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2) Bisherige Befassung des FA NB
3) Konsultationsfragen
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1) Uberblick

B EFRAG

‘L European Securities and Markets Autharity

Veroffentlichung
Konsultationsdokumente
(8. Februar 2024)

Veroffentlichung
Konsultationsdokumente
RTS*-Entwurf zur
Anderung der ESEF-VO
(13. Dezember 2024)

Annahme des RTS mittels
delegiertem Rechtsakt

Prozess zur Anderung des ESEF-RTS bzw. der ESEF-VO

Offentliche
Konsultation (60
Tage)

Offentliche
Konsultation
(bis 31. Marz 2025)

3 Monate
scrutiny period
(Europaisches
Parlament und Rat
der EU)

Uberarbeitung der
ESRS-Taxonomie

Uberarbeitung des
RTS-Entwurfs (inkl.
Taxonomien)

Veroffentlichung
im Amtsblatt der
Europadischen
Union
(vrs.in 2026)

~

DRSC

Ubergabe der
ESRS-Taxonomie an

ESMA
(4. August 2024)

Ubergabe an die
Europaische
Kommission

(3. Quartal 2025)

I.r_1krafttreten der
Anderungen der
ESEF-VO

*RTS = Regulatory Technical Standard (technischer Regulierungsstandard)
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https://www.efrag.org/en/sustainability-reporting/esrs-workstreams/digital-tagging-with-xbrl-taxonomies
https://www.efrag.org/en/projects/esrs-xbrl-taxonomy/concluded
https://www.esma.europa.eu/press-news/consultations/consultation-esef-rts-sustainability-reporting-and-amendments-eeap-rts

1) Uberblick r
i 4

DRSC-Aktivitaten DRSC

* FA-Sitzungen
= eine FA NB-Sitzung im Januar, eine GFA- und eine FA FB-Sitzung im Februar
=  GFA-Sitzung fiir Marz geplant
= Entwurf Stellungnahme im Umlaufverfahren
* Arbeitskreis ,Digitale Nachhaltigkeitsberichterstattung”
= zwei Sitzungen im Januar
= vier Sitzungen fir Februar und weitere Sitzungen im Marz

=  Fokus auf elektronische Nachhaltigkeitsberichterstattung, aber auch Themen zur elektronischen
Finanzberichterstattung

 ESEF-Anwenderforum
= Sitzung fiir Ende Februar oder Anfang Marz geplant
 XBRL Deutschland
= DRSC-Mitarbeiterstab nimmt an AG-Sitzungen von XBRL Deutschland teil

» Diskussionen aus Arbeitskreis und ESEF-Anwenderforum sollen DRSC-Stellungnahme
informieren
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2) Bisherige Befassung des FA NB

Inhalte der Stellungnahme an EFRAG zu XBRL-Taxonomien

Deutsches Rethnungslegungs Sandards Commitiee e i ’ ’ I

Accounting Standards Committes of Germany

DRSC
ABCE » Jouchirathaler St 34 « O-10719 Berin
EFRAG Sustaisatu ity Ruperting Technicsl
MIr Pairick de Cambowg (SREChar) commin -

tese:  +40 (030 2084

35 Bquare de Meels Edbil  inkofdncds
1000 Brussels (fifth loor)
Belgium Bk, B Aol 2604,

Draft XERL Taxonomies for ESRS Set 1

Dear Palvick,

on behalf of the Accounting Standards Commitiee of Gemnany (ASCEG) | am weiling lo com-
ment on the draft XBRL taxsnomy for ESRS Sat 1, issusd by EFRAG on B Febrary 2024
{herein referred to s Drafl axonemiss'). We appreciate the opporunity 1o comment on the
draft taxonomies.

The views expmmeﬂ in this comment lefler are the resull of discussions within the ASCG's
Sustainabiity Reporting Technical Commiliee, 8 wosking group established together with
¥BRL Genmany and bwo public discussions.

The ASCG welcomes the draft taxon omies as, logether with sther initiatives (such as the ESAP
Regulation, Reguiation (EU) 2023/2859), they represant an impomant stap lowards the dgital.
isation of sustsnabiity infonmation.

