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30. Statutory Auditors’ fees
As recommended by the AMF, this table includes only fully consolidated companies.

Deloitte & Associés network KPMG network

(in € millions) 2015 % 2014 % 2015 % 2014 %

Audit

Statutory audit 7.5 87% 7.2 88% 8.5 86% 8.7 89%

    VINCI SA 0.3 4% 0.4 5% 0.3 4% 0.4 4%

    Fully consolidated subsidiaries 7.2 83% 6.8 84% 8.2 82% 8.3 85%

Directly linked services and work 0.8 9% 0.7 9% 0.8 8% 0.7 7%

    VINCI SA - 0% 0.1 1% 0.4 4% 0.4 4%

    Fully consolidated subsidiaries 0.8 9% 0.6 7% 0.4 4% 0.3 4%

Subtotal, audit 8.3 97% 7.9 97% 9.3 94% 9.4 96%

Other services

Legal, tax and employment 0.3 3% 0.3 3% 0.6 6% 0.3 4%

Other - 0% - 0% - 0% - 0%

Subtotal, other services 0.3 3% 0.3 3% 0.6 6% 0.3 4%

Total 8.6 100% 8.2 100% 9.9 100% 9.7 100%

M. Note on litigation
The companies comprising the VINCI Group are sometimes involved in litigation arising from their activities. The related risks are assessed 
by VINCI and the subsidiaries involved on the basis of their knowledge of the cases, and provisions are taken in consequence as 
appropriate.

The main legal, administrative or arbitration proceedings in progress at 31 December 2015 were as follows:

 ˇ On 12 February 2010, the Conseil Régional d’Ile-de-France – the regional authority for the Greater Paris area – applied to the Paris regional 
court (Tribunal de Grande Instance) for a ruling against 15 companies, of which several are members of the VINCI Group, and 11 natural 
persons, some of whom are or have been VINCI Group employees, ordering them to pay a sum corresponding to the damage it claims to 
have suffered. The total amount claimed was €232 million plus interest from 7 July 1997. This application by the regional authority was 
further to a judgment by the Paris Appeal Court on 27 February 2007 against various natural persons finding them guilty of operating a 
cartel as well as to the decision on 9 May 2007 by the Conseil de la Concurrence (*) (competition authority) and the ruling of the Paris Appeal 
Court of 3 July 2008 imposing penalties on the enterprises for anti-competitive practices between 1991 and 1996 in connection with the 
programme to renovate secondary educational establishments in the Greater Paris region. In a judgment on 17 December 2013, the Paris 
regional court declared that the claims made by Région Ile de France were time-barred and on 24 June 2015 the Paris Appeal Court con-
firmed that it had jurisdiction to hear the appeal against that decision. The Prefect of Paris referred the jurisdiction matter to the Tribunal 
des Conflits (jurisdiction court), and on 16 November 2015 that court decided to terminate the proceedings brought by the Greater Paris 
region before the ordinary courts, taking the view that the dispute fell under the jurisdiction of the administrative courts.

 ˇ King County, the county seat of which is Seattle, Washington, is in dispute with a consortium in which VINCI Construction Grands Projets 
has a 60% share, the purpose of which is to perform a contract for the construction of two underground tunnels known as “Brightwater 
Central”. Because of particularly difficult geotechnical conditions and changes to the initial contract terms, it was not possible to complete 
the work as set out in the contract, and this resulted in delays and cost overruns. As a result, King County decided to complete one of the 
tunnels using another company that had a tunnel boring machine using a technology different to that of the tunnel boring machine that the 
consortium was contractually obliged to use. King County initiated proceedings before the King County Superior Court in Seattle in order 
to obtain compensation for the cost of completing the work, and for damage that it claims to have suffered. A hearing took place before 
a jury which, on 20 December 2012, decided that the consortium should pay $155 million to King County and that King County should 
pay $26 million to the consortium. The King County Superior Court delivered its judgment on 7 May 2013, formalising the jury’s decision. 
After paying the damages, the consortium appealed against this judgment in the Washington Court of Appeals on 31 May 2013, which on 
9 November 2015 confirmed the 7 May 2013 judgment. In view of the current situation, the Group considers that this dispute is unlikely to 
have a material effect on its financial situation.

 ˇ SNCF initiated proceedings in the Paris Administrative Court on 14 March 2011 against around 20 construction companies, including 
several Group subsidiaries, seeking €59.4 million for damages it claims to have suffered as a result of contracts formed in 1993 relating to 
the construction of civil engineering structures at the Magenta and Saint Lazare Condorcet railway stations. These proceedings followed a 
ruling made against those companies by the Conseil de la Concurrence (*) (competition authority) on 21 March 2006. 
In July 2014, SNCF asked the court to declare the contracts formed in 1993 void, and believes it is entitled to claim back the price paid at 
the time while retaining enjoyment, free of charge, of the completed structures, which it has been operating for around 15 years. The 
Group considers that these claims are excessive and groundless and that, in view of the current situation, the dispute will not have a 
material effect on its financial situation.

(*) Now known as the Autorité de la Concurrence.
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