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[bookmark: _Toc23148303][bookmark: _Toc201927329]Glossary
	(The) Authority
	Isle of Man Financial Services Authority

	Available Stable Funding (ASF)
	The portion of capital and liabilities expected to be reliable over the one-year time horizon considered by the NSFR. 

	Bank / reporting bank

	In the context of the NSFR Reporting Form this is the Isle of Man incorporated entity that has been issued with a Class 1(1) or Class 1(2) (Deposit Taking) licence under the Financial Services Act 2008 and includes branches of that entity.

	Basel Committee 
	The Basel Committee on Banking Supervision (“BCBS”) being the primary global standard setter for the prudential regulation of banks, which provides a forum for regular cooperation on banking supervisory matters.

	FSA08
	Isle of Man Financial Services Act 2008

	Liquidity Coverage Ratio (“LCR”)
	The LCR, developed by the Basel Committee, is one of the minimum standards for funding liquidity with the specific purpose of promoting short-term resilience of a bank’s liquidity risk profile by ensuring that it has sufficient high-quality liquid assets (“HQLA”) to survive a significant stress scenario lasting for one month.  See DP25-01 for further information.

	Multilateral Development Bank (“MDB”)

	An institution created by a group of countries that provides financing and professional advice for economic and social development projects. MDBs have large sovereign membership and may include both developed and/or developing countries. Each MDB has its own independent legal and operational status, but with a similar mandate and a considerable number of joint owners.

	Net Stable Funding Ratio (“NSFR”)
	A measure developed by the Basel Committee to promote resilience over a longer time horizon of one year.  The amount of available stable funding relative to the amount of required stable funding.

	NSFR Standard
	The Net Stable Funding Ratio Standard, also referred to as the NSFR Standard, means the NSFR Standard as it was incorporated into the consolidated Basel Framework and which contains frequently asked questions and responses, effective 15 December 2019.

The NSFR Standard can be found at: https://www.bis.org/basel_framework/standard/NSF.htm


	Required Stable Funding (RSF)
	The amount of stable funding required, being a function of the liquidity characteristics and residual maturities of the various assets held by a bank as well as those of its off-balance sheet exposures. 




1. [bookmark: _Toc201927330]Executive Summary
[bookmark: _Toc201927331]Overview
This Discussion Paper (“Paper”) is issued by the Isle of Man Financial Services Authority, which is the regulatory body for financial services in the Isle of Man.

Basel III is an internationally agreed set of measures and standards developed and issued by the international standard setting body, the Basel Committee on Banking Supervision (“Basel Committee”). It expanded upon and replaced Basel II. The various Basel III reforms were brought together in 2019 into one consolidated set of standards, collectively referred to as the Basel Framework. 

Implementation of the components of the Basel Framework, at a consolidated level for internationally active banks, was between December 2019 to January 2023.

In summary, the Basel Framework consists of:

· Prudential standards covering bank capital adequacy, bank liquidity, and large exposures, and elements of interest rate risk;
· Risk management and supervisory review processes;
· Disclosure requirements (market discipline); and
· An approach to identifying and supervising systemically important banks.

Underpinning the above are the ‘core principles for effective banking supervision’ which provide a comprehensive standard for establishing a sound foundation for the regulation, supervision, governance and risk management of the banking sector.
 
In the Island, a flexible approach to rolling out the key components of the Basel Framework, most relevant to the banking sector, has been adopted. As part of this approach, in October 2024 the Authority published an implementation plan in respect of introducing updated liquidity requirements for banks.

[bookmark: _Toc201927332]Purpose
The purpose of this Paper is to seek views on proposals to implement a Net Stable Funding Ratio (“NSFR”) requirement (including reporting forms, guidance, and core regulatory requirements) for banks incorporated in the Isle of Man, in line with the Basel III NSFR Standard. 

The Paper establishes proposals for the implementation of a NSFR requirement in respect of banks incorporated in the Island. Proposals in respect of other components of the implementation plan published in October 2024 will be subject to separate discussion papers[footnoteRef:1]. [1:  Including DP 25-01 issued 28 May 2025.] 


Changes to reporting requirements for banks in the Island which are branches of overseas banks will also eventually be introduced as indicated in the published implementation plan.

The proposals for a NSFR are set out more fully in section 3 (Proposals) of this Paper.

[bookmark: _Toc201927333]Interested persons
The Paper is primarily relevant to banks incorporated in the Island, and to the banking sector more generally, including their auditors and any other advisers.

[bookmark: _Toc201927334]How to respond
This Paper has been circulated to the Isle of Man Bankers Association and individual Class 1(1), Class 1(2) (Deposit Takers) and Class 1(3) (Representative Office) licenceholders under the FSA08. As this is a targeted consultation for banks and the banking sector, it has not been published on the Isle of Man Government’s Engagement Hub.

Responses can be submitted by email to andrew.kermode@iomfsa.im and, if in an attachment, preferably in an extractible format e.g. Microsoft Word document. Alternatively, you can submit responses by post to:

Mr Andrew Kermode
Head of Division – Prudential Supervision Division
Isle of Man Financial Services Authority
PO Box 58, Finch Hill House, Bucks Road, Douglas, Isle of Man, IM99 1DT

[bookmark: _Toc201927335]Next steps
Following closure of the consultation period on 29 August 2025, the Authority will review the responses received and issue a Feedback Statement to consultees.

[bookmark: _Toc201927336]Questions
If you have a query in relation to how this consultation has been carried out, please contact the Authority’s Policy & Risk Division by email at Policy@iomfsa.im or by telephone on +44 1624 646000.

[bookmark: _Toc201927337]Consultation Process
[bookmark: _Toc201927338]The Authority’s regulatory objectives
The Authority’s regulatory objectives are set out in section 2(2) of the FSA08 as —

(a) securing an appropriate degree of protection for policyholders, members of retirement benefits schemes and the customers of persons carrying on a regulated activity;
(b) the reduction of financial crime; and
(c) the maintenance of confidence in the Island’s financial services, insurance and pensions industries through effective regulation, thereby supporting the Island’s economy and its development as an international financial centre.

[bookmark: _Toc201927339]Basis for consultation
The Authority has issued the Discussion Paper to the recipients listed in Appendix A.

[bookmark: _Toc201927340]Responding to the Discussion Paper
Open dialogue with stakeholders is an essential element for successful development of the Authority’s proposals. Constructive feedback will help the Authority reach an informed decision on the content of the proposals and manner of implementation. Respondents should note the following when responding to this Discussion Paper:

· Submissions received by the closing date will be considered but may not necessarily result in a change to the proposals following a review of all responses received.
· Professional bodies, trade associations and other representative groups should provide a summary of the persons they represent and the method used to obtain input.
· Anonymous submissions will not be considered or included in the Feedback Statement.

[bookmark: _Toc159403989][bookmark: _Toc201927341]Confidentiality and data protection
[bookmark: _Hlk195626879]The information you send may be published in full or in a summary of responses included in the Feedback Statement. All information in responses, including personal data, may be subject to publication or disclosure in accordance with the access to information regimes (these are primarily the Freedom of Information Act 2015 and the Data Protection Act 2018) with which the Authority is obliged to comply.

If you want your response to remain confidential, you should explain why confidentiality is necessary and your request will be agreed to only if it is appropriate in the circumstances. An automatic confidentiality disclaimer generated by your IT system will not, of itself, be regarded as binding.

The Authority is registered with the Information Commissioner as a data controller under Isle of Man data protection legislation. It collects and processes personal data to carry out its functions under relevant legislation and may share personal data with other parties where there is a legal basis for doing so. Further information on how the Authority collects and processes personal data can be found in the Privacy Notice on the Authority’s website.[footnoteRef:2] [2:  https://www.iomfsa.im/terms-conditions/privacy-notice/] 


[bookmark: _Proposals][bookmark: _Toc201927342]Proposals
[bookmark: _Background][bookmark: _Toc201927343]Background
The NSFR, developed by the Basel Committee, is one of two minimum standards (the other being the LCR) for funding and liquidity with the specific objective of reducing funding risk over a one-year time horizon by requiring banks to fund their activities with sufficiently stable sources of funding to mitigate the risk of future funding stress. Banks are expected to meet the minimum requirements of the NSFR.

The Basel Committee also developed a set of liquidity risk monitoring tools to measure other dimensions of a bank’s liquidity and funding risk profile. These tools promote global consistency in supervising ongoing liquidity and funding risk exposures of banks, and in communicating these exposures to home and host supervisors. These tools are supplementary to both the LCR and the NSFR and are not covered in this Paper. However, the contractual maturity mismatch metric (proposals for which will be covered in a future discussion paper), particularly the elements that take into account assets and liabilities with residual maturity of more than one year, are considered as a valuable monitoring tool to complement the NSFR.

[bookmark: _Toc201927344]The NSFR Scenario
The NSFR requires banks to maintain a stable funding profile in relation to the composition of their assets and off-balance sheet activities. A sustainable funding structure is intended to reduce the likelihood that disruptions to a bank’s regular sources of funding will erode its liquidity position in a way that would increase the risk of its failure and potentially lead to broader systemic stress. The NSFR limits overreliance on short-term wholesale funding, encourages better assessment of funding risk across all on and off-balance sheet items, and promotes funding stability.

