THE XBRL NETWORK OF THE COMMITTEE OF EUROPEAN BANKING SUPERVISORS (CEBS).

XBRL ADOPTION AND USAGE QUESTIONNAIRE      (v1.1, 2008-06-26)
DISCLAIMER: ALL THE INFORMATION HEREBY PROVIDED WILL BE MADE PUBLIC IN WWW.COREP.INFO (AND OTHERS)
	Country, Regulator/Institution, Date, Webpage URL (National language as well as English language), e-mail and contact details for XBRL issues:

	


	
	COREP
	FINREP
	IFRS
	Other
	Other

	Usage (Mandatory, Optional, Planned, Not yet decided, Discarded)
	
	
	
	
	

	Year/Version
	
	
	
	
	

	Project Codename
	
	
	
	
	

	Extension URL
	
	
	
	
	

	Reporting Term/s: (Monthly/Quarterly/Yearly)
	
	
	
	
	

	Separate taxonomies for each reporting term, or what solution is used?
	
	
	
	
	

	Comments

	
	
	
	
	


	Data based on COREP can be reported on a solo or consolidated basis. Do you use separate taxonomies, or other solution? 
	

	XBRL provides two methods of communicating the precision of a numeric fact: precision or decimals attributes. 

a) Have you specified for your reporting institutions which method is to be used?

b) Have you predefined an accuracy of the data to be reported, i.e. in two decimals or thousand or million or as exact monetary amounts?

c) Do you handle minor rounding variations with a unique threshold or with variable threshold/s?

d) Do you use additional solution/s to handle rounding differences?
	

	XBRL defines three items for use in identifying who sent the reporting data and for which period: Institution code, Scheme identifier and Reporting period. 

a) What codification is used to identify the reporting institution (IBAN/BIC/ECB-MFI/Proprietary…)?

b) Do you ask for additional data for identifying the reporting institution?

c) How did you extend your national taxonomies to include this requirement?
	

	Some regulators have specified that a reporting institution can only sent a report for one template in one reporting period, but other regulators allow the composition of the data in one instance file for several reporting institutions, templates and periods. Which rules have you defined?
	

	Do you ask for (or have created) additional information that the one present in the CEBS (or local regulator) package? I f yes, how did you extended the taxonomy? Did you only referred to the CEBS taxonomy or did you look at other countries' taxonomies?
	

	Did you delete some parts of the taxonomy? If yes, how did you proceed? What impacts did it had on the validation (calculation linkbase / formulas)?
	

	Do you expect the XBRL instance to be in a character encoding different from UTF-8?
	

	Comments:




We would be pleased if you could spare some minutes to answer the questionnaire to info@corep.info 
Questions?: Katrin Schmehl Katrin.Schmehl@bundesbank.de or Ignacio Boixo boixo@bde.es, CEBS XBRL Coordination  










