Addendum to the Offering Circular

The Company has been named as a defendant in two lawsuits asserting claims involving a shareholders agreement dated
October 29, 2006, entered into among the Company, CIB, Firewall Hope Investment Limited, Dynamic’s shareholders at
the time and other individual shareholders of the Company to govern the relation between the said shareholders and the
Company. The shareholders agreement was entered into at the time that Dynamic became a subsidiary of the
Company. Firewall Hope Investment Limited currently is the owner of minority stakes of approximately 1.0% in Commercial
International Brokerage Company, 0.4% in Cl Capital Investment Banking and 3.4% in Cl Asset Management.

On April 19, 2018, the Company learned (but was not officially notified) that it has been named in a lawsuit filed on April 16,
2018 in the Court of First Instance in Cairo by an individual claiming compensation and other damages in the aggregate
amount of EGP 350 million (the 2018 Case). Other defendants in that case include CIB, Firewall Hope Investments Limited,
among others.

Additionally, the Company, CIB and certain other defendants, are parties to an ongoing litigation before the Economic Court
of Appeal in Cairo, which was brought by a number of former employees of certain subsidiaries of the Company (the 2016
Case). Inthe 2016 Case, the claimants are seeking various types of relief including: (i) compensation of EGP 13,750,000
to be jointly paid by the Company, CIB and CIBC; (ii) the suspension of the sale of the Company’s shares that was
contemplated by resolutions adopted at a CIB board meeting on December 27, 2015; (iii) the nullification of the purchase
of Firewall Hope Investments Limited’s shares in the subsidiaries of the Company and (iv) the termination of the underlying
shareholders agreement including the nullification of the arbitration clause included therein.

Under the terms of the shareholders agreement, certain of the shareholders of the Company at the time had certain rights
upon the occurrence of the earlier of an IPO by the Company or a change of control of CIB (defined in the agreement to
mean a change in the then Chairman or Vice Chairman of CIB or a change in its ownership structure). Those rights included
the right of Firewall Hope Investment Limited to swap its minority stakes in certain of the Company’s subsidiaries at the time
(which it does not currently fully own and one of which has been liquidated) — including its then stake in Cl Capital Investment
Banking and Cl Capital Asset Management — for a fixed number of shares of the Company to be effected by means of a
capital increase by the Company. However, Firewall Hope Investment Limited is not a claimant in either the 2016 Case or
the 2018 Case. Moreover, none of the claimants in either case were parties to the shareholders agreement.

On July 26, 2016, the Court of First Instance, ruling in the 2016 Case, rejected all of the claimants’ claims citing the existence
of a valid arbitration clause in the shareholders agreement and therefore concluding that the court lacks the competence to
adjudicate on the merits of the case. However, on April 11, 2017, the claimants sought the renewal of their claims in the
Economic Court of Appeals (the Company was not notified at the time). While there can be no assurance given, the
Company does not expect the Economic Court of Appeal to reverse decision of the Court of First Instance in the 2016
Case. In this regard, the Company notes that on April 20, 2016, the Egyptian Court of Cassation, the highest court in Egypt,
rejected claims of a similar nature filed by other former employees (including the claimant in the 2018 Case) based on the
same grounds invoked by the Court of First Instance. Likewise, while no assurance can be given, the Company’s legal
department believes it is unlikely that the claimant in the 2018 Case will be successful in pursuing his claims given the Court
of Cassations' earlier ruling and further believes that the claimant has greatly inflated the measure of damages associated
with any such claim were one to be valid (without conceding any such valid claim exists).

To date no arbitration claim has been initiated by any of the parties to the shareholders agreement against the
Company. The Company intends to continue to vigorously contest the claimants’ claims both the 2016 Case and the 2018
Case and through arbitration should such an arbitration claim be made.



