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[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]Meeting Attendees
	NMPG /
Associations
	
	First Name
	Last Name
	Institution

	CH
	Mr
	Michael
	Blumer
	Credit Suisse

	DE
	Mr
	Daniel
	Schaefer
	HSBC

	DK
	Ms
	Miriam
	Hvid
	Danske Bank

	EE, LV, LT
	Ms.
	Triin
	Kram
	Nasdaq

	FR
	Mr. 
	Ilyas
	Alikoglu
	BNYM

	IT
	Mr. 
	Paola
	De Antoni
	SG

	NL
	Mr.
	Dany
	Koenes
	RAbobank

	PT (ECSDA)
	Mr
	Ruben
	Azevedo
	Interbolsa

	SE
	Ms.
	Christine
	Strandberg  (TF co-Chair)
	SEB

	SWIFT
	Mr.
	Jacques
	Littré (TF co-Chair)
	SWIFT

	UK & IE
	Ms.
	Mariangela
	Fumagalli (TF-co-Chair)
	BNP Paribas

	XS
	Mr
	Jean-Paul
	Lambotte
	Euroclear

	AGC
	Mr. 
	Derek
	Coyle
	BBH

	AFME
	Mr. 
	Michael
	Collier
	DB


[bookmark: OLE_LINK5][bookmark: OLE_LINK8][bookmark: _Toc436145646][bookmark: _Toc450127689][bookmark: _Toc482870653][bookmark: _Toc513565020]Shareholder Identification messages
Additional local/specific requirements on Shareholder Identification
Iberclear (ES) has identified 5 additional types of information to be provided for shareholders identification. The information will be provided soon.
Ilyas (FR) will provide a clarification of the FR requirements today before end of day.
Italy (IT) needs a birthdate to be added. 
DK requirements – no input received on clarification / justification for the presence of tax identification in the response message.
Decision: so far, the WG agrees with adding a birthdate to the “Natural Person” identification. All the rest is pending additional information/justification and approval.
See Input received after the call from Iberclear and France below:
[bookmark: _GoBack]Input from Iberclear
	Field name
	Legnth
	Filed type
	Value
	Defintion

	Nationality
	3
	Numeric
	ISO3166
	Nationality of the investor

	Owner Type
	1
	Alphanumeric
	T: Owner
N: Bare owner
U: Usufructuary
R: Representative
	Possible values agreed by the Banking Spanish Association (AEB).
 

	Ownership percentage
	5 positions  (3 numbers  2 decimals)
	Numeric
	 
	When the ownership reported indicates coownership, this field will inform the % of the property related to the shareholder 

	Usufruct percentage
	5 positions  (3 numbers  2 decimals)
	Numeric
	 
	When the ownership reported indicates Usufructuary, this field will inform the % of the usufruct.

	Subscriber code
	4
	Numeric
	See table attached. 
	4 digit code defined by the Spanish Banking Association, which the agents involved in certain corporate events need to receive from the custodians to identify what type of shareholder is being identified, such as pension fund, investment company, insurance…  this information is required for the Spanish Regulator (CNMV).



Input on Additional shareholder identification requirements from France after the meeting 


Identifications of the Originator and Recipient of the request/responses when a third party Disclosure Service intermediary is used
As requested by Euroclear, the WG agrees to add something to be able to identify the following intermediary entities:
· The intermediary the request sent to the agent relates to – e.g. Bank A sending the request to Euroclear as agent for Bank B – we should have a way to identify Bank B in the message
· The intermediary the agent has sent the request for – e.g. Euroclear as agent for Bank B is sending the request to Bank C – we should have a way to identify Bank B in the message
This is likely similar to the MERE and MEOR party fields in ISO 15022.
Action: Jacques will checking whether there are already options in the business application header that can be used.
Involvement of ISS and Broadridge in the ISO process
Mari, Christine and Jacques had a call with ISS and Broadridge representative on May 16 to review the following updated MCR on the updates to the PV messages:


The feedback was globally very positive on the proposed changes. No issues identified. 
Broadridge will come back later with some feedback on the multiple instructions in a single message question.
on Remaining Questions to NMPGs
Feedback/answers and WG agreement on the remaining questions from CH, DE, DK, ES, Euroclear FI, FR, IT, LU, NL, XS, UK and have been consolidated in the following document: 


Q. 1 to 8 on Deadlines
No deletion, SMPG will instead create a global/European market practice for them and clarify usage.
Q9. Complete / Incomplete code
The TF agrees to add Complete/Incomplete in line with the seev.031 (CA Notification) message.
Q10. Attendance Confirmation Information Narrative
The TF agrees that some predefined codes and the possibility to define proprietary codes (like DSS in 15022) could be added in addition to the narrative.
· Mari will propose input for codes today
Q11. Remove NOQO and CANC from the Date Status in Notification
 The TF agrees to remove.
Q12. Meeting Types and Classification
The TF agrees to keep all code values but to move “Court Meeting” up to Meeting Type since it is not a classification/sub-type of for instance XMET but rather at the same level as BMET.
Q13. Vote Instruction Code Harmonisation
The TF agrees that Jacques’s proposal to align VoteInstruction2Code and 3code with 4code makes sense.
Q14. Single or multiple Instruction in the Instruction Message?
No consensus yet reached at this time.
Q15 and 16: Add PEND Status and align with reason Codes from CA
The TF agrees to copy the list of codes from seev.034 (CA Instruction Status), then delete those that are not clearly applicable and add any meeting-related codes that may be needed like those CH suggested.
Q17. Confirmation of the recording and counting of votes
The seev.004 Instruction Message already includes the field a field to request a confirmation. NO new message will be created for that.  
Shareholder Identification Messages – Additional Local Requirements on the shareholder
See section 2 above.
Next Conference Calls
Monday May 27 from 3:00 to 5:00 PM CET.
image2.emf
French NMPG  Requirements feedback.xlsx


French NMPG Requirements feedback.xlsx
Answer NMPG

														Seev.047.001.01 / seev.048.001.01

				Data		Definition		Detail		Value		Business Justification 		Place		Commentaires

		1		Nationality		Nationality of the investor		ISO 3166 country code		FR, BE, etc…		To be included in French transposition law (10 juin 2019)		Proposition 1:
AccountHolder

Proposition 2:
LegalPerson
NaturalPerson		Proposition 1 is to have this on Account Holder level in order to avoid repeating the nationality in LegalPerson and NaturalPerson. 
If Proposition 1 is not feasible, Proposition 2 is to have the Nationality in LegalPerson and NaturalPerson

		2		Quality code		Defines the profile of the investor		01 legal entity		01, 02, 03 etc… (only the two digit number is the value to have in the message).
Max16Text		Continuity of service of existing TPI
Data added by the market (issuer demand)
Market practice

15/16 technical accounts of custodians for balance reconciliation		Proposition 1:
AccountHolder

Proposition 2:
LegalPerson
NaturalPerson


Proposition 3:
LegalPerson
01/02/06/08/14/15/16

NaturalPerson
03/04/05/06/08/12/13

		Proposition 1 is to have this on Account Holder level.

If Proposition 1 is not feasible, Proposition 2 is to have the Quality code in both LegalPerson and NaturalPerson with whole set of values possible from 01 to 16 without validation.

Proposition 3 is to have Quality code in both LegalPerson and NaturalPerson but allow only values related to that category, for instance 03 can be only on NaturalPerson as it is Mr.

								02 Listed intermediary

								03 Mr

								04 Mrs

								05 Miss

								06 Indivision

								08 Joint bank account

								09 Mutual Funds

								10 Trade account

								11 Pension plan and pension fund

								12 Investment club

								13 Other physical persons

								14 Other artificial person

								15 Securities to receive

								16 Securities to deliver

		3		Year of birth		Year of birth of the investor (natural person only)		Year of birth		ISOYear		To be included in French transposition law (10 juin 2019) 
French law only asks for year of birth		NaturalPerson

		4		Activity of investor		Defines the economical activity of the  investor (legal person only)		Code in line with European or domestic classification of economical activities (NACE, APE,…)		Max35Text		To be included in French transposition law (10 juin 2019)
No control required on list of characters (alphanumerical)		LegalPerson		For information purposes here are the type of codes
Values of NACE codes:
http://ec.europa.eu/competition/mergers/cases/index/nace_all.html
Values of APE codes in the French market:
https://blog.easyfichiers.com/wp-content/uploads/2014/08/Liste-code-naf-ape.pdf

		5		Indicator Pro - Non pro investor		Indicates whether the investor is considered as a professional investor, an eligible counterpart or a non professional investor in the meaning of Mifid		• PRO = professional investor		PRO, ELC or NPR
Max16Text		To be included in French transposition law (10 juin 2019)		Proposition 1:
AccountHolder

Proposition 2:
LegalPerson
NaturalPerson		Proposition 1 is to have this on Account Holder level in order to avoid repeating the indicator in LegalPerson and NaturalPerson. 
If Proposition 1 is not feasible, Proposition 2 is to have the indicator in LegalPerson and NaturalPerson

								• ELC =  eligible counterpart

								• NPR = Non professional investor

		6.1		Funds distributor NAME		The legal entity which has commercialised the investment fund to the investor		Name of the funds distributor		Max350Text		To be included in French transposition law (10 juin 2019)		LegalPerson
NaturalPerson
Name


		6.2		Funds distributor IDENTIFIER		The legal entity which has commercialised the investment fund to the investor		Funds distributor unique identifier (BIC, LEI,…)		BIC Identifier or LEIIdentifier		To be included in French transposition law (10 juin 2019)		LegalPerson
NaturalPerson
Identifier		Today usage is BIC ==> Tomorrow LEI
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ISO20022MCR_ProxyVotingMaintenance_2019_2020_v3.docx
MAINTENANCE CHANGE REQUEST

FOR THE UPDATE OF ISO 20022 FINANCIAL REPOSITORY ITEMS

Note: the purpose of this document is to give guidelines to submitting organisations that will develop a new version of existing ISO 20022 messages based on change requests screened by the Standards Evaluation Group(s). Such development is subject to the approval of a Maintenance Change Request which must include a detailed description of the impact of each change on the related messages. The Maintenance Change Request must start with a general chapter covering topics related to the whole maintenance effort and a specific chapter for each change request, as described below. Please consult the iso20022.org website for additional details on the maintenance process. 

The Maintenance Change Requests for this ISO 20022 maintenance will follow the fast track process and will be sent to iso20022ra@iso20022.org by June 1st 2019.



Name of the request:

Proxy Voting Messages Maintenance for year 2019/2020 

A. Submitting organization(s):

SWIFT, SMPG

B. Related messages:

Under this project, all the following ISO 20022 Proxy Voting messages would be maintained:

		

		Message Name

		Identifier



		1

		MeetingNotificationV05

		seev.001.001.05



		2

		MeetingCancellationV05

		seev.002.001.05



		3

		MeetingEntitlementNotificationV05

		seev.003.001.05



		4

		MeetingInstructionV05

		seev.004.001.05



		5

		MeetingInstructionCancellationRequestV05

		seev.005.001.05



		6

		MeetingInstructionStatusV05

		seev.006.001.05



		7

		MeetingVoteExecutionConfirmationV05

		seev.007.001.05



		8

		MeetingResultDisseminationV05

		seev.008.001.05





C. Commitments of the submitting organization:

SWIFT and SMPG confirms that it can and will:

· undertake the development of the new version of the candidate ISO 20022 message models that it will submit to the RA for compliance review and evaluation by July 15, 2019.   

· provide a new version of part 1 of the Message Definition Report (MDR)  by October 1, 2019 and new examples of valid message instances of each message by October 1 at the latest.

· address any queries related to the description of the new models and messages as published by the RA on the ISO 20022 website.

SWIFT confirms that it intends to organize the actual implementation of the new version of the messages on its SWIFTNet network once the related documentation has been published by the RA. 



The submitting organisations confirm their knowledge and acceptance of the ISO 20022 Intellectual Property Rights policy for contributing organisations, as follows.

“Organisations that contribute information to be incorporated into the ISO 20022 Repository shall keep any Intellectual Property Rights (IPR) they have on this information. A contributing organisation warrants that it has sufficient rights on the contributed information to have it published in the ISO 20022 Repository through the ISO 20022 Registration Authority in accordance with the rules set in ISO 20022. To ascertain a widespread, public and uniform use of the ISO 20022 Repository information, the contributing organisation grants third parties a non-exclusive, royalty-free license to use the published information”. 

 



D. Contact persons:

Christine Strandberg – christine.strandberg@seb.se – phone: +46 8 763 6074

Mari Fumagalli – mariangela.fumagalli@bnpparibas.com – phone: +44 207 595 4988

Jacques Littré – jacques.littre@swift.com – phone: +32 2 655 43 35


ISO 20022 Proxy Voting Messages Maintenance 2019/2020
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[bookmark: _Toc8978912]
CR1: Add new elements required by the SRD2  Directive in the Meeting Notification

A. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: SWIFT, SMPG 

A.2 Contact person: 

Christine Strandberg – christine.strandberg@seb.se – phone: +46 8 763 6074

Mari Fumagalli – mariangela.fumagalli@bnpparibas.com – phone: +44 207 595 4988

Jacques Littré – jacques.littre@swift.com – phone: +32 2 655 43 35

A.3 Sponsors: N/A



B. Related messages:

List of ISO 20022 Proxy Voting messages which would be impacted by the change:

seev.001.001.05	MeetingNotificationV05



C. Description of the change request:

a) In MeetingDetails sequence, add an optional and non-repeatable URLAddress as a virtual address for general meetings.

· (IR table 3.C item 4 in implementation regulation)

b) In the Meeting sequence, add the new optional and repeatable sequence “Attendance“ containing the new mandatory element “AttendanceMethod”, the new mandatory element “IssuerDeadlineForVoting” and the existing optional elements AttendanceConfirmationDeadline and  AttendanceConfirmationMarketDeadline. The attendance method must contain the values: Virtual participation, in person, through Proxy, by correspondence, participation in person but not voting.

· (IR table 3.D items 1 and 3 in implementation regulation)

c) In the Resolution sequence, add a new optional non-repeatable URLAddress element.  

· (IR table 3.E item 3 in implementation regulation)

d) In the Resolution sequence, add a new optional and non-repeatable element VoteType after the element “ForInformationOnly” in order to specify if it is a binding vote or an advisory vote. 

· (IR table 3.E item 4 in implementation regulation)

e) In the Resolution and Vote sequences, for the VoteInstructionType element, in the VoteInstructionCode, add a new vote instruction type codes “BLNK (Blank)” (vote is cast as “empty” but the vote is counted) and “Other” paired with a narrative element and amend the definition of the “NoAction” code.

· (IR table 3.E item 5 in implementation regulation)

D. Purpose of the change:

This change is required by the European Commission Shareholders Rights Directive implementing regulation (EU) 2018/1212 of 3 September 2018 (see regulation table references in the description above).

E. Urgency of the request:

This maintenance change request for the proxy-voting messages follows the ISO 20022 fast track maintenance process so as to publish a new version of those messages around end of Q3 2019. 

F. Business examples:

NA

G. SEG recommendation:

This section is not to be taken care of by the submitter of the change request. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages. 



		Consider

		

		Timing



		

		- Next yearly cycle: 2019/2020

(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2019 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2020)

		

		Priority: 

high 

medium 

low



		

		- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages

(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)

		



		

		- Urgent unscheduled

(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)

		X

		



		

		- Other timing:

		







Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:



H. Impact analysis:

This change request impacts the following messages:

seev.001.001.05	MeetingNotificationV05

I. Proposed implementation: 



a) Add URL Address in Meeting Details

In the seev.001 (MENO – MeetingNotification) message, in the MeetingDetails sequence, add a new optional and non-repeatable element URLAddress typed by Max256Text as illustrated below:

[image: ]



b) Add new Attendance component  in the Meeting sequence

In the seev.001 (MENO – MeetingNotification) message, in the Meeting sequence, add a new optional and repeatable element Attendance typed by a component containing:

· a new mandatory element  AttendanceMethod  typed by a code with the values: Virtual participation, in person, through Proxy, by correspondence, participation in person but not voting and a proprietary element.

· a new optional and non-repeatable element IssuerDeadlineForVoting typed by DateFormat29Choice

· the existing optional AttendanceConfirmationDeadline element typed by DateFormat29Choice (from the Meeting sequence).

· the existing optional AttendanceConfirmationMarketDeadline element typed by DateFormat29Choice (from the Meeting sequence).

as illustrated below:

 [image: ]





c) Add URL address in Resolution sequence

In the seev.001 (MENO – MeetingNotification) message, in the Resolution sequence, add a new optional and non-repeatable element URLAddress typed by Max256Text as illustrated below:

[image: ]

d) Add Vote Type in Resolution

In the seev.001 (MENO – MeetingNotification) message, in the Resolution sequence, add a new optional and non-repeatable element VoteType typed by a code with values “Binding Vote” and “Advisory Vote” as illustrated below in e).



e) Add new code value to VoteInstructionCode 

In the seev.001 (MENO – MeetingNotification) message, in the Resolution and in the Vote sequences, for the element VoteInstructionType, replace the data type by a choice between

· a predefined code list typed by VoteInstruction2code and add the new code values “BLNK (Blank)” (vote is cast as “empty” but the vote is counted) and amend the definition of the “NoAction” code to read “Do not vote”.

· and a proprietary code value to cover the other type of votes. 

