awards may be in the form of: i)a conditional right to acquire ordinary shares in the Company (‘Shares’) at no cost to the participant (‘Conditional
Award’), ii) an option to acquire Shares at nil (or nominal) cost (‘Option’); or iii) a right to receive a cash amount which relates to the value of a certain number of
notional Shares (‘Cash Award’), although it is intended that awards will be granted over Shares rather than in respect of notional Shares unless not practicable. Awards
may be subject to the satisfaction of one or more performance conditions which will determine the proportion (if any) of the Award which will vest. The application of
performance conditions to Awards granted to the Company’s Executive Directors (including the period over which they may be assessed) will be consistent with the
Directors’ Remuneration Policy as approved by shareholders from time to time.
LTIP schemes are not considered an effective means of incentivising performance and are inherently flawed. There is the risk that they are rewarding volatility rather
than the performance of the company. They are acting as a complex and opaque hedge against absolute company underperformance and long-term share price falls.
They are also a significant factor in reward for failure.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 98.0, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 2.0,

18. Approve the AutoTrader 2024 Deferred Bonus Plan
The Deferred Bonus Plan (DBP) will be administered by the Board or any duly authorised committee of it. Eligible to participate are any current or former employee
(including any current or former Executive Director) of the Company and its subsidiaries. Awards may be in the form of: i) a conditional right to acquire ordinary shares
in the Company (‘Shares’) at no cost to the participant (‘Conditional Award’), ii) an option to acquire Shares at nil (or nominal) cost (‘Option’) and iii) or a right to receive
a cash amount which relates to the value of a certain number of notional Shares (‘Cash Award’), although it is intended that awards will be granted over Shares rather
than in respect of notional Shares wherever practicable. The number of Shares subject to an Award will be such number as have a value equal to the amount of the
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deferred bonus. The normal vesting date for Awards will be the second anniversary of grant (or such other normal vesting date (or dates in respect of distinct portions)
as the Board may specify). The vesting date of Awards granted to the Company’s Executive Directors will be consistent with the Directors’ Remuneration Policy as
approved by shareholders from time to time. The Board may decide that participants will receive a payment (in cash and/or Shares) on or shortly following the vesting
of their Awards (or exercise in the case of an Option) calculated by reference to the value of dividends that would have been paid on the vested Shares over such
period as the Board determines ending no later than the date on which the Award vests.
Although the proposed award is for all employees, executive are participating in line with the remuneration policy of the Company. In line with PIRC policy on variable
pay that includes executives an oppose vote is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 98.5, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 1.5,

22. Issue Shares for Cash for the Purpose of Financing an Acquisition or Other Capital Investment
The Board is seeking approval to issue up to an additional 5% of the Company’s issued share capital for cash for use only in connection with an acquisition or a
specified capital investment. Such proposal is not supported as it is considered that the 5% limit sought under the general authority above is sufficient. Best practice
would be to seek a specific authority from shareholders in relation to a specific transaction if such situation arises. As this is not the case, an oppose vote is therefore
recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 98.2, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 1.7,

23. Authorise Share Repurchase
The authority is limited to 10% of the Company’s issued share capital and will expire at the next AGM. This resolution will not be supported unless the Board has set
forth a clear, cogent and compelling case demonstrating how the authority would benefit long-term shareholders. As no clear justification was provided by the Board,
an oppose vote is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 98.6, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 1.3,

KAINOS GROUP PLC AGM - 24-09-2024

1. Receive the Annual Report
The annual report was made available sufficiently before the meeting and has been audited and certified. However, there are concerns surrounding the sustainability
policies and practice at the company and the lack of board level accountability for sustainability issues. Therefore, it is considered that the annual report and the
financial statements may not accurately reflect the material and financial impact of non-traditional financial risks. These concerns should have been addressed in the
annual report submitted to shareholders, however the annual report fails to address these concerns adequately and therefore this resolution cannot be supported.

