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Attendance

1. The Informal Ad hoc Expert Group on Conceptuat alechnical Aspects of
Computerization of the TIR Procedure (further reddrto as “the Expert Group”) held its
seventeenth session on 8-9 March 2010 in Helsinkhe kind invitation of the Finnish
National Board of Customs.

2. The session was attended by experts from AusBidgaria, Czech Republic,
Estonia, Finland, France, Netherlands, Poland, i&e®lovakia, Sweden, Turkey and
Ukraine as well as from the European Union (EU).expert from the International Road
Transport Union (IRU) also attended the session.

Adoption of the agenda (Agenda item 1)

Documentation: ECE/TRANS/WP.30/GE.1/2010/1

3. The Expert Group adopted its provisional agemdacontained in document
ECE/TRANS/WP.30/GE.1/2010/1 with the inclusion ofdrmal Documents GE.1 No.1
(2010) under item 3(a) of the agenda.

Election of officers (Agenda item 2)

4, The Expert Group elected Mr. Predrag Arsic fr8erbia as chair of the Expert
Group for the year 2010 and Mrs. Nurcan OzyazamfiTurkey as vice-chair.

Reference model of the TIR procedure (Agendaem 3)

New information and communication technology deelopments in the
TIR system

Documentation: Informal document GE.1 No. 1 (2010)

5. The Expert Group conducted this part of the isesby means of a set of

presentations delivered by various participantsedag recent national and international
developments to facilitate the electronic submissib declarations to Customs, as well as
the electronic management of TIR related inforrmatitom the perspective of both the

public and the private sector. All presentatione awailable on the UNECE website
(http://border.unece.org).

6. The presentations on the declaration mechanisnsansport operators to submit
their declarations stressed the existing divergexiceational requirements and called for
the need of global standardization of the eTIR datguirements across all Contracting
Parties of the TIR Convention. The presentationsienelear that, even though standard
web applications provide a useful tool to small amedium enterprises (SME) to provide
the required data to Customs, the use of Electrbaita Interchange (EDI) technologies,
based on standard United Nations/Electronic Dateer¢change For Administration,
Commerce and Transport (UN/EDIFACT) or ExtensiblearkMip Language (XML)
messages, is required to significantly facilitdte submission of information by companies
with high transport volumes, whose internal datanaggment has already been
computerized.
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7. As part of their presentation, the Finnish atities introduced Informal document
GE.1 No. 1 (2010), providing a comparison betweke €TIR system and the New
Computerised Transit System (NCTS) with regard he tesign of the E9 and IE15
declaration messages. The comparison highlightedhe® one hand, the many similarities
which exist between the messages but pinpointedherother hand, the few differences
which still would need to be addressed before N@pflications could accommodate eTIR
declarations. In doing so, it would also be enstinadl NCTS would better reflect the latest
developments of the World Customs Organization (WW@®@nsit data model (version 3),
which serves as basis for the eTIR messages.

8. With regard to the electronic management of TéRited information by Customs
and the guarantee chain, the various presentatibowied that both sides have already
largely computerized their parts of the TIR progedhus, it is mainly the exchange of
TIR related data between the various actors whidlhrequires further development. Two
presentations specifically highlighted the growingcessity for Customs authorities to
exchange electronic TIR data among themselves (A2@ppeared that some Contracting
Parties have already started C2C pilot projectedbas a number of bilateral agreements in
order to circumvent the absence of an internatiptetform allowing for the exchange of
electric information between Customs and in theeabs of the required amendments to the
TIR Convention to provide the legal basis for tlhecwge C2C information exchange.
Despite their limited scope, the Expert Group weled such developments, as they may
provide a potential basis for the introduction afufe interfaces between national IT
systems and the eTIR international system.

9. In conclusion, the Expert Group welcomed the ynaimformation and
communication technology (ICT) developments which heing undertaken within the
framework of the current paper based TIR procedurg,at the same time, established that
the key strategic elements to ensure full compzaéion of the TIR procedure are still
missing. Thus, it confirmed the validity of the &Tproject, as it particularly addresses
these elements.

Chapter 3 — Analysis

Documentation: ECE/TRANS/WP.30/GE.1/2010/2

10. The Expert Group welcomed the final versiorCbipter 3 of the eTIR Reference
Model, contained in document ECE/TRANS/WP.30/GH)1@2, and took note of the
amendments brought to the messages thanks to nleakisistance of Mr. Hans Greven
from the Dutch Customs authorities, thus ensurimg dlignment with version 3 of the
WCO transit data model. Taking into account tharéhwere no further comments on the
content of Chapter 3, the Expert Group requestedsttretariat to circulate the adopted
text one last time through the newly created netwafreTIR focal points for comments
before submitting an update of the eTIR Referenamdll including Chapter 3, to the
WP.30 for endorsement.

Chapter 4 — Design

Documentation: ECE/TRANS/WP.30/GE.1/2009/4; ECE/TRANS/WP.30/GE01L0/3

11. The Expert Group welcomed document ECE/TRANSAORSE.1/2010/3
presented by the Government of the Netherlandspizeshe fact that the document
contains the implementation of just two messages lemits itself to the UN/EDIFACT
Message Implementation Guidelines (MIG) only, iyides a realistic idea of the extent of
work which will need to be accomplished before teehnical documentation can be
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VI.

finalized. At the same time, considering that Ckagt will closely follow the analysis of
Chapter 3, no new or additional conceptual inpttsukl be required. The Expert Group
confirmed the opinion, expressed at its sixteeessi®n, that input from external experts
will be required to ensure completion of the techhidocumentation. The secretariat was
requested to explore various options how to achiligegoal.

Financial implications of the national implemenation of
eTIR (Agenda item 4)

12. The Expert Group when revisiting the issueha ¢uestionnaire on the financial
implications of the national implementation of eTiRas of the view that, in the light of the
ongoing developments of Customs IT systems at #t®mal level, the few preliminary
results received so far — though at times veryildetand useful — might have lost some of
their relevance. In addition, the Expert Group galhe questioned the usefulness of
gathering information on investments at the nafidenel in the framework of the eTIR
project and decided to seek guidance from WP.3thisraspect of its mandate. At the same
time, the Expert Group mandated the secretariatvisstigate the financial aspects related
to the development and the maintenance of the @ft#Rnational system, both in terms of
costs and financing options. With regard to finagdhe project, the secretariat referred to
the “fee for use” principle as a possible optiorhisT could take the form of an
administrative fee per TIR transport which shoutit exceed the printing and handling
costs per TIR Carnet. All parties involved in th€lR project were kindly invited to
actively contribute to this discussion, both in Ebgert Group as well as in WP.30.

Other business (Agenda item 5)

World Customs Organization transit data model

13.  No additional information regarding the WCOnBi# data model was brought to the
attention of the Expert Group.

Other activities of interest

14.  No other activities were brought to the atmmif the Expert Group.

Date and place of next session

15. The Expert Group agreed not to fix the dateissofiext session and decided for the
time being to continue its deliberations at distankt asked the secretariat to circulate
information and documents through the newly createtvork of eTIR Focal Point and to
propose a date for the eighteenth session wheraplatiscussions would again become
necessary.