We understand the process for implementing Article 29d of the Ascounting Directive (Directive
2013/34/EL) to mean that EFRAG was mandated to develop the dralt taxonomies ag a tech-
nieal transpesition of the reporting requirements of the ESRS Set 1 (European Sustsinability
Reporting Standards, Delegated Regulation (EU) 2023/2772) and the Taxonomy Reguiation
(Delegated Regulation (ELI) 2021/2178). Onee finalised, the taxonomies will be the basis for
ESMA (Eurcpesn Securities and Market Authority) te develop a draft RTS (Regulatory Tech-
nieal Standards) to amend the ESEF Regulation (Delegsted Regulation (EU) 2019/815). This
draft RTS will sss include 1agging and valdation rues and will alse be subject 1o & public
consuiiation. Alhough EFRAG and ESMA therefore have different mandates, the twe man-
dales are interconnected, as the architecture of the taxanemies cannel be considered without
the 1agging rules. Our comments will therefore also address the possible content of the

ESMA 1 and overarching issues of the draft taxenomy for Article

Please find our detaled comments in the appendix to this letier, approved by the ASCG's
Susiainabilty Reporting Technical Committee, which mirors the comments we submitled via
the web-based surveys provided by EFRAG for this consultation_ In adion, we woukd B to
highlight c&rtain key and overarching issues in sdvance:

Biark Cuima: [ e —

Dwstsch Bark Barin Drairic Const Earin-Chariotiantueg, W TE08 e
lllllll BAMH Praai

DEX w000 0600 8070 ATET 06 Umcry Larfusran
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~

Vorgaben zur Auszeichnung sollten nicht iiber Anforderungen der
eigentlichen Berichtspflichten in den ESRS und der TaxonomieVO
hinausgehen

Nutzer des menschenlesbaren Formates sollten nicht besser oder
schlechter gestellt werden als Nutzer des maschinenlesbaren
Formates

hinreichende Ubergangsvorschriften sind notwendig, insb. fiir
Unternehmen ohne ESEF-Erfahrung

nicht alle Taxonomieelemente sollten verpflichtend auszuzeichnen
sein (Level 3-Elemente fiir narrative Angaben sind sehr aufwendig)

Mehrfachauszeichnungen derselben Angaben sollte vermieden
werden
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https://www.drsc.de/app/uploads/2024/04/240408_CL_ASCG_EFRAG_Taxonomies-E_final.pdf

2) Bisherige Befassung des FA NB

Ubergangsvorschriften zur Auszeichnung der ESRS-Angaben

e zeitlicher Anwendungsbereich der CSRD i.V.m. ESEF-VO n.F.

DRSC

2025 2026 2027 2028 2029 2030 2031

2032

2033

KapG und ihnen gleichgestellte PersG mit mehr als 500 Mitarbeite
r als 500 Mitsr\beitenden

men mit mehr grc'seSJOO Mitarbeitenden
erunternehmen grofRer Gruppen mit mehr als 500 Mitarbeitenden

Phase 2

Alte rnative 1-< * grolRe KapG und ihnen gleichgestellte Perst Phase 2

*  Mutterunternehmen (KapG cder ihnen gle?cmagseesgellte PersG) grofSer Gruppen

* grolle Kreditinstitute
* grolRe VersicherungsuntePhasetn Phase 2
*  Mutterunternehmen (Kreditinstitute oder Versicherungsunternehmen) grofSer

gleichgestellte PersG mit mehr als 500 Mitarbeitenden
itenden

s 500 l\/IitarbePipgr?Seln
roRer Gruppen mit mehr als 500 Mitarbeitenden

Phase 2

Ite rnative 2‘< * groRe KapG und ihnen gleichgestellte PersG

*  Mutterunternehmen (KapG oder ihnen gleichocctelite Persg?g?gf}er Gruppen

Phase 2

* grol3e Kreditinstitute
* grolRe Versicherungsunternehmen Phase 1 Phase 2
*  Mutterunternehmen (Kreditinstitute oder Versicherungsunternehmen) groBer Gruppen
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2) Bisherige Befassung des FA NB

Ubergangsvorschriften zur Auszeichnung der ESRS-Angaben

Auszeichnung der ESRS-Angaben in 3 Phasen
“Phase1(2years) | Phase2(2years) | Phase3 (final)

Quantitative
(numencal, string,
date)

Semi-narrative
(1.e., Boolean)
enumerations

Marrative

Validation rules

Complete marking up, all
ESRS (except entity-specific
and “may” datapoints)

Only E1 and ESRS 2
(including topical IRO-1)

E1 and ESRS 2 (including
topical IRO-1): Level 3
Other ESRS: Level 1

‘EU Datapoints’, 'Outside
MA’, IRO IDs consistency’,
‘Policy IDs consistency’,
Target IDs consistency’ and
‘Action plan IDs consistency’

As before.