Vote Cast: Abstain Results: For: 98.8, Abstain: 1.2, Oppose/Withhold: 0.0,

2. Approve the Remuneration Report
Awards made under all schemes during the year are not considererd excessive as they do not exceed 200% of base salary. The CEO’s salary is below the upper
quartile of a peer comparator group. The ratio of CEO pay compared to that of the average employee falls below the recommended limit of 20:1 and is therefore not
considered to be overly excessive.
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The expectations for pay schemes for approval for general meetings are: a going rate true market salary, director service contracts approved by vote, a single profit
pool to be distributed company wide, exceptional bonuses only and no long-term incentive plans (LTIPs). Executives who are directors have unlimited liability, fiduciary
duties and Companies Act s172 and contractual duties. The delivery of objectives covered by these duties should not be additionally rewarded with bonuses or LTIPs
but considered part of the job. It is believed that the fallacy of ‘alignment’ with shareholders needs to be retired. Not only do schemes not align, but executives are
employees of the company with duties to it. The duties including the new s172 duties should already set the alignment. It is incongruous to use pay schemes as a
vehicle for alternative means of ‘alignment’ which can actually create a competing set of director ‘duties’.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 95.2, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 4.8,

9. Re-appoint the Auditors: KPMG
KPMG proposed. No non-audit fees were paid to the auditors in the past three years. This approach is commended.
In late 2020 International Auditing and Assurance Standards Board (IAASB) produced a consultation entitled, Fraud and Going Concern and refers to the "expectations
gap" in the sense that the public expect more of auditors than is expected of them. By reference to conclusions of the BEIS Select Committee of Parliament and High
Court decisions, there isn’t an expectations gap so far as the UK at least is concerned. Indeed auditor duties in respect of fraud are onerous and in the Barings case
at the High Court the issue of negligence didn’t merely involve the signing of the public accounts by the audit partner with misstated amounts in, but earlier at the time
more junior members of staff missed the fraud when it was smaller reviewing a bank reconciliation (a private and not public document).
The IAASB model of auditing is based on auditors certifying information that is "useful to users". That construct side-steps the crucial duties auditors have for the
benefit of the company itself as the Barings case demonstrated. In PIRC’s view that model fuels an unwarranted expectations gap and, if audits are limited by the
standards misdirect the focus of audits to being "useful for users", a delivery gap because the legal standard and duty is broader than the standards themselves state.
PIRC has therefore asked the IAASB to reissue its consultation and has also written to the largest accounting firms to repudiate the IAASB consultation and confirm
that the concept of an ’expectations gap’ does not limit the scope of their work. In parallel PIRC has reviewed responses from the largest accounting firms to the IAASB
determine whether they were encouraging or refuting the concept of an expectations gap. Both Deloitte and BDO correctly referred to the "expectations gap" being
dependent on local laws. Both firms also referred to problems with international auditing standards and international accounting standards. BDO went so far as to
make other recommendations as well. Mazars did similar in giving evidence to the BEIS Select Committee. In the absence of similar statements from PwC, KPMG, EY
or Grant Thornton, PIRC is unable to support re-election or re-appointment of those firms as auditors.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 98.9, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 1.1,

12. Issue Shares for Cash
The authority sought exceeds the recommended 5% maximum of the Company’s issued share capital and expires at the next AGM. An oppose vote is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 98.1, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 1.9,

13. Issue Shares for Cash for the Purpose of Financing an Acquisition or Other Capital Investment
The Board is seeking approval to issue up to an additional 5% of the Company’s issued share capital for cash for use only in connection with an acquisition or a
specified capital investment. Best practice would be to seek a specific authority from shareholders in relation to a specific transaction if such situation arises. As this is
not the case, an oppose vote is therefore recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 88.4, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 11.6,
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14. Authorise Share Repurchase
It is proposed to authorise the Board to purchase Company’s shares until next AGM. This resolution will not be supported unless the Board has set forth a clear, cogent
and compelling case demonstrating how the authority would benefit long-term shareholders. As no clear justification was provided by the Board, an oppose vote is
recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 98.9, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 1.1,

WIZZ AIR HOLDINGS PLC AGM - 25-09-2024

1. Receive the Annual Report
The annual report was made available sufficiently before the meeting and has been audited and certified. However, there are concerns surrounding the sustainability
policies and practice at the company. Therefore, it is considered that the annual report and the financial statements may not accurately reflect the material and financial
impact of non-traditional financial risks. These concerns should have been addressed in the annual report submitted to shareholders, however the annual report fails
to address these concerns adequately and therefore this resolution cannot be supported.