· Set the multiplicity of the VoteInstructionType in the Vote sequence to [0..n] 

· Also add a narrative element to explain what the proprietary code is all about if used and add a cross element textual rules so that AdditionalInformation may only be present if a proprietary vote instruction type code is provided. 

as illustrated below:

[image: ]
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J. Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing

 

		Timing

		· As requested 







K. Final decision of the SEG(s):



		Approve

		





Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:




[bookmark: _Toc8978913]CR2: Add new element Voting Rights Threshhold in Resolution

B. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: SWIFT, SMPG 

A.2 Contact person: 

Christine Strandberg – christine.strandberg@seb.se – phone: +46 8 763 6074

Mari Fumagalli – mariangela.fumagalli@bnpparibas.com – phone: +44 207 595 4988

Jacques Littré – jacques.littre@swift.com – phone: +32 2 655 43 35

A.3 Sponsors: N/A



C. Related messages:

List of ISO 20022 Proxy Voting messages which would be impacted by the change:

seev.001.001.05	MeetingNotificationV05



D. Description of the change request:

In the Resolution sequence, add a new optional non repeatable element VotingRightsThresholdForApproval in quantity or percentage.



E. Purpose of the change:

Providing the possibility to specify for each resolution the voting rights threshold required in percentage or in quantity to have the resolution approved.



H. Urgency of the request:

This maintenance change request for the proxy-voting messages follows the ISO 20022 fast track maintenance process so as to publish a new version of those messages around end of Q3 2019. 

I. Business examples:

NA

J. SEG recommendation:

This section is not to be taken care of by the submitter of the change request. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages. 



		Consider

		

		Timing



		

		- Next yearly cycle: 2019/2020

(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2019 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2020)

		

		Priority: 

high 

medium 

low



		

		- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages

(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)

		



		

		- Urgent unscheduled

(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)

		X

		



		

		- Other timing:

		







Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:



I. Impact analysis:

This change request impacts the following messages:

seev.001.001.05	MeetingNotificationV05

J. Proposed implementation: 

In the seev.001 (MENO – MeetingNotification) message, in the Resolution sequence, add a new optional and non-repeatable element VotingRightsThresholdForApproval typed by a choice component between a percentage and an absolute number as illustrated below:

[image: ]



K. Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing

 

		Timing

		· As requested 







L. Final decision of the SEG(s):



		Approve

		





Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:




[bookmark: _Toc8978914]CR3: Remove element Entitlement in EntitlementSpecification sequence

C. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: SWIFT, SMPG 

A.2 Contact person: 

Christine Strandberg – christine.strandberg@seb.se – phone: +46 8 763 6074

Mari Fumagalli – mariangela.fumagalli@bnpparibas.com – phone: +44 207 595 4988

Jacques Littré – jacques.littre@swift.com – phone: +32 2 655 43 35

A.3 Sponsors: N/A



D. Related messages:

List of ISO 20022 Proxy Voting messages which would be impacted by the change:

seev.001.001.05	MeetingNotificationV05



E. Description of the change request:

In the EntitlementSpecification sequence, remove the optional element Entitlement.



F. Purpose of the change:

The exact same element and data types are already present in the Resolution sequence, the element is therefore fully redundant and can be deleted. 



K. Urgency of the request:

This maintenance change request for the proxy-voting messages follows the ISO 20022 fast track maintenance process so as to publish a new version of those messages around end of Q3 2019. 

L. Business examples:

NA

M. SEG recommendation:

This section is not to be taken care of by the submitter of the change request. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages. 



		Consider

		

		Timing



		

		- Next yearly cycle: 2019/2020

(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2019 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2020)

		

		Priority: 

high 

medium 

low



		

		- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages

(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)

		



		

		- Urgent unscheduled

(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)

		X

		



		

		- Other timing:

		







Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:



J. Impact analysis:

This change request impacts the following messages:

seev.001.001.05	MeetingNotificationV05

K. Proposed implementation: 

In the seev.001 (MENO – MeetingNotification) message, in the EntitlementSpecification sequence, remove the optional element Entitlement typed by a choice component between EntitlementRatio and EntitlementDescription as illustrated below:



[image: ]

L. Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing

 

		Timing

		· As requested 







M. Final decision of the SEG(s):



		Approve

		





Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:






[bookmark: _Toc8978915]CR4: Remove all STP Deadlines 

A. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: SWIFT, SMPG 

A.2 Contact person: 

Christine Strandberg – christine.strandberg@seb.se – phone: +46 8 763 6074

Mari Fumagalli – mariangela.fumagalli@bnpparibas.com – phone: +44 207 595 4988

Jacques Littré – jacques.littre@swift.com – phone: +32 2 655 43 35

A.3 Sponsors: N/A



Related messages:

List of ISO 20022 Proxy Voting messages which would be impacted by the change:

seev.001.001.05	MeetingNotificationV05



Description of the change request:

Remove the following STP deadline elements from the meeting notification message:

· AttendanceConfirmationSTPDeadline, 

· STPDeadline (in ProxyChoice)

· VoteSTPDeadline, 

· RevocabilitySTPDeadline, 

· VoteWithPremiumSTPDeadline, 

· SecuritiesBlockingSTPDeadline,  

· RegistrationSecuritiesSTPDeadline, 

· RegistrationParticipationSTPDeadline

And remove the two following deadlines because there are redundant with the SecuritiesBlockingPeriodEndDate:

· SecuritiesBlockingDeadline,

· SecuritiesBlockingMarketDeadline,

 

Purpose of the change:

It is confusing and potentially misleading to make a difference between STP deadlines and non-STP deadlines in the message. To avoid confusion, we recommend to remove the STP deadlines that are redundant with the non-STP deadlines. 

Urgency of the request:

This maintenance change request for the proxy-voting messages follows the ISO 20022 fast track maintenance process so as to publish a new version of those messages around end of Q3 2019. 

Business examples:

NA

SEG recommendation:

This section is not to be taken care of by the submitter of the change request. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages. 



		Consider

		

		Timing



		

		- Next yearly cycle: 2019/2020

(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2019 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2020)

		

		Priority: 

high 

medium 

low



		

		- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages

(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)

		



		

		- Urgent unscheduled

(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)

		X

		



		

		- Other timing:

		







Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:



Impact analysis:

This change request impacts the following messages:

seev.001.001.05	MeetingNotificationV05

Proposed implementation: 

In the seev.001 (MENO – MeetingNotification) message, remove the following elements with STP deadlines:

· AttendanceConfirmationSTPDeadline -   in Meeting sequence

· STPDeadline - in Meeting/ProxyChoice/Proxy sequence

· VoteSTPDeadline - in Vote sequence

· RevocabilitySTPDeadline  - in Vote sequence

· VoteWithPremiumSTPDeadline - in Vote sequence

· SecuritiesBlockingSTPDeadline - in EntitlementSpecification sequence

· RegistrationSecuritiesSTPDeadline - in EntitlementSpecification sequence

· RegistrationParticipationSTPDeadline - in EntitlementSpecification sequence

· SecuritiesBlockingDeadline – in EntitlementSpecification sequence

· SecuritiesBlockingMarketDeadline - in EntitlementSpecification sequence
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Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing

 

		Timing

		· As requested 







Final decision of the SEG(s):



		Approve

		





Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:




[bookmark: _Toc8978916]CR5: Move All Elements from EntitlementSpecification sequence to the Meeting sequence

D. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: SWIFT, SMPG 

A.2 Contact person: 

Christine Strandberg – christine.strandberg@seb.se – phone: +46 8 763 6074

Mari Fumagalli – mariangela.fumagalli@bnpparibas.com – phone: +44 207 595 4988

Jacques Littré – jacques.littre@swift.com – phone: +32 2 655 43 35

A.3 Sponsors: N/A



E. Related messages:

List of ISO 20022 Proxy Voting messages which would be impacted by the change:

seev.001.001.05	MeetingNotificationV05



F. Description of the change request:

In the EntitlementSpecification sequence, move all elements to the Meeting sequence and delete EntitlementSpecification.



G. Purpose of the change:

If the “Entitlement” element of the EntitlementSpecification sequence is removed (via one of the preceding change request), most of the remaining elements in the EntitlementSpecification sequence are more related to general meeting information than to Entitlement.  Therefore it would make more sense to regroup all detailed meeting information at the same place in the same sequence and remove that sequence.



N. Urgency of the request:

This maintenance change request for the proxy-voting messages follows the ISO 20022 fast track maintenance process so as to publish a new version of those messages around end of Q3 2019. 

O. Business examples:

NA

P. SEG recommendation:

This section is not to be taken care of by the submitter of the change request. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages. 



		Consider

		

		Timing



		

		- Next yearly cycle: 2019/2020

(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2019 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2020)

		

		Priority: 

high 

medium 

low



		

		- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages

(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)

		



		

		- Urgent unscheduled

(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)

		X

		



		

		- Other timing:

		







Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:



K. Impact analysis:

This change request impacts the following messages:

seev.001.001.05	MeetingNotificationV05

L. Proposed implementation: 

In the seev.001 (MENO – MeetingNotification) message, in the EntitlementSpecification sequence, move all elements to the Meeting sequence and remove the EntitlementSpecification sequence itself as illustrated below:



[image: ]



[image: ]

M. Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing

 

		Timing

		· As requested 







N. Final decision of the SEG(s):



		Approve

		





Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:




[bookmark: _Toc8978917]CR6: Align Meeting Type andPromote Court Meeting from Meeting Classification Type with ISO 15022to Meeting Types

1. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: SWIFT, SMPG 

A.2 Contact person: 

Christine Strandberg – christine.strandberg@seb.se – phone: +46 8 763 6074

Mari Fumagalli – mariangela.fumagalli@bnpparibas.com – phone: +44 207 595 4988

Jacques Littré – jacques.littre@swift.com – phone: +32 2 655 43 35

A.3 Sponsors: N/A

Related messages:

List of ISO 20022 Proxy Voting messages which would be impacted by the change:

seev.001.001.05	MeetingNotificationV05

seev.002.001.05	MeetingCancellationV05

seev.003.001.05	MeetingEntitlementNotificationV05

seev.004.001.05	MeetingInstructionV05

seev.005.001.05	MeetingInstructionCancellationRequestV05

seev.006.001.05	MeetingInstructionStatusV05

seev.007.001.05	MeetingVoteExecutionConfirmationV05

seev.008.001.05	MeetingResultDisseminationV05



Description of the change request:

Align the meeting “Type” code values of the proxy voting ISO 20022 messages with those defined in ISO 15022 56x messages for meetings i.e. bond holder meeting (BMET), court meeting (CMET),  annual general meeting (MEET), ordinary general meeting (OMET), extraordinary or special general meeting XMET).

Purpose of the change:

There is a necessity to align both ISO Standards for the types of meetings used for a long time by the community. 

Urgency of the request:

This maintenance change request for the proxy-voting messages follows the ISO 20022 fast track maintenance process so as to publish a new version of those messages around end of Q3 2019. 

Business examples:

NA

SEG recommendation:

This section is not to be taken care of by the submitter of the change request. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages. 



		Consider

		

		Timing



		

		- Next yearly cycle: 2019/2020

(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2019 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2020)

		

		Priority: 

high 

medium 

low



		

		- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages

(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)

		



		

		- Urgent unscheduled

(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)

		X

		



		

		- Other timing:

		







Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:



Impact analysis:

This change request impacts the following messages:

seev.001.001.05	MeetingNotificationV05

seev.002.001.05	MeetingCancellationV05

seev.003.001.05	MeetingEntitlementNotificationV05

seev.004.001.05	MeetingInstructionV05

seev.005.001.05	MeetingInstructionCancellationRequestV05

seev.006.001.05	MeetingInstructionStatusV05

seev.007.001.05	MeetingVoteExecutionConfirmationV05

seev.008.001.05	MeetingResultDisseminationV05

Proposed implementation: 

In the seev.001 (MENO – MeetingNotification) message, delete the optional element Meeting/Classification and in all other messages (seev.002 to seev.008 messages), delete the optional element MeetingReference/Classification.

In the Meeting/Type element (in the seev.001) and in the MeetingReference/type element in all other seev.002 to seev.008 messages) replace the data type by a choice component giving the choice between meeting type code values and proprietary values.

In the data type of the Meeting/Type element (in the seev.001) and in the MeetingReference/type element in all other seev.002 to seev.008 messages), add the meeting type value code CMET for Court Meeting, MEET for Annual General Meeting and OMET for Ordinary General Meeting and remove the code values GMET General meeting , MIXD for Mixed meeting, SPCL for Special meeting as illustrated below:
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Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing

 

		Timing

		· As requested 







Final decision of the SEG(s):



		Approve

		





Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:




[bookmark: _Toc8978918]CR7: Remove Vote InstructionType in Vote Sequence

1. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: SWIFT, SMPG 

A.2 Contact person: 

Christine Strandberg – christine.strandberg@seb.se – phone: +46 8 763 6074

Mari Fumagalli – mariangela.fumagalli@bnpparibas.com – phone: +44 207 595 4988

Jacques Littré – jacques.littre@swift.com – phone: +32 2 655 43 35

A.3 Sponsors: N/A

Related messages:

List of ISO 20022 Proxy Voting messages which would be impacted by the change:

seev.001.001.05	MeetingNotificationV05

Description of the change request:

Remove the element optional and repeatable VoteInstructionType in the sequence Vote.

Purpose of the change:

Fully redundant with VoteInstructionType in the sequence Resolution.

Urgency of the request:

This maintenance change request for the proxy-voting messages follows the ISO 20022 fast track maintenance process so as to publish a new version of those messages around end of Q3 2019. 

Business examples:

NA

SEG recommendation:

This section is not to be taken care of by the submitter of the change request. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages. 



		Consider

		

		Timing



		

		- Next yearly cycle: 2019/2020

(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2019 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2020)

		

		Priority: 

high 

medium 

low



		

		- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages

(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)

		



		

		- Urgent unscheduled

(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)

		X

		



		

		- Other timing:

		







Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:



Impact analysis:

This change request impacts the following messages:

seev.001.001.05	MeetingNotificationV05

Proposed implementation: 

In the seev.001 (MENO – MeetingNotification) message, delete the optional and non-repeatable Vote/VoteInstructionType element as illustrated below:
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Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing.

 

		Timing

		· As requested 







Final decision of the SEG(s):



		Approve

		





Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:




[bookmark: _Toc8978919]CR8: Align Amendments with Meeting Notification Type and Status with the CA Notification Design

1. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: SWIFT, SMPG 

A.2 Contact person: 

Christine Strandberg – christine.strandberg@seb.se – phone: +46 8 763 6074

Mari Fumagalli – mariangela.fumagalli@bnpparibas.com – phone: +44 207 595 4988

Jacques Littré – jacques.littre@swift.com – phone: +32 2 655 43 35

A.3 Sponsors: N/A

1. Related messages:

List of ISO 20022 Proxy Voting messages which would be impacted by the change:

seev.001.001.05	MeetingNotificationV05



Description of the change request:

Add a new mandatory and non-repeatable sequence NotificationGeneralInformation” and add a new mandatory element “NotificationType” with codes New, Reminder and Replacement. 

Move the element NotificationStatus from the root of the message to the new NotificationGeneralInformation sequence.

Rename “Amendment” as NotificationUpdate.

Purpose of the change:

Align the proxy voting meeting notification with the CA notifications for notification types (New and Replacement).

Urgency of the request:

This maintenance change request for the proxy-voting messages follows the ISO 20022 fast track maintenance process so as to publish a new version of those messages around end of Q3 2019. 

Business examples:

NA

SEG recommendation:

This section is not to be taken care of by the submitter of the change request. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages. 



		Consider

		

		Timing



		

		- Next yearly cycle: 2019/2020

(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2019 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2020)

		

		Priority: 

high 

medium 

low



		

		- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages

(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)

		



		

		- Urgent unscheduled

(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)

		X

		



		

		- Other timing:

		







Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:



Impact analysis:

This change request impacts the following messages:

seev.001.001.05	MeetingNotificationV05

Proposed implementation: 

In the seev.001 (MENO – MeetingNotification) message, add a new mandatory and non-repeatable sequence NotificationGeneralInformation” and add a new mandatory element “NotificationType” with codes New, Reminder and Replacement. 

Move the element NotificationStatus from the root of the message to the new NotificationGeneralInformation  sequence.

Rename “Amendment” sequence  as NotificationUpdate and rename its element PreviousReference as PreviousNotificationIdentification. 

Add also a new cross element rule at the root of the message in order to condition the presence of the element NotificationUpdate/PrevioustNotificationIdentification when NotificationGeneralInformation/NotificationType value is REPL (Replacement).
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Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing

 

		Timing

		· As requested 







Final decision of the SEG(s):



		Approve

		





Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:






[bookmark: _Toc8978920]CR9: Align Meeting Linkages with CA Notification Linkages

A. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: SWIFT, SMPG 

A.2 Contact person: 

Christine Strandberg – christine.strandberg@seb.se – phone: +46 8 763 6074

Mari Fumagalli – mariangela.fumagalli@bnpparibas.com – phone: +44 207 595 4988

Jacques Littré – jacques.littre@swift.com – phone: +32 2 655 43 35

A.3 Sponsors: N/A



B. Related messages:

List of ISO 20022 Proxy Voting messages which would be impacted by the change:

seev.001.001.05	MeetingNotificationV05



C. Description of the change request:

Add a new linkages sequence in the meeting notification - similarly to what is done in the corporate action notification message (seev.031) - with an identification of linked meeting identification or a linked Issuer meeting identification.

D. Purpose of the change:

Align the proxy voting meeting notification with the CA notifications for linkages as there are no Linkages capabilities in the current message.

1. Urgency of the request:

This maintenance change request for the proxy-voting messages follows the ISO 20022 fast track maintenance process so as to publish a new version of those messages around end of Q3 2019. 

Business examples:

NA

SEG recommendation:

This section is not to be taken care of by the submitter of the change request. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages. 



