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I. OPENING OF THE MEETING

1. Mr. Gaozhang Zhu, Director of Compliance and Facilitation, opened the meeting
by welcoming delegates to the 12th Meeting of the Management Committee on the
Revised Kyoto Convention {(RKC). He expressed his great satisfaction with the
increase in the number of Contracting Parties, having risen from 84 to 91 following the
accession of Gabon, Albania, Cote d’lvoire, Cape Verde, Yemen, Armenia and Malawi.

2. He then added that the increase in Contracting Parties to the RKC showed that
there was a genuine drive towards accession among Members, which suggested that
the continued promotional efforts were producing results.

3. Furthermore, the Director said that the RKC had always been considered as the
basis for modern Customs procedures and a firm foundation for a modern, efficient and
effective Customs administration in the 21% Century. However, if the RKC was not
implemented properly, Customs could be a barrier at the border. This was because
nowadays, the international community was increasingly focused on non-tariff barriers.
For instance, a study by the Worid Economic Forum showed that reducing supply chain
barriers could increase GDP up to six times more than just removing ail the tariffs
alone. However, one of the key barriers identified was border administration. in that
respect, accession to the RKC and its proper and systematic implementation were
critical, not only for international trade, but also for Customs, as this demonstrated to
the international community that Customs was actually implementing modern and
fundamental principies for trade facilitation.

4, The Director recalied that the Management Committee on the Revised Kyoto
Convention (RKC/MC) would discuss, among other issues, the inclusion of the revised
Guidelines on Chapter 7 of the General Annex to the Revised Kyoto Convention
related to ICT within the full RKC Guidelines document, the RKC Toolkit for Quality
Implementation Assessment, as well as a report on the ongoing Economic
Competitiveness Package (ECP).
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He then said that the ECP was one of the key technical isslies to be reported on
during the meeting, as the RKC farmed the core of the ECP. The Director added that
the Paolicy Commission had tasked the PTC to review the ECP Toolkit and the WTO
Trade Facilitation Toolkit, and to suggest improvements, This was also very important
in the context of the WTO Trade Facilitation negotiations and the upcorming Bali
Ministerial Meeting in December. Many were hoping that Trade Facilitation would be an
“early harvest” of the Doha Development Agenda. If an agreement was reached in the
WTO, the WCO wouid have a lot of work in the area of implementation, particularly in
terms of technical assistance and capacity buiiding.

Mr. Zhu concluded by inviting all delegates to be active in the discussions, to

share their national experiences and to contribute to achieving a holistic approach to
the topics being dealt with by the RKC/MC.

I. ELECTION OF CHAIRPERSON

The Deputy Director informed delegates that in accordance with Article 6,
paragraph 7, the Management Committee was required to elect a Chairperson. She
then cailed for nominations for the Chairperson.

Azerbaijan nominated Mr. Tejpal Singh (India). This proposal was seconded by
Portugal. Mr. Tejpal Singh was elected unanimously.

lll. ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

Doc. PO0066

The Chairperson introduced this item before giving the floor to delegates for
comments in this respect.

The Delegate of the European Union {EU) suggested launching reflections on the
possible review of the RKC, taking into consideration the increase in the number of
Contracting Parties to the RKC, the developments having taken place over recent
years and bearing in mind the outcomes of the December 2012 Policy Commission.
The first step in that respect would be collecting the views of Contracting Parties on this
matter.

The Delegate of the Netherlands supported the EU and added that there was a
need to review the RKC, as some of its provisions did not reflect and respond to the
current situation in the Customs world. Additionally, the RKC was no longer up to date
because its present text had been produced at the end of the 1990s, prior to the events
of 9/11, before the SAFE Framework had been introduced and ahead of the
development of the AEO concept. All these events and other facts were not sufficiently
reflected in the RKC.

The Delegate of Norway asked the Secretariat to explain the process of
reviewing the RKC, also questioning the additional workload of the Secretariat.

The Secretariat gave a detailed explanation of the role of the RKC/MC as stated
in Article 6 of the Convention, and highlighted that this Committee was responsible for
adapting the Convention to developments in international trade. Additienally, when
preparing the Agenda for this meeting, based on the provisions of Article 6 of the RKC,
the Secretariat invites Contracting Parties to submit any topic they wished to be
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included in the Agenda and discussed during the meeting. Thus, Contracting Parties
wishing to discuss the amendment or updating of the RKC are given the opportunity to
propose the inclusion of this issue in the Agenda. In respect of this session, the
Secretariat had not received any proposals to discuss the revision of the RKC.