Vote Cast: Abstain Results: For: 98.8, Abstain: 1.2, Oppose/Withhold: 0.0,

2. Approve the Remuneration Report
Awards made under all schemes during the year are not considered excessive as they do not exceed 200% of base salary. The Company received significant opposition
at the last AGM to its remuneration report. However, it is clear from Company reporting that adequate measures have been taken in order to address shareholder
dissent. The CEO’s salary is below the upper quartile of a peer comparator group. The ratio of CEO pay compared to that of the average employee exceeds the
recommended limit of 20:1 and is therefore not considered appropriate.
The expectations for pay schemes for approval for general meetings are: a going rate true market salary, director service contracts approved by vote, a single profit
pool to be distributed company wide, exceptional bonuses only and no long-term incentive plans (LTIPs). Executives who are directors have unlimited liability, fiduciary
duties and Companies Act s172 and contractual duties. The delivery of objectives covered by these duties should not be additionally rewarded with bonuses or LTIPs
but considered part of the job. It is believed that the fallacy of ‘alignment’ with shareholders needs to be retired. Not only do schemes not align, but executives are
employees of the company with duties to it. The duties including the new s172 duties should already set the alignment. It is incongruous to use pay schemes as a
vehicle for alternative means of ‘alignment’ which can actually create a competing set of director ‘duties’.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 96.0, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 4.0,

3. Approve Remuneration Policy
Claw-back provisions are in place over long-term incentive plans. Directors are entitled to a dividend income which is accrued on share awards from the date of
grant, once the awards vest. Dividend should be paid from the date awards vest onwards, and not backdated to the time of grant to include the performance period.
A welcome addition to the LTIP scheme is the use of non-financial performance metrics as a means of assessing individual performance. The use of non-financial
conditions enables the policy to focus on the operational performance of the business as a whole as well as the individual roles of each of the executives in achieving
that performance. Maximum potential awards for both the Annual Bonus and LTIP are clearly stated. The Company received significant opposition at the last AGM to
its remuneration Policy. However, it is clear from Company reporting that sufficient steps have been taken in order to address the concerns raised. The performance
metrics are not operating interdependently, such that vesting under the incentive plan is only possible where all threshold targets are met. There is no mitigation

01-07-2024 to 30-09-2024 49 of 59



North East Scotland Pension Fund

statement included within the remuneration policy. Vesting scales are considered to be sufficiently broad and geared towards better performance. Total potential
awards capable of vesting under the policy exceed the recommended threshold of 200% of the highest paid Director’s base salary. Directors are required to build a
holding equivalent to at least 200% of salary, over a period of no more than five years. It is considered that a shareholding policy aligns the interests of the Executive to
that of the shareholder. There is no deferral period attached to the Annual Bonus. Best practice would see half of the bonus deferred in shares over at least two years.
Claw-back provisions are attached to the annual bonus. The performance period for the LTIP is at least five years and therfore considered sufficiently long-term.
The expectations for pay schemes for approval for general meetings are: a going rate true market salary, director service contracts approved by vote, a single profit
pool to be distributed company wide, exceptional bonuses only and no long-term incentive plans (LTIPs). The ‘binding’ pay policy vote has not been effective. The
disappointment with the policy vote comes across in the levels of dissenting votes on remuneration reports, which disclose outcomes under previously agreed policies.
When there are contentious circumstances with executives leaving the instrument that really matters is the service contract. As such, the concept of alignment with
shareholders’ for pay purposes is a fallacy, because the risk and responsibilities are different. Executives who are directors have unlimited liability, fiduciary duties
and Companies Act s172 and contractual duties. The delivery of objectives covered by these duties should not be additionally rewarded with bonuses or LTIPs but
considered part of the job. It is believed that the fallacy of ‘alignment’ with shareholders needs to be retired. Not only do schemes not align, but executives are
employees of the company with duties to it. The duties including the new s172 duties should already set the alignment. It is incongruous to use pay schemes as a
vehicle for alternative means of ‘alignment’ which can actually create a competing set of director ‘duties’.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 63.0, Abstain: 0.4, Oppose/Withhold: 36.5,

