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"ANNEX 4 - List of specific fssues on which feedback is sought

De you agree that investors should he given the opticn fo hold securifies in
Paper form and o rematerialise securities that have been dematerialised? if
niot, why not? . :

Do you agres that the Stripless sy"stem should eventually be made

compuisery and the paper-based opfion removed aitogether? I not, why not? -

Do you agrea that implamentation of a scripless securities market should
procead in phases? if not, why net?

Do you sgrse with the proposed phasing, Ls. dematerialising securities in
batches, and dematerialising Hong Kong sacuﬁﬁes_ firet? #f not, why not?

Do you have any views on the propogad dsmatarialisation progess and
HKSCC Nominees Limited's diminishing role?

Do you agree with the proposai that the formal register comprisa two parls as
disgussad In paragraphs 48 {0 53 of the paper? i not, why not?

Do you agree with the progosal to facilitate hame-on-register within CCASS?
If not, why not?

Do you consider that he proposed arangements for adﬁr:essing any
soncems arising from tha remeval of the Immediate credit arangernent are
adequate? Ifnot, why not?

Should brokerbankicustodian nominees in CCASS be allowed to appoint
multiple represantatives o that thelr invesior-glients can attend and vole at
meetings? Hnot, why not?

Shoulg bmker!ban!dcusiod!an nominees in CCASS bg allowed to appoint
both prextes and mut iple representatives in fespect of the same meeting? If
not, why not?

Do you agres that nvestors should be required fo provide a unique
Identification number irespective of whether they oblain thelr sscurities by
way of 2 transfer or through an IPO% ‘

bc YU zgrea with the proposal fo introduce a pew Registrar Participant
categery in CCASS? Irnot, why not?

Do you agree that share registrars wha provide scripless relatad senvices
should be more directly and robustly regulated than they ara ioday? i not,
why not?
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according to the fype and rangé of scripless relatad sarvicas provided), orthat
& uniform approach should be taken such that & common standard Is applied
inall cases?

Do you have any views on the proposed changes fo the IPO process?

Do you agree that the scope of the soripless eperational model should extend
to all publicly {raded szouritles in Hong Kong (Including therefora securities
such as dernvafive warrants and CBBCs)?

I¥ net, fo what extent should the scope be limiled, and why?

Vinat are your views on the costs ond benefits of intredusing a scripless
sacurifies market In Hang Kong? ! A

Regarding the dematerialisation of shares .and debentures of oversess
companias, do you agree with the propesed approzch 1o focus first on
Bermuda, ayman Islands, Mainiand Chinz and UK companies? I not, why
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