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PMTC CUSTOMS REPORT

BOWEN ENTERPRISES INC.

Backgrounder:

Bowen Enterprises, Inc. provides a full range of print products and consulting services, including assistance to carriers filing Customs Self Assessment (CSA) and FAST Highway Carrier applications.  With representation on CBP and CBSA trade committees, Bowen Enterprises, Inc. provides input in the development of the U.S. Automated Commercial Environment (ACE) and Canadian Automated Commercial Information (ACI) systems.

Automated Commercial Environment – Updates

ACE Workplan

A revised ACE workplan has not been released since that which was issued in late June, and which was previously provided.

ACE Truck Manifest Processing for ABI QP In-bonds

On February 10th, CBP issued the following guidance on ABI QP in-bond entries filed for ACE truck eManifests.

Automated Broker Interface

A number of problems have recently been reported involving ABI QP in-bond entries for ACE Truck Manifest shipments. The most reliable method for processing ABI QP in-bonds – whether the ACE truck manifest is filed in the ACE Portal or by EDI – is for the carrier to report the shipment as a regular (PAPS) shipment with bill of lading details (shipper, consignee, quantity, description, etc), and allow the CBP systems to attach the ABI QP in-bond to the ACE Truck shipment. When a QP in-bond fails to attach to an ACE Truck shipment, the carrier sometimes elects to add in-bond entry information to the shipment in the ACE Portal. Carriers electing this procedure should assign a new 9-digit in-bond number to the shipment and advise the QP in-bond entry filer to delete the original QP in-bond from ABI. Under no circumstances should an ACE Truck manifest shipment be converted to an in-bond shipment without a 9-digit in-bond entry number.

ACE/ITDS Report To Be Presented at Customs Operations Advisory Committee (COAC)
On February 21st, the COAC will hold their next meeting.  Amongst the topics to be discussed is the report on ACE/ITDS, which is included below.

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON COMMERCIALOPERATIONS (COAC)

Government Report on:  Automated Commercial Environment/

International Trade Data System (ACE/ITDS)

February 21, 2012

ACE/ITDS continues to be among the agency’s top business priorities and CBP is making significant progress on the program.

Steady progress continues on the ACE e-Manifest Rail & Sea (M1) pilot with both CBP and trade users.  CBP developed both the M1 pilot’s technical approach and phased deployment implementation strategy to minimize risks associated with migrating to ACE M1 from the legacy Automated Manifest System (AMS) module of ACS.  

· The trade phase of the pilot:
· Early adopters have begun migrating to ACE from the legacy system currently processing rail and sea manifests (known as the Automated Commercial System (ACS)).  As of January 25, 2012:

· 5 carriers are currently filing rail or sea manifests in ACE

· 22 participants are ACE certified 

· 11 participants have started testing

· 12 are planning to test in the near future

· The CBP port  phase of the pilot: 

· CBP has begun accepting sea and rail manifest transmissions from trade users in ACE, and as of January 31, has deployed M1 at 57 ports.
· Full deployment is scheduled for March 2012.

· In conjunction with operational acceptance of M1, CBP plans to publish a Federal Register Notice naming ACE as the only CBP-approved electronic data interchange.  This Notice will lay out a six-month timeframe for the decommissioning of AMS for rail and sea manifest capabilities.

Progress is also being made with ACE Cargo Release.  The ACE program is working on a plan to modernize and enhance all existing cargo release functionality previously implemented in the ACS legacy system.  ACE Cargo Release will provide the international trade community with a more automated and modern process that streamlines data requirements, eliminates paper and provides for expedited decisions by federal agencies for imports. 

· CBP has completed the Concept of Operations (CONOPs) and Operational Requirements Document (ORD), two key requirements documents that capture the purpose and desired functionality of Cargo Release.

· An Analysis of Alternatives (AoA), which evaluates effectiveness, suitability, and financial justification for each viable cargo release implementation alternative, is currently in development and will conclude in April 2012.

· Assuming adequate funding is available, the design and acquisition phase for Cargo Release will begin with an anticipated contract award in 2012.

· The Cargo Release acquisition strategy includes multiple releases of functionality and capability.

CBP’s Simplified Processes initiatives have developed based on recognition that import entry and financial requirements were misaligned with standard industry practices, resulting in a lack of uniformity, increased cost and inefficient trade facilitation and enforcement.  The Simplified Process joint industry-CBP Workgroup was established April 2011 with the goal of formulating viable solutions that are mutually beneficial and diminish the administrative burden related to importing into the U.S. 