4. Amend Existing Omnibus Plan
In addition to the changes to the Directors’ Remuneration Policy, the Omnibus Plan rules are proposed to be amended to allow for the LTIP awards described to be
awarded to Mr Váradi. Mr Váradi holds a one-off award of 837,943 Ordinary Shares granted under the VCP that was approved by Shareholders at the AGM in 2021
and amended by Shareholders AGM in 2023, (the "VCP Award"). The terms of the VCP Award would be amended so that any vesting under the VCP would be offset
against any vesting under the LTIP.
Long-Term Incentives schemes are not considered an effective means of incentivising performance and are inherently flawed. There is the risk that they are rewarding
volatility rather than the performance of the company. They are acting as a complex and opaque hedge against absolute company underperformance and long-term
share price falls. They are also a significant factor in reward for failure. Therefore, opposition is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 73.6, Abstain: 0.4, Oppose/Withhold: 26.0,

5. Re-elect William A. Franke - Chair (Non Executive)
Non-Executive Chair of the Board and Chair of the Nomination Committee. The Chair is not considered to be independent as he is the managing partner of Indigo,
a substantial shareholder of the company. In addition, it is a generally accepted norm of good practice that a Chair of the Board should act with a proper degree
of independence from the Company’s management team when exercising his or her oversight of the functioning of the Board. Being a non-independent Chair is
considered to be incompatible with this. Furthermore, in terms of best practice, it is considered that the Nomination Committee should be comprised exclusively of
independent members, including the chair. Overall, opposition is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 91.5, Abstain: 0.8, Oppose/Withhold: 7.8,

7. Re-elect Stephen L. Johnson - Vice Chair (Non Executive)
Non-Executive Director and interim Chair of the Remuneration Committee. Not considered independent given his past position with Indigo, a substantial shareholder
of the company. There is sufficient independent representation on the Board. In terms of best practice, it is considered that the Remuneration Committee should be
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comprised exclusively of independent members, including the chair or the interim Chair.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 95.6, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 4.4,

8. Re-elect Barry Eccleston - Senior Independent Director
Senior Independent Director. Considered independent. It is noted that on the 2023 Annual General Meeting the re-election of Mr. Eccleston received significant
opposition of 13.37% of the votes and the Company did not disclosed information as to how address the issue with its shareholders. Therefore, abstention is
recommended.

Vote Cast: Abstain Results: For: 77.7, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 22.3,

9. Re-elect Barry Eccleston (Independent Shareholder Vote)
Senior Independent Director. Considered independent. It is noted that on the 2023 Annual General Meeting the re-election of Mr. Eccleston received significant
opposition of 13.37% of the votes and the Company did not disclosed information as to how address the issue with its shareholders. Therefore, abstention is
recommended.

Vote Cast: Abstain Results: For: 55.4, Abstain: 22.3, Oppose/Withhold: 22.3,

13. Re-elect Charlotte Andsager - Non-Executive Director
Independent Non-Executive Director and Chair of the Sustainability Committee. As the Chair of the Sustainability Committee is considered to be accountable for the
Company’s sustainability programme, and given that the Company’s sustainability policies and practice are not considered to be adequate in order to minimize material
risks linked to sustainability, an abstain vote is recommended.

Vote Cast: Abstain Results: For: 97.6, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 2.4,

14. Re-elect Charlotte Andsager (Independent Shareholder Vote)
Independent Non-Executive Director and Chair of the Sustainability Committee. As the Chair of the Sustainability Committee is considered to be accountable for the
Company’s sustainability programme, and given that the Company’s sustainability policies and practice are not considered to be adequate in order to minimize material
risks linked to sustainability, an abstain vote is recommended.

