AIEYKPINIZEIZ XIXETIKA ME THN KATABOAH ANTIODAPOXHEX ANO AEIIEY TIIA XIYITAXH
MEAATEIAX.

Ymv Emitpomn Kepolatayopdg €xet tebei to epdnua, €dv, petd ) 0éon o epapuoyn e MiFID
I, eaxorovbel va toyvet o v’ apt. 10 -295/19.4.2010 Report tng CESR (Committee of European
Securities Regulators), cOouemva pe 1o onoio 1 kataforn avtimoapoyng and ua AEIIEY og kdmoto
TPOGMTO Yol TNV VINPESTA TNG cVoTUONG TeAaTEIOG Umopel va BempnOet, 0Tt Exel oyedlaoTel Yo
BeAdtimon G TapeYOUEVNG VNPEGIOG TPOG TOV TEAATN Kol GUVERMG Umopel va eEakoAovbel va
KAToPAAAETOL, €POCOV YVMOOTOTOLEITAL GTOV TEAdTN, cOUPOVA e 1o GpBpo 24 map. 9 tov v.
4514/2018.

Yvykekpipuéva, oto onueio 67 tov g dveo Report g CESR avaeépetor «In its 2007
recommendations CESR said that a payment to an investment firm that introduces a client to another
investment firm can be considered to be designed to enhance the quality of service to the client. The
same logic should also apply to payments to introducers that are not authorized investment firms. If
an investment firm is to make such a payment it will also need to be disclosed to the client and to not
impair the investment firm’s duty to act in the best interests of the client.

H Emtponn Kepaharayopdc Oewpet, 611, epoOcov dev £xet vdpéet vedtepn avtifetn tomobétnon and
mv Evponaikn Apyn Kwvntov AZiov ko Ayopov (ESMA) n katafoin aviutopoyng omd o
AEIIEY o¢ kdmoto mpdcwmo yio TV vanpecio g cvotaong nehateiag pmopel va KatafdAietar,
V7o 115 TPoHToBETELS TOL GPOBpOoL 24 Tap. 9 Tov v. 4514/2018.



