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Context

The CRDIV Implementing Technical Standards will significantly
change the XBRL landscape in the banking sector, across the
EEA, on the 15t Jan 2014
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2014 XBRL MAP
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The Frameworks

COREP FINREP
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Misconceptions

Common XBRL Misconceptions




Misconception 1

| am not sure to use which tag!

 Look in the Data Point Model (DPM), identify the data point and
understand the description.
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Main category = Derivatives

approach = Original Exposure Method

Type of risk = CVA risk

Prudential portfolic = Banking and trading book
Type of market = QTC
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Misconception 1
Why is this problematic?

 The company data is organized
different and/or spread though
different systems.

What change with the new
versions.
 Transparent = powerful DPM

« Harmonisation = more
knowledged people in Europe

Consistency = FINREP and
COREP are not more stand
alone
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Misconception 2

Outsourcing XBRL tagging is the best option
e Qutsourcing just for tagging has many disadvantages

* In house tagging is the best option.

Why?

e You can reuse efficient and optimal your existing internal data.

* The accountability for the credit institution seems to be shifting to the outsourcer,
but it does not.

e Errors can be understood and internal processes can be optimised.

« The internal knowledge will grow and synergies with other functions can be
realised

e Shorter turn around times




Misconception 3

XBRL makes companies too transparent.

XBRL in no way requires a company to change how, what, or
when to do regulatory reporting.

*CRDIV has this objective.
XBRL does require not more data as any proprietary format.
*CRDIV/ITS request more data.

Credit Institutions report the same information, but XBRL
presents it in a computer readable format to make it more
digestible.

*CRDIV trigger the complexity, XBRL trigger the standardisation
and finally reduce the burden to the credit institutions.




Expected Results

Harmonized EEA Data

Transparency

Consistency
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Contact information
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