		Consider

		

		Timing



		

		- Next yearly cycle: 2019/2020

(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2019 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2020)

		

		Priority: 

high 

medium 

low



		

		- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages

(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)

		



		

		- Urgent unscheduled

(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)

		X

		



		

		- Other timing:

		







Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:



Impact analysis:

This change request impacts the following messages:

seev.001.001.05	MeetingNotificationV05

Proposed implementation: 

In the seev.001 (MENO – MeetingNotification) message, add a new optional and repeatable sequence EventsLinkages with a mandatory and non-repeatable element EventIdentification typed by a Choice component with the elements LinkedIssuerMeetingIdentification and LinkedMeetingIdentification both typed by Max35Text.

The EventsLinkages sequence contain also an optional and non-repeatable element LinkageType typed by the code ProcessingPosition3Codes with the four values, After, Before, With and Information.
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Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing

 

		Timing

		· As requested 







Final decision of the SEG(s):



		Approve

		





Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:






[bookmark: _Toc8978921]CR10: Add new elements required by the SRD2  Directive in the Meeting Entitlement Notification

E. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: SWIFT, SMPG 

A.2 Contact person: 

Christine Strandberg – christine.strandberg@seb.se – phone: +46 8 763 6074

Mari Fumagalli – mariangela.fumagalli@bnpparibas.com – phone: +44 207 595 4988

Jacques Littré – jacques.littre@swift.com – phone: +32 2 655 43 35

A.3 Sponsors: N/A



B. Related messages:

List of ISO 20022 Proxy Voting messages which would be impacted by the change:

seev.003.001.05	MeetingEntitlementNotificationV05

C. Description of the change request:

· Add the new mandatory and non-repeatable element “Issuer” in the message (same as the one in meeting notification) right before the “Security” element.

(IR table 4.A item 2 in implementation regulation)

· Add a new mandatory element “NotificationType” with codes New and Replacement at the root of the message before RelatedReference and rename RelatedReference as “PreviousEntitlementNotificationIdentification”. 

(IR table 4.A item 4 in implementation regulation)

· Add new mandatory non-repeatable element “AccountHolder” after the Eligibility element with identification and name of either a legal or a natural person (as defined in the ShareholderIdentificationDisclosureResponse message.

(IR table 4.C item 1 and 2 in implementation regulation)

· Adapt the data type of the RightsHolder Identification element to the Identification specifications required in the IR Table 4.C.

(IR table 4.C item 1 and 2 in implementation regulation)

· Add new optional and non-repeatable elements “MeetingAttendee” and “Proxy” after the Eligibility element with identification and name of either a legal or a natural person (as defined in the ShareholderIdentificationDisclosureResponse message.

(IR table 4.C item 3 and 4 in implementation regulation)



D. Purpose of the change:

This change is required by the European Commission Shareholders Rights Directive implementing regulation (EU) 2018/1212 of 3 September 2018 (see regulation table references in the description above).

E. Urgency of the request:

This maintenance change request for the proxy-voting messages follows the ISO 20022 fast track maintenance process so as to publish a new version of those messages around end of Q3 2019. 

F. Business examples:



G. SEG recommendation:

This section is not to be taken care of by the submitter of the change request. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages. 



		Consider

		

		Timing



		

		- Next yearly cycle: 2019/2020

(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2019 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2020)

		

		Priority: 

high 

medium 

low



		

		- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages

(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)

		



		

		- Urgent unscheduled

(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)

		X

		



		

		- Other timing:

		







Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:



H. Impact analysis:

This change request impacts the following messages:

seev.003.001.05	MeetingEntitlementNotificationV05



I. Proposed implementation:



1) Add Issuer Identification

In the seev.003 (MENT – MeetingEntitlementNotification) message, add a new mandatory and non-repeatable element IssuerIdentification typed by the same PartyIdentificationChoice component used in the MeetingNotification message as illustrated below:
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2) Add Issuer IdentificationNotification Type

In the seev.003 (MENT – MeetingEntitlementNotification) message, add at the root of the message as a first element, a new mandatory and non-repeatable element NotificationType typed by the code list MeetingNotificationType1Code used in the MeetingNotification message and rename also the RelatedReference element as PreviousEntitlementNotificationIdentification as illustrated below:

Add also a new cross element rule at the root of the message in order to condition the presence of the element PreviousEntitlementNotificationIdentification when NotificationType value is REPL (Replacement).
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3) Add Account Holder Identification

In the seev.003 (MENT – MeetingEntitlementNotification) message, add at the root of the message after the Eligibility element a new mandatory and non-repeatable element AccountHolder typed with the PartyIdentification for a Legal and a natural person as defined in the ShareholderIdentificationDisclosureResponse message and as illustrated below: 



[image: ]



4) Adapt RightsHolder Identification

Change the current Data type PartyIdentification40Choice of the element  Security/Position/RightHolder/Identification by the same Data type PartyIdentification196Choice used to identify the AccountHolder and Proxy.
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5) Add Proxy and MeetingAttendee  Identification

In the seev.003 (MENT – MeetingEntitlementNotification) message, add at the root of the message after the Eligibility element the new optional and non-repeatable elements MeetingAttendee and Proxy typed with the PartyIdentification for a Legal and a natural person as defined in the ShareholderIdentificationDisclosureResponse message and as illustrated below: 

[image: ]



J. Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing

 

		Timing

		· As requested 







K. Final decision of the SEG(s):



		Approve

		





Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:



[bookmark: _Toc8978922]CR11: Change Elements as Mandatory in Meeting EntitlementNotification

Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: SWIFT, SMPG 

A.2 Contact person: 

Christine Strandberg – christine.strandberg@seb.se – phone: +46 8 763 6074

Mari Fumagalli – mariangela.fumagalli@bnpparibas.com – phone: +44 207 595 4988

Jacques Littré – jacques.littre@swift.com – phone: +32 2 655 43 35

A.3 Sponsors: N/A



Related messages:

List of ISO 20022 Proxy Voting messages which would be impacted by the change:

seev.003.001.05	MeetingEntitlementNotificationV05



Description of the change request:

The following path and element in the message must be made mandatory: 

· Security / Position / HoldingBalance / Balance

· Security / Position / AccountIdentification 

· Security / Position / HoldingBalance / BalanceType ?

as those elements should always be present in the message. 

Add a new textual rule on the “HoldingBalance” sequence to require the presence of the “Eligible” code in BalanceType in one occurrence if several occurrences are present.

Purpose of the change:

Sending an entitlement message without a balance and identification of the account is not consistent. 

Urgency of the request:

This maintenance change request for the proxy-voting messages follows the ISO 20022 fast track maintenance process so as to publish a new version of those messages around end of Q3 2019. 

Business examples:



SEG recommendation:

This section is not to be taken care of by the submitter of the change request. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages. 



		Consider

		

		Timing



		

		- Next yearly cycle: 2019/2020

(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2019 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2020)

		

		Priority: 

high 

medium 

low



		

		- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages

(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)

		



		

		- Urgent unscheduled

(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)

		X

		



		

		- Other timing:

		







Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:

Impact analysis:

This change request impacts the following messages:

seev.007.001.05	MeetingVoteExecutionConfirmationV05

Proposed implementation: 

In the seev.003 (MENT – MeetingEntitlementNotification) message, set the following eleemnts and paths as mandatory as illustrated below:

· Security / Position / HoldingBalance / Balance

· Security / Position / AccountIdentification 

· Security / Position / HoldingBalance / BalanceType (need To be confirmed to have it mandatory)
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In the Security/Position/HoldingBalance sequence, add the following HoldingBalanceType() textual rule:

In all occurrences of HoldingBalance, one and only one BalanceType element must have a balance type code value equal to ELIG (Eligible). 



Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing

 

		Timing

		· As requested 







Final decision of the SEG(s):



		Approve

		





Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:






[bookmark: _Toc8978923]CR12: Add new elements required by the SRD2  Directive in the Meeting Instruction

1. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: SWIFT, SMPG 

A.2 Contact person: 

Christine Strandberg – christine.strandberg@seb.se – phone: +46 8 763 6074

Mari Fumagalli – mariangela.fumagalli@bnpparibas.com – phone: +44 207 595 4988

Jacques Littré – jacques.littre@swift.com – phone: +32 2 655 43 35

A.3 Sponsors: N/A



Related messages:

List of ISO 20022 Proxy Voting messages which would be impacted by the change:

seev.004.001.05	MeetingInstructionV05

Description of the change request:

· In the Instruction/SpecificInstructionRequest sequence, replace the ParticipantRegistration indicator element by the new optional and repeatable AttendanceMethod with the code values: Virtual participation, in person, through Proxy, by correspondence, participation in person but not voting (same as the one defined in the meeting notification message).

Add a rule so that the Instruction/Proxy and Instruction/MeetingAttendee are only used if the Instruction/SpecificInstructionRequest/AttendanceMethod specifies Proxy or InPerson.

(IR table 5.B items 1 in implementation regulation)

· In element Instruction/MeetingAttendee, align the identification of the meeting attendee  with the AccountHolder Legal or Natural person names and identifications defined in the ShareholderIdentificationDisclosureResponse message.   Rename the element MeetingAttendee as Shareholder.

(IR table 5.B items 2, 3(a) and 3(b) in implementation regulation)

· In element Instruction/Proxy/PersonDetails align the name and identification of the Proxy with the AccountHolder Legal or Natural person names and identifications defined in the ShareholderIdentificationDisclosureResponse message.  

(IR table 5.B items 2, 3(a) and 3(b), 4 and 5 in implementation regulation)

· In the Instruction/VoteDetails/ VoteInstructionForAgendaResolution and VoteInstructionForMeetingResolution sequences, , add a new vote instruction element  “BLNK (Blank)” (vote is cast as “empty” but the vote is counted) and a new element Proprietary so as to be able to provide the number of votes for the proprietary vote code defined  and amend the definition of the “NoAction” element.

(IR table 3.E item 5 in implementation regulation)



Purpose of the change:

This change is required by the European Commission Shareholders Rights Directive implementing regulation (EU) 2018/1212 of 3 September 2018 (see regulation table references in the description above).

Urgency of the request:

This maintenance change request for the proxy-voting messages follows the ISO 20022 fast track maintenance process so as to publish a new version of those messages around end of Q3 2019. 

Business examples:

NA

SEG recommendation:

This section is not to be taken care of by the submitter of the change request. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages. 



		Consider

		

		Timing



		

		- Next yearly cycle: 2019/2020

(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2019 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2020)

		

		Priority: 

high 

medium 

low



		

		- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages

(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)

		



		

		- Urgent unscheduled

(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)

		X

		



		

		- Other timing:

		







Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:



Impact analysis:

This change request impacts the following messages:

seev.004.001.05	MeetingInstructionV05

Proposed implementation:

1) Add AttendanceMethod in the Instruction

In the seev.004 (MEIN – MeetingInstruction) message, rename the element Instruction/SpecificInstructionRequest/ParticipationRegistration as AttendanceMethod and make the element repeatable and change the current data type “YesNoIndicator” by the code list AttendanceMethod1Choice as with a code element with 4 5 code values as follows (Virtual participation, in person, through Proxy, by correspondence, participation in person but not voting) and a proprietary code as illustrated below:



[image: ]



2) Align MeetingAttendee Identification with the ShareholderIdentificationDisclosureResponse message

In the seev.004 (MEIN – MeetingInstruction) message, in the sequence Instruction/MeetingAttendee, replace the elements Birthname, GivenName, Identification and Address by the mandatory element Identification typed with the PartyIdentificationChoice component used in the ShareholderIdentificationDisclosureResponse message for AccountHolder to identify a legal and natural person and rename the element MeetingAttendee as Shareholder as illustrated below:



[image: ]





3) Align Proxy Identification with the ShareholderIdentificationDisclosureResponse message

In the seev.004 (MEIN – MeetingInstruction) message, in the sequence Instruction/Proxy, replace the elements Birthname, GivenName, Identification and Address by the mandatory element Identification typed with the PartyIdentificationChoice component used in the ShareholderIdentificationDisclosureResponse message for AccountHolder to identify a legal and natural person as illustrated below:

[image: ]



4) Add rule on 

Add a cross element rule in Instruction component so that the Instruction/Proxy and/or  Instruction/MeetingAttendee are only present if the Instruction/SpecificInstructionRequest/AttendanceMethod specifies respectively Proxy and/or In Person.

5) Add new Vote Instruction Blank in all sequence where VoteInstruction is present  

In the seev.004 (MEIN – MeetingInstruction) message, in the Instruction/VoteDetails/VoteInstructionForAgendaResolution/VoteInstruction sequence, amend the definition of the “NoAction” element to read “Do not vote” and add the new optional and non-repeatable element “Blank” typed by “Number” data type and add a new optional and repeatable sequence “Proprietary” with a mandatory element VoteCode typed by Exact4AlphaNumericText and the mandatory element Number as illustrated below: 

[image: ]



In the seev.004 (MEIN – MeetingInstruction) message, in the Instruction/VoteDetails/VoteInstructionForAgendaResolution/GlobalVoteInstruction, replace the data type of the VoteOption element by a choice component with a choice between the Vote with a code to which the “Blank” vote has been added and a proprietary code code as illustrated below: 

[image: ]



In the seev.004 (MEIN – MeetingInstruction) message, in the Instruction/VoteDetails/VoteInstructionForMeetingResolution sequence, replace the data type of the VoteIndication element by a choice component with a choice between the Vote with a code to which the “Blank” vote has been added and a proprietary code code as illustrated below: 



[image: ]



Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing

 

		Timing

		· As requested 







Final decision of the SEG(s):



		Approve

		





Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:






[bookmark: _Toc8978924]CR13: Align Vote Instruction Type Codes Between the Meeting Notification and Instruction 

Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: SWIFT, SMPG 

A.2 Contact person: 

Christine Strandberg – christine.strandberg@seb.se – phone: +46 8 763 6074

Mari Fumagalli – mariangela.fumagalli@bnpparibas.com – phone: +44 207 595 4988

Jacques Littré – jacques.littre@swift.com – phone: +32 2 655 43 35

A.3 Sponsors: N/A



Related messages:

List of ISO 20022 Proxy Voting messages which would be impacted by the change:

seev.001.001.05	MeetingNotificationV05

seev.004.001.05	MeetingInstructionV05



Description of the change request:

In the MeetingNotification and MeetingInstruction messages, replace the data type codes VoteInstruction2Code and VoteInstruction3Code and VoteInstruction4Code by a new code list consolidating all code values and change VoteInstruction1Code by a new code list similar to VoteInstruction4Code but without the WMGT, AMGT and DISC code values.

Purpose of the change:

In 20022, there are 4 VoteInstructionCode lists that can be used to list the voting options in the 2 messages as follows (code differences are coloured in red):

· “VoteInstruction1Code” – CFOR, CAGS, ABST, WTHH, NOAC (used in seev.001 for the elements Resolution/ManagementRecommendation and ResolutionNotyfyingPartyRecommendation)

· “VoteInstruction2Code” – CFOR, CAGS, ABST, WTHH, WMGT, AMGT, NOAC, DISC (used in seev.001 for VoteInstructionType)

· “VoteInstruction3Code” – ABST, CAGS, AMGT, DISC, CFOR, NOAC, WTHH, WMGT, ONEY, THRY, TWOY (Used in seev.004 for Proxy/GlobalVoteInstruction)

· “VoteInstruction4Code” – ABST, CAGS, AMGT, CHRM, CFOR, NOAC, WTHH, WMGT, ONEY, THRY, TWOY (Used in seev.004 in VoteDetails/VoteForMeetingResolution)

We have not found a business justification to have a difference between the last 3 code lists therefore it is proposed to align/merge these last 3 codes on VoteInstruction4Code consolidating all voting types.

The code list VoteInstruction1Code should however contain all other code values except WMGT, AMGT and DISC used as management recommendations. 

Urgency of the request:

This maintenance change request for the proxy-voting messages follows the ISO 20022 fast track maintenance process so as to publish a new version of those messages around end of Q3 2019. 

Business examples:

N/A

SEG recommendation:

This section is not to be taken care of by the submitter of the change request. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages. 



		Consider

		

		Timing



		

		- Next yearly cycle: 2019/2020

(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2019 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2020)

		

		Priority: 

high 

medium 

low



		

		- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages

(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)

		



		

		- Urgent unscheduled

(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)

		X

		



		

		- Other timing:

		







Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:



Impact analysis:

This change request impacts the following messages:

seev.001.001.05	MeetingNotificationV05

seev.004.001.05	MeetingInstructionV05

Proposed implementation: 

In the seev.001 (MENO – MeetingNotification) message, in Resolution/ManagementRecommendation and ResolutionNotyfyingPartyRecommendation replace the VoteInstruction1Code data type by a new VoteInstruction5 Code containing the following code values CFOR, CAGS, ABST, WTHH, NOAC, CHRM, ONEY, TWOY, THRY and BLANK as illustrated below :





[image: ]



In the seev.001 (MENO – MeetingNotification) message, in Resolution/VoteInstructionType/VoteInstruction/Type, replace the VoteInstruction2Code data type by a new VoteInstruction6Code containing the following code values CFOR, CAGS, ABST, WTHH, NOAC, WMGT, AMGT , DISC, CHRM, ONEY, TWOY, THRY and BLANK as illustrated below :



[image: ]



In the seev.004 (MEIN – MeetingInstruction) message, in the element Instruction/Proxy/VoteInstructionForAgendaResolution/GlobalVoteIntruction/VoteOption/Vote, replace the VoteInstruction3Code data type by a new VoteInstruction6 Code containing the following code values CFOR, CAGS, ABST, WTHH, NOAC, WMGT, AMGT , DISC, CHRM, ONEY, TWOY, THRY and BLANK as illustrated below :

[image: ]



In the seev.004 (MEIN – MeetingInstruction) message, in the element Instruction/VoteDetails/VoteInstructionForAgendaResolution/GlobalVoteIntruction/VoteOption/Vote, and in the element Instruction/VoteDetails/VoteInstructionForMeetingResolution/VoteIndication/Vote replace the VoteInstruction4Code data type by a new VoteInstruction6 Code containing the following code values CFOR, CAGS, ABST, WTHH, NOAC, WMGT, AMGT , DISC, CHRM, ONEY, TWOY, THRY and BLANK as illustrated below :

[image: ]



Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing

 

		Timing

		· As requested 







Final decision of the SEG(s):



		Approve

		





Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:






[bookmark: _Toc8978925]CR14: Rename PreviousReference in Meeting Instruction Cancellation Request

1. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: SWIFT, SMPG 

A.2 Contact person: 

Christine Strandberg – christine.strandberg@seb.se – phone: +46 8 763 6074

Mari Fumagalli – mariangela.fumagalli@bnpparibas.com – phone: +44 207 595 4988

Jacques Littré – jacques.littre@swift.com – phone: +32 2 655 43 35

A.3 Sponsors: N/A



Related messages:

List of ISO 20022 Proxy Voting messages which would be impacted by the change:

seev.005.001.05	MeetingInstructionCancellationRequestV05

1. Description of the change request:

Rename the message element PreviousReference as MeetingInstructionIdentification.