The Delegate of Spain suggested that the discussion on the possible revision of
the RKC to take place in the next RKC/MC, This would give the Secretariat enough
time to prepare a document reflecting the need to update the RKC. That document
would be drafted based on a questionnaire to be sent to Contracting Parties, in which
they could indicate which provisions of the Convention should be reviewed.

The Chairperson, referring to the role of Contracting Parties for managing the
Convention, suggested that the Netherlands and the EU draft the proposed document
on the review of the RKC during the intersession.

The Delegate of the Netherlands agreed with the idea of drafting a questionnaire,
but suggested that a Correspondence Drafting Group be formed, comprising other
Contraciing Parties. The EU, the United States, South Africa, Japan, Swaziland and
Norway volunteered to join the Correspondence Drafting Group.

The RKC/MC adopted the Agenda as set out in Doc. PO0066.

v. TOOL KIT FOR RKC QUALITY IMPLEMENTATION ASSESSMENT

The Chairperson introduced this item before giving the floor to the Secretariat for
further details in this respect.

The WCO Secretariat gave a detailed presentation on Doc. PO067, which
described the tool kit for assessing the implementation of the RKC. The Secretariat
recailed that in December 2012 the Policy Commission had welcomed the large
number of Contracting Parties and acknowledged the need for an approach aimed at
ensuring that those Members which were Contracting Parties to the RKC were in fact
applying its provisions. In particular, the Policy Commission had noted the availability
of a range of options for this purpose, from self-assessment by the Members
concerned, to peer review and the conduct of compliance checks by the Secretariat.
The Secretariat had been tasked with developing a tool kit for use by RKC Contracting
Parties fo assess their level of compliance with the provisions of the Convention, and
above all their level of implementation of those provisions.

The Secretariat indicated, in particular, that this too! kit had been developed
above all as a follow-on to the RKC promotion activities, the aim being to support not
only the Members that were in the process of acceding to the RKC, but also those that
had already done so.

The Secretariat added that the tool kit had been presented to the Permanent
Technical Committee (PTC), which had reported on it to the Policy Commission and
the Council in June 2013. The tool kit had been circulated to all the RKC Contracting
Parties, and to the other Members of the WCO; it was ailso avaitable on the WCO
website.

After the Secretariat’s presentation on the tool kit for quality implementation
assessment, the Chairperson opened the matter for discussion. He recommended that
participants comment specifically on the “implementation indicator” column, so as to
enable the RKC Management Committee to improve the toolkit, bearing in mind that it
was to be regarded as a living document to be added to by Contracting Parties on an
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ongoing basis. The Chairperson then invited the delegates to make their contributions
to the discussion.

Several delegates took the floor to express their appreciation of this working tool
which had been developed by the Secretariat to assist WCO Members with the RKC
implementation process, and to make specific comments on this subject.

The Delegate of Tunisia wanted to know, in particular, whether the tool kit was
intended for use by Contracting Parties only, and the Secretariat seized this opportunity
to make it clear that the tool kit was aimed at all WCO Members. The Secretariat
urged Members that were not RKC Contracting Parties to use the tool kit also, as a
means of making effective preparations for implementation as soon as the accession
process had heen completed,

The Delegates of Serbia and Swaziland said that their Administrations were
ready to use the tool kit. The Delegate of Swaziland emphasized the need to promoie
this tool more widely, as it did not appear to be well known in a number of
administrations, including her own which was currently in the middle of the process of
reviewing its legislation to make it consistent with the provisions of the RKC.

The Delegate of Togo took the fioor to inform the RKC Management Committee
that his Administration had just completed the process of revising its national Customs
Code; the proposed new version of the Code, which was to replace the current Code
dating back to the 1960’s, was based on the provisions of the RKC. The draft, which
had been validated by the Government, would soon be presented to the National
Assembly for adoption. This process had been accelerated following a recent technical
assistance mission to Tego by the WCO Secretariat. The delegate acknowledged ihat
Secretariat support was essential in order to raise the awareness of political authorities.

The Delegate of Namibia said that his country, which had been a Contracting
Party to the RKC since 2008, was currently in the process of revising its national
legislation to meet the standards laid down by the RKC, although his Administration
was not yet fully using the tool kit developed by the WCQO Secretariat.

The Delegate of Japan stressed the importance of using the tool kit in RKC-
related capacity building activities.

The Chairperson summed up the interventions, and sought delegates’ views on
the idea of recommending to the Policy Commission that the use of the tool kit be
discussed at its next session. In particutar, he would like the Commission to
recommend that the regional Vice-Chairs promote this tocl more widely as a means of
assisting WCO Members with the implementation of the RKC.

