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[bookmark: _Toc280628648]

Responding to this paper 
The European Securities and Markets Authority (ESMA) invites responses to the specific questions listed in the ESMA Consultation Paper - Draft technical standards on the Market Abuse Regulation (MAR), published on the ESMA website (here).
Instructions
Please note that, in order to facilitate the analysis of the large number of responses expected, you are requested to use this file to send your response to ESMA so as to allow us to process it properly. Therefore, please follow the instructions described below:
i. use this form and send your responses in Word format;
ii. do not remove the tags of type <ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_1> - i.e. the response to one question has to be framed by the 2 tags corresponding to the question; and
iii. if you do not have a response to a question, do not delete it and leave the text “TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE” between the tags.
Responses are most helpful:
i. if they respond to the question stated;
ii. contain a clear rationale, including on any related costs and benefits; and
iii. describe any alternatives that ESMA should consider
To help you navigate this document more easily, bookmarks are available in “Navigation Pane” for Word 2010 and in “Document Map” for Word 2007.
Responses must reach us by 15 October 2014. 
All contributions should be submitted online at www.esma.europa.eu under the heading ‘Your input/Consultations’. 
Naming protocol - In order to facilitate the handling of stakeholders responses please save your document using the following format:
ESMA_MAR_CP_TS_NAMEOFCOMPANY_NAMEOFDOCUMENT: e.g.if the respondent were ESMA, the name of the reply form would be ESMA_MAR_CP_TS_ESMA_REPLYFORM or ESMA_MAR_CP_TS_ESMA_ANNEX1

[bookmark: _Toc335141334]Publication of responses
All contributions received will be published following the end of the consultation period, unless otherwise requested. Please clearly indicate by ticking the appropriate checkbox in the website submission form if you do not wish your contribution to be publicly disclosed. A standard confidentiality statement in an email message will not be treated as a request for non-disclosure. Note also that a confidential response may be requested from us in accordance with ESMA’s rules on access to documents. We may consult you if we receive such a request. Any decision we make is reviewable by ESMA’s Board of Appeal and the European Ombudsman.

[bookmark: _Toc335141335]Data protection
Information on data protection can be found at www.esma.europa.eu under the heading ‘Disclaimer’.
General information about respondent
	Are you representing an association?
	Yes

	Activity:
	Business organisation

	Country/Region
	Finland

[bookmark: _Toc392599420]
Introduction

Please make your introductory comments below, if any:

< ESMA_COMMENT_MAR_TA_1>
The Confederation of Finnish Industries EK is the leading business organisation in Finland. It represents the entire private sector, both industry and services, and companies of all sizes. EK’s member companies represent more than 70 percent of Finland’s gross domestic product and over 95 percent of exports from Finland.   

EK stresses that EU should avoid over-regulating European listed companies. EK believes that regulatory environment should be developed in a way that ensures that being a listed company continues to be an attractive choice. ESMA should also strive for developing well-functioning regulatory framework and ensuring the competitiveness of European companies in a global market. 

One essential factor in creating efficient market is to avoid overregulation. It should always be analysed whether certain legislation is necessary at all or is it necessary at EU level or could it be better dealt with national legislation and national guidance. The problem of EU -level legislation often is that it is too detailed and burdensome for companies. That is also the case in this proposal for technical standards.  


TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE
< ESMA_COMMENT_MAR_TA_1>


Buy-backs and stabilisation: the conditions for buy-back programmes and stabilisation measures

Q1: Do you agree with the approach set out for volume limitations? Do you think that the 50% volume limit in case of extreme low liquidity should be reinstated? If so, please justify. 
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_1>
EK doesn't agree with the proposal. The current rule should remain or at least local Competent Authorities should be authorized to grant exemptions from the volume restrictions. It is important for companies with less liquid securities to have a possibility for higher volume restriction. <ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_1>

Q2: Do you agree with the approach set out for stabilisation measures? If not, please explain.
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_2>
TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_2>
Market soundings