Complete marking up, all
ESRS (except entity-specific
and “may” datapoints)

E1 and ESRS 2 {including
topical IRO-1); Level 3
Other ESRS: Level 2
‘Energy unit’, “Volume unit’,
‘GHG emissions unit’,
‘Positive fact values’,
‘Dimensional breakdowns’,
‘Dimensional breakdowns —
sum to 100%’, ‘Dimensional
breakdowns — value chain’,
‘Estimated values’,
‘Percentage of employees’,
‘Number of employees (head
count), dunng perniod’, and
‘Number of employees (head
count), at end of penod’

FIGURE 6: SUMMARY OF PHASES AND CONTENT

DRSC

As before, and additional
marking up of other
entity-specific and “may”™
datapoints

As before, and additional
marking up of other
entity-specific and “may”
datapoints

All narrative: Level 3

‘Metncs not matenal®

ESMA, Consultation Paper, S. 29
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https://www.esma.europa.eu/sites/default/files/2024-12/ESMA32-2009130576-3024_CP_ESEF_RTS_-_marking_up_rules_for_sustainability_reports_and_financial_notes_and_EEAP_RTS_-_amendments.pdf

2) Bisherige Befassung des FA NB

Ubergangsvorschriften zur Auszeichnung der ESRS-Angaben

Auszelchnung der ESRS- Angaben in3 Phasen

ii t GOV-1 — The role of the admi ,
and suporvlsorybodlos

19. The undertaking shall di the ition of the inistrative, and
supcrvuory bodies, their roles and ruponslbﬂnhn and access to oxporuso and skills
with regard to ity s

20. The objective of this Discl Requirement is to provide an understanding of:
(@) the composition and diversity of the ad % and supervisory
bodies, e ,:
(b) the rolee and resp of the , and supervisory ObjeCﬂve
di i ight of the p to ot material Iimpacts, risks and

porwnmcs Indudlng mananemdnl’n role in these processes, and

(c) the expertise and skills of its administrative, management and supervisory bodies on
y s or to such and skills.

22, The undertaking shall disclose the following information about the roles and responsibilities of
the adminiswrative, management and supervisory bodies:

(a) | the id y of the and supervisory bodies (such as a
board committee or similar) or -ndw-dual(s] within a body responsible for oversight of
impacts, risks and opportunities
(b) | how each body's or lndlvcdual s responsibiiities for impacts, risks and opportunities are
fi d in the g's terms of reference, board mandates and other related
licies:
(c) |a d ipti of g 's role in the govermance processes. controls and
used to itor, ge and P , risks and opportunities,
moludlng - . S sl R
i wfnlherthalr’ohls“‘ b “toa pecif L) I or
and how oversight is exercised over that posvhon or commtt\ee |

Iu information about the reporting lines to the administrative, managemenl and
|

supervisory bodies;
[T whether dedicated controls and procedures are applied to the management of
| impacts, risks and opportunities and if so. how they are integrated with other
internal f ions; and

(d) how the administrative. management and supervisory bodies and senior execulive
management oversee the setting of targets related to matenal impacts, risks and
opportunities, and how they monitor progress towards them.

23. The disclosure shall include a description of how the admini and
supcrwsory bodies d-l-rmlnc whether appvopnalo skills and expertise au avallabl- or will be
ped o overses bility

(a)  the sustainability.reiatad expertise that the bodies, as a whole, either directly possess or
can leverage, for example through access to experts or training: and

(b) how those skills and expertise relate to the undertaking's material impacts, risks and
opportunities.