Vote Cast: Abstain Results: For: 75.1, Abstain: 22.3, Oppose/Withhold: 2.6,

23. Re-appoint PricewaterhouseCoopers LLP as the Company’s auditors
PwC proposed. Non-audit fees represented 6.67% of audit fees during the year under review and 8.11% on a three-year aggregate basis. This level of non-audit fees
does not raise serious concerns about the independence of the statutory auditor. The current auditor has been in place for more than ten years. There are concerns
that failure to regularly rotate the audit firm can compromise the independence of the auditor.
In late 2020 International Auditing and Assurance Standards Board (IAASB) produced a consultation entitled, Fraud and Going Concern and refers to the "expectations
gap" in the sense that the public expect more of auditors than is expected of them. By reference to conclusions of the BEIS Select Committee of Parliament and High
Court decisions, there isn’t an expectations gap so far as the UK at least is concerned. Indeed auditor duties in respect of fraud are onerous and in the Barings case
at the High Court the issue of negligence didn’t merely involve the signing of the public accounts by the audit partner with misstated amounts in, but earlier at the time
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more junior members of staff missed the fraud when it was smaller reviewing a bank reconciliation (a private and not public document).
The IAASB model of auditing is based on auditors certifying information that is "useful to users". That construct side-steps the crucial duties auditors have for the
benefit of the company itself as the Barings case demonstrated. In PIRC’s view that model fuels an unwarranted expectations gap and, if audits are limited by the
standards misdirect the focus of audits to being "useful for users", a delivery gap because the legal standard and duty is broader than the standards themselves state.
PIRC has therefore asked the IAASB to reissue its consultation and has also written to the largest accounting firms to repudiate the IAASB consultation and confirm
that the concept of an ’expectations gap’ does not limit the scope of their work. In parallel PIRC has reviewed responses from the largest accounting firms to the IAASB
determine whether they were encouraging or refuting the concept of an expectations gap. Both Deloitte and BDO correctly referred to the "expectations gap" being
dependent on local laws. Both firms also referred to problems with international auditing standards and international accounting standards. BDO went so far as to
make other recommendations as well. Mazars did similar in giving evidence to the BEIS Select Committee. In the absence of similar statements from PwC, KPMG, EY
or Grant Thornton, PIRC is unable to support re-election or re-appointment of those firms as auditors.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 98.1, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 1.9,

26. Issue Shares for Cash
The authority sought exceeds the recommended 5% maximum of the Company’s issued share capital and expires at the next AGM. An oppose vote is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 81.1, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 18.9,

27. Issue Shares for Cash for the Purpose of Financing an Acquisition or Other Capital Investment
The Board is seeking approval to issue up to an additional 10% of the Company’s issued share capital for cash for use only in connection with an acquisition or a
specified capital investment. Such proposal is not supported. Best practice would be to seek a specific authority from shareholders in relation to a specific transaction
if such situation arises. As this is not the case, an oppose vote is therefore recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 74.8, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 25.2,

DIAGEO PLC AGM - 26-09-2024

2. Approve the Remuneration Report
Awards made under all schemes during the year are considered excessive as they exceed 200% of base salary. The CEO’s salary is in the upper quartile of a peer
comparator group. This raises concerns over potential excessiveness of the variable incentive schemes currently in operation, as the base salary determines the overall
quantum of the remuneration structure. Total combined variable reward paid during the year is considered excessive, exceeding the 200% recommended threshold.
The ratio of CEO pay compared to that of the average employee exceeds the recommended limit of 20:1 and is therefore not considered appropriate.
The expectations for pay schemes for approval for general meetings are: a going rate true market salary, director service contracts approved by vote, a single profit
pool to be distributed company wide, exceptional bonuses only and no long-term incentive plans (LTIPs). Executives who are directors have unlimited liability, fiduciary
duties and Companies Act s172 and contractual duties. The delivery of objectives covered by these duties should not be additionally rewarded with bonuses or LTIPs
but considered part of the job. It is believed that the fallacy of ‘alignment’ with shareholders needs to be retired. Not only do schemes not align, but executives are
employees of the company with duties to it. The duties including the new s172 duties should already set the alignment. It is incongruous to use pay schemes as a
vehicle for alternative means of ‘alignment’ which can actually create a competing set of director ‘duties’.
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Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 95.0, Abstain: 1.1, Oppose/Withhold: 3.9,