Q3: Do you agree with ESMA’s revised proposals for the standards that should apply prior to conducting a market sounding? 
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_3>
TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_3>

Q4: Do you agree with the revised proposal for standard template for scripts? Do you have any comments on the elements included in the list?
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_4>
TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_4>

Q5: Do you agree with these proposals regarding sounding lists?
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_5>
TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_5>

Q6: Do you agree with the revised requirement for DMPs to maintain sounding information about the point of contact when such information is made available by the potential investor?
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_6>
TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_6>

Q7: Do you agree with these proposals regarding recorded communications?
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_7>
TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_7>

Q8: Do you agree with these proposals regarding DMPs’ internal processes and controls?
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_8>
TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_8>


Accepted Market Practices

Q9: Do you agree with ESMA’s view on how to deal with OTC transactions?	
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_9>
TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_9>

Q10: Do you agree with ESMA’s view that the status of supervised person of the person performing the AMP is an essential criterion in the assessment to be conducted by the competent authority?
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_10>
TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_10>



Suspicious transaction and order reporting	

Q11: Do you agree with this analysis regarding attempted market abuse and OTC derivatives?
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_11>
TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_11>

Q12: Do you agree with ESMA’s clarification on the timing of STOR reporting?	
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_12>
TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_12>

Q13: Do you agree with ESMA’s position on automated surveillance?
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_13>
TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_13>

Q14: Do you have any additional views on the proposed information to be included in, and the overall layout of the STORs?
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_14>
TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_14>

Q15: Do you have any additional views on templates?
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_15>
TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_15>

Q16: Do you have any views on ESMA’s clarification regarding “near misses”?
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_16>
TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_16>


Technical means for public disclosure of inside information and delays	

Q17: Do you agree with the proposal regarding the channel for disclosure of inside information?
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_17>
According to MAR insider information has to be published as soon as
possible. In case insider information is not published immediately, the
company needs to make a decision regarding the postponement of the
publication and document the decision making procedure including details as
to why it was decided to postpone the disclosure. The company also has to
notify the competent authority of such decision. Thus, the existence of
insider information triggers the disclosure requirement.

This is different from Finnish law currently in force according to which a
company must, without undue delay, publish all such decisions and other
factors concerning the company that are likely to have a material effect on
the value of the company's securities. In addition, according to Finnish
law information that can be published has to be "ready for disclosure" such
that it is correct, meaningful, clear, not misleading as well as
comprehensive so that based on the disclosed information it is possible to
evaluate how the information affects the value of the company's securities.

The current practice in Finland means for example that a significant M&A
transaction is usually disclosed immediately after signing since the
signing takes place immediately after the company has made a decision to
approve the transaction. Information regarding the planned transaction
regularly qualifies as insider information already prior to signing but the
disclosure obligation has been linked with the company's decision provided
that the company has been able to maintain the insider information
confidential (project specific insider registers are used for this
purpose).

 As another example, if the company is e.g. planning an equity issue and
although the company has made a lot of preparations regarding the issue
(prospectus has been drafted and submitted to supervisor for review), the
equity issue is disclosed only when the company has decided to pursue with
the equity issue although the company has had insider information regarding
the planned equity issue for some time before the disclosure. Of course,
the prerequisite for the possibility to disclose the planned equity issue
only after the specific decision is naturally that the company is able to
make sure that the information remains confidential until disclosure.

Since the triggering of the disclosure requirement is linked in many cases
to corporate decision and/or the fact that information has to be "ready for
disclosure", notifications on postponement of publication have not been
that common in Finland. Considering that the current regulations and
disclosure requirements work well in Finland, it is unnecessary to pose new
obligations to companies to make and document decisions regarding
postponement of disclosure at the time when information qualifies as
insider information (but there is not e.g. definitive corporate decision in
place and the information is not comprehensive enough for disclosure) when
companies can make sure that the information is maintained confidential
until disclosure. As a result, given the long applied and consistent
practices in Finland, there has to be room in the MAR framework to make
national interpretation as to when the decision on the postponement of
publication needs to be made - whether it is linked with the existence of
insider information or with the fact that the company has information that
is "ready for disclosure".

TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_17>

Q18: Do you believe that potential investors in emission allowances or, more importantly, related derivative products, have effective access to inside information related to emission allowances that have been publicly disclosed meeting REMIT standards as described in the CP, i.e. using platforms dedicated to the publication of REMIT inside information or websites of the energy market participants as currently recommended in the ACER guidance?
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_18>
TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_18>

Q19: What would be the practical implications for the energy market participants under REMIT who would also be EAMPs under MAR to use disclosure channels meeting the MAR requirements for actively disseminating information that would be inside information under both REMIT and MAR?
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_19>
TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_19>

Q20: Do you agree with ESMA’s proposals regarding the format and content of the notification?
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_20>
The content of the notification is too extensive. Sections e and f can be problematic in some situations.
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_20>

Q21: Do you agree with the proposed records to be kept?
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_21>
TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_21>


Insider list

Q22: Do you agree with ESMA’s proposals regarding the elements to be included in the insider lists?
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_22>
[bookmark: _GoBack]EK strongly opposes the regulation that the issuer is responsible for the insider list of another person acting on behalf or on the account of the issuer. 

In practice it is not possible for the issuer to constantly verify that the insider list of third party is correct and up to date. EK sees that in practice the responsibility should mean for example that the company has informed the third party of the responsibility to maintain the insider list.    
 
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_22>

Q23: Do you agree with the two approaches regarding the format of insider lists?
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_23>
TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_23>


Managers’ transactions format and template for notification and disclosure

Q24: Do you have any views on the proposed method of aggregation?
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_24>
TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_24>

Q25: Do you agree with the content to be required in the notification?
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_25>
EK is in favour of separate cancellation template. It would be simpler and clearer approach.
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_25>


Investment recommendations 

Q26: Do you agree with the twofold approach suggested by ESMA of applying a general set of requirements to all persons in the scope and additional requirements to so-called “qualified persons” and “experts”?
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_26>
TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_26>

Q27: Should the issuance of recommendations “on a regular basis” (e.g. every day, week or month) be included in the list of characteristics that a person must have in order to qualify as an “expert”? Can you suggest other objective characteristics that could be included in the “expert” definition?	
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_27>
TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_27>

Q28: Are the suggested standards for objective presentation of investment recommendation suitable to all asset classes? If not, please explain why.
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_28>
TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_28>

Q29: Do you agree with the proposed standards for the objective presentation of investment recommendations and how they apply to the different categories of persons in the scope? If not, please specify. 
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_29>
TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_29>

Q30: Do you agree with the proposed standards for the disclosure of interest or indication of conflicts of interests and how they apply to the different categories of persons in the scope? If not, please specify. 
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_30>
TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_30>

Q31: Do you consider the proposed level of thresholds for conflict of interest appropriate for increasing the transparency of investment recommendation? 
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_31>
TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_31>
Q32: Do you think that the positions of the producer of the investment recommendation should be aggregated with the ones of the related person(s) in order to assess whether the threshold has been reached?
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_32>
TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_32>

Q33: Do you agree that a disclosure is required when the remuneration of the person producing the investment recommendation is tied to trading fees received by his employer or a person related to the employer?
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_33>
TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_33>

Q34: Do you agree with the proposed standards relating to the dissemination of recommendation produced by third parties? If not, please specify.
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_34>
TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_34>

Q35: Do you consider that publication of extracts rather than the whole recommendation by news disseminators is a substantial alteration of the investment recommendation produced by a third party?
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_35>
TYPE YOUR TEXT HERE
<ESMA_QUESTION_MAR_TS_35>
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