Generally speaking, the discussions and the interventions by delegates
confirmed that the tool kit needed to be a flexible document, and that it was very
important. Finally, the RKC Management Committee decided to recommend that
Contracting Parties make use of the tool kit in its current form, and adapt it gradually on
the basis of practical experience acquired with its use. The Secretariat was, of course,
available fo support Members wishing to use the tool kit.
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Conclusion

The RKC Management Committee approved the RKC tool kit as presented by the
Secretariat, and recommended that Contracting Parties use this new tool to achieve
improved implementation of the RKC. The Management Committee recommended
that RKC Contracting Parties share best practices with each other.

Finally, the Management Committee recommended that the Policy Commission

ask the Vice-Chairs to ensure that the tool kit was promoted more widely in all of the
WCO regions.

V. WORK TO UPDATE THE ICT GUIDELINES

Background
Doc. PO0068

The Chairperson recalled that the Information Management Sub-Committee
(IMSC) was tasked with the production of updates to the Guidelines on Information and
Communication Technology (Kyoto ICT Guidelines). These are guidelines to Chapter 7
of the General Annex to the Revised Kyoto Conventicn. A periodic review helps in
ensuring that the Guidelines contain the latest information on best practices concerning
the use of ICT in Customs.

The Secretariat explained the process followed in producing the update. The
proposed draft was endorsed by the Information Management Sub-Committee (IMSC)
and the Permanent Technical Committee (PTC). The Secretariat informed the RKC/MC
that it had recently received a document from the Swiss Administration containing
suggestions regarding the text of the Guidelines. Based on these suggestions, the
Secretariat introduced proposals for amending the text of the Guidelines mainly in
Chapter 11 concerning ICT Security. The Secretariat briefly described these proposals
to the Committee. The Chairperson invited the views of RKC/MC on the proposed
amendments.

Summary of discussion

Dselegates welcomed the Swiss contribution and agreed that the proposed
changes appeared reasonable. However, it was noted that due to the late receipt of the
Swiss proposals, Members did not have the opportunity to examine them in detail. It
was suggested that the IMSC, being the technical body responsible for these
Guidelines, should have the opportunity to examine these suggestions.

The Delegate from the Netherlands suggested the inclusion of information about
Passenger Name Record (PNR) in Section 6.9 which deals with Advance Passenger
Information (API1). The Secretariat confirmed that the current text of the Guidelines did
not contain references to PNR applications except in Appendix 19 dealing with the
WCO Recommendation concerning the use of API and PNR for efficient and effective
Customs Control. The RKC/MC agreed to include suitable references to PNR
applications in Section 6.9,
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Conclusion

The Committee welcomed the changes proposed by Switzerland and the
suggestions regarding PNR by the Netherlands. The Committee agreed with the
proposal to update the Kyoto ICT Guidelines subject to the latest changes presented to
the Committee being approved by the IMSC in its forthcoming session.

VI. PRESENTATIONS FROM MEMBERS ON :

- their accession procedures and their national practices for the
implementation of the RKC

- Presentation by Coéte d’lvoire

The Delegate of Céte d'lvoire gave a presentation on his country’s accession
procedures and national practices for the implementation of the RKC. The presentation
focused on the national legal requirements for the accession to international
conventions, the ratification of the Protocol of Amendment and the way forward afier
acceding to the RKC.

Summary of discussion

The Delegate of Cote d'lvoire mentioned that they used the WTO self
assessment method in the process of accession to the RKC, and the Delegate of
Swaziland questioned why they used that method rather than the WCO self
assessment tool for accession to the RKC.

The Delegate of Cote d'lvoire said that the choice of one tool over the other had
been a question of opportunity as both methods were comparable. He was a WCO
accredited expert on self-assessment of member's needs and priorities. He also had a
lot of experience with the WTO instrument, and had been one of the facilitators of a
number of workshops on self-assessment of member's needs in the framework of the
WTO TF negotiations.

The Delegate of Togo congratulated Cote d'lvoire for their accession to the RKC,
and informed that his country was working towards accession possibly by June 2014.
He asked if it had helped that the country had been a Contracting Party to the Kyoto
Convention (1973). He also asked how they had prepared with trade stakeholders for
the challenges linked to RKC implementation.

The Delegate of Cote d’lvoire responded that the fact that his country had been a
Contracting Party to the Kyoto Convention {1973) was a facilitating element for their
customs administration; however, as the government went through the entire accession
procedure, it didn't have as much impact as one would have expected. Regarding trade
stakeholders, they had a consultation forum with the private sector to explain the
changes and legal rights and obligations for both customs and frade.

The Delegate of Tunisia said that the RKC brought a lot of changes as regards
the work of customs, in terms of, for example, transparency, customs procedures,
rights of traders (appeal, infermation) or automation. She therefore asked if the
implementation of the RKC in Cdte d'lvoire brought resistance from within Customs or
the trade community.



