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3A.	Adequacy	of	Disclosure	Requirements	–	Cross	cutting standards
For the purpose of the questions included in this section, respondents are encouraged to consider the following:
· when sharing comments on a given Disclosure Requirement, and as much as possible, reference to the specific paragraphs being commented on should be included in the written comments,
· in the question asked, for each ESRS, about the alignment with international sustainability standards, these include but are not limited to the IFRS Sustainability Standards and the Global Reporting Initiative Standards. Other relevant international initiatives may be considered by the respondents. When commenting on this particular question, respondents are encouraged to specify which international standards are being referred to.

A complete index of Disclosure Requirements and their corresponding Application Guidance can be found in Appendix I – Navigating the ESRS.


DR 2-GR 1 – General characteristics of the sustainability reporting of the undertaking
The undertaking shall give general information about (i) its sustainability report, and (ii) the structure of its sustainability statement.
The principle to be followed under this disclosure requirement is to give the necessary context of the sustainability reporting of the undertaking.


Q1: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR 2-GR 1 – General characteristics of the sustainability reporting of the undertaking
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR 2-GR 2 – Sector(s) of activity


The undertaking shall provide a description of its significant activities, headcount and revenue.
The principle to be followed under this disclosure requirement is to allow an understanding of the distribution of the undertaking’s activities by reference to a common sector definition.


Q2: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR 2-GR 2 – Sector(s) of activity
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR 2-GR 3 – Key features of the value chain
The undertaking shall describe its value chain.
The principle to be followed under this disclosure requirement is to provide an understanding of the value chain in which the undertaking operates, from the initial inputs into a product or service, in the upstream supply chain, to its downstream delivery to end-users, including ultimate disposal, recycling or reuse for physical products.


Q3: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR 2-GR 3 – Key features of the value chain
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR 2-GR 4 – Key drivers of the value creation
The undertaking shall describe how it creates value.
The principle to be followed under this disclosure requirement is to provide an understanding of the key drivers of value creation the undertaking is leveraging to contribute to the overall performance of the value chain it operates in taking account of the respective interests of all stakeholders.


Q4: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR 2-GR 4 – Key drivers of the value creation
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR 2-GR 5 – Using approximations on the disclosure in relation to boundary and value chain
Following the principle on boundaries and value chain of ESRS 1 when the undertaking has used peer group information or sector data to approximate missing data due to impracticability, it shall disclose:
(a) Its basis for preparation for the relevant disclosure and indicators, including the scope for which an approximation has been used; and
(b) The planned actions to reduce missing data in the future.


Q5: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR 2-GR 5 – Using approximations on the disclosure in relation to boundary and value chain
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR 2-GR 6 – Disclosing on significant estimation uncertainty
Following the principle of estimating under conditions of uncertainty in ESRS 1, the undertaking shall:
(a) identify metrics it has disclosed that have a significant estimation uncertainty, disclose the sources and nature of the estimation uncertainties and the factors affecting the uncertainties, and
(b) identify and disclose the sources of significant uncertainty and the factors affecting these sources of uncertainty when explanations of possible effects of a sustainability factor relate to possible future events about which there is significant outcome uncertainty.


Q6: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR 2-GR 6 – Disclosing on significant estimation uncertainty
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I. Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR 2-GR 7 – Changes in preparation and presentation
Following the principle on changes in preparation or presentation of ESRS 1, the undertaking shall explain changes in preparation and presentation by disclosing:
(a) the description of the methodology used for the restatement,
(b) the difference between the amount reported in the previous period and the revised comparative amount in case of quantitative metrics,
(c) the reasons for the change in reporting policy, and
(d) if it is impracticable to adjust comparative information for one or more prior periods, the undertaking shall disclose this fact and the reason why.


Q7: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR 2-GR 7 – Changes in preparation and presentation
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR 2-GR 8 – Prior period errors
Following the principles on errors in ESRS 1, if applicable, the undertaking shall disclose the following for prior period errors:
(a) the nature of prior period errors,
(b) for each prior period disclosed, to the extent practicable, the amount of the corrections, and
(c) if retrospective restatement is impracticable for a particular period, the circumstances that led to the impracticability and a description of how and when the error was corrected.


Q8: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR 2-GR 8 – Prior period errors
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR 2-GR 9 – On other sustainability reporting pronouncements
The undertaking shall disclose if it also reports in full or in part in accordance with generally accepted sustainability reporting pronouncements of other standard setting bodies and non- mandatory guidance including sector-specific, in addition to its report prepared according to ESRS. It shall disclose if such reporting is included in its sustainability statements.


Q9: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR 2-GR 9 – On other sustainability reporting pronouncements
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR 2-GR 10 – General statement of compliance
The undertaking shall provide a statement of compliance with ESRS.
The principle to be followed under this disclosure requirement is to inform the users about the compliance with ESRS requirements, following mandated disclosure requirements complemented by entity-specific disclosures.


Q10: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR2-GR 10 – General statement of compliance
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR 2-SBM 1 – Overview of strategy and business model
The undertaking shall provide a concise description of its strategy and business model as a context for its sustainability reporting.
The principle to be followed under this disclosure requirement is to provide relevant contextual information necessary to understanding the sustainability reporting of the undertaking. It is therefore a reference point for other disclosure requirements.


Q11: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR 2-SBM 1 – Overview of strategy and business model
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR 2-SBM 2 – Views, interests and expectations of stakeholders
An undertaking shall describe how the views, interests and expectations of its stakeholders inform the undertaking’ strategy and business model.
The principle to be followed under this disclosure requirement is to provide an understanding of how stakeholders’ views, interests and expectations are considered for the undertaking’s decision and evolution of its strategy and business model.


Q12: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR 2-SBM 2 – Views, interests and expectations of stakeholders
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR 2-SBM 3 – Interaction of impacts and the undertaking’ strategy and business model

The undertaking shall describe the interaction between its material impacts and its strategy and business model.

The principle to be followed under this disclosure requirement is to provide an understanding of material impacts on people and the environment and the adaptation of its strategy and business model to such material sustainability impacts.

Q13: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR 2-SBM 3 – interaction of impacts and the undertaking’ strategy and business model
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR 2-SBM 4 – Interaction of risks and opportunities and the undertaking’ strategy and business model
The undertaking shall describe the interaction between its material risks and opportunities and its strategy and business model.
The principle to be followed under this disclosure requirement is to provide an understanding of material risks and opportunities related to sustainability matters that originate from or are connected to the undertaking’ strategy and business model and the adaptation of its strategy and business model to such material risks and opportunities.


Q14: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR 2-SBM 4 – interaction of risks and opportunities and the undertaking’ strategy and business model
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR 2-GOV 1 – Roles and responsibilities of the administrative, management and supervisory bodies
The undertaking shall provide a description of the roles and responsibilities of its governance bodies and management levels with regard to sustainability matters.
The principle to be followed under this disclosure requirement is to provide an understanding of the distribution of sustainability-related roles and responsibilities throughout the undertaking’s organisation, from its administrative, management and supervisory bodies to its executive and operational levels, the expertise of its governance bodies and management levels on sustainability matters, and the sustainability-related criteria applied for nominating and selecting their members.

Q15: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR 2-GOV 1 – Roles and responsibilities of the administrative, management and supervisory bodies
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR 2-GOV 2 – Information of administrative, management and supervisory bodies about sustainability matters
The undertaking shall describe how its governance bodies are informed about sustainability matters.
The principle to be followed under this disclosure requirement is to provide an understanding of how governance bodies and management level senior executives are informed about sustainability-related facts, decisions and/or concerns that are within their responsibility sio that they can effectively perform their duties in that respect.

Q16: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR 2- GOV 2 – Information of administrative, management and supervisory bodies about sustainability matters
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR 2-GOV 3 – Sustainability matters addressed by the undertaking’s administrative, management and supervisory bodies
The undertaking shall provide a description of the sustainability matters that were addressed by its administrative, management and supervisory bodies during the reporting period.
The principle to be followed under this disclosure requirement is to provide information on whether the administrative, management and supervisory bodies were adequately informed of the material sustainability-related impacts, risks and opportunities arising or developing during the reporting period. Equally what information and matters it actually spent time addressing, and whether it was able to fulfil its roles and responsibilities, as defined in its mandate and described under DR 2-GOV 1.

