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C1. Introduction

(1.1) In which language are you submitting your response?

Select from:
English

(1.2) Select the currency used for all financial information disclosed throughout your response.

Select from:
GBP

(1.3) Provide an overview and introduction to your organization.

(1.3.2) Organization type

Select from:
Publicly traded organization

(1.3.3) Description of organization

Hilton Foods is a leading international protein manufacturer, supplying major retailers through 21 state of the art facilities across Europe, Australia, and New Zealand,
with expansion planned in Canada and Saudi Arabia. Built on world-class red meat capabilities, we operate across meat, seafood, vegan & vegetarian, easier meals
and supply chain services. Each facility is run by a local management team enhanced by specialist central leadership, expertise, advice and support. Hilton Foods do
not directly own or operate any primary agriculture, fisheries or slaughter facilities, instead focusing on advanced food processing, packing and logistics, delivering
scale, efficiency, and consistent quality.

[Fixed row]

(1.4) State the end date of the year for which you are reporting data. For emissions data, indicate whether you will be
providing emissions data for past reporting years.

(1.4.1) End date of reporting year
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12/31/2025

(1.4.2) Alignment of this reporting period with your financial reporting period

Select from:
No

(1.4.3) Indicate if you are providing emissions data for past reporting years

Select from:
Yes

(1.4.4) Number of past reporting years you will be providing Scope 1 emissions data for

Select from:
5 years

(1.4.5) Number of past reporting years you will be providing Scope 2 emissions data for

Select from:
5 years

(1.4.6) Number of past reporting years you will be providing Scope 3 emissions data for

Select from:
5 years
[Fixed row]

(1.4.1) What is your organization’s annual revenue for the reporting period?
4214600000

(1.5) Provide details on your reporting boundary.
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Is your reporting boundary for your CDP disclosure the same as that used in your

financial statements?

Select from:
Yes

[Fixed row]
(1.6) Does your organization have an ISIN code or another unique identifier (e.g., Ticker, CUSIP, etc.)?

ISIN code - bond

(1.6.1) Does your organization use this unique identifier?

Select from:
No

ISIN code - equity

(1.6.1) Does your organization use this unique identifier?

Select from:
Yes

(1.6.2) Provide your unique identifier

GBO00B1VINW54

CUSIP number

(1.6.1) Does your organization use this unique identifier?
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Select from:
No

Ticker symbol

(1.6.1) Does your organization use this unique identifier?

Select from:
Yes

(1.6.2) Provide your unique identifier

HFG.L

SEDOL code

(1.6.1) Does your organization use this unique identifier?

Select from:
Yes

(1.6.2) Provide your unique identifier
B1VINWS5

LEl number

(1.6.1) Does your organization use this unique identifier?

Select from:
Yes

(1.6.2) Provide your unique identifier

213800JY7VJFS200X355



D-U-N-S number

(1.6.1) Does your organization use this unique identifier?

Select from:
Yes

(1.6.2) Provide your unique identifier

21-984-0027

Other unique identifier

(1.6.1) Does your organization use this unique identifier?

Select from:
No
[Add row]

(1.7) Select the countries/areas in which you operate.

Select all that apply

China Denmark
Canada Ireland
Greece Portugal
Poland Australia
Sweden Netherlands

New Zealand
United Kingdom

(1.11) Are greenhouse gas emissions and/or water-related impacts from the production, processing/manufacturing,
distribution activities or the consumption of your products relevant to your current CDP disclosure?
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Production

(1.11.1) Relevance of emissions and/or water-related impacts

Select from:
Value chain (excluding own land)

(1.11.2) Primary reason emissions and/or water-related impacts from this activity are not relevant

Select from:
Do not own/manage land

(1.11.3) Explain why emissions and/or water-related impacts from this activity are not relevant

The land in our ownership is used for operational sites/factories. It is not relevant for forestry/agriculture.

Processing/ Manufacturing

(1.11.1) Relevance of emissions and/or water-related impacts

Select from:
Both direct operations and upstream/downstream value chain

Distribution

(1.11.1) Relevance of emissions and/or water-related impacts

Select from:
Both direct operations and upstream/downstream value chain

Consumption

(1.11.1) Relevance of emissions and/or water-related impacts
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Select from:

Yes
[Fixed row]

(1.22) Provide details on the commodities that you produce and/or source.

Timber products

(1.22.1) Produced and/or sourced

Select from:
Sourced

(1.22.2) Commodity value chain stage

Select all that apply
Retailing

(1.22.4) Indicate if you are providing the total commodity volume that is produced and/or sourced

Select from:
Yes, we are providing the total volume

(1.22.5) Total commodity volume (metric tons)

12958

(1.22.8) Of the total commodity volume, state how much is post-consumer recycled content (metric tons)

3054

(1.22.9) Did you convert the total commodity volume from another unit to metric tons?

Select from:
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Yes

(1.22.10) Original unit

Select all that apply
Kilogram

(1.22.11) Provide details of the methods, conversion factors used and the total commodity volume in the original unit

divide by 1000 to get from kg to t
(1.22.12) Form of commodity

Select all that apply
Primary packaging
Secondary packaging
Tertiary packaging

(1.22.13) % of procurement spend

Select from:
1-5%

(1.22.14) % of revenue dependent on commodity

Select from:
81-90%

(1.22.15) In the questionnaire setup did you indicate that you are disclosing on this commodity?

Select from:
Yes, disclosing

(1.22.16) Is this commodity considered significant to your business in terms of revenue?
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Select from:
No

(1.22.20) Please explain

We use timber products in packaging such as paper, cardboard and wood.

Palm oil

(1.22.1) Produced and/or sourced

Select from:
Sourced

(1.22.2) Commodity value chain stage

Select all that apply
Manufacturing

(1.22.4) Indicate if you are providing the total commodity volume that is produced and/or sourced

Select from:
Yes, we are providing the total volume

(1.22.5) Total commodity volume (metric tons)

(1.22.8) Of the total commodity volume, state how much is post-consumer recycled content (metric tons)

(1.22.9) Did you convert the total commodity volume from another unit to metric tons?

Select from:
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Yes

(1.22.10) Original unit

Select all that apply
Kilogram

(1.22.11) Provide details of the methods, conversion factors used and the total commodity volume in the original unit

divide by 1000 to get from kg to t

(1.22.12) Form of commodity

Select all that apply
Palm oil derivatives

(1.22.13) % of procurement spend

Select from:
Less than 1%

(1.22.14) % of revenue dependent on commodity

Select from:
Less than 1%

(1.22.15) In the questionnaire setup did you indicate that you are disclosing on this commodity?

Select from:
Yes, disclosing

(1.22.16) Is this commodity considered significant to your business in terms of revenue?

Select from:
No
20



(1.22.20) Please explain

We don't source palm oil directly, but it is in some ingredients

Cattle products

(1.22.1) Produced and/or sourced

Select from:
Sourced

(1.22.2) Commodity value chain stage

Select all that apply
Processing

(1.22.4) Indicate if you are providing the total commodity volume that is produced and/or sourced

Select from:
Yes, we are providing the total volume

(1.22.5) Total commodity volume (metric tons)
317767

(1.22.8) Of the total commodity volume, state how much is post-consumer recycled content (metric tons)

(1.22.9) Did you convert the total commodity volume from another unit to metric tons?

Select from:
Yes

(1.22.10) Original unit
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Select all that apply
Kilogram

(1.22.11) Provide details of the methods, conversion factors used and the total commodity volume in the original unit

divide by 1000 to get from kg to t

(1.22.12) Form of commodity

Select all that apply
Beef

(1.22.13) % of procurement spend

Select from:
51-60%

(1.22.14) % of revenue dependent on commodity

Select from:
51-60%

(1.22.15) In the questionnaire setup did you indicate that you are disclosing on this commodity?

Select from:
Yes, disclosing

(1.22.16) Is this commodity considered significant to your business in terms of revenue?

Select from:
Yes

(1.22.20) Please explain

Cattle is our main product
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Soy

(1.22.1) Produced and/or sourced

Select from:
Sourced

(1.22.2) Commodity value chain stage

Select all that apply
Manufacturing

(1.22.3) Indicate if you have direct soy and/or embedded soy in your value chain

Select from:
Mixture of embedded soy and direct soy

(1.22.4) Indicate if you are providing the total commodity volume that is produced and/or sourced

Select from:
Yes, we are providing the total volume

(1.22.5) Total commodity volume (metric tons)

244463

(1.22.6) Of the total commodity volume, state how much is embedded soy (metric tons)

240055

(1.22.7) Of the total commodity volume, state how much is direct soy (metric tons)

4408

(1.22.8) Of the total commodity volume, state how much is post-consumer recycled content (metric tons)




(1.22.9) Did you convert the total commodity volume from another unit to metric tons?

Select from:
Yes

(1.22.10) Original unit

Select all that apply
Kilogram

(1.22.11) Provide details of the methods, conversion factors used and the total commodity volume in the original unit

divide by 1000 to get from kg to t
(1.22.12) Form of commodity

Select all that apply
Embedded soy

Soy derivatives
Whole soybeans

(1.22.13) % of procurement spend

Select from:
Less than 1%

(1.22.14) % of revenue dependent on commodity

Select from:
71-80%

(1.22.15) In the questionnaire setup did you indicate that you are disclosing on this commodity?
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Select from:
Yes, disclosing

(1.22.16) Is this commodity considered significant to your business in terms of revenue?

Select from:
No

(1.22.20) Please explain

Embedded soy in feed, direct soy in ingredients
[Fixed row]

(1.23) Which of the following agricultural commodities that your organization produces and/or sources are the most
significant to your business by revenue?

Cotton

(1.23.1) Produced and/or sourced

Select from:
No

Dairy & egg products

(1.23.1) Produced and/or sourced

Select from:
Sourced

(1.23.2) % of revenue dependent on this agricultural commodity

Select from:

Less than 1%
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(1.23.3) Is this commodity considered significant to your business in terms of revenue?

Select from:
No

(1.23.4) Please explain
Used as an ingredient in some products (e.g. fishcakes)
Farmed seafood / Aquaculture

(1.23.1) Produced and/or sourced

Select from:
Sourced

(1.23.2) % of revenue dependent on this agricultural commodity

Select from:
1-10%

(1.23.3) Is this commodity considered significant to your business in terms of revenue?

Select from:
Yes

(1.23.4) Please explain

Fish and seafood are sourced from wild and farmed suppliers, and make up one of the five pillars of Hilton Foods business.

Fruit

(1.23.1) Produced and/or sourced

Select from:
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vl No

Maize/corn

(1.23.1) Produced and/or sourced

Select from:
No

Nuts

(1.23.1) Produced and/or sourced

Select from:
No

Other grain (e.g., barley, oats)

(1.23.1) Produced and/or sourced

Select from:
No

Other oilseeds (e.g. rapeseed oil)

(1.23.1) Produced and/or sourced

Select from:
No

Poultry & hog

(1.23.1) Produced and/or sourced
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Select from:
Sourced

(1.23.2) % of revenue dependent on this agricultural commodity

Select from:
11-20%

(1.23.3) Is this commodity considered significant to your business in terms of revenue?

Select from:
Yes

(1.23.4) Please explain

Poultry and pork are included in the Meat pillar of Hilton Foods main business.

Rice

(1.23.1) Produced and/or sourced

Select from:
No

Sugar
(1.23.1) Produced and/or sourced

Select from:
No

Tea

(1.23.1) Produced and/or sourced
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Select from:
No

Tobacco

(1.23.1) Produced and/or sourced

Select from:
No

Vegetable

(1.23.1) Produced and/or sourced

Select from:
No

Wheat

(1.23.1) Produced and/or sourced

Select from:
No

Wild-capture seafood

(1.23.1) Produced and/or sourced

Select from:
Sourced

(1.23.2) % of revenue dependent on this agricultural commodity

Select from:
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1-10%

(1.23.3) Is this commodity considered significant to your business in terms of revenue?

Select from:
Yes

(1.23.4) Please explain

Fish and seafood are sourced from wild and farmed suppliers, and make up one of the five pillars of Hilton Foods business.

Other commodity

(1.23.1) Produced and/or sourced

Select from:
Sourced

(1.23.2) % of revenue dependent on this agricultural commodity

Select from:
1-10%

(1.23.3) Is this commodity considered significant to your business in terms of revenue?

Select from:
Yes

(1.23.4) Please explain

Lamb is included in the Meat pillar of Hilton Foods main business.
[Fixed row]

(1.24) Has your organization mapped its value chain?
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(1.24.1) Value chain mapped

Select from:
Yes, we have mapped or are currently in the process of mapping our value chain

(1.24.2) Value chain stages covered in mapping

Select all that apply
Upstream value chain
Downstream value chain

(1.24.3) Highest supplier tier mapped

Select from:
Tier 4+ suppliers

(1.24.4) Highest supplier tier known but not mapped

Select from:
Tier 4+ suppliers

(1.24.6) Smallholder inclusion in mapping

Select from:
Smallholders relevant and included

(1.24.7) Description of mapping process and coverage

Through product traceability systems we have been able to assess our value chain in detail to farm, feed production, packaging production unit and consumer. We

have further mapped a generic value chain for input resources into those processes based on national data in material geographies.
[Fixed row]

(1.24.1) Have you mapped where in your direct operations or elsewhere in your value chain plastics are produced,
commercialized, used, and/or disposed of?
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(1.24.1.1) Plastics mapping

Select from:
Yes, we have mapped or are currently in the process of mapping plastics in our value chain

(1.24.1.2) Value chain stages covered in mapping

Select all that apply

Direct operations
Upstream value chain
Downstream value chain
End-of-life management

(1.24.1.4) End-of-life management pathways mapped

Select all that apply
Preparation for reuse
Recycling

Waste to Energy
Incineration

Landfill
[Fixed row]

(1.24.2) Which commodities has your organization mapped in your upstream value chain (i.e., supply chain)?

Timber products

(1.24.2.1) Value chain mapped for this sourced commodity

Select from:
Yes
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(1.24.2.2) Highest supplier tier mapped for this sourced commodity

Select from:
Tier 1 suppliers

(1.24.2.3) % of tier 1 suppliers mapped

Select from:
100%

(1.24.2.7) Highest supplier tier known but not mapped for this sourced commodity

Select from:
All supplier tiers known have been mapped for this sourced commodity

Palm oil

(1.24.2.1) Value chain mapped for this sourced commodity

Select from:
Yes

(1.24.2.2) Highest supplier tier mapped for this sourced commodity

Select from:
Tier 4+ suppliers

(1.24.2.3) % of tier 1 suppliers mapped

Select from:
100%

(1.24.2.4) % of tier 2 suppliers mapped

Select from:
33



100%

(1.24.2.5) % of tier 3 suppliers mapped

Select from:
1-25%

(1.24.2.6) % of tier 4+ suppliers mapped

Select from:
Less than 1%

(1.24.2.7) Highest supplier tier known but not mapped for this sourced commodity

Select from:
All supplier tiers known have been mapped for this sourced commodity

Cattle products

(1.24.2.1) Value chain mapped for this sourced commodity

Select from:
Yes

(1.24.2.2) Highest supplier tier mapped for this sourced commodity

Select from:
Tier 4+ suppliers

(1.24.2.3) % of tier 1 suppliers mapped

Select from:
100%

(1.24.2.4) % of tier 2 suppliers mapped




Select from:
100%

(1.24.2.5) % of tier 3 suppliers mapped

Select from:
100%

(1.24.2.6) % of tier 4+ suppliers mapped

Select from:
100%

(1.24.2.7) Highest supplier tier known but not mapped for this sourced commodity

Select from:
All supplier tiers known have been mapped for this sourced commodity

Soy

(1.24.2.1) Value chain mapped for this sourced commodity

Select from:
Yes

(1.24.2.2) Highest supplier tier mapped for this sourced commodity

Select from:
Tier 4+ suppliers

(1.24.2.3) % of tier 1 suppliers mapped

Select from:
100%

35



(1.24.2.4) % of tier 2 suppliers mapped

Select from:
100%

(1.24.2.5) % of tier 3 suppliers mapped

Select from:
1-25%

(1.24.2.6) % of tier 4+ suppliers mapped

Select from:
Less than 1%

(1.24.2.7) Highest supplier tier known but not mapped for this sourced commodity

Select from:
Tier 4+ suppliers
[Fixed row]
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C2. Identification, assessment, and management of dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities

(2.1) How does your organization define short-, medium-, and long-term time horizons in relation to the identification,
assessment, and management of your environmental dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities?

Short-term

(2.1.1) From (years)

0

(2.1.3) To (years)

1

(2.1.4) How this time horizon is linked to strategic and/or financial planning

The short term horizon covers our immediate in-year actions.

Medium-term

(2.1.1) From (years)

1

(2.1.3) To (years)

5

(2.1.4) How this time horizon is linked to strategic and/or financial planning

The medium-term horizon includes our near-term business strategy.
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Long-term

(2.1.1) From (years)

5

(2.1.2) Is your long-term time horizon open ended?

Select from:
Yes

(2.1.4) How this time horizon is linked to strategic and/or financial planning

The long-term time horizon encompasses our actions that contribute to achieving our net zero strategy, our asset life and sufficient time period for climate-related
risks to manifest.
[Fixed row]

(2.2) Does your organization have a process for identifying, assessing, and managing environmental dependencies and/or
impacts?

. Dependencies and/or impacts evaluated in this
Process in place

process

Select from: Select from:
Yes Both dependencies and impacts

[Fixed row]

(2.2.1) Does your organization have a process for identifying, assessing, and managing environmental risks and/or
opportunities?
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Risks and/or opportunities evaluated in Is this process informed by the
this process dependencies and/or impacts process?

Process in place

Select from: Select from: Select from:
Yes Both risks and opportunities Yes

[Fixed row]

(2.2.2) Provide details of your organization’s process for identifying, assessing, and managing environmental
dependencies, impacts, risks, and/or opportunities.

Row 1

(2.2.2.1) Environmental issue

Select all that apply

Water Climate change
Ocean

Forests

Plastics

Biodiversity

(2.2.2.2) Indicate which of dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities are covered by the process for this

environmental issue

Select all that apply
Dependencies
Impacts

Risks
Opportunities
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(2.2.2.3) Value chain stages covered

Select all that apply

Direct operations
Upstream value chain
Downstream value chain

(2.2.2.4) Coverage

Select from:
Full

(2.2.2.5) Supplier tiers covered

Select all that apply
Tier 1 suppliers
Tier 2 suppliers
Tier 3 suppliers
Tier 4+ suppliers

(2.2.2.7) Type of assessment

Select from:
Qualitative and quantitative

(2.2.2.8) Frequency of assessment

Select from:
More than once a year

(2.2.2.9) Time horizons covered

Select all that apply
Short-term
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Medium-term
Long-term

(2.2.2.10) Integration of risk management process

Select from:

Integrated into multi-disciplinary organization-wide risk management process

(2.2.2.11) Location-specificity used

Select all that apply
Site-specific
Local
Sub-national
National

(2.2.2.12) Tools and methods used

Commercially/publicly available tools

SEDEX

Trase

ENCORE

WRI Aqueduct

Global Fishing Watch

LEAP (Locate, Evaluate, Assess and Prepare) approach, TNFD

Enterprise Risk Management
COSO Enterprise Risk Management Framework
Stress tests

International methodologies and standards
Aquaculture Stewardship Council (ASC) Standards
IPCC Climate Change Projections

Global Ghost Gear Initiative

WWEF Biodiversity Risk Filter

Monterey Bay Aquarium Seafood Watch

Global Sustainable Seafood Initiative
Sustainable Seafood Coalition Codes of Conduct
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ISO 14001 Environmental Management Systems
Life Cycle Assessment
Marine Stewardship Council (MSC) Standards

Databases

Combined IUU Vessel List
FAO AQUASTAT

IUCN Red List of Ecosystems

Other

Desk-based research

Internal company methods

Materiality assessment

Partner and stakeholder consultation/analysis
Scenario analysis

(2.2.2.15) Risk types and criteria considered

Acute physical

Drought Pollution incident

Heat wave Cyclone, hurricane, typhoon

Wildfires Heavy precipitation (rain, hail, snow/ice)
Cold wave/frost Flood (coastal, fluvial, pluvial, ground water)

Disease or pests

Chronic physical

Heat stress Temperature variability

Water stress Overexploitation of species

Sea level rise Land loss to desertification
Groundwater depletion Declining ecosystem services
Declining water quality Increased ecosystem vulnerability
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Change in land/freshwater/ocean use Increased severity of extreme weather events

Rationing of municipal water supply Water availability at a basin/catchment level

Inadequate water-related infrastructure Seasonal supply variability/interannual variability

Water quality at a basin/catchment level Changing temperature (air, freshwater, marine water)
Precipitation or hydrological variability Operations in or adjacent to areas important for biodiversity

Changing precipitation patterns and types (rain, hail, snow/ice)
Increased levels of environmental pollutants in freshwater or marine bodies

Policy

Carbon pricing mechanisms Changes to regulations of existing products and services
Changes to national legislation Lack of mature certification and sustainability standards
Poor coordination between regulatory bodies Statutory water withdrawal limits/changes to water allocation

Lack of globally accepted and harmonized definitions
Changes to international law and bilateral agreements

Market

Changing customer behavior

Inadequate access to water, sanitation, and hygiene services (WASH)
Increased costs and/or uncertainties related to the cost of virgin plastics
Lack of availability and/or increased cost of certified sustainable material
Lack of availability and/or increased cost of raw materials

Reputation
Impact on human health
Stigmatization of sector

Technology
Inability to increase yield of existing production areas
Transition to lower emissions technology and products

Liability
Exposure to sanctions and litigation

43



Non-compliance with regulations and legislation

(2.2.2.16) Partners and stakeholders considered

Select all that apply

NGOs Regulators

Customers Local communities

Employees Indigenous peoples

Investors Water utilities at a local level

Suppliers Other water users at the basin/catchment level

Other commodity users/producers at a local level

(2.2.2.17) Has this process changed since the previous reporting year?

Select from:
No

(2.2.2.18) Further details of process

Hilton Foods takes a proactive approach to risk management with a range of processes for identifying, assessing, prioritising and mitigating its key risks. The delivery
of our strategy depends on our ability to make sound risk informed decisions.
[Add row]

(2.2.7) Are the interconnections between environmental dependencies, impacts, risks and/or opportunities assessed?

(2.2.7.1) Interconnections between environmental dependencies, impacts, risks and/or opportunities assessed

Select from:
Yes

(2.2.7.2) Description of how interconnections are assessed
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Interconnections are assessed through a matrix approach in our double materiality impact assessment process. This considers impacts and risks/opportunities
separately and allows us to align impacts with risks/opportunities.
[Fixed row]

(2.3) Have you identified priority locations across your value chain?

(2.3.1) Identification of priority locations

Select from:
Yes, we have identified priority locations

(2.3.2) Value chain stages where priority locations have been identified

Select all that apply
Direct operations

Upstream value chain

(2.3.3) Types of priority locations identified

Sensitive locations

Areas important for biodiversity

Areas of high ecosystem integrity

Areas of rapid decline in ecosystem integrity

Areas of limited water availability, flooding, and/or poor quality of water
Areas of importance for ecosystem service provision

Locations with substantive dependencies, impacts, risks, and/or opportunities

Locations with substantive dependencies, impacts, risks, and/or opportunities relating to forests
Locations with substantive dependencies, impacts, risks, and/or opportunities relating to water
Locations with substantive dependencies, impacts, risks, and/or opportunities relating to biodiversity

(2.3.4) Description of process to identify priority locations




We used ENCORE tool (https://encorenature.org/en) to identify Key Biodiversity areas. We uploaded the locations of our sites and checked for protected areas and
key biodiversity areas. We double checked Key biodiversity areas on related portal (www.keybiodiversityareas.org). For disclosure we selected those sites that are
located in the 2 km threshold of key biodiversity areas.