44,

45.

48.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

POO069E1

The Delegate of Cote d'lvoire responded that resistance to changes is inevitable.
He added that the process in his country included some fora for dialogue with trade as
well as seminars and workshops.

The Delegate from the Repubilic of Cango said that the accession procedure as
presented by Céte d'lvoire was very good and it was similar to the procedure foreseen
in many French speaking countries. Cote d’lvoire could thus assist the countries in the
region by sharing its experience. His country was working towards accession to the
RKC, and that they would follow the same model in their process of accession.

- Presentation from Japan

The Delegate of Japan gave a presentation on the implementation of the RKC
and Japan’s experience on supporting documents. The presentation highlighted the
implementation of Chapter 3, Standard 3.16 and Transitional Standard 3.18. The
presentation showed that the Japanese IT system NACCS (Nippon Automated Cargo
and Port Consolidated System) covered about 98% of import/export declarations,
however, till mid 2013, importers and exporters had to submit other supporting
documents, e.g., Invoice, Bill of Lading, in written form. From July 2012, for low risk
shipments, supporting documents were not required in principle, and as of October
2013 for high risk shipments, NACCS accepted the electronic submission of supporting
documents (PDF, Word, Excel, TIFF, JPEG, etc.).

Summary of discussion

The Delegate of Serbia asked how Japan had promoted computerization with the
private sector. The Delegate of China asked how Japan coordinated the automation
and dematerialization process with other border agencies.

The Delegate of Japan said that the initiative had started recently and for its
promotion information workshops for traders had been organized so that they were
made aware and enabled to use the system properly. Regarding coordination with
other border agencies, he said that the system had been established as a Single
Window several years ago, which facilitated the relationship with other agencies.

Conclusion

The RKC/MC noted the presentations given by Céte d'lvoire and Japan on their
accession procedures and national practices for the implementation of the RKC.

Vil. OTHER BUSINESS

- Promotional activities

The Chairperson introduced this item before giving the floor to the Secretariat for
further details in this respect.

The Secretariat presented the main activities undertaken with a view to promoting
the RKC. Firstly, it was pointed out that the Secretariat took advantage of any events
or other opportunities offered by stakeholders in order to promote the RKC and
highlight the need to accede to and implement it. The Secretariat then made reference
to the WCO Website, which included an area set aside specifically for the RKC and
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which was updated regularly, so as to offer Members a useful package of information
about the RKC and accession thereto.

Over and above that work, the Secretariat was pursuing its many technical
assistance activities, at both national and regional level, aimed at speeding up the
accession process. With respect to this aspect, the Secretariat drew attention to its
participation in some ten seminars and workshops on the RKC. These included
national seminars or workshops for the Customs Administrations of Cote d'lvoire, Lao
People's Democratic Republic, Maldives, Mali and Togo.

Regional seminars had also taken place in Nairobi, Kenya (co-organized with the
African Union (AU) Commission for several African countries), in Abidjan, Céte d'lvoire
{organized in conjunction with the West African Economic and Monetary Union
(WAEMU} Commission for eight Members of that Organization), at the Royal Malaysian
Customs Academy (AKMAL) in Melaka, Malaysia (for Customs administrations of
South East Asian countries), in Astana, Kazakhstan (for Customs administrations of
Members of the Central Asia Regional Economic Cooperation {CAREC) Program, and
in Mangochi, Malawi as part of the implementation and development of the Economic
Competitiveness Package (ECP).

Finally, the WCO Secretariat indicated that several of these activities had been
carried out by the Regional Office for Capacity Building (ROCB) for the WCO’s
Asia/Pacific Region, with the support of accredited experts. The Secretariat
consequently took this opportunity to thank the ROCB-A/P and the Customs
Administrations of India, Mauritius, Japan, Niger and the Nethertands for having agreed
to make their senior officers available to the Secretariat.

The Delegate of the Togo Customs Administration took this opportunity to thank
the WCO Secretariat, once again, for having recently assisted his Administration by
agreeing to organize a national seminar. This had expedited its accession process to
the RKC, which he hoped would take effect in the next few days. He nevertheless
wished to know whether his Administration could still call upon the Secretariat for other
missions that might be requested in the context of the forthcoming implementation of
the RKC, if his Administration’s accession were o go ahead.

In response to this question, the Secretariat replied that it was always available to
assist WCO Membaers within the confines of the available resources and by relying on
accredited experts who were often made available to the WCO by its Member Customs
administrations. in this connection, the Secretariat again expressed its gratitude to the
Members having made their senior officers available and felt that with the support of
Members, it would not find itself forced to set priorities that might penalize some
Members. In short, the Secretariat would always be willing to support Togo in its
implementation of the RKC.