Q17: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR 2- GOV 3 – Sustainability matters addressed by the undertaking’s administrative, management and supervisory bodies
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR 2-GOV 4 – Integration of sustainability strategies and performance in incentive schemes
The undertaking shall provide a description of the integration of sustainability strategies and performance in incentive schemes.
The principle to be followed under this disclosure requirement is to provide an understanding of how members of the administrative, management and supervisory bodies are incentivised to properly manage the undertaking’ sustainability impacts, risks and opportunities and, along with other employees, to take steps towards implementing the sustainability strategy of the undertaking.

Q18: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR 2- GOV 4 – Integration of sustainability strategies and performance in incentive schemes
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR 2-GOV 5 – Statement on due diligence
The undertaking shall disclose its general assessment regarding how it embeds the core elements of due diligence.

Q19: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR 2- GOV 4 – Integration of sustainability strategies and performance in incentive schemes
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR 2-IRO 1 – Description of the processes to identify material sustainability impacts, risks and opportunities
The undertaking shall provide a description of its processes to identify its sustainability impacts, risks and opportunities and assess which ones are material.
The principle to be followed under this disclosure requirement is to provide information on (i) how the undertaking is organising its identification and assessment and (ii) what is in the scope of its identification and assessment of sustainability matters.

Q20: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR 2-IRO 1 – Description of the processes to identify material sustainability impacts, risks and opportunities
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR 2-IRO 2 – Outcome of the undertaking’s assessment of material sustainability impacts risks and opportunities as identified by reference to and in compliance with sector-agnostic and sector-specific level ESRS
The undertaking hall provide a description of the outcome of its assessment processes by reference to mandatory disclosures under ESRS.
The principle to be followed under this disclosure requirement is to give a clear statement of sustainability matters, as addressed by all ESRS, that are material for the undertaking, and to give relevant explanations on (i) how the undertaking related to the material impacts, risks and opportunities identified by its assessment, (ii) when the undertaking has or will put in place initiative to modify its strategy and business model, in order to reduce or eliminate the risk or to benefit from the opportunity and/or in order to prevent and mitigate negative material impacts and enhance positive material impacts (see DR 2-SBM3 and 4), why this was the case and
(i) if and why certain mandatory disclosures are not material under the undertaking’ specific facts and circumstances and therefore disclosed as such.
Q21: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR 2-IRO 2 – Outcome of the undertaking’s assessment of material sustainability impacts risks and opportunities as identified by reference to and in compliance with sector-agnostic and sector-specific level ESRS
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR 2-IRO 3 – Outcome of the undertaking’s assessment of material sustainability impacts risks and opportunities that are not covered by and ESRS (entity-specific level)

The undertaking shall provide a description of the outcome of its assessment process in relation to material impacts, risks and opportunities that are not addressed under mandatory disclosure and require entity-specific disclosure.

The principle to be followed under this disclosure requirement is to provide information (i) about all material impacts, risks and opportunities of the undertaking resulting from the undertaking’s specific facts and circumstances for which relevant disclosure requirements do not exist, and
(ii) when the undertaking has or will put in place initiatives to modify its strategy and business model, in order to reduce or eliminate the risk or to benefit from the opportunity and/or in order to prevent and mitigate negative material impacts and enhance positive material impacts (see DR 2-SBM 3 and 4), about such impacts, risks and opportunities. For each sustainability matter in the scope of sustainability reporting, the undertaking shall assess which material impacts, risks and opportunities are not covered by ESRS and shall give rise to entity-specific disclosure.
Q22: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR 2-IRO 2 – Outcome of the undertaking’s assessment of material sustainability impacts risks and opportunities as identified by reference to and in compliance with sector-agnostic and sector-specific level ESRS
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	


For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to.
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3B.	Adequacy	of	Disclosure	Requirements	–	Environmental standards
For the purpose of the questions included in this section, respondents are encouraged to consider the following:
· when sharing comments on a given Disclosure Requirement, and as much as possible, reference to the specific paragraphs being commented on should be included in the written comments,
· in the question asked, for each ESRS, about the alignment with international sustainability standards, these include but are not limited to the IFRS Sustainability Standards and the Global Reporting Initiative Standards. Other relevant international initiatives may be considered by the respondents. When commenting on this particular question, respondents are encouraged to specify which international standards are being referred to.

A complete index of Disclosure Requirements and their corresponding Application Guidance can be found in Appendix I – Navigating the ESRS.


DR E1-1 – Transition plan for climate change mitigation
The undertaking shall disclose its plans to ensure that its business model and strategy are compatible with the transition to a climate-neutral economy and with limiting global warming to
1.5 °C in line with the Paris Agreement.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the transition plan of the undertaking and its compatibility with limiting global warming to 1.5°C.


Q23: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E1-1 – Transition plan for climate change mitigation
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E1-2 – Policies implemented to manage climate change mitigation and adaptation
The undertaking shall disclose its policies related to climate change mitigation and its policies related to climate change adaptation.
The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of how the undertaking monitors and manages its GHG emissions, climate-related physical and transition risks and opportunities throughout the value chain.


Q24: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E1-2 – Policies implemented to manage climate change mitigation and adaptation
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E1-3 – Measurable targets for climate change mitigation and adaptation
The undertaking shall disclose the climate-related targets it has adopted.
The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the targets the undertaking has adopted to support its climate change mitigation and adaptation policies and address its material climate-related impacts, risks and opportunities.

Q25: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E1-3 – Measurable targets for climate change mitigation and adaptation
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E1-4 – Climate change mitigation and adaptation action plans and resources
The undertaking shall disclose its climate change mitigation and adaption action plans and the resources allocated for their implementation.
The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide transparency on the key actions taken and planned to achieve climate-related targets and to manage GHG emissions, transition and physical risks and opportunities, supporting the understanding of achieved performance improvements and the credibility of the undertaking’s policies, strategy and business model with regards to climate change.

Q26: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E1-4 – Climate change mitigation and adaptation action plans and resources
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E1-5 – Energy consumption & mix
The undertaking shall provide information on its energy consumption.
The principle to be followed is to provide an understanding of the undertaking’s absolute energy consumption, improvement in energy efficiency and share of renewable energy in its overall energy mix.

Q27: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E1-5 – Energy consumption & mix
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E1-6 – Energy intensity per net turnover
The undertaking shall provide information on the energy consumption associated with activities in high climate impact sectors per net turnover of these activities.
Q28: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E1-6 – Energy intensity per net turnover
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E1-7 – Scope 1 GHG emissions
The undertaking shall disclose its gross Scope 1 GHG emissions in metric tons of CO2 equivalent.
Q29: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E1-7 – Scope 1 GHG emissions
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E1-8 – Scope 2 GHG emissions
The undertaking shall disclose its gross indirect energy Scope 2 GHG emissions in metric tons of CO2 equivalent.
The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the indirect impacts on climate change caused by the undertaking’s consumed energy whether externally purchased or acquired.

Q30: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E1-8 – Scope 2 GHG emissions
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E1-9 – Scope 3 GHG emissions
The undertaking shall disclose its gross indirect Scope 3 GHG emissions in metric tons of CO2 equivalent.
The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the GHG emissions that occur in the undertaking’s value chain beyond its Scope 1 and 2 GHG emissions. For many undertakings Scope 3 GHG emissions are the main component of the GHG inventory and an important driver of their transition risks.

Q31: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E1-9 – Scope 3 GHG emissions
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E1-10 – Total GHG emissions
The undertaking shall disclose its total GHG emissions in metric tons of CO2 equivalent.
The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an overall understanding of the undertaking’s GHG emissions and whether they occur from its own operations or the value chain. The disclosure is a prerequisite for measuring progress towards reducing GHG emissions in accordance with the undertaking’s climate-related targets and EU policy goals as well as for the assessment of the undertaking’s transition risks.

Q32: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E1-10 – Total GHG emissions
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E1-11 – GHG intensity per net turnover
The undertaking shall disclose its total GHG emissions per net turnover.
Q33: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E1-11 – GHG intensity per net turnover
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E1-12 – GHG removals in own operations and the value chain
The undertaking shall disclose GHG removals from own operations and the upstream and downstream value chain in metric tons of CO2 equivalent.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide in a comparable manner transparency on actions to permanently remove or actively support the removal of GHG from the atmosphere.