(2.3.5) Will you be disclosing a list/spatial map of priority locations?

Select from:
Yes, we will be disclosing the list/geospatial map of priority locations

(2.3.6) Provide a list and/or spatial map of priority locations

SR25 extract - Disclosure of Priority Locations.pdf
[Fixed row]

(2.4) How does your organization define substantive effects on your organization?
Risks

(2.4.1) Type of definition

Select all that apply
Quantitative

(2.4.2) Indicator used to define substantive effect

Select from:
Other, please specify :Profit before tax

(2.4.3) Change to indicator

Select from:
Absolute decrease

(2.4.5) Absolute increase/ decrease figure



5000000

(2.4.6) Metrics considered in definition

Select all that apply
Likelihood of effect occurring

(2.4.7) Application of definition

We use a risk matrix to assess likelihood x financial (profit-before-tax) impact. Likelihood levels: Almost certain = 90%+ chance of event happening within the year
Possible = Between 30-90% chance that event will happen within the year Rare = Less than 30% chance that the event will happen within the year.

Opportunities

(2.4.1) Type of definition

Select all that apply
Quantitative

(2.4.2) Indicator used to define substantive effect

Select from:
Other, please specify :Profit before tax

(2.4.3) Change to indicator

Select from:
Absolute increase

(2.4.5) Absolute increase/ decrease figure

5000000

(2.4.6) Metrics considered in definition
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Select all that apply
Likelihood of effect occurring

(2.4.7) Application of definition

We use a risk matrix to assess likelihood x financial (profit-before-tax) impact. Likelihood levels: Almost certain = 90%+ chance of event happening within the year
Possible = Between 30-90% chance that event will happen within the year Rare = Less than 30% chance that the event will happen within the year.

Risks

(2.4.1) Type of definition

Select all that apply
Qualitative

(2.4.6) Metrics considered in definition

Select all that apply
Frequency of effect occurring
Likelihood of effect occurring

(2.4.7) Application of definition

We qualitatively assess the level of media exposure and the impact that will have on our brand.

Opportunities

(2.4.1) Type of definition

Select all that apply
Qualitative

(2.4.6) Metrics considered in definition

Select all that apply
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Frequency of effect occurring
Likelihood of effect occurring

(2.4.7) Application of definition

We qualitatively assess the level of media exposure and the impact that will have on our brand.
[Add row]

(2.5) Does your organization identify and classify potential water pollutants associated with its activities that could have a
detrimental impact on water ecosystems or human health?

(2.5.1) Identification and classification of potential water pollutants

Select from:
Yes, we identify and classify our potential water pollutants

(2.5.2) Details of policies and processes in place to identify and classify potential water pollutants

Our facilities have effluent monitoring systems at the majority of sites, pollution control devices on outflows and regular water quality testing in place in line with our
wider environmental management systems. This includes automatic pH monitoring and routine testing of outflows to monitor thermal, biological and chemical
pollution. The most relevant metrics are chemical oxygen demand, suspended solids, temperature and pH. Under the terms of our environmental permits we have
conducted a risk assessment of potential hazardous substances to classify substances in accordance with the Industrial Emissions Directive.

[Fixed row]

(2.5.1) Describe how your organization minimizes the adverse impacts of potential water pollutants on water ecosystems
or human health associated with your activities.

Row 1

(2.5.1.1) Water pollutant category
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Select from:
Pathogens

(2.5.1.2) Description of water pollutant and potential impacts

Pathogenic contamination of water, likely due to a failure in municipal water treatment and distribution. This could interrupt production as hygiene and production
processes are not able to be completed safely.

(2.5.1.3) Value chain stage

Select all that apply

Direct operations
Upstream value chain
Downstream value chain

(2.5.1.4) Actions and procedures to minimize adverse impacts

Select all that apply

Improving wastewater treatment processes/capacity

Discharge treatment using sector-specific processes

Implementation of integrated solid waste management systems

Requirement for suppliers to comply with regulatory requirements

Implementation of Best Available Techniques (BATSs) for pollution control

Assessment of critical infrastructure and storage condition (leakages, spillages, pipe erosion etc.) and their resilience

(2.5.1.5) Indicators for measuring and evaluating the success of the procedure

Select all that apply

Compliance with discharge permits / regulatory limits
Reduction in pollutant concentration or load against a baseline
100% of wastewater treated

Zero incidents (spills, exceedances, waterborne disease cases)
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(2.5.1.6) Please explain

All our facilities have supplementary UV water treatment systems to prevent pathogenic contamination of products which could cause harm to human health. In
addition, we conduct regular water quality testing across all water outlets. In the event of contamination being detected, we have procedures in place for immediate

product recall of products produced during the relevant timeframe. In the factory, processes are in place to identify, isolate and clean relevant equipment and retest as
necessary to prevent reoccurrence.

[Add row]
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C3. Disclosure of risks and opportunities

(3.1) Have you identified any environmental risks which have had a substantive effect on your organization in the
reporting year, or are anticipated to have a substantive effect on your organization in the future?

Climate change

(3.1.1) Environmental risks identified

Select from:
Yes, both in direct operations and upstream/downstream value chain

Forests

(3.1.1) Environmental risks identified

Select from:
Yes, only in our upstream/downstream value chain

(3.1.2) Primary reason why your organization does not consider itself to have environmental risks in your direct

operations and/or upstream/downstream value chain

Select from:
Environmental risks exist, but none with the potential to have a substantive effect on our organization

(3.1.3) Please explain

We don't have operations in proximity to forested land.

Water

(3.1.1) Environmental risks identified




Select from:
Yes, both in direct operations and upstream/downstream value chain

Ocean

(3.1.1) Environmental risks identified

Select from:
Yes, both in direct operations and upstream/downstream value chain

Plastics

(3.1.1) Environmental risks identified

Select from:

Yes, both in direct operations and upstream/downstream value chain
[Fixed row]

(3.1.1) Provide details of the environmental risks identified which have had a substantive effect on your organization in
the reporting year, or are anticipated to have a substantive effect on your organization in the future.

Climate change

(3.1.1.1) Risk identifier

Select from:
Risk1

(3.1.1.3) Risk types and primary environmental risk driver

Market
Changing customer behavior
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(3.1.1.4) Value chain stage where the risk occurs

Select from:
Downstream value chain

(3.1.1.6) Country/area where the risk occurs

Select all that apply

Poland Australia
Sweden Netherlands
Denmark New Zealand
Ireland United Kingdom
Portugal

(3.1.1.9) Organization-specific description of risk

A large portion of our business is centred on red meat. Changing customer behaviour: There is a risk that we fail to take full advantage of changing purchasing
preferences for lower-emission proteins, resulting in a loss of market share and reduced revenues. Carbon pricing: If product pricing is adjusted to reflect its carbon
footprint there may be a reduction in consumer demand, leading to reduced profits from foods where the footprints have not been mitigated. Modelling suggests that
beef and lamb products would receive the largest increase in pricing, with some regional variation.

(3.1.1.11) Primary financial effect of the risk

Select from:
Decreased revenues due to reduced demand for products and services

(3.1.1.12) Time horizon over which the risk is anticipated to have a substantive effect on the organization

Select all that apply
Medium-term

(3.1.1.13) Likelihood of the risk having an effect within the anticipated time horizon

Select from:

More likely than not
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(3.1.1.14) Magnitude

Select from:
Medium

(3.1.1.16) Anticipated effect of the risk on the financial position, financial performance and cash flows of the organization

in the selected future time horizons

Negative impact on sales without mitigation

(3.1.1.17) Are you able to quantify the financial effect of the risk?

Select from:
Yes

(3.1.1.21) Anticipated financial effect figure in the medium-term — minimum (currency)

1473000

(3.1.1.22) Anticipated financial effect figure in the medium-term — maximum (currency)

5036000

(3.1.1.25) Explanation of financial effect figure

The impact range is based on a modelled reduction in demand for beef and lamb of 5.85% to 20% in the UK market only, which is considered to be among the most
impacted by changes in consumer behaviour. The range has been chosen to align with the IEA Stated Policy Scenario (5.85%) and the recommendations of the UK
Climate Change Committee (20%). The financial impact reflects the estimated annual gross profit impact from a reduction in UK Beef and Lamb, assuming that there

is pro-rata relationship between the estimated volume impact and gross profit, and does not allow for any mitigating benefits from the transition to lower carbon
intensity proteins produced by the group.

(3.1.1.26) Primary response to risk

Agricultural practices
Adopt alternative livestock management practices
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(3.1.1.27) Cost of response to risk

4425000

(3.1.1.28) Explanation of cost calculation

Rough costs of annual memberships for collaborative action, as well as investment to date with product formulation partners.
(3.1.1.29) Description of response

Our mitigation strategy includes creating a diversified portfolio of proteins that aligns with consumer demand and achieving significant reductions in the emission
intensity of our beef and lamb supply. As we do not farm or slaughter animals, our infrastructure can react quickly to emerging consumer behaviour. Hilton Foods is
well-placed to respond to consumer preferences through the adaptability of our factories and operations, allowing us to quickly upscale production of lower-carbon
products as required. Our Group Transition Plan sets us apart as leaders in decarbonisation. To progress our objective for reducing emissions intensity by 2025, we
have engaged in leadership of collaborative action to address the footprint of cattle farming with the European Round Table in Beef Sustainability (ERBS) and the UK
Cattle Sustainability Platform (UKCSP). In addition, we continue to work with partners on product formulation and sourcing to reduce the impact of our products and
have introduced carbon footprinting into new product development and specific areas of purchasing. Further details can be found in our Group Transition Plan and
Sustainability Report.

Forests

(3.1.1.1) Risk identifier

Select from:
Risk2

(3.1.1.2) Commodity

Forests commodity
Soy

(3.1.1.3) Risk types and primary environmental risk driver

Market
Lack of availability and/or increased cost of certified sustainable material
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(3.1.1.4) Value chain stage where the risk occurs

Select from:
Upstream value chain

(3.1.1.6) Country/area where the risk occurs

Select all that apply
Greece
Netherlands
Norway

United Kingdom
Viet Nam

(3.1.1.9) Organization-specific description of risk

Increasing cost associated with verified Deforestation- and Conversion-Free (DCF) soy protein concentrate for suppliers, currently used as a major component in feed
for farmed fish, will reduce the affordability of fish products to consumers, limiting their access to an important part of a sustainable balanced diet.

(3.1.1.11) Primary financial effect of the risk

Select from:
Increased production costs

(3.1.1.12) Time horizon over which the risk is anticipated to have a substantive effect on the organization

Select all that apply
Medium-term

(3.1.1.13) Likelihood of the risk having an effect within the anticipated time horizon

Select from:
Likely
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(3.1.1.14) Magnitude

Select from:
Medium

(3.1.1.16) Anticipated effect of the risk on the financial position, financial performance and cash flows of the organization

in the selected future time horizons

Negative impact on cost of ingredients without mitigation

(3.1.1.17) Are you able to quantify the financial effect of the risk?

Select from:
Yes

(3.1.1.21) Anticipated financial effect figure in the medium-term — minimum (currency)

1200000

(3.1.1.22) Anticipated financial effect figure in the medium-term — maximum (currency)

3000000

(3.1.1.25) Explanation of financial effect figure

This is an example aligned to our annual purchase of salmon. Based on estimated 2-5% higher feed costs, and feed being approximately 50% of the cost of
production.

(3.1.1.26) Primary response to risk

Diversification
Develop new products, services and/or markets

(3.1.1.27) Cost of response to risk
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135000

(3.1.1.28) Explanation of cost calculation

The cost of a previous project to produce a pilot for feed companies to evaluate. This has been fully costed and funded by a generous grant by WWEF. Following this
research insect meal is now being used in select supply chains.

(3.1.1.29) Description of response

The movement to DCF soya for animal feed supply chains is challenged by the availability of soy with complete traceability as the industry is still developing the
processes around this. Thus our options are either to pay more for sustainable verified DCF soy protein concentrate or find an alternative protein source that has
equivalent nutritional benefits and equal or better environmental footprint.

Water

(3.1.1.1) Risk identifier

Select from:
Risk3

(3.1.1.3) Risk types and primary environmental risk driver

Acute physical
Pollution incident

(3.1.1.4) Value chain stage where the risk occurs

Select from:
Direct operations

(3.1.1.6) Country/area where the risk occurs

Select all that apply
Greece Portugal
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Poland Australia
Sweden Netherlands
Denmark New Zealand
Ireland United Kingdom

(3.1.1.7) River basin where the risk occurs

Select all that apply
Gudena

Meuse

Rhine

Other, please specify :Achelous (Greece), Tagus (Portugal), Great Eau, Great Ouse, Boyne (Ireland), Lake Malaren (Sweden), Collie/ Preston, Brisbane,
Werribee river basin (Australia), Northern Wairoia (New Zealand)

(3.1.1.9) Organization-specific description of risk

Contamination of water supplied to our site with a chemical or pathogen necessitating a pause in production.

(3.1.1.11) Primary financial effect of the risk

Select from:
Disruption in production capacity

(3.1.1.12) Time horizon over which the risk is anticipated to have a substantive effect on the organization

Select all that apply
Medium-term

(3.1.1.13) Likelihood of the risk having an effect within the anticipated time horizon

Select from:
About as likely as not

(3.1.1.14) Magnitude

60



Select from:
Medium-high

(3.1.1.16) Anticipated effect of the risk on the financial position, financial performance and cash flows of the organization

in the selected future time horizons

Cost to remediate and lost production time

(3.1.1.17) Are you able to quantify the financial effect of the risk?

Select from:
Yes

(3.1.1.21) Anticipated financial effect figure in the medium-term — minimum (currency)

(3.1.1.22) Anticipated financial effect figure in the medium-term — maximum (currency)

460000

(3.1.1.25) Explanation of financial effect figure

Minimum: no stock is likely lost or production lost. Maximum: destroying stock produced after the last clear sample. Calculated on an average basis.

(3.1.1.26) Primary response to risk

Compliance, monitoring and targets
Implementation of environmental best practices in direct operations

(3.1.1.27) Cost of response to risk

2600
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(3.1.1.28) Explanation of cost calculation

Cost of tankered water for one day to supplement water that is not available plus cost of additional testing to confirm compliance.

(3.1.1.29) Description of response

All our facilities have supplementary UV water treatment systems to prevent pathogenic contamination of products which could cause harm to human health. In
addition, we conduct regular water quality testing across all water outlets. In the event of contamination being detected, we have procedures in place for immediate

product recall of products produced during the relevant timeframe. In the factory, processes are in place to identify, isolate and clean relevant equipment and retest as
necessary to prevent reoccurrence.

Ocean

(3.1.1.1) Risk identifier

Select from:
Risk2

(3.1.1.2) Commodity

Ocean commodity
Wild-capture seafood

(3.1.1.3) Risk types and primary environmental risk driver

Market
Lack of availability and/or increased cost of certified sustainable material

(3.1.1.4) Value chain stage where the risk occurs

Select from:
Upstream value chain
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(3.1.1.6) Country/area where the risk occurs

Select all that apply
Greece
Netherlands
Norway

United Kingdom
Viet Nam

(3.1.1.9) Organization-specific description of risk

Increasing cost associated with rising ocean temperatures will reduce the affordability of fish products to consumers, limiting their access to an important part of a
sustainable balanced diet.

(3.1.1.11) Primary financial effect of the risk

Select from:
Increased production costs

(3.1.1.12) Time horizon over which the risk is anticipated to have a substantive effect on the organization

Select all that apply
Medium-term

(3.1.1.13) Likelihood of the risk having an effect within the anticipated time horizon

Select from:
Likely

(3.1.1.14) Magnitude

Select from:
Medium

63



(3.1.1.16) Anticipated effect of the risk on the financial position, financial performance and cash flows of the organization

in the selected future time horizons
Negative impact on cost of ingredients without mitigation

(3.1.1.17) Are you able to quantify the financial effect of the risk?

Select from:
No

(3.1.1.26) Primary response to risk

Diversification
Develop new products, services and/or markets

(3.1.1.28) Explanation of cost calculation

N/A

(3.1.1.29) Description of response

Diversifying our supply chain

Plastics

(3.1.1.1) Risk identifier

Select from:
Risk4

(3.1.1.3) Risk types and primary environmental risk driver

Market
Lack of availability and/or increased cost of recycled or renewable content
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(3.1.1.4) Value chain stage where the risk occurs

Select from:
Upstream value chain

(3.1.1.6) Country/area where the risk occurs

Select all that apply
United Kingdom

(3.1.1.9) Organization-specific description of risk

Increasing cost associated with acquiring recycled content in packaging making it difficult to source product meeting our internal requirements for packaging.

(3.1.1.11) Primary financial effect of the risk

Select from:
Increased production costs

(3.1.1.12) Time horizon over which the risk is anticipated to have a substantive effect on the organization

Select all that apply
Medium-term

(3.1.1.13) Likelihood of the risk having an effect within the anticipated time horizon

Select from:
Likely

(3.1.1.14) Magnitude

Select from:
Medium-low

65



(3.1.1.16) Anticipated effect of the risk on the financial position, financial performance and cash flows of the organization

in the selected future time horizons

Negative impact on cost of product without mitigation

(3.1.1.17) Are you able to quantify the financial effect of the risk?

Select from:
No

(3.1.1.26) Primary response to risk
Diversification

Develop new products, services and/or markets

(3.1.1.28) Explanation of cost calculation

N/A

(3.1.1.29) Description of response

We are working with industry to increase the quality and quantity of recycled material. With our supply chain we have successfully implemented processes allowing
mechanical recycling of coloured PET in our trays and we are working to increase the amount of tray-to-tray recycled content. We are members of the Circular
Economy for Flexible Packaging (CEFLEX) initiative, a collaboration of over 180 organisations representing the entire flexible packaging value chain to expedite the
implementation of chemical recycling.

Forests

(3.1.1.1) Risk identifier

Select from:
Risk5

(3.1.1.2) Commodity
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Forests commodity
Cattle products

(3.1.1.3) Risk types and primary environmental risk driver

Policy
Uncertainty and/or conflicts involving land tenure rights and water rights

(3.1.1.4) Value chain stage where the risk occurs

Select from:
Upstream value chain

(3.1.1.6) Country/area where the risk occurs

Select all that apply
Brazil

(3.1.1.9) Organization-specific description of risk

Beef supplied from South America is associated with risks around uncertainty and/or conflicts involving land ownership and occupancy rights as well as
documentation issues proving legal permission for the historic deforestation that they have carried out or was done on the land that they purchased. Thorough due
diligence is required to address risk of fines from breaching the regulations. The fines would not be substantive as traceability and verification in each country with
forest risks can be verified by our supplier audits.

(3.1.1.11) Primary financial effect of the risk

Select from:
Fines, penalties or enforcement orders

(3.1.1.12) Time horizon over which the risk is anticipated to have a substantive effect on the organization

Select all that apply
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Short-term

(3.1.1.13) Likelihood of the risk having an effect within the anticipated time horizon

Select from:
Very unlikely

(3.1.1.14) Magnitude

Select from:
Medium-low

(3.1.1.16) Anticipated effect of the risk on the financial position, financial performance and cash flows of the organization

in the selected future time horizons

Negative impact on cost of product without mitigation

(3.1.1.17) Are you able to quantify the financial effect of the risk?

Select from:
Yes

(3.1.1.19) Anticipated financial effect figure in the short-term — minimum (currency)

(3.1.1.20) Anticipated financial effect figure in the short-term — maximum (currency)
47000000
Breach of EUDR penalty is 4% of EU revenue

(3.1.1.26) Primary response to risk




Compliance, monitoring and targets
Greater due diligence

(3.1.1.27) Cost of response to risk

4500

(3.1.1.28) Explanation of cost calculation

Approximate cost of time taken to maintain appropriate due diligence database of our verified DCF cattle supply chain in South America.

(3.1.1.29) Description of response

We are working with trusted suppliers to ensure that they have robust traceability through the supply chain and verification of the deforestation permission status of
each production site. Our policy is to avoid purchasing from farms that continue to deforest after 2020 so the verification process will confirm that no further forest
clearance has occurred. The results will be that all of our supply in forest risk countries is from farms that have robust and traceable permission for their original

deforestation activities and the avoidance of farms that have undertaken any deforestation activity since 2020. These precautions will be effective in preventing risk of
fines for insufficient due diligence and will improve Hilton Foods’ resilience at a corporate level, preventing any future financial impacts.

Forests

(3.1.1.1) Risk identifier

Select from:
Risk6

(3.1.1.2) Commodity

Forests commodity
Palm oil

(3.1.1.3) Risk types and primary environmental risk driver
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Market
Lack of availability and/or increased cost of certified sustainable material

(3.1.1.4) Value chain stage where the risk occurs

Select from:
Upstream value chain

(3.1.1.6) Country/area where the risk occurs

Select all that apply

Greece Netherlands
Poland United Kingdom
Sweden

Denmark

Portugal

(3.1.1.9) Organization-specific description of risk

Increasing cost associated with verified DCF palm oil for our own operations making it difficult to source product meeting our internal requirements.

(3.1.1.11) Primary financial effect of the risk

Select from:
Increased production costs

(3.1.1.12) Time horizon over which the risk is anticipated to have a substantive effect on the organization

Select all that apply
Medium-term

(3.1.1.13) Likelihood of the risk having an effect within the anticipated time horizon

Select from:
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Likely

(3.1.1.14) Magnitude

Select from:
Medium

(3.1.1.16) Anticipated effect of the risk on the financial position, financial performance and cash flows of the organization

in the selected future time horizons
Negative impact on cost of product without mitigation

(3.1.1.17) Are you able to quantify the financial effect of the risk?

Select from:
Yes

(3.1.1.21) Anticipated financial effect figure in the medium-term — minimum (currency)

(3.1.1.22) Anticipated financial effect figure in the medium-term — maximum (currency)

47000000

(3.1.1.25) Explanation of financial effect figure

Breach of EUDR penalty is 4% of EU revenue

(3.1.1.26) Primary response to risk

Compliance, monitoring and targets
Greater due diligence
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(3.1.1.27) Cost of response to risk

4500

(3.1.1.28) Explanation of cost calculation

Approximate cost of time taken to maintain appropriate due diligence database of our verified DCF cattle supply chain in South America.

(3.1.1.29) Description of response

We are working with trusted suppliers to ensure that they have robust traceability through the supply chain and verification of the deforestation permission status of
each production site. Our policy is to avoid purchasing from farms that continue to deforest after 2020 so the verification process will confirm that no further forest
clearance has occurred. The results will be that all of our supply in forest risk countries is from farms that have robust and traceable permission for their original
deforestation activities and the avoidance of farms that have undertaken any deforestation activity since 2020. These precautions will be effective in preventing risk of
fines for insufficient due diligence and will improve Hilton Foods’ resilience at a corporate level, preventing any future financial impacts.

Forests

(3.1.1.1) Risk identifier

Select from:
Risk7

(3.1.1.2) Commodity

Forests commodity
Timber products

(3.1.1.3) Risk types and primary environmental risk driver

Market
Lack of availability and/or increased cost of certified sustainable material

(3.1.1.4) Value chain stage where the risk occurs




Select from:
Upstream value chain

(3.1.1.6) Country/area where the risk occurs

Select all that apply

Greece Portugal
Poland Netherlands
Sweden

Denmark

Ireland

(3.1.1.9) Organization-specific description of risk

Increasing cost associated with PEFC/FSC certified packaging our own operations making it difficult to source product meeting our internal requirements for
packaging.