The Delegate of the Tunisia Customs Administration wished to find out about the
obstacles and difficulties encountered by Contracting Parties in terms of
implementation and how these difficuities had been overcome. She also wished to
know how the Secretariat carried out the accreditation processes for experts from
Customs administrations.

In response to Tunisia’s requests, the Secretariat stated that sharing of
experience was highly recommended when using the Toolkit, especially as the latter
contained a column No. 6 referring to difficulties encountered by Contracting Parties
and solutions adopted to address them. The Secretariat could consequently use the
results of assessments to be transmitted by Members (subject to their approval) to
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contribute to the Toolkit and could possibly publish them on the WCO Members'
Website. The Secretariat additionally pointed out that, since the 10™ Meeting of the
RKC/MC, Cantracting Parties and Members had been invited o present their
experiences so that the delegates in attendance could benefit from them, in the
interests of their administrations. This practice would continue with more presentations
from Members during future meetings of the RKC/MC.

The Delegate of the Mali Customs Administration then took the floor to state that
his country's RKC accession process had not taken very long. He told the Commitiee
that this accession formed part of his Administration’s Strategic Plan which was buit
around an action plan, with activities concerning accession {o and implementation of
the RKC at the hub. He also pointed out that during the RKC accession process, his
Administration had brought all the stakeholders on board, especially the Ministries
engaged in this process. This participation had facilitated and shortened the accession
process. He thanked the Secretariat for the assistance which had been provided to his
Administration.

The Chairperson brought this item to a close by summarizing the contributions
and indicating that the RKC/MC and the Secretariat had taken careful note of all the
proposals made by delegates with regard to RKC promotional activities.

- Update on the current status of the WTO Trade Facilitation Negotiations

Background

The Chairperson underlined the importance of the WTO proposals in the trade
facilitation negotiations being consistent and compatible with WCO instruments, such
as the Revised Kyoto Convention (RKC). It was important that the RKC be recognized
as an implementation tool for many of the measures proposed in the WTO Trade
Facilitation negoftiations.

The Chairperson then reminded the Management Committee that neither the
WCO nor its Secretariat was a party to the WTO negotiations, which were conducted
by the trade negotiators of national governments. Thus, it was important that national
Customs adminisirations engage in the WTO negotiations process in order to ensure
that Customs’ interests were reflected in the negotiations and their outcomes.

Recent developments

The Secretariat gave an update on the developments within the WTO Negotiating
Group on Trade Facilitation (NGTF), referring to a related document (PC0344)
produced for the 201%/202" Sessions of the Permanent Technical Committee which
took place in the previous week. It mentioned the agreement reached in the meantime
on the provisions on Customs Cooperation {(Article 12 of the WTO consolidated trade
facilitation negotiating text), but also the still pending issues surrounding Section Il of
the WTO text on special and differential treatment. It recognized that some of the
references to the international standards (including the WCO Data Model) were
removed from the latest versions of the negotiating text.

It further mentioned the concerns addressed to the WCO Secretariat by a number
of Latin American Customs administrations during the July NGTF in relation to what
was negotiated under Article 7.7 on Trade Facilitation Measures for Authorized
Operators. This concern was later expressed in a Non-paper submitted by these
Members to the SAFE Working Group which met in October 2013.
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The Secretariat also reiterated the messages coming from the Palicy
Cornmission on the role of the WCO in the future implementation of the WTO TFA and
the conclusion that its role would need to be clearly defined after an Agreement has
been concluded.

The Permanent Technical Committee had in the previous week also discussed
the WTO developments and expressed a frustration surrounding the fact that the WTO
and the WCO secretariats were nat in a pesition to coordinate on resolving technical
matters and issues arising.

One of the objectives of the ECP Toolkit and the WTO Trade Facilitation Toolkit
developed in the intersession was to raise awareness of the links which exist between
the trade facilitation measures currently negotiated in the WTO and the WCO
instruments and tools. The Secretariat also referred to the activities on promoting WCO
instruments and tools, including the WCO toolkits in the WTO events when invited,
including the participation of the WCO Secretary General in the 4" Global Review of
Aid for Trade in July 2013. On that occasion, 27 gevernments and international
organizations, including the WCQ, signed a Joint Statement in support of a WTO TFA
and as a commitment to the continued support to the deveioping and least developed
countries (see Annex to PC0344).

The delegate of Netherlands pointed out that the WTO negotiations and the TFA
if concluded will have implications for the RKC

Conclusion

The RKC/MC took note of the presentation by the Secretariat on the current
status of the WTO Trade Facilitation Negotiations. It also concluded that after the Bali
Ministerial Conference, if the FTA was concluded, there will be a need to consider
possible consequences for the RKC in line with the WTO TFA text.