The NSFR is defined as the amount of available stable funding relative to the amount of required stable funding.

“Available Stable Funding” is defined as the portion of capital and liabilities expected to be reliable over the one-year time horizon considered by the NSFR. 

The amount of stable funding required ("Required Stable Funding") of a bank is a function of the liquidity characteristics and residual maturities of the various assets held by that bank as well as those of its off-balance sheet exposures. 

[bookmark: _Toc201927345]NSFR Minimum Requirements
The NSFR should be equal to at least 100% on an ongoing basis. The Authority may also impose higher minimum or notification requirements on a bank.



Proposals in respect of the Authority’s core regulatory requirements for the NSFR are covered in section 3.2 (Proposed Core Regulatory Requirements for the NSFR) below. 

[bookmark: _Proposed_core_regulatory][bookmark: _Proposed_core_Core][bookmark: _Toc201927346]Proposed Core Regulatory Requirements for the NSFR
The minimum requirement is that a bank’s NSFR must be no lower than 100% on an ongoing basis. Higher minimum or notification requirements may also be imposed on an individual bank.
The Authority proposes to introduce the following core regulatory requirements specifically relating to the NSFR (similar to the existing provisions contained in rule 8.44 (Liquidity management) of the Financial Services Rule Book 2016):

(a) A requirement for a bank incorporated in the Island to maintain funding liquidity at or above a specified “minimum funding liquidity requirement”[footnoteRef:3]. [3:  In this context, the “minimum funding liquidity requirement” means: (a) such NSFR as the Authority may direct in the case of the bank; or (b) where no such direction is given, a NSFR of 100%.] 

(b) A requirement for a bank to measure and monitor its funding liquidity on a periodic basis[footnoteRef:4] by calculating the NSFR – see section 3.3 (Proposed Reporting Forms and Guidance) for further information on the calculation. [4:  Unlike the LCR there is no requirement for the NSFR to be measured and monitored daily.  The frequency of measuring and monitoring the NSFR will depend on various factors including the bank's size, complexity, and the prevailing market conditions. Some banks may monitor the NSFR more frequently, while others may be sufficient with monthly or quarterly review.] 

(c) A requirement for a bank to notify the Authority if at any time, including in relation to periods of financial stress, it has reason to believe that its NSFR is below the minimum funding liquidity requirement or is expected to fall below the minimum funding liquidity requirement.
(d) A requirement for a bank to remedy the breach of the minimum funding liquidity requirement and take appropriate action within a reasonable timeframe.
(e) Reporting requirements in respect of the NSFR – see section 3.4 (NSFR Proposed Frequency of Reporting) for proposals.

In respect of the implementation of requirements, these are ultimately proposed to be brought in through amendments to the Financial Services Rule Book 2016, as part of the full suite of amended liquidity requirements (for example including the LCR, other liquidity monitoring metrics, and wider liquidity management requirements). Prior to this, and subject to views, certain NSFR requirements would initially be implemented through issuing directions to banks incorporated in the Island – this is explained further in section 3.5 (Transition and Implementation).

Further, in relation to (c) and (d) above, it is proposed that:
· a bank would be expected to present an assessment to the Authority of its funding liquidity position, including:

1. The factors that contributed to its NSFR expecting to fall below, or falling below, the minimum funding liquidity requirement;
2. The measures that have been and will be taken; and
3. The expectations on the potential duration of the situation.

· Enhanced reporting to the Authority, commensurate with the duration of the shortfall will generally be required.

· The Authority may also require a bank to take action to reduce its exposure to liquidity risk, strengthen its overall liquidity risk management, or improve its contingency funding plan. 
These regulatory expectations will eventually be incorporated into updated regulatory guidance pertaining to liquidity, and where applicable, recovery planning guidance.

	Question 1

	Do you agree with the proposed core regulatory requirements in respect of the NSFR? If not, please provide additional information.



	Question 2

	Do you have any other observations to make in relation to these proposals?


[bookmark: _Proposed_reporting_Reporting]
[bookmark: _Proposed_Reporting_Forms][bookmark: _Toc201927347]Proposed Reporting Forms and Guidance
The proposed NSFR Reporting Form and associated guidance will only apply to banks incorporated in the Isle of Man.

Rule 2.20(1) (Deposit taking returns – Isle of Man incorporated) of the Financial Services Rule Book 2016 states that a bank must prepare deposit taking returns and rule 2.20(4) states that the deposit taking returns must be in the format specified by the Authority, containing the information required by, and calculated in accordance with, the specifications. It is proposed that, for the purpose of rule 2.20(4), the NSFR Reporting Form will be the form specified by the Authority to be completed as set out in the (draft) guidance (Appendix B).

A copy of the proposed NSFR Reporting Form, together with the (draft) regulatory guidance, is attached to this Paper (see Appendix B(1) and Appendix B(2)). The calculations and guidance are based on the Basel Committee NSFR Standard, whilst also considering the frameworks in place in other jurisdictions, including the Channel Islands and United Kingdom (“UK”).  

In designing the NSFR Reporting Form and the (draft) regulatory guidance, the Authority is not proposing to exercise the national discretions pertaining to the following matters contained in the NSFR Standard:

· Exclusions from the NSFR per 10.6 of the NSFR Standard; and
· Interdependent assets and liabilities per 30.35 to 30.37 of the NSFR Standard

The Authority does not consider that exercising these discretions would have any material impact for banks incorporated in the Island.

In relation to the proposed NSFR Reporting Form and guidance specifically, please also note the following:

· The NSFR Reporting Form, once finalised, will be structured to include certain “validation” checks for submission into the Authority’s data warehouse.
· The NSFR Reporting Form may be combined with other reporting forms for the purpose of a final set of reporting forms (e.g. with the proposed LCR Reporting Forms consulted on in DP25-01), and for submission to the Authority’s data warehouse.
· The list of MDBs contained in Annex B of the draft guidance for the NSFR Reporting Form is an updated list that differs from the existing list contained in current guidance in respect of Form SR-1B (Quarterly Prudential Returns). The draft guidance includes 4 additional MDBs[footnoteRef:5]. The current list for Form SR-1B will be updated in due course.  [5:  Consistent with the draft guidance for the LCR Reporting Form as set out in DP25-01.] 


The draft NSFR Reporting Form is provided in electronic format and is available to be tested by banks.

	Question 3

	Do you have any comments / observations in relation to the proposed NSFR Reporting Form and guidance (including the proposed decision not to exercise the national discretions referenced above)? If so, please provide further information, including identification of any errors. 



[bookmark: _LCR_-_proposed][bookmark: _NSFR_Proposed_Frequency][bookmark: _Toc201927348]NSFR Proposed Frequency of Reporting
The suggested frequency of reporting proposed by the Basel Committee in connection with the NSFR Standard is at least quarterly.

The Authority therefore proposes that the NSFR Reporting Form (which would include a consolidated NSFR if applicable to a bank) must be reported to the Authority on a quarterly basis as part of the set of deposit taking returns. It should be prepared based on the information as at either the last working day, or the last calendar day, of March, June, September and December, and be submitted to the Authority within one month of each reporting date.

However, banks must have the operational capacity to increase the frequency of monitoring and reporting.

	Question 4

	Do you agree with the proposal to implement quarterly reporting as standard (with submissions due within one month), consistent with the Basel Committee NSFR Standard?



	Question 5

	Would you be able to increase the frequency of reporting, for example to monthly, or even weekly if required to do so by the Authority (on an exceptional basis)?


[bookmark: _LCR_by_significant]
[bookmark: _Transition_and_implementation][bookmark: _Toc201927349]Transition and Implementation
[bookmark: _Toc201927350]General approach
The NSFR (and LCR) are additional measures introduced in the Basel Framework, and liquidity reporting and monitoring is more extensive under Basel III. The introduction of the proposed NSFR Reporting Form is the second part of the implementation plan and applies to banks incorporated in the Island. 

It is proposed that the NSFR Reporting Form will initially be introduced as an additional reporting form and thus sit alongside existing reporting requirements currently set out in reporting form SR-3A (maturity mismatch[footnoteRef:6] and large depositors). As part of the wider implementation plan, form SR-3A will ultimately be replaced by a full suite of amended liquidity reporting requirements (including updated contractual mismatch and concentration of funding returns). [6:  The current maturity mismatch return can include behavioural adjustments to both assets and liabilities, specific to each bank.] 


[bookmark: _Toc201927351]Specific transitional arrangements
Subject to responses to this Paper, it is proposed that —

1. Banks should start reporting NSFR information to the Authority (using the NSFR Reporting Form) in alignment with the first reporting date with that to be agreed for the LCR; at this stage that is expected to be for either the first or second quarter of 2026[footnoteRef:7]. [7:  This considers feedback provided for DP25-01.] 


2. The formal regulatory requirements set out in section 3.2 (Proposed Core Regulatory Requirements for the NSFR) would be put in place (most likely through directions / modifications to rules) to align with the agreed reporting in (1) above. Any existing directions that refer to liquidity behavioural adjustments will also be amended to remove such adjustments.