FIGURE 1: EXAMPLE OF DETERMINING NARRATIVE LEVELS IN THE ESRS

DRSC

ESMA, Consultation Paper, S. 14
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https://www.esma.europa.eu/sites/default/files/2024-12/ESMA32-2009130576-3024_CP_ESEF_RTS_-_marking_up_rules_for_sustainability_reports_and_financial_notes_and_EEAP_RTS_-_amendments.pdf

2) Bisherige Befassung des FA NB ,:/

Vorlaufige Meinungen zu Konsultationsfragen DRSC

Frage 2: Do you agree with the phased approach and the proposed timeline? Do
you concur that the first phase should be implemented for the same financial
year or the following financial year depending on the publication date of
amendments to the RTS on ESEF in the OJ (before or after 30 June of the given
year)? If not, please provide your reasons and suggest any well-founded
alternative timelines for implementation

* Verschiebung der erstmaligen Anwendung auf spatere Jahre wird befiirwortet, da sich bis
dahin moglicherweise der (fehlende) Nutzen des ESEF herausgestellt hat und dadurch weitere

gesetzgeberische Anderungen vorgenommen werden
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https://view.officeapps.live.com/op/view.aspx?src=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.esma.europa.eu%2Fsites%2Fdefault%2Ffiles%2F2024-12%2FESMA32-2009130576-3281_Reply_Form_Consultation_Paper_ESEFEEAP.docx&wdOrigin=BROWSELINK

2) Bisherige Befassung des FA NB ,:/

Vorlaufige Meinungen zu Konsultationsfragen DRSC

Frage 3: Do you agree with only considering an additional staggered approach
based on the type of large undertakings? If not, please explain your reasons and
suggest alternatives or other factors that should be considered and why.

* Unterteilung der Unternehmen in PIE- und Nicht-PIE-Unternehmen nicht sinnvoll

* es sollte sich an der bisherigen ESEF-Erfahrung der Ersteller orientiert werden: d.h.
Unternehmen, die bereits liber ESEF-Erfahrung im Hinblick auf die Auszeichnung ihrer IFRS-
Konzernabschliisse verfiigen, sollten vor allen anderen Unternehmen die neuen Vorschriften
anzuwenden haben
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https://view.officeapps.live.com/op/view.aspx?src=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.esma.europa.eu%2Fsites%2Fdefault%2Ffiles%2F2024-12%2FESMA32-2009130576-3281_Reply_Form_Consultation_Paper_ESEFEEAP.docx&wdOrigin=BROWSELINK

2) Bisherige Befassung des FA NB ,:/

Vorlaufige Meinungen zu Konsultationsfragen DRSC

Frage 4: Do you agree with the phases and the content to be marked up as

outlined for each phase? If not, please provide your reasons and suggest any

well-founded alternative regarding the content for each phase, together with the

rationale behind your suggestions.

* Phasenmodell wurde grundsatzlich begriit, da Unternehmen so mit jeder neuen Phase ESEF-
Erfahrung sammeln kénnen

 jedoch bietet erste Phase keine ausreichenden Erleichterungen, was der Intention der ersten
Phase als ,,Kennenlernphase” widerspricht

* fiir elektronische Berichterstattung der sog. Artikel 8-Angaben gem. TaxonomieVO sollte
ebenfalls ein Phasenmodell eingefiihrt werden: erste Phase sollte hierbei nur Auszeichnung
der Meldebogen umfassen, wohingegen zweite Phase auch die Auszeichnung narrativer

Angaben umfassen sollte

* Europaische Kommission oder die ESMA sollen laufend eruieren, ob Aufwand fiir Ersteller in
jeder Phase verhaltnismaRig ist im Hinblick auf die Interessen der Nutzer der Angaben
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https://view.officeapps.live.com/op/view.aspx?src=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.esma.europa.eu%2Fsites%2Fdefault%2Ffiles%2F2024-12%2FESMA32-2009130576-3281_Reply_Form_Consultation_Paper_ESEFEEAP.docx&wdOrigin=BROWSELINK

2) Bisherige Befassung des FA NB ,:/

Vorlaufige Meinungen zu Konsultationsfragen

DRSC

Fragen 7 und 11: Do you agree with the inclusion of a review clause that would
trigger stock-taking by ESMA to consider any necessary adjustments in response
to the evolving circumstances? If not, please provide your reasons.