(3.1.1.11) Primary financial effect of the risk

Select from:
Increased production costs

(3.1.1.12) Time horizon over which the risk is anticipated to have a substantive effect on the organization

Select all that apply
Medium-term

(3.1.1.13) Likelihood of the risk having an effect within the anticipated time horizon

Select from:
Likely

(3.1.1.14) Magnitude

Select from:
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Medium

(3.1.1.16) Anticipated effect of the risk on the financial position, financial performance and cash flows of the organization

in the selected future time horizons
Negative impact on cost of product without mitigation

(3.1.1.17) Are you able to quantify the financial effect of the risk?

Select from:
Yes

(3.1.1.21) Anticipated financial effect figure in the medium-term — minimum (currency)

(3.1.1.22) Anticipated financial effect figure in the medium-term — maximum (currency)

47000000

(3.1.1.25) Explanation of financial effect figure

Breach of EUDR penalty is 4% of EU revenue

(3.1.1.26) Primary response to risk

Compliance, monitoring and targets
Greater due diligence

(3.1.1.27) Cost of response to risk

4500

(3.1.1.28) Explanation of cost calculation
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Approximate cost of time taken to maintain appropriate due diligence database of our verified DCF cattle supply chain in South America.
(3.1.1.29) Description of response

We are working with trusted suppliers to ensure that they have robust traceability through the supply chain and verification of the deforestation permission status of
each production site. Our policy is to avoid purchasing from farms that continue to deforest after 2020 so the verification process will confirm that no further forest
clearance has occurred. The results will be that all of our supply in forest risk countries is from farms that have robust and traceable permission for their original
deforestation activities and the avoidance of farms that have undertaken any deforestation activity since 2020. These precautions will be effective in preventing risk of
fines for insufficient due diligence and will improve Hilton Foods’ resilience at a corporate level, preventing any future financial impacts.

Climate change

(3.1.1.1) Risk identifier

Select from:
Risk8

(3.1.1.3) Risk types and primary environmental risk driver

Chronic physical
Water stress

(3.1.1.4) Value chain stage where the risk occurs

Select from:
Direct operations

(3.1.1.6) Country/area where the risk occurs

Select all that apply
Australia
Greece

(3.1.1.9) Organization-specific description of risk

75



Sites in Australia (Truganina and Bunbury) and Greece operate in water scarce areas, and this risk is expected to rise under all scenarios, with more infrequent
precipitation events and increased annual maximum temperatures.

(3.1.1.11) Primary financial effect of the risk

Select from:
Decreased revenues due to reduced production capacity

(3.1.1.12) Time horizon over which the risk is anticipated to have a substantive effect on the organization

Select all that apply
Medium-term

(3.1.1.13) Likelihood of the risk having an effect within the anticipated time horizon

Select from:
Unlikely

(3.1.1.14) Magnitude

Select from:
Medium

(3.1.1.16) Anticipated effect of the risk on the financial position, financial performance and cash flows of the organization

in the selected future time horizons

Possible constraint on production. Likely to be short term as food production is likely to be prioritised as water user.

(3.1.1.17) Are you able to quantify the financial effect of the risk?

Select from:
Yes

(3.1.1.21) Anticipated financial effect figure in the medium-term — minimum (currency)
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(3.1.1.22) Anticipated financial effect figure in the medium-term — maximum (currency)

460000

(3.1.1.25) Explanation of financial effect figure

Min: No disruption to production Max: Based on one day of disrupted production at site as a result of temporary water shortage

(3.1.1.26) Primary response to risk

Compliance, monitoring and targets
Establish site-specific targets

(3.1.1.27) Cost of response to risk

2600

(3.1.1.28) Explanation of cost calculation

Cost of tankered water for one day to supplement water that is not available plus cost of additional testing to confirm compliance.

(3.1.1.29) Description of response

We have appropriate contingency plans in pace at all sites and water stressed sites have alternative water supply. We have implemented site specific targets on
water use reduction, with specific targets on those located in water stressed areas.

Water

(3.1.1.1) Risk identifier

Select from:
Risk9



(3.1.1.3) Risk types and primary environmental risk driver

Chronic physical
Water stress

(3.1.1.4) Value chain stage where the risk occurs

Select from:
Upstream value chain

(3.1.1.6) Country/area where the risk occurs

Select all that apply

Spain Netherlands
Poland

Belgium

Germany

Portugal

(3.1.1.7) River basin where the risk occurs

Select all that apply

Ebro Elbe River
Douro Oder River
Rhine

Wisla

Danube

(3.1.1.9) Organization-specific description of risk

Water scarcity assessments across our supply chain indicate volatility in the supply of water and animal feed. Sudden regional shocks may increase volatility in food
prices in international markets, which can knock on to global sales.
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(3.1.1.11) Primary financial effect of the risk

Select from:
Disruption in upstream value chain

(3.1.1.12) Time horizon over which the risk is anticipated to have a substantive effect on the organization

Select all that apply
Medium-term

(3.1.1.13) Likelihood of the risk having an effect within the anticipated time horizon

Select from:
Very likely

(3.1.1.14) Magnitude

Select from:
Low

(3.1.1.16) Anticipated effect of the risk on the financial position, financial performance and cash flows of the organization

in the selected future time horizons

Changes to specification and further diversify our supply chain to bring in product from other geographies

(3.1.1.17) Are you able to quantify the financial effect of the risk?

Select from:
No

(3.1.1.26) Primary response to risk

Diversification
Increase supplier diversification
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(3.1.1.27) Cost of response to risk

4500

(3.1.1.28) Explanation of cost calculation

Supplier acquisition cost - due diligence

(3.1.1.29) Description of response

Long-term regional climate impacts will be industry-wide rather than specific to Hilton Foods. We maintain flexible global and regional supply chains, supported by our
trading business Hilton Food Solutions, and have lower exposure to local disruptions as we are not integrated at the farm level.
[Add row]

(3.1.2) Provide the amount and proportion of your financial metrics from the reporting year that are vulnerable to the
substantive effects of environmental risks.

Climate change

(3.1.2.1) Financial metric

Select from:
CAPEX

(3.1.2.2) Amount of financial metric vulnerable to transition risks for this environmental issue (unit currency as selected in

1.2)

82200

(3.1.2.3) % of total financial metric vulnerable to transition risks for this environmental issue

Select from:
1-10%
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(3.1.2.4) Amount of financial metric vulnerable to physical risks for this environmental issue (unit currency as selected in

1.2)
822000

(3.1.2.5) % of total financial metric vulnerable to physical risks for this environmental issue

Select from:
100%

(3.1.2.6) Amount of CAPEX in the reporting year deployed towards risks related to this environmental issue

0

(3.1.2.7) Explanation of financial figures

Estimate that there is a risk of up to a 10% fluctuation in costs of new solar panel installation, increasing the cost of transition. Potentially entire asset is at risk from
catastrophic weather events. Data based on solar installation at SoHi facility.

Forests

(3.1.2.1) Financial metric

Select from:
Revenue

(3.1.2.2) Amount of financial metric vulnerable to transition risks for this environmental issue (unit currency as selected in

1.2)

478000

(3.1.2.3) % of total financial metric vulnerable to transition risks for this environmental issue

Select from:
Less than 1%
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(3.1.2.4) Amount of financial metric vulnerable to physical risks for this environmental issue (unit currency as selected in

1.2)

57026000

(3.1.2.5) % of total financial metric vulnerable to physical risks for this environmental issue

Select from:
100%

(3.1.2.7) Explanation of financial figures

Estimated 2% premium for the purchase of certified deforestation free packaging material where this is not legally required. Calculated from total spend on
paper/cardboard in 2024.

Water

(3.1.2.1) Financial metric

Select from:
Revenue

(3.1.2.2) Amount of financial metric vulnerable to transition risks for this environmental issue (unit currency as selected in
1.2)

386000

(3.1.2.3) % of total financial metric vulnerable to transition risks for this environmental issue

Select from:
Less than 1%

(3.1.2.4) Amount of financial metric vulnerable to physical risks for this environmental issue (unit currency as selected in

1.2)
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3300000

(3.1.2.5) % of total financial metric vulnerable to physical risks for this environmental issue

Select from:
100%

(3.1.2.7) Explanation of financial figures

Additional levy on water withdrawal from areas of high water stress.
[Add row]

(3.2) Within each river basin, how many facilities are exposed to substantive effects of water-related risks, and what
percentage of your total number of facilities does this represent?

Row 1

(3.2.1) Country/Area & River basin

Australia
Other, please specify :Werribee

(3.2.2) Value chain stages where facilities at risk have been identified in this river basin

Select all that apply
Direct operations

(3.2.3) Number of facilities within direct operations exposed to water-related risk in this river basin

(3.2.4) % of your organization'’s total facilities within direct operations exposed to water-related risk in this river basin
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Select from:
1-25%

(3.2.10) % organization'’s total global revenue that could be affected

Select from:
1-10%

(3.2.11) Please explain

The site located in this area could become inoperable in extreme cases.

Row 2

(3.2.1) Country/Area & River basin

Greece
Other, please specify :Achelous

(3.2.2) Value chain stages where facilities at risk have been identified in this river basin

Select all that apply
Direct operations

(3.2.3) Number of facilities within direct operations exposed to water-related risk in this river basin

(3.2.4) % of your organization'’s total facilities within direct operations exposed to water-related risk in this river basin

Select from:
1-25%

(3.2.10) % organization’s total global revenue that could be affected




Select from:
1-10%

(3.2.11) Please explain

The site located in this area could become inoperable in extreme cases.

Row 3

(3.2.1) Country/Area & River basin

Portugal
Other, please specify :Cavado or Tagus

(3.2.2) Value chain stages where facilities at risk have been identified in this river basin

Select all that apply
Direct operations

(3.2.3) Number of facilities within direct operations exposed to water-related risk in this river basin

(3.2.4) % of your organization'’s total facilities within direct operations exposed to water-related risk in this river basin

Select from:
1-25%

(3.2.10) % organization'’s total global revenue that could be affected

Select from:
Less than 1%

(3.2.11) Please explain
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The site located in this area could become inoperable in extreme cases.

Row 4

(3.2.1) Country/Area & River basin

Australia
Other, please specify :Brisbane

(3.2.2) Value chain stages where facilities at risk have been identified in this river basin

Select all that apply
Direct operations

(3.2.3) Number of facilities within direct operations exposed to water-related risk in this river basin

(3.2.4) % of your organization'’s total facilities within direct operations exposed to water-related risk in this river basin

Select from:
1-25%

(3.2.10) % organization'’s total global revenue that could be affected

Select from:
11-20%

(3.2.11) Please explain

The site located in this area could become inoperable in extreme cases.

Row 5
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(3.2.1) Country/Area & River basin

Netherlands
Meuse

(3.2.2) Value chain stages where facilities at risk have been identified in this river basin

Select all that apply
Direct operations

(3.2.3) Number of facilities within direct operations exposed to water-related risk in this river basin

(3.2.4) % of your organization'’s total facilities within direct operations exposed to water-related risk in this river basin

Select from:
1-25%

(3.2.10) % organization's total global revenue that could be affected

Select from:
Less than 1%

(3.2.11) Please explain

The site located in this area could become inoperable in extreme cases.
[Add row]

(3.3) In the reporting year, was your organization subject to any fines, enforcement orders, and/or other penalties for
water-related regulatory violations?
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(3.3.1) Water-related regulatory violations

Select from:
Yes

(3.3.2) Fines, enforcement orders, and/or other penalties

Select all that apply
Enforcement orders or other penalties but none that are considered as significant

(3.3.3) Comment

There were 3 instances of non-compliance related to water quantity and or quality permits, standards, and regulations. However, none resulted in fines, enforcement
orders or other penalties.
[Fixed row]

(3.5) Are any of your operations or activities regulated by a carbon pricing system (i.e. ETS, Cap & Trade or Carbon Tax)?

Select from:
No, but we anticipate being regulated in the next three years

(3.5.4) What is your strategy for complying with the systems you are regulated by or anticipate being regulated by?

In order to achieve national climate goals we anticipate at least one of the juristictions we operate in introducing a carbon tax on food producers, inclusion of
agricultural activities within existing schemes, or adjustments to existing agricultural subsidies. We have programmes in place to reduce the emissions intensity of our
products and operations in line with our Group Transition Plan. Furthermore our business model provides us with a measure of resilience to commodity price changes
and any resultant changes in product mix can be managed through the flexibility of our infrastructure.

(3.6) Have you identified any environmental opportunities which have had a substantive effect on your organization in the
reporting year, or are anticipated to have a substantive effect on your organization in the future?
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Environmental opportunities identified

Climate change Select from:
Yes, we have identified opportunities, and some/all are being realized

Forests Select from:
Yes, we have identified opportunities, and some/all are being realized

Water Select from:
Yes, we have identified opportunities, and some/all are being realized

Ocean Select from:
Yes, we have identified opportunities, and some/all are being realized

[Fixed row]

(3.6.1) Provide details of the environmental opportunities identified which have had a substantive effect on your
organization in the reporting year, or are anticipated to have a substantive effect on your organization in the future.

Climate change

(3.6.1.1) Opportunity identifier

Select from:
Opp1

(3.6.1.3) Opportunity type and primary environmental opportunity driver

Energy source
Use of renewable energy sources
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(3.6.1.4) Value chain stage where the opportunity occurs

Select from:
Direct operations

(3.6.1.5) Country/area where the opportunity occurs

Select all that apply
Australia

(3.6.1.8) Organization specific description

In our operations, electrification, energy efficiencies, investment in self-generation (solar/wind) and long-term contracts for renewable electricity sources may reduce
outgoing costs, improve resilience, and mitigate against the cost of future carbon pricing. This reduced cost base may enable us to grow market share.

(3.6.1.9) Primary financial effect of the opportunity

Select from:
Reduced indirect (operating) costs

(3.6.1.10) Time horizon over which the opportunity is anticipated to have a substantive effect on the organization

Select all that apply
Short-term

(3.6.1.11) Likelihood of the opportunity having an effect within the anticipated time horizon

Select from:
More likely than not (50—100%)

(3.6.1.12) Magnitude

Select from:
Medium
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(3.6.1.14) Anticipated effect of the opportunity on the financial position, financial performance and cash flows of the

organization in the selected future time horizons

Reduced costs and reduced cost volatility

(3.6.1.15) Are you able to quantify the financial effects of the opportunity?

Select from:
Yes

(3.6.1.17) Anticipated financial effect figure in the short-term - minimum (currency)

(3.6.1.18) Anticipated financial effect figure in the short-term — maximum (currency)

288000

(3.6.1.23) Explanation of financial effect figures

Contractual savings at Australian site to use 100% renewable electricity compared to grid

(3.6.1.24) Cost to realize opportunity

500000

(3.6.1.25) Explanation of cost calculation

based on the cost of a consultancy to support with understanding the market possibilities, tendering and legal implications of a power purchase agreement (PPA) and
the average price on green electricity premium for the green products in Europe.

(3.6.1.26) Strategy to realize opportunity

Target: 100% renewable electricity across all own operations in Europe by the end of 2025 and globally by 2027. We continue to seek grants and subsidies to
facilitate facility upgrades as they become increasingly available and have conducted a financial assessment of our Scope 1 and 2 decarbonisation programme to
inform ongoing capital expenditure.
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Forests

(3.6.1.1) Opportunity identifier

Select from:
Opp2

(3.6.1.2) Commodity

Forest commodity
Soy

(3.6.1.3) Opportunity type and primary environmental opportunity driver

Markets
Increased brand value

(3.6.1.4) Value chain stage where the opportunity occurs

Select from:
Downstream value chain

(3.6.1.5) Country/area where the opportunity occurs

Select all that apply
United Kingdom

(3.6.1.8) Organization specific description

Demand is growing for a balanced portfolio of meat and fish products that have significantly reduced environmental impacts. Overall protein demand is expected to
grow in the coming decades, presenting a significant opportunity for increased revenue if we successfully anticipate changing consumer preferences and meet that
demand with lower footprint products. Using 100% DCF soy in feed will help enable this.
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(3.6.1.9) Primary financial effect of the opportunity

Select from:
Increased revenues resulting from increased demand for products and services

(3.6.1.10) Time horizon over which the opportunity is anticipated to have a substantive effect on the organization

Select all that apply
Short-term

(3.6.1.11) Likelihood of the opportunity having an effect within the anticipated time horizon

Select from:
Likely (66—100%)

(3.6.1.12) Magnitude

Select from:
Medium

(3.6.1.14) Anticipated effect of the opportunity on the financial position, financial performance and cash flows of the

organization in the selected future time horizons

Increased sales and increased profit as a result

(3.6.1.15) Are you able to quantify the financial effects of the opportunity?

Select from:
Yes

(3.6.1.17) Anticipated financial effect figure in the short-term - minimum (currency)

(3.6.1.18) Anticipated financial effect figure in the short-term — maximum (currency)




7105000

(3.6.1.23) Explanation of financial effect figures

The potential impact figure is based on the predicted increase in sales if we had 100% DCF soy in our UK and Europe salmon supply chain, as these regions are
identified as an area with greater demand for this criterion.

(3.6.1.24) Cost to realize opportunity

2500000
(3.6.1.25) Explanation of cost calculation
Calculation: Estimated DCF premium on feed, which is 50% of total cost of Salmon

(3.6.1.26) Strategy to realize opportunity

Our Group Transition Plan offers a credible path to reduce the carbon footprint of our products and, in recent years, we have diversified our portfolio into a wider
range of proteins. The flexibility of our facilities enables us to rapidly shift our product portfolio in line with consumer demand. For salmon feed, we are looking further
into EUDR and DCF traceability for feed.

Water

(3.6.1.1) Opportunity identifier

Select from:
Opp3

(3.6.1.3) Opportunity type and primary environmental opportunity driver

Resource efficiency
Reduced water usage and consumption

(3.6.1.4) Value chain stage where the opportunity occurs
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Select from:
Direct operations

(3.6.1.5) Country/area where the opportunity occurs

Select all that apply
Australia

(3.6.1.6) River basin where the opportunity occurs

Select all that apply
Other, please specify :Werribee; Brisbane

(3.6.1.8) Organization specific description

The opportunity to install rainwater harvesting systems to supplement water consumed by our on site cooling systems, which are wholly separate from hygiene
systems.

(3.6.1.9) Primary financial effect of the opportunity

Select from:
Reduced direct costs

(3.6.1.10) Time horizon over which the opportunity is anticipated to have a substantive effect on the organization

Select all that apply
Medium-term
Long-term

(3.6.1.11) Likelihood of the opportunity having an effect within the anticipated time horizon

Select from:
Likely (66—100%)

(3.6.1.12) Magnitude
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Select from:
Medium-low

(3.6.1.14) Anticipated effect of the opportunity on the financial position, financial performance and cash flows of the

organization in the selected future time horizons

Reduced costs

(3.6.1.15) Are you able to quantify the financial effects of the opportunity?

Select from:
Yes

(3.6.1.19) Anticipated financial effect figure in the medium-term - minimum (currency)

11000

(3.6.1.20) Anticipated financial effect figure in the medium-term - maximum (currency)

12000

(3.6.1.21) Anticipated financial effect figure in the long-term - minimum (currency)

11000

(3.6.1.22) Anticipated financial effect figure in the long-term — maximum (currency)

12000

(3.6.1.23) Explanation of financial effect figures

Based on rainwater harvesting design that saves 150 kL/day. There are additional resillience benefits which have not been quantified.

(3.6.1.24) Cost to realize opportunity

150000
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(3.6.1.25) Explanation of cost calculation

Quotation from supplier for one of our Australian sites

(3.6.1.26) Strategy to realize opportunity

Site level civil surveys have been carried out to assess the technical aspects of implementation. Plan to implement in most water-stressed sites.

Forests

(3.6.1.1) Opportunity identifier

Select from:
Opp4

(3.6.1.2) Commodity

Forest commodity
Cattle products

(3.6.1.3) Opportunity type and primary environmental opportunity driver

Products and services
Increased sales of existing products and services

(3.6.1.4) Value chain stage where the opportunity occurs

Select from:
Downstream value chain

(3.6.1.5) Country/area where the opportunity occurs

Select all that apply
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Brazil

(3.6.1.8) Organization specific description

Demand is growing for a balanced portfolio of meat and fish products that have significantly reduced environmental impacts. The opportunity is to grow our market
share by providing assurance of the DCF status of all of the beef we purchase from South America.

(3.6.1.9) Primary financial effect of the opportunity

Select from:
Increased revenues resulting from increased demand for products and services

(3.6.1.10) Time horizon over which the opportunity is anticipated to have a substantive effect on the organization

Select all that apply
Short-term

(3.6.1.11) Likelihood of the opportunity having an effect within the anticipated time horizon

Select from:
Virtually certain (99-100%)

(3.6.1.12) Magnitude

Select from:
Medium

(3.6.1.14) Anticipated effect of the opportunity on the financial position, financial performance and cash flows of the

organization in the selected future time horizons
Increased sales and increased profit as a result

(3.6.1.15) Are you able to quantify the financial effects of the opportunity?

Select from:
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Yes

(3.6.1.17) Anticipated financial effect figure in the short-term - minimum (currency)

265500

(3.6.1.18) Anticipated financial effect figure in the short-term — maximum (currency)

265500

(3.6.1.23) Explanation of financial effect figures

e.g. 10% increase in sales associated with traceable supply chains.

(3.6.1.24) Cost to realize opportunity

22500

(3.6.1.25) Explanation of cost calculation

e.g. membership cost of organisation which is leading delivery

(3.6.1.26) Strategy to realize opportunity

Our Group Transition Plan offers a credible path to reduce the carbon footprint of our products and, in recent years, we have diversified our portfolio into a wider
range of proteins. The flexibility of our facilities enables us to rapidly shift our product portfolio in line with consumer demand. We are mapping soy usage and origin to
allow us to conduct risk assessments for each of our supply chains, and to then develop appropriate deforestation due diligence.

[Add row]

(3.6.2) Provide the amount and proportion of your financial metrics in the reporting year that are aligned with the
substantive effects of environmental opportunities.

Climate change

(3.6.2.1) Financial metric




Select from:
CAPEX

(3.6.2.2) Amount of financial metric aligned with opportunities for this environmental issue (unit currency as selected in

1.2)

580000

(3.6.2.3) % of total financial metric aligned with opportunities for this environmental issue

Select from:
100%

(3.6.2.4) Explanation of financial figures

Installation cost of new solar panels at one of our facilities

Forests

(3.6.2.1) Financial metric

Select from:
OPEX

(3.6.2.2) Amount of financial metric aligned with opportunities for this environmental issue (unit currency as selected in
1.2)

1500

(3.6.2.3) % of total financial metric aligned with opportunities for this environmental issue

Select from:
Less than 1%

(3.6.2.4) Explanation of financial figures



Using software as management of forest compliance.

Water

(3.6.2.1) Financial metric

Select from:
CAPEX

(3.6.2.2) Amount of financial metric aligned with opportunities for this environmental issue (unit currency as selected in
1.2)

10000

(3.6.2.3) % of total financial metric aligned with opportunities for this environmental issue

Select from:
1-10%

(3.6.2.4) Explanation of financial figures

Hot water system optimisation at one of our facilities
[Add row]
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C4. Governance

(4.1) Does your organization have a board of directors or an equivalent governing body?