- Presentation on the current status of the Economic Competitiveness
Package (ECP)

The Chairperson introduced this item before giving the floor to the Secretariat for
further details in this respect.

The Secretariat described the current status of the Economic Competitiveness
Package (ECP), which was made up of the existing WCO instruments and tools which
contributed to economic growth. First and foremost the RKC was recognized as
forming the core of the ECP, and as the foundation for modern and efficient Customs
procedures. The ECP also comprised al! the other relevant WCO instruments and
tools, including the SAFE Framework of Standards, the Risk Management
Compendium and the Single Window Compendium.

During the presentation the Secretariat explained that the ECP Toolkit had been
adopted to support the implementation of the future WTO Trade Facilitation
Agreement, and that the scope of the ECP was broader than the current WTO Trade
Facilitation text. The Secretariat also reported on progress with the implementation of
the ECP Action Plan, which had been adopted by the WCO Policy Commission in
December 2012, including the organization of regional workshops on the subject.

it was explained that the ECP would be further developed and refined by
assessing Members' need for economic growth. in this context, small and medium-
sized enterprises {SMEs), informal trade practices, Coordinated Border Management
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(CBM), transit and Customs-Business partnership had been identified as key
challenges for the ECP. The Secretariat briefly introduced the resuits of a discussion
that had taken place on these issues at the most recent PTC session, including the
development of a Transit Handbook, the CBM Compendium, a model business lens
checklist for SMEs and the setting up of a virtual group on Customs-Business
Partnership.

The Delegate of Swaziland pointed out that the usefuiness of new tools should
be carefully tested by Members prior to their adoption.

Viil. ADOPTION OF THE DRAFT REPORT

During the adoption of the report, the Delegate of the Netherlands and Convenor
of the Correspondence Drafting Group suggested holding the first meeting on the 3™
December 2013 in Brussels, in the margins of the Working Group on Commercial
Fraud.

The delegate of Spain raised the issue of the transiation of the RKC toolkit into
languages other than French and English, including Spanish, Arabic, Portuguese and
Russian. Responding to this concern, the Secretariat said that due to budgetary
conslraints, translations in these languages are usually made with the help of WCO
members. The Secretariat therefore hopes to have the same support in order to be
able to translate the toolkit and make it avaitable to Members in these languages.

The Committee adopted the report.

11.
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Ambassade de Cite d’'Ivoire 3
Bruxelles

00 322 661 34 58

00 322 672 04 91

E-mail: jacquesndri@yahoo.fr

Dominican
Republtic /
République
dominicaine

Mr, Oliver D'CLEQ
Lawyer
Direccidén General de Aduanas

809 793 7905

809 566 8913

E-mail: o.doleo@dga.gov.do

Egypt / Egypte

Mr. Asem ELKASHEF

002 02232422031 -

022 23422247

E-mail: n.elghayaty@customs.gov.eg

Head of Dept.The Egyptain 00201274674620

Customs Authority

The Egyptian Custorms Authority

Ministry of Finance

Mr. Assem ELKASHEF 2034835195 2034835195 E-mail: abkim@hotmail.com

director
Egyoptian Customns Authority
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Mrs. Nesreen ELGHAYATY

Head of Dept. ,The Egyptain
Customs Authority
Ministry of Finance

002 0223422031 -
0201004430941

022 23422247

E-rnail: n.elghayaty@customs.gov.eg

European Union
/ Union
européenne

Mrs. Susanne JACOBSEN
Head of Sector
European Commission

02 2955682

E-mail:
susanne.jacobsen@ec.europa.eu

Mr. Roger HERMANN
Administrator
European Commission

02 2955682

E-mail: roger.hermanni®ec.europa.eu

France

Mr. Alexis SAHAGUIAN
Customs inspector

Direction générale des douanes et
Droits indirects

33 157535607

E-mail:
alexis.sahaguian@douane.finances.go
uv.fr

Hungary /
Hongrie

s, Eva PERCZE

adviser at the Customs
Department, Central Office
National Tax and Customs
Administration

+3614569512

+3612180192

E-mail: percze.eva@nav.gov.hu

India / Inde

Dr. Tejpal SINGH
First Secretary(trade)
Embassy of India

026451860

026451867

E-mail: fst@indembassy.be

Mr, Rajendra MEENA
Second Secretary
Embassy of India

0473342378

E-mail: meena.rajendra@nic.in

Ireland / Irlande

rs. Declan O HORA
Customns

Permanent Representation of
freland to the £U

+32496597760

E-mail: declan.chora@dfa.ie
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Japan f Japon