 Europaische Kommission oder ESMA sollen laufend eruieren, ob der Aufwand fiir Ersteller in
jeder Phase fiir die ESRS-Angaben verhaltnismaRig ist im Hinblick auf die Interessen der
Nutzer der Angaben
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https://view.officeapps.live.com/op/view.aspx?src=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.esma.europa.eu%2Fsites%2Fdefault%2Ffiles%2F2024-12%2FESMA32-2009130576-3281_Reply_Form_Consultation_Paper_ESEFEEAP.docx&wdOrigin=BROWSELINK

3) Konsultationsfragen r
=

Beginn der ersten Berichterstattung (Anhang Il Abs. 5 ESEF-VO n.F.) DRSC

Frage 2: Do you agree with the phased approach and the proposed timeline? Do
you concur that the first phase should be implemented for the same financial
year or the following financial year depending on the publication date of
amendments to the RTS on ESEF in the OJ (before or after 30 June of the given
year)? If not, please provide your reasons and suggest any well-founded
alternative timelines for implementation
5. Large undertakings and parent undertakings of a large group that are Public Interest
Entities (PIEs) shall mark up their disclosures in the ESRS sustainability statements for
financial years beginning on or after 1 January 202X [the year of publication of the ESEF RTS
in the OJ, if published before 30 June. Otherwise, the following financial year 202X+1]. Large
undertakings and parent undertakings of a large group that are non-PIES shall mark up
their ESRS sustainability statements for financial years beginning on or after 1 January
202X+1 [the year following publication of the ESEF RTS in the OJ, if published before 30 June.

Otherwise, two years following publication in the OJ 202X+2]. This markup shall be implemented
in accordance with the following requirements:

FA NB — offentliche SITZUNGSUNTERLAGE © DRSCe.V./ 13. Februar 2025




3) Konsultationsfragen r
=

Beginn der ersten Berichterstattung (Anhang Il Abs. 5 ESEF-VO n.F.) DRSC

Frage 2: Do you agree with the phased approach and the proposed timeline? Do
you concur that the first phase should be implemented for the same financial
year or the following financial year depending on the publication date of
amendments to the RTS on ESEF in the OJ (before or after 30 June of the given
year)? If not, please provide your reasons and suggest any well-founded
alternative timelines for implementation

 Beobachtungen des DRSC-Mitarbeiterstabs

> sofern Anderungen der ESEF-VO vor dem ersten Halbjahr 2026 im EU-Amtsblatt veroffentlicht
werden und fiir ab dem ersten Januar 2026 beginnende Geschiaftsjahre anzuwenden sein sollten
(Alternative 1), wiirden dann geltenden neuen Anforderungen voraussichtlich keinem Test
unterzogen werden (kdnnen)

» Softwareanbieter aber brauchen genug Zeit, um entsprechende Anforderungen qualitativ hochwertig
umsetzen zu kénnen

» dies konnte ein weiteres Argument dafiir sein, den geanderten ESEF-RTS friihstens fiir ab dem ersten
Januar 2027 beginnende Geschaftsjahre anzuwenden zu lassen
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3) Konsultationsfragen r
Abbildung von Beziehungen (Anhang Il Abs. 7 ESEF-VO n.F.) S?sc/

Frage 4: Do you agree with the phases and the content to be marked up as
outlined for each phase? If not, please provide your reasons and suggest any
well-founded alternative regarding the content for each phase, together with the
rationale behind your suggestions.

7. In addition to the requirements set out in paragraph 5 and 6, large undertakings and parent
undertakings of a large group shall mark up their disclosures in the ESRS sustainability
statements for financial years beginning on or after 1 January 202X+4 for PIEs and 202X+5
for non-PIEs [four years after entry into force of the initial digital requirements], in accordance

with the following requirements:
a. All disclosures under ESRS corresponding to additional or entity-specific as well as

additional disclosures shall be marked up.

b. All narrative disclosures under ESRS topical standards shall be marked up using a
Level 3 taxonomy element, corresponding to the roman-numbered sub-
subparagraphs of the ESRS disclosure requirement or application requirement.

c. Where necessary, the relevant XBRL dimensions should also be applied.

d. Relationships between marked up disclosures shall be digitally provided using the
corresponding fact-to-fact relationships defined in the ESRS core taxonomy.
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3) Konsultationsfragen

Abbildung von Beziehungen (Anhang Il Abs. 7 ESEF-VO n.F.) S?sc/
Frage 4: Do you agree with the phases and the content to be marked up as
outlined for each phase? If not, please provide your reasons and suggest any
well-founded alternative regarding the content for each phase, together with the

rationale behind your suggestions.
n Policies

* Policy A
* Policy B
* Policy C

Topics, Subtopics and Sub-

subtopics
* Climate - Energy
* Water - Consumption
* Social - Own Workforce

Targets Action (Plans) & Resources
* Target A * Action A & Resource A
* TargetB * Action B & Resource B
* TargetC * Action Plan B & Resource C

Metrics 105. In order to support the report preparation software, XBRL International is planning to