(4.1.1) Board of directors or equivalent governing body

Select from:
Yes

(4.1.2) Frequency with which the board or equivalent meets

Select from:
More frequently than quarterly

(4.1.3) Types of directors your board or equivalent is comprised of

Select all that apply
Executive directors or equivalent
Independent non-executive directors or equivalent

(4.1.4) Board diversity and inclusion policy

Select from:
Yes, and it is publicly available

(4.1.5) Briefly describe what the policy covers

The Company recognises the benefits and value that diversity in its broadest sense brings to the Board and its committees (“Committees”). Diversity of skills,

experience and backgrounds give organisations competitive advantage. The Company recognises that the Board sets the tone for diversity and inclusion across the
Group and believes in promoting a culture of equity and inclusion.

(4.1.6) Attach the policy (optional)
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20260303-hfg-plc-board-diversity-policy-approved-by-the-hfg-plc-board-03032026.pdf
[Fixed row]

(4.1.1) Is there board-level oversight of environmental issues within your organization?

Board-level oversight of this environmental issue
Climate change Select from:

Yes
Forests Select from:

Yes
Water Select from:

Yes
Ocean Select from:

Yes
Biodiversity Select from:

Yes

[Fixed row]

(4.1.2) Identify the positions (do not include any names) of the individuals or committees on the board with accountability
for environmental issues and provide details of the board’'s oversight of environmental issues.

Climate change

(4.1.2.1) Positions of individuals or committees with accountability for this environmental issue

Select all that apply
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Board-level committee

(4.1.2.2) Positions’ accountability for this environmental issue is outlined in policies applicable to the board

Select from:
Yes

(4.1.2.3) Policies which outline the positions’ accountability for this environmental issue

Select all that apply
Other policy applicable to the board, please specify :Sustainability Committee Terms of Reference

(4.1.2.4) Frequency with which this environmental issue is a scheduled agenda item

Select from:
Scheduled agenda item in some board meetings — at least annually

(4.1.2.5) Governance mechanisms into which this environmental issue is integrated

Select all that apply

Overseeing and guiding scenario analysis Overseeing and guiding public policy engagement
Overseeing the setting of corporate targets Approving and/or overseeing employee incentives
Monitoring progress towards corporate targets Monitoring the implementation of the business strategy
Overseeing and guiding value chain engagement Overseeing reporting, audit, and verification processes
Approving corporate policies and/or commitments Monitoring the implementation of a climate transition plan

Overseeing and guiding the development of a business strategy

Monitoring compliance with corporate policies and/or commitments

Overseeing and guiding the development of a climate transition plan

Reviewing and guiding the assessment process for dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities

(4.1.2.7) Please explain

A sub-committee of the Board, the Sustainability Committee, oversees the delivery of our long-term social and environmental strategy.
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Forests

(4.1.2.1) Positions of individuals or committees with accountability for this environmental issue

Select all that apply
Board-level committee

(4.1.2.2) Positions’ accountability for this environmental issue is outlined in policies applicable to the board

Select from:
Yes

(4.1.2.3) Policies which outline the positions’ accountability for this environmental issue

Select all that apply
Other policy applicable to the board, please specify :Sustainability Committee Terms of Reference

(4.1.2.4) Frequency with which this environmental issue is a scheduled agenda item

Select from:
Scheduled agenda item in some board meetings — at least annually

(4.1.2.5) Governance mechanisms into which this environmental issue is integrated

Select all that apply

Overseeing and guiding scenario analysis Overseeing and guiding public policy engagement

Overseeing the setting of corporate targets Monitoring the implementation of the business strategy
Monitoring progress towards corporate targets Overseeing reporting, audit, and verification processes
Overseeing and guiding value chain engagement Monitoring the implementation of a climate transition plan
Approving corporate policies and/or commitments Overseeing and guiding the development of a business strategy

Monitoring compliance with corporate policies and/or commitments
Overseeing and guiding the development of a climate transition plan
Reviewing and guiding the assessment process for dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities

105



(4.1.2.7) Please explain

A sub-committee of the Board, the Sustainability Committee, oversees the delivery of our long-term social and environmental strategy.

Water

(4.1.2.1) Positions of individuals or committees with accountability for this environmental issue

Select all that apply
Board-level committee

(4.1.2.2) Positions’ accountability for this environmental issue is outlined in policies applicable to the board

Select from:
Yes

(4.1.2.3) Policies which outline the positions’ accountability for this environmental issue

Select all that apply
Other policy applicable to the board, please specify :Sustainability Committee Terms of Reference

(4.1.2.4) Frequency with which this environmental issue is a scheduled agenda item

Select from:
Scheduled agenda item in some board meetings — at least annually

(4.1.2.5) Governance mechanisms into which this environmental issue is integrated

Select all that apply

Overseeing and guiding scenario analysis Overseeing and guiding public policy engagement

Overseeing the setting of corporate targets Monitoring the implementation of the business strategy
Monitoring progress towards corporate targets Overseeing reporting, audit, and verification processes
Overseeing and guiding value chain engagement Monitoring the implementation of a climate transition plan
Approving corporate policies and/or commitments Overseeing and guiding the development of a business strategy
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Monitoring compliance with corporate policies and/or commitments
Overseeing and guiding the development of a climate transition plan
Reviewing and guiding the assessment process for dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities

(4.1.2.7) Please explain

A sub-committee of the Board, the Sustainability Committee, oversees the delivery of our long-term social and environmental strategy.

Ocean

(4.1.2.1) Positions of individuals or committees with accountability for this environmental issue

Select all that apply
Board-level committee

(4.1.2.2) Positions’ accountability for this environmental issue is outlined in policies applicable to the board

Select from:
Yes

(4.1.2.3) Policies which outline the positions’ accountability for this environmental issue

Select all that apply
Other policy applicable to the board, please specify :Sustainability Committee Terms of Reference

(4.1.2.4) Frequency with which this environmental issue is a scheduled agenda item

Select from:
Scheduled agenda item in some board meetings — at least annually

(4.1.2.5) Governance mechanisms into which this environmental issue is integrated

Select all that apply
Overseeing and guiding scenario analysis Overseeing and guiding public policy engagement
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Overseeing the setting of corporate targets Monitoring the implementation of the business strategy

Monitoring progress towards corporate targets Overseeing reporting, audit, and verification processes
Overseeing and guiding value chain engagement Monitoring the implementation of a climate transition plan
Approving corporate policies and/or commitments Overseeing and guiding the development of a business strategy

Monitoring compliance with corporate policies and/or commitments
Overseeing and guiding the development of a climate transition plan
Reviewing and guiding the assessment process for dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities

(4.1.2.7) Please explain

A sub-committee of the Board, the Sustainability Committee, oversees the delivery of our long-term social and environmental strategy.

Biodiversity

(4.1.2.1) Positions of individuals or committees with accountability for this environmental issue

Select all that apply
Board-level committee

(4.1.2.2) Positions’ accountability for this environmental issue is outlined in policies applicable to the board

Select from:
Yes

(4.1.2.3) Policies which outline the positions’ accountability for this environmental issue

Select all that apply
Other policy applicable to the board, please specify :Sustainability Committee Terms of Reference

(4.1.2.4) Frequency with which this environmental issue is a scheduled agenda item

Select from:
Scheduled agenda item in some board meetings — at least annually
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(4.1.2.5) Governance mechanisms into which this environmental issue is integrated

Select all that apply

Overseeing and guiding scenario analysis Overseeing and guiding public policy engagement

Overseeing the setting of corporate targets Monitoring the implementation of the business strategy
Monitoring progress towards corporate targets Overseeing reporting, audit, and verification processes
Overseeing and guiding value chain engagement Monitoring the implementation of a climate transition plan
Approving corporate policies and/or commitments Overseeing and guiding the development of a business strategy

Monitoring compliance with corporate policies and/or commitments
Overseeing and guiding the development of a climate transition plan
Reviewing and guiding the assessment process for dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities

(4.1.2.7) Please explain

A sub-committee of the Board, the Sustainability Committee, oversees the delivery of our long-term social and environmental strategy.
[Fixed row]

(4.2) Does your organization’s board have competency on environmental issues?

Climate change

(4.2.1) Board-level competency on this environmental issue

Select from:
Yes

(4.2.2) Mechanisms to maintain an environmentally competent board

Select all that apply

Consulting regularly with an internal, permanent, subject-expert working group
Engaging regularly with external stakeholders and experts on environmental issues
Integrating knowledge of environmental issues into board nominating process
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Regular training for directors on environmental issues, industry best practice, and standards (e.g., TCFD, SBTi)
Having at least one board member with expertise on this environmental issue

(4.2.3) Environmental expertise of the board member

Experience
Executive-level experience in a role focused on environmental issues

Forests

(4.2.1) Board-level competency on this environmental issue

Select from:
Yes

(4.2.2) Mechanisms to maintain an environmentally competent board

Select all that apply

Consulting regularly with an internal, permanent, subject-expert working group

Engaging regularly with external stakeholders and experts on environmental issues

Integrating knowledge of environmental issues into board nominating process

Regular training for directors on environmental issues, industry best practice, and standards (e.g., TCFD, SBTi)
Having at least one board member with expertise on this environmental issue

(4.2.3) Environmental expertise of the board member

Experience
Executive-level experience in a role focused on environmental issues

Water

(4.2.1) Board-level competency on this environmental issue
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Select from:
Yes

(4.2.2) Mechanisms to maintain an environmentally competent board

Select all that apply

Consulting regularly with an internal, permanent, subject-expert working group

Engaging regularly with external stakeholders and experts on environmental issues

Integrating knowledge of environmental issues into board nominating process

Regular training for directors on environmental issues, industry best practice, and standards (e.g., TCFD, SBTi)
Having at least one board member with expertise on this environmental issue

(4.2.3) Environmental expertise of the board member

Experience
Executive-level experience in a role focused on environmental issues

Ocean

(4.2.1) Board-level competency on this environmental issue

Select from:
Yes

(4.2.2) Mechanisms to maintain an environmentally competent board

Select all that apply

Consulting regularly with an internal, permanent, subject-expert working group

Engaging regularly with external stakeholders and experts on environmental issues

Integrating knowledge of environmental issues into board nominating process

Regular training for directors on environmental issues, industry best practice, and standards (e.g., TCFD, SBTi)
Having at least one board member with expertise on this environmental issue

111



(4.2.3) Environmental expertise of the board member

Experience
Executive-level experience in a role focused on environmental issues

[Fixed row]

(4.3) Is there management-level responsibility for environmental issues within your organization?

Management-level responsibility for this environmental issue
Climate change Select from:

Yes
Forests Select from:

Yes
Water Select from:

Yes
Ocean Select from:

Yes
Biodiversity Select from:

Yes

[Fixed row]

(4.3.1) Provide the highest senior management-level positions or committees with responsibility for environmental issues
(do not include the names of individuals).

Climate change
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(4.3.1.1) Position of individual or committee with responsibility

Executive level
Chief Sustainability Officer (CSO)

(4.3.1.2) Environmental responsibilities of this position

Dependencies, impacts, risks and opportunities
Assessing environmental dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities
Managing environmental dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities

Engagement
Managing public policy engagement related to environmental issues

Policies, commitments, and targets
Measuring progress towards environmental corporate targets
Setting corporate environmental targets

Strategy and financial planning

Conducting environmental scenario analysis

Developing a climate transition plan

Implementing a climate transition plan

Implementing the business strategy related to environmental issues

Other
Providing employee incentives related to environmental performance

(4.3.1.4) Reporting line

Select from:
Reports to the board directly
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(4.3.1.5) Frequency of reporting to the board on environmental issues

Select from:
Quarterly

(4.3.1.6) Please explain

The Chief Quality and Sustainability Officer had responsibility of climate-related issues. Through the Sustainability Committee (which the Chief Quality and
Sustainability Officer is a member of), the Board gets quarterly progress updates on our Sustainable Protein Plan and relevant climate-related issues. Our CSO was
in place during all of 2025, and details on the new structure will be reflected in next year's response.

Forests

(4.3.1.1) Position of individual or committee with responsibility

Executive level
Chief Sustainability Officer (CSO)

(4.3.1.2) Environmental responsibilities of this position

Dependencies, impacts, risks and opportunities
Assessing environmental dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities
Managing environmental dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities

Engagement
Managing public policy engagement related to environmental issues

Policies, commitments, and targets
Measuring progress towards environmental corporate targets
Setting corporate environmental targets

Strategy and financial planning
Conducting environmental scenario analysis
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Developing a climate transition plan
Implementing a climate transition plan
Implementing the business strategy related to environmental issues

(4.3.1.4) Reporting line

Select from:
Reports to the board directly

(4.3.1.5) Frequency of reporting to the board on environmental issues

Select from:
Quarterly

(4.3.1.6) Please explain

The Chief Quality and Sustainability Officer had responsibility of forest-related issues. Through the Sustainability Committee (which the Chief Quality and
Sustainability Officer is a member of), the Board gets quarterly progress updates on our Sustainable Protein Plan and relevant climate-related issues. Our CSO was
in place during all of 2025, and details on the new structure will be reflected in next year's response.

Water

(4.3.1.1) Position of individual or committee with responsibility

Executive level
Chief Sustainability Officer (CSO)

(4.3.1.2) Environmental responsibilities of this position

Dependencies, impacts, risks and opportunities
Assessing environmental dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities
Managing environmental dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities
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Policies, commitments, and targets
Measuring progress towards environmental corporate targets
Setting corporate environmental targets

Strategy and financial planning

Conducting environmental scenario analysis

Developing a climate transition plan

Implementing a climate transition plan

Implementing the business strategy related to environmental issues

(4.3.1.4) Reporting line

Select from:
Reports to the board directly

(4.3.1.5) Frequency of reporting to the board on environmental issues

Select from:
Quarterly

(4.3.1.6) Please explain

The Chief Quality and Sustainability Officer has responsibility of water-related issues. Through the Sustainability Committee (which the Chief Quality and
Sustainability Officer is a member of), the Board gets quarterly progress updates on our 2025 Sustainable Protein Plan and relevant climate-related issues.
Furthermore, an annual deep dive on our sustainability strategy (including climate change, forests, water and biodiversity) is presented to the Board directly by the
Chief Quality and Sustainability Officer.

Ocean

(4.3.1.1) Position of individual or committee with responsibility

Executive level
Chief Sustainability Officer (CSO)
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(4.3.1.2) Environmental responsibilities of this position

Dependencies, impacts, risks and opportunities
Assessing environmental dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities
Managing environmental dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities

Policies, commitments, and targets
Measuring progress towards environmental corporate targets
Setting corporate environmental targets

Strategy and financial planning

Conducting environmental scenario analysis

Developing a climate transition plan

Implementing a climate transition plan

Implementing the business strategy related to environmental issues

(4.3.1.4) Reporting line

Select from:
Reports to the board directly

(4.3.1.5) Frequency of reporting to the board on environmental issues

Select from:
Quarterly

(4.3.1.6) Please explain

The Chief Quality and Sustainability Officer had responsibility of ocean-related issues. Through the Sustainability Committee (which the Chief Quality and
Sustainability Officer is a member of), the Board gets quarterly progress updates on our Sustainable Protein Plan and relevant climate-related issues. Our CSO was
in place during all of 2025, and details on the new structure will be reflected in next year's response.

Biodiversity
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(4.3.1.1) Position of individual or committee with responsibility

Executive level
Chief Sustainability Officer (CSO)

(4.3.1.2) Environmental responsibilities of this position

Dependencies, impacts, risks and opportunities
Assessing environmental dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities
Managing environmental dependencies, impacts, risks, and opportunities

Policies, commitments, and targets
Measuring progress towards environmental corporate targets
Setting corporate environmental targets

Strategy and financial planning

Conducting environmental scenario analysis

Developing a climate transition plan

Implementing a climate transition plan

Implementing the business strategy related to environmental issues

(4.3.1.4) Reporting line

Select from:
Reports to the board directly

(4.3.1.5) Frequency of reporting to the board on environmental issues

Select from:
Quarterly

(4.3.1.6) Please explain
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The Chief Quality and Sustainability Officer had responsibility of biodiversity-related issues. Through the Sustainability Committee (which the Chief Quality and
Sustainability Officer is a member of), the Board gets quarterly progress updates on our Sustainable Protein Plan and relevant climate-related issues. Our CSO was
in place during all of 2025, and details on the new structure will be reflected in next year's response.

[Add row]

(4.5) Do you provide monetary incentives for the management of environmental issues, including the attainment of
targets?

Climate change

(4.5.1) Provision of monetary incentives related to this environmental issue

Select from:
Yes

(4.5.2) % of total C-suite and board-level monetary incentives linked to the management of this environmental issue

12

(4.5.3) Please explain

This response relates to the Long-Term Incentive Plan (LTIP) portion of our Executive Directors’ annual bonus. More information can be found on page 111 of our
2025 Annual Report.

Forests

(4.5.1) Provision of monetary incentives related to this environmental issue

Select from:
Yes

(4.5.2) % of total C-suite and board-level monetary incentives linked to the management of this environmental issue

119



(4.5.3) Please explain

This response relates to the Long-Term Incentive Plan (LTIP) portion of our Executive Directors’ annual bonus. More information can be found on page 111 of our
2025 Annual Report.

Water

(4.5.1) Provision of monetary incentives related to this environmental issue

Select from:
Yes

(4.5.2) % of total C-suite and board-level monetary incentives linked to the management of this environmental issue

2

(4.5.3) Please explain

This response relates to the Long-Term Incentive Plan (LTIP) portion of our Executive Directors’ annual bonus. More information can be found on page 111 of our
2025 Annual Report.
[Fixed row]

(4.5.1) Provide further details on the monetary incentives provided for the management of environmental issues (do not
include the names of individuals).

Climate change

(4.5.1.1) Position entitled to monetary incentive

Board or executive level
Corporate executive team

(4.5.1.2) Incentives
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Select all that apply
Shares

(4.5.1.3) Performance metrics

Targets
Progress towards environmental targets

Emission reduction
Reduction in absolute emissions

Resource use and efficiency
Energy efficiency improvement

(4.5.1.4) Incentive plan the incentives are linked to

Select from:
Long-Term Incentive Plan, or equivalent, only (e.g. contractual multi-year bonus)

(4.5.1.5) Further details of incentives

As three LTIPs are running at any point in time, see page 113 of our Annual Report for details of the concurrent LTIPs. For more details of 2023-2025 and 2024-2026,
see pages 30-31 of our Group Transition Plan (https://www.hiltonfoods.com/media/lmxgmiam/hilton-foods-transition-plan_2024.pdf)

(4.5.1.6) How the position’s incentives contribute to the achievement of your environmental commitments and/or climate

transition plan
The purpose of our Long-Term Incentive Plan (LTIP) is to encourage and reward delivery of the Sustainable Protein Plan, as well as embedding our Group Transition
Plan within our business strategy and incentivising management to deliver it. LTIPs provide a way of building up a meaningful shareholding in the Company and

providing alignment with shareholders’ interests.

Forests

(4.5.1.1) Position entitled to monetary incentive
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Board or executive level
Corporate executive team

(4.5.1.2) Incentives

Select all that apply
Shares

(4.5.1.3) Performance metrics

Resource use and efficiency
Eliminating deforestation and conversion of other natural ecosystems in direct operations and/or other parts of the value chain

(4.5.1.4) Incentive plan the incentives are linked to

Select from:
Long-Term Incentive Plan, or equivalent, only (e.g. contractual multi-year bonus)

(4.5.1.5) Further details of incentives

As three LTIPs are running at any point in time, see page 113 of our Annual Report for details of the concurrent LTIPs. For more details of 2023-2025 and 2024-2026,
see pages 30-31 of our Group Transition Plan (https://www.hiltonfoods.com/media/lmxgmiam/hilton-foods-transition-plan_2024.pdf)

(4.5.1.6) How the position’s incentives contribute to the achievement of your environmental commitments and/or climate

transition plan

The purpose of our Long-Term Incentive Plan (LTIP) is to encourage and reward delivery of the Sustainable Protein Plan, as well as embedding our Group Transition
Plan within our business strategy and incentivising management to deliver it. LTIPs provide a way of building up a meaningful shareholding in the Company and
providing alignment with shareholders’ interests.

Water

(4.5.1.1) Position entitled to monetary incentive
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Board or executive level
Corporate executive team

(4.5.1.2) Incentives

Select all that apply
Shares

(4.5.1.3) Performance metrics

Resource use and efficiency
Improvements in water efficiency — upstream value chain (excluding direct operations)

(4.5.1.4) Incentive plan the incentives are linked to

Select from:
Long-Term Incentive Plan, or equivalent, only (e.g. contractual multi-year bonus)

(4.5.1.5) Further details of incentives

As three LTIPs are running at any point in time, see page 113 of our Annual Report for details of the concurrent LTIPs. For more details of 2023-2025 and 2024-2026,
see pages 30-31 of our Group Transition Plan (https://www.hiltonfoods.com/media/lmxgmiam/hilton-foods-transition-plan_2024.pdf)

(4.5.1.6) How the position’s incentives contribute to the achievement of your environmental commitments and/or climate

transition plan

The purpose of our Long-Term Incentive Plan (LTIP) is to encourage and reward delivery of the Sustainable Protein Plan, as well as embedding our Group Transition

Plan within our business strategy and incentivising management to deliver it. LTIPs provide a way of building up a meaningful shareholding in the Company and
providing alignment with shareholders’ interests.
[Add row]

(4.6) Does your organization have an environmental policy that addresses environmental issues?
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Does your organization have any environmental policies?

Select from:
Yes

[Fixed row]

(4.6.1) Provide details of your environmental policies.
Row 1

(4.6.1.1) Environmental issues covered

Select all that apply
Climate change

(4.6.1.2) Level of coverage

Select from:
Organization-wide

(4.6.1.3) Value chain stages covered

Select all that apply
Direct operations

(4.6.1.4) Explain the coverage

This policy covers 100% of HFG manufacturing operations.

(4.6.1.5) Environmental policy content
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Environmental commitments
Commitment to comply with regulations and mandatory standards
Commitment to stakeholder engagement and capacity building on environmental issues

Climate-specific commitments
Commitment to 100% renewable energy
Commitment to net-zero emissions

(4.6.1.6) Indicate whether your environmental policy is in line with global environmental treaties or policy goals

Select all that apply
Yes, in line with the Paris Agreement

(4.6.1.7) Public availability

Select from:
Publicly available

(4.6.1.8) Attach the policy
gpol017-environmental-policy-v2.pdf

Row 2

. .

(4.6.1.1) Environmental issues covered

Select all that apply
Forests

(4.6.1.2) Level of coverage

Select from:
Organization-wide
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(4.6.1.3) Value chain stages covered

Select all that apply
Direct operations

(4.6.1.4) Explain the coverage

This policy covers 100% of HFG manufacturing operations.

(4.6.1.5) Environmental policy content

Environmental commitments
Commitment to comply with regulations and mandatory standards
Commitment to stakeholder engagement and capacity building on environmental issues

Forests-specific commitments

Commitment to facilitate the inclusion of smallholders into the value chain
Commitment to no-conversion of natural ecosystems by target date
Commitment to no-deforestation by target date

Social commitments

Adoption of the UN International Labour Organization principles
Commitment to promote gender equality and women’s empowerment
Commitment to respect internationally recognized human rights

(4.6.1.6) Indicate whether your environmental policy is in line with global environmental treaties or policy goals

Select all that apply
No, but we plan to align in the next two years

(4.6.1.7) Public availability

Select from:
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Publicly available
(4.6.1.8) Attach the policy

Deforestation Statement and Human Rights Policy CDP submission 2025.pdf

Row 3

(4.6.1.1) Environmental issues covered

Select all that apply
Water

(4.6.1.2) Level of coverage

Select from:
Organization-wide

(4.6.1.3) Value chain stages covered

Select all that apply
Direct operations

(4.6.1.4) Explain the coverage

This policy covers 100% of HFG manufacturing operations.

