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l. Purpose and organization

1. The United Nations Statistical Commission stfarty-first session (23-26 February 2010)
adopted “International merchandise trade statisticsncepts and definitions 2010”
(IMTS 2010) and endorsed the proposed implememagoogramme, including the
preparation of the revisebhternational Merchandise Trade Statistics Comgléanual
(IMTS Compilers Manual).

2. The Expert Group on International Merchandisadér Statistics (EG-IMTS) supports the
United Nations Statistics Division (UNSD) in thedape/revision of the IMTS Compilers
Manual. It has developed the chapter outline fer Manual during 2010 and agreed at its
first virtual meeting on the update of the IMTS Gulers Manual from 12 January to 28
February 2011 on the contents of the individualptéis as reflected in the annotated draft
outline! In two further virtual meetings (from 8 June to 28ly 2011 and from 21
September to 4 November 2011) the EG-IMTS discussiidl drafts of the first and
second set of chapters of the updated/revised IKBdRpilers Manual (chapters 1, 2, 3, 4,
5, 8,9, 11, 12, 13, 14, 16, 17, 19, 20, 21, 22a2d 28). These chapters were drafted by
UNSD and were prepared with assistance and inpat fnany members of the EG-IMTS.

3. A worldwide consultation on the updated drafh@mated outline resulting from the first
virtual meeting took place between March and Ma$120rhe quantitative results and the
comments of countries show that the overwhelmingorig of countries agree with the
suggested contents of the individual chapters.tal wf 86 countries (or areas) participated
in this consultation. Of those, 49 countries preddomments, often giving very detailed
feedback on the different chapters and individssués. The comments provided very
important and useful input and guidance for thétithg process.

4. On 21 November 2011 the members of the EG-IM@&ived the first full draft of the
revised IMTS Compilers Manual containing the updatersions of the first and second set
of draft chapters as well as initial drafts of tkenaining nine chapters (chapters 6, 7, 10, 15,
18, 23, 24, 25 and 26). The members of the EG-IMEE informed that this first full draft
would be discussed during the meeting on compitaissues of IMTS 2010, which took
place from 6 to 9 December 2011 in Mexico City (dadter referred to as the ‘Mexico
meeting’), and that the draft report of the Mexieeting would be provided to the fourth
virtual meeting for discussion and approval as sa®it would become available. Further,
the experts were invited to review the first futhft of the IMTS Compilers Manual and to
provide their comments (and any materials suggdstehclusion) on the expert forum, in
parallel to the meeting in Mexico.

1 See Report of the First Virtual Meeting on thedalfge of the IMTS Compilers Manual, available at:
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/trade/EG-IMTS/EG-IMT S%28%20announcement.htiReports of all subsequent
virtual meetings are available at the same location

2 See Report on the results of the worldwide claison on the annotated draft outline of the upddMTS
Compilers Manual, available at: http://unstats.tgunsd/trade/EG-IMTS/EG-
IMTS%20web%20announcement.htm
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5. This fourth virtual meeting of the EG-IMTS orethpdate of the IMTS Compilers Manual
discussed the draft report of the Mexico meeting @was expected to adopt the draft report
and hereby endorse the updated/revised IMTS Corspgd@nual. The report of the Mexico
meeting is included in Annex I to this report.

6. On 20 December 2011, the draft report of the ibtexneeting was posted on the expert
forum and the members of the EG-IMTS and the gperds of the Mexico meeting were
requested to provide their comments by 9 Januard2.20his time for comment was
extended until 16 January and on 19 January 20&ZXatum was physically closed for
comment. On 27 January 2012, UNSD provided thisntepf the fourth virtual meeting,
having considered the feedback and comments reteive

7. UNSD is currently updating the first full dradt the IMTS Compilers Manual, taking into
account the comments and inputs received duringafted the Mexico meeting (as listed in
the report of the Mexico meeting), generating aosdcfull draft. This second full draft of
the revised IMTS Compilers Manual will be providéd the 4% session of the UN
Statistical Commission, which takes place from 2&brdary to 2 March 2012, as a
background document for informatidiburing the subsequent finalization of the manygcri
for submission to the UN editor, planned for Junk/J2012, UNSD might contact
individual country experts to review the editedttegncerning their provided examples or
will ask, where needed, for clarification of paui@r aspects. The edited (but un-formatted)
version of the revised IMTS Compilers Manual is esxted to become available by end of
2012.

8. UNSD thanks all experts of countries and inteomal/regional organizations that
contributed in many ways to the initial draft chexgtand which provided many valuable
comments and inputs during the virtual meetingsthien, UNSD would like to thank the
participants of the Mexico meeting for their marmyrenents and materials for inclusion in
the revised IMTS Compilers Manual. The numerousntgquexamples constitute a very
important part of the revised IMTS Compilers Managithey provide practical guidance for
compilers by describing good/best practices applecander different circumstances.

9. For the time being no further meeting of the-BB3'S is planned. However, the report of
the Secretary General on international merchartdiste statistics to the 43%ession of the
Statistical Commission contains updated terms fa@reace of the EG-IMTS. According to
these terms of reference the EG-IMTS is expectedotdinue providing guidance on the
implementation of the revised recommendations @oatkin IMTS 2010 and to assist in the
development of further compilation guidance.

3 This background document is expected to becoraiasle by mid of February.
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Participation in the fourth virtual meeting

10. The EG-IMTS members of 28 national offices antbrnational/regional organizations

which participated in earlier meetings of the EGHi®as well as the participants of the
Mexico meeting were invited to this fourth virtuadeeting. Out of these, 2 participated
actively in the virtual meeting, explicitly agregino the conclusions. It should be pointed
out that on the last day of the Mexico meetingipgrants, many of them members of the
EG-IMTS, had already agreed with the general caichs of the meeting which are
contained in Part IV Findings and Conclusions, gaaphs 1 to 5 of the report of Mexico
meeting (see in Annex I). Annex Il provides the li§ participants of the fourth virtual
meeting of the EG-IMTS and the meeting on complatissues of IMTS 2010 in Mexico
City, from 6 to 9 December 2011.

Conclusions

11. At its virtual meeting from 20 December 2011 to 19anuary 2012, the Expert Group

on International Merchandise Trade Statisticsadopted the draft report of the meeting

on compilation issuef IMTS 2010 in Mexico City from 6 to 9 December 2012, which
discussed the first full draft of the revised IMT®mpilers Manual (IMTS Compilers
Manual, Rev.1) andndorsed the revised IMTS Compilers Manualsubject to the
comments and suggestions contained in the repoinediexico meeting. This endorsement
is understood as an overall agreement with theidgabrocess and content of the revised
IMTS Compilers Manual, and as an agreement that k& finalize the revised IMTS
Compilers Manual and its individual elements anchgeaphs.
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Annex |

Report of the Meeting on compilation issues of IMTSR010
Mexico City, 6-9 December 2011

I. Organization, purpose and participants

The United Nations Statistical Commission at itgyfdirst session (23-26 February 2010)
adopted “International merchandise trade statistiescepts and definitions 201dMTS 2010)
and endorsed the proposed implementation programmciagding the preparation of the revised
International Merchandise Trade Statistics Comlbtanual(IMTS Compilers Manual).

The United Nations Statistics Division (UNSD) orgaed this meeting on compilation issues of
International Merchandise Trade Statistics, Consegptd Definitions, 201dMTS 2010) from

6 to 9 December 2011 in Mexico City in cooperatiath and hosted by the Institubdacional
deEstadistica Yseografia (INEGI) of Mexico.

Purpose.The purpose of the meeting was to review all driaétpters of the revised IMTS
Compilers Manual, to gather country experiencesgamdl practices in the IMTS data
compilation for inclusion in the Manual and to caféassist UNSD in the finalization of the
provisional draft of the updated/revised IMTS Coleyg Manual in light of previous discussions
and country feedback. Specifically, this meetingued on making improvements to the draft
chapters, providing additional information andirid) gaps and giving overall guidance on how
to improve the text and the Manual. The meeting akked for concrete proposals for country
examples at indicated places in the draft manudleasiked experts to commit to provide the
exact wording of those examples, or provide exgstext which UNSD could summarize. The
meeting discussed all aspects of quality assuralata,sources, data compilation and data
dissemination of merchandise trade statistics.heunrthis meeting was requested to take note
and advice on the further implementation programimdNSD regarding the revised
recommendations for IMTS (IMTS 2010).