1. Purpose of the change:

Align the naming of the reference to the previously sent MeetingInstruction message that is being cancelled with the ISO 20022 naming principles for message references. 

1. Urgency of the request:

This maintenance change request for the proxy-voting messages follows the ISO 20022 fast track maintenance process so as to publish a new version of those messages around end of Q3 2019. 

1. Business examples:

NA

1. SEG recommendation:

This section is not to be taken care of by the submitter of the change request. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages. 



		Consider

		

		Timing



		

		- Next yearly cycle: 2019/2020

(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2019 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2020)

		

		Priority: 

high 

medium 

low



		

		- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages

(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)

		



		

		- Urgent unscheduled

(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)

		X

		



		

		- Other timing:

		







Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:



1. Impact analysis:

This change request impacts the following messages:

seev.005.001.05	MeetingInstructionCancellationRequestV05

1. Proposed implementation: 

Rename the element PreviousReference at the root of the message as MeetingInstructionIdentification and change the date type Identification by Max35Text.	Comment by LITTRE Jacques: With this name, it is not clear whether this element refer to the  MESSAGE identification or to the individual instructions included into the Instruction message itself since there is the element called “InstructionIdentification” in the Instruction message. ???   
Maybe we should renale that element “IndividualInstructionIdentification”.



[image: ]

1. Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing

 

		Timing

		· As requested 







1. Final decision of the SEG(s):



		Approve

		





Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:




[bookmark: _Toc8978926]CR15: Add new elements required by the SRD2  Directive in the Meeting Instruction Status

1. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: SWIFT, SMPG 

A.2 Contact person: 

Christine Strandberg – christine.strandberg@seb.se – phone: +46 8 763 6074

Mari Fumagalli – mariangela.fumagalli@bnpparibas.com – phone: +44 207 595 4988

Jacques Littré – jacques.littre@swift.com – phone: +32 2 655 43 35

A.3 Sponsors: N/A



Related messages:

List of ISO 20022 Proxy Voting messages which would be impacted by the change:

seev.006.001.05	MeetingInstructionStatusV05



Description of the change request:

· add a new mandatory non-repeatable element IssuerName at the root of the message to provide the name of the issuer.  

(IR table 6 item 6 in implementation regulation)

· add a new mandatory non-repeatable element ConfirmingParty at the root of the message to provide the name (legal or natural person name) of the ConfirmingParty.  

(IR table 6 item 7 in implementation regulation)

· add a new mandatory non-repeatable element VoteCastingParty at the root of the message to provide the name (legal or natural person name) of the VoteCastingParty.  

(IR table 6 item 8 in implementation regulation)

· add a new optional non-repeatable element RightsHolder at the root of the message to provide the name (legal or natural person name) of the Shareholder.

(IR table 6 item 9 in implementation regulation)

· Modify the status codes of the Status element in the sequence InstructionTypeStatus/InstructionStatus/GlobalInstructionStatus/ProcessingStatus and in sequence InstructionTypeStatus/InstructionStatus/DetailedInstructionStatus/InstructionStatus/ProcessingStatus as follows:

· Add the new status code:  “Accepted And Sent Along the Chain”

· Remove statuses: “Completed” (COMP) and “NotReceived” (NOIN)

(IR Article 9.5 in implementation regulation)

Purpose of the change:

This change is required by the European Commission Shareholders Rights Directive implementing regulation (EU) 2018/1212 of 3 September 2018 (see regulation table references in the description above).

Urgency of the request:

This maintenance change request for the proxy-voting messages follows the ISO 20022 fast track maintenance process so as to publish a new version of those messages around end of Q3 2019. 

Business examples:

NA

SEG recommendation:

This section is not to be taken care of by the submitter of the change request. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages. 



		Consider

		

		Timing



		

		- Next yearly cycle: 2019/2020

(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2019 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2020)

		

		Priority: 

high 

medium 

low



		

		- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages

(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)

		



		

		- Urgent unscheduled

(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)

		X

		



		

		- Other timing:

		







Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:



Impact analysis:

This change request impacts the following messages:

seev.006.001.05	MeetingInstructionStatusV05

Proposed implementation: 



1) Add new party Identifications



In the seev.006 (MEIS – MeetingInstructionStatus) message, add a new mandatory and non-repeatable element IssuerIdentification typed by the same PartyIdentificationChoice component used in the MeetingNotification message and a new mandatory and non-repeatable element ConfirmationParty, a new mandatory and non-repeatable element VoteCastingParty and a new optional and non-repeatable element RightsHolder (or Shareholder ?) typed by the same PartyIdentificationChoice component used to identify a legal and a natural person as illustrated below:

[image: ]



2) Amend the ProcessingStatus code values

In the seev.006 (MEIS – MeetingInstructionStatus) message, in the status code of the Status element in the sequence InstructionTypeStatus/InstructionStatus/GlobalInstructionStatus/ProcessingStatus and in sequence InstructionTypeStatus/InstructionStatus/DetailedInstructionStatus/InstructionStatus/ProcessingStatus, remove the code values NotReceived (NOIN) and Completed (COMP) and add the values “Accepted and sent along the chain” (FRWD). 	Comment by LITTRE Jacques: Seems redundant with PACK

[image: ]

Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing

 

		Timing

		· As requested 







Final decision of the SEG(s):



		Approve

		





Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:






[bookmark: _Toc8978927]CR16: Add new Pending Status in the Meeting Instruction Status Message

1. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: SWIFT, SMPG 

A.2 Contact person: 

Christine Strandberg – christine.strandberg@seb.se – phone: +46 8 763 6074

Mari Fumagalli – mariangela.fumagalli@bnpparibas.com – phone: +44 207 595 4988

Jacques Littré – jacques.littre@swift.com – phone: +32 2 655 43 35

A.3 Sponsors: N/A



Related messages:

List of ISO 20022 Proxy Voting messages which would be impacted by the change:

seev.006.001.05	MeetingInstructionStatusV05



Description of the change request:

Add a pending Status in the MeetingInstructionStatus Message.



Purpose of the change:

Pending Status is missing.

Urgency of the request:

This maintenance change request for the proxy-voting messages follows the ISO 20022 fast track maintenance process so as to publish a new version of those messages around end of Q3 2019. 

Business examples:

N/A

SEG recommendation:

This section is not to be taken care of by the submitter of the change request. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages. 



		Consider

		

		Timing



		

		- Next yearly cycle: 2019/2020

(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2019 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2020)

		

		Priority: 

high 

medium 

low



		

		- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages

(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)

		



		

		- Urgent unscheduled

(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)

		X

		



		

		- Other timing:

		







Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:



Impact analysis:

This change request impacts the following messages:

seev.006.001.05	MeetingInstructionStatusV05

Proposed implementation: 

In the seev.006 (MEIS – MeetingInstructionStatus) message, in the sequence InstructionTypeStatus/InstructionStatus/GlobalInstructionStatus and in sequence InstructionTypeStatus/InstructionStatus/DetailedInstructionStatus/InstructionStatus, add a new PendingStatus sequence with a specific reason code list and proprietary reason codes together with an optional and non-repeatable AdditionalInformation element as illustrated below:

[image: ]



Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing

 

		Timing

		· As requested 







Final decision of the SEG(s):



		Approve

		





Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:




[bookmark: _Toc8978928]CR17: Add new elements required by the SRD2  Directive in the Meeting Vote Execution Confirmation

1. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: SWIFT, SMPG 

A.2 Contact person: 

Christine Strandberg – christine.strandberg@seb.se – phone: +46 8 763 6074

Mari Fumagalli – mariangela.fumagalli@bnpparibas.com – phone: +44 207 595 4988

Jacques Littré – jacques.littre@swift.com – phone: +32 2 655 43 35

A.3 Sponsors: N/A



Related messages:

List of ISO 20022 Proxy Voting messages which would be impacted by the change:

seev.007.001.05	MeetingVoteExecutionConfirmationV05



Description of the change request:

· add a new mandatory non-repeatable element IssuerIdentification at the root of the message to provide the name of the issuer.  

(IR table 7 item 6 in implementation regulation)

· Adapt the element VoteInstructions/RightsHolder to provide the name (legal or natural person name) of the Shareholder.

(IR table 7 item 7 in implementation regulation)

· add a new optional non-repeatable element Asset Manager or Proxy party (?) (Third Party nominated by the shareholder) in the sequence VoteInstructions to provide the name (legal or natural person name) of the third party nominated by the shareholder.

(IR table 7 item 8 in implementation regulation)

· add a new mandatory non-repeatable element ModalityOfCounting in the sequence VoteInstructions to provide the modality through which the votes that have been recorded and counted were received by the issuer i.e. Paper vote ahead of the meeting,  Electronic ahead of the meeting, Electronic at the meeting, Physical at the meeting

(IR table 7 item 9 in implementation regulation)

· add a new optional and non-repeatable element VoteReceiptDateAndTime  in the sequence VoteInstructions to provide the date and time at which the votes that have been recorded and counted were received.

(IR table 7 item 10 in implementation regulation)



Purpose of the change:

This change is required by the European Commission Shareholders Rights Directive implementing regulation (EU) 2018/1212 of 3 September 2018 (see regulation table references in the description above).

Urgency of the request:

This maintenance change request for the proxy-voting messages follows the ISO 20022 fast track maintenance process so as to publish a new version of those messages around end of Q3 2019. 

Business examples:

NA

SEG recommendation:

This section is not to be taken care of by the submitter of the change request. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages. 



		Consider

		

		Timing



		

		- Next yearly cycle: 2019/2020

(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2019 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2020)

		

		Priority: 

high 

medium 

low



		

		- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages

(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)

		



		

		- Urgent unscheduled

(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)

		X

		



		

		- Other timing:

		







Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:



Impact analysis:

This change request impacts the following messages:

seev.007.001.05	MeetingVoteExecutionConfirmationV05

Proposed implementation: 



1) Add Issuer Identification

In the seev.007 (MECO – MeetingVoteExecutionConfirmation) message, in the root of the message, add a new mandatory and non-repeatable element IssuerIdentification typed by the same PartyIdentificationChoice component used in the MeetingNotification message as illustrated below:

[image: ]



2) Amend the RightsHolder Identification component

In the seev.007 (MECO – MeetingVoteExecutionConfirmation) message, in the VoteInstructions sequence, change the data type of the RightHolder element so as to identify a legal or a natural person with a PartyIdentificationChoice component as illustrated below:

[image: ]



3)  Add a new AssetManager/(Proxy ?) Party Component

In the seev.007 (MECO – MeetingVoteExecutionConfirmation) message, in the VoteInstruction sequence, add a new optional and non-repeatable element AssetManager (or Proxy ?) typed by PartyIdentificationChoice  to provide the name of a legal or natural person as illustrated below:

[image: ]





4) Add new element ModalityOfCounting

In the seev.007 (MECO – MeetingVoteExecutionConfirmation) message, in the sequence VoteInstruction, add a new mandatory non-repeatable element ModalityOfCounting typed by a Choice between a proprietary Identification  and a new code list with the 4 following code values: Paper vote ahead of the meeting (PVBM),  Electronic vote before the meeting (EVBM) , Electronic vote at the meeting (EVAM) , Physical vote at the meeting (PVAM) as illustrated below:

[image: ]



5) Add new element VoteReceiptDateTime  

In the seev.007 (MECO – MeetingVoteExecutionConfirmation) message, in the sequence VoteInstruction, add a new optional and non-repeatable element VoteReceiptDateTime  typed by a ISODateTime data type as illustrated below:

[image: ]



Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing

 

		Timing

		· As requested 







Final decision of the SEG(s):



		Approve

		





Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:



[bookmark: _Toc8978929]CR18: Set StandingInstructionOrder Optional in the Meeting Vote Execution Confirmation

1. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: SWIFT, SMPG 

A.2 Contact person: 

Christine Strandberg – christine.strandberg@seb.se – phone: +46 8 763 6074

Mari Fumagalli – mariangela.fumagalli@bnpparibas.com – phone: +44 207 595 4988

Jacques Littré – jacques.littre@swift.com – phone: +32 2 655 43 35

A.3 Sponsors: N/A



Related messages:

List of ISO 20022 Proxy Voting messages which would be impacted by the change:

seev.007.001.05	MeetingVoteExecutionConfirmationV05



Description of the change request:

In the vote instruction sequence, set the Standing Instruction indicator element as optional instead of mandatory.

Purpose of the change:

Having the standing instruction indicator mandatory does not make sense at this stage of the process.

Urgency of the request:

This maintenance change request for the proxy-voting messages follows the ISO 20022 fast track maintenance process so as to publish a new version of those messages around end of Q3 2019. 

Business examples:

NA

SEG recommendation:

This section is not to be taken care of by the submitter of the change request. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages. 



		Consider

		

		Timing



		

		- Next yearly cycle: 2019/2020

(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2019 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2020)

		

		Priority: 

high 

medium 

low



		

		- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages

(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)

		



		

		- Urgent unscheduled

(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)

		X

		



		

		- Other timing:

		







Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:



Impact analysis:

This change request impacts the following messages:

seev.007.001.05	MeetingVoteExecutionConfirmationV05

Proposed implementation: 

In the seev.007 (MECO – MeetingVoteExecutionConfirmation) message, Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing

 

		Timing

		· As requested 







Final decision of the SEG(s):



		Approve

		





Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:




[bookmark: _Toc8978930]CR19: Align the Meeting Result Dissemination Message Design with Similar Changes in Other Messages

1. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: SWIFT, SMPG 

A.2 Contact person: 

Christine Strandberg – christine.strandberg@seb.se – phone: +46 8 763 6074

Mari Fumagalli – mariangela.fumagalli@bnpparibas.com – phone: +44 207 595 4988

Jacques Littré – jacques.littre@swift.com – phone: +32 2 655 43 35

A.3 Sponsors: N/A



Related messages:

List of ISO 20022 Proxy Voting messages which would be impacted by the change:

seev.008.001.05	MeetingResultDisseminationV05



Description of the change request:

Align the Amendments component with the similar change in the MeetingNotificationType in the MeetingNotification message.

Align the list of vote instruction types in the vote results with the additional vote instruction types “Blank” and Proprietary vote updated in the MeetingNotification and MeetingInstruction.

Purpose of the change:

Align the messages with similar changes and updates done in the other Meeting messages.

Urgency of the request:

This maintenance change request for the proxy-voting messages follows the ISO 20022 fast track maintenance process so as to publish a new version of those messages around end of Q3 2019. 

Business examples:

N/A

SEG recommendation:

This section is not to be taken care of by the submitter of the change request. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages. 



		Consider

		

		Timing



		

		- Next yearly cycle: 2019/2020

(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2019 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2020)

		

		Priority: 

high 

medium 

low



		

		- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages

(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)

		



		

		- Urgent unscheduled

(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)

		X

		



		

		- Other timing:

		







Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:



Impact analysis:

This change request impacts the following messages:

seev.008.001.05	MeetingResultDisseminationV05

Proposed implementation: 

Align Amendment Component

In the seev.008 (MERD– MeetingResultDissemination) message, at the root of the message, add a new mandatory element “ResultDisseminationGeneralInformation” typed by a new component ResultDisseminationGeneralInformation1containing:

· a new mandatory and non-repeatable element MeetingResultDisseminationType typed with a code list with values New and Replacement;

· a new optional and non-repeatable element named PreviousMeetingResultDisseminationIdentification typed by the Message Identification data type. 

· a cross element rule in order to condition the presence of the element PreviousMeetingResultDisseminationIdentification when MeetingResultDisseminationType value is REPL (Replacement).

Remove the “Amendment” sequence.