(4.6.1.5) Environmental policy content

Environmental commitments
Commitment to comply with regulations and mandatory standards
Commitment to stakeholder engagement and capacity building on environmental issues

Water-specific commitments
Commitment to control/reduce/eliminate water pollution
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Commitment to reduce water consumption volumes
Commitment to reduce water withdrawal volumes
Commitment to safely managed WASH in local communities
Commitment to water stewardship and/or collective action

(4.6.1.6) Indicate whether your environmental policy is in line with global environmental treaties or policy goals

Select all that apply
Yes, in line with Sustainable Development Goal 6 on Clean Water and Sanitation

(4.6.1.7) Public availability

Select from:
Publicly available

(4.6.1.8) Attach the policy

gpol020-water-policy-v2.pdf
[Add row]

(4.10) Are you a signatory or member of any environmental collaborative frameworks or initiatives?

(4.10.1) Are you a signatory or member of any environmental collaborative frameworks or initiatives?

Select from:
Yes

(4.10.2) Collaborative framework or initiative

Select all that apply
UN Global Compact Science-Based Targets Initiative (SBTi)
Plastic Pact Network Sustainable Agriculture Initiative (SAI)
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Race to Zero Campaign Waste and Resources Action Programme (WRAP)
Sustainable Seafood Coalition Global Roundtable for Sustainable Beef (GRSB)

UK Roundtable on Sustainable Soy Task Force on Nature-related Financial Disclosures (TNFD)
Task Force on Climate-related Financial Disclosures (TCFD)

(4.10.3) Describe your organization’s role within each framework or initiative

Hilton Foods participates in a range of collaborative initiatives that support climate action, responsible sourcing, sustainable agriculture, packaging circularity and
transparent sustainability reporting. Through our involvement in the Plastic Pact Network, SAl, Sustainable Seafood Coalition, UK Roundtable on Sustainable Soy,
WRAP and the GRSB, we work with industry partners to drive more sustainable and resilient food systems. We support the Race to Zero campaign through our net
zero commitment and have validated science-based emissions reduction targets through the SBTi. We also use the TCFD and TNFD frameworks to strengthen
disclosure of climate-related and nature-related risks, opportunities and impacts. Hilton Foods was a member of the UN Global Compact through 2025.

[Fixed row]

(4.11) In the reporting year, did your organization engage in activities that could directly or indirectly influence policy, law,
or regulation that may (positively or negatively) impact the environment?

(4.11.1) External engagement activities that could directly or indirectly influence policy, law, or regulation that may impact

the environment

Yes
Yes, we engaged directly with policy makers

Yes, we engaged indirectly through, and/or provided financial or in-kind support to a trade association or other intermediary organization or individual
whose activities could influence policy, law, or regulation

(4.11.2) Indicate whether your organization has a public commitment or position statement to conduct your engagement

activities in line with global environmental treaties or policy goals

Select from:
Yes, we have a public commitment or position statement in line with global environmental treaties or policy goals

(4.11.3) Global environmental treaties or policy goals in line with public commitment or position statement
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Select all that apply
Paris Agreement

Sustainable Development Goal 14 Life Below Water

(4.11.5) Indicate whether your organization is registered on a transparency register

Select from:
Yes, my organization is registered

(4.11.6) Types of transparency register your organization is registered on

Select all that apply
Voluntary government register

(4.11.7) Disclose the transparency registers on which your organization is registered & the relevant ID numbers for your
organization

EU Code of Conduct

(4.11.8) Describe the process your organization has in place to ensure that your external engagement activities are

consistent with your environmental commitments and/or transition plan

As an organisation, we have the Sustainability Committee who we have upskilled and who have experience in this space. Our team consists of subject matter experts
who engage and advise on our behalf, of which engagement activities will deliver our Sustainable Protein Plan.
[Fixed row]

(4.11.1) On what policies, laws, or regulations that may (positively or negatively) impact the environment has your
organization been engaging directly with policy makers in the reporting year?

Row 1

(4.11.1.1) Specify the policy, law, or regulation on which your organization is engaging with policy makers
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Food Data Transparency Partnership (FDTP) - Department for Environment, Food & Rural Affairs (Defra)

(4.11.1.2) Environmental issues the policy, law, or regulation relates to

Select all that apply
Climate change

(4.11.1.3) Focus area of policy, law, or regulation that may impact the environment

Environmental impacts and pressures
Emissions — CO2

Emissions — methane

Emissions — other GHGs

(4.11.1.4) Geographic coverage of policy, law, or regulation

Select from:
National

(4.11.1.5) Country/area/region the policy, law, or regulation applies to

Select all that apply
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

(4.11.1.6) Your organization’s position on the policy, law, or regulation

Select from:
Support with minor exceptions

(4.11.1.7) Details of any exceptions and your organization’s proposed alternative approach to the policy, law, or regulation

There are some elements of delivery that still need to be resolved, including the scope, governance of data flows, and international alignment, which we are working
constructively with the group to resolve but overall we are supportive of the policy.
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(4.11.1.8) Type of direct engagement with policy makers on this policy, law, or regulation

Select all that apply

Regular meetings

Participation in working groups organized by policy makers
Responding to consultations

(4.11.1.9) Funding figure your organization provided to policy makers in the reporting year relevant to this policy, law, or
regulation (currency)

(4.11.1.10) Explain the relevance of this policy, law, or regulation to the achievement of your environmental commitments
and/or transition plan, how this has informed your engagement, and how you measure the success of your engagement

Harmonisation of data reporting from farm to fork allows us to effectively monitor our Scope 3 emissions without putting undue burden on the supply chain. Success
can be measured by the harmonisation of farm tools and the coalescing of the sector behind a few tools.

(4.11.1.11) Indicate if you have evaluated whether your organization’s engagement on this policy, law, or regulation is
aligned with global environmental treaties or policy goals

Select from:
Yes, we have evaluated, and it is aligned

(4.11.1.12) Global environmental treaties or policy goals aligned with your organization's engagement on this policy, law

or regulation

Select all that apply
Paris Agreement

Row 4

(4.11.1.1) Specify the policy, law, or regulation on which your organization is engaging with policy makers
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EUDR - Department of Agriculture, Food and the Marine (DFAM)

(4.11.1.2) Environmental issues the policy, law, or regulation relates to

Select all that apply
Forests

(4.11.1.3) Focus area of policy, law, or regulation that may impact the environment

Low-impact production and innovation
Deforestation-free products

(4.11.1.4) Geographic coverage of policy, law, or regulation

Select from:
National

(4.11.1.5) Country/area/region the policy, law, or regulation applies to

Select all that apply
Ireland

(4.11.1.6) Your organization’s position on the policy, law, or regulation

Select from:
Support with minor exceptions

(4.11.1.7) Details of any exceptions and your organization’s proposed alternative approach to the policy, law, or regulation

We agree with what the regulation is trying to deliver, however the Due Diligence expectations are not comparable with the risk level.

(4.11.1.8) Type of direct engagement with policy makers on this policy, law, or regulation

Select all that apply

133



Ad-hoc meetings
Participation in working groups organized by policy makers

(4.11.1.9) Funding figure your organization provided to policy makers in the reporting year relevant to this policy, law, or
regulation (currency)

(4.11.1.10) Explain the relevance of this policy, law, or regulation to the achievement of your environmental commitments
and/or transition plan, how this has informed your engagement, and how you measure the success of your engagement

Deforestation is a key mechanism for us to meet our 2048 net zero goal.

(4.11.1.11) Indicate if you have evaluated whether your organization’s engagement on this policy, law, or regulation is
aligned with global environmental treaties or policy goals

Select from:
Yes, we have evaluated, and it is aligned

(4.11.1.12) Global environmental treaties or policy goals aligned with your organization's engagement on this policy, law

or regulation

Select all that apply
Kunming-Montreal Global Biodiversity Framework

Row 5

(4.11.1.1) Specify the policy, law, or regulation on which your organization is engaging with policy makers

Water permits - Victorian Government

(4.11.1.2) Environmental issues the policy, law, or regulation relates to

Select all that apply
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Water

(4.11.1.3) Focus area of policy, law, or regulation that may impact the environment

Environmental impacts and pressures
Water availability

(4.11.1.4) Geographic coverage of policy, law, or regulation

Select from:
Sub-national

(4.11.1.5) Country/area/region the policy, law, or regulation applies to

Select all that apply
Australia

(4.11.1.6) Your organization’s position on the policy, law, or regulation

Select from:
Support with no exceptions

(4.11.1.8) Type of direct engagement with policy makers on this policy, law, or regulation

Select all that apply
Ad-hoc meetings
Responding to consultations

(4.11.1.9) Funding figure your organization provided to policy makers in the reporting year relevant to this policy, law, or

regulation (currency)
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(4.11.1.10) Explain the relevance of this policy, law, or regulation to the achievement of your environmental commitments

and/or transition plan, how this has informed your engagement, and how you measure the success of your engagement
Our Victoria facility is a major water user in a water-stressed area. Through this engagement, we have a clearer understanding of the long-term outlook.

(4.11.1.11) Indicate if you have evaluated whether your organization’s engagement on this policy, law, or regulation is

aligned with global environmental treaties or policy goals

Select from:

No, we have not evaluated
[Add row]

(4.11.2) Provide details of your indirect engagement on policy, law, or regulation that may (positively or negatively) impact
the environment through trade associations or other intermediary organizations or individuals in the reporting year.

Row 1

(4.11.2.1) Type of indirect engagement

Select from:
Indirect engagement via a trade association

(4.11.2.4) Trade association

Europe
Other trade association in Europe, please specify :British Meat Processors Association

(4.11.2.5) Environmental issues relevant to the policies, laws, or regulations on which the organization or individual has

taken a position

Select all that apply
Climate change
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(4.11.2.6) Indicate whether your organization’s position is consistent with the organization or individual you engage with

Select from:
Consistent

(4.11.2.7) Indicate whether your organization attempted to influence the organization or individual's position in the
reporting year

Select from:
Yes, we publicly promoted their current position

(4.11.2.8) Describe how your organization’s position is consistent with or differs from the organization or individual’'s
position, and any actions taken to influence their position

The British Meat Processors Association (BMPA) represents members on topics including food safety and science, environmental sustainability, diet and health. The
BMPA is committed to reaching the UK government's 2050 net zero goal and Hilton Foods is actively engaged in its work developing a net zero programme for the
sector.

(4.11.2.9) Funding figure your organization provided to this organization or individual in the reporting year (currency)

52745

(4.11.2.10) Describe the aim of this funding and how it could influence policy, law or regulation that may impact the
environment

This funding supports ongoing sector-wide advocacy. This is not entirely climate-focused, but the BMPA engage regularly with government on relevant legislation.

(4.11.2.11) Indicate if you have evaluated whether your organization’s engagement is aligned with global environmental

treaties or policy goals

Select from:
Yes, we have evaluated, and it is aligned
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(4.11.2.12) Global environmental treaties or policy goals aligned with your organization’s engagement on policy, law or

regulation

Select all that apply
Paris Agreement

Row 2

(4.11.2.1) Type of indirect engagement

Select from:
Indirect engagement via a trade association

(4.11.2.4) Trade association

Europe
Other trade association in Europe, please specify :UK Seafood Federation

(4.11.2.5) Environmental issues relevant to the policies, laws, or regulations on which the organization or individual has

taken a position

Select all that apply
Climate change
Ocean

(4.11.2.6) Indicate whether your organization’s position is consistent with the organization or individual you engage with

Select from:
Consistent

(4.11.2.7) Indicate whether your organization attempted to influence the organization or individual's position in the

reporting year
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Select from:
No, we did not attempt to influence their position

(4.11.2.8) Describe how your organization’s position is consistent with or differs from the organization or individual’'s

position, and any actions taken to influence their position
Hilton Foods position is the same as UK Seafood Federation position. Actions: participation in strategy committees and workshops.

(4.11.2.9) Funding figure your organization provided to this organization or individual in the reporting year (currency)

10000

(4.11.2.10) Describe the aim of this funding and how it could influence policy, law or regulation that may impact the
environment

The UK Seafood Federation acts as a recognised voice for the seafood industry, engaging with policymakers and regulators on environmental issues affecting the
sector. UKSF ensures that industry expertise and evidence inform the development of policies and regulations relating to sustainable fisheries, traceability, carbon
foot printing as well as other sustainability matters.

(4.11.2.11) Indicate if you have evaluated whether your organization’s engagement is aligned with global environmental
treaties or policy goals

Select from:
Yes, we have evaluated, and it is aligned

(4.11.2.12) Global environmental treaties or policy goals aligned with your organization’s engagement on policy, law or

regulation

Select all that apply
Paris Agreement

Sustainable Development Goal 14 Life Below Water
[Add row]
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(4.12) Have you published information about your organization’s response to environmental issues for this reporting year
in places other than your CDP response?

Select from:
Yes

(4.12.1) Provide details on the information published about your organization’s response to environmental issues for this
reporting year in places other than your CDP response. Please attach the publication.

Row 1

(4.12.1.1) Publication

Select from:
In mainstream reports

(4.12.1.2) Is your publication in line with a standard or framework?

Select from:
Yes

(4.12.1.3) Standard or framework the publication is in line with

Select all that apply
GRI

TCFD

TNFD

(4.12.1.4) Environmental issues covered in publication

Select all that apply
Climate change
Forests
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Water
Ocean
Biodiversity

(4.12.1.5) Status of the publication

Select from:
Complete

(4.12.1.6) Content elements

Select all that apply

Strategy Forest-related targets

Governance Dependencies & Impacts

Risks & Opportunities Climate-related targets
Water-related targets Water accounting figures

Value chain engagement Greenhouse gas emissions figures

(4.12.1.7) Page/section reference

All, but largely TCFD & TNFD on pages 45-65
(4.12.1.8) Attach the relevant publication
2025 Sustainability Report.pdf

(4.12.1.9) Comment

In our 2025 Sustainability Report which is published online
[Add row]
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CS5. Business strategy
(5.1) Does your organization use scenario analysis to identify environmental outcomes?
Climate change

(5.1.1) Use of scenario analysis

Select from:
Yes

(5.1.2) Frequency of analysis

Select from:
Annually

Forests

(5.1.1) Use of scenario analysis

Select from:
Yes

(5.1.2) Frequency of analysis

Select from:
Annually

=
o
=
(]
=

(5.1.1) Use of scenario analysis

Select from:
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Yes

(5.1.2) Frequency of analysis

Select from:

Annually
[Fixed row]

(5.1.1) Provide details of the scenarios used in your organization’s scenario analysis.
Climate change

(5.1.1.1) Scenario used

Physical climate scenarios
RCP 2.6

(5.1.1.2) SSPs used in conjunction with scenario

Select from:
SSP1

(5.1.1.3) Approach to scenario

Select from:
Qualitative and quantitative

(5.1.1.4) Scenario coverage

Select from:
Organization-wide

(5.1.1.5) Risk types considered in scenario
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Select all that apply
Chronic physical

(5.1.1.6) Temperature alignment of scenario

Select from:
1.5°C or lower

(5.1.1.7) Reference year

2020

(5.1.1.8) Timeframes covered

Select all that apply
2100

(5.1.1.9) Driving forces in scenario

Local ecosystem asset interactions, dependencies and impacts
Climate change (one of five drivers of nature change)

Regulators, legal and policy regimes
Global targets

(5.1.1.10) Assumptions, uncertainties and constraints in scenario

Impacts are considered in the context of the current business structure, financial performance and prices. Impacts are modelled to occur in a linear fashion, when in
practice dramatic climate-related impacts may occur suddenly after tipping points are breached. The analysis considers each risk and scenario in isolation, when in
practice climate-related risks may occur in parallel as part of a wider set of global impacts.

(5.1.1.11) Rationale for choice of scenario

Greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions are strongly reduced, resulting in a trajectory consistent with limiting the temperature increase to less than 1.5C in 2100 compared
to the pre-industrial period. This provides a below 2C scenatrio.
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Forests

(5.1.1.1) Scenario used

Physical climate scenarios
RCP 2.6

(5.1.1.2) SSPs used in conjunction with scenario

Select from:
SSP2

(5.1.1.3) Approach to scenario

Select from:
Qualitative and quantitative

(5.1.1.4) Scenario coverage

Select from:
Organization-wide

(5.1.1.5) Risk types considered in scenario

Select all that apply
Chronic physical

(5.1.1.6) Temperature alignment of scenario

Select from:
1.5°C or lower

(5.1.1.7) Reference year
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2020

(5.1.1.8) Timeframes covered

Select all that apply
2100

(5.1.1.9) Driving forces in scenario

Local ecosystem asset interactions, dependencies and impacts
Changes to the state of nature
Climate change (one of five drivers of nature change)

Regulators, legal and policy regimes
Global targets

(5.1.1.10) Assumptions, uncertainties and constraints in scenario

Impacts are considered in the context of the current business structure, financial performance and prices. Impacts are modelled to occur in a linear fashion, when in
practice dramatic climate-related impacts may occur suddenly after tipping points are breached. The analysis considers each risk and scenario in isolation, when in
practice climate-related risks may occur in parallel as part of a wider set of global impacts.

(5.1.1.11) Rationale for choice of scenario

Greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions are strongly reduced, resulting in a trajectory consistent with limiting the temperature increase to less than 1.5C in 2100 compared
to the pre-industrial period. This provides a below 2C scenatrio.

Water

(5.1.1.1) Scenario used

Water scenarios
WRI Aqueduct

146



(5.1.1.3) Approach to scenario

Select from:
Qualitative and quantitative

(5.1.1.4) Scenario coverage

Select from:
Organization-wide

(5.1.1.5) Risk types considered in scenario

Select all that apply
Acute physical
Chronic physical
Technology
Liability

(5.1.1.7) Reference year

2020

(5.1.1.8) Timeframes covered

Select all that apply
2030
2050
2080

(5.1.1.9) Driving forces in scenario

Stakeholder and customer demands
Impact of nature footprint on reputation
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Direct interaction with climate
On asset values, on the corporate

(5.1.1.10) Assumptions, uncertainties and constraints in scenario

To evaluate dependencies and impacts on water we used WRI Aqueducts physical risks data. Coastal and riverine flooding risks of varying intensities were also
assessed using historical and forecasted data, providing a detailed understanding of potential water-related vulnerabilities.

(5.1.1.11) Rationale for choice of scenario
As water is crucial for our sites operations, we performed different scenarios to understand better our dependencies and impacts from water resource perspective.

Climate change

(5.1.1.1) Scenario used

Physical climate scenarios
RCP 4.5

(5.1.1.2) SSPs used in conjunction with scenario

Select from:
SSP2

(5.1.1.3) Approach to scenario

Select from:
Qualitative and quantitative

(5.1.1.4) Scenario coverage

Select from:
Organization-wide
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(5.1.1.5) Risk types considered in scenario

Select all that apply
Chronic physical

(5.1.1.6) Temperature alignment of scenario

Select from:
2.5°C-2.9°C

(5.1.1.7) Reference year
2020
(5.1.1.8) Timeframes covered

Select all that apply
2100

(5.1.1.9) Driving forces in scenario

Local ecosystem asset interactions, dependencies and impacts
Climate change (one of five drivers of nature change)

Regulators, legal and policy regimes
Global targets

(5.1.1.10) Assumptions, uncertainties and constraints in scenario

Impacts are considered in the context of the current business structure, financial performance and prices. Impacts are modelled to occur in a linear fashion, when in
practice dramatic climate-related impacts may occur suddenly after tipping points are breached. The analysis considers each risk and scenario in isolation, when in
practice climate-related risks may occur in parallel as part of a wider set of global impacts.

. 0

(5.1.1.11) Rationale for choice of scenario
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A combination of physical and transition risk impacts as temperatures rise by around 2.5°C by 2100 with 50% probability. This scenario is used as it represents a
base case scenario with the trajectory implied by today’s policy settings.

Climate change

(5.1.1.1) Scenario used

Physical climate scenarios
RCP 8.5

(5.1.1.2) SSPs used in conjunction with scenario

Select from:
SSP5

(5.1.1.3) Approach to scenario

Select from:
Qualitative and quantitative

(5.1.1.4) Scenario coverage

Select from:
Organization-wide

(5.1.1.5) Risk types considered in scenario

Select all that apply
Chronic physical

(5.1.1.6) Temperature alignment of scenario

Select from:
4.0°C and above
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(5.1.1.7) Reference year

2020

(5.1.1.8) Timeframes covered

Select all that apply
2100

(5.1.1.9) Driving forces in scenario

Local ecosystem asset interactions, dependencies and impacts
Climate change (one of five drivers of nature change)

Regulators, legal and policy regimes
Global targets

(5.1.1.10) Assumptions, uncertainties and constraints in scenario

Impacts are considered in the context of the current business structure, financial performance and prices. Impacts are modelled to occur in a linear fashion, when in
practice dramatic climate-related impacts may occur suddenly after tipping points are breached. The analysis considers each risk and scenario in isolation, when in
practice climate-related risks may occur in parallel as part of a wider set of global impacts.

. 0

(5.1.1.11) Rationale for choice of scenario

GHG emissions continue to grow unmitigated, leading to a best estimate global average temperature rise of 4.3C by 2100. This scenario is included for its extreme
physical climate risk impacts. We have chosen to use geospatial risk modelling software to analyse the Group’s exposure to natural hazards such as heat stress, sea
level rise, storms and drought, and how these risks may change in the future under various scenarios for global temperature rise.

Water

(5.1.1.1) Scenario used

Water scenarios

WWF Water Risk Filter
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(5.1.1.3) Approach to scenario

Select from:
Qualitative and quantitative

(5.1.1.4) Scenario coverage

Select from:
Organization-wide

(5.1.1.5) Risk types considered in scenario

Select all that apply
Acute physical
Chronic physical

(5.1.1.7) Reference year

2020

(5.1.1.8) Timeframes covered

Select all that apply
2100

(5.1.1.9) Driving forces in scenario

Stakeholder and customer demands
Impact of nature footprint on reputation

Direct interaction with climate
On asset values, on the corporate
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(5.1.1.10) Assumptions, uncertainties and constraints in scenario

The WWEF water risk filter was applied to our sites to assess ongoing water vulnerability

(5.1.1.11) Rationale for choice of scenario
As water is crucial for our sites operations, we performed different scenarios to understand better our dependencies and impacts from water resource perspective.
Forests

(5.1.1.1) Scenario used

Physical climate scenarios
RCP 4.5

(5.1.1.2) SSPs used in conjunction with scenario

Select from:
SSP2

(5.1.1.3) Approach to scenario

Select from:
Qualitative and quantitative

(5.1.1.4) Scenario coverage

Select from:
Organization-wide

(5.1.1.5) Risk types considered in scenario

Select all that apply
Chronic physical
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(5.1.1.6) Temperature alignment of scenario

Select from:
2.5°C-2.9°C

(5.1.1.7) Reference year

2020

(5.1.1.8) Timeframes covered

Select all that apply
2100

(5.1.1.9) Driving forces in scenario

Local ecosystem asset interactions, dependencies and impacts
Changes to the state of nature
Climate change (one of five drivers of nature change)

Regulators, legal and policy regimes
Global targets

(5.1.1.10) Assumptions, uncertainties and constraints in scenario

Impacts are considered in the context of the current business structure, financial performance and prices. Impacts are modelled to occur in a linear fashion, when in
practice dramatic climate-related impacts may occur suddenly after tipping points are breached. The analysis considers each risk and scenario in isolation, when in
practice climate-related risks may occur in parallel as part of a wider set of global impacts.