10. Re-elect Javier Ferrán - Chair (Non Executive)
Chair. Independent upon appointment. The chair holds another chair position at a listed company, which raises time commitment concerns. It is considered that the
chair should be able to wholly dedicate their time to the company in times of company crisis. The COVID pandemic has shown that there are times when multiple
unrelated companies will require the Chair’s full attention in order to be able to handle times of crisis. It is considered that there is insufficient time to be able to
effectively chair two or more companies at the same time. For this reason, abstention is recommended. The Chair of the Board is considered accountable for the
Company’s sustainability programme. As such, given the concerns over the Company’s sustainability policies and practice, an oppose vote is recommended.

Vote Cast: Abstain Results: For: 99.0, Abstain: 0.4, Oppose/Withhold: 0.6,

11. Re-elect Susan Kilsby - Senior Independent Director
Senior Independent Director. Considered independent. There are serious concerns regarding the implementation of remuneration at the company and it is considered
that chair of the remuneration committee should be held accountable for it when considering re-election. Therefore opposition is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 99.3, Abstain: 0.2, Oppose/Withhold: 0.5,

14. Re-appoint PwC as the Auditors
PwC proposed. No non-audit fees were paid to the auditors in the past three years. This approach is commended. The current auditor has been in place for more than
five years. There are concerns that failure to regularly rotate the audit firm can compromise the independence of the auditor.
In late 2020 International Auditing and Assurance Standards Board (IAASB) produced a consultation entitled, Fraud and Going Concern and refers to the "expectations
gap" in the sense that the public expect more of auditors than is expected of them. By reference to conclusions of the BEIS Select Committee of Parliament and High
Court decisions, there isn’t an expectations gap so far as the UK at least is concerned. Indeed auditor duties in respect of fraud are onerous and in the Barings case
at the High Court the issue of negligence didn’t merely involve the signing of the public accounts by the audit partner with misstated amounts in, but earlier at the time
more junior members of staff missed the fraud when it was smaller reviewing a bank reconciliation (a private and not public document).
The IAASB model of auditing is based on auditors certifying information that is "useful to users". That construct side-steps the crucial duties auditors have for the
benefit of the company itself as the Barings case demonstrated. In PIRC’s view that model fuels an unwarranted expectations gap and, if audits are limited by the
standards misdirect the focus of audits to being "useful for users", a delivery gap because the legal standard and duty is broader than the standards themselves state.
PIRC has therefore asked the IAASB to reissue its consultation and has also written to the largest accounting firms to repudiate the IAASB consultation and confirm
that the concept of an ’expectations gap’ does not limit the scope of their work. In parallel PIRC has reviewed responses from the largest accounting firms to the IAASB
determine whether they were encouraging or refuting the concept of an expectations gap. Both Deloitte and BDO correctly referred to the "expectations gap" being
dependent on local laws. Both firms also referred to problems with international auditing standards and international accounting standards. BDO went so far as to
make other recommendations as well. Mazars did similar in giving evidence to the BEIS Select Committee. In the absence of similar statements from PwC, KPMG, EY
or Grant Thornton, PIRC is unable to support re-election or re-appointment of those firms as auditors.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 99.5, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 0.5,

19. Authorise Share Repurchase
The authority is limited to 10% of the Company’s issued share capital and will expire at the next AGM. This resolution will not be supported unless the Board has set
forth a clear, cogent and compelling case demonstrating how the authority would benefit long-term shareholders. As no clear justification was provided by the Board,
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an oppose vote is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 99.4, Abstain: 0.1, Oppose/Withhold: 0.5,

BALTIC CLASSIFIEDS GROUP PLC AGM - 27-09-2024

1. Receive the Annual Report
The annual report was made available sufficiently before the meeting and has been audited and certified. However, there are concerns surrounding the sustainability
policies and practice at the company and the lack of board level accountability for sustainability issues. Therefore, it is considered that the annual report and the
financial statements may not accurately reflect the material and financial impact of non-traditional financial risks. These concerns should have been addressed in the
annual report submitted to shareholders, however the annual report fails to address these concerns adequately and therefore this resolution cannot be supported.