Mr. Yukitomo USUTANI
First Secretary
Embassy of Japan in Belgium

32-2-513-2340

32-2-513-1556

E-mail:

yukitomo,usutani@mofa.go.jp

Kazakhstan

l4rs. Raushan IZBASSAROVA
chief expert
Customns control committee

+32 474 829269

E-mail:

bota_777@mail.ru

Lithuania /
Lituanie

Mr. Virginijus LACKUS
Chief inspector

Customs Department under the
Ministry of Finance

00 370 5 266
6059

E-mail:

virginijus.lackus@cust.lt

Malaysia /
Malaisie

Dr. SULAIMAN AHMAD TAUFIK
Minister Counseller (Customs)
Embassy Of Malaysia

027760359

027720026

E-mail:

customsmy@skynet.be

Mr. SALLEH MOHD FAIZAL
ADARIES

Second Secretary {Customs)
Embassy Of Malaysia

027760357

027720026

E-mail:

customsmy@skynet.be

Mali

Mr. Abdrahamane LY

Directeur de la Facilitation et du
Partenariat avec les entreprises
Direction générale des douanes

223 20204635

223 20206557

E-mail

: lyabdra@gmail.com

Mr, Abdel Kader SANGHO

Chef de la Division
Approvisionnements et Materiels
Direction générale des douanes

223 20204635

223 20206557

E-mail:

saintsangho@yahoo.fr

Netherlands /
Pays-Bas

Mr. Rob VAN KUK
Counselior

Customs and Consumer Taxes
Directorate

00 31 70 342
8267

00 31 70 342 7938

E-mail

: j.r.kaik@minfin,nl
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New Zealand /

Mr, Matthew ROSEENGRAVE

003225121040

003225134856

E-maik; internet2.brussels@skynet.be

Nouvelle- Counsellor {Customs)
Zélande New Zealand Embassy
Namibiaf Mr. hendricks THOLISO 42642092123 E-mail: hendricks.tholiso@gov.mof.na
Namibie Chief Customs Legal Section
Ministry of Finance Customs
Namibia
Nigeria Mr. Ibrahim MAIKARFI +3227631436 E-mail: maikarfi_ibrahim@yahoo.com
Customs Attache
Nigeria Customs Service
Norway / Mr. Roy SKARSLETTE 00473181571 003222300430 E-mail: roy.skarslette@grmail.com
Norvége Senior Customs Representative
Directorate of Customs and
Excise
Philippines Ms. Lolita CAPCO 32 2 340 3371 E-mail: brussels@philembassy.be
Minister
Embassy of the Philippines .
Portugal Mr. Francisco CURINHA D0 351 21 881 00 351 21 881 E-mail:
Director Cooperation and 4367 4396 francisco.parra.curinha@at.gov.pt
Institutionat Retations
AT-Autoridade Tributdria e
Aduaneira
Russian Mr. Alexey ARTEMIEV 00 7 495 987 00 7 495 924 5661 |E-mail: shirckov.ofc@mail.ru
Federation / Tax and Customs Policy 9158
Russie Department, adviser
(Fédération de) | Ministry of Finance
Mr. Viadimir IVIN +32494756170 +3227368189 E-mail; ivin_customs@mail.ru

Customs Counsellor
Embassy of Russia
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Inspector Asesor
Departamento Aduanas E I EE

Saudi Arabia / Mr. Abdullah H ALRASHEED 96614043216 96614043216 E-mail: conventions@customs.gov.sa
Arabie Sacudite |p.G., customs Control Dept
{Designate)
Saudi Customs
Mr. Jasir M ALNAHEDH 96614043216 96614043216 E-mail: conventions@customs.gov.sa
Dy. DG - Risk Managment Dept
Saudi Cusktoms
Senegal / #r, Abdoulaye NGOM (+221)773326584 E-mail; ablayengom32@gmail.com
Sénégal Chef du Bureau Origine et Valeur
Direction générale des Douanes
Serbia / Serbie [Ms. Gordana VIDANOVIC +32.(0)478.544.70 | +32.(0)478.544.70 | E-mail: vidanovicg@carina.rs
Conseiller 9 9
Mission de Serbie
Slovenia / Ms. Maja KOSAK 386 14783024 386 1478390 E-rail: maja.kosak@gov.si
Slovénie -+ [ Counsellor
Custams Administration of
Slovenia
South Africa / Mr. MATOME MATHOLE 32 2 2854448 32 2 2800963 E-mail: sars.brussels@skynet.be
Afrique du Sud [ COUNSELLOR CUSTOMS
South African Embassy
Spain / Espagne |Mr. Antonio ALARCON CANCNES |00 34 917289510 E-mall:

antonio.alarconc@correo.aeat.es

Sweden / Suéde

dir. Bengt MANSSON
Managing the Trade
Swedish Customns

+46 40 6613 182

+46 40 6613 229

E-mail: bengt.mansson@tullverket.se

Turkey f Turquie

Mr. BULENT ORHAN TUREL
EU Expert
Ministry of Customs and Trade

00 90 312 449 28
24

0090 312 449 28
82

E-mail: b.turel@gtb.gov.tr
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United States /
Etats-Unis