Q34: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E1-12 – GHG removals in own operations and the value chain
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E1-13 – GHG mitigation projects financed through carbon credits
The undertaking shall disclose the amount of GHG emission reductions or removals from climate change mitigation projects outside its value chain it has financed through the purchase of carbon credits.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the extent and quality of carbon credits the undertaking has purchased from the voluntary market and cancelled in the reporting period.

Q35: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E1-13 – GHG mitigation projects financed through carbon credits
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


(Optional) DR E1-14 – Avoided GHG emissions from products and services
The undertaking may disclose its estimated total avoided GHG emissions from its products and services in metric tons of CO2 equivalent.

The principle to be followed under this optional Disclosure Requirement is to provide transparency on the methodologies used and assumptions made by the undertaking when estimating and communicating about the impacts of their products and services on climate change in comparison to other products and services, or in comparison to a situation where their products and services would not exist, considering that there is currently no generally accepted framework for accounting and reporting on such avoided emissions.

Q36: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E1-14 – Avoided GHG emissions from products and services
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E1-15 – Potential financial effects from material physical risks
The undertaking shall disclose the estimated potential financial effects from its material physical risks.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of how material climate-related physical risks may affect the undertaking’s performance and position over the short, medium and long term, considering that those potential future financial effects may not meet at the reporting date the recognition and measurement criteria set for assets and liabilities.

Q37: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E1-15 – Potential financial effects from material physical risks
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR E1-16 – Potential financial effects from material transition risks
The undertaking shall disclose the estimated potential financial effects from material transition risks.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of how material climate-related transition risks may affect the undertaking’s performance and position over the short, medium and long-term, considering that those potential future financial effects may not meet at the reporting date the recognition and measurement criteria set for assets and liabilities.

Q38: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E1-16 – Potential financial effects from material transition risks
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



DR E1-17 – Potential financial effects from climate-related opportunities
The undertaking shall disclose its potential financial effects from climate-related opportunities.

The principle to be followed under this optional Disclosure Requirement is to allow users to understand how the undertaking may financially benefit from material climate-related opportunities. The disclosure is complementary to information requested under the Taxonomy Regulation.


Q39: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E1-17 – Potential financial effects from climate-related opportunities
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


E2-1 – Policies implemented to prevent and control pollution
The undertaking shall disclose its policies related to pollution prevention and control.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of how the undertaking monitors and manages its pollution-related impacts, risks and opportunities.


Q40: Please, rate to what extent do you think E2-1 – Policies implemented to prevent and control pollution
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E2-2 – Measurable targets for pollution
The undertaking shall describe the pollution-related targets it has adopted.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the targets the undertaking has adopted to support its pollution-related policies and address its material related impacts, risks and opportunities.

Q41: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E2-2 – Measurable targets for pollution
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E2-3 – Pollution action plans and resources
The undertaking shall disclose its pollution-related action plans and the resources allocated to their implementation.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide transparency on the key actions taken and planned in order to achieve its pollution-related policy objectives and targets.

Q42: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E2-3 – Pollution action plans and resources
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E2-4 – Pollution of air, water and soil

The undertaking shall disclose information on a list of pollutants that are generated or used during production processes or that are procured, and that leave its facilities as emissions, as products, or as part of products or services.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide transparency on the emissions that the undertaking generates.

Q43: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E2-4 – Pollution of air, water and soil
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E2-5 – Substances of concern and most harmful substances

The undertaking shall disclose specific information on the substances of concern and most harmful substances that are generated or used during production processes or that are procured, and that leave its facilities as emissions, as products, or as part of products or services.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the impact of the undertaking on health and the environment related to the undertaking’s production, use, distribution and commercialisation of substances of concern and most harmful substances, as well as an understanding of the undertaking’s exposure towards those substances of concern including risks arising from changes in regulations.

Q44: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E2-5 – Substances of concern and most harmful substances
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR E2-6 – Pollution-related incidents and deposit impacts and risks, and financial exposure to the undertaking
The undertaking shall disclose the impact of and its financial exposure to pollution-related incidents and deposits.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of how principal pollution-related incidents and deposits may affect the environment and society and/or the undertaking’s development, performance and position over the short-, medium- and long-term.

Q45: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E2-6 – Pollution-related incidents and deposit impacts and risks, and financial exposure to the undertaking
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



DR E2-7 – Financial effects from pollution-related impacts, risks and opportunities

The undertaking shall disclose the financial effects of the risks and opportunities arising from pollution-related impacts and dependencies.


The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to an understanding of the effects of risks and opportunities, arising from the undertaking’s pollution-related impacts and dependencies, on the undertaking’s development, performance and position over the short, medium and long term and therefore on its ability to create enterprise value.

Q46: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E2-7 – Financial effects from pollution-related impacts, risks and opportunities
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E3-1 – Policies implemented to manage water and marine resources
The undertaking shall disclose its policies related to water and marine resources2.

The principle to be followed under this disclosure requirement is to provide an understanding of how the undertaking monitors and manages its material water and marine resources impacts, risks and opportunities.

Q47: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E3-1 – Policies implemented to manage water and marine resources
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E3-2 – Measurable targets for water and marine resources
The undertaking shall disclose the water and marine resources-related targets it has adopted.

The principle to be followed under this disclosure requirement is to provide an understanding of the targets the undertaking has adopted to support its water and marine resources policies and address its material related impacts, risks and opportunities.

Q48: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E3-2 – Measurable targets for water and marine resources
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E3-3 – Water and marine resources action plans and resources
The undertaking shall disclose its water and marine resources action plans and the resources allocated for their implementation.

The principle to be followed under this disclosure requirement is to provide transparency on the key actions take and planned to achieve water and marine resources-related targets and to manage related risks, impacts and opportunities.

Q49: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E3-3 – Water and marine resources action plans and resources
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E3-4 – Water management performance
The undertaking shall provide information on its water management performance.

The principle to be followed under this disclosure requirement is to provide an understanding of the undertaking’s water cycle at entity level and how the undertaking is managing to meet the targets it has set.

Q50: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E3-4 – Water management performance
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E3-5 – Water intensity performance
The undertaking may provide information on its water intensity performance.

The principle to be followed under this disclosure requirement is to provide an understanding of how the undertaking is managing to decouple net turnover from the withdrawal, consumption and discharge of water.


Q51: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E3-5 – Water intensity performance
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E3-6 – Marine resources-related performance
The undertaking shall provide information on marine resources-related performance indicators.

The principle to be followed under this disclosure requirement is to provide an understanding of how the undertaking is impacting marine resources and marine waters and how it is managing to meet whichever marine resources-related targets it has set.

Q52: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E3-6 – Marine resources-related performance

1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E3-7 – Financial effects from water and marine resources related impacts, risks and opportunities
The undertaking shall disclose its financial effects of material risks and opportunities arising from water and marine resources-related impacts and dependencies.
The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the effects of material risks and opportunities, related to the undertaking’s water and marine resources-related impacts and dependencies, on the undertaking’s development, performance and position over the short, medium and long term and therefore on its ability to create enterprise value, considering that those potential future financial effects may not meet at the reporting date the recognition criteria set for financial statements.

Q53: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E3-7 – Financial effects from water and marine resources related impacts, risks and opportunities

1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR E4-1 – Transition plan in line with the targets of no net loss by 2030, net gain from 2030 and full recovery by 2050
The undertaking shall disclose its plans to ensure that its business model and strategy are compatible with the transition to achieve no net loss by 2030, net gain from 2030 and full recovery by 2050.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the transition plan of the undertaking and its compatibility with the preservation and restoration of biodiversity and ecosystems in line with the Post-2020 Global Biodiversity Framework and the EU Biodiversity Strategy for 2030.


Q54: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E4-1 – Transition plan in line with the targets of no net loss by 2030, net gain from 2030 and full recovery by 2050

1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



DR E4-2 – Policies implemented to manage biodiversity and ecosystems
The undertaking shall disclose its policies related to biodiversity and ecosystems.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the extent to which the undertaking has policies that address prevention, mitigation or remediation of actual or potential adverse impacts and protection and restoration of biodiversity and ecosystems and of how the undertaking monitors and manages its material biodiversity and ecosystems-related impacts and risks and opportunities arising from impacts and dependencies and addresses the strategies of no net loss by 2030, net gain from 2030, and full recovery of biodiversity and ecosystems by 2050.