[image: ]

Align Vote Instruction Types

In the seev.008 (MERD– MeetingResultDissemination) message, in VoteResult sequence, add the new optional and non-repeatable element “Blank” typed by the data type Number and a new optional and repeatable element Proprietary typed by ProprietaryVote1 as illustrated below:  

[image: ]



Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing

 

		Timing

		· As requested 







Final decision of the SEG(s):



		Approve

		





Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:




[bookmark: _Toc8978931]CR20: Replace All Obsolete Components with New or Latest Version

1. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: SWIFT, SMPG 

A.2 Contact person: 

Christine Strandberg – christine.strandberg@seb.se – phone: +46 8 763 6074

Mari Fumagalli – mariangela.fumagalli@bnpparibas.com – phone: +44 207 595 4988

Jacques Littré – jacques.littre@swift.com – phone: +32 2 655 43 35

A.3 Sponsors: N/A



Related messages:

List of ISO 20022 Proxy Voting messages which would be impacted by the change:

seev.001.001.05	MeetingNotificationV05

seev.002.001.05	MeetingCancellationV05

seev.003.001.05	MeetingEntitlementNotificationV05

seev.004.001.05	MeetingInstructionV05

seev.005.001.05	MeetingInstructionCancellationRequestV05

seev.006.001.05	MeetingInstructionStatusV05

seev.007.001.05	MeetingVoteExecutionConfirmationV05

seev.008.001.05	MeetingResultDisseminationV05



Description of the change request:

Replace the obsolete message components and data types as follows in all related messages: 



		Obsolete Component

		To be replaced with

		Messages impacted



		AnyBICIdentifier

		AnyBICDec2014Identifier

		All except seev.006



		DateAndDateTimeChoice

		DateAndDateTime2Choice

		see.001



		ISINIdentifier

		ISINOct2015Identifier

		All



		

		

		



		AdditionalRights2

		New to be created

		seev.001



		DateFormat29Choice

		New to be created

		see.001



		DetailedInstructionStatus10

		New to be created

		seev.007



		EligiblePosition5

		New to be created

		seev.001,002,008



		EligiblePosition6

		New to be created

		seev.003



		EntitlementAssessment3

		New to be created

		seev.001



		GenericIdentification19

		GenericIdentification36

		All except seev.006



		GenericIdentification20

		GenericIdentification30

		All except seev.006, 007



		GenericIdentification21

		GenericIdentification78

		All except seev.006, 007



		HoldingBalance7

		New to be created

		All except seev.004, 005, 006, 007



		HoldingBalance8

		New to be created

		seev.004, 005



		IncentivePremium3

		New to be created

		seev.001



		IndividualPerson25

		New to be created

		seev.001



		IndividualPerson26

		New to be created

		seev.004



		Instruction3

		New to be created

		seev.004



		IssuerAgent2

		New to be created

		seev.001



		IssuerInformation2

		New to be created

		seev.001



		Meeting4

		New to be created

		seev.001



		MeetingContactPerson2

		New to be created

		seev.001



		MeetingNotice4

		New to be created

		seev.001



		PartyIdentification40Choice

		PartyIdentification120Choice

		All except seev.006



		PartyIdentification71

		New to be created

		Seev.001



		PowerOfAttorneyRequirements3

		New to be created

		Seev.001



		PriceRateOrAmountChoice

		PriceRateOrAmount3Choice

		Seev.001



		Proxy2Choice

		New to be created

		Seev.001



		Proxy5

		New to be created

		Seev.001



		Proxy6

		New to be created

		Seev.004



		ProxyAppointmentInformation3

		New to be created

		Seev.001



		SafekeepingAccount6

		New to be created

		Seev.004, 005



		SafekeepingPlaceFormat2Choice

		SafekeepingPlaceFormat28Choice

		All except seev.006, 007



		SafekeepingPlaceTypeAndText2

		SafekeepingPlaceTypeAndText6

		All except seev.006, 007



		SecurityIdentification14

		SecurityIdentification19

		All



		SecurityPosition8

		New to be created

		Seev.001,002,008



		SecurityPosition9

		New to be created

		Seev.003



		VoteParameter4

		New to be created

		Seev.001







Purpose of the change:

Replace all ISO 20022 Message components and data types which have become “Obsolete” in the ISO 20022 repository with the latest version/evolution of the component in the repository or a new one if a new version is not available. 

Urgency of the request:

This maintenance change request for the proxy-voting messages follows the ISO 20022 fast track maintenance process so as to publish a new version of those messages around end of Q3 2019. 

Business examples:



SEG recommendation:

This section is not to be taken care of by the submitter of the change request. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages. 



		Consider

		

		Timing



		

		- Next yearly cycle: 2019/2020

(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2019 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2020)

		

		Priority: 

high 

medium 

low



		

		- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages

(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)

		



		

		- Urgent unscheduled

(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)

		X

		



		

		- Other timing:

		







Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:



Impact analysis:

This change request impacts the following messages:

seev.001.001.05	MeetingNotificationV05

seev.002.001.05	MeetingCancellationV05

seev.003.001.05	MeetingEntitlementNotificationV05

seev.004.001.05	MeetingInstructionV05

seev.005.001.05	MeetingInstructionCancellationRequestV05

seev.006.001.05	MeetingInstructionStatusV05

seev.007.001.05	MeetingVoteExecutionConfirmationV05

seev.008.001.05	MeetingResultDisseminationV05

Proposed implementation: 

For each obsolete component, replace it with the existing latest version or a new one to be created as per the table list here above. 

Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing

 

		Timing

		· As requested 







Final decision of the SEG(s):



		Approve

		





Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:






[bookmark: _Toc8978932]CR21: Rename Align all RightsHolder Identification Data typeelements as Shareholder in all Messages 

Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: SWIFT, SMPG 

A.2 Contact person: 

Christine Strandberg – christine.strandberg@seb.se – phone: +46 8 763 6074

Mari Fumagalli – mariangela.fumagalli@bnpparibas.com – phone: +44 207 595 4988

Jacques Littré – jacques.littre@swift.com – phone: +32 2 655 43 35

A.3 Sponsors: N/A



1. Related messages:

List of ISO 20022 Proxy Voting messages which would be impacted by the change:

seev.001.001.05	MeetingNotificationV05

seev.002.001.05	MeetingCancellationV05

seev.003.001.05	MeetingEntitlementNotificationV05

seev.004.001.05	MeetingInstructionV05

seev.005.001.05	MeetingInstructionCancellationRequestV05

seev.006.001.05	MeetingInstructionStatusV05

seev.008.001.05	MeetingResultDisseminationV05



Description of the change request:

Rename Align the way of  identifying all elements “RightsHolder” as “Shareholder”. in all remaining messages as already specified in the IR table 4 C.1 and C2 for the MeetingEntitlementNotification message.

Purpose of the change:

To be completed Ensure all identification for the same element be the same across the PV messages

Urgency of the request:

This maintenance change request for the proxy-voting messages follows the ISO 20022 fast track maintenance process so as to publish a new version of those messages around end of Q3 2019. 

Business examples:

NA

SEG recommendation:

This section is not to be taken care of by the submitter of the change request. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages. 



		Consider

		

		Timing



		

		- Next yearly cycle: 2019/2020

(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2019 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2020)

		

		Priority: 

high 

medium 

low



		

		- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages

(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)

		



		

		- Urgent unscheduled

(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)

		X

		



		

		- Other timing:

		







Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:



Impact analysis:

This change request impacts the following messages:

seev.001.001.05	MeetingNotificationV05

seev.002.001.05	MeetingCancellationV05

seev.003.001.05	MeetingEntitlementNotificationV05

seev.004.001.05	MeetingInstructionV05

seev.005.001.05	MeetingInstructionCancellationRequestV05

seev.006.001.05	MeetingInstructionStatusV05

seev.007.001.05	MeetingVoteExecutionConfirmationV05

seev.008.001.05	MeetingResultDisseminationV05



Proposed implementation: 

In all seev.001 to seev.008 messages except for seev.007) , Change the current data type PartyIdentification40Choice of RightsHolder by PartyIdengtification196Choice as illustrated below:rename  all “RightsHolder” elements as “Shareholder” as illustrated below:

[image: ]



Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing

 

		Timing

		· As requested 







Final decision of the SEG(s):



		Approve

		





Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:




[bookmark: _Toc8978933]CR22: Amend Message Definitions Scope And Usage  

1. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: SWIFT, SMPG 

A.2 Contact person: 

Christine Strandberg – christine.strandberg@seb.se – phone: +46 8 763 6074

Mari Fumagalli – mariangela.fumagalli@bnpparibas.com – phone: +44 207 595 4988

Jacques Littré – jacques.littre@swift.com – phone: +32 2 655 43 35

A.3 Sponsors: N/A



Related messages:

List of ISO 20022 Proxy Voting messages which would be impacted by the change:

seev.001.001.05	MeetingNotificationV05

seev.002.001.05	MeetingCancellationV05

seev.003.001.05	MeetingEntitlementNotificationV05

seev.004.001.05	MeetingInstructionV05

seev.005.001.05	MeetingInstructionCancellationRequestV05

seev.006.001.05	MeetingInstructionStatusV05

seev.007.001.05	MeetingVoteExecutionConfirmationV05

seev.008.001.05	MeetingResultDisseminationV05



Description of the change request:

Amend the message definitions of all proxy voting messages to align them with the ISO 20022 style using the passive voice for the description of the scope and update the usage sections in order to align them with the changes in message flows required by the Shareholder Rights implementing regulation.

Amend also the usage of the seev.006 message to specify that the message can also be used to confirm that the related vote instruction sent is cast.

Amend also the scope of the seev.007 message to specify that the message originates from the issuer as a confirmation of the vote execution and is forwarded by the intermediaries.



Please refer to the proposed implementation section T below for an illustration of the changes.

Purpose of the change:

Adapt the definition and scope / usage of the messages to the updated message functionalities required by the European Commission Shareholders Rights Directive implementing regulation (EU) 2018/1212 of 3 September 2018 (see regulation table references in the description above). 

For the MeetingVoteExecutionConfirmation messgage, clarify the exact usage of the message and confirm that the vote execution confirmation originates directly from the issuer.



Urgency of the request:

This maintenance change request for the proxy-voting messages follows the ISO 20022 fast track maintenance process so as to publish a new version of those messages around end of Q3 2019. 

Business examples:

N/A

SEG recommendation:

This section is not to be taken care of by the submitter of the change request. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages. 



		Consider

		

		Timing



		

		- Next yearly cycle: 2019/2020

(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2019 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2020)

		

		Priority: 

high 

medium 

low



		

		- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages

(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)

		



		

		- Urgent unscheduled

(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)

		X

		



		

		- Other timing:

		







Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:



Impact analysis:

This change request impacts the following messages:

seev.007.001.05	MeetingVoteExecutionConfirmationV05

Proposed implementation: 

The following textual changes are proposed on the message definitions:





Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing

 

		Timing

		· As requested 







Final decision of the SEG(s):



		Approve

		





Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:






[bookmark: _Toc8978934]CRXXX:  

1. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: SWIFT, SMPG 

A.2 Contact person: 

Christine Strandberg – christine.strandberg@seb.se – phone: +46 8 763 6074

Mari Fumagalli – mariangela.fumagalli@bnpparibas.com – phone: +44 207 595 4988

Jacques Littré – jacques.littre@swift.com – phone: +32 2 655 43 35

A.3 Sponsors: N/A



Related messages:

List of ISO 20022 Proxy Voting messages which would be impacted by the change:

seev.001.001.05	MeetingNotificationV05

seev.002.001.05	MeetingCancellationV05

seev.003.001.05	MeetingEntitlementNotificationV05

seev.004.001.05	MeetingInstructionV05

seev.005.001.05	MeetingInstructionCancellationRequestV05

seev.006.001.05	MeetingInstructionStatusV05

seev.007.001.05	MeetingVoteExecutionConfirmationV05

seev.008.001.05	MeetingResultDisseminationV05



Description of the change request:



Purpose of the change:

This change is required by the European Commission Shareholders Rights Directive implementing regulation (EU) 2018/1212 of 3 September 2018 (see regulation table references in the description above). 

Urgency of the request:

This maintenance change request for the proxy-voting messages follows the ISO 20022 fast track maintenance process so as to publish a new version of those messages around end of Q3 2019. 

Business examples:



SEG recommendation:

This section is not to be taken care of by the submitter of the change request. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages. 



		Consider

		

		Timing



		

		- Next yearly cycle: 2019/2020

(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2019 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2020)

		

		Priority: 

high 

medium 

low



		

		- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages

(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)

		



		

		- Urgent unscheduled

(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)

		X

		



		

		- Other timing:

		







Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:



Impact analysis:

This change request impacts the following messages:

seev.007.001.05	MeetingVoteExecutionConfirmationV05

Proposed implementation: 



Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing

 

		Timing

		· As requested 







Final decision of the SEG(s):



		Approve

		





Comments:



		Reject

		





Reason for rejection:
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Seev.001 – Meeting Notififcation


Scope


The MeetingNotification message is sent by Aa notifying party, for example, an issuer, its agent or an intermediary, sends the MeetingNotificationmessage to a party holding the right to vote, to announce a shareholders meeting.


Usage


The MeetingNotification message is used to announce a shareholders meeting, for example, it provides information on the participation details and requirements for the meeting, the vote parameters and the resolutions. The MeetingNotification message may also be used to announce an update.


To notify an update, the Amendment building block must be filled in. Any building block that is modified must be included in the amendment message. The information previously notified and not repeated in the amendment message remains valid.


To update the resolutions of the agenda, the complete list of resolutions must be repeated in the


amendment message. The resolutions that are deleted should be assigned the status Withdrawn.


This message definition is intended for use with the Business Application Header (head.001.001.01).


Seev.002 – Meeting Cancellation


Scope


The MeetingCancellation message is sent by the party that sent the MeetingNotification message to the original receiver. It is sent to cancel the previous MeetingNotification a previously announced meeting  message or to advise the


cancellation withdraw of a meeting.


Usage


The MeetingCancellation message is used to advise that the meeting has been cancelled by the account servicer or withdrawn by the Issuer. used in two different situations. First, it is used to cancel a previously sent MeetingNotification message. In this case, the MessageCancellation, the MeetingReference and the Reason building blocks need to be present.


Second, it is used to advise that the meeting is cancelled. In this case, only the MeetingReference and Reason building blocks need to be present.


This message definition is intended for use with the Business Application Header (head.001.001.01).


Seev.003 – Meeting Entitlement Notification


Scope


The MeetingEntitlementNotification is sent by Aan account servicer sends the MeetingEntitlementNotification to an issuer, its agent, an intermediary oran account owner to advise the entitlement in relation to a shareholders meeting.


Usage


This message is sent to advise the quantity of securities held by an account owner. The balance is


specified for the securities for which the meeting is taking place.


This entitlement message is sent by the account servicer or the registrar to an intermediary, the issuer's agent or the issuer. It is also sent between the account servicer and the account owner or the party holding the right to vote.


The message is also used to amend a previously sent MeetingEntitlementNotification. To notify an


update, the RelatedReference must be included in the message.


The MeetingEntitlementNotification message may be sent either before receiving a voting instruction to confirm the entitlement; or after having received a voting instruction to confirm details of the person attending the meeting. 


The message may also be used in place of an attendance card or to confirm entitlements in case of bearer shares.


This message definition is intended for use with the Business Application Header (head.001.001.01).


Seev.004 – Meeting Instruction


Scope


The MeetingInstruction message is sent by Aa party holding the right to vote sends the MeetingInstruction message to an intermediary, the issuer or its agent to request the receiving party to act upon one or several instructions.


Usage


The MeetingInstruction message is used to register for a shareholders meeting, request blocking or


registration of securities. It is used to assign a proxy, to specify the names of meeting attendees and to relay vote instructions per resolution electronically.


The MeetingInstruction message may only be sent for one security, though several safekeeping places may be specified.


Once the message is sent, it cannot be modified. It must be cancelled by a MeetingInstructionCancellationRequest. Only after receipt of a confirmed cancelled status via the	Comment by LITTRE Jacques: Wait for NMPG feedback on nber of instructions allowed per message – 1 instruction per message or several ones ? and adapt the definition accordingly


MeetingInstructionStatus message, a new MeetingInstruction message can be sent.


This message definition is intended for use with the Business Application Header (head.001.001.01).


Seev.005 – Instruction Cancellation Request


Scope


The MeetingInstructionCancellationRequest message is sent by the same party that sent the


MeetingInstruction message. It is sent to request the cancellation of all instructions included in the	Comment by LITTRE Jacques: Will need to be changed as well if we allow several instruction per message.


original the MeetingInstruction message.


Usage


This message must be answered by a MeetingInstructionStatus message. Some instructions in the


previously sent MeetingInstruction message may have already been executed and cannot be cancelled.


This information should appear clearly in the status message.


This message definition is intended for use with the Business Application Header (head.001.001.01).


Seev.006 – MeetingInstructionStatusV05


Scope


The Receiver of the MeetingInstruction or MeetingInstructionCancellationRequest sends tThe


MeetingInstructionStatus message is sent by an intermediary to the sender of an instruction to confirm the status of an instruction to the Sender of these messages.


The message gives the status of a complete message or of one or more specific instructions within the message.


The message may also be sent by the Issuer or the intermediary to confirm that a vote has been cast.





Usage	Comment by LITTRE Jacques: To be reviewed once we agree on the final flow.


The MeetingInstructionStatus message is used for four purposes.


First,  it is used to provide a global processing or rejection status of a MeetingInstruction message.


FirstSecond, it provides the status on the processing of a MeetingInstructionCancellationRequest message, for example, whether the request message is rejected or accepted.


Second, it is used to provide a global processing or rejection status of a MeetingInstruction message.


Third, it is used to provide a detailed processing or rejection status of a MeetingInstruction message, for example, for each instruction in the MeetingInstruction message the processing or rejection status is individually reported by using the InstructionIdentification element. This identification allows the receiver of the status message to link the status confirmation to its original instruction.


The blocking of securities should be confirmed via an MT 508 (Intra-Position Advice).


Fourth, it is used to confirm that the related vote instruction sent is cast. as a reminder to request voting instructions. This is done by indicating NONREF in the Identification element of the InstructionIdentification component and by using the status code


NotReceived in the ProcessingStatus. 