* Metric A
. M:t::zg standardise this approach as a new Extensible Enumeration 3.0 specification that will

* MetricC

support typed dimensions. This will allow for better tooling support and validation. The ESRS

EFRAG, Explanatory Note, Tz. 102 ff. . . .
XBRL Taxonomy needs to be updated as soon as the specification is moved to

recommendation status and the custom item types need to be replaced.
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https://xbrl.efrag.org/downloads/ESRS-Set1-XBRL-Taxonomy-Explanatory-Note-and-Basis-for-Conclusions.pdf

3) Konsultationsfragen

’.'/

Abbildung von Beziehungen (Anhang Il Abs. 7 ESEF-VO n.F.) DRSC

Frage 4: Do you agree with the phases and the content to be marked up as
outlined for each phase? If not, please provide your reasons and suggest any
well-founded alternative regarding the content for each phase, together with the
rationale behind your suggestions.

 Beobachtungen des DRSC-Mitarbeiterstabs

» Auszug aus DRSC-Stellungnahme zu ESRS-Taxonomie der EFRAG: ,Nutzer des menschenlesbaren
Formates sollten nicht besser oder schlechter gestellt werden als Nutzer des maschinenlesbaren
Formates”; in diesem Fall werden Nutzer des maschinenlesbaren Formates aber mehr Infos
bereitgestellt

die Auszeichnung solcher Beziehungen ist neu und derzeit besteht keine Erfahrung damit

» mit Verweis auf EFRAG-Ausfiihrung werden solche Beziehung nicht durch ,fact-to-fact relationships*
dargestellt, sondern mithilfe von ,using explicit dimensions in an enumeration element (link
between IROs and topics) and typed dimensions for the link between IROs and Policies, Actions and
Targets.” (EFRAG, Explanatory Note, Tz. 103) > ist Anhang Il Abs. 7 c oder d ESEF-VO n.F. einschlagig
oder ist eine solche Auszeichnung freiwillig?

A\
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https://xbrl.efrag.org/downloads/ESRS-Set1-XBRL-Taxonomy-Explanatory-Note-and-Basis-for-Conclusions.pdf

3) Konsultationsfragen r
Review clause (Artikel 8 ESEF-VO n.F.) S?sc/

Fragen 7 und 11: Do you agree with the inclusion of a review clause that would
trigger stocktaking by ESMA on the need to make necessary adjustments in
response to changing circumstances? If not, please explain your reasons.

Article 8
Review

1. ESMA shall closely monitor the implementation of the markup requirements for IFRS
consolidated financial statements, ESRS sustainability statements and Article 8
sustainability disclosures, considering challenges encountered by undertakings, users’
needs, the evolution of reporting frameworks, and technical and market developments.

2. Considering paragraph 1, and prior to the implementation of the final implementation phase
of the requirements to mark up ESRS sustainability statements as set out in Annex 2,
section b), ESMA shall assess the necessity of revising the markup requirements and
where appropriate, propose amendments to the Delegated Regulation (EU) 2019/815.
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3) Konsultationsfragen r
=

Review clause (Artikel 8 ESEF-VO n.F.) DRSC

Fragen 7 und 11: Do you agree with the inclusion of a review clause that would
trigger stocktaking by ESMA on the need to make necessary adjustments in
response to changing circumstances? If not, please explain your reasons.

 Beobachtungen des DRSC-Mitarbeiterstabs

» nach der vorlaufigen Meinung des FA NB sollten post-implementation review nach jeder Phase
erfolgen, also schon nach der ersten Phase

» sollte eine zweite Phase fiir die Artikel 8-Angaben eingefiihrt werden, sollte auch hier nach der
ersten Phase eine post-implementation review

» post-implementation review soll “prior to the implementation of the final implementation phase”
erfolgen, also vor der dritten Phase aber innerhalb oder nach der zweiten Phase > jede Phase geht
Uber zwei Jahre, weshalb Zeitplan fiir review unklar ist und Ergebnisse der review nicht fiir Beginn
dritte Phase beriicksichtigt werden kénnen

» unklar, ob es eine post-implementation review nach der dritten Phase geben soll (Vorschlag:
Einfligung eines dritten Paragraphen?)
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3) Konsultationsfragen

Inhalte des ESEF-Berichtspakets (Anhang Ill ESEF-VO n.F.) DRSC

Frage 12: Do you agree with the technical approach followed by ESMA with
regards to incorporating ESRS and Article 8 digital taxonomies from EFRAG into
the ESEF taxonomy framework?