Q55: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E4-2 – Policies implemented to manage biodiversity and ecosystems
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E4-3 – Measurable targets for biodiversity and ecosystems
The undertaking shall disclose the biodiversity and ecosystem-related targets it has adopted.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the targets the undertaking has adopted to support its biodiversity and ecosystems policies and address its material related impacts, dependencies, risks and opportunities.


Q56: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E4-3 – Measurable targets for biodiversity and ecosystems
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E4-4 – Biodiversity and ecosystems action plans
The undertaking shall disclose its biodiversity and ecosystems-related actions and action plans and allocation of resources to meet its policy objectives and targets.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide transparency on the key actions taken and planned to achieve biodiversity and ecosystems-related targets and to manage related risks, impacts and opportunities.


Q57: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E4-4 – Biodiversity and ecosystems action plans
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E4-5 – Pressure metrics
The undertaking shall report pressure metrics.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide information on material impact drivers that unequivocally influence biodiversity, ecosystem services and underlying ecosystems.


Q58: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E4-5 – Pressure metrics
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E4-6 – Impact metrics
The undertaking shall report metrics for material biodiversity and ecosystem-related impacts, either by material geographical locations, and/or by material raw materials.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the progress of the undertaking’s towards no net loss and net gain, including how biodiversity offsets may be integrated in this measurement approach.

Q59: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E4-6 – Impact metrics
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E4-7 – Response metrics
The undertaking shall disclose response metrics.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of how the undertaking minimises, rehabilitates or restores material impacts on biodiversity and ecosystems in material geographical locations of sites and/or raw materials identified


Q60: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E4-7 – Response metrics
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


(Optional) DR E4-8 – Biodiversity-friendly consumption and production metrics
The undertaking may disclose metrics on its biodiversity-friendly consumption and production.

The principle to be followed under this optional Disclosure Requirement is, if the undertaking so decides, to provide an understanding of its consumption and production that qualifies as being biodiversity-friendly.


Q61: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E4-8 – Biodiversity-friendly consumption and production metrics
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


(Optional) E4-9 – Biodiversity offsets
The undertaking may disclose the actions, development and financing of biodiversity and ecosystems mitigation projects (offsets) inside and outside its value chain.

The principle to be followed under this optional Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the extent and quality of the development; investment and implementation of projects or programmes inside or outside the undertaking’s value chain that compensate for any residual, significant adverse impacts on biodiversity that cannot be avoided, reduced or removed, minimised, or restore biodiversity loss inside or outside the undertaking’s value chain (also commonly referred to as biodiversity offsets).


Q62: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E4-9 – Biodiversity offsets
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR E4-10 – Financial effects from biodiversity-related impacts, risks and opportunities
The undertaking shall disclose its financial effects of risks and opportunities arising from biodiversity-related impacts and dependencies.
The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the effects of risks and opportunities, arising from the undertaking's biodiversity-related impacts and dependencies, on the undertaking's development, performance and position over the short, medium and long term and therefore on its ability to create enterprise value, considering that those potential future financial effects may not meet at the reporting date the recognition criteria set for financial statements.

Q63: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E4-9 – Financial effects from biodiversity-related impacts, risks and opportunities

1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



DR E5-1 – Policies implemented to manage resource use and circular economy
The undertaking shall disclose separately its policies (i) to decouple economic activity from extraction of non-renewable resources and (ii) for regeneration of renewable resources and ecosystems.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the undertaking’s ability to transition away from extraction of virgin non-renewable resources and to implement practices that secure and contribute to the regeneration of the stock of renewable resources and the ecosystems they are part of.


Q64: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E5-1 – Policies implemented to manage resource use and circular economy
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



DR E5-2 – Measurable targets for resource use and circular economy
The undertaking shall disclose the resource use and circular economy-related targets it has adopted.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the capacity of the undertaking to meet the policy’s objectives of resource use and circular economy.


Q65: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E5-2 – Measurable targets for resource use and circular economy
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E5-3 – Resource use and circular economy action plans
The undertaking shall describe its resource use and circular economy-related action plans and the resources allocated to their implementation.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the measures taken to increase the share of circularity in the flows and to optimise the use of resources supporting the credibility of the undertaking’s strategy to develop circular business models fostering the transition to a more circular economy.

Q66: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E5-3 – Resource use and circular economy action plans
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E5-4 – Resources inflows
The undertaking shall provide information on its resources’ inflows.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the resource use in the course of the undertaking’s own operations, considering separately renewable and non-renewable resources and including transparency on virgin versus non virgin materials and on sustainable versus regenerative source.

Q67: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E5-4 – Resources inflows
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E5-5 – Resources outflows
The undertaking shall provide information on its resources’ outflows.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of how the undertaking is contributing to circular economy by increasing the durability, reparability, upgradability, reusability or recyclability of the products and materials.


Q68: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E5-5 – Resources outflows
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E5-6 – Waste
The undertaking shall provide information on its wastes.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the undertaking waste management strategy and of the extent to which the undertaking knows how its waste is managed in its own activities.


Q69: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E5-6 – Waste
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E5-7 – Resource use optimisation

The undertaking shall provide information on its strategy to optimise resource use in creating circular business models.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the intensity of materials and products used by the undertaking and its capability to keep a resource at its highest value.


Q70: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E5-7 – Resource use optimisation 1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E5-8 – Circularity support
The undertaking shall provide information on its ability to create partnerships to accelerate the transition from linear to circular economy.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the services and products that contribute to create circular systems initiatives outside its own activities in the value chain.


Q71: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E5-8 – Circularity support
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR E5-9 Financial effects from resource use and circular economy-related impacts, risks and opportunities

The undertaking shall disclose its financial effects of material risks and opportunities arising from resource use and circular economy-related impacts and dependencies.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the effects of material risks and opportunities, related to the undertaking’s resource use and circular economy-related impacts and dependencies, on the undertaking’s development, performance and position over the short-, medium- and long-term and therefore on its ability to create enterprise value, considering that those potential future financial effects may not meet at the reporting date the recognition criteria set for financial statements.

Q69: Please, rate to what extent do you think DR E5-9 – Financial effects from resource use and circular economy-related impacts, risks and opportunities

1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to.
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3C. Adequacy of Disclosure Requirements – Social standards
For the purpose of the questions included in this section, respondents are encouraged to consider the following:
· when sharing comments on a given Disclosure Requirement, and as much as possible, reference to the specific paragraphs being commented on should be included in the written comments,
· in the question asked, for each ESRS, about the alignment with international sustainability standards, these include but are not limited to the IFRS Sustainability Standards and the Global Reporting Initiative Standards. Other relevant international initiatives may be considered by the respondents. When commenting on this particular question, respondents are encouraged to specify which international standards are being referred to.

A complete index of Disclosure Requirements and their corresponding Application Guidance can be found in Appendix I – Navigating the ESRS.


DR S1-1 – Policies relate to own workforce
The undertaking shall state its policies that address the management of its material impacts on own workforce, as well as associated material risks and opportunities; and provide a summary of the content of the policies and how they are communicated.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the extent to which the undertaking has policies that address the identification, assessment, management and/or remediation of material impacts on the undertaking’s own workforce specifically, as well as policies that cover impacts, risks and opportunities in one policy. It also aims to provide an understanding of how both the internal organisation, and the workers whose interests they address, are made aware of their existence and content.


Q73: Please, rate to what extent do you think S1-1 – Policies relate to own workforce
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR S1-2 – Processes for engaging with own workers and workers’ representatives about impacts
The undertaking shall explain its general processes for engaging with its own workers and workers' representatives about actual and potential material impacts on its own workforce.
The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of how the undertaking engages, as part of its ongoing due diligence process, with its own workers and workers' representatives about material, actual and potential, positive and/or negative impacts that do, or may, affect its own workforce.
Q74: Please, rate to what extent do you think S1-2 – Processes for engaging with own workers and workers’ representatives about impacts
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR S1-3 – Channels for own workers and workers' representatives to raise concerns
The undertaking shall describe:
(a) the channels it has in place for own workers and workers’ representatives to raise their concerns or needs directly with the undertaking, and / or
(b) the processes through which the undertaking supports the availability of such channels through the workplace of own workers, and
(c) how it monitors issues raised and addressed.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the formal means by which the undertaking’s own workers and workers’ representatives can make their concerns and needs known directly to the undertaking and/or through which the undertaking supports the availability of grievance mechanisms in the workplace of their own workers and workers’ representatives, how follow up is done with these own workers and workers’ representatives regarding the issues raised, and the effectiveness of these channels.
Q75: Please, rate to what extent do you think S1-3 – Channels for own workers and workers' representatives to raise concerns
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached


Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR S1-4 - Targets related to managing material negative impacts, advancing positive impacts, and managing material risks and opportunities
The undertaking shall explain any outcome-oriented targets it may have related to:
(a) Reducing negative impacts on its own workforce, and/or
(b) Advancing positive impacts on its own workforce, and/or
(c) Managing material risks and opportunities related to its own workforce.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the extent to which the undertaking is using outcome-oriented targets to drive and measure its progress in addressing its negative impacts and/or advancing positive impacts on its own workforce, and/or in managing material risks and opportunities related to its own workforce.