BackgroundAt its first virtual meeting on the update of th&TS Compilers Manual from 12
January to 28 February 2011 the Expert Group arrational Merchandise Trade Statistics
(EG-IMTS) agreed on the overall structure and aatstef the individual chapters as reflected in
the annotated draft outline. A worldwide consutiaton the updated draft annotated outline
resulting from this first virtual meeting took pbetween March and May 2011. The second
virtual meeting discussed the first set of dratitlers (chapters 1, 2, 3, 5, 8, 9, 13, 16, 19 and
22) and the third meeting discussed the seconof sieaft chapters (chapters 4, 11, 12, 14, 17,
20, 21, 27 and 28).4 These chapters were draftédNSD and were prepared with assistance
and input of many members of the EG-IMTS. The updalrafts of the first and second set as
well as initial drafts of the remaining nine chapté&hapters 6, 7, 10, 15, 18, 23, 24, 25 and 26)
were combined into one single draft text, the fiuditdraft of the revised IMTS Compilers

4 The reports of the virtual meetings and the weidié consultation are available on the UNSD website
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/trade/EG-IMTS/EG-IMT S%208%20announcement.htifhese reports are part of the
documentation of this meeting.
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Manual. This draft text was provided to particigaaot this meeting and the members of the EG-
IMTS two weeks before this meeting on 21 Novemli-rl2

Participation. The following 15 countries participated in the ieg and were represented by a
staff member from the national statistical ageresponsible for the overall IMTS compilation
and dissemination: Brazil (two participants), Camadhina, Colombia, Costa Rica, Germany,
Italy, Jamaica, Mexico (multiple participants), Moco, Norway, Philippines, Uganda, Ukraine
and United States. In the case of Mexico the falhgwmembers of the Specialized Technical
Committee on Foreign Trade Statistics of Mexicdipgrated: INEGI, Banco de Mexico, Tax
Administration Service of Mexico and Ministry of @womy, each with multiple participants. In
addition, representatives of the Common MarkeBastern and Southern Africa (COMESA),
the Statistical Office of the European Union (Etats the Food and Agriculture Organization
(FAO) and the World Customs Organization (WCO)radeel and contributed to the meeting.
UNSD was responsible for all substantive and, mpevation with INEGI, for all administrative
matters of the meeting.

[I. Summary

Opening sessiorr. Eduardo Sojo, Director General of the IngtithNacionalde Estadistica y
Geografia (INEGI) of Mexico opened the seminar leyjooming the participants and stressing
the importance of INEGI as an independent instiauné of the coordination of key statistical
fields such as foreign trade statistics througlonat committees and institutional arrangements.
Then, Mr. Ronald Jansen, Chief of the Trade Siesiranch of UNSD welcomed the
participants on behalf of Paul Cheung, Directothef United Nations Statistics Division

(UNSD).

Following the formal opening, UNSD explained thgeatives and organization of the meeting.
After the information on administrative matters theeting adopted the agenda. INEGI gave a
presentation on the work of the Specialized Tedirf@ommittee on Foreign Trade Statistics of
Mexico. UNSD introduced its work on internationade statistics. This was followed by a
UNSD presentation on the status of the updatingge® of the IMTS Compilers Manual and the
next steps. Finally, the opening session was cdeduwvith a presentation by UNSD introducing
the updated/revised IMTS Compilers Manual.

Sessions 2 — @®etailed discussion of all chapters. All chaptets 28 plus a new chapter on the
compilation of customs procedure codes were digcussdetail, section by section. To each
chapter UNSD provided a short introductory pred@meon its contents and some specific
issues.

Session 7Relationship between specific chapters and straaif the updated/revised IMTS
Compilers Manual; Editorial and dissemination issugpgrade of UN Comtrade (in particular
monthly data); IMTS 2010 implementation and the B3-S work programme: Introductions
and brief presentations by UNSD were followed lafszussion as required.

Closing sessianintroduction and adoption of the general conduasiof the meeting; the
meeting concluded with closing remarks by UNSD EEGI.
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lll. Fourth virtual meeting of the EG-IMTS on the u pdate of the IMTS
Compilers Manual

The fourth virtual meeting of the Expert Group atefnational Merchandise Trade Statistics
(EG-IMTS) on the update of the IMTS Compilers Maratarted on 20 December 2011. It
discussed the draft of this report of the meeting@mpilation issues of IMTS 2010 and was
expected to adopt this report. Further, the virtnakting was expected to endorse the
updated/revised IMTS Compilers Manual, subjechtodomments and suggestions contained in
this report of the meeting in Mexico City. This ensement will be understood as an overall
agreement with the drafting process and contetiieotipdated/revised IMTS Compilers Manual,
and as an agreement that UNSD will finalize the @itens Manual and its individual elements
and paragraphs. The first full draft of the updatdsed IMTS Compilers Manual which was
discussed in this meeting on compilation issuddaiS 2010 was provided to the members of
the EG-IMTS on 21 November 2011.

Background The EG-IMTS supports the United Nations StatssbBivision (UNSD) in the

update of the IMTS Compilers Manual. It has devetbthe chapter outline for the Manual
during 2010 and at its first virtual meeting on thpglate of the IMTS Compilers Manual from 12
January to 28 February 2011 agreed on the cormémdividual chapters as reflected in the
annotated draft outline. Two further virtual megsrdiscussed the initial drafts of the first and
second set of draft chapters for the updated/réuldd S Compilers Manual (chapters 1, 2, 3, 4,
5,8,9,11, 12,13, 14, 16, 17, 19, 20, 21, 222127 28).

Participation All participants of the meeting on compilatiosugs of IMTS 2010 in Mexico
City and all members of the EG-IMTS were invitedgosoticipate in this fourth virtual meeting of
the EG-IMTS.
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IV. Findings and conclusions

The meeting:

General conclusions

1. overall agreed with the structure of the first fiaft of the updated/revised IMTS
Compilers Manual (IMTS Compilers Manual, Rev.1) déinel contents of the individual chapters,
in particular also the chapters 6, 7, 10, 15, 1823 plus 24, 25 and 26 that were discussed for
the first time, subject to the comments and suggestontained in this report, and hereby
endorsed the draft of the updated/revised IMTS GrgoManual that has been made available;

2. agreed to the following changes to the currentctine of the updated/revised IMTS
Compilers Manual:

a) to move information on other trade classificatitnosn Chapter 13 “Classification” to a
separate chapter after the current Chapter 26 émiggation”;

b) to add the suggested chapter on customs proceddes ¢because of the importance of
this new data field) and to place it after the entrChapter 17 “Mode of transport”;

c) to combine and integrate Chapters 23 “Other speasts (Goods acquired by all
categories of travellers, Media, whether or nobrded, waste, fishing products, leased
goods, returned goods)” and Chapters 24 “Overviedata compilation for national
accounts and balance of payment purposes” as deddes the categories of goods to be
covered in these chapters overlap);

d) Annexes: that annexes will follow the respectivaptier; some information might be
moved into the website and out of the printed M&nua

e) that UNSD will consider splitting up the large Cha® “Data quality: assurance,
measurement and reporting” but took note that aart} preferable alternative has been
identified so far;

3. took note of the further drafting process of theated/revised Compilers Manual which
includes

a) discussion of and agreement on this report andreadwnt of the draft updated/revised
IMTS Compilers Manual in the fourth virtual meetiofithe Expert Group on
International Merchandise Trade Statistics (EG-INIT8ibject to the comments and
suggestions contained in this report;

b) provision of suggested input and examples by thecgzants of the meeting on
compilation issues of IMTS 2010 preferable by 6udam 2012 (also purely textual inputs
are welcome at this stage); inputs can be eith@rteeeister@un.orgwith copy to
vmarkhonko@agmail.coror posted on the EG-IMTS Expert Forum at
http://comtrade.un.org/etinder the sub-forumPbst your input here! IMTS Compilers
manual - All draft chapters”;

c) completion by end of January/ beginning of Februdrg second draft of the
updated/revised Compilers Manual which will incagge all comments, suggestions and
inputs of meeting participants and which will beyided to the 4% session of the
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Statistical Commission (28. Feb. — 2 Mar. 20123 ésickground document for
information;

d) finalization of the manuscript and submission & tHN editor by June/July 2012
(planned) with the edited (but not formatted fanpng) version expected to become
available end of 2012;

e) establishment of a website for the IMTS CompilermniMal by UNSD which will allow
to provide additional or updated information andrayples;

4, took note of the work programme of the EG-IMTS awtlvities for IMTS 2010
implementation, including the update of UN Comtrade

5. welcomed the progress in UNSD’s initiative of colimg and disseminating monthly
merchandise trade data; discussed the issuesafalasions, data transmission, automated data
upload and metadata concerning the monthly data;

Further conclusions concerning the draft text of tle updated/revised IMTS
Compilers Manual

6. took note that the revised IMTS Compilers Manudl eontain further and more detailed
explanation of certain recommendations in additoproviding practical guidance for

compilers; the Manual will encourage compilersdtoiv the provided good practices and may
recommend specific solutions; the Compilers Mamikinot introduce any new
recommendations or encouragements in comparisti®s 2010; IMTS 2010 sets the
internationally agreed standard and the IMTS CoenpiManual gives additional guidance for
their implementation and should be consistent Withrecommendations and encouragements in
IMTS 2010;

7. agreed to refer to such encouragements and recodatiems in the Compilers Manual
as indicated in the preceding paragraph with wardunch as “it is good practice”, “countries are
advised to” or “countries could”;

8. took note that each chapter should stand for itgki€h might result in some repetition

of material and agreed with the proposal that v@duction of each chapter should discuss the
relationship of this chapter with the other chaptarthe Manual and clarify to users why it is
needed as a separate chapter;