Applicable Inline XBRL specifications

3. Undertakings shall ensure that the Inline XBRL instance document are valid with respect
to the applicable XBRL specifications referenced therein.

4. Undertakings shall ensure that the Inline XBRL [fi§f@nce documents are valid with respect
to the underlying XBRL taxonomies published by ESMA, as specified in Annexes VI, VIl
and VIII. In case ESMA does not publish the relevant XBRL taxonomies and instead relies
on the core XBRL taxonomies issued by the IFRS Foundation or EFRAG, Inline XBRL
instance documents shall ensure validity with those taxonomies.

5. Where undertakings develop entity-specific taxonomy extensions to the core taxonomies
specified in Annexes VI, VIl and VIII, Inline XBRL instance documents shall ensure validity
with respect to these entity-specific taxonomy extensions.

6. Undertakings shall ensure that their entity-specific taxonomy extensions to the core
taxonomies specified in Annexes VI, VIl and VIII are valid with respect to the applicable
XBRL specifications referenced therein.

7. Considering that the XBRL standard and technologically may evolve, undertakings shall
always apply the latest recommended specifications as published by XBRL International
on its website, unless specified otherwise by ESMA.

8. ESMA shall publish the list of XBRL specifications allowed to be used in ESEF on its
website. This list shall serve as the primary reference for undertakings when preparing their
inline XBRL instance documents and entity-specific taxonomy extensions.

9. Issuers shall submit the Inline XBRL instance document and the issuer's XBRL extension
taxonomy files as a single reporting package according to the latest recommended Report
Packages—1-0 specification, as published by XBRL International, unless specified otherwise
by ESMA.

10. Issuers shall ensure that both the Inline XBRL instance document and the issuer's
extension taxonomy respect the requirements of the marking up and filing rules set out in
Annex IV
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3) Konsultationsfragen r
=

Inhalte des ESEF-Berichtspakets (Anhang Ill ESEF-VO n.F.) DRSC

Frage 12: Do you agree with the technical approach followed by ESMA with
regards to incorporating ESRS and Article 8 digital taxonomies from EFRAG into
the ESEF taxonomy framework?

128. ESMA follows the latest developments, guidance and international best practices
produced and presented by the XBRL community in terms of correct and reliable application
of the standard. ESMA taxonomy team members participate in relevant discussions and
consultative processes, leveraging the expertise needed to make informed decisions with
regards to the application of the respective digital taxonomies.

129. One such guidance document was critical in the process of deciding on the approach on
incorporating ESRS and Article 8 digital taxonomies from EFRAG in the current taxonomy
framework of ESEF. The ‘How to use a single Inline XBRL document for multiple reports’
guidance was published by XBRL International on 2 October 2024, and provides relevant
insights and proposals on how regulators could facilitate the process of reporting multiple data
sets in a single Inline XBRL document (e.g. ESEF filing), without imposing any additional
technical effort for reporting entities.

ESMA, Consultation paper, Tz. 128f.
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https://www.esma.europa.eu/sites/default/files/2024-12/ESMA32-2009130576-3024_CP_ESEF_RTS_-_marking_up_rules_for_sustainability_reports_and_financial_notes_and_EEAP_RTS_-_amendments.pdf

3) Konsultationsfragen r
=

Inhalte des ESEF-Berichtspakets (Anhang Ill ESEF-VO n.F.) DRSC

Frage 12: Do you agree with the technical approach followed by ESMA with
regards to incorporating ESRS and Article 8 digital taxonomies from EFRAG into
the ESEF taxonomy framework?

 Beobachtungen des DRSC-Mitarbeiterstabs

> mit Verweis auf das Dokument von XBRL International ,How to use a single Inline XBRL document
for multiple reports” waren vermutlich verschiedene Moglichkeiten fiir ESEF-Berichtspakete zuldssig

» denkbar ware, dass es in Zukunft mehrere Instanzen in einem ESEF-Berichtspaket oder pro Paket nur
eine Instanz gibt

» allerdings spricht Anhang lll der ESEF-VO n.F. von ,,a single reporting package” und abwechselnd von
mehreren und einen ,instance document” 3 Mechanisms offered by the standard

> unklar, welche Freiheiten Erstellern ermoglicht werden 31 separate documents for multiple taxonomies

3.2 Multiple taxonomy references

3.3 Multiple target documents

3.4 Unifying extensions by data collectors
3.5 Mixed approach
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https://www.xbrl.org/guidance/single-ixbrl-document-for-multiple-reports/

3) Konsultationsfragen r
=

Verweis auf anzuwendende Spezifikationen (Anhang Ill Abs. 7 ESEF-VO n.F.) DRSC

Frage 12: Do you agree with the technical approach followed by ESMA with
regards to incorporating ESRS and Article 8 digital taxonomies from EFRAG into
the ESEF taxonomy framework?