This message definition is intended for use with the Business Application Header (head.001.001.01).





Seev.007 – MeetingVote Execution Confirmation


Scope


The MeetingVoteExecutionConfirmation message is sent by Aan issuer, its agent or an intermediary sends the MeetingVoteExecutionConfirmation message to


confirm to the Sender of the MeetingInstruction message, their vote has been recorded and counted by the Issuerthe execution of their voting instruction.


Usage


This message is sent after the shareholders meeting has taken place. The Sender of this message


confirms the execution of the vote at the meeting and confirms that the vote has been processed as


instructed via the MeetingInstruction message.


This messages is sent if the Sender of the MeetingInstruction message has requested such a


confirmation or if market practice or regulation stipulates the need for a full audit trail.





This message definition is intended for use with the Business Application Header (head.001.001.01).


Seev.008  - Meeting Results dissemination


Scope


The MeetingResultDissemination message is sent by Aan issuer, its agent or an intermediary sends the MeetingResultDissemination message to another intermediary, to a party holding the right to vote, to a registered security holder or to a beneficial holder


to provide information on the voting results of a shareholders meeting.


Usage


The MeetingResultDissemination message is used to provide the vote results per resolution. It may also provide information on the level of participation.


This message is also used to notify an update or amendment to a previously sent


MeetingResultDissemination message.


This message definition is intended for use with the Business Application Header (head.001.001.01).







image1.png

Meetingd

DateAndTime

o [ DateFormaizsChoice

“QuorumRequired

5 [Vestiondicator

| [testngoetn g
e

[

Location

0 LocationFormatiChoice ]

[

5

MestingliofificationV0s.
[0 Hectinglotiicationv0s

ivpe [ Issuerinformation2







image2.png

AL
Novo

Facets | Patterns|

.| samples

‘AttendanceMtethodt Detats | Facets

AfendancolicoiChoes

Code

e [ Asndancatiefiodicade] |

Proprietary |
|

1 [0 Genericdentiication30

&=

T
P
type | AttendanceMethod1Choice ‘

issuerDeadlineForVoting

ectingliotificationV05

< [VcetinghotfcationV05







image3.png

Resolution3

FissuerLabel

DR (5]
movmser1 3

Wai025Text

eetingliotificationV05.

=
o= [Weetingliotifcaionves

Forinformationonly
55 [Vestiondicstor

[ status
5 [ResatonsiatusiCode

VotelnsiructionType.







image4.png

ForlnformationOnly

e [ VoteType1Code

MeetingliotificationV05

[0 Hectinglotiicationv0s

| status
5 [ResatonsiatusiCode

Plotsnsructontyoet il

5 _Facets | Patte..|

10 [ VotelnstructiontChoice.

Proprietary \

[0 Genericdentiication30

I
|
Votemsiricion | o[l Secesse] ||
|
|







image5.png

MeetingliotificationV05

=
oe [Weetghotificationves

22| DateForma29chorce
Revocability STPDeadiine

o [DeiFormeizachonse
BeneficiaOwnerDisciosure
5 [Vestiondicstor

pe | VetehsiructonTy

Facets

Details

.| samples

Facets

| [Frvpe
Voteinstruction i [ Volsicionzcods
type [ Votelnstruction1Choice ‘ = Proprietary
550 Generedentaioni
[p—

EarlyincentivePremium ©







image6.png

whit

type [ VieetinghotfcationV 05

5 [ResatonsiatusiCode

|
|
|
I e

) | e Voo |
I \
I e uahsconiCods |
I eitvngpariRecommendstin |
| 52 [VotensiructoniCode [
| Entitiement [
I \
I \
I \
I e e ]
I Friresnoporcomtase |||
| VotingRightsThresholdForApproval 0¢  PercentageRate. I \
| | [Fetvesnaanamper | ||
|

o [umber |







image7.png

MeetingliotificationV05

02 Meetinghotifcationves

T — -
==

Date
[0 [ DateFormatachoice
toMode

5 [ DateliodeiCode

SecuritiesBlockingPeriodendDate

<] DateFormatzsChaice.

RegistrationSecuritiesMarketDeadiine
72| DateFormatzaChoice.

RegistrationParticipationsTPDeadiine.

Fentitiementbescription

hoe  [acsied
| mnmaxen[1 35







image8.png

| Proxyappointmentitormations ||







image9.png

RevocabilityDeadiine

EarlyVoteWithPremiumbeadiine [

MestingliotficationV05 £






image10.png

MeetingliotificationV05

02 Meetinghotifcationves

RegistrationSecuritiesMarketDeadiine
72| DateFormazaChoice.

RegistrationParticipationiarketDeadiine






image11.png

MeetingliotificationV05

=
[0 Hectinglotiicationv0s

EntitlementFixingDate

<] DateFormaizsChaice.

RegistrationParticipationiarketDeadiine







image12.png

o= [ DateFormazachorce
SecuritiesBlockingMarketDeadiine

EntitlementFixingDate

RegistrationSecuritiesDeadiine
/o2 DateFormat29Choice
RegistrationSecuritiesMarketDeadiine

22| DateFormaachoce
RegistrationParticipationiarketDeadiine







image13.png

‘ MeetingType1Choice

| [FCode

| (i [WeetngType3code
|

. -
| Genericdentiteationts |l

 [vpe LoEg | Fidentrication |l
type [ MeetingType1Choice. L | type. - :Aaxu\pmr:mencrex\ H
| pater | (s oA Z0SK14 |l

|

|

| roprietary &
| o [ Genercgentcstonts

|

|

|

| [ Meeting

=
[0 [Hestingliotice?

MeetingliotificationV05

iy e  WeetinglofiicationV05

o[ AddtonaRighis2






image14.png

F SecuritiesQuantityRequiredTovote

PartanvoteAlowed
55 [Vestiondicstor

[FSpitvoteAtiowed
5 [Vestiondicstor

/52 [ DateFormaSChoice

VotesTpDeadiine
o= [ DateFormatzaChoice

VoteMarketDeadiine

RevocabilityDeadiine
o= [ DateFormatzachoice

Revocability STPDeadiine

RevocabilityMarketDeadiine

BeneficialownerDisclosure.

i [vestionicstor

Enu..







image15.png

Facets| Patte..| Enu.. [ Sam.

Details | Facets







image16.png

MeetingliotificationV05
type [ VieetinghotfcationV 05

WotcationGeneratntormation LI

[0 NotiicationGenerainformation1

Fhiotificationstatus
| |izp¢ [ NotificationStatus2Code

NotificationUpdate

Amendinforgtion2

reviousNotificationldentification
1o [ Messageldentfication

| Reconfirminstructions
5 [Vestiondicstor

Amendinformationt

Previoust

eSS ageldenifcation

Notification T
Mcationstatus2

Mesting
[0 [Hestingliotice?

Meetingbetails I
il ing!. |

G esingt

[

5

[0 [Issuernformation?

[ Reconfirminstructions
fy0c [Vesondicator |







image17.png

MeetingliotificationV05

[ WotificationGeneralinformation
0 [ RotiicationGenerainformatont

NotificationUpdate
o[ Amendniormation?.

MMeetingEventReterencet

" MeetingéventReferencetChoice

I

| | A

| Linkedissuerieetingidenifcation
‘ | oe s
|

Eventidentifcation minmaxen 1 [

Vet rencfrence i J | LinkeaWestingldentification

oe s
e (R

“EventsLinkages

Facets x
==

[aFTE

Mesting

[ Wesingivteet o
ingoorats ]
| [estngoetat e
e isengt
T Focets | Pate.] .. [Som

MeetingliotificationV05

ypcWeetinghoificationv05 T 7‘““:; s
o [ssuerinformation? |







image18.png

MeetingReference

H
[0 [HestingReference”

Partyldentification40Choice

I

| [FAmsic

| (oe [anyaiaeniter
I

|

patiom| [A-ZK6 6HA-Z2 9TANPZ0 SIAZ0 K3 K011
Proprietaryldentification |

Issueridentification R o Conerienitcaion® | |
s 7 e |
Fiame |

| fype. Max3s0Ted
NameAndAddress minmaxien[1 350 ||
i |
|

uri 1
| [ security
o [SecurtyPosiions ]

200

| [ engibitty

10 [ EighiyDates#







image19.png

MeetingéntitiementlotificationV05
NotificationType

- [ecinghotcatorypefCode

Facets | Patte..| Enu.. [ Sam.

Identification

type Max35Text
movmser1 3

MestingEntitiementilotficationVos MeetingReference
o WeslngEnitmenicticaionVos ] 1 [Vecingheference?
| ssuerdentiication

| 0 Partyidentfication#0Choice.







image20.png

Security
=
o
Sy

= [ ElgibiyDatest

Partyldentfication19aChoice

[Fiiationairegistrationtiumber

lestingEnttiementioticationV05 ee MaxsBText
o= [ MestingEnitismentotifictionVo: minmeen[1__ 35
e

oe [LEieniier

AnyBIC
pe A BiCOeRD T

Clentidgentiication
o= [iass0Text
Proprietanidentiication

5= Gensricdenifistion®s

Partyldentfication1ss

|
| | i
I [N | e
oA B
| o= [ Persontame ?{E)a Foumame i
| [ -
st s ] ||

atur
o= Poideiiniontes

|
| Toenteaton
! o [msoTor







image21.png

MeetingéntitiementliotificationV05

0 [ HestingEnttiementiotfcationV 05

Position =|
e ‘

| [ Engibitty

o [ighityatest
“AccountHolder

Financiallnstrumentidentification

[0 [Securtyientiicationte

EligiblePositions
FAccountidentification

fype WaxssText

E

ingt

[ypc [ HoldingBalance7 ]

[Fanysic

[ AnyBiCidentier

pattern| [A-ZK6 GHA-Z2-SANP-ZQ N 20 B3 31Y0.1]

Proprietaryidentifcatios

o Gonerctiggaeilon s

LegalPerson &l
1o [ Partyidentifcation 67 |

NaturalPerson

- raryenitesiontss 1 |







image22.png

| [ 1ssueridentification
0 Partyidentfication#0Choice.

|

|

| ([ Securiy h
| (i [Secuostions ]
|

|

200

Engibi
[ s i
WestingEntitlementiltificationVos [Pt Bates)
e [ Weelngéntiementiotcaton /05 ‘Accountiolder !
f10c [PartiGentfcationt6Choice

LegalPerson
10 [ Partyidentifcation 7
NaturalPerson

0 Partyidentifcation 65

[ Partpdentitcationtoschace

LegalPerson

10 [ Partyidentifcation 7

NaturalPerson

0 Partyidentifcation 65

‘Subplementarybata







image23.png

200

| |[Tssuerdentiication
| ol
| | securitypositons
| | Fnsncatnsirumentdeniiaton
| e —
‘ Teig
| | | Fhccountidentiication
| | -
o ) e
} [EocTsecrmmostons
|

|
Position = | [ o unkOraceAmountChoee
= [EigiPostions | Faatancetype.

ot HoldingBaiance. ¢ SecurkestninyTypeZCode.
e owngeaisncer SafokeepingPiace







image24.png

EEEEN-- |

=
SpecificinstructionRequest!

pmm——— N

0= [ AttendanceliethodiCode I
Froptry I
s

|

o2 [ SpeciichsirucionRequesti T

oz [Vestiondcator
SecuritiesRegistration







image25.png

=

MestinginstructionVos

=
WeetinginsiructonV0s

struction 1]

oe]

IndividualPerson2s
Feirthiame

o

Traropaenticatontsothoce

LegalPerson &
1o [ Partyidentifcation 67

NaturalPerson

0 [ Partyidentifcation 65







image26.png

‘AccountDetai

o [SafekeepngAccounts Facets

e [ProxyypezCode

Feirthiame.
0 _AMaxsstext

Facets

Wesinghsirctoes
T esmgrinciontos

al N

Trarmpdenticationtoochace

LegalPerson
10 [ Partyidentifcation 7

NaturalPerson

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
| 50 Paryentneaion 99 |
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
i

| AtondanceCardbetals
{

o[ AttenganceCara2







image27.png

Discretionary

VotelnstructionForAgendaResolution
fyoe]

[0 [ExactéAphaliumericText
patiem | [a-zA 2098}

[ Number
5 [umber







image28.png

VotetxecutionConfirmation
5 [vestiondicstor

‘AccountDetails

iyp:[SafekeepngAccounts

FissuerLabel

[THRY

Lk

DR (5]
movmser1 3

VotsinstructionForMeetingResolution
152 VotelnsiructionForicelingResouion2Choice.

Focets] Patte | En

Sam.

OB TomTCRoee
[ Vote
E;"V‘m—# | [ [ohstucionsose
type [ VoteOption1Choice = [ ProprietaryVote
| [0 [ExaciéApratumericest
pattern | [a-zA-Z0-94}







image29.png

Finstrustionidentification
fype WaxssText

N

|

|

|

| < [150DateTime i

| VoteExecutionConfirmation
52 [Vestiongicator

|

|

|

|

|

|

fy0: [SafekeepngAccounts

[THRY
loney.
LK

VotelnstructionForAgendaResolution

e Voo
= R ——n W e -
VotenstrustionFortectingResalut
rerweior 1 e
5= smetors | Fute
Voteindiation [ T5e Votsstrucondcode
type [ VoteOption2Choice [*ProprietaryVote
| o [Exactéapnatiumercient
\ pattern | [a-2A-Z0-9K4}

Sharenolder

0 [NameAndAdaresss

]
|
|
|
|
|






image30.png

informationOnly
5 [Vestiondicstor

[0 Hectinglotiicationv0s

Status
o [ResaonsiatusiCode

Fac..| Patt.| Enu.[ sa

Details | Facets







image31.png

MeetingliotificationV05

&
o< icengotesions 1/ )

|

|

|

|

|

| Voteinstruction
| e oo T
|

|

|

|

|

|

|







image32.png

\VoteExecutionConfirmation
5 [vestiondicstor
‘Accountoets:

o [SafekeepngAccounts

! Proxyé.

| ProxyType
7 [ProxyypezCode
PersondetaisoL0

Votelnstruction

=

reton By —
pe‘ el s ==
r\lole?
| | FissuerLabel Fac..| Pat. IRy 52
| | oo THmosen =
‘min/maxL_en [35 etails | Facets
‘ ] ] N |
| GlobalVotelnstruction ll, ———~ | votef
boelwoes | Fuote
| 11000 | Voteoption Lo [ [ VotehsiructionsCode
| | 0 [VoteOptiontChoice ‘T "——/—] | ProprietaryVote.
| | ExaciApnalumericTot
! [a-zA-Z0-9K4}







image33.png

i RequestedExecutionDate

VotetxecutionConfirmation
5 [vestiondicstor

FissuerLabel

DR (5]
movmser1 3

Feroprietanyvote
| Hise [exectiapnatiumeriient
pater | [o-2A- 20968,

VotelnstructionForMestingResolution2Choice
Nvotvoriorese |

[ Voteoption |
‘ Fuote. ‘
Voteindication ] ||,
(/0 [VoteOptionzChoice ] | |- ProprietaryVote |

fpe [ExactéAphatiumericText ‘\
| pattern|fa-2A-20-958)

Sharenolder |







image34.png

[Fueetinginstructionidentification | |

oe s
o [1 S

WestnaRererence
5 HestngReterenceT

MestinglnstructionCancellationRequestvos.
0 [HestingnsiructionCancelationRequestV0s

InstructedPosition

‘Subplementarybata






image35.png

InstrustionType

[0 [ nstructonType1Choce

|[ Meetingreerence
o [estingReference”
| [ 1ssueridentification

[0 [ Partyidentfcation#0Choice

| [ Confirmingparty
o< [PartGenfcation 96Choice

VoteCastingparty.
0 Partyidenifcationt96Choi

NameAndAddress

maiAddress
e

LegalPerson 1
10 [ Partyidentifcation 7

: |
| NameAndAddress
‘ e
Netaraparson |
L
|
| |
e
I
iype [Securtyldentification14_____]

instructionTypetatus

iy pe [ InstructionTypeStatus2Choice.







image36.png

Instructionstatus.

[0 [InstructonStatussChoice

CancellationStatus.

ProcessingStatus. 1
fy0¢ [InstruclonProcessingStatus3

Globallnstructionstatus

[0 [InstructonStatuséChoice

dinstructionStatust

[ Instructionidentification
e [iwasten
a1 [3s

s

s

(HED

Focets| Patte. nu.. [sam.

|
|
|
|
|
|
DetailedinstructionStatus @ Ir H

MinstructionprocesSMiyguuss |

|
|
|
| Processingstatus 1 —
| 0 nsiruchorprocessigsiaiiss
| [msirectonsias L |
| iy | |
‘ RejectionStatus
| 0 [AdatonaltatssT |
L






image37.png

InstructionTypeStatus.

fyoe]

=
nsiructonTypeStatus2Choice

Instructionstatus.