9. agreed to insert cross references to other chapterse appropriate;

10.  country practices: took note that UNSD will starttize their presentation and either
present them within the text, as text boxes onimexes, as seen appropriate; took note that
UNSD will try to keep all of them in the publicati@nd will consider moving them to a IMTS
Compilers Manual website only as the last optiomnctvishould be avoided;

11. agreed that country practices should be only ireduél deemed useful to compilers;
noted that some examples may represent a goodpiastepted practice in solving a specific
issue; others might only illustrate the specifguis; further, took note that some compilation
issues are complex and without clear answer;

10
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12. indicated that a short introduction (preface) t® thvised IMTS Compilers Manual needs
to be drafted, stating the objectives and purpdskeeoManual, informing about the drafting
process and other background information, includigdistinction between IMTS 2010 and the
IMTS Compilers Manual;

Part 1. Legal framework and data sources

Chapter 1: Legal framework

13. Paragraph 1.1: suggested to re-phrase this patagting more clearly what

institutions may be the key actors in compilatiétrade statistics, so as to take into account
those cases in which customs is producing the statistics and possibly additional data sets for
other purposes;

14. Paragraph 1.1: noted that the language of the pphgeeds editing and may focus on
the right division of responsibilities; thereforarpgraph 1.1 may be re-phrased using paragraph
1.10 as a model;

15. Paragraph 1.3: suggested to remove all referenabe tKyoto Convention and replace
them with references to the Revised Kyoto Conventio

16.  Paragraph 1.6: suggested that footnote 1 on page&formulated / amended, as its
justification is not clear;

17.  Paragraph 1.6: suggested changing “minimum regpkiinden” to “additional reporting
burden”, as customs data in Europe are considezgdheavy in terms of response burden;

18. Paragraph 1.6: suggested to highlight not onlyathantages but also the limitations of
customs data (e.g., under-recording, frequent béit\g data validation issues, etc.) which may
compel the compiler to look, in some cases, faraltive sources;

19. suggested to include examples of mechanisms diharlégal acts that regulate
compilation of trade statistics, e.g., MemorandurJiederstanding (MoUs) and service level
agreements between agencies involved in the congpilprocess;

20. pointed out the need to make a distinction betwpelity assurance issues and
usefulness of customs records, acknowledging thgtbms records may not have full coverage,
and suggested to avoid referring to quality assigassues in paragraph 1.6;

21. Paragraph 1.7: suggested replacing “internaticiagleS with “international forum”;

22. suggested adding an independent section for letmregulating institutional
arrangements, noting that cooperation is two-wayg, with NSO working together with
Customs to improve methodology;

23.  Section E: Took note of the offer by Morocco toypde an example of its experience in
the development of the legal framework governiaglérstatistics, to be included in section E;

Chapter 2: Customs declarations and related custmeosrds

11
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24.  suggested to include in the introduction of Cha@teome information on the importance
of the correct use of customs data for statispoaposes, as, for example, knowledge of customs
procedures is essential for statisticians;

25. Paragraph 2.1: suggested to write “At most poihentry” instead of “At most ports of
entry” and to replace “economic territory” with “stoms territory” in the first sentence of this
paragraph;

26. Paragraph 2.2: took note of the suggestion to aé-thee last three sentences of paragraph
2.2 to indicate that customs and statistics may n@eooperate to arrive to a common definition
and understanding of specific customs procedurestlie distinction between transit and re-
exports) and to emphasize the distinction betwestoms definitions and statistical definitions
and the fact that a transaction falling under eertastoms procedure may be later re-classified
for statistical purposes (China tentatively agreedrovide an example when the customs
procedure for certain cases of transactions hhs tmrrected);

27.  Section B: took note of WCO'’s offer to provide edial comments on Section B;

28. Paragraphs 2.10 and 2.11: suggested having pdrtdisifor paragraphs 2.10 and 2.11,
making reference to “inclusions in” and “exclusidram” IMTS, respectively;

29. Box 2.2: while Box 2.2 contains the official detion of the “drawback” customs
procedure, took note of Brazil's suggestion toune clarification on its specific implementation
in Brazil and requested Brazil to provide its defam and practices regarding this procedure;

30. Section C: suggested to add references to theamtispecific annexes of the Revised
Kyoto Convention when presenting the various custpnoecedures (e.g., Drawback refers to
specific annex E, etc.);

31. Box 2.3: suggested to include a reference to IMOE02o clarify the meaning of “a
specified period” for the definition of Temporaryl/ission and to verify the definition of
transshipment;

32.  suggested to link or cross reference (or potegtratbve) the information on customs
procedures contained in Chapter 2 to the new chapteustoms procedure codes;

33. Paragraph 2.14: suggested to reformulate thel@asséntences of paragraph 2.14, as
current language is inaccurate, considering thatodern customs operations all shipments and
declarations are subject to a risk assessment valfimhs to significantly limit physical
inspections; in some countries information abospections is flagged in the data while in other
countries no such information is available;

34. Paragraph 2.14: took note of the suggestion by tgam incorporate a few sentences in
paragraph 2.14 encouraging compilers to cooper#ltecwrstoms to improve on inspection /
verification (Uganda offered to provide some text);

35. Paragraph 2.15: took note of the suggestion by$fatrto draft some text on the fact that
the checking of accompanying information by the poimg agency would only occur in special
cases due to the large amount of transactions iydf@ clear link between declaration and
accompanying information is established;

36. Paragraph 2.16: suggested to emphasize the neelb$ercooperation between customs
and the compiling agency (via MoU) and questiomedphrase “when it arises”;

12
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37. Paragraph 2.23: suggested to review the use aéthe“procedure” in paragraph 2.23
and Box 2.5 and to maybe replace it with anothedyvo

38. Paragraph 2.23: suggested to include the casetpfréde shops, which however might
be best included in Chapter 6;

39. Paragraph 2.27: took note of suggestion by thkppimes to include a reference to the
need of compilers to engage in advocacy;

40. Paragraph 2.29: suggested to further clarify thistparagraph refers to keeping all
customs records pertaining to imports and expodsiecessarily paper documents);

41.  Paragraph 2.30: invited a contribution of COMESAsé&d on the material presented in a
recent meeting in Lusaka;

Chapter 3: Non-customs data sources

42. Table 3.1: suggested to review the use of the grafétransition countries” in table
3.1, and to include information on the date and@®of the data as well as a reference on the
relevant report;

43. Paragraphs 3.14 to 3.17: suggested to cover orda@vcross reference regarding the
issue of data quality; suggested to clarify wharthe Compilers Manual information on data
exchanges between countries is included; suggestesk the term “non domestic customs data;
suggested, keeping in mind that the issue shalbbeaonfounded with estimation issues;

44. Section C: noted that mirror statistics as datac®would fit in Section C;

45.  Paragraph 3.21: suggested to indicate that ITR®&tpigvide misleading partner
information as it records the commercial (financfedws and not the physical flow of goqds

46. Paragraph 3.22: suggested that the first sentdnuaragraph 3.22 should be more
general, not necessarily indicating the directibthe potential bias;

47. Paragraphs 3.26 to 3.27: noted that Section C.Gldlo fact be Section D and that the
information in paragraphs 3.26 and 3.27 should triilkedy, be moved to Chapter 7; however in
this case a cross reference would be provided aptehn 3;

48. Paragraph 3.29: took note that the example of thieed States for paragraph 3.29 has
already been provided but that it will be re-sent;

49.  Section C: invited meeting participants to prove@mples of specific country policies
on replacing customs value with statistical value;

50. Paragraph 3.10: noted that reference to Chapteh@dld be to Chapter 22;

51. Paragraph 3.11-3.13: suggested that "Fishing oh Bap" would be another important
case and good example under section B.3;

13
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Chapter 4: Enterprise surveys and other surveys

52.  Section A: suggested to mention that concepts afiditions used in enterprise surveys
should be the same or be harmonized with the osed im IMTS; this could include the use of
INCOTERMS in the case of the valuation of the teami®ns;

53.  Section C: welcomed offers by Mexico and Ukrain@itovide examples on their
experiences regarding the organization of survieyhis regard, Mexico suggested specifically
mentioning the importance of institutional arrangeis and inter-agency cooperation in relation
to the design and implementation of surveys;

54. Paragraph 4.10: pointed out that small companigsr(nhal sector) are not likely to
engage in exports;

55. Paragraph 4.12: suggested to emphasize in paragraplthat one of the main
methodological challenges is the estimation of pobdevel values in surveys due to their
limited sample sizes;

56. Paragraph 4.13: invited Uganda to provide an examplsurveys covering not only
airlines and shipping companies but also otherrpriges active at ports;

57.  Section E: noted that Norway will provide an exagiplit that the Norwegian survey of
shipping companies does not include ships regsteyaNorwegian owners in foreign registries;

58.  Section H: suggested to add a paragraph pointihtheypossibility of using a survey to
identify goods for processing;

59.  Section H: welcomed offer by Morocco to provideestample of a survey to collect data
on royalties paid in kind for the transportatiorgafs across its territory;