Q76: Please, rate to what extent do you think S1-4 - Targets related to managing material negative impacts, advancing positive impacts, and managing material risks and opportunities
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR S1-5 – Taking action on material impacts on own workforce and effectiveness of those actions

The undertaking shall explain:
(a) What action is planned or underway to prevent, mitigate or remedy material negative impacts on its own workforce that are connected to its operations, products or services,
(b) Any additional initiatives or processes it has in place with the primary purpose of delivering positive impacts for its own workforce, and
(c) How it assesses the effectiveness of these actions, programmes and processes in delivering outcomes or its own workforce.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the types of processes, initiatives or engagements through which the undertaking:
(a) Works to prevent, mitigate and remedy material impacts on its own workforce, or
(b) Seeks to achieve positive impacts for its own workforce, recognizing that in both instances, the ultimate aim is to deliver improved outcomes in workers’ lives.
Q77: Please, rate to what extent do you think S1-5 – Taking action on material impacts on own workforce and effectiveness of those actions
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached


Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR S1-6 - Approaches to mitigating material risks and pursuing material opportunities related to own workforce
The undertaking shall explain:
(a) What action is planned or underway to mitigate material risks for the undertaking arising from its impacts and dependencies on its own workers, and
(b) What action is planned or underway to pursue material opportunities for the undertaking in relation to own workers.
The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the ways in which the undertaking is addressing material risks and pursuing material opportunities related to its own workforce.
Q78: Please, rate to what extent do you think S1-6 - Approaches to mitigating material risks and pursuing material opportunities related to own workforce
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR S1-7 – Characteristics of the undertaking’s employees

The undertaking shall describe key characteristics of employees in its own workforce

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is, in conjunction with Disclosure Requirement ESRS S1-8, to provide insight into the undertaking’s approach to employment, including the scope and nature of impacts arising from its employment practices, to provide contextual information that aids an understanding of the information reported in other disclosures, and to serve as the basis for calculation for quantitative metrics to be disclosed under other Disclosure Requirements in this Standard, in particular on Working Conditions, Equal Opportunities and Other Work-Related Rights.

Q79: Please, rate to what extent do you think S1-7 – Characteristics of the undertaking’s employees
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR S1-8 – Characteristics of non-employee workers in the undertaking’s own workforce

The undertaking shall describe key characteristics of non-employee workers in its own workforce.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is, in conjunction with Disclosure Requirement S1-7, to provide insight into the undertaking’s approach to employment, including the scope and nature of impacts arising from its employment practices, to provide contextual information that aids an understanding of the information reported in other disclosures, and to serve as the basis for calculation for quantitative metrics to be disclosed under other Disclosure Requirements in this Standard, in particular on Working Conditions, Equal Opportunities and Other Work-Related Rights.
Q80: Please, rate to what extent do you think S1-8 – Characteristics of non-employee workers in the undertaking’s own workforce
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



DR S1-9 – Training and skills development indicators

The undertaking shall disclose the extent to which training and development is provided to its own workforce.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the training and skills development-related activities that have been offered to own workers, within the context of continuous professional growth, to upgrade own workers’ skills and facilitate continued employability.

Q81: Please, rate to what extent do you think S1-9 – Training and skills development indicators
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR S1-10 – coverage of the health and safety management system
The undertaking shall disclose information on the extent to which its own employees are covered by its health and safety management system.
The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the coverage of the undertaking’s management system to prevent harm and promote health amongst the undertaking’s employees.


Q82: Please, rate to what extent do you think S1-10 – coverage of the health and safety management system
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR S1-11 – Performance of the health and safety management system
The undertaking shall disclose the number of incidents associated with work-related injuries, ill health and fatalities of its own workers.
The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the quality and performance of the established health and safety management system to prevent work-related incidents. The undertaking shall provide the following information to comply with paragraph this Disclosure Requirement:
(a) the number of fatalities as a result of work-related injuries and work-related ill health;
(b) the number and rate1 of recordable work-related injuries;
(c) the number of cases of recordable work-related ill health; and
(d) the number of days lost to work-related injuries and fatalities from work-related accidents, work-related ill health and fatalities from ill health.

Q83: Please, rate to what extent do you think S1-11 – Performance of the health and safety management system
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately


1 This information supports the information needs of financial market participants subject to Regulation (EU) 2019/2088 as reflecting an additional indicator related to principal adverse impacts as set out by indicator #2 in Table 3 of Annex 1 of the related Delegated Regulation with regard to disclosure rules on sustainable investments (“Rate of accidents”).


For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached

Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


(Optional) DR S1-12 – Working hours
The undertaking shall disclose the percentage of its own workers that exceed 48 hours of work per week over the applicable reference period.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of whether the undertaking respects the thresholds established by the EU and ILO standards on weekly working hours (48 hours per week over a reference period) to protect own workers’ physical and mental health and their safety and work-life balance.

Q84: Please, rate to what extent do you think S1-12 – Working hours
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached

Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR S1-13 – Work-life balance indicators
The undertaking shall disclose to which extent the employees are entitled to and make use of family-related leaves.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the actual practices amongst the employees to take family-related leave in a gender equitable manner.
Q85: Please, rate to what extent do you think S1-13 – Work-life balance indicators
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached

Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR S1-14 – Fair remuneration
The undertaking shall disclose information on the remuneration of its lowest-paid own workers.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of whether all of an undertaking’s own workers are earning a fair wage, and, if this is not the case, an understanding of what percentage of own workers are earning less than a fair wage.

Q86: Please, rate to what extent do you think S1-14 – Fair remuneration
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached

Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR S1-15 – Social security eligibility coverage
The undertaking shall disclose the percentage of its own workers eligible for social security.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to understand whether there are own workers of the undertaking that are not eligible for social security and, as a result, are especially vulnerable to major social risks.

Q87: Please, rate to what extent do you think S1-15 – Social security eligibility coverage
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached

Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR S1-16 – Pay gap between women and men
The undertaking shall disclose the percentage gap in pay between women and men.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the extent of any gap in the pay between women and men amongst the undertaking’s employees.

Q88: Please, rate to what extent do you think S1-16 – Pay gap between women and men
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached

Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR S1-17 – Annual total compensation ration

The undertaking shall disclose the ratio between the compensation of its highest paid individual and the median compensation for its employees.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the level of compensation inequality inside the undertaking, whether wide pay disparities exist and how such disparities have evolved over time.

Q89: Please, rate to what extent do you think S1-17 – Annual total compensation ration
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached

Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR S1-18 – Discrimination incidents related to equal opportunities
The undertaking shall disclose the number of work-related discrimination incidents, any corrective actions taken during the reporting period and any related material fines or sanctions.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the incidence of work-related discrimination, including sexual and non-sexual harassment, the corrective actions that the undertaking has taken for its own workforce, and any related material fines and sanctions.

Q90: Please, rate to what extent do you think S1-18 – Discrimination incidents related to equal opportunities
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached

Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR S1-19 – Employment of persons with disabilities
The undertaking shall disclose the percentage of persons with disabilities amongst its own workforce.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the extent to which persons with disabilities are included in an undertaking’s workforce, and its composition by gender.


Q91: Please, rate to what extent do you think S1-19 – Employment of persons with disabilities
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached

Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR S1-20 – Differences in the provision of benefit to employees with different employment contract types

The undertaking shall disclose information on benefits which are standard for full-time permanent employees but are not provided to employees with temporary, part-time and non- guaranteed hour contracts.
The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the extent to which certain employees (those with temporary, part-time and/or non- guaranteed hour contracts) do not receive the same benefits as full-time, permanent employees.