=
[0 [InstructonStatussChoice

Cancellationstatus

InstructionStatusSChoice

=
InstructionStatus6Choice
ProcessingStatus.

fy0¢ [InstruclonProcessingSiatus3
T

AdditionalStatus3

Gomsmstrucionsiates I Resson Y [ LendResson Code
B 52 [InstruclionPendngStatusiChoics ] |\— Proprietary

e et

= Fevamgse 1l e

e[ AdutonalStatus3 |

Detalledinstructionstatus ]

o [ DetaiednsirucionSiatus

type | CancelationStatus2Choice







image4.emf
SRD II  PV_NMPG_FeedbackConsolidation_v2.xlsx


SRD II PV_NMPG_FeedbackConsolidation_v2.xlsx
CR Proxy Voting

		Message Name		Identifier		CR1		CR2		CR3		CR4		CR5		CR6		CR7		CR8		CR9		CR10		CR11		CR12		CR13		CR14		CR15		CR16		CR17		CRXXX

		MeetingNotificationV05 		seev.001.001.05		x		x		x		x		x		x		x		x		x												x				x

		MeetingCancellationV05		seev.002.001.05												x																		x				x

		MeetingEntitlementNotificationV05		seev.003.001.05												x								x										x				x

		MeetingInstructionV05		seev.004.001.05												x										x								x				x

		MeetingInstructionCancellationRequestV05		seev.005.001.05												x																		x		x		x

		MeetingInstructionStatusV05		seev.006.001.05												x												x						x				x

		MeetingVoteExecutionConfirmationV05		seev.007.001.05												x														x		x		x				x

		MeetingResultDisseminationV05		seev.008.001.05												x																		x				x



























CR Proxy voting table

		CR		Content		Page		seev.001.001.05		seev.002.001.05		seev.003.001.05		seev.004.001.05		seev.005.001.05		seev.006.001.05		seev.007.001.05		seev.008.001.05

		CR1		Add new elements required by the SRD2  Directive in the Meeting Notification		4		x

		CR2		Add new element Voting Rights Threshhold in Resolution		10		x

		CR3		Remove element Entitlement in EntitlementSpecification sequence		13		x

		CR4		Remove all STP Deadlines		16		x

		CR5		Move All Elements from EntitlementSpecification sequence to the Meeting sequence		20		x

		CR6		Align Meeting Type and Classification with ISO 15022 Meeting Types		24		x		x		x		x		x		x		x		x

		CR7		Remove Vote InstructionType in Vote Sequence		27		x

		CR8		Align Meeting Notification Type and Status with the CA Notification Structure		30		x

		CR9		Align Meeting Linkages with CA Notification Linkages		33		x

		CR10		Add new elements required by the SRD2  Directive in the Meeting Entitlement Notification		36						x

		CR11		Add new elements required by the SRD2  Directive in the Meeting Instruction		41								x

		CR12		Add new elements required by the SRD2  Directive in the Meeting Instruction Status		48												x

		CR13		Add new elements required by the SRD2  Directive in the Meeting Vote Execution Confirmation		52														x

		CR14		Amend the Scope of the Meeting Vote Execution Confirmation Message		57														x

		CR15		Replace All Obsolete Comoponents with New or Latest Version		60		x		x		x		x		x		x		x		x

		CR16		Rename PreviousReference in Meeting Instruction Cancellation Request		64										x

		CR17		Rename all RightsHolder elements as Shareholder in all Messages		67		x		x		x		x		x		x		x		x

		CRXXX				70





Questions with definitions

		N
		Questions for NMPG's - deadline 30 April 2019		Message		XML Tag		Path		Definition		NMPG Feedback: CH, DE, DK, ES, FI, FR, IT, LU, NL, XS, UK		Decision

		1		Attendance  deadline  –  do  you  use  this  deadline  and  do  you  agree  with  the  current definition? 		seev.001.001.05		<AttndncConfDdln>		/Document/MtgNtfctn/Mtg/AttndncConfDdln		Date and time by which the beneficial owner or agent must notify of its intention to participate in the meeting. This deadline is set by an intermediary.
		Not used in DK
Not used in CH
ES: No, we do not use it. However, we agree with their definition.
NL: Deadline is used internally, definition is clear.
Efi:  not needed, instead attendance confirmation market deadline is used
LU: Not used but benefit for agents/clients
XS: Not used / OK with definition.
UK: Yes – the definition could be improved 		Do not change definition. Will be done eventually in MP.

		2		Proxy deadline – do you use this deadline and do you agree with the current definition? 		seev.001.001.05		<Ddln>		/Document/MtgNtfctn/Mtg/PrxyChc/Prxy/Ddln		Date by which the information on the proxy assignment must be received by the intermediary.
		Relevant in DK. 
The deadline should only reflect the issuer or Issuers Agent deadline and not the sender's deadline in our oppinion unless sender's deadline is before that deadline.
Proxy deadline is the most relevant date to use in DK as this date always is before the deadlines in case:
Votes are sent by letter
Votes if omnibus accounts
CH: No separate deadline from “Vote deadline” CH
ES: No, we do not use it. However, we agree with their definition.
NL: Deadline is used internally, definition is clear.
EFi: Not needed
LU: Not used but benefit for agents/clients
XS : Not used / OK with definition
UK: YES – the definition could be improved		Do not change definition. Will be done eventually in MP.

		3		Vote deadline – do you use this deadline and do you agree with the current definition? 		seev.001.001.05		<VoteDdln>		/Document/MtgNtfctn/Vote/VoteDdln		Date and time by which the vote instructions should be submitted to the intermediary.
		Relevant in DK. 
The deadline should only reflect the issuer or Issuers Agent deadline and not the sender's deadline in our opinion unless sender's deadline is before that deadline.
Proxy deadline is though the most relevant date to use in DK.
CH: Used in CH, agreed on definition
ES: No, we do not use it. However, we agree with their definition.
NL: Deadline is used internally, definition is clear.
EFI: not needed, instead vote market deadline is used
LU: Not used but benefit for agents/clients
XS:  Not used in 20022 but deadline used in 15022 messages / OK with definition
UK: YES		Do not change definition. Will be done eventually in MP.

		4		Revocability  deadline  –  do  you  use  this  deadline  and  do  you  agree  with  the  current definition?		seev.001.001.05		<RvcbltyDdln>		/Document/MtgNtfctn/Vote/RvcbltyDdln		Date till which the instructing party can revoke, change or withdraw its voting instruction. This deadline is specified by an intermediary.		Not used in DK
Not used in CH
ES: No, we do not use it. However, we agree with their definition.
NL: Deadline is used internally, definition is clear.
EFi: not needed, instead revocability market deadline is used
LU: Not used but benefit for agents/clients
XS: Not used / OK with definition
UK: YES		Do not change definition. Will be done eventually in MP.

		5		Early with premium deadline – do you use this deadline and do you agree with the current definition?		seev.001.001.05		<EarlyVoteWthPrmDdln>		/Document/MtgNtfctn/Vote/EarlyVoteWthPrmDdln		Date and time by which the vote instructions should be submitted to the intermediary to take advantage of the early incentive premium.		Not used in DK
Not used in CH
ES: No, we do not use it. However, we agree with their definition.
NL: Unknown yet in the Netherlands so not used in the Netherlands. It sounds quite odd to reward customers for voting early. Definition is clear.
EFI: n/a
LU: Used similarly today with EARD combined with SOFE / ESOF – agreed with definition 
XS : Not used in 20022 but used in 15022 messages (EARD ) / OK with definition
UK: YES		Do not change definition. Will be done eventually in MP.

		6		Vote with premium deadline – do you use this deadline and do you agree with the current definition?		seev.001.001.05		<VoteWthPrmDdln>		/Document/MtgNtfctn/Vote/VoteWthPrmDdln		Date and time by which the vote instructions should be submitted to the intermediary to take advantage of the premium.		Not used in DK
Not used in CH
ES: No, we do not use it. However, we agree with their definition.
NL: Unknown yet in the Netherlands so not used in the Netherlands. It sounds quite odd to reward customers for voting early. Definition is clear.
EFI: n/a
LU: Used already – for XS – definition seems to be a duplicate (mutually exclusive with *early with premium deadline”
XS: Difference with Early with premium deadline is not clear?
UK: YES		Do not change definition. Will be done eventually in MP.

		7		Registration securities deadline – do you use this deadline and do you agree with the current definition?		seev.001.001.05		<RegnSctiesDdln>		/Document/MtgNtfctn/EntitlmntSpcfctn/RegnSctiesDdln		Date by which the securities have to be registered. This deadline is specified by an intermediary.		Relevant in DK. 
The deadline should only reflect the issuer or Issuers Agent deadline and not the sender's deadline in our oppinion unless sender's deadline is before that deadline.
In DK this would be the deadline date (record date as we know it in CA) by danish law where it will be decided who has the right to vote at the meeting.
CH: Used in CH, agreed on definition
ES: No, we do not use it. However, we agree with their definition.
NL: Deadline is used internally, definition is clear.
EFi: not needed, instead registration securities market deadline is used
LU: Used already - benefit for agents/clients
XS:Not used in 20022 but used in 15022 messages / OK with definition
UK: YES – the definition could be improved		Do not change definition. Will be done eventually in MP.

		8		Registration  participation  deadline  –  do  you  use  this  deadline  and  do  you  agree  with  the current definition? 		seev.001.001.05		<RegnPrtcptnDdln>		/Document/MtgNtfctn/EntitlmntSpcfctn/RegnPrtcptnDdln		Date by which the holder needs to register its intention to participate in the meeting process in order to be allowed to participate in the meeting event. This deadline is specified by an intermediary.		Relevant in DK. 
The deadline should only reflect the issuer or Issuers Agent deadline and not the sender's deadline in our oppinion unless sender's deadline is before that deadline.
It is by law in DK to be registreted if a shareholder has apointed a proxy to vote at the general meeting.
CH: Not used in CH
ES: No, we do not use it. However, we agree with their definition.
NL: Deadline is used internally, definition is clear.
EFi: not needed, instead registration participation market deadline is used
LU: Used already - benefit for agents/clients
XS: Not used / OK with definition
UK: This deadline is confusing with 1 and 7– we suggest removing it		Do not change definition. Will be done eventually in MP.

		9		In the NotificationStatus element, do we need also a Complete/Incomplete code in addition to Confirmed/Unconfirmed? 		seev.001.001.05		<NtfctnSts>		/Document/MtgNtfctn/NtfctnSts		Defines the global status of the event contained in the notification.		DK: Only if the intention is to align with seev.031 Corporate Action Notification message.
CH: Yes, it would make sense to reuse CA statuses PREU (preliminary unconfirmed), PREC (preliminary confirmed) and COMP (complete) 
DE: We support adding the status codes Complete/Incomplete.
ES: Yes as currently the codes ECON or EUNC do not indicate if the event could or could not be complete within the current definition.
NL: Unknown yet in the Netherlands. Definition is clear. I hope that issuers will not send many incomplete messages. In case of meetings incomplete announcement has no use except for a kind of ‘save-the-date’ announcement. Adding a Complete/Incomplete code is in line with the current MT564 message. No specific preference from the Netherlands for adding this code.
EFi: complete/incomplete code are needed
LU: Commonly used Complete/Confirmed 
XS: Yes, ok to add the codes Complete/incomplete
UK: We support adding Complete/Incomplete		Yes Agreed 

				Event Confirmed								Notification may not contain complete details, however, the occurrence of the event has been confirmed by the issuer or other official source.		 --

				 Event Unconfirmed								The occurrence of the event has not been confirmed by the issuer or other official source at the time the notification was sent.		 --

		10		AttendanceConfirmationInformation  –  currently  this  is  a  narrative.  Do  you  think  we  would need formatted codes? If so, which ones? 		seev.001.001.05		<AttndncConfInf>		/Document/MtgNtfctn/Mtg/AttndncConfInf		Indicates how to order the attendance card or to give notice of attendance.		DK: No comments 
CH: For bearer shares, the issuer can decide to allow the holder to attend the meeting if he/she has:
1. A confirmation of deposit duly signed by the intermediary
or
2. An entry card issued by the intermediary or the issuer/issuer agent
If the entry card is not issued by the intermediary, the holder needs the confirmation of deposit to get an entry card directly from the issuer or its agent
DE: 
We are currently using an automated system in the German market, called „DAMBA“ for a large number of meetings (but not all).
While a code could be useful to indicate if a meeting is supported by DAMBA, such a local German market specific code would be difficult to introduce.
A code called „Instruct using the standard local system“, for example, would confuse people.
Since only German subcostodians access DAMBA and their clients would need to instruct their local subcustodian using ISO20022 messages, the information would only be used in the local market.
If DAMBA is not to be used, the information as to how to instruct would need to be provided as free text anyway.
Therefore, a local market practice could be not to use AttendanceConfirmationInformation, if DAMBA is to be used and if DAMBA not to be used, populate AttendanceConfirmationInformation with the free text information on how to instruct.
Therefore, we do not oppose introducing a field and we would likely use it, if it was there, but we also do not require a field for our market.
ES: Yes, as it will be required for electronic voting we will appreciate if it was codified.
CONF / NCON
NL: Definition is clear. We cannot estimate the need for formatted codes.
EFi: no comment
LU: This information should remain as NARRATIVE
XS : This information should remain as narrative
UK: Automation is preferable. We will try to propose some codes.		Mari to propose input for codes.

		11		Date Status – do you agree in removing codes CANC and NOQO as they are redundant?  Equivalent codes exist in the cancellation message (seev. 002) 		seev.001.001.05		<DtSts>		/Document/MtgNtfctn/MtgDtls/DtSts		Indicates the status of the meeting date.		DK: We agree 
CH: Yes
DE: We support deleting the Codes. We agree that a seev.002 MeetingCancellation would rather be used than a seev.001 MeetingNotification in these cases.
ES: Yes we agree
NL: If the equivalent codes exists in the cancellation message then they are redundant. Assuming that an issuer will sent a cancellation message for every meeting request if applicable. But in what message type(s) you want to remove them? 
EFi: ok 
LU: Agreed: redundant in SEEV.01
XS: agreed
UK: We support removing these codes		Agreed to remove

				CANC								Meeting date has been cancelled.		 --

				NOQO								Meeting could not take place as the quorum was not reached.		 --

		12		In 15022, we have one CAEV per meeting type:
- BMET – bondholder meeting
- CMET – court meeting
- MEET – annual general meeting
- OMET – ordinary general meeting
- XMET – extraordinary or special general meeting
		MT564
(MT566)
		 --		Sequence A - 22F:  :4!c/[8c]/4!c 		BMET: Physical meeting of bond holders.
CMET: Announcement of a meeting at a Court.
MEET: Annual general meeting.
OMET: Ordinary general meeting.
XMET: Extraordinary or special general meeting.		 --

		12		In 20022, we have the type of meeting (Tp):
- XMET – extraordinary
- GMET – general
- MIXD – mixed
- SPCL – special
- BMET – bondholder meeting
		seev.001.001.05		<MtgId>		/Document/MtgNtfctn/Mtg/MtgId		XMET: Meeting that takes place as needed, in addition to the general meetings, is extraordinary as per the bylaws. The resolutions are related to the unusual business of the company, for example approval of takeovers or mergers or spin-offs. These meetings are always issuer initiated.
GMET: Includes annual and ordinary meeting. Statutory meeting(s) usually held at least once a year. The resolutions are related to the usual business of the company, for example approval of dividends, directors, etc. These meetings are always issuer initiated.
MIXD: Specifies a meeting which contains both ordinary and extraordinary resolutions.
SPCL: Meeting that takes place as needed that is neither ordinary nor extraordinary.
BMET: Physical meeting of bond holders.
		 --

		12		which should be completed along with the Classification (Classfctn):
- AMET – annual
- OMET – ordinary
- CLAS – class
- ISSU – Issuer Initiated
- VRHI – voting rights holder initiated
- CORT – court







Please find enclosed a document (page 6) describing the mapping between the CAEV in 15022 to the type/classification in 20022:
 
Can you please review the above (20022) list and confirm which one is needed in your market and if there is any that is missing?
										DK:
Shares:
Type General - Classification Annual / Ordinary, but Annual and ordinary would be the identical.
Type Extraordinary - Classification Extended Code
Bonds:
Type General - Classification Class
Type Extraordinary - Classification Class
CH:
We propose to align the standards, be deleting OMET from 15022 and proposing the following codes in 20022 and adjusting the description as follows for both standards:
-       BMET – bondholder meeting
-       CMET – court meeting
-       MEET – annual or ordinary general meeting
-       XMET – extraordinary or special general meeting
NL: 
No specific feedback is received so I assume that none is missing and all are used.
 XS: All 15022 codes are currently used by ICSDs. Ok with 20022 message as possible to report same info.
ES: No additional required.
		Agreed to promote Court meeting as a Meeting TYpe 

		13		In 20022, there are 4 VotInstructionCode that can be used to list the voting options, as follows:
• “VoteInstruction1Code” – CFOR, CAGS, ABST, WTHH, NOAC
• “VoteInstruction2Code” – CFOR, CAGS, ABST, WTHH, WMGT, AMGT, NOAC, DISC
• “VoteInstruction3Code” – ABST, CAGS, AMGT, DISC, CFOR, NOAC, WTHH, WMGT, ONEY, THRY, TWOY
• “VoteInstruction4Code” – ABST, CAGS, AMGT, CHRM, CFOR, NOAC, WTHH, WMGT, ONEY, THRY, TWOY

Jacques investigated the reason of these differences:
VoteInstruction1Code: used in seev.001 (notification) for Resolution/ManagementRecommendation and ResolutionNotyfyingPartyRecommendation – Could be ok eventually that the Management related votes are not listed here.
		seev.001.001.05