· Simplified Entry
· Simplified Entry will streamline the data required to obtain release of products for cargo, eliminating the current entry (CBP Form 3461).  

· CBP has selected nine brokers to participate in its pilot test of Simplified Entry for air cargo.

· Simplified Summary

· A long term vision for Simplified Summary is to allow for a periodic summary filing and payment settlement over a set period, versus the current process of accounting by transaction.

· CBP is also working closely with the Simplified Processes Workgroup, and the next step is to discuss the legal and policy framework necessary to act on the vision of Simplified Summary. 

Status of additional ACE projects:  

· PGA Interoperability Web Service (IWS) – Introduces a comprehensive set of technical services that enables CBP to share information, documents, and events of interest in an automated manner with PGAs, to significantly enhance inter-agency collaboration required during the cargo importation, review and release process.

· The PGA Interoperability framework with an initial set of capabilities was deployed to Production in August 2011.

· The Consumer Product Safety Commission (CPSC) began successfully receiving authorized production entry and entry summary data directly from CBP in a fully automated manner.  To date, over 3.5 million trade transactions have been disbursed to CPSC using the ITDS Interoperability Framework.

· CBP is in the process of on-boarding several more PGAs to the interoperability environment including Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service (APHIS), Food Safety and Inspection Service (FSIS), NMFS, Department of Transportation (DOT), EPA, and United States Coast Guard (USCG).   

· Additional interoperability strategies and automated information exchange capabilities continue to be developed in collaboration between CBP and various PGAs.

· PGA Message Set - Introduces support for a well-defined, harmonized set of data to be collected electronically from international traders by CBP on behalf of the PGAs. This effort replaces the myriad of paper forms currently required by Federal Agencies during the cargo importation process and supports the agency’s “single automated window” concept for data submission required by all Federal Agencies during the cargo importation and review process.

· The PGA Message Set was approved by the ITDS Board of Directors, on May 19, 2011.  

· On June 3, 2011, CBP published formal “PGA Message Set Implementation Guides” on cbp.gov so International Traders and PGAs can begin getting ready to use this new capability.  

· Technology for the collection and processing of the PGA Message Set was implemented in production in November 2011.  Full integration with Trade and other system components is expected to occur after the M1 release.

· Document Image System (DIS): Allows trade members to electronically supply documentation needed during the cargo release process to CBP and other Federal agencies.

· DIS was deployed to production in October 2010.  This functionality will allow the Trade to electronically transmit document images and associated data to CBP to facilitate the cargo importation, review, and release process.  It will also support processing single transaction bonds submitted by the trade.

· An ACE Portal link was created in March 2011 to allow CBP and PGAs seamless access to DIS documents and data.    

· DIS Monthly releases have continuously enhanced features and functionality as agreed upon with the customer.  The set of documents supported in DIS also continues to expand as more PGAs participate in the program. 

· In addition to ACE Portal access, CBP plans to use Web Services technology to make DIS documents and data available to PGA systems in an automated manner.  The technical framework to facilitate such Interoperability and data sharing was delivered August 2011.

· Two PGAs, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and National Marine Fisheries Services (NMFS), have volunteered to join in the CBP pilot test of the DIS in 2012.
ACE and Export Processing

Per the ITDS Board of Directors recommendation to Congress in December 2010, CBP and other effected agencies are examining the potential for enhancing the Automated Export System (AES) to provide functionality for additional ITDS agencies, including a detailed examination of ITDS agencies’ export requirements.  The ITDS Board believes that introducing enhancements to these systems may have the potential to achieve basic single-window functionality for export commodity and transportation reporting on an accelerated schedule.  At the April 2011 COAC, there was some discussion about ACE and exports and the “one system” approach as recommended by the President’s National Export Initiative (NEI).
· A contract to develop a draft CONOPS, ORD and Requirements Traceability Matrix for export processing was issued late December, 2011.  
· Initial project focus is the development of the electronic export manifest “to be” process. 
· Contract deliverables are scheduled for completion in March.
A second report to be presented and discussed at the COAC meeting is that of the Bond Sub-committee.  Their executive summary and status update reports are as follows:

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON COMMERCIAL OPERATIONS OF CUSTOMS AND BORDER PROTECTION (COAC)

Bond Subcommittee

Executive Summary – Trade Progress Report

February 2012
The purpose of the COAC Bond Subcommittee of the 12th term of COAC is to consult with CBP Office of Finance and the Department of Treasury on bond related issues.  The subcommittee is made up of COAC members, Trade, and Government.  