3. At the same time as will be agreed for (2) above, the current mismatch rules would be disapplied. However, the maturity mismatch report and large depositor return (the current form SR-3A) may still be required to be submitted, but banks would not need to include behavioural adjustment information (the mismatch report would therefore be on a contractual basis). This mismatch report will be replaced by new contractual mismatch reporting in relatively short order.

	Question 6

	Do you agree with the proposal to start reporting NSFR information to the Authority in alignment with the LCR (expected Q1 or Q2 2026)?

If this proposed date(s) would cause you difficulties, please provide an alternative date for commencing reporting and summarise the reasons why. 



	Question 7

	Do you agree with the proposal to introduce the proposed regulatory requirements for NSFR in 2026 aligned to the final agreed first reporting date? If this proposed date would cause you difficulties, please provide an alternative date and summarise the reasons why.



[bookmark: _Toc201927352]Impact Assessment
The Authority recognises that introducing new regulatory requirements can carry a cost for industry, both initially (to implement the changes) and on an ongoing compliance basis. 

Most banks incorporated in the Island are already calculating and reporting liquidity metrics for other regulators on a Basel III basis, including for the NSFR. This is because they are either reporting upwards for group consolidated purposes or reporting directly to host supervisors where they operate overseas branches. Moving towards a Basel III liquidity framework in the Island will help to bring more consistency in reporting requirements for most banks, will make sure applicable international standards are applied, and help the Authority to better monitor liquidity risks in the sector, as part of the framework for providing adequate protection for consumers.  In this respect, the Authority does not consider it viable to continue with the existing liquidity framework for the regulation and supervision of the banking sector in the Island. 

Under Schedule 1, paragraph 2(1) of the FSA08, the functions of the Authority include “the regulation and supervision of persons undertaking regulated activity” and “the maintenance and development of the regulatory regime for regulated activities”. The proposed introduction of the NSFR, and other changes to liquidity requirements (that will be subject to further discussion, including DP25-01), is directly compatible with these functions.

In discharging its functions, the Authority must have regard to the factors set out in Schedule 1, paragraph 3 of the FSA08.  The most relevant factors pertaining to the proposals in the Paper are set out below, together with a brief assessment:

	Factor
	Assessment

	The need to balance the regulatory objectives
	Neutral impact

	The need for the regulatory, supervisory and registration regimes to be effective, responsive to commercial developments and proportionate to the benefits which are expected to result from the imposition of any regulatory burden
	Neutral impact – an updated framework should be more effective, balanced against any increased cost burden. The Authority has suggested a proportionate approach to the frequency of reporting. 

	The desirability of implementing and applying recognised international standards
	Positive impact – Basel III and NSFR is the recognised international standard

	The desirability of cooperating with governments, regulators and others outside the island
	Positive impact – other overseas regulators most relevant to the Island’s banking sector have implemented Basel III NSFR 

	The need to safeguard the reputation of the island
	Positive impact – Basel III and NSFR is a recognised international standard

	The international character of the financial services, insurance and pensions industries and their markets and the desirability of maintaining the competitive position of the Island
	Neutral impact – there may be some costs of implementation and compliance, balanced by having a better recognised liquidity regime

	The desirability of facilitating the development of the financial services, insurance and pensions industries
	Neutral impact – will bring the framework up to date

	The impact of its decision on the stability of the financial system of the Island
	Positive impact – Basel III and NSFR is a recognised international standard



[bookmark: _Toc201927353]Questions
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	Do you agree with the proposed core regulatory requirements (set out in section 3.2) in respect of the NSFR? If not, please provide additional information.



	Question 2

	Do you have any other observations to make in relation to the proposals set out in section 3.2? 



	Question 3

	Do you have any comments / observations in relation to the proposed NSFR Reporting Form and guidance as set out in section 3.3 and Appendix B(1) and Appendix B(2) (including in respect of national discretions)? If so, please provide further information, including identification of any errors.



	Question 4

	Do you agree with the proposal to implement quarterly reporting as standard (with submissions due within one month), consistent with the Basel Committee NSFR Standard?



	Question 5

	Would you be able to increase the frequency of reporting, for example to monthly, or even weekly if required to do so by the Authority (on an exceptional basis)?



	Question 6

	Do you agree with the proposal to start reporting NSFR information to the Authority in alignment with the LCR (expected Q1 or Q2 2026)?

If this proposed date(s) would cause you difficulties, please provide an alternative date for commencing reporting and summarise the reasons why.



	Question 7

	Do you agree with the proposal to introduce the proposed regulatory requirements for NSFR in 2026 aligned to the final agreed first reporting date? If this proposed date would cause you difficulties, please provide an alternative date and summarise the reasons why.
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· Isle of Man Bankers’ Association
· Individual Class 1(1) and Class 1(2) Deposit Takers (Banks), and Class 1(3)   representative offices
[bookmark: _Appendix_B_–][bookmark: _Toc195623447][bookmark: _Toc195625158][bookmark: _Toc201927355]Appendix B – Draft Reporting Forms and Guidance
1. [bookmark: _Draft_LCR_Reporting][bookmark: _Draft_NSFR_Reporting][bookmark: _Toc201927356]Draft NSFR Reporting Form Template
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				Net Stable Funding Ratio (NSFR)

				ITEM		DESCRIPTION OF ITEM		AMOUNT						FACTOR						CALCULATED AMOUNT

								<6 months		≥6 months to <1 year		≥1 year		<6 months		≥6 months to <1 year		≥1 year

				AVAILABLE STABLE FUNDING (ASF)

				ASF.1		Total regulatory capital (100% ASF Factor)												1.00		0

				ASF.2		Capital instruments not included in ASF.1, ≥1 year residual maturity (100% ASF Factor)												1.00		0

				ASF.3		Secured and unsecured borrowings and liabilities (including term deposits), ≥1 year residual maturity (100% ASF Factor)												1.00		0

				ASF.4		Retail and Non-Financial Small Business Stable Deposits (95% or 100% ASF Factor)								0.95		0.95		1.00		0

				ASF.5		Retail and Non-Financial Small Business Less Stable Deposits (90% or 100% ASF Factor)								0.90		0.90		1.00		0

				ASF.6		Funding (secured and unsecured ), <1 year residual maturity, provided by non-financial corporate customers  (50% ASF Factor)								0.50		0.50				0

				ASF.7		Operational deposits (50% ASF Factor)
								0.50						0

				ASF.8		Funding from sovereigns, PSEs, and MDBs, <1 year residual maturity (50% ASF Factor)								0.50		0.50				0

				ASF.9		Other funding (secured and unsecured), ≥6 months to <1 year residual maturity (50% ASF Factor)										0.50				0

				ASF.10		All other liabilities and equity categories not included in ASF.1 to ASF.9 (0% ASF Factor)								0.00						0

				ASF.11		Other liabilities without a stated maturity (0%, 50% or 100% ASF Factor) (Sum of Rows ASF.11.1 to ASF.11.3)		0		0		0

				ASF.11.1		Liabilities (except those meeting ASF.11.2 or ASF.11.3 criteria) not captured in Items ASF.1 to ASF.10 (0% ASF Factor)								0.00						0

				ASF.11.2		Deferred tax liabilities (50% or 100% ASF Factor)										0.50		1.00		0

				ASF.11.3		Minority interest (50% or 100% ASF Factor)										0.50		1.00		0

				ASF.12 		Net (NSFR) derivative liabilities (0% ASF Factor)								0.00		0.00		0.00		0

				ASF.13		"Trade date" payables (0% ASF Factor)
								0.00						0

				ASF.14		TOTAL AVAILABLE STABLE FUNDING
														0



				REQUIRED STABLE FUNDING (RSF)




				BALANCE SHEET ITEMS

				RSF.1		Cash and central bank reserves / claims (0% RSF Factor)
								0.00						0

				RSF.2		"Trade date" receivables (0% RSF Factor)
								0.00						0

				RSF.3		Unencumbered Level 1 HQLA (5% RSF Factor)								0.05		0.05		0.05		0

				RSF.4		Unencumbered loans to financial institutions, secured by Level 1 HQLA, <6 months residual maturity (10% RSF Factor)								0.10						0

				RSF.5		Unencumbered Level 2A HQLA (15% RSF Factor) (Sum of Rows RSF.5.1 and RSF.5.2)
		0		0		0

				RSF.5.1		Claims on / guaranteed by sovereigns, central banks, PSEs or MDBs (15% RSF Factor)								0.15		0.15		0.15		0

				RSF.5.2		Corporate debt securities and covered bonds (15% RSF Factor)								0.15		0.15		0.15		0

				RSF.6		Unencumbered Level 2B HQLA (50% RSF Factor) (Sum of Rows RSF.6.1 to RSF.6.4)
		0		0		0

				RSF.6.1		Residential mortgage-backed securities (50% RSF Factor)								0.50		0.50		0.50		0

				RSF.6.2		Corporate debt securities (50% RSF Factor)								0.50		0.50		0.50		0

				RSF.6.3		Exchange traded shares (50% RSF Factor)								0.50		0.50		0.50		0

				RSF.6.4		Sovereign, central bank and PSE debt securities (50% RSF Factor)								0.50		0.50		0.50		0