		13		
VoteInstruction2Code: used in seev.001 for VoteInstructionType
VoteInstruction3Code: Used in seev.004 for Proxy/GlobalVoteInstruction – Does the “Say on Pay” types of votes (One Year, Two years, Three years) applies only on the instruction message?- It seems ackward that those types are not in the notification. Should replace VoteInstruction2Code probably.
VoteInstruction4Code: Used in seev.004 in VoteDetails/VoteForMeetingResolution – Does CHRM (Vote with Chairman) type of vote applies only to votes for resolutions proposed at meeting? If yes, this difference legitimate. If no, it should replace VoteInstruction2Code and VoteInstruction3Code. 
Can you please review the results of Jacques’ analysis? 
Would you agree that ONEY, THRY, TWOY (and CHRM) should also be added to VoteInstruction2Code? If so, then VoteInstruction2Code and VoteInstruction3Code and VoteInstruction4Code will be identical. We would then recommend removing one of them. Would you agree?										DK: Yes
CH would only ever use CFOR, CAGS, ABST and NOAC, but we agree that the codes between seev.001 MENO and seev.004 MEIN need to be aligned.
NL:  We agree to that
XS : ok to align codes between seev.001 & 004
UK: We agree with this proposal
ES: Agree with conclusions		Agreed

		14		The instruction message (seev.004) allows for multiple instructions to be included in the same message. A reference is assigned at message level and a reference is also assigned at the level of each instruction. 
The meeting status message (seev.006) allows to either sending a confirmation at global (message) or single instruction level. 
The cancellation message (seev.005) only allows to cancel a previously sent instruction message, not an individual instruction. 
The vote execution confirmation (seev.007) can only be sent per instruction as per the instruction ID provided in seev.004. 
For consistency, we should:
a. either amend seev.005 to allow cancellation at instruction level and not only at message level; OR
b. amend the structure of seev.004 and seev.007 to align to the CA messages and only allow one instruction per message.		seev.004.001.05
seev.005.001.05
seev.006.001.05
seev.007.001.05								DK: No comments 
CH: Option a) as it would still be possible to process single instruction messages but would not prevent sending multiple instructions per MEIN message
DE: The German supports amending the seev.005 MeetingInstructionCancellationRequest and keep the possibility to send several instructions in one seev.004 MeetingInstruction.
We believe that avoiding additional unnecessary messages and reducing the costs by not having to repeat business headers, mandatory fields, and footers will be beneficial to the industry.
We also believe that supporting several instructions in one message is beneficial for meeting instructions which cannot easily be netted, like corporate action instructions. This new way of sending and processing instructions is the way forward and should be supported.
NL: 
Regarding the most ‘important’ one (question number 14): one instruction per message or multiple instructions per message the Netherlands is in favour of having one instruction per message instead of multiple messages per message. The motivation is being summerized as:
•         ISO 20022 is design for more automatic processing of messages. The number of message should not be a problem then except for taking care of the capacity.
•         The ‘cons’ of the multiple messages option are more complicated than the ‘cons’ of the one instruction per message option (processing more message is less complicated then for changing the cancellation message).
EFi: it should be possible to send several instructions in one message but the cancellation should preferably happen at a message level. 
LU: We recommend 1 message per instruction
XS: we would recommend one message per instruction (in line with CA) but ok if both possibilities are kept.
UK: We support option B (One instruction per message)
ES: We agree with option b.		Still pending 

		15		We need to add a PEND status and reason codes to this message. Can we have a list of reason codes we want to use for PEND?		seev.006.001.05								DK: No comments 
NL: No reactions received
EFI: aligning status and reason codes is supported
LU: See 16
XS: ok to align
UK: We agree crerating PEND
ES: Yes, it will be useful.
		Agrred but need to review list of codes

		16		The existing status/reason codes set up in meeting messages is different to what we have in CA. Should we align it?		seev.006.001.05								DK: :Yes
CH would like to align and add the following reason codes:
- LACK - Lack of Securities -  Insufficient financial instruments in your  account.
- REGI - Deadline to register  - The shares were not registered by the deadline set by the issuer
- ADOC - Additional - Additional necessary documents are  missing
NL:  No reactions received. My personal opinion is that an alignment is preferable (If possible) as I think it is more logical
LU: Use same as SEEV.034
XS: ok to align
UK: Yes align
UK: We agree to use “Vote Execution Confirmation” in seev.004 but a new message may be needed for votes placed at the meeting.
ES: Yes, we agree in align it.		Agreed to align or add more ?

		17		Confirmation of the recording and counting of votes
According to art.9.5 of the implementing regulation, the confirmation of recording and counting of votes shall be provided by the issuer in a timely manner and no later than 15 days after the request or general meeting, whichever occurs later, unless the information is already available.
How is the request supposed to be forwarded to the issuer/issuer agent:
• should we add something to the instruction message (seev.004), OR
• should we consider having to create a new message to request the record and counting of votes?
										DK: It is important to mention that 15 days not is sufficient enough. In DK this is 4 weeks.
A request could be a possibility to have as it is a right by request but we don't know if that request will be used in practice.
CH: No new messages
NL: Cited: “As much as we have looked into changing the instruction message (the seev.004) with the SMPG colleagues, unfortunately it looks as though the new message might be the only solution. Doing something with the instruction message would be our preference but may not be feasible.” 
XS: We recommend to not create a new message. Shouldn’t it be “instruction status message” and not “instruction message”
ES: Question: Is this necessary? If no request is done the issue should send it no later than 15 days after the general meeting, right?		No new message to create

		 --		SHAREHOLDER IDENTIFICATION 										 --

		1		NMPGs requiring additional information to be added to the legal or natural person elements in the response messages to provide such elements by 30/04.										DK: As DK earlier had mentioned that it would be usefull also to have taxinformation in the request. 
This could be national taxid number or TIN number. We were rejected earlier in the process as this could expand the scope. 
We are still interested in having that information in the request.
FR:  As agreed for the shareholder identification messages, here is the list of fields that will be needed for the French market. There is still the possibility of having some of them out of scope when the local transposition takes place but between the day when we discussed this in Frankfurt and today, nothing concrete allowed the market to eliminate any of the remaining fields:
Nationality, Quality code , Year of birth , Activity of investor , Indicator Pro - Non pro investor ; Funds distributor (See details of fileds in minutes )
IT: 
Following some call I can confirm that form Italian market we need to include the following element :
• For physical person Place and date of birth
Concerning communication flow we ask to include a flag in announcement and response to allow to identify alternatively the possibility to:
o From the issuer request to receive disclosure through the chain 
o From custodian /CSD participant to be able to include a “flag” indicating that the breackdown reported is transmittend form third party (custodian’s client)
NL:    No reactions received. So I assume no additional information is needed from our NMPG’s.
XS: No requirement for specific additonal info to report for XS. XS supports the request to have a way to identify which participant is requested to provide information when a shareholder identification request is sent to a service provider acting on behalf of multiple participants.
ES: No additional fields required apart from the ones required by the Directive.

		2		In the response, Add pagination  and how to cancel all paginated messages at the same time ?

		3		In the Response Cancellation Advice message make sure the structure of the message is so that the whole response (even when sent in multiple messages) can be cancelled with a single cancellation message.

		4		Create a new message seev.049 to provide the status of the disclosure response and the cancellation of the response with simple statuses/like “Accepted” and “Rejected” or reuse the ADMI.007 message – ReceiptAcknowledgement with External code list.												Jacques to confirlm whether Admi.007 can be used for that. Preferred solution

		5		Requirements for when the response is  outsourced to a third party

		6		In the response, add new shareholder identification elements (see FR & DK, ES requirements)

				French Requirements

				Data		Definition		Detail		Value		Business Justification 		Place		Commentaires

		1		Nationality		Nationality of the investor		ISO 3166 country code		FR, BE, etc…		To be included in French transposition law (10 juin 2019)		Proposition 1:
AccountHolder

Proposition 2:
LegalPerson
NaturalPerson		Proposition 1 is to have this on Account Holder level in order to avoid repeating the nationality in LegalPerson and NaturalPerson. 
If Proposition 1 is not feasible, Proposition 2 is to have the Nationality in LegalPerson and NaturalPerson

		2		Quality code		Defines the profile of the investor		01 legal entity		01, 02, 03 etc… (only the two digit number is the value to have in the message).
Max16Text		Continuity of service of existing TPI
Data added by the market (issuer demand)
Market practice

15/16 technical accounts of custodians for balance reconciliation		Proposition 1:
AccountHolder

Proposition 2:
LegalPerson
NaturalPerson


Proposition 3:
LegalPerson
01/02/06/08/14/15/16

NaturalPerson
03/04/05/06/08/12/13

		Proposition 1 is to have this on Account Holder level.

If Proposition 1 is not feasible, Proposition 2 is to have the Quality code in both LegalPerson and NaturalPerson with whole set of values possible from 01 to 16 without validation.

Proposition 3 is to have Quality code in both LegalPerson and NaturalPerson but allow only values related to that category, for instance 03 can be only on NaturalPerson as it is Mr.

								02 Listed intermediary

								03 Mr

								04 Mrs

								05 Miss

								06 Indivision

								08 Joint bank account

								09 Mutual Funds

								10 Trade account

								11 Pension plan and pension fund

								12 Investment club

								13 Other physical persons

								14 Other artificial person

								15 Securities to receive

								16 Securities to deliver

		3		Year of birth		Year of birth of the investor (natural person only)		Year of birth		ISOYear		To be included in French transposition law (10 juin 2019) 
French law only asks for year of birth		NaturalPerson

		4		Activity of investor		Defines the economical activity of the  investor (legal person only)		Code in line with European or domestic classification of economical activities (NACE, APE,…)		Max35Text		To be included in French transposition law (10 juin 2019)
No control required on list of characters (alphanumerical)		LegalPerson		For information purposes here are the type of codes
Values of NACE codes:
http://ec.europa.eu/competition/mergers/cases/index/nace_all.html
Values of APE codes in the French market:
https://blog.easyfichiers.com/wp-content/uploads/2014/08/Liste-code-naf-ape.pdf

		5		Indicator Pro - Non pro investor		Indicates whether the investor is considered as a professional investor, an eligible counterpart or a non professional investor in the meaning of Mifid		• PRO = professional investor		PRO, ELC or NPR
Max16Text		To be included in French transposition law (10 juin 2019)		Proposition 1:
AccountHolder

Proposition 2:
LegalPerson
NaturalPerson		Proposition 1 is to have this on Account Holder level in order to avoid repeating the indicator in LegalPerson and NaturalPerson. 
If Proposition 1 is not feasible, Proposition 2 is to have the indicator in LegalPerson and NaturalPerson

								• ELC =  eligible counterpart

								• NPR = Non professional investor

		6.1		Funds distributor NAME		The legal entity which has commercialised the investment fund to the investor		Name of the funds distributor		Max350Text		To be included in French transposition law (10 juin 2019)		LegalPerson
NaturalPerson
Name


		6.2		Funds distributor IDENTIFIER		The legal entity which has commercialised the investment fund to the investor		Funds distributor unique identifier (BIC, LEI,…)		BIC Identifier or LEIIdentifier		To be included in French transposition law (10 juin 2019)		LegalPerson
NaturalPerson
Identifier		Today usage is BIC ==> Tomorrow LEI

				Spanish Requirements

				Field name		Legnth		Filed type		Value		Defintion

				Nationality		3		Numeric		ISO3166		Nationality of the investor

				Owner Type		1		Alphanumeric		T: Owner		Possible values agreed by the Banking Spanish Association (AEB).

										N: Bare owner

										U: Usufructuary

										R: Representative

				Ownership percentage		5 positions  (3 numbers  2 decimals)		Numeric				When the ownership reported indicates coownership, this field will inform the % of the property related to the shareholder

				Usufruct percentage		5 positions  (3 numbers  2 decimals)		Numeric				When the ownership reported indicates Usufructuary, this field will inform the % of the usufruct.

				Subscriber code		4		Numeric		See table attached.		4 digit code defined by the Spanish Banking Association, which the agents involved in certain corporate events need to receive from the custodians to identify what type of shareholder is being identified, such as pension fund, investment company, insurance…  this information is required for the Spanish Regulator (CNMV).
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Business case



· Review use of both AMET (Annual Meeting) & OMET. 



The only difference between AMET and OMET seems to lay in the fact that an AMET code would be used, when the issuer decides to hold its OMET annually. The yearly frequency is not always a requirement for an OMET.


· Definition of OMET is incorrect: “is a meeting defined in the bylaws of the company” 


· The definition of a ClassMeeting as defined today is not very meaningful. Can we not rephrase the definition to better describe its purpose? I.e. A class meeting being a separate meeting organised for a specific group of shareholders (holding a specific assets type). 



· There is no code or definition available to cover Contested Meetings. 


Using the indicator <InittdByHldr> (identifies the security holder or the association of security holders which initiated the meeting), does not look like a valid alternative for this type of meeting.



· Since there is an XML Tag <InittdByCrt>, has the MeetingType “CORT” not become redundant?


1.1.1.1 Vital, because….



The current meeting types do not fit properly the different meeting types in the proxy voting business.



1.1.1.2 Solutions: alternatives & considerations



1) Model MeetingTypes versus MeetingTypeClassification – Securities Model of WG11
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2) Agree on MeetingTypes versus MeetingTypeClassification:



Type: General, ExtraOrdinary, Mixed, Special


Classification: Annual, Ordinary, Class, CourtDecision, IssuerInitiated, VotingRightsHolderInitiated


3) Should both Type and Classification be MANDATORY?



4) Agreement needed on definitions for each type and classification:



5) Definitions (are based upon Securities Data Model developed by WG11):



1. Meeting Type : GENERAL 


Definition: Includes annual and ordinary meeting. Statutory meeting(s) usually held at least once a year.  The resolutions are related to the usual business of the company, for example approval of dividends, directors, etc.



· Possible MeetingTypeClassification: Annual



Specifies a meeting held periodically to approve the financial statements and to elect the board members and the auditors



· Possible MeetingTypeClassification: Ordinary



Specifies a meeting which is planned in the by-laws



2. Meeting Type: EXTRAORDINARY


Definition: Meeting that takes place as needed, in addition to the general meetings, is extraordinary as per the bylaws. The resolutions are related to the unusual business of the company, for example approval of takeovers or mergers or spin-offs.



· Possible MeetingTypeClassification: CourtDecision



Specifies that the meeting is the result of a legal proceeding (extraordinary meeting only)



3. Meeting Type: MIXED


Definition: Specifies a meeting which contains both ordinary and extraordinary resolutions



4. Meeting Type: SPECIAL 


Definition: Meeting that takes place as needed that is neither ordinary nor extraordinary.  These meetings concern holders of instruments without ordinary voting rights, for example special classes of shareholders (preferred), bondholders or creditors.



· Possible MeetingTypeClassification: Clas



Meeting for a class of asset (def under review)



· Possible MeetingTypeClassification: IssuerInitiated



Specifies that the meeting is the result of an obligation or a decision made by the issuer.



· Possible MeetingTypeClassification: VotingRightsHolderInitiated



Specifies that the meeting is the result if a request or an action of a voting right holder(s).



6) Should Classification include an extra element to cover for any other classification type?


7) Anything else missing in above proposed structure?


1.1.2 Minutes PVMWG – 26 & 27 March 07



1.1.2.1 General


			Minutes:


			The main reason for keeping the Mixed meeting type was that this category was required by law in France.



The group stated that some of the definitions of the meeting types or type classifications would benefit from examples (e.g. “... of a specific class of asset, e.g. bondholder”.


In addition to the agreement below, Karin and Karla informed the group that Working Group 11 will align their business model to what the PCMWG agreed to today. A table summarizing all types and classifications will to be added to the rulebook as described in point 3/ below.





			Agreed Change:


			After discussions, the group agreed to the following:



1) The meeting type should remain be mandatory


2) The meeting type classification should be optional. The meeting type classifications should contain extended codes.



3) The “accepted” combinations of meeting type and meeting type classification are as per the attached. However, these will only be usage rules, rather than NVRs (which could be looked at in a future release, once “live” usage of the messages shows which additional combinations appear in the Proxy business).


4) The new definitions of the meeting types and meeting classfications are agreed to and are as per the attached. 



5) The details (“NameAnd Address5” component) should be included only for the holder initiated meetings, not court initiated meetings.





			Conclusion:


			Status: Accepted, with changes to the initially proposed solution


Importance: Vital





			Timing:


			Release 2007








1.1.2.2 Agreed Combinations of MeetingType and MeetingClassification (incl. definitions)


			Type


			Definition


			Classification


			Definition





			GENERAL


			Includes annual and ordinary meeting. Statutory meeting(s) usually held at least once a year.  The resolutions are related to the usual business of the company, for example approval of dividends, directors, etc. These meetings are always issuer initiated.


			ANNUAL


			Specifies a meeting held periodically to approve the financial statements and to elect the board members and the auditors





			


			


			ORDINARY


			Specifies a meeting which is planned in the by-laws





			


			


			CLASS


			Meeting for holders of a specific type of assets, ex. preferred shs, bonds, …





			EXTRA



ORDINARY


			Meeting that takes place as needed, in addition to the general meetings, is extraordinary as per the bylaws. The resolutions are related to the unusual business of the company, for example approval of takeovers or mergers or spin-offs. These meetings are always issuer initiated.





			CLASS


			Meeting for holders of a specific type of assets, ex. preferred shs, bonds, …





			


			


			Extended Code


			This code could be used in case other meeting classifications would be needed (this code would be available for all meeting types)





			SPECIAL


			Meeting that takes place as needed that is neither ordinary nor extraordinary.  


			CLASS


			Meeting for holders of a specific type of assets, ex. preferred shs, bonds, …





			


			


			ISSUER



Initiated


			Specifies that the meeting is the result of an obligation or a decision made by the issuer as opposed to voting rights holder initiated, ex. contested meeting.









			


			


			VOTING RIGHTSHOLDER initiated


			Specifies that the meeting is the result if a request or an action of a voting right holder(s), ex. contested meeting.









			


			


			COURT


			Specifies that the meeting is the result of a legal proceeding





			


			


			Extended Code


			





			MIXED


			Specifies a meeting which contains both ordinary and extraordinary resolutions
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