60. Section G: welcomed that Germany will provide aaragle of a survey to capture
information on the trade transactions below certiarasholds;

61. took note that Mexico offered to provide an additibexample on the use of
administrative sources (in Chapter 3);

Part Il Data compilation
Chapter 5: Institutional arrangements

62. Paragraph 5.9: suggested to emphasize the limtatbMemorandum of Understanding
(MoU’s); the rules and operations of confidentiahlieed to be defined in order to deal with the
risk of data disclosure;

63. Paragraph 5.9: suggested to include the experitaly, where the national statistical
institute (NSO) signed a MoU with the statisticaltwithin the customs administrations, as the
unit in charge of statistical production, but nathacustoms as a whole; the statistical unit in
customs is not independent form the NSO in ternrmaethodology;

64. Paragraph 5.11 to 5.13: suggested that more infawmsahould be provided in the case
when the NSO is the responsible agency;
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65. Paragraph 5.13: emphasized the importance of #regpaph and noted that
Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) are often tooueagnd that they should be as specific as
possible; topics suggested to be included in taragraph are timing of data supplies, cost
sharing (if any), agreements on coding of varialjpesblem-solving mechanisms, contacts for
each specific topic/issue, expected outcomes,iaetivto be undertaken by each party, as well as
definition of a work programme with short-term dodg-tern objectives; noted Canada’s offer

to provide the table of contents of a current MoU;

66. Paragraphs 5.14 and 5.15: suggested to includeaanpe of the data flow between
various agencies;

67. Paragraph 5.15 — first sentence: suggested to \initeeased need” instead of “increased
pressure”;

68. Paragraph 5.16: suggested to add some text empigagiat central banks might focus
on the compilation of trade statistics accordin@&d but that it is important to also properly
publish data following IMTS;

69. Paragraph 5.17: suggested to move paragraph 5sEttion E;

70.  Section D: suggested to include an additional stttmseaddressing those cases in which
other agencies are responsible for the compilatfdrade statistics (e.g. Ministry of Trade);

71. Paragraph 5.23: suggested to add the “identifinadfcdata gaps” as an important
element in paragraph 5.23;

72.  Section E: welcomed the offer by Italy to provideexample on the cooperation between
national statistical office and customs adminigtrgtwhich was eager to cooperate on data
guality issues due to increased requirementsjripigt will also be used to improve section F;

73.  Section E: welcomed the offer by the Philippinepriavide a country example on
institutional arrangements related to its Natiddtaltistical Coordination Board, which is a
permanent committee composed of the secretarig® afarious ministries of government
responsible for coordinating all statistical adias;

74.  Section F: welcomed offer by Canada to contribdiditeonal inputs for section F;

75.  Annex 5.1: noted that the current Annex 5.1(1) @Alexperience does not fit with the
context of the chapter, and welcomed the offer BAWo provide a new material for this Annex;

76.  Annex 5.1: welcome offer by Mexico to amend Annek(8) to reflect work by the
SNIEG (National System of Statistical and Geogreghinformation);

77. Annex 5.1: welcomed the offer by Brazil to provelditorial amendments to Annex
5.1(3);

78.  noted that in Chapter 5 there is no specific mentibinstitutional arrangements at the
international level, and although this is covemedther chapters, specific reference to the latter
can be included in Chapter 5;

79.  suggested either to amend title of Chapter 5 tcerspecifically limit its scope to the
institutional arrangements at the national levelbgoroperly indicate the scope of this chapter
and its relationship with other chapters in theadtictory paragraph;
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Chapter 6: Statistical territory and organizatioh @ata collection

80. Paragraph 6.2: welcomed offer by Canada to provsdexperience on the
standardization efforts concerning the definitidteoritory and other metadata which are to be
used across statistical domains;

81. Paragraph 6.5: welcomed the offer by Eurostat\teevethe accuracy of paragraph 6.5,
and suggested a more neutral language in this zgofa@s country practices may differ
regarding adherence to the1982 UN Convention ohdmeof the Sea;

82. Paragraph 6.6: advised to be careful with the eefez to specific definitions as these
definitions are not necessarily agreed by all coesit

83. Paragraph 6.7, last sentence: noted that theredom#ye need to further clarify how this
applies to the case of moving installations (likelaite rigs) which may intermittently be within
or outside the statistical territory;

84. Paragraph 6.8, fourth sentence: suggested to riewigaage, to reflect and clarify that
control and jurisdiction of outer space installatas usually linked to ownership and not to
location of launch;

85. Paragraph 6.9: suggested to add a footnote tdyct&or IMTS purposes...”, to indicate
that a decision was made in IMTS 2010 to continsiagithe previous distinction of commercial
and industrial free zones originating from the Ky@tonvention and not anymore reflected in the
same manner in the Revised Kyoto Convention;

86. Section B: reflect the existence of oversee tatafy

87. Paragraph 6.10: welcomed offer by Brazil to pro\agieexample on “export processing
zones” (as opposed to industrial free zone);

88. Paragraph 6.12: welcomed offer by China to proeid@xample on treatment of
domestic goods for exports stored in customs warsds)

89. Paragraph 6.13: noted that some elements of theedo territory listed in section B
should not be viewed as restricted to a specifagggphic territory, it should be indicated that
some countries define the elements of their stegisterritory on the enterprise level; suggested
to correct/ edit the third sentence;

90. Paragraphs 6.17 and 6.18: took note of the neecbfadributions; Brazil indicated its
practice of using the special system for imporis @@ general system for exports; suggested to
link this paragraphs to the use of custom procedades;

Chapter 7: Integration of data from different soesc

91. Paragraph 7.1: suggested to amend and furtherraleqmaragraph 7.1 in order to

provide guidance for a strategic choice betweetoous data and non-customs data and to better
explain the limitations of customs data (e.qg.,istiagl burden, under-declaration,
misclassification for purposes of tax evasion,)ettich however might not be the same across
countries;
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92. Paragraph 7.3: suggested to include under para@r8pdiso petroleum produced outside
the customs territory and directly shipped by vesse

93. Paragraph 7.4: suggested to include that it carsbtul to users if data based on non-
customs sources would be differentiated from dat®etd on customs sources;

94. Paragraph 7.4 and 7.5: suggested to include sordargie on how to deal with data from
different sources if that data are available ifiedént levels of commodity detall, i.e. such in the
case of shuttle trade; noted that goods that gmugir post/ mail are also difficult to classify at
the commaodity level, as there is no specific desiom for them;

95. Paragraph 7.7: welcomed Norway'’s offer to furtHaberate its country example in
paragraph 7.7;

96. welcomed Uganda’s offer to provide an examplesérperience in merging data from
cross-border surveys, illustrating how survey @aatransformed to make them compatible with
customs data;

97. Paragraph 7.10: noted that the Intrastat surveyiored in paragraph 7.10 is not a good
example of data integration during compilationiéasl, Intrastat and Extrastat data are compiled
in parallel pipelines and only merged at the diseation stage, with appropriate metadata
indicating e.g., methodological differences regagdiountry of origin;

98. Paragraph 7.10: welcomed Eurostat’s offer to pread example of data integration
during the compilation of trade statistics in tHg, Hlustrating how data sources for specific
products (e.g., electricity) are used/ integrated;

99.  Suggested to clarify that the integration of data be either at the micro-data level or the
aggregate level (or both), and that country prastitan differ in this regard;

100. Paragraph 7.11: suggested to emphasize the needrfducting a validation step after
data integration, e.g., as non-customs sourceshanagy missing quantity data;

101. Paragraph 7.11: suggested to review bullet pojreigat is not shared by participants;
welcomed the suggestion of Germany to provide amgte under (c); suggested to be more
specific on (d) to indicate that data from somersesi have simplified requirements;

102. suggested to mention the use of military expenegas data source;

103. noted that the example mentioned in 7.11(c) isnael to illustrate estimation issues and
not data integration issues;

104. suggested to re-write section E to better reflsctiie (General conclusions on merging
different data sources) without only focusing oayiding country examples;

105. Chapter 7: suggested to refer in the title of thapter not to the integration of data but to
the compilation of IMTS based on multiple sources;

Chapter 8: Data processing and database management

106. Paragraph 8.2 and 8.3: welcomed WTOQO's offer to tgttzotnotes 29 and 30 on page 64;
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107. Paragraph 8.12: noted that full implementatiorhefélectronic-to mobile (e2m) customs
project in the Philippines was only in August 20&0¢d welcomed the Philippines’ offer to send
correction of paragraph 8.12 by e-mail;

108. Paragraph 8.13: welcomed Brazil’s offer to provaseendments on paragraph 8.13 by e-
mail;

109. Paragraph 8.17: suggested to expand paragraphdiridlude issues on knowledge
management (on classification, database managestent,and welcomed ltaly’s offer to
provide an example;

110. invited further examples on automated data proogssi

111. Paragraph 8.21: agreed that trade flow still isinegl as there are different degrees of
implementation of customs procedures code (CPQ)sumygested to add a footnote on the use of
CPCs for the identification of trade flows;