				RSF.7		Other loans to financial institutions and central banks (15%, 50% or 100% RSF Factor)								0.15		0.50		1.00		0

				RSF.8		Operational deposits (50% RSF Factor)								0.50						0

				RSF.9		Other non-HQLA, <1 year residual maturity (50% RSF Factor)								0.50		0.50				0

				RSF.10		Unencumbered residential mortgages ≥1 year residual maturity (Risk Weight ≤35%) (65% RSF Factor)												0.65		0

				RSF.11		Other unencumbered loans (excluding financial institutions) ≥1 year residual maturity (Risk Weight ≤35%) (65% RSF Factor)												0.65		0

				RSF.12		Margin provided (85% RSF Factor)								0.85		0.85		0.85		0

				RSF.13		Other unencumbered loans (excluding financial institutions) ≥1 year residual maturity (Risk Weight >35%) (85% RSF Factor)												0.85		0

				RSF.14		Unencumbered securities and physical traded commodities (85% RSF Factor)								0.85		0.85		0.85		0

				RSF.15		Encumbered assets (where the encumbrance is ≥6 months) (50%, 65%, 85% or 100% RSF Factor) (Sum of Rows RSF.15.1 to RSF.15.4)		0		0		0

				RSF.15.1		HQLA and non-HQLA (that if unencumbered would receive an RSF Factor of 50% or less) encumbered for ≥6 months to <1 year								0.50		0.50		0.50		0

				RSF.15.2		Non-HQLA encumbered for ≥6 months to <1 year (65% RSF Factor assets)								0.65		0.65		0.65		0

				RSF.15.3		Non-HQLA encumbered for ≥6 months to <1 year (85% RSF Factor assets)								0.85		0.85		0.85		0

				RSF.15.4		Assets (including HQLA) encumbered for ≥1 year 								1.00		1.00		1.00		0

				RSF.16		Net (NSFR) derivative assets (100% RSF Factor)								1.00		1.00		1.00		0

				RSF.17		Assets without a stated maturity (100% RSF Factor)												1.00		0

				RSF.18		Other assets (100% RSF Factor)								1.00		1.00		1.00		0

				RSF.19		TOTAL RSF - BALANCE SHEET ITEMS														0



				OFF BALANCE SHEET ITEMS

				RSF.20		Irrevocable and conditionally revocable facilities (5% RSF Factor)								0.05		0.05				0

				RSF.21		Unconditionally revocable facilities (0% RSF Factor)								0.00		0.00				0

				RSF.22		Trade finance-related obligations (0% RSF Factor)								0.00		0.00				0

				RSF.23		Guarantees and letters of credit unrelated to trade finance obligations (0% RSF Factor)								0.00		0.00				0

				RSF.24		Non-contractual obligations (0% RSF Factor)								0.00		0.00				0

				RSF.25		TOTAL RSF - OFF BALANCE SHEET ITEMS														0

				RSF.26		TOTAL REQUIRED STABLE FUNDING
														0



				NET STABLE FUNDING RATIO (NSFR)																ERROR:#DIV/0!







image1.jpeg

ISLE OF MAN
FINANCIAL SERVICES AUTHORITY

Lught-Reill Shirveishyn Argidoil Ellan Vannin








image3.emf
20250722-NSFR-DR

AFT-RETURN-GUIDANCE-NOTES-INDUSTRY.docx


20250722-NSFR-DRAFT-RETURN-GUIDANCE-NOTES-INDUSTRY.docx
[image: A close up of a sign

AI-generated content may be incorrect.]

Isle of Man Financial Services Authority



GUIDANCE FOR PREPARING

NET STABLE FUNDING RATIO (NSFR) REPORTING FORM





Contents
General Information	2
Cover Sheet	4
Glossary of Terms	5
1.	Introduction of the Net Stable Funding Ratio (NSFR)	8
2.	Net Stable Funding Ratio (NSFR) – General Requirements	10
3.	Net Stable Funding Ratio (NSFR) – Available Stable Funding (ASF)	11
4.	Net Stable Funding Ratio (NSFR) – Required Stable Funding (RSF)	15
5.	NSFR Calculation	22
Annex A – Treatment of Derivatives	23
Annex B - Eligible Multilateral Development Banks (MDBs)	24





[bookmark: _Toc130461778][bookmark: _Toc201849529]General Information

A. The NSFR Reporting Form (the “return”) is applicable to banks incorporated in the Isle of Man licensed under the Financial Services Act 2008 to conduct Class 1(1) or Class 1(2) deposit taking.



B. Rule 2.20(1) states that a bank must prepare deposit taking returns and Rule 2.20(4) states that the deposit taking returns must be in the format specified by the Authority, containing the information required by, and calculated in accordance with, the specifications. For the purpose of Rule 2.20(4), the NSFR Reporting Form is a form specified by the Authority which should be completed as set out in this guidance.



C. Attention is drawn to Rule 5.14 of the Financial Services Rule Book (“the Rule Book”) which requires that the external auditors of the bank select and verify one set of the reporting forms (other than a set that coincides with the deposit taker’s annual reporting date) which has been submitted to the Authority during the relevant accounting period, to the accounting books and records of the bank.



D. The spreadsheet workbook is “protected” to prevent alterations to the return structure and content in order for the return to be successfully submitted to the Authority’s data warehouse. You must not tamper with the spreadsheet protection and validation or alter the structure or validation by adding or removing spreadsheet tabs or fields. 



E. This guidance document, which generally follows the Basel III NSFR Standard[footnoteRef:1], provides direction on how to complete the return. Firms must complete all relevant sections of the submission template, in accordance with this guidance. Grey areas within the tables in the return are input cells. Blue areas within tables are calculated fields or fields where no entry is required/permitted. The default value in all grey data cells for completion must be zero (where no other value is entered) and must not be left blank.  [1:  NSF - Net stable funding ratio] 




F. The return must be completed and reported in sterling, with any other currency business being calculated as a sterling equivalent figure using the middle market spot rate in the London market at the close of business on the reporting date, or as close to that time as a bank’s system will allow. For transactions, the rate ruling at the time of the transaction should be used.  Figures reported should be to the nearest thousand pounds sterling (but omitting the “£’000s” - e.g. £5,678,123 should be reported as 5678). Decimal points must not be used. 



G. Standard regulatory weightings are generally used. These are shown under the columns headed “Factor”. These standard regulatory weightings will flow through to the column headed “Calculated Amount”.



H. Firms should submit the return to [TBC].  The NSFR Reporting Form must be reported to the Authority on a calendar quarterly basis as part of the Quarterly Prudential Returns. It should be prepared based on the information as at either the last working day, or the last calendar day, of March, June, September and December. Firms must submit the return within one month of each reporting date and earlier submission is encouraged.



I. Banks must have the operational capacity to increase the frequency of reporting, for example to monthly or weekly in stressed situations at the discretion of the Authority.



J. Send any enquiries regarding the completion of the return, or the interpretation of this guidance, to [TBC].  



K. Under Section 40 of the Financial Services Act 2008 a person commits an offence if they knowingly or recklessly give any information to the Authority which is false or misleading.
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A. The current return version number is 1.0, as stated in [cell E3 of the Cover Sheet] of the return template available on our website. This version must be used otherwise the return will be rejected.



B. Completion of the Cover Sheet spreadsheet is mandatory and the form sections should be completed as follows:



1. 

2. 

2.1 

2.2 

· Firm Information: Input the full registered name of the firm.  For this return-type and name, the reporting period should be input as the calendar quarter start and end dates in the format specified.

· Firm Declaration: A Notified and Accepted role holder within the firm or an R17 Notified Only role holder must complete the Firm Declaration. The primary Controlled Function(s) held should be input in the “Position” field. [Please note that only one signatory is required for this return]. 

· Comments: Additional information to explain the data submitted may be input to this non-mandatory free text field.  For example, you may explain any material variances or assumptions made.



C. Note: validation is embedded into the Cover Sheet; [if cell G2] shows an “Incomplete” error message this means either the Cover Sheet or content of the return is insufficiently completed. You can review column G to help determine the cause of the issue.  [Cell G2] must show as “complete”, or the return will be rejected by the data warehouse. 
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		Amount (carrying value)

		In the context of the Available Stable Funding, the “amount”, or “carrying value”, represents the amount at which a liability or equity instrument is recorded before the application of any regulatory deductions, filters or other adjustments and is the amount prior to the application of any ASF factors.



In the context of the Required Stable Funding, the “amount”, or “carrying value”, of an asset item should generally be recorded by following its accounting value, i.e. net of specific provisions, and the requirements for on-balance sheet, non-derivative assets. It is the amount prior to the application of any RSF factors. 



		(The) Authority

		The Isle of Man Financial Services Authority.



		Available Stable Funding (ASF)

		The portion of capital and liabilities expected to be reliable over the one-year time horizon considered by the NSFR. 