(5.1.1.11) Rationale for choice of scenario

A combination of physical and transition risk impacts as temperatures rise by around 2.5C by 2100 with 50% probability. This scenario is used as it represents a base
case scenario with the trajectory implied by today’s policy settings.
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Forests

(5.1.1.1) Scenario used

Physical climate scenarios
RCP 8.5

(5.1.1.2) SSPs used in conjunction with scenario

Select from:
SSP5

(5.1.1.3) Approach to scenario

Select from:
Qualitative and quantitative

(5.1.1.4) Scenario coverage

Select from:
Organization-wide

(5.1.1.5) Risk types considered in scenario

Select all that apply
Chronic physical

(5.1.1.6) Temperature alignment of scenario

Select from:
4.0°C and above

(5.1.1.7) Reference year
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2020

(5.1.1.8) Timeframes covered

Select all that apply
2100

(5.1.1.9) Driving forces in scenario

Local ecosystem asset interactions, dependencies and impacts
Changes to the state of nature
Climate change (one of five drivers of nature change)

Regulators, legal and policy regimes
Global targets

(5.1.1.10) Assumptions, uncertainties and constraints in scenario

Impacts are considered in the context of the current business structure, financial performance and prices. Impacts are modelled to occur in a linear fashion, when in
practice dramatic climate-related impacts may occur suddenly after tipping points are breached. The analysis considers each risk and scenario in isolation, when in
practice climate-related risks may occur in parallel as part of a wider set of global impacts.

(5.1.1.11) Rationale for choice of scenario

GHG emissions continue to grow unmitigated, leading to a best estimate global average temperature rise of 4.3C by 2100. This scenario is included for its extreme
physical climate risk impacts. We have chosen to use geospatial risk modelling software to analyse the Group’s exposure to natural hazards such as heat stress, sea
level rise, storms and drought, and how these risks may change in the future under various scenarios for global temperature rise.

Climate change

(5.1.1.1) Scenario used

Climate transition scenarios
Bespoke climate transition scenario
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(5.1.1.3) Approach to scenario

Select from:
Qualitative and quantitative

(5.1.1.4) Scenario coverage

Select from:
Organization-wide

(5.1.1.5) Risk types considered in scenario

Select all that apply
Policy

Market
Technology

(5.1.1.6) Temperature alignment of scenario

Select from:
1.5°C or lower

(5.1.1.7) Reference year
2020
(5.1.1.8) Timeframes covered

Select all that apply
2050

(5.1.1.9) Driving forces in scenario
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Local ecosystem asset interactions, dependencies and impacts
Changes in ecosystem services provision
Climate change (one of five drivers of nature change)

Stakeholder and customer demands
Consumer attention to impact
Impact of nature footprint on reputation

Regulators, legal and policy regimes

Global regulation

Political impact of science (from galvanizing to paralyzing)
Global targets

Methodologies and expectations for science-based targets

Relevant technology and science
Granularity of available data (from aggregated to local)

Macro and microeconomy
Globalizing markets

(5.1.1.10) Assumptions, uncertainties and constraints in scenario

Impacts are considered in the context of the current business structure, financial performance and prices. Interactions between specific technologies is not completely
clear. The full efficacy of emerging technologies can not be fully assessed with accuracy. The analysis considers each risk and scenario in isolation, when in practice
climate-related risks may occur in parallel as part of a wider set of global impacts.

(5.1.1.11) Rationale for choice of scenario

Greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions are strongly reduced, resulting in a trajectory consistent with limiting the temperature increase to less than 1.5C in 2100 compared
to the pre-industrial period. This ensures long term business resilience. This scenario is bespoke to our business.
[Add row]

(5.1.2) Provide details of the outcomes of your organization’s scenario analysis.
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Climate change

(5.1.2.1) Business processes influenced by your analysis of the reported scenarios

Select all that apply

Risk and opportunities identification, assessment and management
Strategy and financial planning

Resilience of business model and strategy

Capacity building

Target setting and transition planning

(5.1.2.2) Coverage of analysis

Select from:
Organization-wide

(5.1.2.3) Summarize the influence of the scenario analysis on the selected business processes

Our Dutch sites are at high or extreme risk from rising sea levels and coastal storm surge under all scenarios by 2100, while our Grimsby sites are projected to
increase from medium to high risk under SSP2 and SSP5. Potential flooding is likely to cause damage to property, plant and equipment, inventory loss, disrupt
production and increased insurance premiums. Other sites are not identified as being vulnerable to sea level rise. Our Auckland facility has medium exposure to flash
floods, with maximum five-day precipitation projected to rise by 11% and 14% under SSP1 and SSP2 scenarios respectively by 2030. When measuring wind speed
severity, the site will remain at medium exposure (121-160km/h) to extratropical cyclones under all future time horizons and scenarios. While our modelling does not
indicate a direct impact to our Brisbane facility, our modelling suggests high precipitation stress and severe flash flooding may impact local infrastructure, transport
links and employees, affecting the normal operation of the site. High risks from storms were not identified at other sites. Sites in Australia (Truganina and Bunbury)
and Greece operate in water scarce areas, and this risk is expected to rise under all scenarios, with more infrequent precipitation events and increased annual
maximum temperatures. [JH1

Forests

(5.1.2.1) Business processes influenced by your analysis of the reported scenarios

Select all that apply
Risk and opportunities identification, assessment and management

Strategy and financial planning
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Resilience of business model and strategy
Capacity building
Target setting and transition planning

(5.1.2.2) Coverage of analysis

Select from:
Organization-wide

(5.1.2.3) Summarize the influence of the scenario analysis on the selected business processes

The results of heat stress show that all of our sites are located in zones of low or no wildfire risk currently. Weather conditions related to increased wildfire stress may
slightly increase at some sites under our base case and worst case scenarios relative to current period, but the location of our sites in industrial zones away from

vegetation mitigates direct impact from fires. Our exposure is not projected to increase materially across our estate under any scenarios or by any of the studied time
horizons (2030, 2050 & 2100).

Water

(5.1.2.1) Business processes influenced by your analysis of the reported scenarios

Select all that apply

Risk and opportunities identification, assessment and management
Strategy and financial planning

Resilience of business model and strategy

Capacity building

Target setting and transition planning

(5.1.2.2) Coverage of analysis

Select from:
Organization-wide

(5.1.2.3) Summarize the influence of the scenario analysis on the selected business processes
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Our Dutch sites are at high or extreme risk from rising sea levels and coastal storm surge under all scenarios by 2100, while our Grimsby sites are projected to
increase from medium to high risk under SSP2 and SSP5. Potential flooding is likely to cause damage to property, plant and equipment, inventory loss, disrupt
production and increased insurance premiums. Other sites are not identified as being vulnerable to sea level rise. Our Auckland facility has medium exposure to flash
floods, with maximum five-day precipitation projected to rise by 11% and 14% under SSP1 and SSP2 scenarios respectively by 2030. When measuring wind speed
severity, the site will remain at medium exposure (121-160km/h) to extratropical cyclones under all future time horizons and scenarios. While our modelling does not
indicate a direct impact to our Brisbane facility, our modelling suggests high precipitation stress and severe flash flooding may impact local infrastructure, transport
links and employees, affecting the normal operation of the site. High risks from storms were not identified at other sites. Sites in Australia (Truganina and Bunbury)
and Greece operate in water scarce areas, and this risk is expected to rise under all scenarios, with more infrequent precipitation events and increased annual
maximum temperatures.

[Fixed row]

(5.2) Does your organization’s strategy include a climate transition plan?

(5.2.1) Transition plan

Select from:
Yes, we have a climate transition plan which aligns with a 1.5°C world

(5.2.3) Publicly available climate transition plan

Select from:
Yes

(5.2.4) Plan explicitly commits to cease all spending on, and revenue generation from, activities that contribute to fossil

fuel expansion

Select from:
Yes

(5.2.5) Description of activities included in commitment and implementation of commitment

Our transition plan covers scope 1, 2 and 3.
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(5.2.10) Mechanism by which feedback is collected from shareholders on your climate transition plan

Select from:
We do not have a feedback mechanism in place, but we plan to introduce one within the next two years

(5.2.13) Description of key assumptions and dependencies on which the transition plan relies

Our Transition Plan is aligned to current government policy in relevant markets, in particular those focused on decarbonisation, but includes relevant mitigations if
those policies are not implemented change. More details can be found in attached relevant documents

(5.2.14) Description of progress against transition plan disclosed in current or previous reporting period

This is our first iteration of our transition plan. Full detail can be found in our attached transition plan and in this submission.

(5.2.15) Attach any relevant documents which detail your climate transition plan (optional)

hilton-foods-transition-plan_2024.pdf

(5.2.16) Other environmental issues that your climate transition plan considers

Select all that apply
Forests
Plastics

Ocean
Biodiversity

(5.2.17) Explain how the other environmental issues are considered in your climate transition plan

Ending deforestation is a key element of our transition plan and has been considered throughout as a key lever in our transition. The role of plastic packaging and
how we can achieve a circular packaging system is a key pillar of our transition plan. We have also considered plastic remediation within that. Biodiversity and
Oceans were also considered throughout the development of the transition plan.

(5.2.18) Adaptation-specific objectives included within your climate transition plan

Select from:
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Yes

(5.2.19) Describe the adaptation objectives included in your climate transition plan or standalone adaptation plan

Improving animal wellbeing is a crucial element in achieving lower emission production systems, for both terrestrial and sea life, as this reduces mortality and
maximises productivity. This can be seen in our salmon supply chain who have longstanding breeding programmes with integrated genetic selection to optimise
growth and improve disease resilience. Our soy supply chains are verified deforestation and conversion free, particularly in our material geographies supplying feed
to the countries where we source livestock. For more information see pages 13-17 of our transition plan.

[Fixed row]

(5.3) Have environmental risks and opportunities affected your strategy and/or financial planning?

(5.3.1) Environmental risks and/or opportunities have affected your strategy and/or financial planning

Select from:
Yes, both strategy and financial planning

(5.3.2) Business areas where environmental risks and/or opportunities have affected your strategy

Select all that apply
Products and services

Upstream/downstream value chain
Investment in R&D

Operations
[Fixed row]

(5.3.1) Describe where and how environmental risks and opportunities have affected your strategy.
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Environmental issues
relevant to the risks and/or
opportunities that have
affected your strategy in

Describe how environmental risks and/or opportunities have affected your
strategy in this area

Effect type

Products and services

Select all that apply
Physical risks
Transition risks
Opportunities

this area

Select all that apply
Climate change
Forests

Water

Details of how risks and opportunities have affected Hilton Foods strategy
can be found on pages 51-53 of our 2025 sustainability report

chain

Upstream/downstream value

Select all that apply
Physical risks
Transition risks
Opportunities

Select all that apply
Climate change
Forests

Water

Details of how risks and opportunities have affected Hilton Foods strategy
can be found on pages 51-53 of our 2025 sustainability report

Investment in R&D

Select all that apply
Physical risks
Transition risks

Select all that apply
Climate change
Forests

Details of how risks and opportunities have affected Hilton Foods strategy
can be found on pages 51-53 of our 2025 sustainability report

Opportunities Water
Operations Select all that apply Select all that apply Details of how risks and opportunities have affected Hilton Foods strategy
Physical risks Climate change can be found on pages 51-53 of our 2025 sustainability report
Transition risks Forests
Opportunities Water
[Add row]

(5.3.2) Describe where and how environmental risks and opportunities have affected your financial planning.

Row 1

(5.3.2.1) Financial planning elements that have been affected

Select all that apply
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Revenues
Direct costs
Acquisitions and divestments

(5.3.2.2) Effect type

Select all that apply
Physical risks
Transition risks
Opportunities

(5.3.2.3) Environmental issues relevant to the risks and/or opportunities that have affected these financial planning

elements

Select all that apply
Climate change

(5.3.2.4) Describe how environmental risks and/or opportunities have affected these financial planning elements

Climate related issues have influenced our financial decisions in acquisitions and divestments. Our acquisition of Seachill and Foppen demonstrates our continued
commitment to diversify our range of sustainable products. As part of our journey to circularity, we had capital investments and direct costs in R&D in order to ensure
we embed the waste hierarchy in every product decision we make. Reducing the amount of packaging we use is our first priority, before exploring reusable solutions
and then striving for the highest quality recycling route. This is implemented through a set of sustainable design principles, using systems thinking to ensure we are
providing the best packaging solution whilst considering any second life the product might have. These strategies ensure we are able to reduce the environmental
impact of our packaging throughout the full product lifecycle.

Row 2

(5.3.2.1) Financial planning elements that have been affected

Select all that apply

Revenues

Direct costs

Acquisitions and divestments
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(5.3.2.2) Effect type

Select all that apply
Physical risks
Transition risks
Opportunities

(5.3.2.3) Environmental issues relevant to the risks and/or opportunities that have affected these financial planning

elements

Select all that apply
Forests

(5.3.2.4) Describe how environmental risks and/or opportunities have affected these financial planning elements

Forest-related issues have influenced financial decisions in the implementation of our traceability systems. This enables us to monitor certification of ingredients in
line with our deforestation statement.

Row 3

(5.3.2.1) Financial planning elements that have been affected

Select all that apply

Revenues

Direct costs

Acquisitions and divestments

(5.3.2.2) Effect type

Select all that apply
Physical risks
Transition risks
Opportunities
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(5.3.2.3) Environmental issues relevant to the risks and/or opportunities that have affected these financial planning

elements

Select all that apply
Ocean

(5.3.2.4) Describe how environmental risks and/or opportunities have affected these financial planning elements

We have conducted detailed modelling on the availability of appropriate temperature water for production of salmon in the North Atlantic. Higher average
temperatures may contribute to welfare risks such as an increased window for the potential of sea lice infestation, exacerbated gill health challenges due to the
unpredicted presence of plankton, or prevalence of new diseases. As a consequence we are working to diversify our species portfolio. This requires us to invest in
equipment that can robustly handle multiple seafood species.

Row 4

(5.3.2.1) Financial planning elements that have been affected

Select all that apply
Revenues

Direct costs
Acquisitions and divestments

(5.3.2.2) Effect type

Select all that apply
Physical risks
Transition risks
Opportunities

(5.3.2.3) Environmental issues relevant to the risks and/or opportunities that have affected these financial planning

elements

Select all that apply
Water
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(5.3.2.4) Describe how environmental risks and/or opportunities have affected these financial planning elements

We have conducted a detailed water risk assessment on our sites and supply chains. It was identified that our sites in Truganina (Australia) and Preveza (Greece) are
located in areas of high-water stress and at greatest risk. To help mitigate these risks we have improved water efficiency in the cooling towers at the Truganina site
and improved the water circularity in Preveza.

[Add row]

(5.4) In your organization’s financial accounting, do you identify spending/revenue that is aligned with your organization’s
climate transition?

Identification of spending/revenue that is aligned with Methodology or framework used to assess alignment

your organization’s climate transition with your organization’s climate transition

Select from: Select all that apply
Yes Other methodology or framework

[Fixed row]

(5.4.1) Quantify the amount and percentage share of your spending/revenue that is aligned with your organization’s
climate transition.

Row 1

(5.4.1.1) Methodology or framework used to assess alignment

Select from:
Other, please specify :Turnover methodology

(5.4.1.5) Financial metric

Select from:

168



Revenue/Turnover

(5.4.1.6) Amount of selected financial metric that is aligned in the reporting year (currency)
4214600000

(5.4.1.7) Percentage share of selected financial metric aligned in the reporting year (%)

100

(5.4.1.8) Percentage share of selected financial metric planned to align in 2030 (%)
100

(5.4.1.9) Percentage share of selected financial metric planned to align in 2035 (%)

100

(5.4.1.12) Details of the methodology or framework used to assess alignment with your organization’s climate transition

Turnover from subsidiaries with business-level transition plans in line with the group transition plan.
[Add row]

(5.9) What is the trend in your organization’s water-related capital expenditure (CAPEX) and operating expenditure (OPEX)
for the reporting year, and the anticipated trend for the next reporting year?

(5.9.1) Water-related CAPEX (+/- % change)

100

(5.9.2) Anticipated forward trend for CAPEX (+/- % change)
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(5.9.3) Water-related OPEX (+/- % change)

0

(5.9.4) Anticipated forward trend for OPEX (+/- % change)

0

(5.9.5) Please explain

There was no water-related CAPEX 2024. In 2025 we invested in new nozzles, taps and valves to improve our water efficiency. We anticipate similar related capex in
the future. At a group level we don't track our water related permits and quality testing spend. However we expect our water related OPEX is about the same as 2024
and will remain similar in the future.

[Fixed row]

(5.10) Does your organization use an internal price on environmental externalities?

Use of internal pricing for this environmental externality

Carbon Select from:
Yes
Water Select from:
Yes
Other Select from:
No, and we do not plan to in the next two years

[Fixed row]

(5.10.1) Provide details of your organization’s internal price on carbon.
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Row 1

(5.10.1.1) Type of pricing scheme

Select from:
Shadow price

(5.10.1.2) Objectives for implementing internal price

Select all that apply
Conduct cost-benefit analysis
Incentivize consideration of climate-related issues in decision making

(5.10.1.3) Factors considered when determining the price

Select all that apply
Alignment to international standards
Alignment to scientific guidance

(5.10.1.4) Calculation methodology and assumptions made in determining the price

We have conducted a very limited pilot of a carbon price in specific business decisions to understand the effect that would have on decision-making. This was
calculated by benchmarking other organisations and considering carbon prices used in other sectors, assuming that this is representative of the market price.

(5.10.1.5) Scopes covered

Select all that apply

Scope 1

Scope 2

Scope 3, Category 2 - Capital goods

(5.10.1.6) Pricing approach used - spatial variance

Select from:
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Uniform

(5.10.1.8) Pricing approach used — temporal variance

Select from:
Static

(5.10.1.10) Minimum actual price used (currency per metric ton CO2e)

(5.10.1.11) Maximum actual price used (currency per metric ton CO2e)

100

(5.10.1.12) Business decision-making processes the internal price is applied to

Select all that apply
Capital expenditure

Procurement

(5.10.1.13) Internal price is mandatory within business decision-making processes

Select from:
No

(5.10.1.14) % total emissions in the reporting year in selected scopes this internal price covers

(5.10.1.15) Pricing approach is monitored and evaluated to achieve objectives

Select from:
No
[Add row]
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(5.10.2) Provide details of your organization’s internal price on water.

Row 1

(5.10.2.1) Type of pricing scheme

Select from:
Implicit price

(5.10.2.2) Objectives for implementing internal price

Select all that apply

Drive water efficiency

Incentivize consideration of water-related issues in decision making
Setting and/or achieving of water-related policies and targets

(5.10.2.3) Factors beyond current market price are considered in the price

Select from:
No

(5.10.2.16) Details of how the pricing approach is monitored and evaluated to achieve your objectives

we continually monitor the price of water in high stress regions
[Add row]

(5.11) Do you engage with your value chain on environmental issues?
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Engaging with this stakeholder on environmental

. Environmental issues covered
issues

Suppliers Select from: Select all that apply
Yes Climate change
Forests
Water
Ocean
Plastics
Smallholders Select from: I,
Yes
Customers Select from: Select all that apply
Yes Climate change
Forests
Water
Ocean
Plastics
Investors and shareholders Select from: Select all that apply
Yes Climate change
Forests
Water
Ocean
Plastics
Other value chain stakeholders Select from: Select all that apply
Yes Climate change
Forests
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Engaging with this stakeholder on environmental

. Environmental issues covered
issues

Water
Ocean
Plastics

[Fixed row]

(5.11.1) Does your organization assess and classify suppliers according to their dependencies and/or impacts on the
environment?

Climate change

(5.11.1.1) Assessment of supplier dependencies and/or impacts on the environment

Select from:
Yes, we assess the dependencies and/or impacts of our suppliers

(5.11.1.2) Criteria for assessing supplier dependencies and/or impacts on the environment

Select all that apply
Contribution to supplier-related Scope 3 emissions

(5.11.1.3) % Tier 1 suppliers assessed

Select from:
100%

(5.11.1.4) Define a threshold for classifying suppliers as having substantive dependencies and/or impacts on the

environment
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All suppliers are assessed on volume supplied and the environmental impact of the commodity.

(5.11.1.5) % Tier 1 suppliers meeting the threshold for substantive dependencies and/or impacts on the environment

Select from:
Less than 1%

(5.11.1.6) Number of Tier 1 suppliers meeting the thresholds for substantive dependencies and/or impacts on the
environment

57

Forests

(5.11.1.1) Assessment of supplier dependencies and/or impacts on the environment

Select from:
Yes, we assess the dependencies and/or impacts of our suppliers

(5.11.1.2) Criteria for assessing supplier dependencies and/or impacts on the environment

Select all that apply
Dependence on commodities

Impact on deforestation or conversion of other natural ecosystems

(5.11.1.3) % Tier 1 suppliers assessed

Select from:
100%

(5.11.1.4) Define a threshold for classifying suppliers as having substantive dependencies and/or impacts on the

environment

We have a risk algorithm that determines the level of engagement based on the level of deforestation risk they pose.
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(5.11.1.5) % Tier 1 suppliers meeting the threshold for substantive dependencies and/or impacts on the environment

Select from:
Less than 1%

(5.11.1.6) Number of Tier 1 suppliers meeting the thresholds for substantive dependencies and/or impacts on the
environment

34

Water

(5.11.1.1) Assessment of supplier dependencies and/or impacts on the environment

Select from:
Yes, we assess the dependencies and/or impacts of our suppliers

(5.11.1.2) Criteria for assessing supplier dependencies and/or impacts on the environment

Select all that apply

Basin/landscape/marine ecosystem condition
Dependence on ecosystem services/environmental assets
Impact on water availability

(5.11.1.3) % Tier 1 suppliers assessed

Select from:
100%

(5.11.1.4) Define a threshold for classifying suppliers as having substantive dependencies and/or impacts on the

environment

We have conducted water risk assessments for all our geographies. The suppliers that supply a significant volume from areas of high risk are included.
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(5.11.1.5) % Tier 1 suppliers meeting the threshold for substantive dependencies and/or impacts on the environment

Select from:
26-50%

(5.11.1.6) Number of Tier 1 suppliers meeting the thresholds for substantive dependencies and/or impacts on the
environment

115

Ocean

(5.11.1.1) Assessment of supplier dependencies and/or impacts on the environment

Select from:
Yes, we assess the dependencies and/or impacts of our suppliers

(5.11.1.2) Criteria for assessing supplier dependencies and/or impacts on the environment

Select all that apply
Dependence on commodities
Impact on threatened and protected species

(5.11.1.3) % Tier 1 suppliers assessed

Select from:
100%

(5.11.1.4) Define a threshold for classifying suppliers as having substantive dependencies and/or impacts on the

environment

We conduct temperature based risk assessments of our supply chain. We are working with the suppliers in the high risk areas

(5.11.1.5) % Tier 1 suppliers meeting the threshold for substantive dependencies and/or impacts on the environment
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Select from:
Less than 1%

(5.11.1.6) Number of Tier 1 suppliers meeting the thresholds for substantive dependencies and/or impacts on the

environment
2

Plastics

(5.11.1.1) Assessment of supplier dependencies and/or impacts on the environment

Select from:

No, we do not assess the dependencies and/or impacts of our suppliers, and have no plans to do so within two years
[Fixed row]

(5.11.2) Does your organization prioritize which suppliers to engage with on environmental issues?