112. Paragraph 8.21: noted that some countries maydifiailties capturing net weight as
required data field and only provide gross weigjotivever it is important to highlight that the
recommendation is to provide net weight;

113. Paragraph 8.22: welcomed the Philippines’ offesttend text of this paragraph;
114. Table 8.2: suggested to change “port” to “pointthe first line of Table 8.2;

Chapter 9: Data quality: assurance, measurementrapodrting

115. Paragraph 9.11: suggested to include in paragrdghs®me text indicating that coverage
is affected by simplification of customs rules dhdit this is also an estimation issue (for trade
below lower thresholds);

116. Paragraph 9.12: suggested to emphasize in paragraplhat asymmetries in partner
information can be due to misclassification;

117. Paragraph 9.12: noted that asymmetries in panti@mnation are also the result of
different trade systems being used by differenhtaes;

118. Paragraph 9.13: noted that Eurostat will providevésed text for footnote 45; suggested
to indicate the issue of quantity aggregation dwadl tustoms and the responsible agency work
together on this issue;

119. Paragraph 9.19: suggested to write “validationg'Uillestead of “tests” in the second to
last sentence of paragraph 9.19;

120. Paragraphs 9.21-9.24: welcomed offer by Eurostegu@w text of paragraphs 9.21 to
9.24 and provide comments by e-mail;

121. Paragraph 9.36: noted the need to revise para@.a8phas compilers would appreciate
more details;

122. Paragraph 9.39: pointed out that terminology neéed® revised, consistently writing
CIF value instead of CIF price;
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123. Paragraph 9.40: suggested to write “differencatataand methodolodyin paragraph
9.40(d);

124. Paragraph 9.43: suggested to emphasize in connewitio paragraph 9.43 (f) that
indirect trade in some cases represents a large shtotal value, so it is important to include it
as a point to verify in reconciliation studies;

125. Paragraph 9.43: pointed out that confidentialitsl& a reason for differences in the
data; suggested to mention triangular trade;

126. Paragraph 9.44: welcomed the offer by Canada ttribate the experience in
reconciliation studies among the three countriesa@a, Mexico and the United States;

127. Paragraph 9.46: took note that USA and Canadaeviiew the text and provide a
revised or amended version;

128. Paragraph 9.48: suggested to mention the use o >SDM

129. Chapter 9: suggest to include some concluding resretrthe end of chapter 9, stressing
that quality is a key issue in compilation, ideyitify priorities and a road map to make quality
assurance operational, and providing referencgsabty issues in other chapters;

130. Annex 9.1: suggested to clarify and explain theiteology used, i.e. the term
“framework” in paragraph A9.11,

131. Annex 9.3: suggested to provide a link betweengragh 9.43 and Annex 9.3, reflecting
in the Annex any modifications made to paragragi39.

132. Paragraph A9.36 suggested to add simplified repgpes a source of discrepancies;

133. Annex 9.4: pointed out that the old reference té&\anex 9.4 in paragraph A9.39 should
be removed;

134. Annex 9.4: Suggested to remove specific referemo®tntries in paragraph A9.55;

Chapter 10: Data compilation in the case of custami®n

135. Part A: suggested to clearly define “tariff uniofustoms union”, and “free market”,
possibly in a text box;

136. Paragraph 10.4: suggested to add “which is a spelzfa collection system for intra
union trade” at the end of paragraph 10.4 andrihén emphasize this;

137. Paragraph 10.6: welcomed offer by Eurostat to pi®@mendments on coverage
threshold in paragraph 10.6; Eurostat was inviteitview the information on the Intrastat
system;

138. noted that intra-EU trade statistics also covea fi@m customs sources and that Intrastat
is just a collection system for these statistiasr¢iStat was requested to confirm and further
elaborate this point);

139. Paragraph 10.8: suggested to include “instituti@nangements” in the title of paragraph
10.8 suggested to move contents of footnote 64 (natimiatommunity concept) into the main
text of the chapter;
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140. Paragraph 10.11: pointed out that the last senteingaragraph 10.11 should read “Rules
and regulations” instead of “Regulations”;

141. Paragraph 10.13: welcomed the offer by the Phippito provide additional text for
paragraph 10.13;

142. Paragraph 10.14: noted that paragraph 10.14 wiligolated on the basis of inputs
received from the Customs Union Committee;

143. Paragraph 10.15: pointed out that a country caneoshember of two customs unions;

144. Paragraph 10.16: suggested to include text ingigatiat well run customs unions would
need to establish a central statistical body;

145. Part C: suggested to include a section on long-tgrategies in other chapters as
appropriate and not only in Chapter 10;

146. Paragraph 10.20: noted that this paragraph seegigg@ustom unions too much
flexibility in deciding which information is needgthus, a sentence may be added stating that
decisions should be compatible with, and fulfill T8 2010 recommendations;

147. Paragraph 10.22: noted that the European Unioreddceadopt a centralized customs
clearance but that this is still far away from iemplentation;

148. Paragraph 10.23: suggested to add some text arskhef double counting in multi
country data exchanges;

149. Section D: suggested to consider adding a paragegarding the use of mirror data
agreed to remove any reference to single flow dutdlude the general idea of data exchange
between countries;

Chapter 11: Integrating trade and business statssti

150. Section A: welcomed the offer by the Philippineptovide detailed information on the
Statistical Committee of ESCAP’s Regional ProgramEconomic Statistics for Asia Pacific as
an example of an integrated approach;

151. Paragraph 11.8: pointed out that paragraph 11e8sé taxonomy, not a framework and
agreed to change the title of this paragraph; &urthype 1 refers to a reclassification process
(Italy will be consulted on this paragraph);

152. Paragraph 11.8: welcomed that the USA agreed tagwats experience in generating,
as the first country, information on trade operatay business characteristics;

153. Paragraph 11.12: agreed to clarify and properlythisdéerms “trader”, “exporter” and
“importer” and welcomed Eurostat’s offer to provid@ut on this issue; the same applies to the

terms “enterprise”, “establishment”, etc.;

154. Section E: suggested to mention the use of coivel#bles to link trade and business
statistics at the macro level, and welcomed therdiffy Mexico to provide text on its experience
in this regard;

155. Section E: welcomed offer by Brazil to provide aictry experience based on a
presentation made at the Global Forum in Geneva;
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156. Section E: suggested to add a paragraph on traddue added and related statistical
work (Input output tables etc.);

157. Paragraph 11.10: noted that reference needs tabe to Aliceweb 2
(aliceweb2.mdic.gov.br);

158. Paragraph 11.13 and 11.14: welcomed offer by tajyrovide some text on FATS;

159. Paragraph 11.18: noted that in paragraph 11.18refe needs to be made to the
Ministry of Development, Industry and Foreign Tradet to IBGE;

160. Paragraph 11.19: suggested to add “and other aggniithe bracket of paragraph
11.19;

Part [l Compilation of particular data items
Chapter 12: Time of recording

161. Paragraph 12.1: suggested to clarify that thisgragh refers to the statistical time of
recording and to add a reference to IMTS 2010cmtthg that there may be differences in
terminology and practices across different coustftiate of lodgement, date of release, date of
assessment);

162. Paragraph 12.3: suggested to introduce the meafithg abbreviation RKC for Revised
Kyoto Convention at the beginning of the Manual] &muse this abbreviation consistently
across all chapters;

163. Paragraph 12.12: pointed out that in paragraph2li2 should read “additional
declaration” instead of “proper (final) declaratipn

164. Paragraph 12.4 and 12.12: noted that, in case #nersvo declarations (provisional
(incomplete) and additional), both must be cleériked and any applicable information from
the additional declaration must be ascribed tgtigisional declaration in order to avoid double
counting; also stressed that the time of recordimmuld be based on the provisional declaration;

165. suggested to add a paragraph on the problems atsbwith time of recording of
transactions over fixed lines (e.g., pipelines, eolines, etc.) and to point out possible solutjons
agreed to provide a cross reference to the chaptpipeline trade;

166. pointed out that the use of additional sourcesi&germining the time of recording must
be limited to exceptional, important cases, dugréztical considerations;

Paragraph 12.18: Welcomed the offer by Eurostptdgide some text for this paragraph; noted
that in the case of Eurostat, there are two optiegarding time of recording for Intrastat: either
the time of crossing the border or the taxablegaefwhich is based on the invoice date);

167. Paragraph 12.19: suggested to indicate that chafing@nership is only used/ applicable
for specific goods;

168. Paragraph 12.20: welcomed offer by the United Stitgrovide an example for the time
of recording in the case of free zones;
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Chapter 13: Commodity classification

169. Section A: suggested to make reference to qualsyas and the difference of goods and
services; suggested to provide information regarthe scope and intentions of this chapter;

170. Section B, C and D: agreed after discussion thaewte information contained in
section B, C and D is available in WCO publicatiahgs important to provide an overview of
the HS and its rules for the interpretation in @@npilers Manual as there is a need from users;
however, these sections should be made more caamissome of the materials put into
annexes;