Q92: Please, rate to what extent do you think S1-20 – Differences in the provision of benefits to employees with different employment contract types
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR S1-21 – Grievances and complaints related to other work-related rights
The undertaking shall state the number of grievances and complaints received and resolved relating to workers’ other work-related rights.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the undertaking’s grievance mechanism or channel. This is the mechanism or channel through which those workers whose other work-related rights are impacted by the undertaking are able to lodge a concern or complaint, and that can provide access to remedy by resolving those complaints. Furthermore, it is to provide an understanding of the number of complaints raised and resolved at National Contact Points for OECD Multinationals.

Q93: Please, rate to what extent do you think S1-21 – Grievances and complaints related to other work-related rights
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



DR S1-22 – Collective bargaining coverage
The undertaking shall disclose information on the extent to which the working conditions and terms of employment of its own workforce are determined or influenced by collective bargaining agreements.
The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the importance of collective bargaining agreements for its own workforce.


Q94: Please, rate to what extent do you think S1-22 – Collective bargaining coverage
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached

Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR S1-23 – Work stoppages
The undertaking shall disclose the extent of major work stoppages (including both strikes and lockouts) because of disputes between the undertaking and its own workforce.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the extent of worker disputes and their impact on the undertaking’s operations.


Q95: Please, rate to what extent do you think S1-23 – Work stoppages
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached

Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR S1-24 – Social dialogue
The undertaking shall disclose the extent and functioning of social dialogue with workers’ representatives of its own workforce.
The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the extent to which the institutional prerequisites for social dialogue in the undertaking exist and the extent to which rights to social dialogue are respected in the undertaking’s operations, particularly for those which are located in the European Economic Area (EEA).


Q96: Please, rate to what extent do you think S1-24 – Social dialogue
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached

Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR S1-25 – Identified cases of severe human rights issues and incidents

The undertaking shall disclose the number of severe human rights issues and incidents connected to own workforce which occurred in the reporting year.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the extent to which severe human rights issues (e.g. forced labour, human trafficking or child labour) and incidents affecting the undertaking’s own workforce through its activities or business relationships occurred in the reporting year.

Q97: Please, rate to what extent do you think S1-25 – Identified cases of severe human rights issues and incidents
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached

Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR S1-26 – Privacy at work
The undertaking shall disclose the right to privacy at work for its own workforce.

The principle underlying this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of an undertaking’s measures on personal data protection concerning its workforce and the nature and extent of worker surveillance that is conducted.
Q98: Please, rate to what extent do you think S1-26 – Privacy at work
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached

Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR S2-1 - Policies related to value chain workers
The undertaking shall state its policies that address the management of its material impacts on value chain workers, as well as associated material risks and opportunities; and provide a summary of the content of the policies and how they are communicated.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the extent to which the undertaking has policies that address the identification, assessment, management and/or remediation of material impacts on value chain workers specifically, as well as policies that cover material risks or opportunities related to value chain workers, or policies that cover impacts, risks and opportunities in one policy. It also aims to provide an understanding of how both the internal organisation, and the value chain workers whose interests they address, are made aware of their existence and content.

Q99: Please, rate to what extent do you think S2-1 – Policies related to value chain workers
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR S2-2 - Processes for engaging with value chain workers about impacts
The undertaking shall explain its general processes for engaging with value chain workers and their representatives about actual and potential material impacts on them.
The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of how the undertaking engages, as part of its ongoing due diligence process, with value chain workers and related trade union and worker representatives about material actual and potential positive and/or negative impacts that do or may affect them, and whether and how perspectives of value chain workers are taken into account in the decision-making processes of the undertaking.


Q100: Please, rate to what extent do you think S2-2 – Processes for engaging with value chain workers about impacts
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



DR S2-3 – Channels for value chain workers to raise concerns
The undertaking shall describe:

(a) the channels it has in place for value chain workers to raise their concerns or needs directly with the undertaking; and/or
(b) the processes through which the undertaking supports the availability of such channels through the workplace of value chain workers; and
(c) how it monitors issues raised and addressed.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the formal means by which value chain workers can make their concerns and needs known directly to the undertaking and/or through which the undertaking supports the availability of grievance mechanisms in the workplace of value chain workers, how there is follow up with these workers regarding the issues raised and the effectiveness of these channels.
Q101: Please, rate to what extent do you think S2-3 – Channels for value chain workers to raise concerns
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR S2-4 - Targets related to managing material negative impacts, advancing positive impacts, and managing material risks and opportunities
The undertaking shall explain the outcome-oriented targets it may have related to:
(a) reducing negative impacts on value chain workers; and/or
(b) advancing positive impacts on value chain workers; and/or
(c) managing material risks and opportunities related to value chain workers.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the extent to which the undertaking is using outcome-oriented targets to drive and measure its progress in addressing negative impacts, and/or advancing positive impacts, on value chain workers, and/or in managing material risks and opportunities related to value chain workers.

Q102: Please, rate to what extent do you think S2-4 – Targets related to managing material negative impacts, advancing positive impacts, and managing material risks and opportunities
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



DR S2-5 - Taking action on material impacts on value chain workers and effectiveness of those actions
The undertaking shall explain:
(a) what action is planned or underway to prevent, mitigate or remedy material negative impacts on value chain workers that are connected to its operations, products or services;
(b) any additional initiatives or processes it has in place with the primary purpose of delivering positive impacts for value chain workers; and
(c) how it assesses the effectiveness of these actions, programmes and processes in delivering intended outcomes for value chain workers.
The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the types of process, initiative or engagement through which the undertaking (a) works to prevent, mitigate and remedy material impacts on value chain workers, or (b) seeks to achieve positive impacts for value chain workers, recognising that in both instances, the ultimate aim is to deliver improved outcomes in workers’ lives.


Q103: Please, rate to what extent do you think S2-5 – Taking action on material impacts on value chain workers and effectiveness of those actions
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached


Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR S2-6 - Approaches to mitigating material risks and pursuing material opportunities related to value chain workers
The undertaking shall explain:
(a) what action is planned or underway to mitigate material risks for the undertaking arising from its impacts and dependencies on value chain workers; and
(b) what action is planned or underway to pursue material opportunities for the undertaking in relation to value chain workers.
The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the ways in which the undertaking is addressing the material risks and pursuing the material opportunities related to workers in its value chain.


Q104: Please, rate to what extent do you think S2-6 – Approaches to mitigating material risks and pursuing material opportunities related to value chain workers
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR S3-1 – Policies related to affected communities
The undertaking shall state its policies that address the management of its material impacts on communities, as well as associated material risks and opportunities; and provide a summary of the content of the policies and how they are communicated.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the extent to which the undertaking has policies that address the identification, assessment, management and/or remediation of material impacts on local communities specifically, as well as policies that cover material risks or opportunities related to affected communities, or policies that cover impacts, risks and opportunities in one policy. It also aims to provide an understanding of how both the internal organisation, and the local communities whose interests they address, are made aware of their existence and content.

Q105: Please, rate to what extent do you think S3-1 – Policies related to affected communities
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



DR S3-2 – Processes for engaging with affected communities about impacts
The undertaking shall explain its general processes for engaging with affected communities and their representatives about actual and potential material impacts on them.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of how the undertaking engages as part of its ongoing due diligence process with affected communities about material actual and potential positive and/or negative impacts that do or may affect them, and whether and how perspectives of affected communities are taken into account in the decision-making processes of the undertaking.


Q106: Please, rate to what extent do you think S3-2 – Processes for engaging with affected communities about impacts
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached

Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR S3-3 – Channels for affected communities to raise concerns
The undertaking shall describe:
(a) the channels it has in place for affected communities to raise their concerns or needs directly with the undertaking; and/or
(b) the processes through which the undertaking supports the availability of such channels by its business relationships; and
(c) how it monitors issues raised and addressed.
The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the formal means by which affected communities can make their concerns and needs known directly to the undertaking, and/or through which the undertaking supports the availability of mechanisms by its business relationships, how there is follow up with these communities regarding the issues raised, and the effectiveness of these channels.