Bond Subcommittee Membership
The subcommittee has added an additional trade member, Tim Murphy, from International Fidelity Insurance Company.

Subcommittee Work

The subcommittee has had many conference calls since the December public meeting.

Goal 1:  Instructions for Completing the CBP 301 Bond Form

The first goal of the subcommittee was to work with CBP on the proper instructions for completing the new CBP 301 bond form.  CBP published the new bond form in mid-2011 for mandatory use on 1/1/2012.  The subcommittee has completed its review of the document entitled “Customs Bond – Instructions for Completion” and has submitted this “pre-decisional” document to the full COAC membership for its acceptance as a recommendation to CBP.  At this juncture, the document is being submitted to CBP Executive Management for final government approval.

The trade subcommittee has reported issues of bond rejections in several ports which have been immediately rectified when reported to the Bond Team at the Revenue Division.  Once the document is officially approved, the incidence of rejections should drastically decrease.

Goal 2:  Work with CBP to determine the best process for the Centralization of Single Transaction Bonds
The subcommittee has not officially begun discussion of Single Transaction Bond Centralization.  CBP officials have indicated that the best course of action will be to suggest ideas to best determine an innovative program that will not inhibit the release of entries.

Over the course of the next three months, the subcommittee will discuss views on the best process, in order to comply with one of the objectives of the DHS-OIG report of June 2011.

Summary

The COAC Bond Subcommittee has completed the first goal.  The instructional document will be discussed with the full COAC at the February 21st public meeting.  The process of determining the instructions was a truly collaborative effort and the trade subcommittee members are pleased with the outcome.  In the coming months we are prepared to undertake the enormous task of working with our government members on a centralized STB system.  Finally, the subcommittee is prepared to assist any other COAC subcommittee on bond related matters.

Status update: Bond Subcommittee

Background:

· CBP is working with the trade community and the Department of Treasury to generate advice and develop recommendations pertaining to any bond-related issues that may affect all Government and trade stakeholders.  

· This effort touches other COAC subcommittees so the Committee will collaborate with the other trade areas as bond-related issues arise. The Subcommittee plans to hold cross-subcommittee meetings when appropriate.    

Current Status:

· Since the COAC meeting on December 7, 2011, the Subcommittee has been working on addressing issues concerning the newly published CBP Form 301.
· CBP requested comments and questions regarding the form and received those on December 12, 2011, from the trade.  
· CBP determined that the best path to take to address the immediate concerns surrounding the new CBP Form 301 would be to update the instructions that accompany the form.
· The Subcommittee worked together on the new instructions.  These instructions are now being routed through CBP for internal review and then will be brought to the COAC for approval.
Next Steps:
· The Subcommittee has requested to be involved in the development of the centralization of the single transaction bond process to implement the recommendation outlined in the DHS-OIG report from June 2011 entitled “Efficacy of Customs and Border Protection’s Bonding Process”.  CBP will work with the trade to address several of the recommendations contained in this report.  
Correction to Memorandum on Bond Requirements on Informal Entries

The Director of Field Operations issued the following correction to the Memorandum on Bond Requirements on Informal Entries.  These changes may change processes previously in place and require additional time at the port to properly address before the driver is released.
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	Title: Correction to Memorandum on Bond Requirements on Informal Entries 
Date: 1/24/2012 7:46:15 AM
To: Automated Broker Interface

FROM:
Executive Director, Trade Policy and Programs

TO:
Directors, Field Operations

SUBJECT: Correction to Memorandum on Bond Requirements on Informal Entries

The memorandum, Bond Requirements on Informal Entries, dated December 11, 2001, and Administrative Message ID: 02-0070, dated 01/14/2002 were written omitting the permissible use of a single transaction bond (STB) when a broker uses the CBP 3461 entry for release, followed by an entry summary.  This memorandum is correcting those documents to allow for the use of an STB.  The policy now reads:

Informal entries that are presented with estimated duties, taxes and fees, at the time of presentation are not required to have a bond.  These informal entries are treated in the same manner that we treat live entries.  This means that we collect the money then provide examination, if required, and then provide a release.  When a broker/filer chooses to use the CBP 3461 entry for release, followed by an entry summary (CBP 7501) within 10 days, then either a continuous or single transaction bond is required.  Additionally, these informals must be paid via ACH statement method.