Vote Cast: Abstain Results: For: 99.7, Abstain: 0.3, Oppose/Withhold: 0.0,

2. Approve the Remuneration Report
It is proposed to approve the remuneration report.
The expectations for pay schemes for approval for general meetings are: a going rate true market salary, director service contracts approved by vote, a single profit
pool to be distributed company wide, exceptional bonuses only and no long-term incentive plans (LTIPs). Executives who are directors have unlimited liability, fiduciary
duties and Companies Act s172 and contractual duties. The delivery of objectives covered by these duties should not be additionally rewarded with bonuses or LTIPs
but considered part of the job. It is believed that the fallacy of ‘alignment’ with shareholders needs to be retired. Not only do schemes not align, but executives are
employees of the company with duties to it. The duties including the new s172 duties should already set the alignment. It is incongruous to use pay schemes as a
vehicle for alternative means of ‘alignment’ which can actually create a competing set of director ‘duties’.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 96.7, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 3.3,

4. Re-elect Trevor Mather - Chair (Non Executive)
Independent Non-Executive Chair of the Board. As there is no Chair of the Sustainability Committee, the Chair of the Board is considered accountable for the Company’s
sustainability programme. As the Company’s sustainability policies and practice are not considered adequate to minimise the material risks linked to sustainability an
abstain vote is recommended.

Vote Cast: Abstain Results: For: 92.9, Abstain: 0.3, Oppose/Withhold: 6.8,

10. Re-elect Kristel Volver - Non-Executive Director
Independent Non-Executive Director and Chair of the Audit Committee. At the company, there is no external whistle-blowing hotline. This suggests that such concerns
that should be raised by a whistle-blower are dealt with internally, which may increase the risk of such issues not being followed up or escalating to a level where the
higher was the level of the misconduct, the more likely is the issue to be concealed. On this basis, and on the potential unforeseeable consequences for the company,
opposition is recommended to the re-election of the chair of the audit committee, who is considered to be accountable for the concerns with the whistle-blowing
reporting structure.
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Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 99.1, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 0.9,

11. Re-elect Jurgita Kirvaitiene - Non-Executive Director
Independent Non-Executive Director. This director has an attendance record of less than 90% for both Board and Committee meetings which they were eligible to
attend during the year. An oppose vote is therefore recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 99.1, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 0.9,

13. Re-appoint KPMG LLP as auditor of the Company
KPMG proposed. No non-audit fees were paid during the year under review and 36.89% on a three-year aggregate basis. This level of non-audit fees raises some
concerns about the independence of the statutory auditor. The current auditor has been in place for more than five years. There are concerns that failure to regularly
rotate the audit firm can compromise the independence of the auditor.
In late 2020 International Auditing and Assurance Standards Board (IAASB) produced a consultation entitled, Fraud and Going Concern and refers to the "expectations
gap" in the sense that the public expect more of auditors than is expected of them. By reference to conclusions of the BEIS Select Committee of Parliament and High
Court decisions, there isn’t an expectations gap so far as the UK at least is concerned. Indeed auditor duties in respect of fraud are onerous and in the Barings case
at the High Court the issue of negligence didn’t merely involve the signing of the public accounts by the audit partner with misstated amounts in, but earlier at the time
more junior members of staff missed the fraud when it was smaller reviewing a bank reconciliation (a private and not public document).
The IAASB model of auditing is based on auditors certifying information that is "useful to users". That construct side-steps the crucial duties auditors have for the
benefit of the company itself as the Barings case demonstrated. In PIRC’s view that model fuels an unwarranted expectations gap and, if audits are limited by the
standards misdirect the focus of audits to being "useful for users", a delivery gap because the legal standard and duty is broader than the standards themselves state.
PIRC has therefore asked the IAASB to reissue its consultation and has also written to the largest accounting firms to repudiate the IAASB consultation and confirm
that the concept of an ’expectations gap’ does not limit the scope of their work. In parallel PIRC has reviewed responses from the largest accounting firms to the IAASB
determine whether they were encouraging or refuting the concept of an expectations gap. Both Deloitte and BDO correctly referred to the "expectations gap" being
dependent on local laws. Both firms also referred to problems with international auditing standards and international accounting standards. BDO went so far as to
make other recommendations as well. Mazars did similar in giving evidence to the BEIS Select Committee. In the absence of similar statements from PwC, KPMG, EY
or Grant Thornton, PIRC is unable to support re-election or re-appointment of those firms as auditors.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 99.7, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 0.3,