Q107: Please, rate to what extent do you think S3-3 – Channels for affected communities to raise concerns
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached


Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR S3-4 – Targets related to managing material negative impacts, advancing positive impacts, and managing material risks and opportunities
The undertaking shall explain the outcome-oriented targets it may have related to:
(a) reducing negative impacts on affected communities; and/or
(b) advancing positive impacts on affected communities; and/or
(c) managing material risks and opportunities related to affected communities.
The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the extent to which the undertaking is using outcome-oriented targets to drive and measure progress in addressing negative impacts, and/or advancing positive impacts, on affected communities.

Q108: Please, rate to what extent do you think S3-4 – Targets related to managing material negative impacts, advancing positive impacts, and managing material risks and opportunities
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached

Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to



DR S3-5 – Taking action on material impacts on affected communities and effectiveness of those actions

Q109: Please, rate to what extent do you think S3-5 – Taking action on material impacts on affected communities and effectiveness of those actions
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached

Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR S3-6 - Approaches to mitigating material risks and pursuing material opportunities related to affected communities
The undertaking shall explain:
(a) what action is planned or underway to mitigate material risks for the undertaking arising from its impacts and dependencies on local communities; and
(b) what action is planned or underway to pursue material opportunities for the undertaking in relation to local communities.
The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the ways in which the undertaking is addressing the material risks and pursuing the material opportunities related to affected communities.


Q110: Please, rate to what extent do you think S3-6 – Approaches to mitigating material risks and pursuing material opportunities related to affected communities
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR S4-1 – Policies related to consumers and end-users
The undertaking shall state its policies that address the management of its material impacts of its products and/or services on consumers and end-users, as well as associated material risks and opportunities; and provide a summary of the content of the policies and how they are communicated.
The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the extent to which the undertaking has policies that address the identification, assessment, management and/or remediation of impacts on consumers and end-users specifically, as well as policies that cover material risks or opportunities related to consumers and end-users, or policies that cover impacts, risks and opportunities in one policy. It also aims to provide an understanding of how both the internal organisation, and the consumers and end-users whose interests they address, are made aware of their existence and content.


Q111: Please, rate to what extent do you think S4-1 – Policies related to consumers and end-users
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



DR S4-2 – Processes for engaging with consumers and end-users about impacts
The undertaking shall explain its general processes for engaging with consumers and end- users and their representatives about actual and potential material impacts on them.
The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of how the undertaking engages as part of its ongoing due diligence process with consumers and end-users about material actual and potential positive and/or negative impacts that do or may affect them, and whether and how perspectives of consumers and end-users are taken into account in the decision-making processes of the undertaking.


Q112: Please, rate to what extent do you think S4-2 – Processes for engaging with consumers and end-users about impacts
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached

Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR S4-3 – Channels for consumers and end-users to raise concerns
The undertaking shall describe:
(a) the channels it has in place for consumers and end-users to raise their concerns/complaints or needs directly with the undertaking; and/or
(b) the processes through which the undertaking supports the availability of mechanisms by its business relationships; and
(c) how it monitors issues raised and addressed.
The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the formal means by which consumers and end-users can make their concerns and needs known directly to the undertaking and/or through which the undertaking supports the availability of mechanisms by its business relationships, how there is follow up with these consumers and end-users regarding the issues raised, and the effectiveness of these channels.


Q113: Please, rate to what extent do you think S4-3 – Channels for consumers and end- users to raise concerns
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached


Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR S4-4 – Targets related to managing material negative impacts, advancing positive impacts, and managing material risks and opportunities
The undertaking shall explain the outcome-oriented targets it may have related to:
(a) reducing negative impacts on consumers and end-users; and/or
(b) advancing positive impacts on consumers and end-users; and/or
(c) managing material risks and opportunities.
The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the extent to which the undertaking is using outcome-oriented targets to drive and measure progress in addressing negative impacts, and/or advancing positive impacts, on consumers and end-users.


Q114: Please, rate to what extent do you think S4-4 – Targets related to managing material negative impacts, advancing positive impacts, and managing material risks and opportunities
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached

Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR S4-5 – Taking action on material impacts on consumers and end-users and effectiveness of those actions
The undertaking shall explain:
(a) what action is planned or underway to prevent, mitigate or remedy material negative impacts on consumers and end-users who are connected to its operations, products or services;
(b) any additional initiatives or processes it has in place with the primary purpose of positively contributing to improved social outcomes for consumers and end-users; and
(c) how it assesses the effectiveness of these actions, programmes and processes in contributing to intended outcomes for consumers and end-users.
The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the types of process, initiative or engagement through which the undertaking:
(a) works to prevent, mitigate and remedy material impacts on consumers and end-users, and
(b) seeks to achieve positive impacts for consumers and end-users, recognising that in both instances, the ultimate aim is to deliver improved outcomes for consumers’ and end-users' lives.


Q115: Please, rate to what extent do you think S4-5 – Taking action on material impacts on consumers and end-users and effectiveness of those actions
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers


For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached

Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to


DR S4-6 – Approaches to mitigating material risks and pursuing material opportunities related to consumers and end-users
The undertaking shall explain:
(a) what action is planned or underway to mitigate material risks for the undertaking arising from its impacts and dependencies on consumers and end-users; and
(b) what action is planned or underway to pursue material opportunities for the undertaking in relation to consumers and end-users.
The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the ways in which the undertaking is addressing the material risks and pursuing the material opportunities related to consumers and end-users.

Q116: Please, rate to what extent do you think S4-6 – Approaches to mitigating material risks and pursuing material opportunities related to consumers and end-users
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached

Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to.
[bookmark: ED_ESRS_3D]


[bookmark: Survey_section_3D_-_Governance_DRs_final]CONSULTATION SURVEY



DRAFT EUROPEAN SUSTAINABILITY REPORTING STANDARDS
3D. Adequacy of Disclosure Requirements
38. [image: ]Governance standards April 2022













Open for comments until 8 August 2022





PTF-ESRS· EFRAG

Project Task Force on European sustainability reporting standards

3D. Adequacy of Disclosure Requirements – Governance standards
For the purpose of the questions included in this section, respondents are encouraged to consider the following:
2. when sharing comments on a given Disclosure Requirement, and as much as possible, reference to the specific paragraphs being commented on should be included in the written comments,
2. in the question asked, for each ESRS, about the alignment with international sustainability standards, these include but are not limited to the IFRS Sustainability Standards and the Global Reporting Initiative Standards. Other relevant international initiatives may be considered by the respondents. When commenting on this particular question, respondents are encouraged to specify which international standards are being referred to.

A complete index of Disclosure Requirements and their corresponding Application Guidance can be found in Appendix I – Navigating the ESRS.

DR G1-1 – Governance structure and composition

The undertaking shall provide information on its governance structure and composition.
The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of the structure and composition of the governance and the distribution of roles and responsibilities throughout the undertaking’s organisation, from its administrative, management and supervisory bodies to its executive and operational levels.

Q114: Please, rate to what extent do you think G1-1 – Governance structure and composition
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR G1-2 – Corporate governance code or policy

The undertaking shall disclose the corporate governance code, policy or practices that determine the function of its administrative, management or supervisory bodies.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide information about any legal or regulatory requirements that mandate and influence the design of the governance structure of the undertaking, together with information on aspects implemented that are over and above any relevant legal or regulatory requirements.


Q115: Please, rate to what extent do you think G1-2 – Corporate governance code or policy
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR G1-3 – Nomination process

The undertaking shall provide information about the nomination and selection processes for its administrative, management and supervisory bodies.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide information about the criteria used for selecting and nominating the members of the undertaking’s administrative, management and supervisory bodies.


Q116: Please, rate to what extent do you think G1-3 – Nomination process
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR G1-4 – Diversity policy

The undertaking shall provide information on the diversity policy applied in relation to its administrative, management and supervisory bodies.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide information about the undertaking’s diversity policy to promote a diversified composition of its administrative, management and supervisory bodies. This shall also include the diversity criteria adopted with the associated rationale on their prioritisation, and the mechanism adopted to foster diversity representation.


Q117: Please, rate to what extent do you think G1-4 – Diversity policy
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR G1-5 – Evaluation process

The undertaking shall describe the process, if any, followed for evaluating the performance of its administrative, management and supervisory bodies in overseeing the management of the undertaking.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide transparency on the process implemented by the undertaking for the evaluation of the performance of its administrative, management and supervisory bodies in supervising the management of the undertaking.