A new Administrative Message will be sent.  Questions regarding this notice can be addressed to William Scopa, Chief, Revenue Policy and Programs Branch, Office of International Trade via e-mail, william.r.scopa@dhs.gov or at 202-863-6554.

Signed

/Brenda B. Smith/ 

	 


C-TPAT/PIP Seal Standard Changes

The CBSA announced on December 23rd, 2011 the following message regarding changes in the seal standards.

New Seal Standards – March 1, 2012
December 2011

To:  PIP Members

Please be advised that effective March 1, 2012, the current International Organization for Standardization (ISO) mechanical seal standard (ISO / PAS 17712) will be replaced with a new ISO standard – ISO 17712:2010.  The new standard has the following compliance requirements:  

1) Testing to determine a seal’s classification for physical strength (as barriers of entry);

2) Process auditing of the manufacturer’s security-related business practices;

3) Testing (and PASS grade) of a seals ability to indicate evidence of tampering;

4) A new 18mm minimum width diameter for bolt seals.

The new seal standard requires documentation of compliance by properly accredited test laboratories or business process auditors, which must have ISO 17712 included in their scope of competence.  

Mechanical seals, which have not been certified as complying with the new compliance requirements after March 1, 2012, will not be accepted as ISO compliant seals.  

Third Generation of the ISO 17712

ISO 17712 (2010) was first published in September 2010 and included an 18-month transition period (to March 2012) to deal with technical issues.  The new standard is the third generation of 17712.  The first was a Publically Available Specification (PAS) published in 2003 and the second was a revision to PAS 17712 published in 2006.  Each revision builds on previous requirements.    

We encourage our members to utilize their existing seals already in stock and to carefully plan future seal purchases to ensure that seals affixed to containers as of March 1, 2012 are compliant with ISO IS 17712:2010.  

Benefits of the new seal standards include the reduced possibility of:

· Cargo theft or tampering;

· Unauthorized material being inserted into the container; 

· Shipping delays that result when seals are missing or broken.

For more information please visit the World Customs Organization (WCO) website at www.wcoomd.org or contact the PIP program:

Partners in Protection (PIP):  PIP-PEP@cbsa-asfc.gc.ca
This writer immediately questioned the validity of this standard, by first making contact with CBP’s Office of Field Operations (OFO).  Although they agreed with the standard, they confirmed that no lab is currently certified to provide certification to the standard with respect to item 3 of the compliance requirement regarding evidence of tampering.

After receiving this information, the CBSA was contacted to confirm whether they had a lab who could provide certification.

Then on February 7th, CBP sent the following announcement to C-TPAT participants announcing their revised seal standards to take effect in less than thirty days.

Please be advised that effective March 1, 2012, the current International Organization for Standardization (ISO) mechanical seal standard (ISO/PAS 17712) will be replaced with a new ISO standard--ISO 17712:2010.  C-TPAT understands that seals are costly, and companies are not expected to discard seals currently in stock.  However, after companies have exhausted their current stock of high security seals, we recommend that they purchase seals which are compliant with the new ISO 17712:2010 standard.
 

The new standard compliance requirements:  
 

· Testing to determine a seal’s classification for physical strength (as a barrier of entry).

· Process auditing of the manufacturer’s security-related business practices.

· Testing (pass/fail) of a seals ability to indicate evidence of tampering.

· A new 18mm minimum width diameter for bolt seals.

 Benefits of the new seal standards include:

· Reduced possibility of cargo theft or tampering.

· Reduced possibility of unauthorized material being inserted into containers or other instruments of international traffic (IIT).

· Reducing shipping delays that result when seals are missing or broken.

·  When inspecting seals for signs of tampering, tamper-evident seals should allow personnel, with the appropriate training, to detect compromised seals easier.
When C-TPAT companies transition to the new ISO 17712:2010 compliant seals, they should request documentation (lab reports) to confirm that the purchased seals comply with the new standard. 
 

For more information, please visit the World Customs Organization (WCO) website at www.wcoomd.org or contact the C-TPAT program at industry.parnership@dhs.gov.

Third Generation of the ISO 17712

ISO 17712 (2010) was first published in September 2010 and included an 18-month transition period (to March 2012) to deal with technical issues.  The new standard is the third generation of 17712.  The first was a Publically Available Specification (PAS) published in 2003 and the second was a revision to PAS 17712 published in 2006.  Each revision builds on previous requirements.   