		Bank / reporting bank



		In the context of the NSFR Reporting Form this is the Isle of Man incorporated entity that has been issued with a Class 1(1) or Class 1(2) (Deposit Taking) licence under the Financial Services Act 2008 and includes branches of that entity.



		Basel Committee on Banking Supervision (BCBS)

		The primary global standard setter for the prudential regulation of banks which provides a forum for regular cooperation on banking supervisory matters.



		Financial Institutions



		For example, regulated entities licensed under the Financial Services Act 2008, authorised under the Insurance Act 2008 or registered under the Insurance Act 2008 or the Retirement Benefits Schemes Act 2000 or persons undertaking equivalent activities outside the Isle of Man subject to prudential regulation by the Authority or by a body exercising functions corresponding to any of those of the Authority.



		Liquidity Coverage Ratio (LCR)

		A measure of liquidity over a 30-calendar day liquidity stress scenario. See “Guidance for Preparing Liquidity Coverage Ratio (LCR) Reporting Form” [link when finalised] (LCR Reporting Form Guidance) for further information.



		LCR Standard

		The Liquidity Coverage Ratio Standard, also referred to as the LCR Standard, means the LCR Standard as it was incorporated into the consolidated Basel Framework and which contains frequently asked questions and responses, effective 15 December 2019.



The LCR Standard can be found at

https://www.bis.org/basel_framework/standard/LCR.htm





		Multilateral Development Bank (MDB)



		An institution created by a group of countries that provides financing and professional advice for economic and social development projects. MDBs have large sovereign membership and may include both developed and/or developing countries. Each MDB has its own independent legal and operational status, but with a similar mandate and a considerable number of joint owners.



Eligible MDBs are defined at Annex B.



		Net Stable Funding Ratio (NSFR)

		The amount of available stable funding relative to the amount of required stable funding.



		NSFR Standard

		The Net Stable Funding Ratio Standard, also referred to as the NSFR Standard, means the NSFR Standard as it was incorporated into the consolidated Basel Framework and which contains frequently asked questions and responses, effective 15 December 2019.



The NSFR Standard can be found at: https://www.bis.org/basel_framework/standard/NSF.htm





		Non-financial

		Not conducting those activities undertaken by financial institutions.



		Public Sector Entity (PSE)

		Certain entities which have characteristics as set out in the “Guidance Note for Deposit Takers, Quarterly Prudential Returns” issued October 2017.



		Required Stable Funding (RSF)

		The amount of stable funding required, being a function of the liquidity characteristics and residual maturities of the various assets held by a bank as well as those of its off-balance sheet exposures.



		Small businesses



		Businesses where either:

(i) the business borrows money from the bank and that borrowing meets the rules for the definition of “retail exposures” at Annex H to SR-1B (for banks adopting the simplified standardised approach to credit risk) and Annex J to SR-1B (for banks adopting the standardised approach to credit risk) i.e.

a. business’ turnover and balance sheet footings are less than £2m; and

b. the maximum aggregated retail exposure to the business does not exceed an absolute threshold of £750,000.

Or,



(ii) the business does not borrow from the bank, but its deposits are managed as retail deposits. This means that the bank treats such deposits in its internal risk management systems consistently over time and in the same manner as other retail deposits, and that the deposits are not individually managed in a way comparable to larger corporate deposits.



(iii) In both cases (i) and (ii), the total aggregated funding raised from any one business or group of connected businesses should not exceed £750,000 (on a consolidated basis where applicable).



		Sound Principles

		Refers to the “Principles for Sound Liquidity Risk Management and Supervision” published in 2008 by the Basel Committee on Banking Supervision (BCBS).



The Sound Principles can be found at:

https://www.bis.org/publ/bcbs144.htm 





		Standardised approach to credit risk



		The Isle of Man’s standardised approach to credit risk, including the simplified standardised approach to credit risk, is detailed in the “Guidance Note for Deposit Takers, Quarterly Prudential Returns” issued October 2017 in respect of Form SR-1B.
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The NSFR is one of two minimum standards (the other being the LCR) for funding and liquidity with the specific objective of reducing funding risk over a one-year time horizon by requiring banks to fund their activities with sufficiently stable sources of funding in order to mitigate the risk of future funding stress. Banks are expected to meet the minimum requirements of the NSFR as well as adhere to the Sound Principles.



The Basel Committee on Banking Supervision (BCBS) also developed a set of liquidity risk monitoring tools to measure other dimensions of a bank’s liquidity and funding risk profile. These tools promote global consistency in supervising ongoing liquidity and funding risk exposures of banks, and in communicating these exposures among home and host supervisors. These tools are supplementary to both the LCR and the NSFR and are not covered in this document. However, the contractual maturity mismatch metric, particularly the elements that take into account assets and liabilities with residual maturity of more than one year, should be considered as a valuable monitoring tool to complement the NSFR.



Unless otherwise specified, the NSFR definitions mirror those in the LCR Reporting Form Guidance.



The Authority may impose any other liquidity measure considered appropriate to deal with the liquidity risk of a particular bank (on an individual or consolidated basis), or of the banking sector as a whole. 



NSFR Minimum Requirements

The NSFR requires banks to maintain a stable funding profile in relation to the composition of their assets and off-balance sheet activities. A sustainable funding structure is intended to reduce the likelihood that disruptions to a bank’s regular sources of funding will erode its liquidity position in a way that would increase the risk of its failure and potentially lead to broader systemic stress. The NSFR limits overreliance on short-term wholesale funding, encourages better assessment of funding risk across all on and off-balance sheet items, and promotes funding stability.



The NSFR is defined as the amount of available stable funding relative to the amount of required stable funding. This ratio should be equal to at least 100% on an ongoing basis. The Authority may also impose higher minimum or notification requirements on a bank.







“Available Stable Funding” is defined as the portion of capital and liabilities expected to be reliable over the one-year time horizon considered by the NSFR. 



The amount of stable funding required ("Required Stable Funding") of a bank is a function of the liquidity characteristics and residual maturities of the various assets held by that bank as well as those of its off-balance sheet exposures. 



Where the bank’s NSFR has fallen, or is expected to fall, below 100% (or any alternative higher limit the Authority may have set), irrespective of the circumstances, this will be a breach of the NSFR minimum requirement. Banks must notify the Authority immediately as per the relevant reporting requirements at / under the [insert applicable references to rules or directions].



A bank will be required to present an assessment of its funding liquidity position, including:



1. The factors that contributed to its NSFR expecting to fall below, or falling below, the 100% (or any alternative higher limit),

2. The measures that have been and will be taken; and

3. The expectations on the potential duration of the situation.



Enhanced reporting to the Authority, commensurate with the duration of the shortfall will generally be required. The Authority may also require the bank to take action to reduce its exposure to liquidity risk, strengthen its overall liquidity risk management, or improve its contingency funding plan. 



Banks should use the NSFR Reporting Form on an ongoing basis to help monitor and control liquidity risk.



Consolidated Returns

A “Consolidated NSFR” (in relation to banks incorporated in the Isle of Man, and in addition to solo returns that must be submitted) will normally be required in the following circumstances:



1. Where the bank has provided substantial finance (other than share capital) for subsidiary companies or where it carries on a significant part of its business through subsidiary companies;

2. Where the bank has a material subsidiary that is a licensed bank in the Isle of Man or elsewhere; or

3. Where the bank has a material subsidiary that conducts financial services business in the Isle of Man or elsewhere.



The requirements should be discussed and agreed with the Authority in advance.



Relationship to audited financial statements

The NSFR Reporting Form may sometimes require items to be treated in a way that differs from the bank's practice for preparing its financial statements.



Risk weightings

Reference to (credit) risk weightings are those used in Form SR-1B for banks incorporated in the Isle of Man. 
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3. 

4. 

4.1 

4.2 
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		The amounts of available stable funding (ASF) and required stable funding (RSF) specified in the NSFR Standard are calibrated to reflect the presumed degree of stability of liabilities and liquidity of assets. The calibration reflects the stability of liabilities across two dimensions:

1. Funding tenor: the NSFR is generally calibrated such that longer-term liabilities are assumed to be more stable than short-term liabilities.

2. Funding type and counterparty: the NSFR is calibrated under the assumption that short-term (maturing in less than one year) deposits provided by retail customers and funding provided by small business customers are behaviourally more stable than wholesale funding of the same maturity from other counterparties.

In determining the appropriate amounts of RSF for various assets, the NSFR Standard took the following criteria into consideration, recognising the potential trade-offs between these criteria:

1. Resilient credit creation: the NSFR requires stable funding for some proportion of lending to the real economy in order to ensure the continuity of this type of intermediation.

2. Bank behaviour: the NSFR is calibrated under the assumption that banks may seek to roll over a significant proportion of maturing loans to preserve customer relationships.

3. Asset tenor: the NSFR assumes that some short-dated assets (maturing in less than one year) require a smaller proportion of stable funding because banks would be able to allow some proportion of those assets to mature instead of rolling them over.

4. Asset quality and liquidity value: the NSFR assumes that unencumbered, high-quality assets that can be securitised or traded, and thus can be readily used as collateral to secure additional funding or sold in the market, do not need to be wholly financed with stable funding.