Mr. }loseph REES

1.5, Customs and Border
Protection

Office of Internaticnal Affairs

32 02 811 4086

E-mail:

reesim@state.gov

Vietnam

Mrs, Hong NGUYEN THI KHANH
Customs counsellor
Vietnam Embassy to Belgium

324 944 00631

322 347 0335

E-mail:

hongntk73@customs.gov.vn

NON CONTRACTING PARTIES/NON-PARTIES CONTRACTANTES - MEMBERS / MEMBRES

Congo (Republic of the) / Congo (République du)

Mr. Christian Narcisse HELAULT

Représentant du Congo auprés de
¥ OMD
Ambassade du Congo

00 322473
623778

00 32 2 539 0846

E-mail

: chrisnarhelauit@yahoo.fr

Mexico / Mexique

Mr. Daniel RIOS
Counselor
Mexico

0471960004

E-mail:

drios@embamex.eu

‘Thailand / Thaillande

Ms, Supharumpai
HANTWEEPANICH

Minister {Customs)

Office of Customs Counsellor

+32 2 6605759

+32 2 6752649

E-mail:

thai-customs@skynet.be

Mr. Sinsak TUANGHIRUNWIMOL
Director of International Law
Division

Thai Customns Department

+662 667 7122

E-maik:

sinsakthai@yahoo.comn
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My, Bhisanrath NINLABHANDH
First Secretary (Customs)
Office of Custorns Counsellor

+32 2 6605759

+32 2 6752649

E-mail: thai-customs@skynet.be

Ms. Raveevran OUPPARAT
Legal Officer
Thai Customs Department

+662 667 7495

E-mail: r_raveewan@yahoo.com

Mr. Sukal SIRICHANDILOK
Legal Officer
Thai Customs Department

+662 667 7495

E-mail: thai-customs@skynet.be

Togo

Mr. Pilakiwé ABQUZI1

Inspecteur Ministre Conseiller des
Douanes

Administration des douanes
tegolaises

228 9340667

E-mait: abkfpi@yahoo.fr

Mr. Yawo Yikoényamé Wolali
AHADZI

Directeur de la Législation chargé
des Réformes

Douane Togolaise

+22890 1032 50

+228 22 22 24 05

E-rnail: ahadziz000@yahoo.fr

Tunisia f Tunisie

Mrs. HINDA DOUMA EPOUSE BEN
HMIDA

Directrice
Direction générale des douanes

00 216 71 795
920

00216 71795920

E-mail: bci@dovane.gov.tn
hbh-hbh@hotmail.fr
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NON-MEMBERS / NON-MEMBRES

Chinese Taipei /
Taipei chinois

Mr. Chihming Hsu
First secretary of economic affairs

-Taipei Representative Office in
the EU

E-mail: Jasonhsu.eu@gmail.com

Mr. Mu-Jung Chen

Chief, Information Management
Office, Taipei customs

Customs Administration - MOF

E-mail:
mjchen@webmail.customs.gov.tw

INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS / ORGANISATIONS INTERNATION

ALES

E-mail: stefania.vannuccini@fao.org

Food and Ms, Stefania VANNUCCINI +39-0657054949 +39-0657052476
ggricu_ltur_e " Fishery Statistician

rganization o . -~
the United Food and Agriculture Organization

Nations (FAQ)

of the United Nations (FAD)

PRIVATE SECTEUR / SECTEUR PRIVE

FIATA

Mr, Ferdinand DESMAZIERES

G0 32 2 503 4705

00 32 2 503 47 52

E-mall: desmazieres@clecat.org

Policy Adviser
FIATA
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SECRETARIAT

Gaozhang ZHU Director, Compliance and Facilitation
Susanne AIGNER  Deputy Director, Compliance and Facilitation
Samson BILANGNA. Technical Gfficer

SP SAHU Technical Officer
Milena
BUDIMIROVIC Technical Officer

Toshihiko OSAWA  Technical Officer
Santos MUSSAMO  Technical Attaché
Jo&lle DESCHAMPS  Translator

Stella HAMILL Translator

Carine DE KEYSER  Support Staff

INTERPRETERS / INTERPRETES

Paula LOPEZ NOVELLA
Vincent BUCK
Jean-Christophe PIERRET

TECHNICIAN /f TECHNICIEN

Nicolas PIROTTE
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