It was then not surprising, having once again raised the issue of how trade would be able to conform to the new standards that CBP, issued the following notice.  What is both frustrating and disturbing is that both Governments were well aware of the problem with the new standards but continued to issue requirements and notices that trade needed to conform.

First, on February 15th, CBP issued the following revised notice.

This message is to clarify the notice sent to all partners on February 7, 2012—Notice of New High Security Seal Standards—March 1, 2012.  The message advised C-TPAT partners that the new International Organization for Standardization (ISO) mechanical seal standard (ISO 17712:2010 ) is scheduled to become effective on March 1, 2012, and recommended that certified companies begin phasing in ISO 17712:2010 compliant seals after their current stocks of high security seals have been exhausted.  
 
Since the issuance of the previous notice, C-TPAT has learned that the tamper evidence element of the ISO 17712:2010 requirements (Clause 6) cannot be met.  To date, no accredited independent laboratories have been willing to test and certify seals as complying with the tamper evidence requirement.  Consequently, C-TPAT has determined that implementation of the new standard is not viable by the March 01, 2012 deadline.  
 
C-TPAT has also become aware that the ISO is working to amend ISO 17712:2010 to address the issue with this standard.  Therefore, implementation of the new ISO 17712:2010 standard for mechanical seals will be delayed until C-TPAT receives definitive information that ISO has resolved this issue.  C-TPAT partners will be advised when the ISO has resolved the tamper evidence issue with the ISO 17712:2010 standard.
 
Since the ISO 17712: 2010 (18 mm) certification for high security seals is attainable without the Clause 6 testing portion of the standard, C-TPAT encourages partners to buy seals that meet this part of the standard.  If C-TPAT companies decide to transition to seals that meet this portion of the new ISO standard, they should request documentation to confirm that the purchased seals comply with the current testing requirements for ISO 17712: 2010 (18 mm) certification. 
On February 17th, CBSA issued the same retraction, substituting “C-TPAT” with PIP.

Border Commercial Consultative Committee (BCCC) 

The next meeting of the BCCC has been rescheduled for Monday, February 27th in Niagara Falls, ON.  This is to be followed by a meeting in Niagara Falls, NY on February 28th at which time a joint CBSA/CBP Town Hall will be held to discuss the Perimeter Vision.

Although an agenda has not been provided for the February 28th meeting, the following topics are currently schedule to be discussed at the formal BCCC meeting on February 27th.

1. Border Action Plan

2. Service Strategy and Business Simplification Initiative (BSI)

3. System Outages

4. eManifest (ACI)

5. CBSA Assessment and Revenue Management (CARM)

6. Border Wait Times

7. Examination and OGD Sub-Committee Updates

8. Administrative Monetary Penalty System (AMPS)

CBSA Customs Notice – Importing New Canadian Specification Vehicles Into Canada

The CBSA issued the following Customs Notice on February 1st to notify trade of revised border declaration procedures under the new Canadian specification vehicles (Canadian Motor Vehicle Safety Standards (CMVSS) compliant) being imported into Canada from foreign countries, including the United States.
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Ottawa, February 1, 2012

CUSTOMS NOTICE 12-003

Importing New Canadian Specification
Vehicles Into Canada

1. This notice is to clarify the border declaration
procedure for new Canadian specification vehicles
(Canadian Motor Vehicle Safety Standards (CMVSS)
compliant) being imported into Canada from forcign
countries, including the United States

2. Please note that NEW Canadian specification
vehicles bearing a valid Canadian Statement of
Compliance label cannot be entered into the Registrar
of Imported Vehicles (RIV) Program.

(@) Avehicle is considered “NEW™ when it is
purchased directly from a manufacturer.
Acquisition documents must clearly indicate a
purchase at the manufacturing level. Vehicles
purchased at the retail level in the United States
are not considered “NEW™.

(b) A “Canadian specification vehicle” is defined
as a vehicle built to Canadian Motor Vehicle
Safety Standards and bearing a Canadian
Statement of Compliance to that effect.

3. When a NEW Canadian specification vehicle is
presented, authorization must be confirmed by
consulting Appendix F or G of Departmental
Memorandum D19-12-1, Importation of Vehicles, to
ensure that the importer is listed as an authorized
Canadian importer for the vehicle being imported.