Additional stable funding sources are also required to support at least a small portion of the potential calls on liquidity arising from off-balance sheet commitments and contingent funding obligations. 
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		Available Stable Funding (ASF) – Items ASF.1 to ASF.14





		The amount of ASF is measured based on the broad characteristics of the relative stability of a bank’s funding sources, including the contractual maturity of its liabilities and the differences in the propensity of different types of funding providers to withdraw their funding.



The amount of ASF is calculated by first assigning the carrying value (referred to as the “amount” in the return) of a bank’s capital and liabilities to the categories listed below. The amount assigned to each category is then multiplied by its associated ASF factor(s), and the “calculated amount” is the total ASF for each applicable category.  There are 5 factors applied: 100%, 95%, 90%, 50% and 0%.



The “carrying value” represents the amount at which a liability or equity instrument is recorded before the application of any regulatory deductions, filters or other adjustments and is the amount prior to the application of any ASF factors. 



Banks should report all capital and liabilities to the appropriate columns based on maturity.



When determining the maturity of an equity or liability instrument, a bank must assume that investors redeem call options at the earliest possible date.  



For funding with options exercisable at the bank’s discretion, banks should take into account reputational factors that may limit their ability not to exercise the option[footnoteRef:2]. In particular, where the market expects certain liabilities to be redeemed before their legal final maturity date, banks should assume such behaviour for the purpose of the NSFR and include these liabilities in the corresponding ASF category. Along the same lines, when calculating the NSFR, options by a bank to extend funding maturity of its obligations (e.g. soft-bullet structures) should generally be assumed not to be exercised when there may be reputational concerns. [2:  This could reflect a case where a bank may imply that it would be subject to funding risk if it did not exercise an option on its own funding.] 




For long-dated liabilities, only the portion of cash flows falling at or beyond the six-month and one-year time horizons should be treated as having an effective residual maturity of six months or more and one year or more, respectively.






		ASF.1

		Total regulatory capital (100% ASF factor)

Report the total amount of regulatory capital (Tier 1 and Tier 2), before the application of capital deductions, but exclude any Tier 2 instruments with a residual maturity of less than one year. 










		ASF.2

		Capital instruments not included in ASF.1, ≥1-year residual maturity (100% ASF factor)

Report the total amount of any capital instruments not included in ASF.1 that have an effective residual maturity of one year or more but exclude any instruments with explicit or embedded options that, if exercised, would reduce the expected maturity to less than one year.





		ASF.3

		Secured and unsecured borrowings and liabilities (including term deposits), ≥1-year residual maturity (100% ASF factor)

Report the total amount of secured and unsecured borrowings and liabilities (including term deposits) with effective residual maturities of one year or more.  



Note that any term deposits (funding) with effective maturity of one year or more from retail and non-financial small businesses should be reported in Items ASF.4 or ASF.5 as applicable.



Cash flows falling below the one-year horizon but arising from liabilities with a final maturity greater than one year do not qualify for the 100% ASF factor. 





		ASF.4

		Retail and non-financial small business stable deposits (95% or 100% ASF factor)

Under 6 months maturity, and 6 months to less than 1-year residual maturity (95% ASF factor)

Report stable retail deposits and deposits from small business customers (as defined for LCR purposes) that are on demand or are term deposits with residual maturities of less than one year, in the applicable maturity bucket (under 6 months, or 6 months to 1 year).



Also include stable retail and small business term deposits with residual maturities greater than one year if they can be withdrawn early without a significant penalty – in this case they should be included in the less than 6 months’ maturity column.



More than 1-year residual maturity (100% ASF factor)

Include only stable retail deposits and deposits from small business customers (as defined for LCR purposes) that have a residual maturity greater than one year, provided such deposits cannot be withdrawn early without significant penalty (otherwise they must be included as specified above, with a 95% ASF factor applying).





		ASF.5

		Retail and non-financial small business less stable deposits (90% or 100% ASF factor)

Under 6 months maturity, and 6 months to less than 1-year residual maturity (90% ASF factor)

Report less stable retail deposits and deposits from small business customers (as defined for LCR purposes) that are on demand or are term deposits with residual maturities of less than one year, in the applicable maturity bucket (under 6 months, or 6 months to 1 year).



Also include less stable retail and small business term deposits with residual maturities greater than one year if they can be withdrawn early without a significant penalty – in this case they should be included in the less than 6 months’ maturity column.



More than 1-year residual maturity (100% ASF factor)

Include only less stable retail deposits and deposits from small business customers (as defined for LCR purposes) that have a residual maturity greater than one year, provided such deposits cannot be withdrawn early without significant penalty (otherwise they must be included as specified above, with a 90% ASF factor applying).





		ASF.6

		Funding (secured and unsecured), <1-year residual maturity, provided by non-financial corporate customers (50% ASF factor)

Report secured and unsecured wholesale funding, non-maturity deposits and / or term deposits with a residual maturity of less than one year, provided by non-financial corporate customers (i.e. not banks or financial institutions), in the applicable maturity bucket (under 6 months, or 6 months to 1 year).



This does not include deposits placed by sovereigns, PSEs or MDBs which are reported under ASF.8 nor small business customers which are reported under ASF.4 or ASF.5.





		ASF.7

		Operational deposits (50% ASF factor)

Report all operational deposits as defined for LCR purposes. For NSFR reporting these are all treated as being less than 6 months maturity.





		ASF.8

		Funding from sovereigns, PSEs, and MDBs <1-year residual maturity (50% ASF factor)

Report funding, non-maturity deposits and / or term deposits with a residual maturity of less than one year, provided by sovereigns, PSEs or MDBs, in the applicable maturity bucket (under 6 months, or 6 months to 1 year). 





		ASF.9

		Other funding (secured and unsecured), ≥6 months to <1-year residual maturity (50% ASF factor)

Report other funding not included in the above Items, with residual maturity between six months to less than one year, including funding from central banks and financial institutions (including non-operational deposits from other banks).





		ASF.10

		All other liabilities and equity categories not included in the above categories (0% ASF factor)

Report other funding not covered in ASF1 to ASF.9 with residual maturity of less than six months, including from central banks and financial institutions (including non-operational deposits from other banks).





		ASF.11

		Other liabilities without a stated maturity (0%, 50% or 100% ASF factor)

This category must include short positions and open maturity positions that are not captured under Items ASF.1 to ASF.10.



ASF.11.1 (0% ASF factor) – report liabilities (except those meeting ASF.11.2 or ASF.11.3 criteria) not otherwise captured in Items ASF.1 to ASF.10. Such Items should be included under the <6 months column.



Two exceptions to the 0% ASF factor are permitted for liabilities without a stated maturity:



ASF.11.2 (50% or 100% ASF factor) – report deferred tax liabilities, which should be treated according to the nearest possible date on which such liabilities could be realised.



ASF.11.3 (50% or 100% ASF factor) - report minority interest, which should be treated according to the term of the instrument, usually in perpetuity.



In respect of both ASF.11.2 and ASF.11.3 if the effective maturity is one year or greater, the ASF factor is 100%. If the effective maturity is between six months and less than one year, the ASF factor is 50%.





		ASF.12

		Net (NSFR) derivative liabilities (0% ASF factor)

The amount to be reported for this Item should be calculated as:

· NSFR derivative liabilities (calculated per paragraph A.1, Annex A); less

· NSFR derivative assets (calculated per paragraph A.2 of Annex A)



Subject to the result being a positive figure.  If the result of the calculation is a negative figure, banks should input “0” as the “amount” here.  A negative figure must not be input.





		ASF.13

		“Trade date” payables (0% ASF factor)

Report any “trade date” payables arising from purchases of financial instruments, foreign currencies and commodities that:



(i) are expected to settle within the standard settlement cycle or period that is customary for the relevant exchange or type of transaction; or

(ii) have failed to, but are still expected to, settle.



For NSFR reporting these are all treated as being less than 6 months maturity.





		ASF.14

		Total Available Stable Funding

Calculated automatically as the sum of ASF.1 to ASF.13.
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		Required Stable Funding (RSF) – Items RSF.1 to RSF.28





		The amount of RSF is measured based on the broad characteristics of the liquidity risk profile of a bank’s assets and off-balance-sheet exposures.



The amount of RSF is calculated by first assigning the carrying value (referred to as the “amount” in the return) of a bank’s assets to the categories listed below. The carrying value of an asset item should generally be recorded by following its accounting value, i.e. net of specific provisions, and the requirements for on-balance sheet, non-derivative assets.



The amount assigned to each category is then multiplied by its associated RSF factor(s), and the “calculated amount” is the total RSF for each applicable category.  There are 8 factors applied: 0%, 5%, 10%, 15%, 50%, 65%, 85% and 100%.  The total RSF is the sum of these on balance sheet calculated amounts added to the amount of off-balance-sheet activity (or potential liquidity exposure) multiplied by its associated RSF factor(s). 