171. Section C: suggested that Section C should prothetapplication of HS 2012;

172. Paragraph 13.38 to 13.40: suggested to add somstitegsing that assistance and
training should be provided to traders to ensuop@r classification;

173. Paragraph 13.41: noted that HS chapters 98 andeY%e& to use by WCO members as
they see fit and therefore are not standardizetiyaaicomed offer by Eurostat to provide some
illustration on how HS chapters 98 and 99 are upeihted out that reference should be made to
IMTS 2010 recommendation to limit the use of the§&echapters;

174. Paragraph 13.46: suggested to describe the us8 of tlade negotiations;

175. Section E: Pointed out that HS can be used for platsentation in various ways;

indicated that for the use of HS for disseminapanposes descriptions at the 6-digit level need
to be linked to corresponding 4-digit and 2-digsdriptions, and suggested to mention as a best
practice the creation of full descriptions allowithg direct interpretation of the 6-digit HS

codes suggested to add a reference to the HS text tlaatitable electronically at the WCO
website;

176. Paragraph 13.47: noted that statisticians shomld the use of simplified classification
based on certain customs procedures and some d¢hissh

177. Paragraph 13.47: suggested to delete “difficuttidrparagraph 14.47(a) (the HS is
complex but not complicated) and elaborate mortherassistance which might be needed in
some cases;

178. Chapter 13: suggested to indicate that the HSml®ades a recommendation on
guantity units and to provide a cross referendéécchapter on quantity measurement;

179. Sections F to K: agreed to move these sectionséparate chapter after the chapter on
dissemination and to provide in the introductiom$hte amended chapter 13 and to the new
chapter 26(b) clear descriptions of their respectisopes and the relationship; consider
amending the title of Chapter 13;

Chapter 14: Valuation

180. Paragraph 14.9: agreed with the list of cost itantswith the on them based tables 1, 2
and 3 provided in Sections B and C; suggested ttiorethat there are some aspects of the
definition of statistical value which are specificcustoms unions;
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181. Paragraph 14.18: welcomed the offer by the Phitippito provide an example on the
compilation of imports in FOB-value;

182. Paragraph 14.20: welcomed Brazil's offer to furtherend its example;

183. Section D: noted that Mexico’s Central Bank usda lam the US Department of
Commerce as a supplementary source to value exgfastane agricultural products, and
welcomed a tentative offer to prepare a countryrg®a by the Specialized Technical
Committee on Foreign Trade Statistics of Mexico;

184. Paragraph 14.29: welcomed the offer by Canadadgpgpe a country example on the
distinction between customized and regular softveaick data validation of these two items
based on detection of extremely large unit valnesoin-customized software; also welcomed
Eurostat’'s and Italy’s offer to provide further exales;

185. Paragraph 14.36: welcomed offer by FAO to providexample on the use of
commercial trade values in order to estimate theevaf food aid; suggested to use the term
“international aid in goods” to be consistent wsttmment on Box 2.5 aboy®ok note that the
United States (as the largest donor of food aidsitters to provide some input/ practices on the
valuation of these exports;

186. Section D: welcomed offer by Italy to provide sotegt on its practices and guidelines
on the valuation of goods that incorporate a sigaiift share in services; however, some of the
more conceptual considerations might be betteuded in Chapters 18-24;

187. Paragraph 14.44: welcomed offer by Germany to plew description of the use of
average exchange rates tables for currency coovenselcomed offer by Brazil to provide a
country example on how the Siscomext databasekedi to the Central Bank to obtain official
exchange rates; welcomed offer by Eurostat to geoain example of currency conversion using
different exchange rates for customs data andtradtat; welcomed Canada’s offer to provide
some text illustrating the difficulties in deternmg exchange rates when individual transactions
for exports (and in some cases, imports) are regarly as a monthly summary;

188. Section D/ Paragraph 14.36: suggested to inclugenmation and practices related to
transfer pricing and intra-firm trade, e.g. indingtthat unit values are not reliable in the case o
intra-firm trade, and noted that while the probleas often been recognized, there is still need
for information on best country practices;

Chapter 15: Quantity measurement
189. Table 15.1: suggested to update Table 15.1 widfeaence to HS 2012 instead of HS
2007;

190. Paragraphs 15.1 and 15.5: welcomed WCO's offerdwige a revised text for
paragraphs 15.1 - 15.5 and noted that WCO recomsngsidg net weight while completing
customs declarations;

191. Section B: suggested to change the title of thiti@e to “Weight quantity concept”, and
to replace “weight figures” with “weight quantities
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192. Paragraph 15.17: welcomed WCO's clarification amttieatment of products whose
packing material itself has a high value, notingt iin those cases the packing material would be
declared separately according to GIR 5 (for exampiports of gas in steel containers);
however it was pointed out that the valuation ef pnoducts themselves and the packing
material as two separate goods can be very difficul

193. Section A: noted that WCO'’s standard units of giliaare an instrument for analysis
purposes, but that countries are free to use additunits of quantity; noted that some of the
units of quantity in the WCO recommendation migbit Ine in line with the commercial practices
in individual countries;

194. Section C and D: welcomed Eurostat’s offer to pdevain example on how quantity
measurement is set at the level of the combinecenatature;

195. Section C and D: suggested to mention some speeifegories of goods whose quantity
measurement may be problematic and may requireatdgrification (e.g., ornamental fish,
wine, cosmetics, etc.);

196. Section D: welcomed Norway'’s offer to provide amewle on direct reporting of
petroleum products;

197. Section F: welcomed FAQ'’s offer to provide an exign how net quantity data are
used to convert quantity into calories, underlining importance to exclude packaging;

198. Section G: welcomed Canada’s offer to provide aangxe on the imputation of
guantities based on an outlier-detection algorigimd the use of unit values;

199. Section G: welcomed the United States’ offer tovmte an example on the validation of
units of measurement for exports;

200. Section G: welcomed Germany’s offer to provide aaneple on the imputation of
guantities;

201. Section G: welcomed Italy’s offer to provide an exde on a new methodology to
impute quantities taking into account unit valuefies of individual operators (i.e., below
commodity level);

Chapter 16: Partner country

202. Paragraph 16.6: suggested to write “non preferenti@s of origin” in paragraph 16.6;

203. Paragraph 16.9: suggested to clearly define whatant by “substantial
transformation”, noting that this is linked to thetion of country of consignmenwelcomed the
example by Uganda (35% of value added constitutlestantial transformation);

204. Paragraph 16.8: noted that the list of goods whaibduced in a country is taken from
the Kyoto convention, but the list may not be e>xdtave as for example it does not include
wheat;

205. Paragraph 16.23-16.28: welcomed offer by Italyrtov/mle an example on the
determination of partner country for electricitydagas bought in electronic markets;
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206. Paragraph 16.23-16.28: noted that in some case®timgry of consignment is more
relevant than the country of origin for dissemiaatpurposes (e.g., antiques, used aircraft); in all
such cases the use of country of consignment sheutdearly indicated (e.g., “country of

origin” data field might be left blank while “cougtof consignment” data field is properly
marked);

207. Section D: noted that country of consignment ispeot of the imports declarations in
some countries and that the declaration would ted&g amended,;

208. Paragraph 16.38: indicated that change of ownershigstantial transformation and any
other operations not linked with the transport canstitute operations that change the legal
status of goods — however, more examples are estjuir

209. Section D: welcomed offer by Ukraine to provideeiample on the determination of
partner country in transactions with a member cfistoms union;

210. Paragraph 16.47: noted that this paragraph neduks ammended to take in to account
cases in which data on trade within groups of coemis not available (e.g., trade with France
and Monaco);

Chapter 17: Mode of transport

211. Paragraphs 17.4-17.6; noted that UNSD will considevork out the description and
definition of different modes of transport;

212. Section B: noted that there is a strong correlabetween point of entry and mode of
transport (MoT), but that the attribution of MoTneent be based on the identification of point of
entry only and that countries appears to normallymode of transport as indicated in customs
records;

213. Paragraph 17.1: noted that information on MoT defias means of transport when
entering the economic territory and derived froratoms records is not always the most relevant
information for analytical purposes and that fomgopurposes predominant MoT is more useful;

214. Paragraph 17.15: suggested to distinguish soufaafoomation for estimating MoT at
different stages of the compilation process dependn user requirements: e.g., at the initial
data collection stage (micro level, based on aoltii documentation for individual transactions)
or at later data compilation stages (macro-levektae.g., on enterprise surveys) (Eurostat to
provide further input if requirednoted that information on MoT is frequently not yiceed and
needs to be imputed;

215. Section B: noted comment by Uganda, explainingthiasing data on MoT for imports
of specific commodities might be imputed using miation on port of exit of these
commodities;

216. Paragraph 17.24: welcomed offer by Mexico to revilegitext in Box 17.1;

217. Paragraph 17.25: welcomed the offer of Brazil tovpte its practices on the
dissemination of the information on MoT;

Chapter 17b: Customs procedures code
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218. welcomed this chapter and recognized its importance