4. When the importer is listed in Appendix F, or the
importer and manufacturer are listed in Appendix G
proceed as usual as outlined in D19-12-1

5. When the importer is not listed in Appendix F, or
the importer and manufacturer are not listed in
Appendix G, the entry requires an authorization
letter from Transport Canada and can only be
released in the presence of such a letter.

6. The entry for new Canadian specification vehicles
is documented using Vehicle Import Form — Form 1
and proper care must be taken to identify a
commercial importation (imported for resale) by
completing section 16-A, or a casual importation
(imported for personal/private use) by completing
section 16-B. Companies who import for their own
use (not for resale) are considered private importers.
A sample of the Form 1 can be found in Appendix C
of Memorandum D19-12-1

7. If an importer is not listed on Appendix G, border
service officers are asked to add a note besides

box 16-A, or box 16-B (depending on the nature of the
importation) indicating that a letter of authorization
was received from Transport Canada, and include a
photocopy of the authorization with the Form 1.

8. Itis the importer’s responsibility to obtain
authorization from Transport Canada prior to

presenting the vehicle for importation at the border. If
no acceptable authorization from Transport Canada is
provided, the vehicl is to be denicd entry.

9. As areminder, Transport Canada does not regulate
vehicles 15 years old or older, or buses manufactured
‘before January 1, 1971. Such entries are documented
as exempt from the RIV program and by selecting
“Vehicle fifteen years old or older etc ...” under
Section 16 of the Vehicle Import Form - Form 1

(box 16-C).

10. For additional information regarding this notice,
please contact:

Canada Border Services Agency
OGD Programs Unit

Border Programs Directorate
150 Isabella Street, Sth floor
Ottawa ON KI1A 0L8

Telephone: 613-946-0240
Fax: 613-946-1520

e
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CBSA Issues Customs Notice Regarding Who May Obtain and Keep a Carrier Code

Below is a copy of Customs Notice 11-018 Carrier Code Eligibility.  This issue originated within the eSPN Design Sub-committee where issues of “hand carried” goods at land borders may require companies who send administrative staff to the U.S. to pick up samples or other commercial goods and currently report them in person on paper.

In response, the CBSA issued this Customs Notice to provide clarity the issue.  However the interpretation of the notice has resulted in the denial of carrier codes to some applicants and may lead to  revocation of carrier codes in the traditional private fleet environment, according the CBSA staff.  Trade is trying to reach out to the CBSA and address this before it becomes an issue.  The problem appears to be paragraph 3 and the definition of “the owner or person in charge of a conveyance that is engaged in international commercial transportation of specified goods.”.  It is the opinion of some in trade that the use of “; and” at the end of statement “(b)” has created confusion and limited the issuance of a carrier code to for hire carriers only.
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Ottawa, October 7, 2011

CUSTOMS NOTICE 11-018

Carrier Code Eligibility

1. The purpose of this notice is to provide
clarification on the eligibility to hold or receive a
carrier code from the Canada Border Services Agency
(CBSA). Further information on CBSA carrier codes
may be found on our Web site at www.chsa.gc.ca.

2. The Customs Act, the Reporting of Imported
Goods Regulations and the Transportation of Goods
Regulations, establish the time of report, manner of
report and who reports goods entering or moving
in-transit through Canada. For further information,
consult Memorandum D3-1-1, Policy Respecting the
Importation and Transportation of Goods, under
“Publications and forms™ on our Web site at
www.cbsa.gc.ca.

3. Forthe purpose of assessing carrier code
eligibility, the CBSA defines a carrier as the “the
owner or person in charge of a conveyance that is
engaged in international commercial transportation of
specified goods.” Specified goods means:

(@ commercial goods;

(%) empty cargo containers to be imported into
Canada and that are not for sale; and

(¢) any other goods to be transported to Canada
fora fee.

4. Clients who do not meet the criteria outlined in
paragraph 3 are not eligible to receive or hold a carrier
code. Please refer to paragraph 6 concerning codes for
freight forwarders. The following are examples of
those parties who are not eligible for a carrier code:

(@ An importer transporting their own goods into
Canada under the definition of “hand carried
200ds”. “Hand-carried goods” are defined as
commercial goods carried by paying passenger
onboard traveller’s commercial conveyances (bus,
taxi, plane, ship, etc.) or commercial goods being
imported and accounted for at the port of entry by

the owner of a business, or an employee, driving a
“not for hire,” non-commercial conveyance
described as:

(i) an owner of a business or an employee of a
business driving a vehicle registered under the
business (fleet car) transporting commercial
goods for the business; or

(if) an owner of a business or an employee of a
business driving its own personal vehicle
transporting commercial goods for the
business.