In completing this section of the return banks should allocate the assets recorded on their balance sheet to the appropriate RSF category. For purposes of determining its RSF, a bank should include financial instruments, foreign currencies and commodities for which a purchase order has been executed, and exclude financial instruments, foreign currencies and commodities for which a sales order has been executed, even if such transactions have not been reflected in the balance sheet under a settlement-date accounting model, provided that (i) such transactions are not reflected as derivatives or secured financing transactions in the bank’s balance sheet, and (ii) the effects of such transactions will be reflected in the bank’s balance sheet when settled.



Definitions in the NSFR for RSF mirror those in the LCR Reporting Form Guidance, unless otherwise specified. Of note, for purposes of calculating the RSF, HQLA is defined as all HQLA without regard to LCR operational requirements and LCR caps on Level 2 and Level 2B assets that may limit the ability of some HQLA to be included as eligible HQLA in the calculation of the LCR.



Treatment of maturity

Unless otherwise stated, banks should allocate all assets to the appropriate columns (maturity buckets and RSF factors) in the return based on their residual maturity or liquidity value.



When determining the maturity of an instrument, investors are assumed to exercise any option to extend maturity. For assets with options to extend exercisable at the bank’s discretion, where the market expects certain assets to be extended in their maturity, banks should assume such behaviour for the purpose of the NSFR and include these assets in the corresponding maturity band (and RSF Item).



For amortising loans, (or other principal repayment claims) the portion that comes due within the one-year horizon can be treated in the less than one-year residual maturity categories.



Unencumbered loans without a stated final maturity, even where the borrower may repay the loan in full and without penalty charges at the next rate reset date, are deemed to have an effective residual maturity period of more than one year and must be given either a 65% or 85% RSF factor depending on their risk weights under the standardised approach for credit risk.  If there is a contractual provision with a review date at which the bank may determine whether a given facility or loan is renewed or not, the Authority may authorise a bank, on a case-by-case basis, to use the next review date as the maturity date. In considering such authorisation the Authority will consider the incentives created and the actual likelihood that such facilities/loans will not be renewed. In particular, options by a bank not to renew a given facility should generally be assumed not to be exercised when there may be reputational concerns.



Encumbrance

In accordance with the principle that a bank cannot derive liquidity benefit from assets that they have encumbered, banks are required to identify whether specific assets have been encumbered and for what duration.



Assets on the balance sheet that are encumbered[footnoteRef:3] for one year or more must receive a 100% RSF factor. Assets encumbered for a period of between six months and less than one year that would, if unencumbered, receive an RSF factor lower than or equal to 50% must receive a 50% RSF factor. Assets encumbered for between six months and less than one year that would, if unencumbered, receive an RSF factor higher than 50% must retain that higher RSF factor. [3:  Encumbered assets include but are not limited to assets backing securities or covered bonds and assets pledged in securities financing transactions or collateral swaps. “Unencumbered” is defined in the LCR Reporting Form Guidance.] 




Where assets have less than six months remaining in the encumbrance period, those assets may be reported in the relevant Items for the equivalent unencumbered assets and treated as unencumbered for these purposes, unless a specific treatment is otherwise stated. 



Secured financing transactions

For secured funding arrangements, use of balance sheet and accounting treatments should generally result in banks excluding, from their assets, securities which they have borrowed in securities financing transactions (such as reverse repos and collateral swaps) where they do not have beneficial ownership. In contrast, banks must include securities they have lent in securities financing transactions where they retain beneficial ownership. Banks should also not include any securities they have received through collateral swaps if those securities do not appear on their balance sheets. Where banks have encumbered securities in repos or other securities financing transactions but have retained beneficial ownership and those assets remain on the bank’s balance sheet, the bank must allocate such securities to the appropriate RSF category.



Amounts receivable and payable under these securities financing transactions should generally be reported on a gross basis, meaning that the gross amount of such receivables and payables should be reported on the RSF side and ASF side, respectively. The only exception is that securities financing transactions with a single counterparty may be measured on a net basis when calculating the NSFR, provided that the netting conditions for securities financing transactions set out in item C.2 of Form SR-2D (leverage ratio) (as detailed in the Guidance Note for Deposit Takers, Quarterly Prudential Returns issued October 2017) are met.





		Balance Sheet Items (Items RSF.1 to RSF.21)



		RSF.1

		Cash and central bank reserves / claims (0% RSF factor)

Report coins, banknotes, central bank reserves and all claims on central banks with a residual maturity of less than six months. 



The term “claims” is broader than loans. The term “claims”, for example, also includes central bank bills and the asset account created on banks’ balance sheets by entering into repo transactions with central banks.





		RSF.2

		"Trade date" receivables (0% RSF factor)

Report trade date receivables arising from sales of financial instruments, foreign currencies and commodities that:



(i) are expected to settle within the standard settlement cycle or period that is customary for the relevant exchange or type of transaction: or

(ii) have failed to, but are still expected to, settle.





		RSF.3

		Unencumbered Level 1 HQLA (5% RSF factor)

Report unencumbered level 1 HQLA assets as defined for LCR purposes (but excluding any assets covered under RSF.1 above).  Include:



· marketable securities which represent claims on, or guaranteed by, sovereigns, central banks, PSEs, the Bank for International Settlements, the International Monetary Fund, the European Central Bank and the European Community, European Stability Mechanism, the European Financial Stability Facility or eligible MDBs that are assigned a 0% risk weight under the standardised approach to credit risk;

· non 0% risk weighted sovereign or central bank debt securities (excluding claims on central banks with maturities less than 6 months, covered in RSF.1 above).  Note that the total amount for securities issued in foreign currency can be included here, irrespective of any exclusion in the LCR HQLA calculations.



Annex B contains a list of eligible MDBs. 



		RSF.4

		Unencumbered loans to financial institutions, secured by Level 1 HQLA, <6 months residual maturity (10% RSF factor)

Report unencumbered loans to financial institutions with residual maturities of less than six months, where the loan is secured against Level 1 HQLA (as defined for LCR purposes) and where the bank can freely rehypothecate the received collateral for the life of the loan.





		RSF.5

		Unencumbered Level 2A HQLA (15% RSF factor)

Report unencumbered level 2A HQLA assets as defined for LCR purposes, as follows:



RSF.5.1: include marketable securities which represent claims on, or guaranteed by, sovereigns, central banks, PSEs, or MDBs that are assigned a 20% risk weight under the standardised approach to credit risk.



RSF.5.2: include applicable level 2A HQLA corporate debt securities (including commercial paper) and covered bonds (must have a credit rating of at least AA- or equivalent according to the standardised approach to credit risk).





		RSF.6

		Unencumbered Level 2B HQLA (50% RSF factor)

Report unencumbered level 2B HQLA assets as defined for LCR purposes, as follows:



RSF.6.1: include applicable level 2B HQLA residential mortgage-backed securities (RMBS) with a credit rating of at least AA or equivalent according to the standardised approach to credit risk.



RSF.6.2: include applicable level 2B HQLA corporate debt securities (including commercial paper) (must have a credit rating of between A+ and BBB- or equivalent according to the standardised approach to credit risk).



RSF.6.3: include applicable level 2B HQLA non-financial common equity shares (exchange traded shares).



RSF.6.4: include applicable level 2B HQLA sovereign and central bank debt securities (those rated BBB+ to BBB- or equivalent under the standardised approach to credit risk) and applicable PSE debt securities (must have a credit rating of at least BBB- or equivalent according to the standardised approach to credit risk).





		RSF.7

		[bookmark: _Hlk200976488]Other loans to financial institutions and central banks (15%, 50% or 100%RSF factor)

Report all other unencumbered loans to financial institutions and central banks that are not already reported in any of Items RSF.1 to RSF.6 above (nor in Item RSF.8) as follows:





Residual maturity of less than 6 months (15% RSF factor)

Report unencumbered loans to financial institutions with residual maturity of less than six months (not included in Item RSF.4).



Note: Claims against central banks with a residual maturity of less than six months are reported under RSF.1.



Residual maturity between 6 months and less than 1 year (50% RSF factor)

Report unencumbered loans to financial institutions and central banks with residual maturity of between six months and less than one year.



More than 1-year residual maturity (100% RSF factor)

Report unencumbered loans to financial institutions and central banks with residual maturity of more than one year.





		RSF.8

		Operational deposits (50% RSF factor)

Report deposits held at other financial institutions for operational purposes, as defined for LCR purposes, and which are subject to the 50% ASF factor per Item ASF.7.  For NSFR reporting these are all treated as being less than 6 months maturity.





		RSF.9

		Other non-HQLA <1-year residual maturity (50% RSF factor)

Report all other non-HQLA not included in the above categories with residual maturity of less than one year, for example, loans to non-financial corporate clients, loans to retail customers (i.e. natural persons) and small business customers, and loans to sovereigns and PSEs.





		RSF.10

		Unencumbered residential mortgages ≥1-year residual maturity (Risk Weight ≤35%) (65% RSF factor)

Report unencumbered residential mortgages with a residual maturity of one year or more that would qualify for a 35% or lower risk weight under the standardised approach to credit risk.





		RSF.11

		Other unencumbered loans (excluding financial institutions) ≥1-year residual maturity (Risk Weight ≤35%) (65% RSF factor)

Report all other unencumbered loans (except loans to financial institutions), not included in the above RSF categories, with a residual maturity of one year or more that would qualify for a 35% or lower risk weight under the standardised approach to credit risk.



