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v' Many companies are publishing SRs without cleat§ntifying the
targeted stakeholders.

v" Not many investors understand and interpret meawfing
environmental and social performance.

v' Some performance data could be material, but nfdeem are no
Interpreted as material yet.

v' This is because of the low sensitivity of Markety@rs to ESG
ISSues.
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Only few investors can understand the rationalevioy these
Information are necessary.

The main focus is on gualitative information

Quantitative information are also available buréhe some
doubt that these Indicators are optimal data fogijugl specific
ESG Issues.

Ex. A companis CoZ2 site emission has increased 20% due to a new
processing technology implemented to produce gnefacient products.

Quantitative data are not comparable due to boyreaiza
calculations problems
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v Risk related information ( climate change, watasrskge
human rights issues and boycott etc.)

v'Positive information (such as reduction of CO2 einis,

better employment situation) are usable when manage
believes such information do affect corporate value

v Those information which are not so material shdndd
disclosed in SR but integration to FR are not nssgs
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People do not rely things just because they amecor
Reliability requires correctness and something. else

Verifier and verifying process is reliable and undestandable.
Verifying cost should not be too expensive.

Does verifying process cover adequacy of the boungacovered?

ex .If a company is to spend $20 thousand, on sustability issues,
which is a better way ? Verification , or investmenhin energy
efficient technology?

Thank you for your kind attention
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