(B) The conveyance is the goods being imported.
For example, a car dealer purchases a vehicle in
the United States and drives the vehicle into
Canada for commercial importation purposes. The
vehicle is considered “hand-caried” goods.

(c) A ships agent in the marine mode who is not
directly engaged in the international commercial
transportation of goods. For example, a ships
agent who applies for a carrier code for the sole
purpose of providing Advance Commercial
Information (ACT) to the CBSA on behalf of other
carriers under the ships agent’s carrier code.

Note: The Memorandum D3-5-1, Commercial
Vessels in International Service, which currently
allows ships agents to obtain a carrier code for this
purpose, will be updated to reflect this
requirement.

(d) Companies who do not own or operate a
conveyance and are not involved in the actual
transportation of goods. For example, a logistics
provider who does not have an exclusive contract
with a third party and hires that third party to
transport the goods into Canada.

Note: The reference in Memorandum D3-1-1,
Policy Respecting the Importation and
Transportation of Goods, which references
customs brokers and carrier codes, will be updated
to reflect the above mentioned.

Canadi



[image: image3.jpg]() Companies who do not have a conveyance or
cannot provide a history of leasing/renting
vehicles for carrier purposes at the time they will
be requesting a carrier code from the CBSA. For
example, a company who is interested in
becoming a carrier to transport goods into Canada;
however, it intends o lease or purchase a
conveyance once it determines its business volume
and after it obtains a carrier code from the CBSA.

5. When a client applies for a carrier code, it is the
responsibility of the applicant to demonstrate to the
CBSA that he is in fact a carrier and that he meets the
definition outlined in paragraph 3.

6. The CBSA also issues codes to approved ficight
forwarders. Clients who apply for a freight forwarder
code must also demonstrate that they meet the
definition of a freight forwarder as outlined in
Memorandum D3-3-1, Forwarded and Consolidated
Cargo— Import Movements available on our Web site
at ww.cbsa.ge.ca under “Forms and publications”.

o

7. The CBSA will be conducting a review of existing
carrier code files and freight forwarder files and may
contact those parties who may not be eligible to hold a
carrier code.

8. Inquiries related to this notice may be directed to:

Canada Border Services Agency
Import Programs

150 Isabella Street, 4th floor
Ottawa ON K1A 0L

Email:
ImportPrograms Programmedesimportations @cbs
a-asfe.ge.ca

e
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Windsor-Essex Parkway Information

Below is a notice regarding the latest road closures related to the development of the Windsor-Essex Parkway.

Traffic Notes

Bethlehem Avenue

A portion of Bethlehem Avenue between Huron Church Road and Sixth Street will be closed starting Tuesday, February 21, 2012, for a period of approximately one year. This closure is required for construction of the Windsor-Essex Parkway Labelle Tunnel (T-2) and Bridge 7 (B-7) (Labelle Street and Lambton Road). The work taking place in this area requires the closure of the sidewalk on the west side of southbound Huron Church Road from roughly the area of the Super 8 Motel (north of E.C. Row Expressway) to Lambton Road and the closure of a portion of the right lane on southbound Huron Church Road between Labelle Street and the E.C. Row Expressway on-ramp.

A diversion route (D1) connecting Bethlehem Avenue to Lambton Road will provide access during the Bethlehem closure. Read a fact sheet about the diversion. You can also view photos at www.flickr.com/weparkway.

Grosvenor Drive

The permanent closure of Grosvenor Drive at Highway 3 will take effect on Tuesday, February 21, 2012, to allow for construction of the Oliver Estates Tunnel (T-11). Local traffic can access this area via the next intersection at Howard Avenue. The permanent closure is required as this section of road will be incorporated into T-11 once constructed.

View the public notice for more information and maps. 

Permanent Road Closures – February 15, 2012

You may see a sign like the one below when travelling on some roads that intersect with the future Windsor-Essex Parkway. These signs mean that access to Huron Church Road/Highway 3 has been closed from that roadway because the Parkway is a Controlled-Access Highway. It is anticipated that travellers using the travelled roads will experience minimal impacts. 
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These road closures took effect on February 15, 2012, and are part of a process that was approved in November 2011. For more information view the public notice. 
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