17. Issue Shares for Cash
The authority sought exceeds the recommended 5% maximum of the Company’s issued share capital and expires at the next AGM. An oppose vote is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 90.8, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 9.2,

18. Issue Shares for Cash for the Purpose of Financing an Acquisition or Other Capital Investment
The Board is seeking approval to issue up to an additional 10% of the Company’s issued share capital for cash for use only in connection with an acquisition or a
specified capital investment. Best practice would be to seek a specific authority from shareholders in relation to a specific transaction if such situation arises. As this is
not the case, an oppose vote is therefore recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 84.4, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 15.6,
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19. Authorise Share Repurchase
The authority is limited to 10% of the Company’s issued share capital and will expire at the next AGM. This resolution will not be supported unless the Board has set
forth a clear, cogent and compelling case demonstrating how the authority would benefit long-term shareholders. As no clear justification was provided by the Board,
an oppose vote is recommended.

Vote Cast: Oppose Results: For: 99.7, Abstain: 0.0, Oppose/Withhold: 0.3,
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4 Appendix

The regions are categorised as follows:

ASIA China; Hong Kong; Indonesia; India; South Korea; Laos; Macao; Malaysia; Philippines; Singapore; Thailand; Taiwan; Papua New Guinea;
Vietnam

SANZA Australia; New Zealand; South Africa
EUROPE/GLOBAL EU Albania; Austria; Belgium; Bosnia; Bulgaria; Croatia; Cyprus; Czech Republic; Denmark; Estonia; France; Finland; Germany; Greece;

Hungary; Ireland; Italy; Latvia; Liechtenstein; Lithuania; Luxembourg; Moldova; Monaco; Montenegro; Netherlands; Norway; Poland;
Portugal; Spain; Sweden; Switzerland

JAPAN Japan

USA/CANADA USA; Canada; Bermuda

UK/BRIT OVERSEAS UK; Cayman Islands; Gibraltar; Guernsey; Jersey
SOUTH AMERICA Argentina; Bolivia; Brazil; Chile; Colombia; Costa Rica; Cuba; Ecuador; El Salvador; Guatemala; Honduras; Mexico; Nicaragua; Panama;

Paraguary; Peru; Uruguay; Venezuela

REST OF WORLD Any Country not listed above
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The following is a list of commonly used acronyms and definitions.

Acronym Description

AGM Annual General Meeting

CEO Chief Executive Officer

EBITDA Earnings Before Interest Tax Depreciation and Amortisation

EGM Extraordinary General Meeting

EPS Earnings Per Share

FY Financial Year

KPI Key Performance Indicators - financial or other measures of a company’s performance

LTIP Long Term Incentive Plan - Equity based remuneration scheme which provides stock awards to recipients

NED Non-Executive Director

NEO Named Executive Officer - Used in the US to refer to the five highest paid executives

PLC Publicly Listed Company

PSP Performance Share Plan

ROCE Return on Capital Employed

SID Senior Independent Director

SOP Stock Option Plan - Scheme which grants stock options to recipients

TSR Total Shareholder Return - Stock price appreciation plus dividends
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