Q118: Please, rate to what extent do you think G1-5 – Evaluation process
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR G1-6 – Remuneration policy

The undertaking shall describe the policy used for the remuneration of its administrative, management and supervisory bodies.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide information about the undertaking’s policy for the remuneration of the administrative, management and supervisory bodies.


Q119: Please, rate to what extent do you think G1-6 – Remuneration policy
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR G1-7 – Risk management processes

The undertaking shall provide information on its risk management processes, with regards to risk arising for the undertaking and for the stakeholders.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to inform about the undertaking's risk management processes. This includes an understanding of the supervision and monitoring of risk management by the undertaking’s administrative, management and supervisory bodies.

Q120: Please, rate to what extent do you think G1-7 – Risk management processes
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR G1-8 – Internal control processes
The undertaking shall provide information on its internal control processes, including in relation to the sustainability reporting process.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to inform about the aspects related to the governance factors that affect the undertaking's internal control processes, including in relation to sustainability reporting. This also includes an understanding of the supervision and monitoring of those processes by the undertaking’s administrative, management and supervisory bodies.

Q121: Please, rate to what extent do you think G1-8 – Internal control processes
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR G1-9 – Composition of the administrative, management and supervisory bodies

The undertaking shall provide information about the composition of its administrative, supervisory and management bodies.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide information about the diversity of the members of its administrative, management and supervisory bodies and committees.


Q122: Please, rate to what extent do you think G1-9 – Composition of the administrative, management and supervisory
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR G1-10 – Meetings and attendance rate

The undertaking shall provide information about the number of meetings and the attendance rate for its administrative, management and supervisory bodies and committees.

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide information about the rate of participation in meetings of the members of the administrative, management and supervisory bodies and committees.

Q123: Please, rate to what extent do you think G1-10 – Composition of the administrative, management and supervisory
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR G2-1– Business conduct culture

The undertaking shall disclose its initiatives to establish, develop and promote a business conduct culture

The principle to be followed under this Disclosure Requirement is to provide an understanding of how the administrative, management and supervisory bodies are involved in forming, monitoring, promoting and assessing the business conduct culture.


Q124: Please, rate to what extent do you think G2-1 – Business conduct culture
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR G2-2 – Policies and targets on business conduct

The undertaking shall provide information about its policies with respect to business conduct matters.

The principle to be followed under this disclosure requirement is to provide an understanding of the undertaking’s ability (i) to mitigate any negative impacts and maximise positive impacts related to business conduct throughout its value chain, and (ii) to monitor and manage the related risks.

Q125: Please, rate to what extent do you think G2-2 – Policies and targets on business conduct
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR G2-3 – Prevention and detection of corruption and bribery

The undertaking shall provide information about its system to prevent and detect, investigate, and respond to allegations or incidents relating to corruption and bribery.

The principle to be followed under this disclosure requirement is to provide transparency on the key procedures of the undertaking to prevent and detect, investigate and respond to corruption or bribery-related incidents or allegations.


Q126: Please, rate to what extent do you think G2-3 – Prevention and detection of corruption and bribery
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR G2-4 – Anti-competitive behaviour prevention and detection

The undertaking shall provide information about its system to prevent and detect, investigate, and respond to allegations or incidents relating to anti-competitive behaviour.

The principle to be followed under this disclosure requirement is to provide transparency on the key procedures of the undertaking to prevent and detect, investigate and respond to allegations or incidents of anti-competitive behaviour.

Q127: Please, rate to what extent do you think G2-4 – Anti-competitive behaviour prevention and detection
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR G2-5 – Anti-corruption and anti-bribery training

The undertaking shall provide information about any anti-corruption and anti-bribery training programmes offered.

The principle to be followed under this disclosure requirement is to provide an understanding of the undertaking’s training and educational initiatives to develop and maintain awareness related to anti-corruption or anti-bribery and business conduct within the undertaking as well as in the value chain.


Q128: Please, rate to what extent do you think G2-5 – Anti-corruption and anti-bribery training
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR G2-6 – Corruption or bribery events

The undertaking shall provide information on legal proceedings related to corruption or bribery during the reporting period.

The principle to be followed under this disclosure requirement is to provide transparency on legal proceedings relating to corruption or bribery incidents during the reporting period and the related outcomes.

Q129: Please, rate to what extent do you think G2-6 – Corruption or bribery events
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR G2-7 – Anti-competitive behaviour events

The undertaking shall provide information on any publicly announced investigation into or litigation concerning possible anti-competitive behaviour it is facing during the reporting period.

The principle to be followed under this disclosure requirement is to provide transparency on publicly announced investigations into or litigation concerning possible anti-competitive behaviour of the undertaking that are ongoing during the reporting period.


Q130: Please, rate to what extent do you think G2-7 – Anti-competitive behaviour events
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR G2-8 – Beneficial ownership

The undertaking shall provide information about its beneficial owners (as defined in article 3(6) of Directive (EU) 2015/849) and control structure.

The principle to be followed under this disclosure requirement is to provide transparency on the individuals who ultimately own or control the undertaking’s organisational and control structure, including beneficial owners.


Q131: Please, rate to what extent do you think G2-8 – Beneficial ownership
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR G2-9 – Political engagement and lobbying activities

The undertaking shall provide information on its political contributions and lobbying or advocacy activities.

The principle to be followed under this disclosure requirement is to provide transparency on the types, purpose and cost of political contributions and lobbying activities of the undertaking during the reporting period.

Q132: Please, rate to what extent do you think G2-9 – Political engagement and lobbying activities
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	




For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

DR G2-10 – Payment practices

The undertaking shall provide information on the payment practices to support transparency about these practices given the importance of timely cash flows to business partners.

The principle to be followed under this disclosure requirement is to provide insights on the contractual payment terms and the average actual payments.

Q133: Please, rate to what extent do you think G2-10 – Payment practices
1/ Not at all 2/ To a limited extent with strong reservations, 3/ To a large extent with some reservations 4/ Fully 5/ No opinion 6/ Not applicable

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	A. Requires relevant information about the sustainability matter covered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B. Requires information that is relevant for all sectors (sector-agnostic only information)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	C. Can be verified / assured
	
	
	
	
	
	

	D. Meets the other objectives of the CSRD in term of quality of information
	
	
	
	
	
	

	E. Reaches a reasonable cost / benefit balance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	F. Is sufficiently consistent with relevant EU policies and other EU legislation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	G. Is as aligned as possible to international sustainability standards given the CSRD requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	H. Represent information that must be prioritised in first year of implementation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	I.	Is well suited to be transformed in a digital reporting taxonomy that will avoid creating misunderstandings or practical complexities
	
	
	
	
	
	



For part E, please explain why costs would be unreasonable and / or what particular benefit this disclosure requirement offers
For part F, please specify what existing European sustainability reporting obligation you think the disclosure requirements misses to address adequately
For part G, please explain how you think further alignment could be reached
Please share any comment and suggestion for improvement you might have relating to the above questions, referring explicitly to the part of the question you are providing comment to

Payment delays complicate the financial management of undertakings, especially SMEs1, who rely on predictable flows of cash to operate. According to the relevant EU legislation (Directive 2011/7/EU) a payment is late when the creditor has not received the funds at the expiry of the period negotiated in the contract. And yet, even payments performed within the contractually negotiated period can hide unfair payment practices. Very often businesses accept payment terms longer than they are comfortable with2, as such terms may reflect the one party’s power compared to the other, such as by virtue of its size or brand.


Q134: do you consider that the indicators in G2-10 (in isolation or jointly) capture the following sufficiently:

	
	Yes
	No
	No opinion

	the extent to which accounts payable or creditors at period end have been outstanding
	
	
	

	the fairness of the undertaking’s payment practices
	
	
	



If not, please provide your rationale and indicate the sector(s) for which you deem add-ons necessary.

Q 135: what alternative indicators would you propose? Please specify whether your proposal(s) are of sector-agnostic or sector-specific nature.



























1 SMEs (Small and Medium-sized enterprises) are defined according to the Commission Recommendation 2003/361/EC https://ec.europa.eu/growth/smes/sme-definition_en
2 According to the Intrum European payment Report 2021, on average 49% of businesses in the EU accepted payment terms longer than they are comfortable with out of fear of losing their customers or damaging business relations.
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