219. Section E: welcomed offer by China to provide aaregle on the customs regimes
(procedures) applied; information including theqadures used in Hong Kong would be highly
welcome as well;

220. Paragraph 17b.9: noted that the ASYCUDA system asst®ms procedure codes for
determining the trade type (system) and flow; weled the offer of COMESA to provide a list

of custom procedure codes used in ASYCUDA and #ication to trade type (system) and
flow; noted that while there is a strong relatiapgbetween customs procedures codes and trade
flows, country practices differ and this relatioipgsinight not be perfect in some countries;

221. noted that in the European Union there are follgnatements of information: (1)
customs procedure code, (2) statistical procedodes; and (3) nature of transaction codes;
customs procedure code defines the difference leetgeneral and special trade, while the
transaction code determines other aspects likegghahownership;

222. welcomed offer by Eurostat to draft a paragraplit®experience on the use of the
information on customs procedures;

223. welcomed the offer by the Philippines to providestof its customs procedures used;

224. Section C: noted that the information containethancustoms procedure codes may not
automatically or for all countries translate inébevant statistical information;

Part IV Compilation of data on trade in selected ategories of goods

Chapter 18: Scope of IMTS

225. Table 18.1: took note that goods for repair andnteaiance are to be excluded but
recorded separately;

226. Table 18.1: suggested to cover/ include the is$ue-exports in some form;

227. Section B: suggested to include an example of gémdsonsignment;

228. suggested to extend paragraph 18.14 with more popractices regarding trade in
illegal goods;

229. Paragraph 18.15: agreed that the treatment of egpense should be further elaborated
and suggested to review the cross reference witgpaph 2.28;

230. Paragraph 18.16: suggested to edit EU examplecapdttt into a text box and
welcomed the offer of Eurostat to provide a proposa

231. Paragraph 18.17: pointed out the importance to kalogut national practices and
pointed out that while active confidentiality isngegally used in business statistics, in trade
statistics passive confidentiality is normally apgd| noted that in Italy’s experience foreign
companies in partner countries are sometimes astrmgore confidentiality;

232. Paragraph 18.17: emphasized that confidentialibyikhnot result in under-coverage,;
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Chapter 19: Goods for processing

233. Section A: welcomed the Philippines offer to praveh example on semi-conductors;

234. Section A: noted that while countries have somedoen on what they define as goods
for processing, it is necessary to have a cleanitieh and appropriate metadata in the interest
of international comparability;

235. Paragraph 19.1: suggested to review the introdudticghe chapter to emphasize the
importance of goods for processing in the analysglobal value chains, and in the Balance of
Payments (BoP) and National Accounts;

236. suggested to move paragraph 19.5 to an examplbeor ar an annex, as its content is
not applicable to all countries;

237. Paragraph 19.7: noted that the items listed aentédom Eurostat practices and noted
that a revised list will be provided shortyggested to make this list either more universally
applicable and to include additional operationshsag uranium for enrichment, oil refining, gold
refining and/ or to provide some qualification thi@s might not be a universally accepted nor a
complete list and maybe only a core/ minimum list;

238. Section B: noted that this list is also taken fiabh practices but might be more
universally applicable, which however should betfer reviewed and indicated;

239. Section C: suggested to include information on Bwk defines processing (major and
minor);

240. noted that in the European context goods for pgiogsvithout change of ownership are
identified using the nature of transaction code;

241. Section E: welcomed the offer of Morocco to provéseexample on goods for
processing as presented at the Global Forum invaene

Chapter 20: Goods which cross borders as a reduitamsactions between related parties.

242. Paragraph 20.2: noted that IMTS 2010 adopted tfiritilen of WTO for related parties
as this was seen as the most operational defirfition customs perspective and pointed out that
the paragraph already indicates that countries indiylerge from this recommendation;

243. Paragraph 20.2: emphasized that trade betweerdelatties can have an impact on
valuation of transactions, as shown by long-tenndists of inter-company pricing;

244. Section B: Suggested to move the paragraph 20v&aloiation quality control to the
beginning of this section;

245. Paragraph 20.9: suggested to indicate that thalhas exports and imports may not be
mandatory; requested Italy to provide some furtbkavant inputs on FATS for this paragraph, if
applicable;

246. Paragraph 20.11: suggested to reformulate para@@gh to take into account existing
country practices and limitations;
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Chapter 21: Electricity, gas, oil and water

247. agreed to change terminology to refer to pipeliade;

248. suggested to include a cross-references to Chamiemon-customs sources; however,
emphasized that information available from custshuld be obtained first;

249. Section A: suggested to emphasize the complexikgeping track of physical
movements of gas, oil, etc. due to the complexityhe pipelines themselves;

250. Section B: noted that it is difficult to excludarsit from these types of flows;

251. Section C: welcomed Norway’s offer to provide amioy example illustrating

difficulties associated with customs data and thednto obtain information from other sources,
including private companies and government; howdeek note of the fact that the compilation
system in Norway may change in the near future;

252. Section C: welcomed lItaly’s offer to provide a coyrexample illustrating a new
methodology for the treatment of transit importenaay from Switzerland, dealing with the issue
of data quality;

253. Paragraph 21.11 (example China): noted the existehmspection agreements in the
case of oil pipelines;

Chapter 22: Ships and aircraft

254. discussed the scope of this chapter and noteditltia¢ EU transactions on rigs for oil
production are treated differently depending ontivbethey are fixed or floating, and that in the
latter case they are treated as vessels;

255. Paragraph 22.7: noted that fishing vessels migmidbeegistered in a standard way;

256. Paragraph 22.10: noted that IMTS compilers in Batdsave submitted an inquiry to NA
and BoP experts on how economic ownership is datexdnand further clarification is expected
shortly, emphasized that the economic ownership principtgergerally well understood but is
difficult to operationalize; noted that ownershipships and aircraft is concentrated but financial
arrangements can be complex and difficult to urtdads

257. Section C: noted that the EU task force on thisegdentified two basic approaches, the
use of accounts of companies and the review oifriga®ntracts; noted that the possibility to
review leasing contracts and agreements on vesssgement to determine economic
ownership is currently not used;

258. Section C: noted the need to identify non repontadsactions and to verify reported
transactions; welcomed offer by Eurostat to prowgamples on the difficulties to identify
whether the transaction should be included or eladuthese examples were prepared in the
context of consultations with national accounts piens in Eurostat).

259. Section E: welcomed offers by Canada, Italy (bathhe use of different sources),
Morocco, and Ukraine to provide an example on dw@rding of trade in ships and aircratft;
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260. Paragraph 22.14: suggested to amend the titlaop#ragraph in order to indicate that it
also discusses operational leasing; suggestediitwate, that dry leasing can be operational
leasing as well;

Chapters 23 and 24: Other special cases and datapdation for national accounts and
balance of payment purposes

261. endorsed this chapter which combines chapters @24mand suggested to clearly define
its scope and to cover all relevant categoriesooflg within this scope; suggested to introduce
cross-references to other goods, like trade insslopvered in other chapters with the aim of
providing a complete list; raised the issues el trade and fictitious declarations
(transactions that are recorded but do not takeeplas a quality concern that may be cross-
referenced to Chapter 18;

262. Paragraph 23.2: suggested to elaborate furtherdiegethe distinction between goods
and services and to refer to the SNA 2008 (and BRMch lists goods, services and
knowledge-capturing products (para 6;18pk note of the use of unit values in Italy as an
indicator of whether a good is bundled with sersifissue of service content of good);

263. Paragraph 23.6: welcomed offer by Norway to proadeexample on the compilation of
government data on fish catch;

264. suggested to include a paragraph on duty-free stoops Chapter 6 or 17b, with cross
references in Chapter 23);

265. suggested to include the issue of military goodswaelcomed the offer by the
Philippines to provide an example;

266. Section C: welcomed offer by Germany to providesample on cooperation between
trade compilers and BoP compilers, describing Hway produce a reconciliation table within
the European Union; welcomed offer by Mexico tosudhwith the Specialized Technical
Committee on Foreign Trade Statistics on the fd#gibf providing an additional example;

Part V Metadata and dissemination
Chapter 25: Metadata

267. Paragraphs 25.2 and 25.12: suggested to incluparagraphs 25.2 and 25.12 a structural
metadata item that would allow users to link da&ts sinder different HS versions in order to
construct time series;

268. Paragraph 25.9: suggested to provide a more det@déscription of the Data
Documentation Initiative (DDI) and its possible &pations within the context of international
merchandise trade statistics;

269. Paragraph 25.10: welcomed the offer by Eurostptdeide an example of its metadata
server RAMON,;

270. paragraph 25.12: agreed as a good practice to omakmodity descriptions available at
any level of aggregation (including tariff line Ey as part of the structural metadata,;
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271. Paragraph 25.12: Suggested to add “reporting cguasra structural metadata item in
paragraph 25.1&uggested to write “the unit of measurement by bi&c..” in paragraph
25.12());

272. Paragraph 25.13: suggested to write “Descriptiodad@ sources used and their
integration” in paragraph 25.13(c) ; suggesteahtiude estimation of quantity in paragraph
25.13(e);