Climate change

(5.11.2.1) Supplier engagement prioritization on this environmental issue

Select from:
Yes, we prioritize which suppliers to engage with on this environmental issue

(5.11.2.2) Criteria informing which suppliers are prioritized for engagement on this environmental issue

Select all that apply
In line with the criteria used to classify suppliers as having substantive dependencies and/or impacts relating to climate change
Business risk mitigation
Material sourcing
Procurement spend
Suppliers’ exposure or vulnerability to physical risks
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(5.11.2.4) Please explain

We work with our suppliers on a range of environmental issues and include environmental requirements in our terms of trade. This helps to reduce the risks to our

business around compliance, supply and resilience, as well as ensuring we meet our group targets. We have conducted risk assessments to identify substantive
impacts and dependencies in our supply chain.

Forests

(5.11.2.1) Supplier engagement prioritization on this environmental issue

Select from:
Yes, we prioritize which suppliers to engage with on this environmental issue

(5.11.2.2) Criteria informing which suppliers are prioritized for engagement on this environmental issue

Select all that apply
In line with the criteria used to classify suppliers as having substantive dependencies and/or impacts relating to forests
Material sourcing

(5.11.2.4) Please explain

We work with our suppliers on a range of environmental issues and include environmental requirements in our terms of trade. This helps to reduce the risks to our
business around compliance, supply and resilience, as well as ensuring we meet our group targets. We have conducted risk assessments to identify substantive
impacts and dependencies in our supply chain.

Water

(5.11.2.1) Supplier engagement prioritization on this environmental issue

Select from:
Yes, we prioritize which suppliers to engage with on this environmental issue

(5.11.2.2) Criteria informing which suppliers are prioritized for engagement on this environmental issue

Select all that apply
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In line with the criteria used to classify suppliers as having substantive dependencies and/or impacts relating to water
Business risk mitigation

(5.11.2.4) Please explain

We work with our suppliers on a range of environmental issues and include environmental requirements in our terms of trade. This helps to reduce the risks to our

business around compliance, supply and resilience, as well as ensuring we meet our group targets. We have conducted risk assessments to identify substantive
impacts and dependencies in our supply chain.

Ocean

(5.11.2.1) Supplier engagement prioritization on this environmental issue

Select from:
Yes, we prioritize which suppliers to engage with on this environmental issue

(5.11.2.2) Criteria informing which suppliers are prioritized for engagement on this environmental issue

Select all that apply

In line with the criteria used to classify suppliers as having substantive dependencies and/or impacts relating to the ocean
Business risk mitigation

Material sourcing
Procurement spend
Suppliers’ exposure or vulnerability to physical risks

(5.11.2.4) Please explain

We work with our suppliers on a range of environmental issues and include environmental requirements in our terms of trade. This helps to reduce the risks to our

business around compliance, supply and resilience, as well as ensuring we meet our group targets. We have conducted risk assessments to identify substantive
impacts and dependencies in our supply chain.

Plastics

(5.11.2.1) Supplier engagement prioritization on this environmental issue
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Select from:
Yes, we prioritize which suppliers to engage with on this environmental issue

(5.11.2.2) Criteria informing which suppliers are prioritized for engagement on this environmental issue

Select all that apply
Other, please specify :Recycling

(5.11.2.4) Please explain

We work with our suppliers on a range of environmental issues and include environmental requirements in our terms of trade. This helps to reduce the risks to our
business around compliance, supply and resilience, as well as ensuring we meet our group targets. We have conducted risk assessments to identify substantive
impacts and dependencies in our supply chain.

[Fixed row]

(5.11.5) Do your suppliers have to meet environmental requirements as part of your organization’s purchasing process?

Climate change

(5.11.5.1) Suppliers have to meet specific environmental requirements related to this environmental issue as part of the

purchasing process

Select from:
Yes, environmental requirements related to this environmental issue are included in our supplier contracts

(5.11.5.2) Policy in place for addressing supplier non-compliance

Select from:
Yes, we have a policy in place for addressing non-compliance

(5.11.5.3) Comment

Our Supplier Compliance solution simplifies supplier data capture and compliance checks through a clear and user-friendly format. The solution centralises supplier
approval lists, questionnaires, approval and compliancy tracking and supplier documentation. In one central location, users can manage supplier compliance through
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supply chain mapping and risk assessments, supplier ranking and KPIs. The platform provides dashboard reporting, audit schedules and automated notifications to
help users manage the supplier compliance process.

Forests

(5.11.5.1) Suppliers have to meet specific environmental requirements related to this environmental issue as part of the

purchasing process

Select from:
Yes, environmental requirements related to this environmental issue are included in our supplier contracts

(5.11.5.2) Policy in place for addressing supplier non-compliance

Select from:
Yes, we have a policy in place for addressing non-compliance

(5.11.5.3) Comment

Our Supplier Compliance solution simplifies supplier data capture and compliance checks through a clear and user-friendly format. The solution centralises supplier
approval lists, questionnaires, approval and compliancy tracking and supplier documentation. In one central location, users can manage supplier compliance through
supply chain mapping and risk assessments, supplier ranking and KPIs. The platform provides dashboard reporting, audit schedules and automated notifications to
help users manage the supplier compliance process.

Water

(5.11.5.1) Suppliers have to meet specific environmental requirements related to this environmental issue as part of the

purchasing process

Select from:
Yes, environmental requirements related to this environmental issue are included in our supplier contracts

(5.11.5.2) Policy in place for addressing supplier non-compliance

Select from:
Yes, we have a policy in place for addressing non-compliance
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(5.11.5.3) Comment

Our Supplier Compliance solution simplifies supplier data capture and compliance checks through a clear and user-friendly format. The solution centralises supplier
approval lists, questionnaires, approval and compliancy tracking and supplier documentation. In one central location, users can manage supplier compliance through
supply chain mapping and risk assessments, supplier ranking and KPIs. The platform provides dashboard reporting, audit schedules and automated notifications to
help users manage the supplier compliance process.

[Fixed row]

(5.11.6) Provide details of the environmental requirements that suppliers have to meet as part of your organization’s
purchasing process, and the compliance measures in place.

Climate change

(5.11.6.1) Environmental requirement

Select from:
Regular environmental risk assessments (at least once annually)

(5.11.6.2) Mechanisms for monitoring compliance with this environmental requirement

Select all that apply
Geospatial monitoring tool

On-site third-party audit
Supplier self-assessment

(5.11.6.3) % tier 1 suppliers by procurement spend required to comply with this environmental requirement

Select from:
100%

(5.11.6.4) % tier 1 suppliers by procurement spend in compliance with this environmental requirement

Select from:

100%
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(5.11.6.7) % tier 1 supplier-related scope 3 emissions attributable to the suppliers required to comply with this

environmental requirement

Select from:
100%

(5.11.6.8) % tier 1 supplier-related scope 3 emissions attributable to the suppliers in compliance with this environmental
requirement

Select from:
76-99%

(5.11.6.9) Response to supplier non-compliance with this environmental requirement

Select from:
Retain and engage

(5.11.6.10) % of non-compliant suppliers engaged

Select from:
100%

(5.11.6.11) Procedures to engage non-compliant suppliers

Select all that apply
Assessing the efficacy and efforts of non-compliant supplier actions through consistent and quantified metrics
Providing information on appropriate actions that can be taken to address non-compliance

(5.11.6.12) Comment

N/A

Forests
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(5.11.6.1) Environmental requirement

Select from:
Secure Free, Prior and Informed Consent (FPIC) of Indigenous Peoples and local communities

(5.11.6.2) Mechanisms for monitoring compliance with this environmental requirement

Select all that apply
Certification
On-site third-party audit

(5.11.6.3) % tier 1 suppliers by procurement spend required to comply with this environmental requirement

Select from:
100%

(5.11.6.4) % tier 1 suppliers by procurement spend in compliance with this environmental requirement

Select from:
100%

(5.11.6.5) % tier 1 suppliers with substantive environmental dependencies and/or impacts related to this environmental
issue required to comply with this environmental requirement

Select from:
100%

(5.11.6.6) % tier 1 suppliers with substantive environmental dependencies and/or impacts related to this environmental
issue that are in compliance with this environmental requirement

Select from:
100%

(5.11.6.9) Response to supplier non-compliance with this environmental requirement
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Select from:
Exclude

(5.11.6.12) Comment

N/A

Water

(5.11.6.1) Environmental requirement

Select from:
Regular environmental risk assessments (at least once annually)

(5.11.6.2) Mechanisms for monitoring compliance with this environmental requirement

Select all that apply
Geospatial monitoring tool
On-site third-party audit

(5.11.6.3) % tier 1 suppliers by procurement spend required to comply with this environmental requirement

Select from:
100%

(5.11.6.4) % tier 1 suppliers by procurement spend in compliance with this environmental requirement

Select from:
100%

(5.11.6.5) % tier 1 suppliers with substantive environmental dependencies and/or impacts related to this environmental

issue required to comply with this environmental requirement

Select from:
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100%

(5.11.6.6) % tier 1 suppliers with substantive environmental dependencies and/or impacts related to this environmental

issue that are in compliance with this environmental requirement

Select from:
100%

(5.11.6.9) Response to supplier non-compliance with this environmental requirement

Select from:
Retain and engage

(5.11.6.10) % of non-compliant suppliers engaged

Select from:
1-25%

(5.11.6.11) Procedures to engage non-compliant suppliers

Select all that apply
Assessing the efficacy and efforts of non-compliant supplier actions through consistent and quantified metrics
Providing information on appropriate actions that can be taken to address non-compliance

(5.11.6.12) Comment

N/A
[Add row]

(5.11.7) Provide further details of your organization’s supplier engagement on environmental issues.

Climate change
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(5.11.7.2) Action driven by supplier engagement

Select from:
Adaptation to climate change

(5.11.7.3) Type and details of engagement

Innovation and collaboration
Collaborate with suppliers on innovations to reduce environmental impacts in products and services
Facilitate adoption of a unified climate transition approach with suppliers

Other innovation and collaboration activity, please specify :We work with our suppliers on various projects such as: Recycled content in plastic packaging,
sustainable soy in animal feed, highly efficient trawlers with on board processing of otherwise discarded products, and methane reducing feed additives.

(5.11.7.4) Upstream value chain coverage

Select all that apply
Tier 1 suppliers

(5.11.7.5) % of tier 1 suppliers by procurement spend covered by engagement

Select from:
51-75%

(5.11.7.6) % of tier 1 supplier-related scope 3 emissions covered by engagement

Select from:
51-75%

(5.11.7.9) Describe the engagement and explain the effect of your engagement on the selected environmental action

Engaged suppliers to understand their transition activities and share research into shared supply chains.
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(5.11.7.10) Engagement is helping your tier 1 suppliers meet an environmental requirement related to this environmental

issue

Select from:
Yes, please specify the environmental requirement :certified soy in animal feed, recycled content in packaging

(5.11.7.11) Engagement is helping your tier 1 suppliers engage with their own suppliers on the selected action

Select from:
Yes

Forests

(5.11.7.1) Commodity

Select from:
Timber products

(5.11.7.2) Action driven by supplier engagement

Select from:
No deforestation and/or conversion of other natural ecosystems

(5.11.7.3) Type and details of engagement

Innovation and collaboration
Collaborate with suppliers on innovations to reduce environmental impacts in products and services
Engage with suppliers to advocate for policy or regulatory change to address environmental challenges

(5.11.7.4) Upstream value chain coverage

Select all that apply
Tier 1 suppliers
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Tier 3 suppliers

(5.11.7.5) % of tier 1 suppliers by procurement spend covered by engagement

Select from:
76-99%

(5.11.7.7) % tier 1 suppliers with substantive impacts and/or dependencies related to this environmental issue covered by
engagement

Select from:
76-99%

(5.11.7.8) Number of tier 2+ suppliers engaged

(5.11.7.9) Describe the engagement and explain the effect of your engagement on the selected environmental action

We engage with our suppliers to ensure paper for our packaging comes from sustainable sources. We request evidence

(5.11.7.10) Engagement is helping your tier 1 suppliers meet an environmental requirement related to this environmental
issue

Select from:
Yes, please specify the environmental requirement :Deforestation and conversion free certification

(5.11.7.11) Engagement is helping your tier 1 suppliers engage with their own suppliers on the selected action

Select from:
Yes

Water
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(5.11.7.2) Action driven by supplier engagement

Select from:
Total water withdrawal volumes reduction

(5.11.7.3) Type and details of engagement

Information collection
Collect environmental risk and opportunity information at least annually from suppliers

(5.11.7.4) Upstream value chain coverage

Select all that apply
Tier 1 suppliers

(5.11.7.5) % of tier 1 suppliers by procurement spend covered by engagement

Select from:
51-75%

(5.11.7.7) % tier 1 suppliers with substantive impacts and/or dependencies related to this environmental issue covered by
engagement

Select from:
1-25%

(5.11.7.9) Describe the engagement and explain the effect of your engagement on the selected environmental action

We are working with suppliers to ensure production is not concentrated in areas of high water stress through detailed supply chain modelling. By identifying supply
hot spots we are able to craft strategies to reduce this dependence.

(5.11.7.10) Engagement is helping your tier 1 suppliers meet an environmental requirement related to this environmental

issue
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Select from:
Yes, please specify the environmental requirement :Water stress hot spots

(5.11.7.11) Engagement is helping your tier 1 suppliers engage with their own suppliers on the selected action

Select from:
Yes

Ocean

(5.11.7.2) Action driven by supplier engagement

Select from:
Avoid and reduce overexploitation of marine wildlife

(5.11.7.3) Type and details of engagement

Information collection
Collect environmental risk and opportunity information at least annually from suppliers

Innovation and collaboration
Collaborate with suppliers on innovations to reduce environmental impacts in products and services
Engage with suppliers to advocate for policy or regulatory change to address environmental challenges

(5.11.7.4) Upstream value chain coverage

Select all that apply
Tier 1 suppliers
Tier 2 suppliers

(5.11.7.5) % of tier 1 suppliers by procurement spend covered by engagement

Select from:
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76-99%

(5.11.7.7) % tier 1 suppliers with substantive impacts and/or dependencies related to this environmental issue covered by

engagement

Select from:
Less than 1%

(5.11.7.8) Number of tier 2+ suppliers engaged

5

(5.11.7.9) Describe the engagement and explain the effect of your engagement on the selected environmental action

We engage continuously with suppliers and require annual disclosure of key sustainability topics, including aqua feed disclosures, certification status and
environmental risks. This enables us to improve transparency across our seafood supply chains, conduct robust risk assessments, and drive continuous
improvement. Through collaboration with suppliers and technology providers, we strengthen responsible sourcing practices, support sustainable fisheries and
aquaculture, and contribute to the long-term health and resilience of marine ecosystems.

(5.11.7.11) Engagement is helping your tier 1 suppliers engage with their own suppliers on the selected action

Select from:
Yes

Plastics

(5.11.7.2) Action driven by supplier engagement

Select from:
Removal of plastic from the environment

(5.11.7.3) Type and details of engagement

Information collection
Other information collection activity, please specify :Recyclability
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Innovation and collaboration
Collaborate with suppliers on innovations to reduce environmental impacts in products and services

(5.11.7.4) Upstream value chain coverage

Select all that apply
Tier 1 suppliers

(5.11.7.5) % of tier 1 suppliers by procurement spend covered by engagement

Select from:
76-99%

(5.11.7.9) Describe the engagement and explain the effect of your engagement on the selected environmental action

We engage with our customers and suppliers to deliver a recyclable packaging and remove non-recyclable on each stage of the value chain.

(5.11.7.11) Engagement is helping your tier 1 suppliers engage with their own suppliers on the selected action

Select from:
Yes

Forests

(5.11.7.1) Commodity

Select from:
Palm oil

(5.11.7.2) Action driven by supplier engagement

Select from:
No deforestation and/or conversion of other natural ecosystems
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(5.11.7.3) Type and details of engagement

Innovation and collaboration
Collaborate with suppliers on innovations to reduce environmental impacts in products and services
Engage with suppliers to advocate for policy or regulatory change to address environmental challenges

(5.11.7.4) Upstream value chain coverage

Select all that apply
Tier 1 suppliers
Tier 3 suppliers

(5.11.7.5) % of tier 1 suppliers by procurement spend covered by engagement

Select from:
76-99%

(5.11.7.7) % tier 1 suppliers with substantive impacts and/or dependencies related to this environmental issue covered by
engagement

Select from:
76-99%

(5.11.7.8) Number of tier 2+ suppliers engaged

(5.11.7.9) Describe the engagement and explain the effect of your engagement on the selected environmental action

Engaged with suppliers to gain verification that all of our palm oil has not contributed to deforestation including evidence.

(5.11.7.10) Engagement is helping your tier 1 suppliers meet an environmental requirement related to this environmental

issue
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Select from:
Yes, please specify the environmental requirement :Deforestation and conversion free certification

(5.11.7.11) Engagement is helping your tier 1 suppliers engage with their own suppliers on the selected action

Select from:
Yes

Forests

(5.11.7.1) Commodity

Select from:
Cattle products

(5.11.7.2) Action driven by supplier engagement

Select from:
No deforestation and/or conversion of other natural ecosystems

(5.11.7.3) Type and details of engagement

Capacity building
Support suppliers to set their own environmental commitments across their operations

Innovation and collaboration

Collaborate with suppliers on innovations to reduce environmental impacts in products and services

Engage with suppliers to advocate for policy or regulatory change to address environmental challenges

Other innovation and collaboration activity, please specify :support research initiatives on lower carbon agricultural practices

(5.11.7.4) Upstream value chain coverage

Select all that apply
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Tier 1 suppliers
Tier 2 suppliers
Tier 3 suppliers

(5.11.7.5) % of tier 1 suppliers by procurement spend covered by engagement

Select from:
76-99%

(5.11.7.7) % tier 1 suppliers with substantive impacts and/or dependencies related to this environmental issue covered by

engagement

Select from:
76-99%

(5.11.7.8) Number of tier 2+ suppliers engaged

0

(5.11.7.9) Describe the engagement and explain the effect of your engagement on the selected environmental action

Continuous Engagement with suppliers in the EU to ensure we comply with EUDR. Including government bodies to ensure we meet regulations.

(5.11.7.10) Engagement is helping your tier 1 suppliers meet an environmental requirement related to this environmental
issue

Select from:
Yes, please specify the environmental requirement :Deforestation and conversion free certification

(5.11.7.11) Engagement is helping your tier 1 suppliers engage with their own suppliers on the selected action

Select from:
Yes
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Forests

(5.11.7.1) Commodity

Select from:
Soy

(5.11.7.2) Action driven by supplier engagement

Select from:
No deforestation and/or conversion of other natural ecosystems

(5.11.7.3) Type and details of engagement

Innovation and collaboration
Collaborate with suppliers on innovations to reduce environmental impacts in products and services
Engage with suppliers to advocate for policy or regulatory change to address environmental challenges

(5.11.7.4) Upstream value chain coverage

Select all that apply
Tier 1 suppliers

Tier 3 suppliers

(5.11.7.5) % of tier 1 suppliers by procurement spend covered by engagement

Select from:
76-99%

(5.11.7.7) % tier 1 suppliers with substantive impacts and/or dependencies related to this environmental issue covered by

engagement

Select from:
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76-99%

(5.11.7.8) Number of tier 2+ suppliers engaged

0

(5.11.7.9) Describe the engagement and explain the effect of your engagement on the selected environmental action

Engaged with suppliers and NGOs. We also are supporting the development of a standard for our supplying farmers to be able to purchase deforestation free soy.

(5.11.7.10) Engagement is helping your tier 1 suppliers meet an environmental requirement related to this environmental
issue

Select from:
Yes, please specify the environmental requirement :Deforestation and conversion free certification

(5.11.7.11) Engagement is helping your tier 1 suppliers engage with their own suppliers on the selected action

Select from:
Yes
[Add row]

(5.11.8) Provide details of any environmental smallholder engagement activity

Row 1

(5.11.8.1) Commodity

Select from:
Cattle products

(5.11.8.2) Type and details of smallholder engagement approach
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Capacity building
Offer on-site technical assistance and extension services
Support smallholders to adopt best practices which protect biodiversity

(5.11.8.3) Number of smallholders engaged

31

(5.11.8.4) Effect of engagement and measures of success

We have engaged smallholder farms in the bioacoustic monitoring of bird biodiversity. This has enabled farmers to better understand the trophic structures in their
farm and implement ecosystem enhancements accordingly. The measure of success is farms being able to act on the data provided and assess the effectiveness of
the implemented ecosystem enhancements in the follow up recordings.

[Add row]

(5.11.9) Provide details of any environmental engagement activity with other stakeholders in the value chain.

Climate change

(5.11.9.1) Type of stakeholder

Select from:
Customers

(5.11.9.2) Type and details of engagement

Education/Information sharing
Share information about your products and relevant certification schemes
Share information on environmental initiatives, progress and achievements

Innovation and collaboration
Collaborate with stakeholders in creation and review of your climate transition plan
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(5.11.9.3) % of stakeholder type engaged

Select from:
76-99%

(5.11.9.4) % stakeholder-associated scope 3 emissions

Select from:
76-99%

(5.11.9.5) Rationale for engaging these stakeholders and scope of engagement

We work in partnership with our customers, sharing data and transition planning details to deliver on our shared scope 3 goals. This includes regular working-level
feedback systems and formal data sharing of relevant data on our climate footprint and underlying methodologies.

(5.11.9.6) Effect of engagement and measures of success

This enables us to modify our transition planning activities in line with our customer expectations to ensure we can more effectively deliver our transition. Success is
measured through the effectiveness of our carbon reductions and through customer satisfaction metrics.

Forests

(5.11.9.1) Type of stakeholder

Select from:
Investors and shareholders

(5.11.9.2) Type and details of engagement

Education/Information sharing
Educate and work with stakeholders on understanding and measuring exposure to environmental risks

Innovation and collaboration
Collaborate with stakeholders on innovations to reduce environmental impacts in products and services
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(5.11.9.3) % of stakeholder type engaged

Select from:
100%

(5.11.9.5) Rationale for engaging these stakeholders and scope of engagement

We share details of our sustainability innovation projects and risk exposure with investors and shareholders both at relevant formal junctures and on an ad hoc basis
on request. This is to ensure they remain informed on our progress against our Transition Plan and provide them with information to balance the risks in their
investments. All our investors are also sent a copy of our annual report.

(5.11.9.6) Effect of engagement and measures of success

This engagement enables us to enhance our risk monitoring through ongoing communication with those working with peers. Success is measured through investor
satisfaction.

Water

(5.11.9.1) Type of stakeholder

Select from:
Investors and shareholders

(5.11.9.2) Type and details of engagement

Education/Information sharing
Educate and work with stakeholders on understanding and measuring exposure to environmental risks
Run an engagement campaign to educate stakeholders about the environmental impacts about your products, goods and/or services

(5.11.9.3) % of stakeholder type engaged

Select from:
100%
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(5.11.9.5) Rationale for engaging these stakeholders and scope of engagement

We are currently developing our understanding of water impacts within our supply chain. We engage with our investors to deepen their understanding of companies’
water-related dependencies and impacts. This includes understanding our direct operations, both upstream and downstream value chain. All our investors are also
sent a copy of our annual report.