7. Considering that the XBRL standard and technologically may evolve, undertakings shall

always apply the latest recommended specifications as published by XBRL International
on its website, unless specified otherwise by ESMA.

 Beobachtungen des DRSC-Mitarbeiterstabs
» allg. Verweis auf XBRL International zu unspezifisch

» Spezifikationen konnen mehrere Status haben (ab welchem Status ware eine Spezifikation
anzuwenden?)

» XBRL International ist eine private Organisation, deren Spezifikationen durch Verweis zu EU-Recht
werden

> Vorschlag: klaren und transparenten Prozess zur Ubernahme von Spezifikationen definieren
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3) Konsultationsfragen r
=

Reporting burden DRSC

Frage 14: Do you have any other suggestions in relation to the future ESEF
taxonomy framework and how ESMA can further reduce the burden for the
reporting entities?

 Beobachtungen des DRSC-Mitarbeiterstabs

» unklare ESEF-Vorschriften verursachen Mehraufwand, da héhere Abstimmung mit Beratern und
Priifern

» Ausziige aus DRSC-Stellungnahme zur ESRS-Taxonomie der EFRAG-Konsultation:

To achieve a common understanding of which information should be tagged with which taxon-
omy elements and how, EFRAG, ESMA or the European Commission should publish illustra-
tive examples of XBRL reports with guidance on how to tag information. A good example of
such guidance is the “IFRS Foundation’s document Using the IFRS Taxonomy: A preparer’s
gquide” which is very clear and provides a good understanding with the help of examples.

EFRAG, ESMA or the European Commission could support preparers further by providing fully
tagged model sustainability reports (and templates). With the help of such tagged model re-
ports, preparers would not have to tag their sustainability reports themselves but could instead
insert their respective information into the model reports.
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https://www.drsc.de/app/uploads/2024/04/240408_CL_ASCG_EFRAG_Taxonomies-E_final.pdf
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3) Konsultationsfragen r
=

Text des ESEF-RTS n.F. (Artikel 3 ESEF-VO n.F.) DRSC

Frage 35: Do you agree with the proposed drafting amendments to the RTS on
ESEF? If not, please explain your reasons and suggest alternatives. In your
response, reference specific sections and paragraphs of the RTS on ESEF (i.e.,
Annex lll, paragraph 1).

Article 3
Single electronic reporting format

Except for undertakings that qualify as issuers, undertakings and parent undertakings that are
subject to the requirements of Article 19a and 29a of Directive 2013/34/EU shall prepare their
management report in XHTML format.

Issuers shall prepare their entire annual financial reports in XHTML format.
 Beobachtungen des DRSC-Mitarbeiterstabs
» es wird von einen ,management report” aber mehreren ,,annual financial statements” gesprochen
» Vorschlag: Vereinheitlichung
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3) Konsultationsfragen r
Text des ESEF-RTS n.F. (Anhang Il Abs. 9 und 10 ESEF-VO n.F.) [‘)?sc,

Frage 35: Do you agree with the proposed drafting amendments to the RTS on
ESEF? If not, please explain your reasons and suggest alternatives. In your
response, reference specific sections and paragraphs of the RTS on ESEF (i.e.,

Annex lll, paragraph 1).

9. lIssuers shall submit the Inline XBRL instance document and the issuer's XBRL extension
taxonomy files as a single reporting package according to the latest recommended Report
Packages1-0 specification, as published by XBRL International, unless specified otherwise

by ESMA.

10. Issuers shall ensure that both the Inline XBRL instance document and the issuer's
extension taxonomy respect the requirements of the marking up and filing rules set out in

Annex IV
 Beobachtungen des DRSC-Mitarbeiterstabs

» es wird noch auf ,issuers” abgestellt, obwohl wohl auch ,,undertakings” gemeint sind
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