273. Section D: welcomed offer by Eurostat to provideeaample on the use of its SDMX
metadata extractor;

274. Section D: welcomed the offer of Brazil to proviae example on its presentation of
metadata;

275. Section D: suggested to provide a footnote makaference to the current (and future)
implementation of SDMX in UN Comtrade;

Chapter 26: Dissemination

276. Table 1: suggested to add reporting couatrgl suggested to indicate that quantities are
not to be aggregated above the 6-digit level,;

277. Table 2: suggested to caution concerning any hmibvision of the second partner
country as it may lead to confusion;

278. Table 3: suggested to clearly indicate that Talde&s not refer to data at the transaction
level (due to confidentiality);

279. suggested to rephrase paragraph 26.10, indicdtengdssible tradeoff between quality
(size of revisions) and timeliness - e.g., it i$ @agood practice to publish frequently large
revisions; welcomed offer by Brazil to provide soteet on the need to take into account quality
aspects when deciding on the frequency of pubbdoati

280. Paragraph 26.12: suggested to write “not dissemaiabstead of “not provided” in the
third line of paragraph 26.12;

281. Paragraph 26.13: welcomed offer by Germany to pean example of confidentiality
rules (Box 26.3);

282. Paragraph 26.14: noted that in Canada confidetialies are themselves confidential,
and suggested to emphasize that there is a traloletwieen transparency regarding providing the
details of confidentiality rules and the abilitygablish data without compromising
confidentiality; suggested to write in paragraphl26‘publish an overview of their

confidentiality rules” instead of “publish their midentiality rules”;

283. Paragraphs 26.12 to 26.14: noted that some cosrpigly active confidentiality to all
goods and not to only certain goods; suggestedttisad good practice to disseminate with the
data a quantitative indicator of the amount of gosabject to confidentiality; suggested to
include some text emphasizing the challenge oframggonfidentiality across different
classifications;
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284. Paragraph 26.15: suggested to emphasize the nead¢donmunication strategy and the
need to coordinate revision policy with non-custatat providers which might be the origin of
large revisions;

285. Paragraph 26.15(f): suggested to emphasize tha¢Wmsaon policy must ensure that
consistency is maintained across raw data, sedg@uflisted data and indices;

286. Paragraph 26.15: suggested to include as a gootigeréhe establishment of a vintage
database to measure the size of revisions andagergarality indicators;

287. Paragraph 26.22 (second sentence): suggestedde tbe language to focus more on
helping users understand the data;

288. Paragraph 26.25: suggested not to discuss prisgugs and suggested to avoid making
explicit recommendations in terms of free accedhiags not a decision of data compilers
(although country examples can be mentioned);

289. Paragraph 26.26: suggested to use the term “soeidia” in the main text of paragraph
26.26, although specific country examples can ihelteferences to “Facebook” and “Twitter”;

290. Section B: suggested to edit the title of SectiomvBting “Integrated” instead of
“Combined”;

Part VI External trade indices and seasonally adjated data
Chapter 27: External trade indices
291. Paragraph 27.7 to 27.10: suggested to mentionyrithapproach” as a third alternative

for the compilation of foreign trade price indices;

292. Paragraph 27.16: requested to provide some guidant®e form of references to other
technical documents) to assist compilers in thecehof index formulas, including chained
indices, although the choice of formula might depen the specific situation in a country
(country examples might provide some guidance riquaar situations);

293. suggested to clarify the meaning of the acronym l\flaragraph 17.16(b);

294. Paragraphs 26.16 to 26.19: suggested to encouoagglers to frequently update the
base period (at least every five years) if a fikade index is used;

295. Section D and F: welcomed offer by Italy to provadeountry example on the
compilation of chained price indices for extermatle;

296. Section D and F: welcomed offer by FAO to providesaample of its methodology for
the index calculation;

297. Section F: suggested to emphasize in the counamsnples the challenges faced by
compilers (e.g., explaining why Germany is usintegarise surveys);

298. Section D: suggested to provide some guidance dhadelogical alternatives for the
compilation of indices when there are missing olsBIns;

299. Section D: suggested to provide some guidance antdi@eal with changes in the HS
classification that affect the calculation of ext@rtrade indices;
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300. Section E: suggested to emphasize that the compilptocess of trade indices must
allow for feedback into the compilation of raw dadad vice-versa,

301. Section F: welcomed offer by Norway to update thentry example on compilation of
trade indices;

302. Section F: suggested to change the title of thii@®to “Country experiences”;

Chapter 28: Seasonally adjusted data

303. Paragraph 28.5: welcomed offer by the United Statgsovide a link to the Census
Bureau website with the release of the X-13-ARIMBAS'S method,;

304. Paragraph 28.14: suggested to cross-referencepaitiyraph 26.15 on revision policy;

305. Section D: suggested that it is a good practicadamtain the model specification for
seasonal adjustment as stable as possible overdimddo coordinate the timing of revisions to
the model specification with the timing of majovisgons of the raw data,

306. Paragraph 28.19: welcomed offer by the United Stetgprovide some input on footnote
188 regarding the requirements for the length efséries;

307. Section F: Suggested to add a paragraph on the igswn-additivity of seasonally-
adjusted data;

308. Paragraph 28.24 and 28.25: suggested to mentiargasd practice monitoring
discrepancies between the trend of raw data antteéhd of seasonally-adjusted data.

309. Section H: suggested to emphasize that seasomfligtad figures should be consistent
between trade statistics and national accounts;onedd offer by Germany to provide an
example on how seasonal adjustment of trade dataried out in cooperation with the central
bank;

310. Section H/ country examples: agreed to renameditiection H to indicate that this
section will contain country examples; welcomecodfby the United States and Germany to
provide their country experiences in the calcutatb seasonally adjusted data for international
merchandise trade.
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compilation issues of IMTS2010, Mexico City, 6-9 Drember 2011

Brazil

1. Mr. Paulo Roberto PAVAO
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Ministry of Development, Industry and Foreign Trade
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e-mail: paulo.pavao@mdic.gov.br
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Ministry of Development, Industry and Foreign Trade
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3. Mr. Alan TORRANCE
Head, Reconciliations
Statistics Canada
Ottawa, Canada
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4. Ms. Hongman JIN
Chief
Statistics Division
Statistics Department
General Customs Administration
Beijing, China
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Colombia

5. Mr. Juan Franciso MARTINEZ
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Departamento Administrativo Nacional de Estadistica
Bogota, Colombia
e-mail: jfmartinezr @dane.gov.co
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Costa Rica

6.

Ms. Ana Mercedes UMANA

Coordinadora de Unidad de Estadisticas Econdmicas
Instituto Nacional de Estadistica y Censos de CREta
Unidad de Estadisticas Econdmicas

San José, Costa Rica

e-mail: ana.umana@inec.go.cr
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7.
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German Federal Statistical Office
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Statistics on Foreign Trade and Enterprise Inténat Activities
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Jamaica
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Ms. Lorna REID
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Statistical Institute of Jamaica
Kingston 10, Jamaica

e-mail: Ireid@statinja.gov.jm

Mexico

10.

Mr. Gerardo DURAND ALCANTARA

Deputy General Director of

Economic Surveys and Administrative Records
National Institute of Statistics and Geography (N
Aguascalientes, Ags., Mexico

e-mail: gerardo.durand@inegi.org.mx
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Director of Foreign Trade Statistics and Adminisu#& Records

National Institute of Statistics and Geography (BNE

Mexico City, Mexico
Email: pablo.alvarez@inegi.org.mx

Morocco

12. Mr. Hussaine OULJOUR
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Foreign Exchange Office
Department of Statistics
Rabat, Morocco
e-mail: Ouljour@oc.gov.ma

Norway

13. Mr. Leif KORBOL
Head of Division
Statistics Norway

Oslo, Norway
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Philippines

14. Ms. Estela de GUZMAN

Director
Industry and Trade Statistics Department

National Statistics Office

Manila, Philippines
e-mail:e.deGuzman@-census.gov.ph

Uganda

15. Mr. John MAYENDE

Principal Statistician
Trade and Government Finance Statistics Section

Uganda Bureau of Statistics

Kampala, Uganda
e-mail: john.mayende@ubos.org

35



ESA/STAT/AC.251.1

Ukraine

16. Mr. Vadym PISCHEIKO
First Deputy Chair
State Statistics Service of Ukraine
Kyiv, Ukraine
e-mail: V.Pishcheyko@ukrstat.gov.ua

United States of America

17. Mr. David DICKERSON
Assistant Chief, Foreign Trade Division
U.S. Census Bureau, U.S. Department of Commerce
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e-mail:david.m.dickerson@census.gov
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Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO)

20. Ms. Marianna CAMPEANU
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Food and Agriculture Organization of UN
Rome, ltaly
e-mail: Marianna.Campeanu@fao.org
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World Customs Organization
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e-mail:ed.dejong@wcoomd.org

United Nations Statistics Division (UNSD)

22.

23.

24,

25.
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United Nations Statistics Division, DESA
New York, USA
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