(5.11.9.6) Effect of engagement and measures of success

This engagement enables understanding our major stakeholders' request on water risk mitigation and opportunity creation. Success is measured through including
water into company strategy.

Climate change

(5.11.9.1) Type of stakeholder

Select from:
Investors and shareholders

(5.11.9.2) Type and details of engagement

Education/Information sharing
Share information about your products and relevant certification schemes
Share information on environmental initiatives, progress and achievements

(5.11.9.3) % of stakeholder type engaged

Select from:
100%

(5.11.9.4) % stakeholder-associated scope 3 emissions

Select from:
Less than 1%
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(5.11.9.5) Rationale for engaging these stakeholders and scope of engagement

We engage with investors through multiple benchmarking platforms, including CDP to share details on the certification of products and our progress against our
strategy in addition to disclosing this in our annual Sustainability Report and sharing highlights when presenting results. All our investors are also sent a copy of our
annual report.

(5.11.9.6) Effect of engagement and measures of success

This engagement pushes for transparency and best practice reporting to drive change and help us reach our targets.
[Add row]

(5.16) Do you have any ocean-related targets active in the reporting year?

Do you have any ocean-related targets?

Row 1 Select from:
Yes

[Fixed row]

(5.16.1) Provide details of your ocean-related targets and the progress made.

(5.16.1.1) Target reference number

Select from:
Ocean target 1

(5.16.1.2) Category of target

Select from:
Other, please specify :Compliance towards the seafood sourcing policy
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(5.16.1.3) State your target

100% of seafood responsibly sourced to Hilton Foods standards (aligned to the Sustainable Seafood Coalition code and PAS 1550), and openly reporting supply
chains through the Ocean Disclosure Project.

(5.16.1.4) Global environmental treaties/ initiatives/ frameworks aligned with or supported by this target

Global environmental treaty/initiative/ framework
Sustainable Development Goal 14
Other, please specify :Sustainable seafood coalition

(5.16.1.5) Please explain
Ending overfishing and destructive fishing practices while removing harmful subsidies.

Row 2

(5.16.1.1) Target reference number

Select from:
Ocean target 2

(5.16.1.2) Category of target

Select from:
Avoid and reduce overexploitation of marine wildlife

(5.16.1.3) State your target

Hilton Foods Seachill directly sourced wild caught seafood 100% certified to the MSC standard or equivalent.

(5.16.1.4) Global environmental treaties/ initiatives/ frameworks aligned with or supported by this target
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Global environmental treaty/initiative/ framework
Sustainable Development Goal 14

(5.16.1.5) Please explain

Ending overfishing and destructive fishing practices while removing harmful subsidies.
[Add row]
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C6. Environmental performance - Consolidation approach

(6.1) Provide details on your chosen consolidation approach for the calculation of environmental performance data.

Climate change

Consolidation approach used

Select from:
Equity share

Provide the rationale for the choice of consolidation approach

Aligned to Greenhouse Gas Protocol

Forests Select from: Aligned to our scope of climate change
Equity share

Water Select from: Equity share basis for production sites. Immateriality and challenge collecting the data
Equity share for our offices

Plastics Select from: Aligned to our scope of climate change
Equity share

Biodiversity Select from: We take full responsibility for land occupied by companies where we have financial
Operational control control, not a commensurate proportion of it

[Fixed row]
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C7. Environmental performance - Climate change

(7.1) Is this your first year of reporting emissions data to CDP?

Select from:
No

(7.1.1) Has your organization undergone any structural changes in the reporting year, or are any previous structural
changes being accounted for in this disclosure of emissions data?

(7.1.1.1) Has there been a structural change?

Select all that apply
Yes, a divestment

(7.1.1.2) Name of organization(s) acquired, divested from, or merged with

Foods Connected Limited; Fairfax Meadow Limited

(7.1.1.3) Details of structural change(s), including completion dates

On 18 September 2025, the Group disposed of its 65% interest in Foods Conected Limited. Following the disposal, the Group holds an investment in Alimenta Topco
and therefore ultimately indirectly retains a 26.3% interest in Foods Connected Limited. On 28 September 2025, the Group disposed of its 100% interest in Fairfax
Meadow Limited.

[Fixed row]

(7.1.2) Has your emissions accounting methodology, boundary, and/or reporting year definition changed in the reporting
year?
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(7.1.2.1) Change(s) in methodology, boundary, and/or reporting year definition?

Select all that apply
Yes, a change in methodology

(7.1.2.2) Details of methodology, boundary, and/or reporting year definition change(s)

Through deployment of SCEPT and data collection in our other protein supply chains we have integrated a larger number of primary datasets into our calculation.

This however has not been backward calculated due to the unavailability of data. We have also implemented product carbon footprinting into our process for major
capital purchases. Delivery of proteins to sites will now be calculated using the exact location of our suppliers rather than representative regional averages. We have
updated our data collection of air freight to more accurately reflect emissions from air freight and this has been integrated into our emissions reporting. Our use of sold
product methodology has been updated to better reflect the destination of the goods, rather than the country of production, which had previously been used as the
majority of products are consumed in the country of production. For more information see page 58-59 of the 2025 Sustainability Report.

[Fixed row]

(7.1.3) Have your organization’s base year emissions and past years’ emissions been recalculated as a result of any
changes or errors reported in 7.1.1 and/or 7.1.2?

(7.1.3.1) Base year recalculation

Select from:
No, because the impact does not meet our significance threshold

(7.1.3.4) Base year emissions recalculation policy, including significance threshold

Recalculations are carried out where a significant error (defined as greater than 5% of total emissions) is identified in the original data. In our Annual Report 2025,
restatements have been made in prior year figures, including the base year, due to previous calculation errors. The effect is not material.

(7.1.3.5) Past years’ recalculation

Select from:
Yes
[Fixed row]
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(7.2) Select the name of the standard, protocol, or methodology you have used to collect activity data and calculate
emissions.

Select all that apply

ISO 14064-1

IEA CO2 Emissions from Fuel Combustion

The Greenhouse Gas Protocol: Scope 2 Guidance

Australia - National Greenhouse and Energy Reporting Act

The Greenhouse Gas Protocol: Corporate Value Chain (Scope 3) Standard

The Greenhouse Gas Protocol: Land Sector and Removals Standard and Guidance

The Greenhouse Gas Protocol: A Corporate Accounting and Reporting Standard (Revised Edition)

Defra Environmental Reporting Guidelines: Including streamlined energy and carbon reporting guidance, 2019

The Greenhouse Gas Protocol Agricultural Guidance: Interpreting the Corporate Accounting and Reporting Standard for the Agricultural Sector

(7.3) Describe your organization’s approach to reporting Scope 2 emissions.

Scope 2, location-based Scope 2, market-based Comment

Select from: Select from: We report both location- and market-based
We are reporting a Scope 2, location- We are reporting a Scope 2, market- | Scope 2 emissions
based figure based figure

[Fixed row]

(7.4) Are there any sources (e.g. facilities, specific GHGs, activities, geographies, etc.) of Scope 1, Scope 2 or Scope 3
emissions that are excluded from your disclosure of climate-related data?

Select from:
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No
(7.5) Provide your base year and base year emissions.

Scope 1

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2020

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

19022

(7.5.3) Methodological details

Generation of electricity/heat/steam, manufacturing and processing emissions, combustion of fuels in company controlled vehicles, and fugitive emissions. We used
emission factors by relevant activity type.

Scope 2 (location-based)

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2020

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

75730

(7.5.3) Methodological details

Scope 2 location-based calculation includes non-renewable electricity, renewable electricity, solar generated electricity, district heating. 2020 was chosen as baseline
as it was the first year for which detailed data was available. An assessment was conducted at sites where data was available for prior years to understand the impact
of COVID-19, but it was determined that there was not a significant anomaly in energy use. The calculation model is aligned to ISO14064 and the Greenhouse Gas
Protocol.
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Scope 2 (market-based)

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2020

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

56557

(7.5.3) Methodological details

Scope 2 location-based calculation includes non-renewable electricity, renewable electricity, solar generated electricity, district heating. 2020 was chosen as baseline
as it was the first year for which detailed data was available. An assessment was conducted at sites where data was available for prior years to understand the impact
of COVID-19, but it was determined that there was not a significant anomaly in energy use. The calculation model is aligned to ISO14064 and the Greenhouse Gas
Protocol.

Scope 3 category 1: Purchased goods and services

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2020

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

14373792

(7.5.3) Methodological details

Category 1 covers purchase of proteins, ingredients and packaging, as well as services. Our Scope 3 method of calculation is based on the Quantis tool from WRI
(World Resources Institute).

Scope 3 category 2: Capital goods

(7.5.1) Base year end

213



12/31/2020

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

106221

(7.5.3) Methodological details

Purchased machinery and similar capital goods. High in 2020 due to building of new facility at Wiri, New Zealand. Our Scope 3 method of calculation is based on the
Quantis tool from WRI (World Resources Institute).

Scope 3 category 3: Fuel-and-energy-related activities (not included in Scope 1 or 2)

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2020

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

17198

(7.5.3) Methodological details

Transmission & distribution, well to tank emissions. Our Scope 3 method of calculation is based on the Quantis tool from WRI (World Resources Institute).

Scope 3 category 4: Upstream transportation and distribution

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2020

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

78713

(7.5.3) Methodological details
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Transport of goods from supplier to site. Our Scope 3 method of calculation is based on the Quantis tool from WRI (World Resources Institute).

Scope 3 category 5: Waste generated in operations

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2020

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

13032
(7.5.3) Methodological details
Emissions from waste disposal and treatment. Our Scope 3 method of calculation is based on the Quantis tool from WRI (World Resources Institute).

Scope 3 category 6: Business travel

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2020

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

5

(7.5.3) Methodological details

Business air travel and reported road/rail travel. Low in 2020 due to COVID. Our Scope 3 method of calculation is based on the Quantis tool from WRI (World
Resources Institute).

Scope 3 category 7: Employee commuting

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2020
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(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

1998

(7.5.3) Methodological details

Employee travel from home to worksite. Teleworking is in optional scope. Low in 2020 due to COVID. Our Scope 3 method of calculation is based on the Quantis tool
from WRI (World Resources Institute).

Scope 3 category 8: Upstream leased assets

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2020

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

0

(7.5.3) Methodological details

No upstream leased assets not included in Scope 1 & 2.

Scope 3 category 9: Downstream transportation and distribution

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2020

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

126999

(7.5.3) Methodological details
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Transport of goods from sites to distribution centre. Added third party retail spaces Estimated cooking and refrigeration emissions for food service products moved.
Our Scope 3 method of calculation is based on the Quantis tool from WRI (World Resources Institute).from Category 10.

Scope 3 category 10: Processing of sold products

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2020

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

0

(7.5.3) Methodological details

No processing of sold products is applicable

Scope 3 category 11: Use of sold products

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2020

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

112840

(7.5.3) Methodological details

No direct emissions from products but indirect emissions from cooking & refrigeration are optional scope.Our Scope 3 method of calculation is based on the Quantis
tool from WRI (World Resources Institute).

Scope 3 category 12: End of life treatment of sold products

(7.5.1) Base year end

217



12/31/2020

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

29904
(7.5.3) Methodological details

Estimated emissions from waste resulting from products sold.Our Scope 3 method of calculation is based on the Quantis tool from WRI (World Resources Institute).

Scope 3 category 13: Downstream leased assets

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2020

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

0
(7.5.3) Methodological details
No downstream leased assets not included in Scope 1 & 2.

Scope 3 category 14: Franchises

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2020

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

0

(7.5.3) Methodological details
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No franchises

Scope 3 category 15: Investments

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2020

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

0
(7.5.3) Methodological details
No material investments not included in Scope 1 & 2.

Scope 3: Other (upstream)

(7.5.1) Base year end

12/31/2020

(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

0
(7.5.3) Methodological details
No other (upstream) emissions

Scope 3: Other (downstream)

(7.5.1) Base year end
12/31/2020
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(7.5.2) Base year emissions (metric tons CO2e)

0

(7.5.3) Methodological details

No other (downstream) emissions
[Fixed row]

(7.6) What were your organization’s gross global Scope 1 emissions in metric tons CO2e?

Reporting year

(7.6.1) Gross global Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e)

16656

(7.6.3) Methodological details

Scope 1 calculations include the Generation of electricity/heat/steam, manufacturing and processing emissions, combustion of fuels in company controlled vehicles,
and fugitive emissions.

Past year 1

(7.6.1) Gross global Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e)

15562

(7.6.2) End date

12/31/2024

(7.6.3) Methodological details
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Scope 1 calculations include the Generation of electricity/heat/steam, manufacturing and processing emissions, combustion of fuels in company controlled vehicles,
and fugitive emissions.

Past year 2

(7.6.1) Gross global Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e)

17594

(7.6.2) End date

12/31/2023

(7.6.3) Methodological details

Scope 1 calculations include the Generation of electricity/heat/steam, manufacturing and processing emissions, combustion of fuels in company controlled vehicles,
and fugitive emissions.

Past year 3

(7.6.1) Gross global Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e)

17542

(7.6.2) End date

12/31/2022

(7.6.3) Methodological details

Scope 1 calculations include the Generation of electricity/heat/steam, manufacturing and processing emissions, combustion of fuels in company controlled vehicles,
and fugitive emissions.

Past year 4

(7.6.1) Gross global Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e)
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20108

(7.6.2) End date

12/31/2021

(7.6.3) Methodological details

Scope 1 calculations include the Generation of electricity/heat/steam, manufacturing and processing emissions, combustion of fuels in company controlled vehicles,
and fugitive emissions.

Past year 5

(7.6.1) Gross global Scope 1 emissions (metric tons CO2e)

19022

(7.6.2) End date

12/31/2020

(7.6.3) Methodological details

Scope 1 calculations include the Generation of electricity/heat/steam, manufacturing and processing emissions, combustion of fuels in company controlled vehicles,
and fugitive emissions.
[Fixed row]

(7.7) What were your organization’s gross global Scope 2 emissions in metric tons CO2e?

Reporting year

(7.7.1) Gross global Scope 2, location-based emissions (metric tons CO2e)

50420
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(7.7.2) Gross global Scope 2, market-based emissions (metric tons CO2e)

30687

(7.7.4) Methodological details

Scope 2 location and market-based calculations include non-renewable electricity, renewable electricity, solar generated electricity, district heating.

Past year 1

(7.7.1) Gross global Scope 2, location-based emissions (metric tons CO2e)

52214

(7.7.2) Gross global Scope 2, market-based emissions (metric tons CO2e)

37846

(7.7.3) End date

12/31/2024

(7.7.4) Methodological details

Scope 2 location and market-based calculations include non-renewable electricity, renewable electricity, solar generated electricity, district heating.

Past year 2

(7.7.1) Gross global Scope 2, location-based emissions (metric tons CO2e)

60346

(7.7.2) Gross global Scope 2, market-based emissions (metric tons CO2e)

48286
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(7.7.3) End date

12/31/2023

(7.7.4) Methodological details

Scope 2 location and market-based calculations include non-renewable electricity, renewable electricity, solar generated electricity, district heating.

Past year 3

(7.7.1) Gross global Scope 2, location-based emissions (metric tons CO2e)

54544

(7.7.2) Gross global Scope 2, market-based emissions (metric tons CO2e)

41669

(7.7.3) End date

12/31/2022

(7.7.4) Methodological details

Scope 2 location and market-based calculations include non-renewable electricity, renewable electricity, solar generated electricity, district heating.

Past year 4

(7.7.1) Gross global Scope 2, location-based emissions (metric tons CO2e)

64758

(7.7.2) Gross global Scope 2, market-based emissions (metric tons CO2e)

48273
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(7.7.3) End date

12/31/2021

(7.7.4) Methodological details

Scope 2 location and market-based calculations include non-renewable electricity, renewable electricity, solar generated electricity, district heating.

Past year 5

(7.7.1) Gross global Scope 2, location-based emissions (metric tons CO2e)

75730

(7.7.2) Gross global Scope 2, market-based emissions (metric tons CO2e)

56557

(7.7.3) End date

12/30/2020

(7.7.4) Methodological details

Scope 2 location and market-based calculations include non-renewable electricity, renewable electricity, solar generated electricity, district heating.
[Fixed row]

(7.8) Account for your organization’s gross global Scope 3 emissions, disclosing and explaining any exclusions.
Purchased goods and services

(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:

Relevant, calculated
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(7.8.2) Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e)

9894953

(7.8.3) Emissions calculation methodology

Select all that apply
Average data method
Hybrid method
Supplier-specific method

(7.8.4) Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners

22

(7.8.6) Please explain

The SCEPT tool and supplier specific emission factors were used for some of our meat and seafood, this was supported with secondary data to fill gaps. Average
data is used for remaining purchased goods and services (e.g. PPE and cleaning supplies)

Capital goods

(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:
Relevant, calculated

(7.8.2) Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e)

181

(7.8.3) Emissions calculation methodology

Select all that apply
Average product method
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Hybrid method

(7.8.4) Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners

0

(7.8.6) Please explain

Emissions from IT purchases are calculated by allocating the number of units to the appropriate lifecycle assessment data for similar equipment, while other capital
purchases are allocated to an appropriate emission factor, calculated from actual purchased equipment derived from the equipment purchased.

Fuel-and-energy-related activities (not included in Scope 1 or 2)

(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:
Relevant, calculated

(7.8.2) Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e)

4939

(7.8.3) Emissions calculation methodology

Select all that apply
Average data method

Supplier-specific method

(7.8.4) Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners

47

(7.8.6) Please explain
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The supporting fuel energy datasets have been used to calculate emissions from transmission & distribution (electricity, district heating), and well-to-tank GHG
emissions (fuels, vehicle use).

Upstream transportation and distribution

(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:
Relevant, calculated

(7.8.2) Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e)

69230

(7.8.3) Emissions calculation methodology

Select all that apply
Distance-based method

(7.8.4) Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners

33

(7.8.6) Please explain

Suppliers geolocations were used to determine distance travelled for upstream transportation and distribution. Data obtained from suppliers was acquired through
SCEPT

Waste generated in operations

(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:
Relevant, calculated
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(7.8.2) Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e)

3284

(7.8.3) Emissions calculation methodology

Select all that apply
Waste-type-specific method

(7.8.4) Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners

0

(7.8.6) Please explain

The application of waste conversion factors based on apportioning total waste arisings through different disposal routes (combustion, composting, landfill, and
anaerobic digestion) for food waste and packaging waste (incineration, and landfill).

Business travel

(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:
Relevant, calculated

(7.8.2) Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e)

1193

(7.8.3) Emissions calculation methodology

Select all that apply
Distance-based method

(7.8.4) Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners
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0
(7.8.6) Please explain
or calculating Business Travel, the following categories were taken into account: Domestic, Flight, Short Haul, Long Haul, Car, Train.

Employee commuting

(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:
Relevant, calculated

(7.8.2) Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e)

3221

(7.8.3) Emissions calculation methodology

Select all that apply
Average data method

(7.8.4) Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners

0
(7.8.6) Please explain
For calculating Business Travel, the following categories were taken into account: Domestic, Flight, Short Haul, Long Haul, Car, Train.

Upstream leased assets

(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:
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Not relevant, explanation provided

(7.8.5) Reason for this category not being relevant

Select from:
Not applicable to our organization’s activities

(7.8.6) Please explain

Not relevant, out of scope

Downstream transportation and distribution

(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:
Relevant, calculated

(7.8.2) Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e)

8524

(7.8.3) Emissions calculation methodology

Select all that apply
Distance-based method

(7.8.4) Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners

0

(7.8.6) Please explain

geolocations were used to determine distance travelled for downstream transportation and distribution
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Processing of sold products

(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:
Not relevant, explanation provided

(7.8.5) Reason for this category not being relevant

Select from:
Not applicable to our organization’s activities

(7.8.6) Please explain
Not relevant, out of scope

Use of sold products

(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:
Not relevant, explanation provided

(7.8.5) Reason for this category not being relevant

Select from:
Not applicable to our organization’s activities

(7.8.6) Please explain

Not relevant, out of scope

End of life treatment of sold products

(7.8.1) Evaluation status
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Select from:
Relevant, calculated

(7.8.2) Emissions in reporting year (metric tons CO2e)

14678

(7.8.3) Emissions calculation methodology

Select all that apply
Average data method

(7.8.4) Percentage of emissions calculated using data obtained from suppliers or value chain partners

0

(7.8.6) Please explain

Activity data for all sites within scope of the company’s GHG Emissions Inventory were from provided Scope 3 Model developed by Hilton Foods using metrics &
methodology for selected Scope 3 emissions sources.

Downstream leased assets

(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:
Not relevant, explanation provided

(7.8.5) Reason for this category not being relevant

Select from:
Not applicable to our organization’s activities

(7.8.6) Please explain
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Not relevant, out of scope

Franchises

(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:
Not relevant, explanation provided

(7.8.5) Reason for this category not being relevant

Select from:
Not applicable to our organization’s activities

(7.8.6) Please explain

Not relevant, out of scope

Investments

(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:
Not relevant, explanation provided

(7.8.5) Reason for this category not being relevant

Select from:
Emissions covered under scope 1 or 2

(7.8.6) Please explain

Not relevant, out of scope

Other (upstream)
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(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:
Not relevant, explanation provided

(7.8.5) Reason for this category not being relevant

Select from:
Not applicable to our organization’s activities

(7.8.6) Please explain
Not relevant, out of scope
Other (downstream)

(7.8.1) Evaluation status

Select from:
Not relevant, explanation provided

(7.8.5) Reason for this category not being relevant

Select from:
Not applicable to our organization’s activities

(7.8.6) Please explain

Not relevant, out of scope
[Fixed row]

(7.9) Indicate the verification/assurance status that applies to your reported emissions.
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Verification/assurance status

Scope 1 Select from:
Third-party verification or assurance process in place
Scope 2 (location-based or market-based) Select from:
Third-party verification or assurance process in place
Scope 3 Select from:
Third-party verification or assurance process in place
[Fixed row]

(7.9.1) Provide further details of the verification/assurance undertaken for your Scope 1 emissions, and attach the
relevant statements.

Row 1

(7.9.1.1) Verification or assurance cycle in place

Select from:
Annual process

(7.9.1.2) Status in the current reporting year

Select from:
Complete

(7.9.1.3) Type of verification or assurance

Select from:
Limited assurance
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(7.9.1.4) Attach the statement
321493 HFG plc 2025 Statement of Verification v1.5.pdf
(7.9.1.5) Page/section reference

1-2

(7.9.1.6) Relevant standard

Select all that apply
1ISO14064-3

(7.9.1.7) Proportion of reported emissions verified (%)

100
[Add row]

(7.9.2) Provide further details of the verification/assurance undertaken for your Scope 2 emissions and attach the relevant
statements.

Row 1

(7.9.2.1) Scope 2 approach

Select from:
Scope 2 location-based

° o . .
. .

(7.9.2.2) Verification or assurance cycle in place

Select from:
Annual process

(7.9.2.3) Status in the current reporting year
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Select from:
Complete

(7.9.2.4) Type of verification or assurance

Select from:
Limited assurance

(7.9.2.5) Attach the statement

321493 HFG plc 2025 Statement of Verification v1.5.pdf

(7.9.2.6) Page/ section reference

1-2

(7.9.2.7) Relevant standard

Select all that apply
1ISO14064-3

(7.9.2.8) Proportion of reported emissions verified (%)

100

Row 2

(7.9.2.1) Scope 2 approach

Select from:
Scope 2 market-based

(7.9.2.2) Verification or assurance cycle in place

Select from:
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