For example, this may include loans to sovereigns, PSEs and eligible MDBs not covered elsewhere.  





		RSF.12

		Margin provided (85% RSF factor)

Report cash, securities or other assets posted as initial margin for derivative contracts or provided to contribute to the default fund of a central counterparty (CCP). This is regardless of whether recorded on or off the balance sheet.



Where securities or other assets posted as initial margin for derivative contracts would otherwise receive a higher RSF factor, they should retain that higher factor.



Note: Initial margin posted on behalf of a customer, where the bank provided a customer access to a third party (e.g. a CCP) for the purpose of clearing derivatives, where the transactions are executed in the name of the customer and the bank does not guarantee performance of the third party (e.g. the CCP), maybe exempt from this requirement.





		RSF.13

		Other unencumbered loans (excluding financial institutions) ≥1-year residual maturity (Risk Weight >35%) (85% RSF factor)

Include all other unencumbered performing loans (except loans to financial institutions) with a residual maturity of one year or more that do not qualify for the 35% or lower risk weight under the standardised approach to credit risk.



Note: performing loans are those that are not past due for more than 90 days or otherwise classified as a defaulted exposure.





		RSF.14

		Unencumbered securities and physical traded commodities (85% RSF factor)

Include here:

· unencumbered securities with a remaining maturity of one year or more and exchange-traded equities, that are not in default and do not qualify as HQLA;

· physical traded commodities, including gold.





		RSF.15

		Encumbered assets (where the encumbrance is ≥6 months) (50%, 65%, 85% or 100% RSF factor)



For each of RSF.15.1 to RSF.15.4, banks should allocate assets to the appropriate columns (maturity buckets) in the return based on their residual maturity or liquidity value.  The period of encumbrance is pertinent to the RSF factor only.



RSF.15.1 (50% RSF factor) - this comprises:

· any HQLA (defined in the LCR) that are encumbered for a period of between six months and less than one year; and

· any non-HQLA assets encumbered between six months and less than one year that would, if unencumbered, receive an RSF factor lower than or equal to 50%.



RSF.15.2 (65% RSF factor) – this comprises non-HQLA assets encumbered between six months and less than one year that would, if unencumbered, receive an RSF factor of 65%. This includes the assets defined at RSF.10 and RSF.11.



RSF.15.3 (85% RSF factor) – this comprises non-HQLA assets encumbered between six months and less than one year that would, if unencumbered receive an RSF factor of 85%. This includes the assets defined at RSF.12 to RSF.14.



RSF.15.4 (100% RSF factor) – this comprises all assets, including HQLA, that are encumbered for a period of one year or more.





		RSF.16

		Net (NSFR) derivative assets (100% RSF factor)

The amount to be reported for this Item should be calculated as:

· NSFR derivative assets (calculated per paragraph A.2, Annex A); less

· NSFR derivative liabilities (calculated per paragraph A.1, Annex A)



Subject to the result being a positive figure, plus

· 20% of derivative liabilities (i.e. negative replacement cost amounts) as calculated per paragraph A.1 of Annex A (before deducting variation margin posted).



If the result of the calculation is a negative figure, banks should input “0” as the “amount” here. A negative figure must not be input.





		RSF.17

		Assets without a stated maturity (100% RSF factor)

Report assets without a stated maturity not included in Items RSF.15 and RSF.16 (including non-maturity reverse repos unless a bank can demonstrate to the Authority that the non-maturity reverse repo would effectively mature in less than one year).



Note: For NSFR reporting, these are treated as maturing over one year.





		RSF.18

		Other assets (100% RSF factor)

Report all other assets not included in any of the above categories, including non-performing loans, non-exchange-traded equities, fixed assets, items deducted from regulatory capital, retained interest, insurance assets, subsidiary interests and defaulted securities.





		RSF.19

		Total RSF – Balance Sheet Items

Calculated automatically as the sum of Items RSF.1 to RSF.18.





		Off Balance Sheet Items (Items RSF.20 to RSF.25)



		Many potential off-balance sheet liquidity exposures require little direct or immediate funding but can lead to significant liquidity drains over a longer time horizon. The NSFR assigns an RSF factor to various off-balance sheet activities in order to ensure that banks hold stable funding for the portion of off-balance sheet exposures that may be expected to require funding within a one-year horizon. 



Consistent with the LCR Reporting Form Guidance, the NSFR identifies off-balance-sheet exposure categories based broadly on whether the commitment is a credit or liquidity facility or some other contingent funding obligation. 



		RSF.20

		Irrevocable and conditionally revocable facilities (5% RSF factor)

Report balances of undrawn committed irrevocable and conditionally revocable credit and liquidity facilities to any client.





		RSF.21

		Unconditionally revocable facilities (0% RSF factor)

Report balances of undrawn unconditionally revocable credit and liquidity facilities.





		RSF.22

		Trade finance-related obligations (0% RSF factor)

Report trade finance-related obligations (including guarantees and letters of credit).





		RSF.23

		Guarantees and letters of credit unrelated to trade finance obligations (0% RSF factor)

Report all other guarantees and letters of credit not covered in RSF.22.





		RSF.24

		Non-contractual obligations (0% RSF factor)

Report any other contingent funding obligations such as:



· Potential requests for debt repurchases of the bank’s own debt or that of related conduits, securities investment vehicles and other such financing facilities;

· Structured products where customers anticipate ready marketability, such as adjustable-rate notes and variable rate demand notes; and

· Managed funds that are marketed with the objective of maintaining a stable value.





		RSF.25

		Total RSF – Off Balance Sheet Items

Calculated automatically as the sum of Items RSF.20 to RSF.24.





		Total RSF



		RSF.26

		Total Required Stable Funding

Calculated automatically as the sum of RSF.19 and RSF.25









5. [bookmark: _Toc201849536]NSFR Calculation

		Net Stable Funding Ratio (NSFR)





		NSFR

		Net Stable Funding Ratio

Calculated automatically as Item ASF.14 (Total Available Stable Funding) divided by Item RSF.26 (Total Required Stable Funding), expressed as a percentage.









[bookmark: _Toc201849537]Annex A – Treatment of Derivatives



This Annex is relevant to the calculation of the amount (carrying values) for Items ASF.12 and RSF.18.



A.1 Calculation of Derivative Liability Amounts

Derivative liabilities are calculated first based on the replacement cost for derivative contracts (obtained by marking to market) where the contract has a negative value. When an eligible bilateral netting contract is in place that meets the conditions as specified in Annex 1  (paragraphs 1 and 2) to Form SR-2D (leverage ratio) (as detailed in the Guidance Note for Deposit Takers, Quarterly Prudential Returns issued October 2017), the replacement cost for the set of derivative exposures covered by the contract must be the net replacement cost.



In calculating derivative liabilities for the NSFR, collateral posted in the form of variation margin in connection with derivative contracts, regardless of the asset type, must be deducted from the negative replacement cost amount.



Note: NSFR derivative liabilities = (derivative liabilities) – (total collateral posted as variation margin on derivative liabilities).



To the extent that the bank’s accounting framework reflects on balance sheet, in connection with a derivative contract, an asset associated with collateral posted as variation margin that is deducted from the replacement cost amount for purposes of the NSFR, that asset should not be included in the calculation of a bank’s RSF to avoid any double-counting.



A.2 Calculation of Derivative Asset Amounts

Derivative assets are calculated first based on the replacement cost for derivative contracts (obtained by marking to market) where the contract has a positive value. When an eligible bilateral netting contract is in place that meets the conditions as specified above in A.1, the replacement cost for the set of derivative exposures covered by the contract must be the net replacement cost. 



In calculating derivative assets for the NSFR, collateral received in connection with derivative contracts must not offset the positive replacement cost amount, regardless of whether or not netting is permitted under the bank's operative accounting or risk-based framework, unless it is received in the form of cash variation margin and meets the conditions as specified in Item B.4 of Form SR-2D (leverage ratio) (as detailed in the Guidance Note for Deposit Takers, Quarterly Prudential Returns issued October 2017) for the cash portion of variation margin exchanged between counterparties to be viewed as a form of pre-settlement payment. Any remaining balance sheet liability associated with variation margin received that does not meet the criteria above or initial margin received may not offset derivative assets and should be assigned a 0% ASF factor.



Note: NSFR derivative assets = (derivative assets) – (cash collateral received as variation margin on derivative assets)

[bookmark: _Toc201849538]Annex B - Eligible Multilateral Development Banks (MDBs)



List of MDBs that are eligible for a 0% risk weight:



· the World Bank Group comprising:

· the International Bank for Reconstruction and Development,

· the International Finance Corporation,

· the Multilateral Investment Guarantee Agency, and

· the International Development Association

· Asian Development Bank

· African Development Bank

· European Bank for Reconstruction and Development 

· Inter-American Development Bank

· European Investment Bank

· European Investment Fund

· Nordic Investment Bank

· Caribbean Development Bank

· Islamic Development Bank

· Council of Europe Development Bank

· International Finance Facility for Immunization

· Asian Infrastructure Investment Bank.
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